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clined to submit to cross-examination, and without the consideration 
of which it will hardly be contended by anybody that a case is made 
against the right of the contestee to his seat. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Is there any claim here that Mr. Page 
was elected? 

Mr. ROWELL. No, sir. He made theclaim, but the committee ab- 
solutely ignore that portion of his claim, and the purpose here is to de- 
clare the seat vacant, Further than that under the permission to in- 
troduce testimony in rebuttal, in utter disregard of all rules of law or 
ignorance of them, the same utter disregard which characterized the 
proceedings of this contestant from the time he commenced writing his 
notice of contest down through the taking of testimony and until the 
final argument and during the final argument before the committee— 
in disregard of the rights conferred upon him by the resolution of the 
House and in disregard of the best settled rules of evidence known to 
the law books, the contestant proceeded again to take testimony in chief 
after the opportunity to meet such testimony had passed away under 
the resolution of the House, and that testimony so taken in chief is 
presented by the majority of the committee to this House, and you are 
asked to follow their judgment based on testimony not cross-examined, 
where the witnesses refused to submit to cross-examination and testi- 
mony taken in chief at the time when rebuttal testimony was only 
permissible. I am talking from the record. 

I am telling the facts ascertainable by every gentleman in this Hall, 
and I state these facts because I want to call the attention of this 
House to this proposition first. When determining whether a person 
is entitled to a seat here, although we under the Constitution have the 
power to disregard every rule of law, every right pertaining to honest 
and fairdealing—although we have the power to do it, yet as men and 
Representatives we have not the right to do so; and it is our duty to 
apply the well-known rules of law recognized in the courts to this 
case in our consideration of it. 

Therefore, while I admit you have the absolute power, I ask gentle- 
men, as Representatives engaged in a solemn duty, to refuse to con- 
sider any ex parte testimony presented here not cross-examined, where 
there was no opportunity to cross-examine it, and to refuse to consider 
any testimony which was properly testimony in chief which was il- 
legally and unlawfully brought into this record as testimony in re- 
buttal. And why do I askit? Because from time immemorial the 
the courts sitting among English-speaking people have been ascertain- 
ing what sort of rules are oera in regard to the admission of tes- 
timony designed to prove or intended to prove any fact, and they have 
made for us a body of rules. 

And in that body of law, as the resultant of the best wisdom of all 
the courts, we have well-defined principles which tell us that certain 
kinds of testimony is competent and admissible to prove a fact, and 
that certain other kinds of testimony is neither competent nor admiss- 
ible to even tend to prove any fact, and therefore ought not to be con- 
sidered in connection with the fact by any judicial tribunal. One of 
those rules is that whoever takes the affirmative of an issue must intro- 
duce all the testimony that bears upon his side of the issue before the 
other side is called on to answer, that he may not divide his testimony, 
introducing a part and refusing to introduce a part, and that the only 
variftion of this rule is a variation allowed in the discretion of the 
court when the parties and witnesses and all who are to be affected 
are present and subject to its control, so that no injustice may be done. 
I shall therefore, in my argument, utterly and absolutely disregard any 
testimony which was properly testimony-in-chief sought to be intro- 
duced in rebuttal under the resolution of this body. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Let me ask you a question right there. 
What purpose did Page have in contesting this seat if he no hope 
of getting it for himself? 

Mr. ROWELL, He did have hope. He argued very elaborately 
before the committee that he was entitled to the seat. I suppose his 
hope was based upon the idea that political necessity required a decision 
in his favor, and that, as his political friends were in the majority in 
this House, they would, in obedience to that political necessity, assign 
the seat to him. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘That they would hold another election in 
the House, 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes; hold another election here; but inasmuch as 
the majority of the committee have ignored his claim and have law- 
fully and properly rejected his theory that an election held in accord- 
ance with law is an election which should be overthrown, I shall not 
stop to comment upon that further than to say that he claimed that 
all the ballots cast for Mr, Pirce should be thrown out because he 
[Page] didn’t like the laws, and had often tried to get them re- 

led. 


Another thing in the testimony that I shall refuse to consider is this: 
Where a witness was called in the original ex parte testimony and was 
afterward subpcenaed by the contestee to come and submit to cross- 
examination and refused to submit himself to such cross-examination, 
I shall treat that testimony as not involved in this case in any shape 
or form, because it can not lawfully be considered, and in doing so I 
shall remember, as I can not fail to remember, the eloquent tribute of 
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the chairman of the Committee on Elections in a former case to the 
right of ination, and his eloquent argument illustrating how 
dangerous it is to consider at all ex parte testimony. 

Mr. PETERS. Did these witnesses voluntarily refuse to testify ? 

Mr. ROWELL. They voluntarily refused, and one of them volun- 
tarily tried to get other witnesses to refrain from appearing in the case 
when summoned in rebuttal. Now, Mr. Chairman, I know how diffi- 
cult 1t is to get attention in this House, and I know that there are dozens 
of members—a many dozens of them just now—considering this 
important question by engaging themselves with their correspondence— 
gentlemen who are sitting here at their desks occupied with matters 
which necessarily involve their attention and draw it away from this 
case; and I know also, that in a little while those same gentlemen, under 
their solemn oaths, will vote ay or no upon this case without know- 
ing anything about it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You say that one of the witnesses refused 
to be cross-examined. Was the testimony which that witness had given 
of a character damaging to the contestee if it was true? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir; it was, and of a very damaging character 
to the witness also. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It was a case, then, in which cross-exam- . 
ination was peculiarly desirable? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes. I was just coming to that branch of the ques- 
tion. Because every criminative witness in this case is self-staltified; 
because nearly every criminative witness in this case who permitted 
himself to be cross-examined was obliged to admit that he was guilty 
of willful perjury; because every criminative witness in this case ac- 
knowledges himself to be a cheat and a purchasable man—for all these 
reasons it becomes more important that we apply the well known rules 
of evidence to the consideration of this case. 

I challenge contradiction of the statement I now make, that every 
witness produced who gave testimony going to affect the right of the 
sitting member to his seat—every such witness by his testimony, whether 
he was cross-examined or not—confessed himself to be not such a man 
as you would rely upon to prove any fact. I charge again that wher- 
ever any witness ventured into deep water and dared to mention any 
name in connection with his testimony, that witness was overwhelm- 
ingly contradicted; and the only escape of any one of this class of wit- 
nesses so self-stultified from contradiction was an escape in the well- 
known refuge, ‘‘ I do not know who the y was.” 

Now, they start out in this case with the township in which the con- 
testee lives, and they bring three witnesses, named respectively Powers, 
Wood, and Lawton, who undertake to prove that there was some cor- 
ruption about those polls. This was early in the taking of the testi- 
mony for the contestant; and caution had not become quite so largely 
developed as it was afterward in that examination. Hence, those three 
witnesses who testified to a neat little bing a that they had gotten 
up were careless enough to mention quite a Jargenumber of respectable 
names, and every name that they were careless enough to mention is 
in the record here, and its owner is a witness to contradict in toto the 
testimony of those three witnesses. And we did not stop there; we 
impeached those three witnesses until, if they had been capable of it, 
they would have hidden their faces in shame, 

So that the majority of the committee have ignored the whole ques- 
tion of that township of Johnston on that kind of testimony and have 
left it out of their report. The majority of the committee—and now 
I come down to an investigation of the facts—say in their report that 
the grand canvassing board of the State of Rhode Island made a mis- 
take in the figures. On this point my friend from Georgia, the chair- 
man of the committee, has certainly not exercised the care with which 
he usually investigates matters of this kind; and because he has notin 
this case exercised his usual care I call upon this House to investigate 
a little for themselves. He tells you that the grand canvassing board 
of the State of Rhode Island, ane ees committee of the General As- 
sembly of that State, made a mistake in footing up the figures, and got 
the opposition vote too small by 9, whereas the gentleman’s supposed 
discovery grew out of the fact that the printer in Washington who 
printed one portion of the testimony had changed a cipher for a nine; 
and a single turning over a leaf in the printed testimony or a reference 
to the original testimony on file would have illustrated that misprint. 

Mr. TURNER. Let me ask the gentleman whether he can verify his 
statement ? 

Mr. ROWELL, I can verify the statement by a certificate under 
the grand seal of the State of Rhode Island. 

Mr. TURNER. Where did you get it? 

Mr. ROWELL, I have it here, and if you will—— 

Mr. TURNER. Where did you get it? 

Mr. ROWELL (handing a paper to Mr. TURNER). 

Mr. TURNER. Where did you get it? 

Mr. ROWELL. I never had it in my possession until a little while 
ago, but if you will turn to the evidence—— 

Mr. PAYNE. On page 79. s 

Mr. ROWELL. If you will turn to page 79 you will find in the de- 
tailed report the same thing precisely. 

Mr. LONG. That question ought to be settled now. 


Here it is. 


1010 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 25, 


Mr. ROWELL. I refer to the detailed report of the township of | nesses corroborated this falsifier. Ay, but the rule of corroboration is 


Hopkinton. 

Mr. TURNER. Thegentleman has not answered my inquiry, where 
he got this paper. 

Mr. ROWELL. That paper was handed to me by Mr. Pirce. 

Mr. TURNER. Then it is a private paper; it has not yet gone into 
the record. 

Mr. ROWELL. The paper is here officially authenticated. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is attested by the State seal and by the signa- 
ture of the secretary of state. 

Mr. TURNER. Allow me to save the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ROWELL] a little trouble. The gentleman is now on his honor as a 
member of the House. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER. Ifhe says that this abstract of the evidence is true, 
then Iam willing to assume that the majority of Mr. Pirce over all his 
competitors is as thus shown, 16, and to make the argument on that 
basis; but at the same time I assure the gentleman that in doing so I 
rely on his statement as to the correctness of this information. 

Mr. ROWELL. I assure the gentleman that I have not examined 
- the original, but I have examined the printed evidence here. 

Mr. TURNER. The paper which the gentleman now exhibits tome 
shows the correction which he has justinsistedupon. If the gentleman 
gives his word that this is correct, I will stand upon the correctness of 
his word, and we will assume there is as shown in this way a majority 
for Mr. Pirce of 16 over all his competitors. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the gentleman will accept my statement, I will 
say that this paper is signed by the secretary of state of Rhode Island, 
whose signature I well know, and the seal of the State is affixed. 

Mr. TURNER. The statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ROWELL] is sufficient; I know he would not attempt anything wrong. 
(To Mr. ROWELL.) Go on with your argument; we will assume that 
the majority is 16. 

Then that question is ended, and he was elected by 16. Inasmuch as 
that question is out of the case, and it becomes a question whether 16 
is to be deducted from the sitting member so as to unseat him, we will 
go ahead and discuss that question. 

Nearly all the testimony in this case, Mr. Speaker, is addressed to the 
town of Warwick. Nearly every witness whose testimony is quoted in 
the majority report refers to the town of Warwick. 

There is some testimony taken in rebuttal, but really testimony in 
chief with reference to the town of Foster. One witness, by the name 
of Marble, voting at the town of Foster, testifies that he received $3 for 
his vote. That testimony was taken in chief, but outside of that the 
testimony to bribery was confined to the town of Warwick. They are 
nine in number, and only nine outside of your so-called rebuttal that 
testified to the purchase of votes. Nine different witnesses came upon 
the witness-stand when the testimony was taken ex parte, and testified, 
one for $2 and the balance for $3, that they voted for the contestee in 
consideration of $3 paid to them for that vote. 

Now let us have it fairly understood, nine witnesses at the town of 
Warwick testified to that state of facts. The first of these witnesses 
when cross-examined testified, as did three others. He said a man 
handed him aticket—a yellow Pirce ticket—and said ‘‘ Vote that, and I 
will see you later.’’? [Laughter.] Three of them used that exact lan- 
guage, and one added to the words ‘‘I will see you later,’’ the words 
‘down at Atwood’s barn.” 

That was all there was of the testimony as to whether they had been 
corrupted and whether money had been to be paid to them be- 
fore they cast their votes. Putit legally, and if we have regard for 
the law, they say from the surroundings and from certain appearances 
they understood they would get pay. A good lawyer like my friend, 
the chairman of this committee, calls that testimony. He would not 
so call it anywhere except in a contested election, I think. 

The first of these witnesses who testified said not only that he sold 
his vote for $3, thereby being self-stultified, but he swore that he had 
always been a Democrat. On cross-examination he swore he did not 
sell his vote for $3; that there was not any understanding he was to 
get money; that the money he did get was to pay him for his time in 
going to the polls and losing 2w pay by putting another man in his 
place. He further testified he not always been a Democrat; that 
for the last five preceding years he had voted the Republican ticket, 
and that in ten years he had not voted the Democratic ticket but once 
or twice, or at most four times. Heswore he had always been a Demo- 
crat under the direction of the agent of contestant, who was sent for 
him to come and testify, as he acknowledged on cross-examination. 

Now, I ask gentlemen, standing as judges and ceasing to be parti- 
sans, if upon the bench or in the jury box, a witness should come before 
you and testify upon examination-in-chief to one material fact, and on 
cross-examination he should testify to the opposite, acknowledging 
when he testified before he knew it was true, and testified under the 
direction of the party calling him as a witness—— 

Mr. PERKINS. That he knew it was false! 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes; that he knew it was false, would you believe 
that witness? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it may be said the balance of this class of wit- 


not that half-a-dozen liars can corroborate another liar, but that testi- 
mony impeached can only be corroborated by unimpeached testimony. 

The next witness called was one William Bates; but before going to 
that, let me say-—— 

Mr. BURROWS. You say three witnesses testified the Pirce vote was 
handed to them, and it was said, ‘‘ We will see you later, down at the 
barn.” Now, is there any evidence in the case they were seen later, 
and paid money for their votes? 

Mr. ROWELL. Those three witnesses, as they say, were seen later 
and paid for their votes. 

Mr. BURROWS. Which of them, and by whom? Is the evidence 
clear the vote was bought, and if so, by whom? 

Mr. ROWELL. No; they refused to state. This witness I have just 
spoken of was an old resident of the town, and he said he did not know 
who it was. 

Whether they were paid at all depends upon their uncorroborated 
testimony, impeached by self-contradiction or by refusal to submit to 
cross-examination. In either case it is unworthy to be considered as 
evidence. 

The next witness was one William Bates, who was examined on this 
question of bribery. He testifies as follows: 7 

This person, whom I have mentioned, came to me and asked me if I had 
voted. I told Thad not. Hegave me a yellow Pirce ticket, and said, * You 


vote that and I will see you later. my voted thatticket. Ithen came out, and as 
I was getting into my team he handed me $3. 


That witness refused to turn up for cross-examination at all. He 
declared that he did not know who had paid him. I rule his testi- 
mony out because he declined to appear for cross-examination and de- 
clined to allow a test to be made of his truthfulness, 

The next witness was Frank D. Morse. In the course of his testi- 
mony, after stating that he was paid $3 for his vote, he goes on to say: 


Be ih oni me a Pirce ticket and said, “I will see you later down at Atwood's 
otel.” 


That witness also refused to appear for cross-examination. That 
witness declared he did not know who paid him. 

Thenext witness was Cyrus W. Eddy. Hesays he voted as he pleased; 
that there was no interference before he voted, and that he did not vote 
for money. He claims to have received $3, and “that he always took 
it to be granted that they paid money to the working classes.” He 
had lived in Warwick for thirteen years, and yet he did not know the 
man who paid him. On cross-examination he says he was not paid to 
vote for Mr. Pirce, but that the money was paid for his lost time in 
going 5 miles to the voting place and losing a day. 

Another witness was one F. W. Carpenter. He swears on his exam- 
ination-in-chief that he received $3 for voting for Pirce, and that he had 
always been a Democrat. He answered on cross-examination, and in 
that answered that for the last two or three years he had voted with 
the Collingwood party, which was the Republican party of Warwick, 
and had not during that time voted with the Democrats. He said also 
that he received this money for the loss of time, and not to induce him 
to vote for any body. 

There are, Mr. Speaker, nine of these witnesses. Four of them tugned 
up on cross-examination and five did not appear. Now, then, two of 
the witnesses—and that is the meat and gist of this case—two of the 
witnesses swear on the original examination that there were one hun- 
dred or more at that place who were paid. 

They did not turn up on cross-examination; but after the cross-ex- 
amination had ceased and they had refused to answer the subpæna, the 
contestant having control of them put them again on the stand as wit- 
nesses, and it turned out that they were testifying not from knowled 
but from hearsay in to anybody else than themselves, and thi 
hearsay is the sole evidence in the record about anybody but the wit- 
nesses themselves being bribed. Another witness, of this same town of 
Warwick, who was not confessing to his self-stultification, who did not 
sell out his vote, and who was one of the Page managers, undertook to 
testify about the corruption at Warwick, and ventured upon mention- 
ing the names of those connected with the purchasing of votes. 

The moment he mentioned the names of the persons whom he claimed 
did the purchasing, reputable names, three persons, the ones he 
named, appeared upon the witness stand, and declared that they neither 
used money themselves nor knew of its being used at the Warwick 
polls, and were there working in the interest of contestee, the sitting 
member in the case. So that under the rule, which is common in this 
case, that wherever a witness ventures to open the door to test his truth- 
fulness, that moment his testimony. was open to question by credible 
testimony; this witness was thoroughly contradicted, and there is no 
variableness from beginning to end in the record. 

These two witnesses who testified originally that one hundred were 
bought, declared they knew who paid them, but refused to answer 
who paid them; and I call again upon the lawyers of this House to say, 
when a witness does not answer a material question, whether they 
will consider his testimony at all in the case. But admitting, if you 
please, the nine witnesses at Warwick and one at Foster, it makes but 
ten, and if you rule all out it leaves Pirce then with a majority over 
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all of 6 and 1,751over the highest candidate voted for at the election— 
the contestant in this case. 

I have occupied more time, Mr. Speaker, than I had intended and 
yet have not discussed a great many important questions that ought 
to be discussed as bearing upon this case. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Before the gentleman sits down I 
would like to ask him a question. What is your opinion of a case 
where money is paid for a vote for a candidate without his knowled, 
or consent—money paid in support of his case of which he knows noth- 


ing? 

Mr. ROWELL. If money is paid for a vote that vote.should be 
counted ont. 

Mr. LONG. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Do I under- 
stand you to say the evidence shows that only ten of these men re- 
ceived pay for their votes? 

Mr. ROWELL. Only ten. 

Mr. LONG. Thenif the charge of bribery is established at all it 
is established only as to ten votes. Is that clear in the evidence? 

Mr. ROWELL. That is clear, with the exception of the two wit- 
nesses who first said that there were one hundred who were paid for 
their votes, but gave no names, and whose evidence was hearsay. 

Mr. LONG. And in regard to that they were evidently guessing? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER. I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will not 
assume by our silence that we assent to that statement. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Let me ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, do you hold that if I am innocent, asa candidate running for office, 
of the knowledge of the use of money, and an enemy pays for a vote 
for me which may decide the election, that that fact would destroy my 
right to the seat if elected? 

Mr. ROWELL. Ihold that a purchased vote—I donot care whether 
there is knowledge or not of it on the part of a candidate—if a man is 

hased and votes against his political convictions, that vote should 
thrown out. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I do not say whether he voted against 
his political convictions. 

Mr. ROWELL. If it turned ont on evidence that an enemy of 
yours went and gave to one of your friends money to vote for you, de- 
signing to throw out that vote, that would be a fraud on you. Thatis 
another question. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Is not the vote tainted in the one case 
as well as in the other? 

Mr. ROWELL. ‘That introduces another question into considera- 
tion—the question of fraud. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman from Illinois says every vote purchased 
in the interest of a candidate should be thrown out. 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. And a vote purchased against his interest should not be. 

Mr. ROWELL. How much time have I occupied? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. EDEN). The gentleman has eleven 
minutes of his time remaining. s 

Mr. ROWELL. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, The majority of the committee claimed, 
I understand, that the sitting member was only elected by 3 majority ? 

Mr. ROWELL. That was subsequently rectified, there having been 
a misprint of a 9 for a 0. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. And the majority now concede that he 
was elected by 16? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BOYLE. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL], in pre- 
-senting this case on the part of the contestee, has discussed many mat- 
ters which, in the opinion of the majority of the committee, are not 
material. This contest was set on foot by the contestant in the belief 
that he was not only entitled to oust the sitting member, but to have 
himself declared elected. After an investigation, which I know to have 
been thorough, and which I believe to be entirely fair, the committee 
came to a different conclusion as to the contestant’s right to the seat; 
and while a majority of the committee have found that the sitting mem- 
ber was not elected, they have also found that the contestant is not en- 
titled to the seat. In other words, the majority of the committee has 

rted that there was no election in the second district of Rhode 
d in 1884, and that the seat should be declared vacant. 

Much has been said respecting the manner of taking this testimony. 
I submit, sir, to the House that the committee has gone no further 
than the facts of the case and the justice of the case not only war- 
ranted, but absolutely required. I will refer to this matter briefly, 
although it does not touch the merits of the controversy. The notice 
of contest was given in due time; but in consequence of some arrange- 
ment between the contestant and the contestee, or their counsel, the 
testimony was not taken within the period required by the act of 
Congress. What thatarrangement was I do not undertake to say, be- 
cause the parties to it do not agree. 

The contestant and his counsel maintain under oath that the time 
within which the testimony was to be taken under this agreement was 
not limited; they claim that owing to the fact that counsel were en- 


gaged in court, and asit wasnot known when they could look after the 
contest, it was that the testimony should be taken at a time to 
suit all parties, and that in effect the requirements of the statute in 
this respect were waived. In this they were supported by another wit- 
ness. The contestee and his counsel, while denying that such was the 
arrangement, admit that an agreement of some kind was made relating 
to the time for taking the testimony. 

It was an oral agreement, and there was a misunderstanding between 
the parties as to what it was, but not as to the fact of an agreement 
having been made. 

After learning that there was a misunderstanding as to the agree- 
ment, the contestant proceeded to take his testimony. The proper no- 
tice was given to the contestee, but he refused to appear himself or by 
counsel. But some gentleman, a lawyer, who finally appeared as the 
counsel for the contestee, was on hand at every hearing, without, how- 
ever, interfering in the taking of testimony, except upon one occa- 
sion. s 

Mr. SPOONER. He appeared, as he said, as a voter in that district, 
and in his own behalf. 

Mr. ELY. And he did not afterward appear for the contestee. 

Mr. BOYLE. I think he did. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. You are mixing two men up. 

Mr. BOYLE. It is immaterial whether he afterward appeared as 
counsel for Mr. Pirce. This gentleman was present at every hearing; 
and on one occasion intervened on behalf of the contestee by objecting 
to certain testimony. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a mistake. 

Mr. BOYLE. It is certainly not a mistake. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to have the gentleman refer to that 
part of the record which shows any such thing. 

Mr. BOYLE. I will not take the time to refer to it now. I state 
on my recollection that this gentleman who stated that he appeared on 
behalf of himself and other voters did on one occasion intervene to ob- 
ject to testimony. That the gentleman will find by referring to the 
testimony; and I do not propose to occupy my time further in discuss- 
ing this matter. I simply allude to it. But even ifI am wrong—and 
I am sure I am not—it does not affect the merits of this case. 

The testimony was taken on the part of the contestant, and was pre- 
sented to the committee. The contestee had the opportunity to be 
present. The committee found on an examination of it, such a state 
of facts connected with this election as in our judgment required a full 
investigation. We did not proceed upon the testimony before us, but 
we reported to the House a resolution, and the House adoptedit, giving 
to the contestee a limited period, thirty days, I think, within which 
to recall the contestant’s witnesses for cross-examination, and within 
which to take his own testimony; and giving to the contestant ten 
days in which to take rebutting testimony. This was all the time it 
was practicable to give at the time the resolution was adopted. This 
order went out, and the contestee called his witnesses, and recalled the 
witnesses who had been examined for the contestant. I believeit is al- 
leged some of them did not appear; but he spent a number of days, 
probably his full time, in taking his own testimony and in cross-ex- 
amining the witnesses who had been examined on behalf of the con- 
testant. 

That testimony was presented to the committee, and was considered 
fully; so that the fact that the contestee had failed to take part in the 
original examination was wholly immaterial, as he had opportunity to 
fully cross-examine the witnesses afterward, 

Mr. SPOONER. Buta number of them did not appear. 

Mr. BOYLE. Ihave no doubt that they could have been had by 
the use of the ordinary process. There was abundance of time to have 
them appear, as they lived in the neighborhood. 

Mr. SPOONER. The attempt was made, but the magistrates de- 
cided that they had no authority to compel the attendance of those 
witnesses. 

Mr. BOYLE. There is no doubt that if the contestee had been de- 
sirous to have them appear he could have done so. 

Mr. PIRCE. How? $ 

Mr. BOYLE. I believe the contestee himself offered to bring them 
upon certain reasonable conditions. 

Mr. ELY. But had the magistrates power to bring them? 

Mr. BOYLE. I will not take time to consider that question. But 
the gentleman will not claim that the appearance of these witnesses 
could not have been compelled. It could have been done quickly and 
without difficulty. Indeed, some of those whose absence is complained 
of were afterward brought upon the stand by the contestee, and there 
ge abundant opportunity to cross-examine them had it been desired 
to do so. 

So, Mr. Speaker, as to this alleged irregularity in taking the testi- 
mony, I maintain that the committee was justified in reporting the res- 
olution, and the House was justified in passing the resolution, to extend 
the time for the taking of testimony, because of the dispute between 
the parties and the counsel as to what the original agreement between 
them was. 

The contestant claimed that the election should be declared in his 
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favor because of the intimidation alleged to have been practiced by the 
manufacturers and employers of Rhode Island toward their employés. 
There is some evidence to support that allegation. 

Mr. PIRCE. Nota bit. 

Mr. BOYLE. It appears that the precincts attacked are places in 
which large factories exist, where quarries are worked, and other 
branches of industry are carried on, and it ap that many of the 
employers and their agents and clerks were present at the election and 
remained all day. There is some evidence that ‘‘influence”’ at least 
was exercised by employers on their employés, with the view of induc- 
ing them to vote the Republican ticket. A particular arrangement of 
the polling-room was made, so that the voter had to run a gauntlet of 
Republican politicians; and the ballot-box was placed above the level 
of the voter’s head, so that his ticket, as large as my hand, could be 
seen all over the room. 

The tickets used on that occasion were produced before the commit- 
tee, and I have them here. dt seems that under the law of Rhode 
Island there is no requirement as to the shape, color, or size of the 
ticket; but it is provided that the voter may inclose his ticket in an 
envelope, that those envelopes shall be supplied by the State officers, 
and shall be uniform in appearance, &c. 

At the election in 1884 there were two tickets, one for President and 
the ticket for Congress. The Presidential tickets of both parties were 
on white paper. The Democratic ticket for Congress was also on white 
paper, but the Republican ticket was of this color [holding up a straw- 

ored piece of paper], which I have no doubt not only every gentle- 
man upon this floor but also every person in the gallery can distinguish 
from a ticket on white ee: 

Now, it is true that the voter might, if he had so desired, have placed 
this ticket in an envelope, but it was contended by the contestant be- 
fore the committee that to have done that would have been equivalent 
to an admission on the part of the voter that he was not voting for the 
sitting member—that it would have been the concealment of a fact 
which the employer required the employé should not conceal, because 
he said to the employé, ‘If you are voting for Pirce vote an open 
ticket, so that it can be seen that you are doing so.” 

Mr. PIRCE. There is no such evidence at all. 

Mr. BOYLE. This ticket, I say, was used upon that occasion, and 
it appears from the evidence that that is a common practice in Rhode 


Island in that district at Congressional elections. I have one of the | 


tickets used in the first Congressional district at another election [ex- 
hibiting it]. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; that is printed on blue-tinted paper. That 
is the color of the ticket on which I was elected. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit a 
question? 

Mr. BOYLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Was thereany evidence before the committee that 
the employers instructed their employés in the manner you have stated, 
namely, that they must vote for Pirce, and must vote the yellow ticket 
openly, in order to bring the proof home to the employers that they did 
vote for Mr. Pirce? 

Mr. BOYLE. No, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is to be inferred from your remark. 

Mr. BOYLE. No, sir. If you had paid attention you would have 
heard me say that it was contended by the contestant and by those who 
represented him that that was the effect of putting the ticket in an 
envelope; and it so appears very clearly. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. PAYNE. What does the gentleman mean by stating that it ap- 
pears very clearly? Does he mean from the evidence? 

Mr. BOYLE. I think it appears very clearly from conceded facts. 

Mr. PAYNE. What facts? 

Mr. BOYLE. From the use of this peculiar ticket. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is there any evidence of it except the use of the 
ticket? 

Mr. BOYLE. I have stated at least once that there is not. I state 
the conceded facts; and I say that from those facts it appears that the 
manner in which the voter veted would be apparent from his use or non- 
use of the envelope. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Was not the white ticket just as dis- 
tinguishable as the other? 

ə Mr. BOYLE. If the tickets of both parties had been white it would 
have been hard to distinguish them. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Ofcourse; and if they had both been 
yellow it would also have been hard to distinguish them. 

Mr. BOYLE. But one ticket being white and the other yellow, 
there was no trouble in distinguishing them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Were not the printers of the white ticket just as 
much to blame for making this distinction of color as those who used 
tickets of the other color? 

Mr. BOYLE. Inasmuch as the yellow ticket was ordered by the 
Republican State committee of Rhode Island, the printers did not have 
anything to do with determining the color. They printed what they 
were ordered to print. - 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Was not the white ticket ordered by the State 
committee of the other party? 


Mr. BOYLE. Possibly. It came out, however, in the roria 
that this was the practice—to print tickets for the Republican candi- 
dates for Congress in Rhode Island on colored paper; and it came out 
also that the color was changed at every election. Why was this done? 
Why print this ticket on paper differing in color from other tickets? 
And why change the color of the ticket at every election? The evident 
purpose was to enable bystanders to see how the voter voted, and the 
design in changing the color each year was to prevent the opposing can- 
didate from having similar tickets printed. Hereisa Pirce ticket used 
at another election [holding one up], and it will be observed that there 
is a difference of color. 

Mr. WILSON. Does the gentleman say that many of the employ- 
ers were at the polls during the whole day? 

Mr. BOYLE. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. WILSON. Did they give any reason for being present? 

Mr. BOYLE. I know of none. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Had they not the same right to go to the polls 
and vote as their employés? 

Mr. BOYLE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ELY. But did not thirty or forty witnesses testify that the 
statement in regard to the presence of employers at the poles was un- 
true? 

Mr. BOYLE. I know that a number of witnesses swore that they 
took no part in the election. I do not remember that the presence of 
employers, agents, &c., at the polls during the day was denied. 

Mr. ELY. And of those witnesses many were Democrats? 

Mr. BOYLE. Very likely. But I do not think any Democrats 
were there to coerce voters. I take it there were other manufacturers 
and employers in Rhode Island besides those to whom this testimony 
refe: i 
Mr. ELY. But those witnesses testified generally to what occurred 
at the election, did they not? 

Mr. BOYLE. Itis not denied that there were a number of manu- 
facturers, and manufacturers’ agents and clerks present at that elec- 
tion all day. 

Mr. PERKINS. Have you ever seen an election at which the people 
did not attend and participate? 

Mr. BOYLE. I must confess I have not. Iam afraid I shall not 
get to the real issues of this case if I am detained so long at the threshold. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will con- 
sent, I would like to ask one question. As I understand the matter 
was so arranged in this case that if an employer wanted to know how 
his employé voted he could know. F 

Mr. BOYLE. Why, that appears from the testimony of almost 
every witness, and from the facts which are not denied. 

Mr. PIRCE. Could not the voter inclose his ticket in an envelope 
if he wished to? 

Mr. BOYLE. He could; but his employer would have known that 
he did so. 

A MEMBER. And that would have been regarded as a suspicious 
circumstahce? 

Mr. BOYLE. Very. It would have been confession under the cir- 
cumstances. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as the committee did not report in favor of the 
view of the contestant, it is not very material to discuss the grounds 
on which he based his claim. The committee did not throw out the 
vote cast for Mr. Pirce because ballots were printed on colored paper 
or because there was intimidation. They find against him for other 
reasons. 

Mr. Speaker, in Rhode Island the right of suffrage is very much re- 
stricted. The number of voters is small in proportion to the popula- 
tion. This is due to the fact that under the laws of that State natural- 
ized citizens are not allowed to vote unless they are the owners of real 
estate of a certain value. This restriction is placed upon no other 
class. As thereis a large foreign population in Rhode Island the result 
is a great disparity hetween voters and population. Now, sir, as the 
right of suffrage is thus limited—as so many American citizens are 
thus disfranchised—I maintain that the few who are by law entitled 
to vote ought to be allowed to do so without being compelled to use 
a ticket of any particular color and without being interfered with in 
any way. 

Mtr BAKER. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question. 

Mr. BOYLE. Certainly.. 

Mr. BAKER. Does it appear how many votes were placed in en- 
yelopes? 

Mr. BOYLE. Very few. Ido notremember how many there were. 

Mr. BAKER. Which side; Democratic or Republican ? 

Mr. BOYLE. I do not remember any evidence on that subject. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is there any evidence from the voters themselves 
that they had been intimidated or bulldozed? 

Mr. BOYLE. Notany. There was evidence that one man going to 
the polls was halted and called back by his ssf ne fe and that he had 
some conversation with him and departed without voting. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I can not allow interruptions to take up my whole time. 

The committee has decided there was no election, and based their 
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finding on the fact that the evidence shows that enough votes were cor- 
rupted, enough were paid money directly for their votes, to more than 
destroy the apparent majority of the sitting member. 

It seems that under the law of Rhode Island the successful candidate 
must have a majority of the whole vote, and itis claimed that the con- 
testee had 16 over the combined vote of those who opposed him. The 
chairman of the committee, depending on the evidence before us, thought 
there was a mistake in the certificate, and that the majority was only 
3 instead of 16. Whether this be so or not is immaterial, because the 
evidence is sufficient to dispose of the 16 as well as the 3. 

There is evidence, by voters themselves, as is admitted by the gentle- 
men who have argued this case, that ten witnesses came forward and 
swore they received money for their votes. Afterward they qualified 
this statement, and said they received money for the time spentin going 
to the election. Well, it isa nice distinction, but nota substantial one. 
I call attention to the fact that the evidence shows it to be the common 
tactics of Republican candidates in Rhode Island to pay a class of voters 
for their votes, under pretense of paying them for going to the election. 
One witness swore that he had been a Democrat, but as the Republi- 
cans paid men for their time in going to the election and the Democrats 
did not he long ago joined the Republican party, and had since been paid. 
And it appears, and will not be denied, that it is the common practice 
in certain precincts in Rhode Island to so pay voters under pretense of 
paying them for their time. 

It is admitted that ten men were so paid, but I say the direct evi- 
dence is that a larger number are shown tohaye been paid. Men who 
had been Democrats were paid, and some Republicans were paid. They 
voted the Pirce ticket that was handed them, and were paid their 
money. They swore toit. Three dollars was the ruling rate. 

Mr. BURROWS. How many? 

Mr. BOYLE. Ihave not counted, but there were more than sixteen. 
I think the evidence shows there were two or three hundred paid. 
But I am speaking of those who admitted they received money. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Read them. 

Mr. BOYLE. I will read them. Here is Charles Gardner; he got 
$2 only. He was not up to the prevailing price. 

Mr, ADAMS, of New York. Who paid him? 

Mr. BOYLE. It does not appear who paid in any instance, further 
than that the payments were made by persons working for Pirce. 
Some say they went to Atwood’s Hotel and were paid, but do not say 
who paid them. In some cases the parties paying were unknown, and 
in others the parties receiving the money refused to give the name. 
But I will read further the names of those who received money. 
Amos J. Wells received $5; Albert A. Johnson got $3; William Bates, 
$3; Frank D. Morse got $3; Cyrus W. Eddy, $3; John G. Marble re- 
ceived only $1. He said he was promised more. Fayette W. Carpen- 
ter, $3; William Wilcox, $3. 

I will take occasion here to read what Wilcox swore. He said: “I 
do not wish to give the name of the person who gave me the money at 

resent. It was paid in the Atwood Hotel. There were probably a 
undred men waiting for their money. It was paid in greenbacks.”’ 

Wilcox understood that he was to receive some money soon after 
the polls were opened, probably within twenty minutes, and then 
goes on to say that there were from onc hundred to one hundred and 
twenty-five men who received money. 

Jesse Jinks received $3; John F. Loche said that he received money. 

Mr. PIRCE. No, sir; not a dollar. 

Mr. BOYLE. Well, I am reading from the testimony. 

Mr. ROWELL. Loche did not testify to getting any money. He 
is the fellow who testified and mentioned the names of others who 
were paid money for voting. 

Mr. BOYLE. I think that is correct. 

Mr, ELY. But yousaid that you would give us the names of six- 
teen who said they received money. 

Mr. BOYLE. I have not stated that Iwould give the names ofsix- 
teen who said they had got the money, but that I would show by the 
proof that more than sixteen were paid. 

Mr. SPOONER. You said you would name them. 

Mr. BOYLE. Well, Iam naming them. 

Mr. PAYNE. You have not named more than eight. 

Mr. BOYLE. I have named more than eight, and I am not through 
yet. Here is a man named Padien. 

Mr. PIRCE. Did he get money ? 

Mr. BOYLE. No, it was Powers; I had the wrong name before me, 
He got $2. He is the man who claimed that Major Pirce paid him. 

Mr. SPOONER. Should not the gertleman in fairness say that the 
majority of the committee have thrown out all claim that Powers re- 
ceived any money? 

Mr. BOYLE. Iam not conscious of any such action on the part of 
the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand the report indicates as much on the 
part of the chairman of the committee in his opening remarks. 

Mr. BOYLE. I know of no such action on the part of the commit- 
tee. Iam giving only the evidence as to the payment of money to 
these parties. 

Mr. SPOONER. You know that this man was impeached ? 


Mr. BOYLE. Yes, I know that; a number of them were impeached, 
but they were also sustained. 

Mr. PIRCE. No, not one was sustained. 
. BOYLE. ‘That is a question. Evidence was given to sustain 


Mr. ELY. Whose evidence was given to sustain Powers? 

Mr. BOYLE. Ido not remember; but one thing is certain, there 
was evidence to sustain his character. But two or three witnesses saw 
Powers go to the outside of the house and come back again with money. 

Mr. ROWELL. -Each of them was thoroughly impeached. 

Mr. BOYLE. Oh, yes, pretty much everybody who gave testimony 
against the sitting member was sought to be impeached, but in the 
judgment of the committee the effort was not snecessful. 

Mr. ELY. Let me ask the gentleman if there was one single wit- 
ness who testified that he saw this man go to Mr. Pirce, meet him, and 
come back with the money? If there is such testimony I ask him to 
read it. 

Mr. BOYLE. I have not the testimony at hand, but my recollec- 
tion is that there were at least two witnesses who testified in that way. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, sir; that is a mistake. 

Mr. BOYLE. I believe that one gentleman testified that he sent 
Powers to Pirce, and sent him back the second time, and watched him 
go, and that he returned with the money, and Powers swore Pirce gave 
it to him. 

But, again, here is Michael F. Barry. He testified that hesaw Pirce 
pay Powers. He also swore that he saw Frank Duffy, Charles H. 
Gardner, Albert A. Cole, John T. Nichols, and Thomas Eagan, all Demo- 
crats, go to the polls with Beane, a worker for Pirce, vote, and that 
they were then paid. 

Mr. ROWELL. This man Barry swears he did not. 

Mr. BOYLE. I think not. I read the evidence of Elijah F. Locke 
respecting the vote of Charles Gardner. It will be found on page 82 
of the new testimony, as follows: 

Ans. As I arrived at the town-house the runners were on as usual at% revious 
town meetings; I see them leading in men; with paper and penc% takin, 
down their names as they voted—that is,I supposed it was their names; 
couldn't see them. About 2 o'clock in the afternoon Charles Gardner come 
to me while standing near the stove in the other room, and asked me to get him 
a Page ticket. Idone so. At the time one of those runners, socalled, stepped 
up and said to Charles H. Gardner: “ We are paying two dollars to vote this 
ticket, and if you will vote this ticket you will be all right.” Mr Gardnersays 
to me, “ What would you do?” He says,‘ I have been out of work, am r. 
and need the money.” T says to Mr. Gardner. “Doas you area mind to; Pill 
give no advice.” . Gardner went and voted the ticket. That was all I see 
at that time till along in the afternoon, toward night. Along at about the time 
the polls closed, either just before or just after, I couldn’t say, Mr. Gardner 
showed me a two-dollar bill, which he said he took for his vote, 

Mr. PIRCE. Have you read his evidence? Ifso, Iam satisfied you 
would not comment even on his testimony—a man who had been lying 
in jail. 

Mr. BOYLE. I think the gentleman is hardly warranted in making 
that statement in this connection. 

Mr. PIRCE. It is a fact. 

Mr. ELY. And based on the record. 

Mr. BOYLE. It neither elects you nor defeats your election. I 
think it would be better not to comment on a witness in that way. 

Mr. ELY. It is a material part of the record in this case. 

Mr. BOYLE. Idonot remember it; but it is not becoming to assail 
a witness here by stating facts, which facts, whether true or not, are 
not essential in the case. 

Here is again the evidence of Edward Sweeney, who says he got $5 
from Martin Evans. He had been a Democrat, but had turned over 
and was working for Pirce, and was buying Democratic votes for him. 
William Dougherty got $4 for his own vote and $1 for working to 
bring in another man. Bernard Allen and Harley Howard were each 
offered $3 to vote for Pirce. Benjamin Pirce, a near relative of the 
sitting member, paid James E. Cahoon $5 for his vote. Henry W. Hall 
was offered $5 by Beane, a Pirce worker, and James E. Bushe was 
offered money by one Dougherty, a Pirce witness, for his vote. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that is not the most important part of the testi- 
mony in thiscase. It is proved that quite a large number of men who 
had been Democrats in the town called Warwick voted for Major Pirce. 
It is proved that the friends of Major Pirce were active at the polls in 
Warwick during the entire day. It is proved by a number of these 
witnesses sat y were paid money—directly proved by some of them; 
while it is proved by others that everything around the polls and at 
the election indicated that money was being paid generally. 

It is proved that this money was paid at a place called Atwood’s 
Hotel, in that town. When this class of voters voted their names 
were put down on a list, and they were told to appear at Atwood’s 
Hotel. They did appear there in the evening, and stood outside, be- 
tween the barn and the house, and their names were called one by one, 
and as their names were called they went into the barn. This was 
proved by several witnesses. I do not say there is any direct evidence 
that money was paid in the barn. I do not recall the testimony of 
any witness to that effect. But these same men who were Democrats, 
who had voted for Pirce, congregated at this place, and the list was 
called off in the evening between 4 and 5 o’clock, and these men went 
into the barn. 
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Mr. ROWELL. Are there more than three of those men who swore 
they were Democrats? 

Mr. BOYLE. There were one hundred or one hundred and twenty- 
five of those men who were not sworn atall. They were Democrats, 
as I understand from the evidence, but they were seen to vote with the 
Republican workers, and reported at Atwood’s Hotel in the evening, 
and were called into the barn for some purpose. It was stated by some 
of the witnesses—I do not know with what degree of knowledge, but 
soey stated it as if they knew it—that these men were paid money in 

e barn. 

In support of this let me read a part of the testimony of Oliver J. 
aye a Republican, who voted for Prrce. (New testimony, 
page 74: 

A. Isaw no money paid, nor saw no money offered. The only thing that I 
saw was a crowd of men congregated in the alley south of my pod and I saw 
- gona passin and out of the barn as they were called. That's the only thing that 

Q. Who called them? 
. That I can’t say, as I don’t know. 

How, then, do you know that they were called at all? 

I could hear the man call and see go in. 

Were these men voters in Apponaug? 

I don’t know. 

Q. will you name any of those who were so called, if you knew any of 


A. I do not remember the names that I heard called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. EDEN]. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE] has occupied half an hour. 

Mr. TURNER. I ask thatthe gentleman be allowed to proceed for 
five minutes more. 

Mr. BOYLE. So it appears from this testimony of Republicans, as 
well as of Democrats, that this crowd of men appeared at Atwood’s 
Hotel that evening, and were called into the barn, and it appears from 
the testimony of several of other witnesses that money was paid at At- 
wood’s Hotel. That that was the paying place. 

Now, I submit we have shown direct payment to more than enough, 
as proved by the parties themselves and by those who saw money paid, 
to destroy the 16 majority which is claimed for Major Pirce. But 
in addition to that we have this other testimony, which to me is of the 
most satisfactory character, when you take into account all the circum- 
stances and facts, that they were Democrats, that they voted for Pirce, 
that their names were put on the list, that they reported at Atwood’s 
Hotel in the evening, that their names were that they went in, 
and that they came out one by one, and that it was generally under- 
stood they were there to be paid, it seems to me a good case has been 
made out. . That seems to me to be satisfactory proof in support of the 
general testimony that money was paid at the barn that evening. 

Mr. LONG. Are the names of those parties given? 

Mr. BOYLE. They are not. $ 

Mr. LONG. Ought there not to be a specification of names? 

Mr. BOYLE. Ithink not. I think it might becompetent to prove 
a man was paid, even if you did not know who he was; and if you saw 
a crowd of one hundred and twenty-five gathered in a certain place un- 
der the circumstances I have named it might be difficult to give the 
names of any of them and impossible to name all. 

Mr. LONG. Ithinkif that charge be true, there ought to be a speci- 
fication of names. If no names are mentioned, does that fact not show 
that the charge is mere hearsay? 

Mr. BOYLE. No, sir; the mensay they sawit. Mr. Chappelle, who 
has a shop close by the barn, stood there and heard the names called 
and saw the men go in. He said he would not say the money was 
paid; he was not in the barn. Their names were called, they went in, 
and itis proved by some of the witnesses that some of the men said 
they were paid. . 

Mr. LONG. That is mere hearsay. 

Mr. BOYLE. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How does the vote of that precinct compare 
with former votes relatively as between Democrats and Republicans? 

Mr. BOYLE. I donot know. That would not be material evidence 
in this case for this reason, that a large part of the Republican party 
in Mr. Pirce’s district was opposed to him. It is a strong Republican 
district, and his nomination was unsatisfactory to the party in the dis- 
trict, and he encountered much opposition. - 

Mr. ROWELL, Is it not true that at this precinct Mr. Pirce ran 
ahead of his ticket? 

Mr. BOYLE. Probably it is. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is it not true the manufacturers of that district 
came and testified they did not favor Mr. Pirce’s election ? 

Mr. BOYLE. A good many of the manufacturers did not favor Mr. 
Pirce. I have said that there was a large part of the Republican party 
that did not favor him, and, therefore, if he had not had this Demo- 
cratic contingent, secured in some way, he would probably have been 
beaten in the election. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the committee founds its report upon the fact 
which I have last attempted to present to the House, namely, that the 
vote in that district was corrupted to a sufficient extent to overcome 
Pirce’s apparent majority, and to vitiate the election; that more than 
sixteen men, and, as we think, several hundred, were induced to vote 
for Mr. Pirce by a money consideration. If these are the facts, and I 


believe they are, Mr. Pirce was not elected; and the least the committee 
could do was to so declare. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, the importance of the question now 
before the House for consideration can not be over-estimated, and before 
noticing the arguments adduced by the gentleman from Pı lvania 
[Mr. BOYLE] in support of the majority report of the Committee on 
Elections, I will call the attention of the House to some of the facts in 
the case which are undisputed. It is admitted by all, that, in the 

i district in question, there were 15,476 votes cast, of which 
number Mr. Pirce, the sitting member, received 7,746, and that Mr. 
Page, the contestant, received 5,995 votes, which was 1,751 less than 
the number received by‘contestee. It is also admitted that, under the 
laws of the State of Rhode Island, the contestee must secure his election 
by ‘a majority of all the votes cast at the Congressional election. Be- 
sides the contestee, there was a temperance candidate, who received at 
that election something more than 1,500 votes; and, in addition, there 
were a number of scattering votes cast. : 

It is admitted, however, that Mr. Pirce received 16 votes more than 
the combined votes of all the other candidates. Mr. Page has made 
his contest upon two : first, intimidation; and, second, bribery. 
The intimidation was alleged upon the ground which has been stated 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE], namely, that Mr. 
Pirce or his supporters used a tinted or straw-colored ticket. 

So far as this House is concerned I maintain that that question is res 
adjudicata. Contestee has admitted from the first the use of these col- 
ored tickets. He has not only admitted the use of these colored tickets, 
but has defended his right to use them and their legality under the 
laws of Rhode Island. At the time that the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Elections reported to this House, during the last session, their res- 
olution holding jurisdiction of this case and recommending that time be 

iven contestee to cross-examine the witnesses whose depositions had 
taken in this cause, ex parte, by contestant this fact of the use of 
colored tickets was as well known to the committee and members of 
this House as it is now; and if the members of the committee had be- 
lieved there was any force in the proposition which is now made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE] that the use of these col- 
ored tickets served to intimidate voters they would at that time have 
recommended that the House’ throw out the seven thousand and odd 
votes cast for Mr. Pirce, and to have then and there ended this contest. 
. The fact that, instead of insisting that the use of this colored ticket 
was suflicient to invalidate the vote for Pirce, they permitted this con- 
test to go on is enough to estop them now from raising that question, 
and so far as I am concerned I shall occupy no further time in discuss- 
ing that braneh of the case. 

It is admitted, that, under the constitution of the State of Rhode 
Island, the ticket is not required to be of any particular color, size, or 
form, but the option is left with the voter to vote the open ticket or to 
putit in an envelope, seal it, and then deposit itin the ballot-box. The 
point farther raised by the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. BOYLE], that men who employed numbers of operatives 
were around the polls to sec that their men voted as they desired, is, 
it seems to without force. Men have a right to use honorable 
argument to influence voters at election. 

A man of standing and character in the community will be sure to 
have influence, and if that influence is used fairly no man has a right 
to complain. I assert what will not be denied, that in no instance 
does the evidence show that any of these operatives were influenced 
by intimidation, or by coercion upon the part of an employer to vote 
against their political preferences or convictions. The only evidence 
that even looks that way is the testimony of a man by the name of 
Garland, who had a number of men in his employ upon the highway; 
yet that man, who appears a swift witness in the interest of the con- 
testant, states distinctly that the only influence he used was to’request 
the men under him to vote a certain way. He denies that he used 
money; he denies that he used any other influence than the influence 
of requesting these men to vote. 

Now, I maintain thatif that is the kind of influence he used, it is not 
such influence as would justify the House in throwing out any of the 
votes cast in any of these precincts. But even that evidence, we claim 
upon the part of the minority of the committee, is not of a character 
that shonld be considered by the House. this case was before 
the House during the first session of this Congress, thirty days were 
given the contestee to cross-examine these witnesses upon whose evi- 
dence contestant predicated his claim, and ten days additional time was 
allowed for the contestant to put in his rebutting evidence. Instead 
of following the order of the House and taking the ten days that were 
allowed to rebut the testimony taken by Mr. Pirce, the contestant 
occupied that time in introducing original evidence upon new questions 
that were not presented in the first instance. 

The testimony of this man Garland, who had charge of the men on 
the highways, is of this character, and if the House will enforce the 
well-known rules of law that pertain to matters of this kind the evidence 
of that man will be entirely excluded. ‘Take that evidence out of the 
case, and there is nothing left on the question of intimidation. But 
there is a further point that I desire to call attention to, one which it 
seems to me completely rebuts the idea that any of the voters in this 
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Congressional district were intimidated or compelled to vote against 
their political convictions. 

It appears from the proofs in the case that in the State of Rhode Isl- 
and they vote forthe Presidential electors upon one ticket and for mem- 
ber of Congress upon another. There is no claim that any undue in- 
fluence was used in regard to the Presidential ticket. There is no claim 
that there was anything but a fair, free, and open ballot to every voter 
in that district, so farasthe Presidential question was concerned. Now, 
when this notice of contest was served by Mr. Page upon the contestee, 
he selected six different voting precincts where he claimed that intimi- 
dation had taken place; namely, the townships of Johnston, South 
Kingston, Westerly, Scituate, Pawtucket, Foster, Warwick, and Bur- 
rillville. In these townships Mr. Pirce’s vote was less, in almost every 
instance, than the vote cast for the Republican Presidential ticket. Take 
the township of Johnston. Mr. Blaine received in that township, ac- 
cording to the tabulated statement of the vote I now have before me, 
486 votes; while Mr. Pirce, the Republican candidate for Congress, re- 
ceived only 450. Now ifthere were 486 Republican voters in that town- 
ship, and Mr. Pirce received only 450 Republican votes, it does not look 
as though many Democrats who were employed in these mills and fac- 
tories located in that township were coerced into voting for him. In 
South Kingston Mr. Blaine received 476 votes, Mr. Pirce 467; in Wes- 
terly, Mr. Blaine 569, Mr. Pirce 569; in Scituate, Mr. Blaine 328, Mr. 
Pirce 259; in Pawtucket, Mr. Blaine 1,589, Mr. Pirce 1,302; in Foster, 
Mr. Blaine 178, Mr. Pirce 161; in Warwick, Mr. Blaine 884, and Mr. 
Pirce 434; in Burrillville, Mr. Blaine 355, Mr. Pirce 342. 

By this tabulated statement of the vote of these towns, it appears that 
Mr. Pirce ran behind his ticket867 votes. Whatkindof intimidation is 
that which causes the person in whose favor itis exercised to lose 867 votes? 
In these same towns Mr. ran 31 votes ahead of Mr. Cleveland. 
Where, then, is the intimidation? There is no claim here that any 
intimidation was used to procure votes for the Republican Presidential 
ticket as against the Cleveland ticket. I repeat, and I desire to en- 
force the matter upon the attention of the members of this House, that 
this contestant who claims that voters were intimidated from voting 
for him, ran 31 votes ahead of the Cleveland Presidential ticket. 

But the most of the intimidation that is claimed to have been used 
is charged to have occurred in the township of Warwick. In that 
township, as I have shown, Mr. Pirce ran 446 votes behind the Repub- 
lican Presidential ticket; and to show that there is no force whatever 
in this charge of intimidation, I call attention to the fact that in this 
township President Cleveland received only 494 votes, while Mr. Page 
received 510. In the township of Burrillville, where it is claimed there 
was some intimidation, the evidence which was produced before the 
committee shows that if intimidation was used, it was in favor of the 
contestant. 

There is another question to which I desire to call the attention of 
members of the House. If intimidation was used here, and if men were 
kept from voting in accordance with their political convictions, why 
has not the majority of the Committee on Elections shown to the House 
by their report the number of voters that were intimidated? In all this 
vast array of yotes, why have not the committee produced some wit- 
ness to say he voted against his political convictions because of a fear 
of offending the person in whose employ he was? Nota voter of this 
kind has been produced; but, on the contrary, the contestee in this 
case, during the time limited under the rules of the House, produced 
witness after witness to show that in none of those voting precincts 
was any intimidation whatever used, and that the men went to the 
ballot-boxes and deposited their votes in accordance with their politi- 
cal convictions and personal preferences. 

Now, as to bribery, which has already been referred to by my col- 
league on the committee, I desire still further to call attention to the 
character of the evidence on that subject. I think the majority of the 
Election Committee that so far as Mr. Pirce is personally con- 
cerned his course has been honorable. There is no evidence, as I un- 
derstand it, in which the majority of the committee place any credence 
which impugnsthe character or the conduct of contestee. The bribery, 
if there was any in this case, came from third parties entirely discon- 
nected from the sitting member. Now, what is the character of that 
evidence? It is limited, as has been already stated, to ten persons 
whose testimony was taken. What is the character of their evidence ? 
The first witness, whose evidence is incorporated in the report of the 
majority of the Committee on Elections, swears that he received two or 
three dollars for his vote. This is the testimony of a man who had 
lived in the voting precinct for a number of years, yet he claims he 
does not know from whom it was he received the money; he can not 
tell anything about it. Just so with each of these witnesses. 

They are evidently ignorant men and unreliable witnesses. They 
are made to say in their ex parte depositions, presented on behalf of 
contestant, that they received money for voting for Mr. Pirce. There 
isa similarity in their language on the question of the receipt of 
money which is a little remarkable if we assume that the language 
was taken down as expressed by them severally. But it is explained 
by one of these witnesses in his cross-examination where he says in 
substance that he made certain statements in his previous examination 
under the direction of a man in the interest of contestant. The 


members of the House will bear in mind the fact that all of these wit- 
nesses who swear to the fact of receiving money for voting for con- 
testee gave their evidence of such alleged bribery, not in the presence 
of contestee and his attorney, but purely ex parle, They did not 
understand the nature or character of their evidence, or, if they did, 
they are so utterly unreliable, as shown from their cross-examinations 
taken several months after their examination-in-chief under the order 
of this House, that no man’s rights should be imperiled by their evi- 
dence. With the exception of two witnesses, namely, Wilcox and 
Jenks, they state in their cross-examinations that they received no 
money whatever for voting for Mr. Pirce, but that the two or three 
dollars received by them each was for By braces for lost time. 
For example, this question was asked Cyrus W. Eddy, one ef these 
alleged bribed witnesses: 
Q. Do fo know of any person who voted at that election for Mr. Pirce con- 
trary to ae political convictions because of the use of money? 
0, sir, © 


Question by counsel for contestant: 


Hoel gi now wish to be understood as swearing that the $3 you say you re- 
ceived on election day was paid you for your time as indicated by your answer 
to cross-question two? 

A. Yes, sir. 


Another alleged bribed witness, by the name of Johnson, testifies in 
substance the sameas Eddy. And another, by the name of Carpenter, 
said: 

eg mht Pryce down to town-meeting, as they calledit. Ihavealways 
been in the habit of being d for coming down to town-meeting. have 
always had to get some one to take my place when I came down. 

And in answer toquestions propounded by counsel for contestant the 
following appears in the evidence of this man Carpenter: 

Q. If you had voted for Mr. Page at that election instead of for Mr. Pirce, 
wens aaye expected any money for voting or going to town-meeting, as 
Mena Yes, sir; I suppose they would have paid me for coming down. 

Q. When you use the term “they,” whom do you mean? Give the name. 

A. Mr. Page, Democratic party. 

These men are, some fishermen, others sailors, and some, I was about 
to remark, stevedores. At any rate, they are not men who seem to 
appreciate the honor of American citizenship. There was no bargain 
and sale with any of them, as I understand their testimony, that they 
should vote for Mr. Piree. Just after they had exercised their right 
of elective franchise and their personal preferences, they insisted that 
they should be paid for their time, or lost day, as is shown by the tes- 
timony of ter, to which I have just called the attention of the 
House. They did not vote differently from their political convictions 
and personal preferences, 

Now, without stopping to argue the morale of these voters, I main- 
tain that Mr. Pirce should not lose his right to a seat in this House on 
such evidence. In every instance but one these men affirm that they 
do not know the who paid them or who furaished the money. 
Iclaim that it was the duty of contestant, that if he relied upon these 
witn or any one of them, to establish his charge of bribery, that 
he should have followed up the of the use of money to some 
tangible person. How could contestee dispute such evidence? Noman 
is named (with the one exception which I will refer to later on) as the 
briber. All Mr. Pirce could do was what he in fact did do, and that 
was to take the witness stand in his own behalf and show that he 
neither ly nor by an agent used any money to secure voters for 
himself at the election. Now, I have just stated that there was one 
exception as to these bribe-taking witnesses, That was a man by the 
name of Locke. Heclaimed that he received $3 for his vote and named 
the person from whom he received the money, and also named three 
other men whom he claimed were using money to secure votes for Mr. 
Piree. This man Locke was squarely and fully contradicted by these 
four men whom he named and was placed in such a light by their testi- 
mony as to show him to be not only an unreliable witness, but a con- 
summate scoundrel. 

This was the only man who swore to having received money, who 
pe himself in a position where his truthfulness could be tested, and 

e was impeached by the testimony of a class of witnesses whose frank- 
ness, candor, and intelligence commend them to the favorable consid- 
eration of the members of this House. But if these alleged purchased 
votes should be thrown out Mr. Pirce would still haye a majority of 
all the votes cast at the election. It is trne that Wilcox and Jinks 
tried to testify that a hundred or more men formed in line down at 
Atwood’s barn and were paid for their votes. There are two objections 
to the testimony of these men. They refused, as the record shows, to 
respond to subpcenas of contestee and submit themselves to a cross. ex- 
amination. That is enough, if the House is inclined to enforce the law 
to exclude their testimony from consideration. If they were honest 
witnesses they would not refuse to have their credibility tested by a 
cross-examination of the testimony they gave on behalf of contestant. 

All lawyers know that the right of cross-examination is the safe- 

of litigants’ rights. It is regarded so sacred that the courts 

ve uniformly held that a witness who refuses either on his own voli- . 
tion or under the direction of the party on whose behalf he testifies to 
submit to a cross-examination, shall have his testimony-in-chief ex- 
eluded from any consideration. Again their evidence comes in such 
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‘t questionable shape” that any man should hesitate to place any reli- 
ance upon their statements. They ‘‘think’’ and they ‘‘suppose”’ is 
about all there is to their evidence. If what they suppose were true a 
wealth of evidence could have been produced by contestant to sub- 
stantiate it. The fact that contestant has left so important a matter 
to be established by such shadowy and unsatisfactory suppositions is 
evidence to my mind that there is no truth in his charge whatever. 
These so-called bribed witnesses are a ‘‘ beggarly lot” at best—fit fol- 
lowers and associates of Sir John Falstaff. 

I see the time allotted to me in the consideration of this case, by the 
House,’has expired. If I believed that there was any truth in the 
charge of contestant of intimidation and bribery in this case I should 
vote to unseat the sitting member. But a careful examination of the 
evidence satisfies me that there is no truth in these charges and that 
this contest, so far as Mr. Page, the contestant, is concerned, is frivo- 
lous. Over 7,000 voters in this Congressional district in Rhode Island 
have expressed a preference for Mr. Pirce to represent them in this Con- 
gress. They constitute a majority of the voters at the election in ques- 
tion. We have no right to disregard their choice or to disfranchise 
them by depriving Mr. Pirce of his seat on the floor of this House, and I 
appeal to the members upon the other side of this House to lay aside 
party prejudice and sustain Mr. Pirce in his right to his seat by voting 
for the substitute resolution offered by the Republican members of the 
Election Committee. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, this case from the beginning seems 
to have embraced within itself a comedy of errors. In the first place 
we have seen that the party making the contest did not sammon a wit- 
ness until after the lapse of the ninety days within which he could take 
his testimony under the law of the land, which expressly declares that 
the testimony shall be taken within ninety days from the filing of the 
contestee’s answer to the notice of contest. 

Upon that subject one word and that will settle it. Mr. Pageswears 
there was an arrangement made by which the taking of testimony 
should not be confined to the ninety days only which the law allows. 
The attorney for Mr. Pirce, under oath, states as follows: 


I was fully aware of the limitation of time upon each party. 


He knew asa lawyer that the testimony must be taken within ninety 
days. He knew Mr. Page wasa lawyer. Whatdid he do? Hesaid, 
“I agreed, if it should happen during the taking of the testimony an 
engagement of either one of us in court should interfere with the day 
fixed tor taking testimony in said contest, we would mutually accom- 
modate each other.” Then he swears ‘‘ we never had but one conver- 
sation and that was the whole of it.” 

Now, sir, think of two lawyers, knowing the law was imperative 
that they must take the testimony in ninety days, of one going to the 
other in this way! Under those circumstances is it a likely story? Is 
it likely one said to the other “I agree, if we have engagements in 
court, we will fix on other days without reg.rd to the ninety days?” 

Is it likely he said that, when he knew at the same time they must 
take this testimony in ninety days? So they stand, the two stories 
face to face, both of the witnesses lawyers, neither impeached unless he 
impeaches the other, and I put it to the lawyers of this House that this 
man Page did not expect to figure up his election to Congress. 

What next did the contestant do? We find Mr. Page, within that 
ninety days, running for the position of state senator in Rhode Island. 
He was elected to that opera and took his seat. Then, when the ses- 
sion was over, and when he returned again to private life, heserved notice 
to take testimony, after the ninety days had run out, on his notice of 
contest. 

Will any gentleman deny this proposition? 

Now, Mr. Pirce, knowing he could not be summoned under those 
circumstances, knowing that if this man was a member of the Legisla- 
ture of Rhode Island he could not hold a seat upon this floor, he dis- 
regarded, as he had a right to do, this summons or notice to take tes- 
timony. 

Then, the testimony having been taken—mere ex parte affidavits, I 
insist, as I did in committee—we should, if the majority of the com- 
mittee insisted this caseshould be looked into, send a commission down 
to Rhode Island to take this testimony and bring the witnesses and 
parties face to face. But instead of that, Mr. Pirce was simply given 
the privilege to go to Rhode Island and cross-examine, as he did, such 
of contestant’s witnesses as he could find. 

Now, upon this subject of intimidation, before I proceed further, 
allow me to say that the majority of the committee in their report 
pushed that matter out from under the discussion. What do they say? 
The majority of the committee say in their report: ‘‘ While it was 
likely that voters under the domination of Republican employers were 
deterred from voting for Mr. Page, there was no evidence before the 
committee defining the measure of this influence or estimating its 
cect.” And so, sir, if there was no evidence, but mere suspicion, I 
take it we can dismiss that matter from this discussion. 

Then what next do we have? The next point in this comedy of er- 
rors is this: A manifest error in printing, changing 9 into a cipher, 
deprived Mr. Pirce of his majority of 16. The majority of the com- 
mittee say instead of 16 he only had a majority of 3 on the face of the re- 


turn. But there was evidence before the committee which would have 
shown that mistake in the printing. What isit? The certificate is as 
ollows: 
I, Joshua A. Addeman, secretary of the State aforesaid, hereby certify. 


And then it goes on to give the table upon which the majority in 
their report rely. What further does he say? ‘‘I certify.” What? 
This isa true copy of so much of the tabulated statement of votes 
cast as relates to the second Congressional district of Rhode Island. 
He certifies it is a copy of the tabulated statement of the votes cast for 
Representative in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

When we come to that tabulated statement, which is presented to us 
here in the testimony taken by Mr. Page, we find the figures are 70 in- 
stead of 79 for this town of Hopkinton. And this shows that Pirce’s 
true majority was 16, as the grand committee in the tabulated state- 
ment declared and as is now admitted. And since the majority report 
shows the charge of intimidation is absurd, then the case is narrowed 
down to votes that can be thrown out by means of proof showing they 
had been bribed. If more than 16 votes can be shown to have been 
Deban votes, Mr, Pirce can rightfully be unseated; otherwise he can not 


And that leads me to the next consideration. The majority of the 
committee have presented in their reports the names of ten persons, 
Charles C. Gardner, Alfred Johnson, Cyrus W. Eddy, Fayette W. 
Carpenter, William Wilcox, Jesse Jinks, William Bates, James E. 
Cahoone, John Garland, and H. S. Curtiss. 

Their testimony is set out in hæc verba. But admit that all these 
were bribed—yet there are only ten. And six more will be required; 
and the names of those six are not forthcoming. 

Let us examine some of these and see what they have to say and the 
character of their testimony. I take up the case first of this man John- 
son. Johnson in his first examination, when he swears to that state- 
ment, which was really an ex parte affidavit, made this statement: 

I voted for Mr. Pirce. I myself received $3 for voting for him; but I do not 
know the name of the person who paid me the money. I know him simply by 
sight. He said he belonged to the Republican party and was working in the 
interest of Mr. Pirce. 

At another point in his testimony he says that this person, not named, 
at Atwood’s Hotel gave him $3 for voting for Mr. Pirce. This same 
man, although he had lived for years and years in that town, was not 
able to tell who it was who gave it to him. Then this question was 
asked him: 

To what political party do you belong? 

He responds: 

To the Democratic party. 

Now, on cross-examination this same witness—and it shows what the 
result would have been if Mr. Pirce had had the privilege of going 
with a committee of this House to examine these men for the purpose 
of letting the light into the testimony which they had given thereto- 
fore on that cross-examination—says, in response to this question: 
ty did you say about this question of bribery in your testimony in July, 


Ans. I said that I did not understand that I got the $3 for voting for Mr. Pirce, 
but for going down there. 

Now we find that this man swears himself down. But let us go an- 
other step forward. The question is asked him if at any time within 
the last five years he ever voted the Democratic ticket in that town, and 
he answers: 

I think not. 

The intention was to make it appear that he had always been a Dem- 
ocrat, had not voted any other than the Democratic ticket within the 
last five years, but he was told when he went on the stand by some one 
to make that ex parte affidavit, that he must understand then that he 
had always been a Democrat, and when questioned he was to swear 
that he had been. But a little further the question is asked him: 

What is the man’s name that said this to you? 
“He answered: 


James Brown. 


Now another step. He was asked this question: 

And you have voted for William A. Pirce, Republican candidate for Congress 
at that election,and only received that money for going to the election? 

Ans, Yes, sir, 

This man is one of a number who swore that if not a single one had 
been paid, they would have voted as they did. This is the man who 
was told that he must say that he had been always a Democrat, and 
yet it turned out that he had not voted that ticket in five years. 

But now, Mr. Speaker, when we come to this man’s testimony taken 
finally, we find the names of the persons who were really at Atwood’s 
Hotel to have been William C. Jenkins, William Kinnecome, and 
Thomas Aldrich, men who arenot impeached. These men came upon 
the stand and positively swore that they did not use any persuasion on 
that day, and did not pay any one to vote for anybody. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. EDEN in the chair), The time of 
the gentleman from Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I should like to have had an opportunity of 
going a little farther into this testimony. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. ELY]. 

Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, I presume it would be no secret for me to 
say that I, more than any other member of the Committee on Elections, 
am responsible for the fact that a majority report adverse to the sitting 
member in this case has come into this House. I desire, therefore, in 
the few moments given to me to state the reason why in the first place 
I conceded that this case deserved a farther consideration, and, secondly, 
why it is that I am now heartily, sincerely, honestly, and conscientiously 
with the minority of the committee. 

I believe, without a shadow of doubt, that Mr. Pirce ought to retain 
the seat which he has occupied during the greater part of this Con- 
gress with credit to himself. The ex parte evidence which was orig- 
inally filed in this case, and to which reference has been so often made, 
brought to the attention of the Committee on Elections these facts—it 
did not prove them, it was largely hearsay, it was ex parte at the best. 
It was extorted from witnesses by direct questions which would dis- 
grace any lawyer in the land. 

But it did bring to the attention of the committee these allegations, 
that in ten individual cases men had been paig for voting at the elec- 
tion at which Mr. Pirce was elected a member of Congress. That, by 
hearsay testimony, from one hundred to one hundred and twenty-five 
men were marched into line at a barn and received money; that the sit- 
ting member paid a voter some time after he voted $2; that a manufact- 
urer in one of these towns employing a large number of men stood be- 
hind the moderator at the town meeting and carefully watched and 
scrutinized the votes that every one of hismen cast. These allegations, 
itis true, came to the Committee on Elections in ex parte affidavits. But, 
although not established by legal evidence, they charged, under the 
sanction of an oath, bribery and intimidation. No election procured 
by either can ever receive my countenance or support. Both are des- 
picable. I know not which is the most so. 

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, I favored ameasure by which these charges 
might be thoroughly investigated within the provisions of law. That 
measure was, after a fair debate, overruled by the House. With that 
decision I have no fault to find, and I submit with cheerfulness to the 
wisdom of the House. But the effect which I anticipated from that 
action of the House has ired, and itis, I believe, because the ma- 
jority report at that time was received and accepted, and the minority 
report rejected, that there is any doubt whatsoever concerning this case 
at the present time. 

We begged for forty days for Mr. Pirce to take his testimony and 
only thirty were granted. With diligence and with activity he availed 
himself of the time that was given him and occupied it all to the very 
last day. What did he do? And I beg the attention of the House to 
these facts, because they bear very materially upon the question which 
you are to decide. He did what you or any memer of this House 
would have done. He first togk in hand this testimony in his own 
town and against him personally, in which he was charged with brib- 
ery; and I shall show you, if I have the time, that he refuted it and 
proved the witness to be one of the worst perjurers that ever walked 
the face of God’s earth by an amount of testimony that was perfectly 
overwhelming. He then began to go around the district as rapidly as 
he could, and every witness that Mr. Page had produced, and on whose 
testimony he rested his case, fell before him, as the liar always must 
fall before the honest man when his testimony is scrutinized and ex- 
posed to the light of day. 

Now, why was it that he did not refute the rest? Why was there 
one of these perjured witnesses that has not been proved to be per- 
jured? It was simply and solely, I believe—I speak of material wit- 
nesses now, and not of the few in this record who testified to nothing 
except the color of these ballots and their opinion of its influence on 
the voters—it was simply and solely, I believe, because Mr. Pirce had 
not time within the order of the House to produce and examine the 
requisite witnesses, 

This is an important consideration, and can not be lost sight of by 
any man who would decide this case impartially. 

This result I clearly foresaw, and called to the attention of the House 
when the resolution authorizing Mr. Pirce to take testimony was before 
the House on the 4th of May last. In some remarks I then had the 
honor to make I said— 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the House to the resolution offered 
by the majority of the committee. The objections to it are patent and grave. 
I claim that itis utterly unfair and unjust toward Mr, Pirce, the sitting member, 
and, in my judgment, it will, if adopted, defeat the ends of justice. 

First, as to time, Under the law on the statute-book, a law which we have 
sanctioned this year by the adoption of an amendment to it, a law which has 
been on the statute-book for many years and is known to all the ple of the 
Jand, a law which is justand reasonable and which provides an orderly method 
of cond g these contests, the contestee cross-examines the contestant’s wit- 
nesses in contestant’s forty days and then has forty days for taking his own tes- 
timony The resolution requ! him to resubpcena and cross-examine contest- 
ant’s witnesses and take any testimony he may desire in thirty days from the 
passage of the resolution. Suppose the resolution passes to-day, certainly Mr. 

irce acting with rar diligence could not be expected to return to Rhode Island, 
secure & poe oflicer to take testimony, procure a subpana and have itserved 
on one of the witnesses before day after to-morrow, The witness must be served 
with the subpona five days before the day on which his attendance is required 
Thus at the earliest;seven days of the thirty are exhausted before a word of cross- 
examination can be taken. And this leaves no margin for any of the inevitable 
accidents and delays necessarily incident to legal proceedings. Of the twenty- 


three days remaining three at least are Sundays. He then has twenty days to 
cross-examine how many witnesses? Forty-six. And in the same time also to 
ran ee chief his own witnesses and submit them to the cross-examination 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe that the members on the other side of this House 
desire to deal justly with Mr. Pirce. You hold it practically in your hands to 
do with him as you will, but I believe you desire all the more on that account 
to be just to him. I desireto inquireif there is a lawyer in this House whosays 
that this isa reasonable time for this great work. Now, what is the action of 
our friends of the majority of the committee when they come to deal with the 
contestant? I maintain and ask you, with all the emphasis of which I am capa- 
ble, to aid me in maintaining that in this contest the contestant and contestee 
shall be placed on a par, although the one is in the minority and in your hands 
to do with as you like, while the other isin the majority. I ask, what is your 
action when you come to deal with the contestant? Do you restrict him at all? 
Oh, no. He is given the full statute time of ten days within which to put in his 
rebuttal. It is not fair, is it? 

The sequel proves the correctness of the position I then took. A 
great wrong was done to Mr. Pirce. Unintentionally, I am sure, but 
nevertheless a great wrong. I then said that the resolution then pend- 
ing would, if adopted, defeat the ends of justice. And now it is writ- 
ten on every of this record in characters so plain that he who runs 
may read. È has defeated the ends of justice. 

Again, the conduct of this case by the contestant must not be lost 
sight of by him who candidly desires to find the truth. Since the answer 
of the contestee was filed, every provision of law has been trampled 
down by Mr. Page. No one has escaped. Every statute of the United 
States has been set at naught by him. In the taking of his testimony 
he ignored all rules of evidence, rules so well established that every in- 
telligent citizen is familiar with them, whether he be a lawyer or not. 
Indeed, the maoniy of the Committee on Elections admit it in their re- 
port. It is, indeed, true, as they say, ‘the illegal testimony is easily 
detected.” They might with equal truth have added that it covers 
most of the testimony relied on by Mr. Page. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not too much to say that the manner in which Mr. 
Page or his lawyer asked questions, and the form of his questions (all 
done in the absence of Mr. Pirce), led the witnesses to give wrong an- 
swers and frequently false answers. Let me giveasingle illustration— 
one of many that I might cite. Mr. Page attempts to prove intimida- 
tion in the town*of Westerly, by showing, by oral testimony, the con- 
tents of a circularsigned by the Rhode Island Granite Works and the 
Smith Granite Works and by somebody passed around to the employés 
of those corporations. He does not prove that; he can not produce one 
of the circulars, But he asked Mr. John J. Carney, one of his wit- 
nesses, this question: ‘‘Do you recollect whether these circulars con- 
tained language conveying the idea to the voters that it would be to 
the interest of the voter to vote in accordance with the request con- 
tained in the circular?’ Mr. Carney answers, ‘' Yes, sir; I believe it 
did.” Mr. Thomas W. Legar, aleading man and prominent Democrat 
who has twice been the Democratic candidate for governor of Rhode 
Island, a witness called by Mr. Page, evidently referring to the same 
circular, says: ‘‘ I saw ahand-bill which they said was circulated about 
the quarries, asking the voters to vote against the Democratic candidate 
for Congress, as it was for their (the owners’) interest for them so to 
vote.” Thus Mr. Carney was made, unintentionally, as I hope, by Mr. 
Page’s leading question to give a false answer. 

But, Mr. Speaker, these objections to the credibility of Mr. Page’s 
witnesses, weighty as they are, are insignificant when compared with 
the serious and wicked proceeding to which it now becomes my duty 
to invite the attention of the House. In one instance, at least, one of 
Mr. Page’s witnesses, a witness on whom the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Elections rely, was instructed what he must swear to in order 
to make a case for Mr. Page, and he does swear to it; months after- 
ward, though, he admits that it was false, and says, ‘‘I did, for a guy; 
I was led into it in the first place to swear to it.’? Who led the wit- 
ness into telling a lie under oath? It was the man who came after him 
to give his testimony for Mr. Page. Now, I think comment is unnec- 
essary, but I will say that when such corrupt practices as this are de- 
tected, and when the witnesses on whom the contestant relies to prove 
his case are men confessedly of corrupt character, I can not believe any 
one of them. 

It is not safe, it is not reasonable, to place any reliance on their testi- 
mony. Let me make this point as clear as I can. It is both admitted 
and proved that the witnesses who testify to bribery are shamelessly 
corrupt and worthless. It is also clear that they are in intimate 
league, both offensive and defensive, with Mr. Page. He conjures with 
them at his own sweet will and pleasure. They come at his call. 
They remain away at his pleasure. They answer to suit his questions. 
They refuse to answer when the answer will injure his case or when 
the answer will disclose the means of refuting their testimony. At 
least one of them is instructed what he must testify in order to main- 
tain Page’s case; and he does swear to it, although it is false. All 
these witnesses were subject to the same influences. There is every 
reason to believe that they yielded to it. 

Now, it is to be observed that it is the evidence given by such wit- 
nesses that is cited in the report of the majority of the Committee on 
Elections. Allother testimony is rejected. Why was this done? I 
decline to answer this question; but I assert that it makes that re- 
port unreliable. All the evidence in a cause must be considered in 
order to find the truth. All the evidence must be weighed together. 
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As a fair statement of the whole case I will annex to my remarks 
the report submitted by the minority of the Committee on Elections. 
But I desire to call the attention of the House to the whole testimony 
in detail and from the record to determine the worth of each witness 
separately. , nee i 

The , Mr. Speaker, are bribery and intimidation. I will þe- 
gin with bribery, and in reviewing the testimony I will take first this 

ohn H. Powers, who says that Mr. Pirce paid him $2. He says he 
went to him three times. He told him he already voted for him. 
The first time Mr. Pirce refused to give him any money. He went 
again. Mr. Pirce again refused. He wenta third time and followed 
him out of doors, and after all that solicitation he said that Mr. Pirce 
gave him $2. Was that bribery? No, sir; but for the purposes of this 
argument admit that it was; we will not quibble about terms. Ifmoney 
was paid before or after voting or for the vote or for lost time, I will 
consent to the most unfavorable construction that can be put upon it. 

But whowas this John H. Powers? In the first place his testimony 
is contradicted by Martin Padien, a loom operator, not a manufacturer, 
but a laboring man; by Martin Winsor, a Democrat, but a Pirce man, 
aman who had been elected a member of the General Assembly of Rhode 
Island on the Democratic ticket; had also been an assessor of taxes, 
been appointed justice of the peace, and elected surveyor of highways, 
and to many other offices; all by Democratic votes, and he comes here 
and denies emphatically what this man Powers says. 

Now, whatis the character of this man Powers, as testified to by every- 
body in his neighborhood, men of the highest repute and of all occu- 
pations? It is declared that his character for truth is bad—some of them 
say the worst. That is the testimony of the following witnesses, all of 
them having known him for a series of years: By William A. Phillips, 
trial justice of the town; by Charles E. Lincoln, journalist, correspond- 
ent of the Providence Journal and Boston Herald; by William A. Car- 
roll, Frank W. Moseley, and James Moan, policemen; by James Crow- 
ley, lamp-lighter; by Alfred Lake, who keeps a grocery store in the 
village; also by Thomas Owens, who keeps a grocery store; by Harlan 
A. Page, a real-estate broker and uncle of the contestant, and John 
Meadowcraft, foreman of the Providence Steam Engine Company. 

Then, take another, Herbert B. Wood, who is another of Page’s wit- 
nesses, and who is contradicted by Joseph H. Davis, by Walter S. 
Brownell, by Martin Padien, by William H. Arnold, by George F. A. 
Beane, by Frederick J. Walsh, and by William A. Pirce, the sitting 
member. 

There are seven witnesses who contradict this man, and if they are 
to be believed then he has perjured himself. z 

Take Benjamin F. Evans, another one of these witnesses, who has 
been convicted of crime in the State of Rhode Island, and, as I under- 
stand from the conversation this morning, is now in jail either await- 
yrs serving out his sentence. He is contradicted by Frederick 
J. Walsh, Martin Winsor, and many other witnesses. Ev i 
he swears to is contradicted by several wi and his reputation 
for truth is declared to be bad by eight witnesses, reputable men, who 
have known him for years. 

Michael F. Barry, to whom my friend from Pennsylvania alluded, 
is contradicted by four witnesses, and his reputation for truth and ver- 
acity is sworn to be bad—by how many witnesses do you think? By 
sixteen witnesses. Amos J. Wells is contradicted by three witnesses, 
William H. Taylor, Benjamin H. Pirce, and James M. Wright. 

John F. Locke is contradicted by three witnesses on every point, and 
would have been contradicted by another only that the witness was 


are contradicted upon every material point. 

As to those witnessss who say they received money, their testimony 
has been discussed a good deal already, and my time is too limited to per- 
mit me to gooverit in detail; butitisa fact thatevery one of them except 
one, or possibly two, declines to tell who gave him the money. They 
stab Mr. Pirce in the back and in the dark, and he is perfectly helpless 
to protect himself against them, In every instance where a party does 
give the name of the person who he says was paying out money, the 
person so accused was called, and every one swore that he never paid 
any money or saw any paid. ; 

These witnesses were corrupt enough, if they are to be believed, to 
receive a bribe for their votes and shameless enough to confess it. 
They were, beyond doubt, under the control of the contestant and his 
friends. One of them was proved to be so far under this control as to 
give false testimony at the dictation of the man who summoned him 
to testify. Four of them refused to appear for cross-examination. 
Others refused to answer proper and reasonable;questions on cross- 
examination. Another forgot his story between his direct and cross- 
examination. It ought to have been furnished to him in writing inthe 
first instance. It is important also to remember, and, therefore, I re- 


peat, that in every instance where the testimony of the contestant’s 
witnesses made it possible it is contradicted and denied by Pirce’s 
witness, and usually by more than one witness. 

Now, whoand what are Pirce’s witnesses? They are honest, reputa- 
ble men. Mr. Page doesnot deny or attempttodenyit. They testify 
fairly, intelligently. Their testimony bears the impress of truth. 
Some of them are Democrats and some Republicans. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, is the testimony concerning bribery. I have 
striven to state it plainly and fairly. I challenge contradiction of the 
statement that I have made. 

Mr. Speaker, Iwill now pass to the consideration of the charge of in- 
timidation. 

It was claimed by Mr. Page before the Committee on Elections that, 
the Republican ticket for Congressman being printed ona tinted paper, 
a shade off from white, and the other tickets used at the election being 
printed on white paper, all the votes cast for Mr. Pirce should be 
rejected as illegal, and that Mr. Page, alth he was in an actual 
minority of 3,486 votes, should be declared elected by a majority of 
4,260 votes. When I listened to the statement of this ition and 
the elaborate argument of Mr. Page in support of it I thougut that 
epee must have Had a photograph of Mr. Page before him when 

e wrote: 

What a piece of work is man! How noble in reason! how infinite in facul- 
ties! in form and moving, how express and admirable! in action, how like an 
angel! in apprehension, how like a god! 

To the ordinary mind this proposition would seem to be too absurd 
to deserve a moment’s consideration. But it appears to have given my 
Democratic friends on the committee an infinite deal of trouble. They 
could not quite see their way clear to report that Page, who received 
5,995 out of a poll of 15,476 votes, waselected. But they wrestled with 
this magnificent proposition for many months, even as Jacob wrestled 
with the angel, and at length it gave them its blessing. True enough, 
it was what may be called in the language of the majority report a 
‘not improbable” blessing, but in the deplorable condition of the con- 
testant’s case anything was comforting. en there is no evidence to 
support a case, the ‘‘notimprobable’’ is the last resort of the ingenious 
lawyer. Soberly, however, the majority of the committee admit that 
these tinted ballots are no violation of the law and that no decision of 
this case can be predicated on their use. The only wonder is that the 
majority of the committee found so much difficulty in reaching this 
conclusion. Asa matter of fact, tinted ballots have been used for along 
series of years in both the Rhode Island districts, and in 
this election the Republican committee only followed a well-established 
custom. Such tinted ballots were used to distinguish the representa- 
tive from the electoral tickets and to avoid confusion, the voters in 
Rhode Island voting on separate ballots for Congressmen and for Pres- 
idential electors. ə 

Having said thus much about the tinted tickets, Mr. Speaker, I will 
briefly discuss each case where anybody is claimed by the contestant to 
have been intimidated. First, it is claimed that one George Smith 


did not vote for Mr. because his employer, one William H. Poole, 
told him not to vote that ticket. This is testificd to by Byron W. 
Wells, Raymond A. Ra and N. Colville, jr. Itis denied by 


7 Rathbun,and George 

George Smith and William H. Poole. All these witnesses stand equally 
well. Smith was still, when the testimony-was taken, in the employ 
of Poole. I donotfind that the contestant’s witnesses were summoned 
for cross-examination. If the case turned on the failure of Smith to 
east his vote, I should be of the opinion that it ought to be decided 
against Mr. Pirce. It is true that what occurred, as testified by contes- 
tant’s witnesses, would not seem to be intimidation as intimidation is 
defined in the decisions of contested-election cases. 

It is, indeed, only what one man might naturally say to another. 
Nevertheless, if these witnesses are to be believed, it had the effect of 
preventing the man’s casting his vote as he intended todo, The em- 
ployer should be extremely careful not to interfere with his employés 
at the polls, even in the slightest degree, and I am happy to know that 
in the section of the country where I reside, and I believe through the 
North, such is the case. No matter how poor or how dependent a man 
may be, he ought to be allowed to cast his vote without the slightest 
influence or interference from any person on whom he depends for his 
wages. On his continued employment depends the comfort, it may be, 
of a wife and children, and thoughts of them might change his vote at 
the nod of his employer, when he would act independently were he 
alone concerned. Entertaining these views, my judgment in a case of 
alleged intimidation would be governed by the effect of what the em- 
ployer said rather than by any nicely drawn distinction of what is and 


what is not intimidation. 

The next specific charge of intimidation is founded on the circulars 
in the town of Westerly, of which I have already spoken. These were 
simply hand-bills circulated before election day, asking the voters not 
to vote for the Democratic candidate for Congress, because it was for the 
interest of the owners of the ite works. I am sure that no 


member of this House would claim fora moment that this was intimi- 
dation. In Burrelle, Lawrence Pendergast and Edward V. Granger 
testify to specific acts of intimidation. Among other things Pender- 
gast testifies that one Addison Sayles, a prominent manufacturer, 
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mounted the platform directly behind the moderator, in order to ob- 
tain a position where he could distincly see every ballot that was cast. 
Granger testifies that a strict count of the ballots, as they were de- 
posited in the ballot-box, were kept by a prominent Republican, who 
was stationed on the platform with the moderator and town clerk. 

The testimony of these witneses is contradicted and absolutely re- 
futed by Oliver A. Inman, the moderator of the town meeting, A. L. 
Sayles, James O. Inman, and George F. Whitford. 

Addison Sayles was not on the platform at all on election day. 

No Republican kept a count of the ballots, but a prominent Demo- 
crat, John Q. Darling, was on the platform and kept a tally of the 
Democrats and Republicans as they voted. And Iwill say it wasa per- 
fectly pi thing to do, and Mr, Darling acted with entire fairness, 
and gave information to Republicans and Democrats alike as they in- 


q 5 

I am surprised to observe that the majority of the committee cite the 
testimony of John Garland, of Pawtucket, in their report. It is beyond 
all question incompetent, and ought to be stricken from the 
record. It is the last act of the many acts of injustice and wrong 
which Mr. Pirce has suffered in the contest. Itwas taken in rebuttal, 
but is in no sense rebuttal testimony. It was taken near the close of 
_ the rebuttingtestimony. Mr. Pirce had no opportunity to reply to it. 

Under the order of the House his time was gchansiet. These facts are 
sufficient to show that Garland’s testimony should not be considered. 

Inaddition to the testimony to which I have called attention refuting 
every act of alleged intimidation, Mr. Pirce called forty-five witnesses, 
belonging to both political parties, Democrats and Republicans alike, 
men of high standing in their towns, all of whom swear that there was 
no intimidation. The testimony of these witnesses covered every town 
where any intimidation was claimed. Five of them testified as to War- 
wick, three as to Coventry, seven as to Lincoln, four as to Scituate, four 
as to Foster, four as to Pawtucket, four as to Burrillville, eleven as to 
Johnson, and three as to Westerly. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to repeat here and emphasize my statement, 
that while Mr. Page’s material witnesses are proved to be men of 
corrupt habits and of bad reputation for truth in nearly every instance, 
Mr. Pirce’s witnesses are men of good character and good repute. The 
record shows it. It has not and will not be disputed. And I desire 
also to emphasize the importance of this fact in the decision of this 


case. 

Mr. Speaker, I have made this plain statement of the evidence be- 
cause the question before us is a judicial one, and should be decided 
on the evidence presented and the rules of law applicable to the case. 

If I be asked how could the majority of the Committee on Elections, 
if I have fairly stated the evidence, find that Mr. Pirce was not elected 
a member of the House, I reply that I do not know. I question no 
man’s motives; Idenynoman’s judgment. I have a highrespectforand 
appreciation of the honor and love of justice of the gentlemen of the 
committee who differ from me in this case. I can not, however, fail 
to remember with regret the shamefully partisan appeals that were 
made to the Democratic members of our committee by Mr. Page and 
his counsel. In my brief experience these appeals were as unprece- 
dentedasthey were unbecoming. Mr. Page related, soberly and mourn- 
fully, almost tearfully, the story of the hardships and sufferings and 
trials of patience of the Democratic party of Rhode Island under the 
long continuance in power of the Republicans in that State, especially 
in the matter of the representation in Co He said he saw little 
reason to hope that any Rhode Island Democrat would occupy a seat in 
this House in the near future unless the committee would kindly report 
that he was elected. 

But it at length became evident that Mr. Page had failed to compre- 
hend the far-reaching consequences of the report which he sought 
with so much diligence. That was reserved for the learned counsel 
who made the closing argumentin his behalf. That argument was in- 
genious and able, and, had it not been so foreign to the issue before 
the committee, would have been worthy of serious consideration. It 
dealt little with the charges of bribery and intimidation. Indeed it 
seemed to me to be largely in harmony with my views of those 
charges and of the character and weight of the contestant’s evidence 
adduced in support of them. It was mainly devoted to a considera- 
tion of the effect which a decision in favor of Mr. Page would have in 
a certain contingency on the Presidential election of 1888. 

The learned counsel claimed that the relative strength of the Dem- 
ocratic and Republican parties in this House in the Fiftieth 
was such that in case no Presidential candidate received a majority of 
the votes of the electors appointed, Rhode Island, if her two Congress- 
men were Republicans, would control the choice of President in the 
House of Representatives; and he further claimed that a decision of 
the committeein favor of Mr. Page would do much to secure the choice 
of a Democrat in the Fiftieth Congress at the election yet to be held in 
the second district of Rhode Island, and thus neutralize the vote of 
a seme Nass tows: of Representatives. Ihave not verified the 
gentleman’s facts. If they are th ight ly be addressed 
to the voters of the second Thode sland | district, but partain} y can 
have no weight in the decision of this contest. Weare not here and 


now electing Presidents or Representatives, but determining whom the 
people elected in the district in controversy. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, a few words in conclusion and I have done. 
If the resolution reported by a majority of the committee is adopted 
what will be its effect? Mr. Pirce, who has represented the second 
Rhode Island district during nearly the entire term of this 
with credit and honor, who is respected, and deservedly by 
his associates on this floor, will be deprived of his seat and the district 
be unrepresented probably during the remainder of the session. It 
will wound the sensibilities of a worthy man. Will that be all? If 
it be, it is of little moment. Butit will be something more. It will 
add another to the long list of partisan contested-election decisions; 
and of all such decisions it will be the most pernicious in its influence 
on future cases of any that I now recollect. It will be a precedent for 
overriding every provision of the election laws, for trampling down 
every rule of evidence, for justifying every irregularity of proceeding, 
however gross or however flagrant. It will be cited by every wrong- 
doer, and grevious must be his wrong-doing if he does not find au- 
thority for it in this case. 

Twill be recorded for a precedent, 
And many an error, by the same example, 
Will rush into the state. 

But I trust that this resolution will not be adopted, but that the 
resolution of the minority of the committee will be substituted for it. 
Then will our action this day be a warning to all ies in future 
cases that the laws of the land must be obeyed; that the well-recog- 
nized rules of evidence must be observed; that a stable and impartial 
course of procedure in contested elections must be maintained; and 
that he who would have the confidence of this House must deserve it. 

Appended is the minority report. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the following asthe 


views of the minority: 
The minority of the Committee on Elections not able to agree with the 
rt of the committee, submit the following as their views in the above case: 
tthe election held in the second Congressional district of Rhode Island, 
November 4, 1884, according to the canvass of the vote by the General Assembly, 
the total number of electors voting was 15,476, of which number William A. 
Pirce received 7,746, Charles H. Page, 5,995; and all others, including scatter- 
ing, 1,735, Pirce receiving 1,751 over contestant and 16 majority of all votes 

po 

This result was obtained after assigning to Page 15 votes cast for him as Pres- 
idential elector and counting as scattering all votes where no one was voted for 
RP Representative to Congress, and 3 votes cast for Slocum for Presidential 


By a misprint in one part of the printed evidence is credited with 79 
instead of 70 votes in the town of Hopkinton, which, without noting the mis- 
print, would make it appear that had not been credited with as many 


returns as shown in the evidence the 


by contestee. 
Contestant bases his contest either upon a misconce} 


Island, or upon a belief, which unfortunately p: toa very wide exten 
thata majority only needs a plausible excuse to seat one of its friends. 
He that all the ots cast for Mr. Pirce were illegal use the 


tickets were not of plain white paper, without any distin; ma and 
that therefore they are not to be counted either for Mr. ann er atkaving kate 
cast at all; that they are to be considered as if never in ballot-box, and this 
in the absence of any Jaw of the State req any particular description of 

marks. 


paper, or forbidding d 
uch as the committee have, without dissent, agreed that this claim is 
without foundation in law, we shall not further refer to it in this place. 
The material allegations in the notice of contest were to the effect that con- 


testee’s majority was obtained by intimidation and bribery. 

For a proper consideration of these charges, and the evidence relied upon to 
sustain them, it is necessary to state something of the history of the contest as 
it appears in the record. 

After notice of contest and answer contestant allowed the time for taking 
testimony, as provided by statute, to expire without any movement to take tes- 
timony. 

In the mean time he became a candidate for and was elected a member of the 
General Assembly of Rhode Island, and entered upon the duties of that office, a 
position which he could not lawfully hold in that State if he wasat the same time 
a member of Congress. He thus doned the contest and ceased to be ina 
position to — in the case as a claimant for the seat of contestee. 

Nevertheless, on the 12th day of June, 1855, after the time for taking testimony 
had expired, he served notice on contestee that on the 25th day of June he would 
commence taking the depositions of eight hundred and thirty-seven named wit- 
nesses, he alleging and contestee denying a verbal agreement to waive time in 
the taking of such depositions. 

Rees may oria , a8 he had a right, and was bound to do, upon the 

vern: taking 


damage w! 
proceeded to tak 
same de ions were brought before the committee as the evidence upon 
which we were to decide the case and make recommendation to the House. 

lt is hardly necessary to say that these so-called depositions were no more 

parte affidavits, and could not therefore be considered as 1 evidence 

in the case without disregarding and ignoring well-established and undisputed 
rules of evidence. 

They were not taken in the presence of contestee or any one acting for him, or 
with the expectation of cross-examination, or by virtue of any law authorizing 


jury could be maintain 
falsel 


y. 

mer golem harasa the comer of po 
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jority of the Elections Doan; simply authorize contestee to cross-examine 
the witnesses whose ex ig any See tions were on file, and to take testimony in his 


own behalf, giving him th: in which to do so, and to contestant ten days 
in which to offer testimon, rebuttal. 
When itis known thata part of theso-called testimony was in the nature 


Several of contestant’s witnesses did not appear tor cross-examination at all, 
although duly subpcenaed, and it is upon the testimony of some of these thatthe 
decision of the case is made to turn by the ority of the committee, 

After contestee had occupied the full time allowed by the House—the resolu- 
tion having passed May 4,and contestee closing his evidence June 3—contest- 
ant eiaa e to take testimony, so-called, in rebuttal; but, instead of confining 
himself to the permission given, he proceeded to offer testimony in chief, cu- 
mulative testimony, and the like, all of which, though illegally taken and not 
entitled to consideration by the House, is brought into service by the majority 
as a basis for their recommendation, and to which we as violative of 
law, of the rights of contestee, and of the constituency which he represents, and 
as establishing new and dangerous precedents in contested-election cases. And, 
as a further reason for this protest, we call attention to the fact that on nearly 
every issue made there is a sharp conflict in the evidence, and to the further 
fact that the witnesses upon which the majority of the committee rely are self- 
stultified and some of them thoroughly im: F 

Under the laws of Rhode Island a majority, instead of plurality, is necessary 
to an election on first trial, and therefore, if under the evidence the House de- 
termines that sixteen votes cast for contestee were so cast illegally, then it isour 
duty to declare that there was no election, and the resolution offered by the 
m ity of the committee ought to be ; but ifany less number six- 
teen should be deducted, the resolution ought not to as far as it affects con- 
testee, and Mr. Pirce should be permitted to retain his seat. 

Under any possible view of the testimony, if the laws in force in nearly all the 
= were applicable, he would be entitled to retain the seat which he now 

o! 

We now propose to examine some of the testimony, it being that relied upon 


to unseat con: » 
Nearly all of it applies to the election at the town of Warwick. 
Alfred A. Johnson, the first of the bribery witnesses, says, in his original ex- 


amination, according to the printed evidence (p. 26): 
“I myself got $3 for voting for William A. Pirce, but I don’t know the name 
of the person who paid me 


© money. He handed me a ticket, which was yel- 
Jow in color, a Pirce ticket, and said: ‘Vote that, and I will see you later,’ I 
voted it, and after the polls were closed I saw him in the street, and he took me 
af Fo Atwood’s hotel and gave me $3. He gave me those $3 for voting for 
r. Pirce. 
He also testified that he belonged to the Democratic party, and had lived ten 


years in Warwick. 
On cross-examination 6, Pirce's testimony) he says: 


“I don’t consider that I received the money for voting for Mr. Pirce.” 
He also testified that in his previous ony he said that he didn'tun- 


derstand that he got the money for voting for Mr. Pirce, but for coming down, 
He also testified that he would have voted for Mr. Pirce if he had got no 
money; that he had not voted the Democratic ticket for five years; that in ten 
years he had voted the Democratic ticket once or twice, perhaps four times, and 
that he had testified that he was a Democrat under instructions of the man who 
went after him as a witness. We submit that a witness who on his examina- 


who seknowledase that he knowingly swore falsely to a material fact, under in- 
structions given by the agent of Mr, Apek 


part 
illiam Bates, the next Warwick neinei witness p. 27), testifies that he was 
paid $3 to induce him to vote for William A. Pirce, He did not know the 

son who paid him. He was thirty-seven years old, and always lived in 
Warwick. Did not know who the Democratic candidate for binary. poe was, and 
does not say to what political pariy he belonged or how he would bave voted if 
no money had been paid. Hesaid: 

“This person whom I have mentioned came to meand asked me if I had voted. 
I told him I had not. He gave mea yellow Pirce ticket and said: ‘You vote 
that and I will see you later.’ Iv that ticket. I then came out, and, as I 
was getting into my team, he handed me $3.” 

This witness was subpæœnaed for cross-examination, but failed to answer, and 
therefore his testimony ought not to be considered. Even in his ex parte state- 
ments, following so near the language of the former witness, “ yellow Pirce 
ticket” and "I will see you later,” he does not pretend that he was proniised 
money before he voted, and he discloses that he did not expect to receive 
money; for, having voted, he started for his team to go home. 

The minority of committee entirely disregard this testimony as not being 
properly in the case, 

D. Morse is the next Warwick witness who parades his own infamy in 
the interest of Mr. Page and purity of elections. He says 28); 

“Ido know that money was id to me for voting for Mr. Pirce. I don’t 
know the person’s name who me. I was paid $3 for my vote. He handed 
me a Pirce ticket and said, * I will see you later, down at Atwood's Hotel.’” 

He had lived in Warwick since 1877; did not know who the Democratic can- 
didate for ei hye was; don’t say whet Pounce party he belonged to, nor 
does he claim t any money was prom! him before voting orto induce him 
to vote contrary to his political Eenlintions are hesitate to say convictions, 

He also refused to respond to subpcena for cross-examination. 

We disregard his testimony,as not being properly evidence in the case, for 
the same reason as in the case of the previous witness, 

W. Eddy testifies (p: es o next Warwick witness. 
e says that he voted as he p! ; that there was no interference before he 
voted, and that he did not cast his vote for money. 

He claims to have received $3,and that he always took it to be granted that 
bec! paid aga to the working classes. 

e lived in Warwick thirteen years; did not know the man who paid him. 

He swears that he did not understand when he voted for Pirce that he would 
zeosiye money for so voting which he would not receive if he voted for Mr. 

n cross-examination he says he was not paid to vote for Mr. Pirce. Don't 
know anybody who was induced to vote for money; that the money paid was 
for his lost time in coming 5 miles to the voting place and losing his day. Tak- 
ing his testimony as truth, and the vote should not be thrown out. 

yette W. Carpenter testifies {page 31) that he had lived in Warwick eight 
ears; that he received $3 for voting for Mr. Pirce; that he had always voted the 
ocratic ticket, and would have voted that ticket at this election if money 

had not been used. All this when no one was present to cross-examine, 

When called by contestee for Gronb opnrnitination (pp. 5 and 6) he says that for 
the last two or three years he had yoted with the Collingwood party, other- 


wise the blican , of the town of Warwick. He denies that he sold 
his vote, and swears he was paid for his lost time, as he always had to get 
some one to take his place when he came down, and that he would have ex- 
pected payment for his lost time if he had voted for Mr. Page. 

The testimony of this witness again illustrates the unreliability of testimony 
taken without opportunity to cross-examine. It also proves, if the testimony 
of such a witness can prove anything, that his vote was not influenced by 
money, and that hesimply voted, as had been his custom, the Republican ticket. 
In considering it at all we are called opon to believe a self-confessed perjurer. 

William Wiicox (p. 37), a Warwick fisherman, states that after he voted he re- 
ceived $3 for voting the ticket. That at the time he voted he did not ex- 
pect to receive any money for voting the Pirce ticket which he would not have 
received had he voted the Page ticket. He declines to tell who paid him, but 
says there were probably a hundred voters waiting for money. 

Ie declines to ap) for cross-examination upon the subpena of Mr. Pirce; 
but after contestee closed his evidence and the time for taking testimony 
on his behalf had expired, contestant put him again upon the witness stand. 

To the question whether Kennecomb paid any money, he declined to an- 
swer; declines to give the name of the man who paid him. He also declines 
to say that he knows of any other persons who received any money, but says 
there were a hundred or more waiting round, and that he supposed they were 
waiting for seeeere 

The refusal of this witness to appear for cross-examination, and so prevent an 
examination into his credibility as a witness; his refusal to give the name of the 

rson who paid him, as he alleged, and so furnish an opparinniiy, for contra- 

iction; his refusal to say whether or not the man was Kinnecomb, after Kin- 
necomb had testified that he used no money, should in law rule out his whole 
testimony, and even if it is to be considered at all, it goes no further than that 
after he had voted he received money which had not been promised him and 
which was not an inducement which made him vote for Pi He was pre- 
sumably a Republican, and would have voted for Mr. Pirce in any event, unless 
the claim of contestant, that all the purchasable votesin that district were Demo- 
crats, is to be conceded. 

The next Warwick witness is another fisherman, named Jesse Jinks. Ie 
testified (p. 87) on original examination that he was d $3, but does not say 
whether it was paid as an inducement to vote for Mr. Pirce or in consideration 
of his having so voted after the vote was cast. He says that he was a Demo- 
crat, and also says a hundred people were paid the same as he was, 

He refused to pypeer for and so prevented contestee from 
examining into his credibility as a witness, ’ 

He was called by contestant, in rebuttal, at which time he again declined to 
disclose the name of the person who paid him; expressly refused to say that 
Kennecomb was the man; could not give the namesof any of the hundred who 
received money, and so again shut himself out from a test of his truthfulness ; 
and, finally, declines to testify any further than that he himself received the 
money, ese facts, in law, exclude this testimony from consideration, for tes- 
timony so taken is not considered as furnishing any evidence of the facts sought 
to be established by it. 

John F. Lock, the last of the Warwick bribery witnesses, testifies (p. H 

“Samuel Jencks was paying $3 apiece to voters for voting the Pirce ticket; 
William Kennecomb was also paying $3 for the same purpose; Thomas Aldrich 
was paying $3 for the purpose; Henry Northup was paying $3 for the same pur- 


This witness also declines to ben yee to subpcena for cross-examination, and 
for that reason his testimony should not be considered. His reason for such re- 
fusal may be readily found in the testimony of Jencks, Kennecomb, and Al- 


drich, 

Of the nine Warwick iga g Babe se pee alone ventures to name the bribers, 
he himself not being one of the bribed, and that venture shows him to be less 
discreet than the others. It also shows him to be ily untruthful. 

It furnishes opportunity to show by ne aaay re i how little reli- 
ance should be upon any of the W; ick evidence, so called. 

Thomas Aldrich (p.9),Samuel O. Jencks (10),and William Kennecomb (10) 
each directly and emphatically contradict „deny that they used money 
the election, or that they had any knowledge that money wasso used. Sickness 
alone prevented Northop from adding his testimony. 

This effectively disposes of Lock (he had already discredited himself by refus- 

ed, disposes also of the other 


ing to be cross-examined), and, if more were n 
Warwick bribery witness. 

n attempt was made tosustain Lock by showing that his reputation for truth 
was good, but the attempt was very lame. John E. Sherman (page &4 of rebut- 
tal) testifies that he heard various ms express opinions nst his reputa- 
tion for truth, showing that this chief witness for contestant so condu: 
himself as to set people to talking about his unreliability as a witness, 

An attempt to im Kennecomb was hastily abandoned when the first 
witness called for red purpose spoke in his praise. 

Taking these Warwick witnesses at their own estimate of themselves, and 
who can say, as against unimpeached witnesses who do not sell their own 
votes or buy others, even if their testimony, so called, can be considered at all 
by the House, that he believes, by a preponderance of the evidence, that any 
money was used to bribe voters at the Warwick porr 

We can not believe that a seat in this House is held by such a slender tenure; 
that noni of c r can destroy the right of Mr. Pirce to retain it. 

Even allowing that each of these eight witnesses were bribed, it leaves con- 
testee’s majority at eight over all. 

‘The only other voter who claims to have been bribed is the witness Mardle, 
who voted at Foster. 

The attempt to show intimidation at Johnson, the home of contestee, and 
other polls, is so signally overthrown, and the charges so effectually disproved, 
that we shall make no comment upon the evidence in regard to it at this time. 

The claim that a voter returned and voted for Se Hepner after he had voted 
for Presidential electors is thoroughly refuted, and the circumstances explained 
by the moderator and clerk. 

The claim that George Smith was intimidated, and so prevented from voting 
by his employer, is contradicted by Smith himself. 

The attempt toshow thatone Davis was bribed by the promise of half a barrel 
of flour, by hearsay testimony, was a signal failure and pen nn a disproved. 

The claim that a number of voters at Pawtucket were intimidated by their em- 
ployer, the overseer of highways, amounts only to a complaint that the voters 
allowed themselves to be influenced by the wishes of the overseer, expressed 
only by a simple request that the men should vote as he did. 

T Sana would overthrow, if allowed, all labor to secure votes for one party 
or another, 

If one may not ask a voter to vote his ticket, he may not make a political 
speech, publish a political newspaper, or dare to express an opinion in the pres- 
ence of voters. 

We do not comment upon the so-called rebuttal testimony which sought to 

n anew the bribery issue at the Foster polls, and which went to the extent 
of showing attempts to bribe, which failed—testimony given the opportu- 
nity to jmi the parties accused of having attempted the bribery had passed—be- 
cause if there is any one question settled in the law of evidence it is that the 

y having the aitirma ve of an issue must putin all his affirmative testimony, 
irect and cumulative, before calling upon the seponeoe pate toanswer. And 
we know of no honest reason why a ferent rule should apply in this case. 

We are not without record evidence to sustain the views we here take of the 


EAE eet Or ate tage AE Ee ET eee Ee LA Lu ato ot S| 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1021 


bribery evidence, record evidence which is absolute verity, and not dependent 
upon the truthfulness of witnesses, and that evidence is to be found in the elec- 
tion returns. It will be noticed that the ch attempt at bribery and intimi- 
dation was in the interest of Mr. Pirce, and not in the interest of the Republican 
Presidential ticket, It was a claimed anair S to bribe Democrats to vote for 
Mr. Pirce while they at the same time voted the Democratic Presidential ticke 
and yet in the towns where bribery is charged Pirce ran behind and Page ahea 
of his ticket. In this very town of Warwick Mr. Pirce ran over 400 behind his 
ticket, the Prohibition candidate getting most of the vote, while Page runs 16 
ahead of his ticket. 

In the town of Foster Pirce runs 17 behind and Page 4 ahead of his ticket, 
and in Burrillville Mr, Pirce runs 13 behind and Mr, Page 11 ahead. 

These facts tend to show that if undue influence was used it was not on the 
side here charged with it. 

In conclusion, adinitting as we do that there is some evidence proper to be 
considered in the case tending to show the alle; use of money at the election 
held in the second Rhode Island Con, ional district, yet taking it for all it is 
worth as evidence, considered with the evidence in disproof, and throw out 
every vote that can by any fair testimony be said to have been improperly in- 
Seanad and there is still a clear majority left for the sitting member for that 

istrict. 

We therefore can not concur in the report of the majority, and offer the fol- 
lowing as a substitute for the second clause of the resolution offered by the 
committee: 

“ Resolved, That William A. Pirce was elected a Representative to Co 
for the second Con: ional district of Rhode Island at the election held 
ember 4, 1884, and is entitled to retain his seat.” 

ROWELL. 


ov- 


A. H. PETTI E. 
GEO. W. E. DORSEY. 


Mr. ROWELL. The residue of the time of my colleague [Mr. Hor- 
KINS] “ie myself is yielded to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, what a supreme farce! We have an 
clection law, a law regulating the proceedings in contested-election 
eases. The chairman of the Committee on Elections, after many years 
of service and experience on that committee, himself introduced, during 
the present Congress, a bill to enlarge the scope of that statute. That 
bill, having passed the House, has been returned from the Senate with 
amendments; and this morning, at an earlier stage of our proceedings, 
the Speaker appointed a committee of conference to further perfect that 
bill. 

At the same time, members of the House sitting as judges and jurors 
are called upon to pass on a case in which every requirement of the 
law in to contested elections has been disregarded and violated 
by the House, Upon a question involving the right to a seat you are 
asked to rest your votes on evidence taken, so far as concerns every 
word of it bearing materially upon the in direct violation of the 
law upon your statute-book. What is the use of the law, what is the 
use of perfecting it, if still, by reason of party exigency or on some 
pias rom the letter and the spirit of the law are to be disre- 

In this case, after the expiration of the statutory time, and when the 
- contestant had seemingly abandoned his contest, he is permitted to go 
on and take ex parte affidavits and depositions and to come into the 
House and ask for a contest upon them; and then the House, disregard- 
ing rules of law as ancient as the English language, receives these same 
depositions, refusing the contestee the privilege of confronting the wit- 
nesses—witnesses who make the charge of bribery, = bribery, 
against himself. He is simply given the poor privilege of thirty days 
within which to go out and rake up the byways and hedges of his dis- 
trict, ay, to go into the fishing-smacks upon his coast and find these 
witnesses, who, from the evidence, appear to be the very dregs and scum 
of the district, to bring them before a magistrate (without power to 
compel them to come) for the purpose of cross-examination. And when 
he is unable to find or produce some of the witnesses, our friends on 
the other side do not seem to be very anxious to strike these ex parte 
depositions from the evidence, but still insist, founding their case upon 
such evidence, that the sitting member shall be driven from this House. 

Still, Mr. Speaker, taking the case upon evidence brought here in 
this manner, I confidently maintain this House should vote that the 
contestee retain his seat. Remember, gentleman, that only four outof 
the three hundred and twenty-five members of this House come from 
States where it is required that the successful candidate for Congress 
shall have a majority of all the votes cast. Mr. Pirce comes herewith 
1,700 prany over the contestant, Mr. Page, but with 16 majority 
over all other candidates who were in the field. 

‘* Over all other candidates in the field,” did I say? Yes; and over 
all the tickets that were cast with the heading ‘‘ for Congress ™ on 
them, and the name of the candidate a blank—a majority of 16 over 
all these. In view of those facts the evidence should be carefully 
weighed, and unless the proof is clear and incontrovertible this House 
ought not to disfranchise the second district of Rhode Island. 

Now, I know there are many men in this House who are disposed to 
follow the judgment of the distinguished chairman of this committee 
without examining into the facts and the law for themselves. I myself 
respect hisjudgment. I myself think that sometimes he is a safe man to 
follow. Butnoman, when by the Constitution heis elevated to the digni- 
fied tion of judge of the election or qualifications of a Representative 
ofa State, should commit his conscience to the keeping of any other man, 


no matterhoweminent. And the danger of doing so is illustrated in this 
very case; for it appears that after carefully drawing up this report, 
after carefully reviewing the evidence, the chairman of the committee 
came into the House with a report alleging that Mr. Pirce had but 
3 majority over all competitors, when, from the evidence in the case, 
and from the admission to-day of the chairman of the committee him- 
self, it appears thaf Mr. Pirce had a majority of 16 over all opposing 
candidates; and this fact is now undisputed. Think of that as you 
shall listen to the eloquent chairman of the committee, and examine 
his statements to see whether he is not honestly mistaken as to some 
of his facts; and in such a case as this, where a Representative is re- 
quired to have a majority of all the votes, do not vote to disfranchise 
that district and turn that man out of his seat unless the allegation of 
bribery and intimidation is supported by incontestable evidence, evi- 
dence which establishes the charge beyond reasonable doubt. 

What is the evidence of intimidation? ‘The only allegation of in- 
timidation which is contained in the notice of contest is that the Re- 
publicans used a different colored ticket, and that this was a menace 
to the voter. Not that any employer asked his employés improperly 
to vote the ag ea ticket; not that there was any intimidation by 
any person in Rhode Island, but that the colored ticket was the intimi- 
dation. Members of the House have seen these tickets. There isa 
straw-colored ticket [exhibiting ticket] which is said to have frightened 
so many voters, or is supposed to have frightened so many, for no man 
swears that a single timid voter in Rhode Island was frightened by it. 
There is the straw-colored ticket. Here is the Democratic ticket. Why 
did they put the American eagle at the head of each Democratic ticket. 

Mr. BOYLE. Because it is a Democratic bird. 

Mr. PAYNE. Can it be possible that our Democratic friends wanted 
their tickets to stand out distinguished from the others, so that all per- 
sons could see which ticket their men voted? Can it be possible that 
the Democrats in Rhode Island were guilty of ‘‘intimidation?’? What 
is the use of the eagle? The use of the straw-colored ticket is plainly 
shown by the evidence in this case; and it is this: 

Under the Rhode Island election laws there is but one ballot-box, 
and it is a large one, so large that standing on a table it stood up nearly 
6 feet high. In one of the balloting places it was the complaint they 
had to reach over that ballot-box to get their votes in. 

Another law requires the electoral ticket and Congressional ticket . 
shall go into one box, The law is directory that the voters shall de- 
posit the ballot in the box. The law also says the inspector of elec- 
tion shall examine the ballot sufficiently to see that two of a kind do 
not get into the box; or, in other words, that no voter shall be per- 
mitted to vote twice for member of Congress, waiving his right to vote 
the electoral ticket. 

Now tell me, with that provision of law, how any inspector perform- 
ing his duty could examine those two tickets sufficiently to see one 
was Congressional and one the electoral ticket without knowing that 
the man voted the Democratic ticket, both the electoral and the Con- 
gressional ticket? 

Will my friend claim there is any intimidation on the part of the 
Democrats about this? Why, they have “wiped” it out of their re- 

rt, because if they had gone to that extent my would have reversed 
the will of the people in the second Congressional district, and returned 
to the seat Mr. Page as well as turn Mr. Pirce out. 

Another provision of the law right there: The Secretary of State is 
required to furnish at each polling place a sufficient quantity of en- 
velopes, uniform in size and color, in which the voter may place his 
two tickets, seal his envelope, and vote as secretly as any man can any- 
where in this broad land. 

And there is no complaint that envelopes were not furnished. The 
evidence is many voters used them and that there was no complaint. 
There is no evidence but that every voter could have used them and 
voted a secret ballot if he so desired, 

What other evidence of intimidation is there? After the House had 
granted twenty days to Mr. Pirce to cross-examine witnesses and call 
his own, then it gave ten days to Mr. Page inrebuttal. On those ten 
days, and I think the last, he called some overseer of highways who 
said he wasa Republican in 1884 and voted the Republican ticket. He 
said he had from thirty to fifty men under him, that some were Dem- 
ocrats, he thinks the majority of them were. He asked them to vote 
the Republican ticket, and he thinks the most of them did. This is 
put into the majority report as evidence of intimidation. 

I heard some gentlemen ask in horror, ‘Why were these manufactur- 
ersat the polls?’’ Has it come to this, that a man who employs men 
hasnot the right to ask his employ¢s to vote with him—that a father has 
not the right to ask his son to vote with him? Is that intimidation? 
Will that affect a seat in Congress? Well, when that time comes the 
electoral system will indeed prove a farce. 

This overseer asked them to vote the Republican ticket, and he 
thinks they did. Then he goes on to say he discharged some men. 
He denies it was for that cause. He says he was himself discharged 
since 1884, and became a Democrat. That is about the measure of 
that man. 

I tried to get my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE] to name the 
sixteen men whom he said were guilty of taking bribes. If that were 
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true it would turn the result of the election; butitis nottrue. There 
were not sixteen men—there were but twelve that he could name; and 
of the voters who spoke of bribery one does not admit he was bribed. 

Mr. BOYLE rose. 

Mr. PAYNE. Icannot yieldatthistime. Outof these twelve men 
who spoke directly about bribery, John H. Powers came in with the 
statement that he had received $2 from the sitting member, Major Pirce. 

I understood the gentleman to say also that some witness swore he 
saw the money paid. There is no such evidence. There is a witness 
who swears that he put up a job on Mr. Pirce and got this man Pow- 
ers to go and get the money; that Powers went out of the building and 
returned with a two-dollar bill, which he said he got from Major Pirce; 
but that evidence is so completely wiped out by contradictory testi- 
mony, by the evidence of witnesses, including Major Pirce, who de- 
nies that he paid Powers any money, and by a cloud of witnesses called 
into the case, all of which show that the man’s is such that 
he is not to be believed anywhere, as wellas the man who seeks to sus- 
tain him by saying that he had gone out and returned with the two- 
dollar bill. So completely is the evidence wiped out that the chair- 
man of the committee did not see fit to give it a place in his report. 

There are some other witnesses of the eleven left who speak of brib- 
ery in connection with this election, and then say that they were paid 
money to vote, but afterward, that they were not paid for voting. 
Their testimony is so contradictory as not to be worthy of credence. 

One swears that when he went on the stand some man suggested that 
he must swear he was a Democrat, and he did so; and afterward, when 
he was called by Mr. Pirce, he said he was not a Democrat, but a Re- 
publican. 

He testified that he swore in his former evidence that he was a Demo- 
crat, as he says, for a “‘guy.’’ From this evidence the House is asked 
to send Mr. Pirce home again, to declare the seat vacant here, and leave 
that district of the State of Rhode Island unrepresented during the re- 
mainder of this Congress. But, Mr. Speaker, how about the one hun- 
dred or one hundred and twenty-five voters in Warwick who are said 
to bave been paid? 

Let me turn to the evidence in regard to them. Only two witnesses 
speak of it, if I have read the evidence correctly, and I think I have 
examined it carefully; that is to say, William Wilcox and Jesse Jinks. 

Mr. ROWELL. And they are the only two. 

Mr. PAYNE. They are the only two I can find. Ifany other gen- 
tleman can find others he has been more successful than myself. 

Wilcox testifies on page 37 of this testimony as follows: 

8 2.5 State how and by whom the money was paid to you. Give the par- 


A.I [don't wish to give thename of the gentleman who paid me the money at 
present. It was paid in Atwood’s Hotel, in Warwick, Kent County, Rhode Isl- 
and; there were pia bably a hundred voters there waiting for money. This 
ntleman whom I have spoken of, and whose name y do: not wish to give, paid 
“Wg in greenbacks right out of his own pocket, 
Ar. Page omen if there were any voters paid at "Atwood" s Hotel who had 
voted Stor 


ood wasthe managing man 
for Mr. Pirce at nt that ection in Wace: 
1L. Q. How came you to godown to Atwood’s Hotel and join the crowd of vot- 
ers, as you have stated? 
A. I was called there to get my pay for voting. 
12. Q. When did you first understand that you would receive some money if 


zoa voted the Pirce ticket? 


. Soon after tos sdana were open—probabl, 
ts Q. From your knowledge and observation, about how man: 
paid for vouing f for William A. Pirce at that election in the town 

A. In our district, which is the first voting district in the town of Warwick, 
there were probably from a hundred to a hundred and twenty-five. 

Mr. Pirce tried to get him for cross-examination. He had not given 
the name of the man who gave the money; but not only that, not only 
did he not give the name, but he failed to give the name of one single 
person of the one hundred or one hundred and twenty-five that he 
said were probably paid in the same way. What chance, then, was 
there to contradict a witness like this; what chance to meet such evi- 
dence as that? It was taken ex parte without the presence of Major 
Pirce, and the witness refused to come up for cross-examination. But 
he was under the control of Mr. Page in this case, and on 75 of 
the new evidence this man was called again, and I wish I had time to 
read his testimony in full. He says: 

I saw a number, perhaps n hundred ora hundred and twenty-five in all, then 
waiting in and about Atwood's Hotel for their $3, I supposed. 

Here he is not so definite; he ‘‘supposed’’ they were waiting. 

They talked to me, some of them did, in regard to their pay for voting. 


That is his evidence, and you are asked to say a hundred men were 
ee for voting on such evidenceas that. Why if such testimony were 

fore a jury what weight would it have? If such a statement were 
true you would not have to go to any distance to get substantial men 
to verify it. It would be easy to get fifty men toswear toit. You 
could get the testimony of reputable, indignant citizens to sa; yr Ceen aca a 
hundred men were bought up like chattels on election day at 
instead of having to get such testimony as this on which to base a 
allegation. He does not undertake to name the man who paid the 


twenty minutes. 


ns or any of the hundred who he ‘“‘supposed’’ were waiting 
for it. 

Well, there is another witness, Jesse Jinks, and he also testified on 
ex parte examination; and I repeat that if it were true that a hundred 
men had been bribed to vote in an election like that, it would not have 
been necessary to go out and get men off the fishing smacks to testify 
in support of such an allegation. What does Jesse Jinks say, the com- 
panion of William Wilcox? He says, in answer to a question on direct 
examination: 

Q. de much did you receive, and where, when,and from whom? Statethe 


ti 
PA I $3; I received it at the office in the barn of Atwood's Hotel that 
ni; ht cites tho polls closed. Iam unwilling to state the name of the person 
who t. 


How happens it that these men are unwilling or unable to state who 
paid the money? Why do they not state who paidthem? Who in- 
structed them to say it? He goes on to say: 

A number of voters went up there with me. All these voters that went with 
me voted for Pirce. I probably saw a hundred people paid the same amount 
that I This person I have spoken of had a list of our names, called them 
off, oy we answered them, and as we went up he paid usthe money out of his 
pocket, 

And then he refused to come for cross-examination. He is brought 
in on the rebuttal by the contestant in this case; he is asked to repeat 
the evidence he gave a few months before, and all the evidence he 
could repeat was that he himself had sold his vote for $3. He had for- 
gotten the story about the one hundred or one hundred and twenty-five 
persons. Notwithstanding that, the question was asked him: 

What did you testify to? ‘Oh, I can not tell unless youask me the question; 
unless you suggest it to me I can not tell.” 


He had forgotten this of the story. 

[Here tee ination fer) 

Mr. TURNER. How Lie time remains to this side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hour and twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. TURNER. I now ask the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Pirce], the sitting member, whether he desires to be heard in this case. 

Mr. PIRCE. would like to have fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Mr. TURNER. [yield the gentleman that time out of the hour and 
twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. PIRCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman, the chairman of 
the committee, for the courtesy he has extendedin yielding me time. I 
do not propose to enter into any general debate, as the minority members 
of the committee have submitted very effectually almost all of the 
facts which have been educed by the evidence. But being the con- 
testee, and having lived in Rhode Island all my life, and having had a 
good deal to do with the politics of the State, I feel it my duty to vin- 
dicate the people of the second district of Rhode Island who elected 
me, by showing that the statements of those who oppose my election 
are not correct. I would not be true to the fame and good name ofthe 
freemen of Rhode Island if I did not repel as untrue and unproved the 
charge that the honest voters of the second district had been guilty of 
bribery and intimidation as charged by the dominant party of the com- 
mittee. 

As long as I have been connected with the politics of Rhode Island 
and as familiar as I am with the leading men of both sides this is the 
first time I ever had friend or foe in politics complaining of any wrong 
or unfair dealing on my part. The witnesses in this case on the other 
side in behalf of the contestant are men generally speaking, I am sorry 
to say, that would not stand the test of inspection for one moment. 
And I will say that the leaders of the Democratic party in Rhode Island 
are ashamed of this contest and ashamed of the contestant for pursuing 
it. For they are a gallant set of men as a rule, and when they get 
beaten they do not travel the State and country over, squealing it was 
done this way or that way or the other way; but they accept the re- 
sults, pick their flints, and are ready to try again at the next opportu- 
nity. 

Some of these witnesses are an abhorrence to the community. Gen- 
tlemen on the other side know it; it is in the evidence. And I was 
embarrassed this m: when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Bor Le], who is instinctively fair and. honest, attempted to warp the 
testimony as he did; but I attribute it to an error or misunderstand- 
ing, rather than to an intention to do anything wrong in this matter. 
I am sure he never saw the evidence, or he, as an honest man, could 
never have made such statements. 

Now as to Evans. The testimony in the case shows he had been con- 
victed as a libeler, that he went to jail as a libeler, that he was acom- 
mon nuisance in that community. And so it is along the whole line. 
Ihave not time to submit here, although I have my pocket full of them, 
certificates as to the jail-birds that are in this contest on behalf of the 
contestant. They are in duress and jail for all kinds of offenses. Itis 
shown by a court certificate that one of these men has been convicted 
of the crime of cheating the babies, of selling adulterated milk; another 
of wife-beating; and still another swears he was in jail and all that for 
five months for keeping a nuisance, and others for drunkenness and all 
that class of offenses. As the gentlemen of the committee know well, 
I was anxious to have this House take this investigation in and 


send a commission to inquire into this case to Rhode Island, where they 
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could have an opportunity of seeing the parties and looking at the wit- 
nesses who would grace any rogues’ gallery in this country to a greater 
extent than any I know to exist. 

Why, sir, if I could not conduct a political canvass fairly and 
squarely with all my experience I would retire from it, and I would 
retire from this seat voluntarily if I believed a single friend of mine 
had used anything but the best possible legal means to influence a vote 
in my favor. I was not, during the whole canvass, in the town of 
Warwick, nor since, except to take testimony. This is the town 
which has been so much spoken of by gentlemen on the other side, 
and I mean to say all the witnesses in the case that swear at all in re- 
spect to receiving money for anything, for votes, or hiring carriages to 
take voters to the polls, or for paying for their time while they were 
away from their work, only amount to twelye votes—all of them, of 
every kind, name, and nature. I challenge contradiction by the gen- 
tleman who is to follow me, when I assert that only twelve are con- 
nected in any way with money. And I state that not one of those 
witnesses, as you will see, alleges he was bribed or that his vote was 
influenced by money, with the exception of one single person, and his 
testimony is of so ghastly a character that no man could take any 
stockin it. Heswearsthathe wasa Republican, had always voted the 
Republican ticket, but being very poor he would have voted for Page 
on that occasion if he had not received $2. 

Now you gentlemen coming from all parts of the country can judge 
the value of that kind of testimony, and if you can afford on such tes- 
timony to declare vacant a seat in this House which the General Assem- 
bly has declared I have obtained by 16 majority, if you think you can, 
you will and can do so of course. I say one thing more. If there is 
any member of this House who will get up here and say that he never 
has expended one cent of money in his district for legitimate purposes 
Iwould like to have that man rise. For in Rhode Island if a man 
would decline to contribute a dollar for legitimate purposes in politics 
Ido not know of any party, Democratic or Republican, that would desire 
to put such a man in nomination, or have any respect for him. 

Why, sir, our whole expenses in the Presideutial election in 1884, 
every dollar that passed through the hands of the committee for all the 
purposes of the election, buying and distributing documents, purchas- 
ing the general election expenses was less than $4,000 for the 
whole State of Rhode Island. 

Now, as to this charge of intimidation, I am assuming that some of 
the members of this House outside of the Committee on Elections have 
looked at the evidence in this case; but I confess it is a violent pre- 
sumption, and Lassert that they can not find any evidence which shows 
that a single person was intimidated in the State of Rhode Island. 
They did make out to declare, or to swear, that one man was intimi- 
dated; and that very individval himself was put on the stand, and he 
testified positively that he was not intimidated, and that he did not 
allow anybody to intimidate him. 

As to the manufacturers, I produced them from every village where 
it was said that there had been intimidation, members of both parties, 
Democrats and Republicans, the first men in the State of Rhode Island, 
and they declared, every one of them without exception, that there was 
no intimidation. The idea that you can get voters by intimidation in 
Rhode Island is too preposterous for a Northern man to talk about! If 
you are going to obtain votes you must do it by persuasion and argu- 
ment rather than by threats. The contrary has never been known to 
exist, and it is impossible to produce a single witness who will swear 
to any such thing if he swears to the truth. If this intimidation has 
existed in the mills or factories, as gentlemen allege, why do they not 
produce the employés and let them show that the employers did this, 
that, and the other thing as charged? You know, Mr. Speaker, be- 
cause it has been spoken of here to-day, that our Statestands alone with 
a single exception in this respect: that we are compelled by statute pro- 
vision to elect our candidates by a majority of all the votes cast. You 
know also that I received 1,751 votes more than were cast for Mr. Page, 
the contestant. Gentlemen all know, too, thatat that time the prohibi- 
tion question was disturbing parties a good deal, and that in that elec- 
tion the prohibition candidate received 1,500 votes, a larger number 
than such a candidate ever received before. 

Then there were four other distinct candidates who received votes, 
and in addition there were 32 scattering votes; yet I received 16 votes 
more than all the candidates and all the scattering votes, and no figures 
can be produced on the other side to show that that majority can be 
reduced to a minority. That is impossible, unless you take all the 
hearsays that are running rampant all over the country. The idea of 
a man getting up and swearing that he thinks there were 100 or 125 
votes improperly obtained! Itis like the boy in the old story, who 
told his mother that he had seen a thousand crows, and when he was 
pressed, brought the number down to a hundred, and then came down 
to fifty, and finally wound up by saying that he certainly had seen 
something as black as a crow! Gentlemen have heard the testimony 
read in detail, and they have heard the declarations of these men who 
allege bribery, that they did not know who purchased their votes; 
that they did not know the names of the persons, or that they would 
not repeat the names. The lawyers on this side of the House who have 


argued the case with so much ability, have clearly shown the danger 
and the injustice of regarding testimony of that kind. 

Now, as I have said, I wish to have gentlemen on the other side show 
by any evidence in this case that any voter has been intimi We 
could not gather anything of that kind from the testimony they pro- 
duced because it showed nothing of thekind. Ido not care how much 
they say they were intimidated by the colorofthe ballot. The strength 
of that statement is brushed away when it is admitted here that the 
State of Rhode Island furnishes envelopes of a uniform size and color 
which any voter can use to inclose his ballot. That fact being ad- 
mitted, it makes no difference whether the ticket itself is red, white, 
or blue. Our State is more liberal in that respect than any other State 
in the Union; it furnishes these envelopes, and the voter can take any 
ticket he pleases and put it in the envelope. ‘ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Those envelopes are required to be furnished 
by law? 

Mr. PIRCE. Yes, sir, the State is obliged to furnish them, and 

they are furnished, any voter who desires them, and he can conceal 
his vote in that way by using the regular envelope. So far as the 
ticket itself is concerned we are not bound by law to use any particu- 
lar size or color of ticket; we can use any that we see fit touse. There 
is not a man who swears that he was influenced by the color of the 
ticket; and if any man did swear to that his testimony would amount 
to nothing, because the State provides a way by which he could have 
avoided showing his ticket. But suppose a man wanted to vote on 
that yellow ticket, and wished to deceive his own side, could he not 
take the ticket, erase the contestee’s name, and write in the name of 
the contestant? But the idea is perfectly ridiculous that there was 
any intimidation in this case. The other branch of the case has been 
fairly, clearly, and ably put before the House by the gentlemen who 
have already spoken; so that every member can see what there is in 
this of bribery. 
I do not know anything about bribery. I am not going into the de- 
tails of these charges. I am obliged to the gentleman who has yielded 
his time to me, but [am not going to discuss this point further, because 
it has been gone over and overagain and again. When you see acom- 
mittee evenly divided upon a question of this kind it is a pretty good 
indication of the character of the case. This committee stood upon 
this vote 6 to6; butthe chairman, of course—I might say necessarily— 
turned it in favor of his side of the House. [Laughter.] 

When the Hurd case was before this House last summer the gentle- 
man [Mr. TURNER] argued with great ability that the parties hada 
right to hire men to distribute tickets and do things of that kind; that 
that sort of work was proper and legitimate. Yet, in this case, all these 
matters are raked up about these men distributing tickets. Evidence 
is taken at the expense of the Government to show that there were 
ticket peddlers on my side. But the very witness who made oath to 
this acknowledged that he was distributing tickets on his side, was 
furnishing carriages to bring men in, and doing everything of that sort. 
But he seemed to assume it was a great sin on the part of the Repub-_ 
licans to do that which was a virtue when done on behalf of the Dem- 
ocratic party. 

Smith is the only man named as having been intimidated. Being 
the only man named, he was consequently the only one whom we could 
reach. When put upon the stand he swore that he was not intimi- 
dated; that no man had intimidated him. I could have gone much 
further in contradiction of that charge; and after that pretended re- 
butting testimony came I might have put in testimony which was at 
my command and which would have wiped out that charge com- 
pletely. But my lawyer advised me that I should not encroach upon 
the time specified in the resolution which ordered me home to take 
testimony, Consequently I had to let thatmatter go. But there was 
not perhaps in Rhode Island a man who did not see that the 
was completely exploded after the cross-examination of those wit- 
nesses. It was no rebuttal atall. It was simply the production of 
witnesses who repeated’ what they had already said, and of others 
who made allegations of the same kind, and their statements are taken 
in the report as evidence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island has expired. 
| [Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, on account of the condition of my 
voice, I shall have to rely somewhat on the patience and forbearance 
of ae House to-day. This circumstance may greatly abbreviate my 
remar 

The gentleman who first spoke on the other side in this case in- 
veighed, with somewhat of vehemence in his manner, against the ig- 
norance of members of the House as to the character of the issues in- 
volved here. I may be allowed to say most ly that I think 
the argument of the gentleman, as well as the arguments of his associ- 
ates, were based on that assumption. They evidently took it for 
granted that members of this House had not studied this case. 

The case, sir, is one which sweeps & very small circle. It is a case 
within the easy grasp of the busiest member. It involves issues on 
questions of fact which concern most intimately the character of the 
American people; Its brevity, therefore, and the momentous impor- 
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tance of the issues involved, ought to have invited gentlemen to a 
careful scrutiny of the case. It is to me, sir, a revelation. But before 
I proceed to the discussion of the serious questions presented, I beg leave 
to dispose of some technical objections which have been urged against 
the report of the committee. 

There is an intimation that unfairness has been practiced. I deny 
it. Isay the facts in this case to which the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ROWELL] alluded in his opening remarks will show a case of 
unprecedented imity on the part of the Democratic members 
of the Committee on Elections. Gentlemen say that we are g 
this case upon ex parte testimony. Is that a fair statement of this 
question? Gentlemen know it is not. There was an agreement as to 
the time of taking testimony between the parties to this contest about 
the construction of which it is true there was a difference of opinion. 

On the one hand it was claimed that it was not intended to extend 
the time within which testimony should be taken. On the other hand, 
by a fair inference, the contestant claimed that the effect of the agree- 
ment was to waive the requirementas to time and allow the testimony 
to be taken at the convenience of the parties. ‘The time limited by the 
statute expired, and the contestant proceeded to take his testimony, 
first giving notice tothe sitting member. The gravest issues were 
raised. 

The sitting member was on notice that an agreementhad been made 
on which this contestant relied. He was on notice of the time and 
place at which these grave charges against him were to be investigated. 
Instead of going there and meeting, at the very threshhold and atevery 
stage, this charge of infamy against him whenever and wherever it pre- 
sented itself, he simply said: “The time has expired; I will have 
nothing to do with the procceding.’? The contestant went on, never- 
theless, and took his testimony. The depositions were returned under 
the act of Congress and were printed for the use of the committee in 
the usual way and under our rules of practice. When the contention 
came up before the Committee on Elections, Mr. Pirce’s counsel set 
up this technical objection to the testimony and undertook to have it 
stricken from the record. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have approached in this discussion a point in 
the history of the case which is familiar to every member on this floor, 
and to go over it again would be thrashing old straw. But the Com- 
mittee on Elections, instead of following the precedents set by the Re- 
publican Committees on Elections, aud trying the case on testimony 
taken under these circumstances, came to the House of Representa- 
tives with a resolution proposing to give the sitting member the oppor- 
tunity to resummon and cross-examine the witnesses of the contestant 
and see them face to face. And we had then the remarkable spectacle 
of every Democrat on this floor extending to a gentleman on that side 
this extraordinary privilege, while every Republican member voted 
against it. It was a rare incident in the trial of election cases, and I 
wish to pay to my political associates on this floor the tribute due to 
their generosity. 

Gentlemen may ask whether there are precedents allowing the use 
of testimony taken after the statutory period had expired? One of 
them is found in a report signed by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. PETTIBONE], who has to-day denounced the testimony of the con- 
testant as ex parte. 

I refer to a case which came from the State of Florida, from a dis- 
trict adjoining my own, in which was returned as elected my esteemed 
and honorable friend, General Finley. In that case Mr. Bisbee, the 
contestant, had gone on contrary to the statue and taken testimony in 
the time allowed by the statute to the sitting member. 

I have the case here before me. The report of the majority of the 
committee in that case states, although that testimony was taken be- 
yond the contestant’s forty days and within the forty days allotted to 
the sitting member, they would receive it, because, forsooth, they said 
there was acase, which they quoted and approved, to the effect that 
General Findlay could have gone on and taken his testimony beyond 
the limit fixed by the statute. And in the course of the opinion they 
italicised this single statement, which was signed by the distinguished 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] himself, ‘‘ that no statute 
can bind theCommittee on Elections or the House of Representatives;’’ 
and on that principle, and on that precedent, and on that testimony, 
taken without any opportunity offered to General Findlay by a resolu- 
tion offered of the House, they excluded him from a seat on this floor, 
although in my opinion he was as much entitled to it as I was to my 
own. 

Now, we are told further that some of contestant’s witnesses refused 
to appear when they were subpoenaed by Mr. Pirce, that he might 
cross-examine them. If gentlemen had been fair they would have 
stated that the witnesses whose names were given, and against whom 
this complaint has been made, appeared, but refused to be cross exam- 
ined, because the sitting member refused to pay their expenses. They 
said if the gentlemen that summoned them would not pay their ex- 
penses, as they were entitled to have them paid, they would not give 
their testimony. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does the gentleman refer to the statement of one 
lawyer to another as testimony ? Es 


Mr. TURNER. That statement is in the record, and was not contra- 
dicted by the lawyer on the other side. 

Mr. ROWELL. Isit a part of the business of a lawyer to contradict 
cel statement of the opposite lawyer, or else it will be taken as evi- 

ence? 

Mr. TURNER. When lawyers are engaged in the p of a case, 
and a statement of counsel is made to go down as part of the record, it 
is the business of the other side to contradict it if it is not true. 

Mr. RANNEY. Did the lawyer swear to it? 

Mr. TURNER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has grown old 
in the trial of causes in court, and has been my colleague in the Com- 
mittee on Elections, with whom I have engaged on many a hard-fought 
field, but I have never known a lawyer of his eminence to intimate 
that counsel should swear to their statements made in the conduct of 
a cause. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANNEY. Pardon me. 

Mr. TURNER. The gentleman asks me whether the lawyer was 
sworn? Isay lawyers engaged in the active conduct of a case have the 
right to rely, one on the other, without being sworn. 

Mr. RANNEY. Will the gentleman say, in taking testimony be- 
fore a Massachusetts court, every remark of a lawyer written down is 
to be contradicted by the other lawyer or it will stand in the colloquy? 

Mr. TURNER. The gentleman sees at a glance that his intimation 
is unjust and irrelevant to this case. I do not believe the gentleman 
understands the issue I am now discussing, and I say it in deference to 
the gentleman’s well known ability. 

It is due also to the majority of this committee to say that some of 
the witnesses who did not appear for cross-examination because they 
were refused their expenses, were produced again by the contestant as 
his own witnesses in the limited time given to him, thus affording the 
opportunity of cross-examinatien. Let all this charge of unfairness go; 
it amounts to nothing. 

I have said already, Mr. Speaker, this case was full of interest. It 
comes from a State which was one of the last to give in her adhesion 
to the Federal Union. It was one of the very first States of the Union 
in which rebellion raised its head. [Laughter.] Traditions linger 
there about one Governor Dorr. The history of that rebellion is fully 
given in 7 Howard, in the case of Luther and Borden, with which 
gentlemen are iliar. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought the Pennsylvania rebellion was first. 

Mr. TURNER. Yes, sir; there was a little rebellion there on ac- 
count of whisky, I believe. [Laughter.] But there was a regular 
rebellion in Rhode Island against the charter government, as I under- 
stand it, and I believe, I will say in justice to the gentlemen who now 
represent that State on this floor, that they sent the governor to the 
penitentiary for life. 

I refer to that, Mr. Speaker, not as a matter of reproach to gentle- 
men representing Rhode Island on this floor, but for the purpose of 
showing that there was in Rhode Island friction, discontent, mutiny, 
against the system of restrictions which in that State trammeled the 
right of suffrage. 

I have heard it said that a gentleman who at one time was a distin- 
guished Representative of that State, or some other, on this floor, and 
who had served most conspicuously in the last war, was, on account of 
having sold his real estate, thereafter deprived of the right to vote in 
Rhode Island. 

Now, sir, whether that was a mistake or not, it is entirely possible 
for it to have happened. There are property qualifications in Rhode 
Island against which I do not inveigh, against which I make no com- 
plaint, but I refer to them as showing the reason for the discontent 
which now and then crops out of these rebellious plantations. 

I intend to base the resolution proposed by the Committee on Elec- 
tions upon bribery at Warwick and ‘‘ bulldozing ” (that is the word) 
at Pawtucket. Gentlemen have said here that all of the votes which 
we have shown should be excluded here from the sitting member’s 
ease are 100r12. I propose to show that there were 100 at least, and 
hence it makes very little difference for the purpose of my argument 
whether the apparent majority on the face of the returns of Mr. Pirce 
over Page was3 or 16. 

I will remark in passing that the calculation by which I reached the 
conclusion that the true majority was probably 3 instead of 16, was the 
result of a careful investigation on my part of the original documents, 
but gentlemen on the other side have satisfied me that the fairest way 
in which to argue the case under all the circumstances is to assume that 
the declaration of what is called the grand committee in Rhode Island 
was correct, and that over all opponents and scattering votes he had 
16 majority. ; 

I remember that on a certain other occasion, when I had the honor 
of submitting to this House a report from the Committee on Elections 
on a celebrated case, I was criticised by gentlemen on the other side be- 
cause I assumed to give the conclusions of the committee rather than the 
facts on which the conclusions rested. In the report in this case I pre- 
ferred not to express our views or conclusions on the testimony (as the 
minority of the committee have attempted to do), but to set out the tes- 
timony in hee verba so that every member of the House could draw his 
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own conclusions. And now I am criticised because I did not synopsize 
the evidence. 

What does this testimony show? Many witnesses swore that they 
were paid from two to three dollarseach for voting for the sitting mem- 
ber, and some of them testified that they formed with others a proces- 
sion of a hundred or a hundred and twenty-five and marched up to 
Atwood’s Hotel, or barn, in a certain alley in the town of Warwick. 
Each of them states that he received two or three dollars, but most of 
them add that they can not give the names of those who paid the 
money. 

In the study of this case, Mr. Speaker, it must be borne in mind that 
by the law of Rhode Island, which I commend, the crimeof bribery is 
confined entirely to the man who does the bribing, while the man who 
receives the bribe has no penalty put upon him. 

There is a philosophical reason for this state of the law which will 
occur to every lawyer. 

Hence I have the indorsement of the Rhode Island system, which 
disfranchises the briber and puts no penalty whatever upon the men 
bribed. This consideration, Mr. Speaker, fully explains the state of 
the record here. The man who is bribed you could not punish, while 
the man who furnished the ‘‘ boodle” was liable to indictment, and, on 
conviction, to be disfranchised forever. : 

Knowing this thing, considering the shrewdness that characterizes 
party management at this day, it was plain ata glance that it was nec- 
essary to so conduct this shameless system of bribery as to prevent de- 
tection by excluding every known man. It was probably managed 
through this man at one stage and that man at another, and the man 
who paid the cash might have been an utter stranger. 

The report of the minority of the committee cites a case where a man 
said that he had received $3—that he had received that money not for 
his vote but for his time in going down to the polls. And the minority 
of the Committee on Elections follow that statement with the further 
remarks that if it were true, that vote should not be deducted from the 
sitting member. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been bribery in all other countries and in all 
other ages of the world—bribery in every century of the world’s his- 
tory. And bribery, God knows, is bad enough; but when bribery can 
find apologists on this floor in the ranks of a great party, I say it is 
time for the country to pause and reflect. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman permit me a question ? 

Mr. TURNER. I will. 

Mr. ROWELL. Suppose a voter of your political party is in Wash- 
ington, would it be bribery to pay his expenses home in order that he 
might vote? 

Mr. TURNER. If a member of my party comes to me and claims 
pay from me because he loses time in voting for me, I would say at 
once it was a piece of corruption he proposed to me and for which I 
would spurn him. 

Mr. ROWELL. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. TURNER. I know it has not been uncommon for committees 
to provide facilities for voters to come to the polls. However ques- 
tionable it may be, that is a practice which has obtained both in Eng- 
land and in this country, But I defy the gentleman who has inter- 
rupted me, or all of his associates on that side,to find a case where the 
conduct of a man who receives pay for the time he loses in going to the 
polls has ever before been justified as a legal performance. 

Why, sir, it is against the highest public policy. The privilege of 
citizenship, the right to bear the name of an American, the privilege 
of enjoying our institutions and the participation in the noblest liberty 
that the world has ever witnessed ought to be inducement enough for 
any man to vote as he pleases, But when in addition to these induce- 
ments he has to receive money for the time he loses in the exercise of 
his franchise as a freeman from the party in whose interest he votes, 
call it by whatever name you please, I denounce it as bribery and cor- 
ruption which no party can afford to justify. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

It would he just as honorable for a citizen of New England to ask 
compensation for the time he devotes to the celebration of the Fourth 
of July in fall view of Bunker Hill monument! [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. Did not a much larger portion of the people of 
New ape vote than of Georgia at the last election, according to the 
returns 

Mr. TURNER. What was the gentleman’s question? 

Mr GALLINGER. Did not a much larger proportion of voters go to 
the polls in New England than in Georgia, according to the last elec- 
tion returns? 

Mr. TURNER. ‘The gentleman who has interrupted me knows that 
his interjection here has no relevancy at all to this issue. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it has. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is it not as relevant as the gentleman’s own re- 
mark about New England? ` 

Mr. TURNER. If the gentleman from Maine will let me answer 
one gentleman at atime, I will endeavor to show my friend from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] that his interruption has no sort of rele- 
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yaney to this case. I can not speak for my colleagues from the State of 
Georgia, but I can speak for myself— 

Mr. ELY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? bo 

Mr. TURNER. If my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. ELY] will 

it me to answer one New England gentleman at a time, I shall 
be obliged to him. [Laughter.] In the district which I have the 
honor to represent (and of which I shall be proud forever) there 
are two parties, Democrats and Republicans, but I want to tell the 
gentleman that the Democrats in t district are in the majority, as 
has been demonstrated in half-a-dozen contests, 

I want to tell the gentleman further, what perhaps he is not aware 
of, that before the last Congressional election in my State a revolution 
had taken place here at Washington, and, instead of there being a Presi- 
dent in the White House who would reward candidates of the gentle- 
man’s party for their devotion, there was no longer any reward for those 
who might fight the battles of the Republican party. 

The result is, Mr. Speaker, that there are no longer any leaders of 
that party in my State. It should also be stated that the Republican 
party of Georgia, consisting chiefly of colored men, have, since Mr. 
Cleveland’s election, ceased to fear Democratic supremacy. I beg to 
add thata very reputable Northern gentleman, I believe a New Eng- 
land man, and a distinguished Republican in my district, did me the 
honor to assure me that his party would not resist my election. 
[Laughter and cheers on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, in that district, as no doubt was the case in all the 
other districts of Georgia, the vote was a mere dress parade of the 
Democratic party, in which those who voted came out merely to show 
their for their candidates. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. TURNER. What more canI say to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will you permit me a word ? 

Mr. TURNER. The gentleman impeached my constituents—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. As you did mine. 

Mr. TURNER. I did not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. You certainly did. 

Mr. TURNER. I alluded only to facts which appear of record in 
this case, and I defy ańy gentleman to contradict me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The gentleman alluded to New England, and 
the record in this case does not bear him out. 

Mr. TURNER. Ah; does the gentleman identify himself with his 
colleague from New England, the sitting member in this case, and jus- 
tify bribery in the payment of voters for the time which they lose in the 
performance of their duties as citizens? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I represent a New England district which cast 
nearly as many votes as were cast altogether in Georgia, and yet you 
impeach my district— 

Mr. TURNER. I decline to be interrupted further. In the gentle- 
man’s district, as well as in that from which this contest comes, there 
is never any lack of candidates. Parties never fail there to struggle for 
power. 

Offices in that part of the country never go in that way, but when- 
ever an,opportunity for a contest is afforded in which honorable gen- 
tlemen can aspire to promotion there are sure to be at least two can- 
didates in the field, if not three or four, and the result is that the 
canvass brings out every voter, and the vote represents war between all 
the factions; but where that state of things does not exist, does the 
gentleman expect every man to turn out to vote? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; and neither do I expect the men who do 
vote to be accused of being bribed. 

Mr. ELY. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. TURNER. And the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ELY], 
knowing how my time has been occupied, and also how the timeof the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE] was consumed by inter- 
ruptions, proposes now to follow in the wake of his New England col- 
league, and propound to me another catechism. [Laughter.] I beg 
the gentleman to spare me. I have the highest respect for New Eng- 
land; I love her traditions; I belieye that this country is immensely 
indebted to that section; I believe that her town government is the 
best in this Union; I believe that her commonwealths are as well gov- 
erned as those of any other section of the country; but I want it dis- 
tinctly understood that all the virtue, and all the grace, and all the 
purity of elections does not reside within the limits of those New Eng- 
land States. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask the gentleman from Georgia—— 

Mr. TURNER. Iask the gentleman from Maine to excuse me. 


7 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia declines 
to be interrupted. < 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I ‘‘excuse’’ the gentleman, if he is very anxious 


to escape from a question. Still, I should like to ask—— 

Mr. TURNER. I can not refuse the gentleman from Maine when 
he puts me on my courage. i 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 1 thought you would not. 

Mr. TURNER. What will you have? 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I simply wanted to ask you whether, as a mat- 
ter of fairness, in view of your arraignment of New England here in 
regard to the suffrage, you are not willing to have the statement made, 
or to make it yourseli—— x 

Mr. TURNER. Now, my friend must not make a speech. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Let me finish the question. 

Mr. TURNER. This only shows, Mr. Speaker, that New England 
always stands togae in a controversy of this sort. [Laughter | 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I simply ask he gentleman as a matter of fair- 


ness—— 
Mr. TURNER. Let the gentleman ask his question, and not make 


a speech. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to know whether the gentleman is not 
willing to state here, when he is arraigning New England in reference 
to the manner in which Congressmen are elected, that while in the 
New England States it takes on an average more than 29,000 votes to 
send a Congressman here (though in Rhode Island, which is an excep- 
tion, with her peculiar qualifications for suffrage, the average is brought 
down to 16,000), yet in the State of Georgia the average is 12,000, or 
25 per cent. less than even the average of Rhode Island. 

Mr. TURNER. I can answer the gentleman as I have already done, 
that a Congressional election in New England is always disputed, 
while in the section from which I come there is very often no dispute 
at all. f 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the gentleman to say a few minutes 
ago that there were two parties in the State of Georgia. 

Mr. TURNER. I have so stated, and I repeat it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why did they not appear in your district? 

Mr. TURNER. Because my opponents knew that they could not 
beat me. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ah! 

Mr. TURNER. Have I answered the gentleman? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Democrats in my district are quite as sure 
that they can not beat me, yet they come to the polls. 

Mr. TURNER. I wish to say that if there isa Democrat in that 
gentleman’s district who will not get up in the morning before day 
and pay his own expenses for the privilege of voting against the gentle- 
man, I denounce him as a political outcast. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side. ] i 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The trouble is that in the gentleman’s district 
the Republican vote is not cast, morning, noon, or night. 

(Mr. TURNER. We have in this testimony the evidence of witnesses 
who swore to being bribed, and gentlemen upon the other side turn 
upon us and say that these witnesses are not to be believed because 
they confessed their own infamy. 

It has always been itted, sir, that persons who have participated 
in a crime should be allowed to go on the stand and testify, in order 
that the penalties of the law might be visited upon the other parties to 
the transaction. 

It has always been the law, and no fair-minded man on the other 
side of the hall will deny that is the case. Allow me to state that the 
crime of bribery is one to which there are two parties, the briber and 
the man bribed, and it is usually conducted in secret. When a man 
comes to pay money or take money asa bribe he does not call ghe best 
men around to bear testimony to the fact. But it is a secret crime, 
hidden away from the gaze of men, and unless one of the parties to the 
crime be allowed to proveits character, it amounts to this, that bribery 
shall go unnwhipped and unpunished. 

I decline, so iar as I am concerned, to extend the measure of im- 
munity to criminals in New England any more than to criminals any- 
where else in the country. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] who wrote this rt of 
the minority, and who has presented the case of the minority with such 
force and ability, said when a man declines to tell all he knew, he was 
a corrupt witness and not to be believed. And the principle falsus in 
uno, falsus in omnibus isalsoinvoked. I deny that principle covers this 
case. The best authorities on evidence lay down the rule that when a 
man makes a confession the tribunal trying him may believea part and 
reject a part if it please. And that is this case. We have a right to 
believe a man who makes a confession, although a part of his confes- 
sion may be false, and although he may be guilty of suppression. 

Now, sir, at Warwick a hundred or a hundred and twenty-five men 
stood in a line, man behind man, going up to the same hole in the 
wall at which those who received the bribe were paid. I say it is but 
a fair inference that those who stood with them in this procession went 
there on the same business. 

If a Republican in New England is to be believed, the first witness 
called in rebuttal by the contestant states that while he did not know 
what was going on, he saw the procession, and he heard the names 
called out, man by man, Therefore, as a witness from the camp of 
the Republican party, he corroborated at least a material part of the 
statement made by these corrupt witnesses. 

I now pass to the subject of ball-dozing. I think, sir, I have shown 
that at least one hundred men were bribed at Warwick. I pepese to 
show that from thirty to fifty were intimidated in the town of Paw- 
tucket. On this branch of the case I rely on the testimony of a man by 


the name of Garland. But itis said his testimony is not competent, be- 
cause he was not a witness in rebuttal. The gentleman who made 
this charge if he had been familiar with the record of the case would 
have known a part of the evidence was addressed to the denial of the 
very transaction to which this testimony of Garland related. And of 
course when his conduct was the matter in issue, put in issue by the 
very first testimony adduced by the contestant, denied by numbers of 
witnesses of the sitting member, will any lawyer say the testimony of 
the man himself whose conduct was under investigation was not in 
rebuttal ? 

It is too ridiculous, Mr. Speaker, to require furthercomment. This 
man was in the public service of Rhode Island. He was the foreman 
of highways in the town of Pawtucket, and employed for service on 
the public roads thirty to fifty men, and he said the most of them were 
Democrats. He said they all voted for Mr, Pirce, and if they had been 
Seasoned would have voted for the contestant and the Democratic 
ticket. 

He himself, this man Garland, voted for Pirce and the Republican 
ticket, and, therefore, I think he ought to be regarded as an unim- 
peachable witness. He stated that the employment of these men de- 
pended on their having voted the Republican ticket. He stated further 
that Goodwin, chairman of the Republican town committee in Paw- 
tucket, employed him, Garland, to work for his party on the day of the 
election; that Goodwin had given him credit at a bar-room in that city 
at which he could take his men to be treated, and adds further that 
every man in his service had the impression that his employment de- 
pended on the way he voted. What do you think ofa state of politics 
which will prostitute the public service to the debauching of voters, 
the bread and meat of whose families depended on their subservience ? 
I say, can gentlemen from any part of New England afford to justify 
intimidation of this character? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not exist. . 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman why make New Eng- 
land responsible for Rhode Island any more than he should make the 
entire Southern States responsible for some outrage in a parish in Lonis- 
iana? 

Mr. TURNER. Iam glad the gentleman from Maine gives me his 


support. 
Nr. MILLIKEN. Whether Rhode Island be t or wrong, I do 
not see why any responsibility should rest upon New England for that. 
I beg to enter a disclaimer against applying to New England any- 
thing that may be done in Rhode Island, whether it be right or wrong. 
Mr. LONG. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. TURNER. I do not mean to be provoked into an arraignment 
of all New England in the discussion of this question. Itisnot neces- 


sary. 

Mr. LONG. Did I not understand correctly from the report of the 
majority of the committee that they withdrew their charge of intimi- 
dation and relied exclusively upon bribery? Is not that the state- 
meut of the report? 

Mr. TU R. No, sir; the gentleman has been misled either by 
the gentlemen of his own party who have undertaken to discuss this 
question, or has misconceived the report. 

Mr. LONG. Ihave read the report with care, and that is my un- 
derstanding of it. 

Mr. TURNER. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. There is no 
part of this case based upon the question of color of the tickets; but 
the question as to whether men in Rhode Island were intimidated 
from voting forms a very large part of the case; and if the gentleman 
has examined my report he will find it stated in the testimony cited 
by the committee. fs 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman allow me to read a sentence from 
the report? 

Mr. TURNER. The gentleman does not certainly deny the accu- 
racy of my statement? 

Mr. LONG. I am only asking the gentleman’s attention to the 
lan e of his own report. 

Mr. TURNER. I will not permit the gentleman to fritter away the 
small remnant of my time in disputing a fact as to which I now make a 
positive statement, and which is borne out by the report which the 
gentleman holds in his hand. 

Mr. LONG. I ask the gentleman to permit me to read one sentence. 

Mr. TURNER. Will the gentleman not permit me to proceed after 
making the statement I have made? 

Mr. LONG. I only ask an explanation as to this point; and I read 
from the report: 

While it is likely that voters under the domination of Republican employers 


were deterred from voting for Mr. Page, there was no evidence before the com- 
mittee defining the measure of this influence or estimating its effect, 


Mr. TURNER. Now, the gentleman has taken a little extract from 
the report, which shows how heis willing to vote upon a garbled state- 


ment in the report. 
Mr. LONG. I do not see how that can be when I have quoted tho 


lan, of the report. 
Mr. TURNER. The gentleman knows, if he examines it, and the 
gentleman from Michigan knows, if he examines it, that that relates to 
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the intimidation which was sought to be exerted by the use of colored 
tickets; but the intimidation which was practiced at Pawtucket by a 
public officer of the State of Rhode Island is insisted on. 

Mr. CRAIN. With the permission of the gentleman from Georgia 
I desire to ask a question for information. 

Mr. TURNER. I have but a few moments. 

Mr. CRAIN. Is it not true that the laws of Rhode Island provide 
that a foreign-born citizen can not vote within the limits of that State 
unless he owns a certain amount of property, and that a native-born 
citizen can vote without respect to the property qualification ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That has nothing to do with this case. 

Mr. TURNER. Iagree with my friend from Maine that that in- 
quiry has nothing to do with this case. I have no desire to traduce 
New England or her institutions. The questionof her suffrage, though 
restricted to such an extent that 15,000 votes only can be polled there 
in a Congressional election that was disputed by three parties when 
there were 35,000 voters in another district, belongs entirely to the 
State of Rhode Island, and I do not arraign her. Let her determine 
her own system for herself. 

Mr. ELY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. TURNER. I beg my friend from Massachusetts to pardon me. 
3 tie see the impropriety of my giving away my time entirely to 

side. 

Mr. ELY. My question is directly in point. 

Mr. TURNER. The side of the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
already had nearly twice as much time as has been occupied on this 
side. I appeal to his sense of fairness that he should spare me further 
interruption. 

Going over this whole field, passing this question from the one side 
to the other, and in the spirit of the greatest kindness to all sections 
of this Union, I want to say it is time, high time, there should be an 
lustration of American politics. They sometimes say that at the 
other end of the Capitol millionaires are seated by methods which are 
denounced as corrupt. I hope the time will never come when that 
end of the Capitol will be able upon sworn testimony to arraign this 
end of it and say that any could be found which would stand up 
here and undertake to vindicate and to retain a purchased seat bought 
by the paltry pittance of two or three dollars a head. [Applause.] 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. EDEN). ‘The time of the gentleman 
from Georgia has expired. 3 

Mr. TURNER. ask the privilege of race RUN my remarks 
with a few statements which shall not be in violation of the privilege 
ifextended to me. My time has been so occupied by interruptions that 
I hope this privilege will not be denied me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. ROWELL. I ask that the same privilege be extended to other 
gentlemen with the understanding that it not be held to cover 
anything of a personal nature. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for myself the same permission to extend 
my remaarks, 

Mr. TURNER. Then I withdraw the request. 

Mr. DAVIS. We might perhaps refer to elections in South Carolina. 

Mr. TURNER. As it seems I have unintentionally put New Eng- 
land on her mettle, I see the propriety of allo a reply. I haveno 
objection, therefore, to the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER] obtaining the privilege he asks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request that 
ees have leave to extend their remarks on the pending ques- 

on 3 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TURNER. Inow ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. ROWELL. The vote, I presume, is first on the motion to substi- 
tute the minority resolution. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. e question is on agreeing to the substitute; and 
on that question the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxrys] asks for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

BS ve he The Chair will cause the substitute resolution to 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. PircE was elected a Representative to Congress for the 


Resolved, That 
Second Congressional District of Rhode Island at the election on November 4, 
1834, and is entitled to retain his seat. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 
CONFERENCE COMMITTEE APPOINTED. 


The SPEAKER announced as the managers on the part of the House 
of the conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. 1458) to provide for holding terms of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States for the eastern district of Mich- 
ie at Bay City, in said district, Mr. COLLINS, Mr, ROGERS, and Mr. 

ANNEY. 


RHODE ISLAND CONTESTED ELECTION, 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 108, nays 130, not vot- 
ing 80; as follows: 


YEAS—108. 
Adams, G. E. Everhart, Libbéy, Rice, 
Allen, C. H. Farquhar, Lindsley, Rockwell, 
Anderson, J. A. Fleeger, Little, Romeis, 
Baker, Fuller, Long, Rowell, 
Selena) eee Geen 
‘ingham, allinger, yman, wyer, 

und, Gilfillan, Markham, Scranton, 
Boutelle, Grout, McComas, Sessions, 
Brady, Guenther, McKenna, Spooner, 
Brown, C. E. Hayden, McKinley, Steele, 
Brown, W. W. Haynes, il Steph 
Buchanan, Henderson, D.B., Milliken, Stone, E. F., 
Buck, Henderson, T, J. offatt, Strait, 
Bunnell, epburn, Morrow, Swinburne, 
Burrows, Hermann, Nelson, Taylor, I. H. 
Butterworth, Hiestand, O'Donnell, Thomas, J. R. 
Campbell, J. M. ires, o’ Thomas, 0. B 
Cannon, Hitt, Osborne, Thompson, 
Conger, Holmes, Owen, an Fer 
Cooper, Hopkins, Parker, ade, 
Cutcheon, J n, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Davis, es, Perkins, ait, 
Dingley, Johnson, F. A. Peters, Warner, William 

rsey, Johnston, J. T. Pettibone, Veber, 
Dunham, è Phelps, West, 

A La Follette, Plumb, White, Milo 
Evans, h, Reed, Woodburn. 

NAYS—130, 

Adams, J.J. Dibble, Jones, J.T. Singleton, 
Allen, J. M. Dongherty, King, Skinner, 

N Dunn, Kle > Snyder, 
Barbour, Eden, Landes, Sowden, 
Barksdale, Ellsberry, Lanham, Springer, 
Barnes, Ermentrout, Lawler, Stewart, Charles 
Belmont, Findlay, Le Fevre, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Blanchard, Fisher, Lore, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Bliss, Foran, Lovering, Storm, 
Blount, Ford, Lowry, Swope, 
Boyle, peri, en * Tarsney, 

4 y , T aul 
Breckinridge, R. Geddes, McAdoo, EEN faa Ñ. M. 
idge, WCP Gibson, C. H. M Tillman, 
Burnes, Glass, McRae, ‘Townshend, 
1, Green, Merrim: arice, 
Caldwell, Hall, Miller, er, 

k Halsell, Morrison, Turner, 
Carleton, Hammond, Neal, Van Eaton, 
Catchings, Harris, Neece, Viele, 
Clements, Hatch, Norwood, Ward, J. 
Cobb, Heard, O’Ferrall, ‘Warner, A. J. 
Collins, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Weaver, J. B, 
aoe, Het rson, J.S, — Mf ole 

wiles, enley, erry, ins, 
Cox, W.R. Herbert, Randall, Willis, 
Crain, Hill, Wilson, 
Crisp, Holman, š Riggs, Winans, 
Cartin, Ho ` Sadler, Wise, 
ri Hudd, Sayers, Wolford, 
Davidson, A. C. Hutton, Seney, . Worthington. 
Davidson, R.H.M, Johnston, T. D, Seymour, p 
Dawson, ones, J. H. Shaw, 
NOT VOTING—S0 
Aiken, Daniel, Matson, Rogers, 
Anderson, C. M, Davenport, McMillin, Rusk, 
tkinson, Dockery, Mills, Scot 
Ballentine, Eldredge, Mitchell, Smalls, 
rry, Felton, Morgan, Spri 
Bennett, Forney, Morrill, Stahlnecker, 
Bland, Gibson, Eustace Muller, Stewart, J, W. 
Browne, T. M. Glover, Murphy, St. Martin 
Brumm Gof, Negley, Struble, 
Burleigh, Grosvenor, Oates, Symes, 
Bynum, Hale, O'Neill, Charles ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Campbéll, Felix Hanback, O'Neill, J.J. Taylor, Zach 
Campbell, T. J. Harmer, Payson, ‘Throckmorton, 
Candler, Hiseock, Pidcock, akefield, 
Caswell, Houk, Pindar, Wallace, 
Clardy, Irion, Pirce, Ward, T. B 
Compton, Kelley, Ranney, Weaver, A. J. 
Cox, 8.8. Laffoon, A Wheeler, 
Croxton, Laird, . White, A. ©. 
Culberson, Mahoney, Robertson, Whiting. 


So the substitute was not agreed to. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 
Mr. SPOONER. I object. 
The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 
Mr. PINDAR with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
. CANDLER with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 
. CLARDY with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
. FORNEY with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
. BLAND with Mr. GOFF, ; 
. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
. MORGAN with Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. 
. THROCKMORTON with Mr. ATKINSON, 
. REAGAN with Mr. Hiscock. 
. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BuRLEIGH. 
. SPRIGGS with Mr, Hour. 
MITCHELL with Mr. WHITING, 


. BALLENTINE with Mr. BRUMM. 

. BENNETT with Mr. FELTON. 

. WARD, of Indiana, with Mr. HANBACK. 

. LAFFOON with Mr. HARMER. 

. ROBERTSON with Mr. NEGLEY. 

. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 

. BARRY with Mr. STRUBLE. 

. MATSON with Mr. LAIRD. 

. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. Symes. 

. REESE with Mr. SMALLS. 

. DOCKERY with Mr. MORRILL. 

. DANIEL with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
. ELDREDGE with Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. 
. CULBERSON with Mr. E. B. TAYLOR, 

. OATES with Mr. KELLEY. 

. RoGERs with Mr. CASWELL. 

. MILLs with Mr. Payson, 

. STAHLNECKER with Mr. WAIT. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to announce that my colleague, 
Mr. ROGERS, is absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I was absent from the hall on 
business. Had I been present when my name was called I would have 
voted no. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question was taken upon agreeing to the resolution reported by 
the majority of the committee, and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPOONER. [I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 103, noes 13. 

Mr. SPOONER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of “no quorum” being made, the 
Chair will appoint the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] 
and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] to act as tellers. 

Mr. TURNER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 33, not 
voting 155; as follows: 


YEAS—130. 
Adams, J. J. Dougherty, King, Skinner, 
Allen, J. M. nn, Kleiner, Snyder, 

n, en, Landes, Sowden, 
Barbour, Ellsberry, Lanham, Springer, 
Barksdale, Ermentrout, Lawler, Stewart, Charles 
Barnes, ndlay, Le Fevre, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Belmont, Fisher, Lore, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Blanchard, Foran, Lowry, Storm, 
Bliss, ‘ord, Martin, Swope, 
Blount, Frederick, MaybBury, Tarsney, 
Boyle, Geddes, McAdoo, Taul 
Bragg. Gibson, ©. H. M 4 Taylor, J. M. 
Breckinridge, ©. R. Glass, MeMillin, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, WCP Glover, McRae, Townshend, 
Burnes, Green, Merriman, gg, 

1, Hall, Miller, Tucker, 
Caldwell, Halsell, o0! D, Turner, 
Carleton, Hammond, Neal, Van Eaton, 
Catchings, Iarris, Neece, Viele, 
Clements, Hatch, Norwood, Ward, J. H. 

bb, Heard O'Ferrall, Warner, A. J. 
Collins, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Weaver, J.B. 
Henderson, J. S. eel, Wellborn, 
Cowles, Henley, erry, Wheeler, 
Cox, W.R. Herbert, Randall, Wiikins, 
Crisp! Holt eee ates 
Crisp, olman, 5 m, RN 
Sarda, Ho vf Sadler, Winans, 
Dargan, Hudd, Sayers, Wise, 
Davidson, A, ©. Hutton, Seney, Wolford, 
Davidson, R. H.M. Johnston, T. D. Seymour, Worthington 
Dawson, Jones, J. H. haw, 
Dibble, Jones, J. T. Singleton, 
NAYS—33. 
Bingham, Farquhar, Millard, Scranton, 
Brown, V er, Milliken, Steele, 
Bunnell, Funston, O'Donnell, Stone, E. F. 
Burrows, Hayden, Osborne, Thomas, J.R. 
Butterworth, Henderson, D.B. Payne, Thomas, O. B. 
Campbell, J. M. Hermann, Pettibone, est. 
Cu n, a E Reed, 
Ely, La Follette, Rowell, 
Everhart, Long, Ryan, 
NOT VOTING—155. 
Adams, G. E. Browne, T, M. Conger, Fleeger, 
Aiken, wn, OE. Cooper, Forney, 
‘Allen, C. H. ™m, Cox, 8.8 Gallinger, 
Anderson, C, M. Buchanąn, Croxton, Gay, 
Anderson, J. A Buck Culberson, Gibson, Eustace 
Atkinson, Burleigh, Daniel, Gilfillan, 
Baker, ynum, Davenport, Goff, 
Ballentine, Campbell, Felix Davis, Grosvenor, 
Barry, Campbell, J. E. Dingley, rout, 
Bayne, Campbell, T. J. Dockery, Guenther, 
Bennett, Candler, Dorsey, Hale, 
Bland, Cannon, Dunham, . Hanback, 
Bound Caswell, Eldredge, Harmer, 
Boutelle, Clardy, Evans, Haynes, 
rady, Compton, Felton, Henderson, T, J. 
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Hepburn, 
Hiestand, Matson, Pideock, Struble, 
Hires, McComas, Pindar, Swinburne, 
McKenna, ree, ymes, 

Hiit, McKinley, Plumb, Taylor, E. B. 
a E e am 

ouk, tchell, A ior, 
Irion, Moffatt, Reese, fs > n 
Jackson, o: Rice, Throckmorton, 
James, Morrill, Roberison, Van Schaick, 
Johnson, F. A Morrow, Rockwell, ade, 
Johnston, J. T. Muller, Rogers, Wadsworth. 
Kelley, Murphy, Romeis, ait, 
Ketcham, Negley, Rusk, Wakefield, 
Laffoon, Nelson, Sawyer, al $ 
Laird, Oates, Scott, Ward, T. B. 
Lehlbach, o’ ons, Warner, William 
Libbey, O'Neill, Charles Smalls, Weaver, A. 
Lindsley, O'Neill, J.J. Spooner, Weber, 
Little, Owen, Spriggs, White, A. C. 
Louttit, Parker, Stahlnecker, White, Milo 
Lovering, Payson, Stephenson Whiting, 
Lyman, Perkins, Stewart, J. Woodburn 
Mahoney, Peters, St. Martin, 

So the resolution was adopted. 


The following additional pair was announced : 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. WADSWORTH, for the remainder of the day. 

-The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 130, the nays 34. 
The yeas have it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there a quoram voting? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, is there more than a quorum ? 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and sixty-four members have voted. 
One hundred and sixty-three constitute a quorum, being a majority of 
all the members chosen to the present House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to know how many more than a quorum 
there are, because, as I am paired, I haveonly voted to make a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and sixty-four have voted ; one hun- 
dred and sixty-three constitute a quorum. There would bea quorum 
without the gentleman’s vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 130, nays 33. The 
resolution is adopted. 

Mr. TURNER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The question being taken, theré were—ayes 103, noes 19. 

Mr. SPOONER. No quorum. 

Mr. TURNER. I withdraw the motion. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late! 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, have I aright to withdraw the motion? 

The SPEAKER. There has been no decision upon it; and the rules 
provide that a motion may be withdrawn at any time before a decision 
or amendment. 

Mr. TURNER. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has a right, under 
the rules, to withdraw it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I renew the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not do that, because he did 
not vote with the majority. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not vote at all. 

Mr. TURNER. I move that the House adjourn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 54) 
to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians upon the 
various reservations, and to extend the operation of the laws over the 
Indian Territory, &c. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced . 
agreement to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 10242) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes. 

It further announced agreement to the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 2301) granting a pension to Lucy E. 
Anderson. $ 

It further announced the agreement to the amendment of the House 
to the bill (S. 2098) for the relief of Rosella E. Hibbert. 

It further announced the passage of & bill (S. 3173) to authorize the 
President of the United States to protect and defend the rights of 
American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading, and 
other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes; in which concur- 
rence was requested. 

' LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence in- 
definitely on account of sickness. 

The motion of Mr. TURNER was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of Benjamin Powell, and of Josiah 
Walker, of Alcorn County, Mississippi, for reference of their claims to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Kansas, relating to public lands—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Resolution of the Kansas State Board of Agriculture, in favor of ex- 
periment-station bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Kansas State Board of Agriculture, in favor 
of the pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of J. B. Harris, of Madison County, 
Mississippi, for reference of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. à 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petitionof William M. Wilsonand Mishler Herb 
Bitters Company, for the repeal of internal-revenue taxes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of John C. Burrow, of Prince George 
County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CABELL: Petition of citizens of Martinsville, Henry County, 
Virginia, praying for the abolition of the tax upon tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of William Swift, of Altoona, 
Pa., asking that his name may be placed upon the pension-roll—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of Mrs. Valina Case for a pension—to the 
same committee, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Samuel Rhoads, an old sol- 
dier, asking for an increase of pension along with Generals Logan and 
Blair—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN; Petition of the Consolidated Cattle-Growers’ 
Association, for the passage of the Miller bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Independent Order of Good Templars of Min- 
nesota, in favor of Senate bill 1579—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of the National Legislative Committee 
of Knights of Labor, for the passage of House bill 7217—to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of citizens of Princeton, Wis., pray- 
ing that Gabriel W. Wick, United States lock-tender, be reimbursed for 
Joss sustained by the burning of the White River lock-house—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Petition of H. W. Stilsonand 18 others, 
citizens of Clinton County, New York, forthe repeal of internal-revenue 
taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of the New Mexico Bar Association re- 
questing the immediate passage of some bill providing for the speedy 
adjustment of land titles in New Mexico—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of McKinley & Harbison, drug manu- 
facturers of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the repeal of internal-revenue 
taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of A. C. Gowen and 35 others, 
citizens of Chippewa County, Wisconsin, praying for the speedy passage 
of the agricultural experimental-station bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
Texas relating to the right of way through the Indian Territory for 
the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Joint resolution of the General Assembly of 
Kansas in favor of the pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of T. W. Stonestreet, of Maryland, for 
payment of his war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic 
Post at Wathena, and at Whiting, Kans., asking for the passage of 
the Edmunds-Tucker Mormon bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of Kansas, relating to 
the jurisdiction of United States courts—to the same committee, 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition ot William C. Harrison, of Rocking- 
ham County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of C. R. Glass Post, No. 409, Grand Army 
of the Republic; and of Ransom Post, No. 354, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, for the Edmunds-Tucker anti-polygamy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the J pet 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of the Kansas State Board of Agri- 
culture, asking for the passage of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill and 
for the experimental station bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Burden Post, No. 172, Erie Post, No.311, and Thayer 
Post, No. 329, Grand Army of the Republic, of Kansas, for the passage 


of the Edmunds-Tucker bill for the suppression of polygamy in Utah— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Memorial of the Legislature of Illinois, asking for 
the passage of the pending Senate bill forthe suppression of contagious 
diseases among cattle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of 35 citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., ask- 
ing for repeal of internal-revenue taxes—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: House concurrent resolution of the Kansas Legis- 
lature, for amendment of United States statutes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ; 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas State Board of Agriculture, in favor 
of the experiment-station bill, and of the pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the 
Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Letter of Charles 8. Bradley, 
for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition of citizens of Greeley and Evans, Colo- 
rado, for the repeal of internal taxes—to the Committee on Ways and 
M 


eans. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Illinois, 
urging the passage of the Miller bill for the suppression of pleuro- 
pneumonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. J 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of W. W. Perry, praying that his 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to thë Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. WARD: Joint resolution of the General Assembly of Ili- 
nois, in favor of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of 55 citizens of Easthampton, Mass., 
praying for the repeal of internal taxes—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Of 354 citizens of the fifth district of Michigan. 

By Mr. EDEN: Of 139 citizens of Dixon and Shobonier, Il. 

By Mr. FORAN: Of 69 citizens, and of 320 citizens of the twenty- 
first district of Ohio. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Of 94 citizens of Belvidere, N. C. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 26, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of GEORGE 
GRAY, chosen by the Legislature of Delaware a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read and or- 
dered to be placed on file. 

He also presented the credentials of Francis MARION Cock 
chosen by the Legislature of Missouri a Senator from that State forthe 
term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read and ordered to be 
placed on file. 

Mr. HOAR presented the credentials of Henry L. Dawes, chosen 
by the Legislature of Massachusetts a Senator from that State for the 
term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read and ordered to be 
placed on file. 


PAYMENT OF SENATORS’ SALARIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follo 
communication from the Secretary of the Senate; which was read a: 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed : 


OFFICE or SECRETARY OF THE SENA 
Washington, January 25, 1887. 


Sin: In response to the resolution of the Senate, directing the Secretary to re- 
port to the Senate "from what time, according to custom and precedent, the 
salary of Senators is reckoned and paid,” I have the honor to report that, so far 
as I have any knowledge or information, the “time” is the beginning of the 
official term of the Senator. Under the act of March 29, 1867, payments were 
mate Does he 4th of March, after the Senator had taken and subscribed the re- 
qu oath, 

This law was subsequently modified by the act of March 3, 1883, so as to au- 
thorize payment to those whose term of office begins on the 4th of March, and 
whose credentials have been presented to the Senate, but who have had no op- 


portunity to be qualified. 
death or otherwise, the act of July 12, 1862, provides 


Tn cases of vacancy, 
that the successor shall be paid from the time the compensation of his prede- 
Cessa 


r $ 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
- ANSON G, McCOOK, 


Secretary. 
lon, JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate, 
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DISTRICT LIQUOR LICENSES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
letter from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, submitting, 
in reply to resolutions of January 14 and 17 of this year, a statement in 
regard to the sale of liquor in the District of Columbia and the issuing 
of licenses therefor. Such a letter usually would be read, but this is 
quite a lengthy paper. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move thatit be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 6637) relating to contested elections, and asking a 
-reanieasgia with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

ereon. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferrees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Hoar, Mr. FRYE, and 
Mr. PuGH managers of the conference on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MZMORIALS. 


Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of wholesale and retail druggists 
of Portland, Oreg., praying for a reduction of the internal-revenue 
taxes; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DOLPH. TIalso present petitions of citizens of Washington 
Territory, praying that an act entitled ‘‘An act to prevent unlawful 
occupancy of the public lands’’ be so amended that the school lands 
of Washington Territory be exempt from the operations of that act. 
Te eas are signed by a large number of citizens of Washington 
Territory. 

I reported a bill on Monday last in relation to the school lands, which 
I think will probably remove the grievance complained of, but as the 
petitions are not directed to that bill, I move that they be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

* Mr. TELLER. I present a petition of certain inhabitants of Gree- 
ley and Evans, in the State of Colorado,-praying for the reduction of 
the internal-revenue taxes, especially the taxes upon spirits and tobacco. 
I do not think this petition expresses the general opinion of the people 
of the State of Colorado, ly not my own. I move the reference 
of the petition to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER presented a memorial of Emmett Hagadorn and 20 
citizens of Fife Lake, Mich.; a memorial of N. H. Beebe and 10 other 
citizens of Big Rapids, Mich.; a memorial of George Collin & Co. and 
13 other citizens of Greenville, Mich. ; a memorial of George Hart and 
13 citizens of Bay City, Mich.; a memorial of F. G. Russell and 14 other 
citizens of Baldwin, Mich.; anda memorial of G. H. Long and 11 other 
citizens of Lilley, Mich., favoring the repeal of special taxes, and remon- 
strating against the ‘‘ obnoxious, prohibitory, and monopolistic fea- 
tures’’ of the oleomargarine law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of Earlton Post, No. 206, Depart- 
ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, and a petition of Dover 
Post, No. 262, Grand Army of the Republic, Dover, Kans., praying 
for the passage of what is known as the Edmunds-Tucker bill on the 
subject of polygamy; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas State Board of Agricult- 
ure, praying for the passage of what is known as the Miller bill for the 
suppression of pleuro-pneumonia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas State Board of Agricult- 
ure, praying for the passage of the agricultural experiment-station 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of ex-Union soldiers of Gardner 
City, Kans, praying for the passage of a bill to make up the difference 
between the $13 per month in currency paid to soldiers during the re- 
bellion and the coin value of the currency at that time. I move the 
reference of the petition to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLATT presented the memorial of Hon. Henry G. Hubbard and 
74 other citizens of Middletown, Conn., remonstrating against the re- 
moval of the custom-house from Middletown to Hartford; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHACE presented the petition of Augustine Jones and other 
citizens of Providence, R. I., praying for the passage of a bill provid- 
ing for the establishment of a permanent high court of arbitration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CHENEY presented resolutions adopted by the New Hampshire 
Medical Association, urging the enactment of laws to prevent the im- 


migration and exportation to United States ports of the so-called ‘‘ de- 
fective classes ’’ of fo countries; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE presented the petition of Demoville & Co., and 
other druggists of Nashville, Tenn., praying for the repeal of the in- 
ternal-revenue laws; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I present the petition and other pay 
relating to the application of James T. Hood, of Oregon, for a pension, 
and I desire to say a word in relation to the case: 

From numerous letters and petitions I have received in reference to 
this matter, I am satisfied that it is a very meritorious as well asa very 
sad case. This person served during the war, was incarcerated in sey- 
eral prisons of the South, and while there contracted catarrh in the head, 
which has resulted in almost total blindness. Iask the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions to this petition. I move that 
it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MORGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report back an amendment to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, providing an appropriation for the panes of esta lishing the 
boundary line between the United States and Mexico. 

This amendment has been heretofore reported by the committee but 
seems not to have received attention. I now ask tbat it be sent im- 
mediately to the Committee on Appropriations, who I understand are 
about ready to report the sundry civil bill. The amendment has al- 
ready been printed, and therefore it is not necessary to have it printed 
again. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2999) to incorporate the American Trust 
Company of the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 346) toamend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to incorporate the National 
Safe-Deposit Company of Washington, in the District of Columbia,” 
approved January 22, 1867, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mi a report thereon. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5190) to enlarge the powers and 
duties of the Department of Agriculture and to create an executive de- 
partment to be known as the department of agriculture and labor, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3182) for the completion ofthe monument to Mary, 
the mother of Washington, at Fredericksburg, Va., reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10104) granting a pension to Caroline L. Shedd; 

A bill (H. R. 8463) grantinga pension to Elizabeth M. J. Meagher; 

A bill (H. R. 10103) granting s pry to Minerva Abbey; 

A bill i R. 7732) for the relief of Franz Rossrucker; and 

A bill (H. R. 9009) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan E. Barry. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1915) for the relief of Mrs. Clara Morris, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, and moved the referenee of the bill, with the ac- 
compaaying papers, to the Committee on Pensions; which motion was 

to. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2919) to incorporate the Georgetown 
and Tennallytown Cable Railway Company of the District of Columbia, 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3135) granting a pension to Catherine E. Babcock, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iam directed by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2778) to authorize the 
Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company to construct 
and operate a railway through the Crow Indian reservation, and for 
other purposes, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be passed now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill now. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. HARRIS, _I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I am instructed by the Committee on Epidemic Dis- 
eases to report favorably the bill (S. 3157) to authorize the removal of 
the quarantine station from Ship Island, Mississippi, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to have the bill considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from “Louisiana asks" 


Objection being made, the bill will 
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unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill now. Is| The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


there objection? 
Mr. HARRIS, Idesire to say that I think we ought to go to the 
Calendar under Rule VIII, and in order that we may have an opportu- 


nity to do so I shall object to. every request of this character during | th 


the morning hour. = 
The PRESIDENT pro tem; Objection being made, the bill goes 
to the Calendar. 2 sie : $ 3 : 
WILLIAM WEBSTER, 


Mr. MORGAN, Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report back favorably two resolutions in response to the pe- 
tition of William Webster, a citizen of the United States, in of 
certain claims that he has against the British Government for indem- 
nity in consequence of the loss of lands which he owned in New Zea- 
land at the time the British Government acquired possession of that 
country. I ask that the report be printed, and in connection with it, 
but separately, the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama, from 
i j Coramittes on Foreign Relations, reports two resolutions, which will 


The Chief Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 
Greer do Senate, That after due examination of the matters presented 


in the petition of William Webster, and the evidence brought to their attention 
in su rt of his claim for indemnity from the British Government for lands in 
New and, purchased by him in good faith from native chiefs, and duly con- 


to him before the Government of Great Britain acquired the sovereignty 
over that country by a pow d made with said chiefs, the Senate of the United 
States consider t said cla: 


1858, 
Resolved, That the President is ae rome to take such measures as, in his opin- 
r to secure to Wil ad- 


or consent of the Government, and to which he 
urchases and deeds of conveyance 


Mr. MORGAN. Iam desired by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS], a member of the committee, to state that he dissents from 
the report. I will also state that itis the opinion of all the other mem- 
bers of the committee that that report ought to be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolutions will be printed, and 
the report will be printed separately, as the Chair understands the 
Senator to ask. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; printed separately. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order willbe made. The res- 
olutions will be placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3219) to in- 
crease the pension of Mrs. Harriet Clifford; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3220) granting a pension to Hannah 
R. Langdon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3221) forthe relief of Edward Rice; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 3222) to reimburse 
settlers and purchasers in even-numbered sections of public lands within 
the limits of Congressional grants in cases of forfeiture of odd-numbered 
sections; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3223) for the relief of Mary Jane 
Thompson, executrix of Jeter L. Thompson, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. I put my request in this form because this bill was 
once before the Committee on Claims of the Senate and was reported 
adversely. But I am satisfied on an inspection of the papers that that 
report was founded upon an error of fact as to the identity of the man, 
who was alleged to have been disloyal, but who was a different person 
from the one in behalf of whose estate this claim is filed. I move that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. lask leave to send to the committee the accompa- 
nying papers, which establish this claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be referred with the 
bill to the Committee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Edward Rice be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to offer, for reference to the Committee on 
Rules, an amendment to the rules; which I should like to have 
read. 


Amend Rule VII by inserting at the beginning thereof as follows: 

“ It shall be the duty of the President of the Senate to take the chair every day 
promptly at the hour to which the Senate has adjourned. As soon as a quorum 
shall Cpa prayer shall be offered by the Chaplain, and the Journal shall 

en 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I move the reference of this proposed 
amendment to the Committee on Rules, and I desire to say that the 
object of the change is to secure the presence ofa quorum of the Senate 
before prayer is offered by the Chaplain. If theSenate propose to con- 
tinue the expression of reverence to the Creator of the universe and of 
public dependence upon that Power for guidance and support, it seems 
to me it should be done decently and with decorum, and that the 
spectacle of divine service in this Chamber when perhaps only one, two, 
or three members of the body are in their seats ought not longer to be 
continued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORT ON THE CONGO COUNTRY. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to send to the Senate a 
copy of the report of Lieutenant Taunt of his explorations in the Congo country 
of Africa. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senate to consider the resolution at this 
time. The report has been written up and prepared in the Navy De- 
partment, and has been waiting there for some time. I think that a 
similar resolution was heretofore passed by the Senate, but it has been 
somehow overlooked. I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed and come up to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over under objec- 
tion. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10242) making appropri- 
ations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1888, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 1458) to provide for holding terms of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States for the eastern district of Michigan 
at Bay City, in said district, agreed to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate on the di ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. CoLiins, Mr. ROGERS, and Mr. RANNEY managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. poet granting a pension to Lucy E. Anderson; and 

A bill (S. 2098) for the relief of Rosella E. Hibbert. 


ALLEGED OUTRAGES IN TEXAS. 


La 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions ’/—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas rise 
to a resolution? 

Mr. INGALLS. I rose to move ¢hat the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of a resolution previously submitted, Order of Business 1902, 
being a resolution to discharge the Committee on Pensions from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 35) to remove the limitation in the 

yment of arrears of pension. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that 
under the rule the resolution which comes over under objection from 
yesterday must be placed before the Senate, and it is his duty now to 
present it, What disposition does the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] desire to have made of the resolution submitted by him yester- 
day, which comes over under objection ? 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to have it adopted at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, reported yesterday by Mr. Hoar 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 

Whereas Stephen A. Hackworth, a native citizen of the United States and of 
the State of Texas; James L. Moore, a native of Alabama and now for twenty 
years a citizen of Texas; and Carl Schutze, a native of Germany, for thirty 
years a resident of the United States, and now a naturalized citizen thereof, have 
presented their petition to the Senate, wherein they allege that they have been 
driven from their homes in Washington County, Texas,and compelled to aban- 
don their property at a great sacrifice, and that armed and lawless bands of ruf- 
fians have taken possession of and destroyed the ballot-boxes in said county ata 
Jate election therein for county officers and members of Congress, and have mur- 
dered three citizens of said county, and overthrown republican government 


therein, and committed other outrages and crimes, all of which have been done 
in order that the majority of the voters therein may be deprived of their lawful 
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and constitutional rights of suffrage, and that the minorjty may unlawfully 


usurp and exercise control in said county, and the constituted authorities 
of said county and State refuse all remedy for said outrages and crimes; 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and is hereb; 
instructed to inquire into all the circumstances of, and connection with, the said 
alleged events, and that it report as soon as may be; and that said committee 
have power to send for persons and papers, to employ a sten pher, and to 
act by any subcommittee, and that any such subcommittee shall for the purposes 
of such investigation be a committee of the Senate to all intents and purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Texas permit me to suggest 
a verbal amendment before he proceeds ? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I call the attention of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to an expression about eight lines from the beginning of the 
preamble, which is this : 
have taken possession of and destroyed the ballot-boxes in said county. 

That might be subject to the inference that they were all destroyed. 
It should read “certain ballot-boxes.’? They are specified in the pe- 
tition. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave no objection to that modification. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest the insertion of the word “‘certain.’’ 
The ballot-boxes destroyed are specified in the petition. 

Mr. HOAR. Andstrike out the word ‘‘the’’ before ‘* ballot-boxes.’’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be modified ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr. COKE. Mr, President, Iam not averse, nor are the people of 
‘Texas, to an investigation of any charge that may properly be made 
against the State involved, in a subject over which és juri 
diction; but I desire to protest against this investigation upon a charge 
preferred as this has been, and over subjects not within the jurisdic- 
tion of Congress. 

The State of Texas has the autonomy of a State. It has a constitu- 
tion, and laws, and government, in full force and operation. It can re- 
dress all grievances, personal or otherwise, occurring within its borders. 
The subject is one peculiarly within the jurisdiction of the State, and 
this resolution of investigation is an intermeddling with something be- 
longing solely to the State and outside of the jurisdiction of this Gov- 
ernment, . 

The memorial, it will be seen, was draughted evidently by a lawyer, 
and aims to present the subjectin a way to confer jurisdiction upon the 
Congress of the United States; but when sifted down to the real charges 
made they are personal grievances of the memorialists. They are in- 
fractions of the laws of the State of Texas to which the guilty persons, 
if they be guilty, are nsible. 

I deny the jurisdiction of Congress to investigate a matter thus solely 
within the jurisdiction of the State of Texas. 

What will be done? How will the grievances of these men be reme- 
died? They say they have been compelled to leave theirhomes. They 
say they had to sacrifice their property. They say they have been tres- 
passed upon. Every act of which they complain is a breach of the 
laws of the State of Texas. The parties who have trespassed upon 
them are amenable to those laws. There is no Federal jurisdiction 
over these parties for such trespasses, and why have an investigation? 

This charge is preferred upon the ex parle statement of one single 
individual, Stephen A. Hackworth. The memorial is signed by three, 
Stephen A. Hackworth, James L. Moore, and Carl Schutze. I find 
this note at the foot of the memorial: 

By the written authority and request of Messrs. James L. Moore and Carl 
Schutze, I have signed their names to the above and foregoing petition, this the 
6th day of January, 1887. 

S. A. HACK WORTH. 


So the whole depends upon the Single statement of Mr. Hackworth. 

One single individual makes this charge. It has not been made un- 
der oath. The meanest felon in the United States before he can be 
arraigned is entitled to an investigation by a grand jury selected by a 
court, and here we have a State arraigned before the Senate and the 
country on the charge of one man, made ex parte, not under oath. 

The facts which lead to this memorial and to the statements in the 
memorial are few and brief. On election day in November last a 
young man by the name of Bolton, who lives in Brenham, Washing- 
ton County, Texas, went out to‘one of the county precincts in order to 
bring in the election returns. He was standing at the place of elec- 
tion, at the polls, and while there, without notice, without warning, 
without explanation, with no word of altercation or quarrel, was shot 
and killed by a negro and some confederates. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator any information as to how the person 
who was shot was dressed? 

Mr. COKE. I have not, but the statements that I make will be 
substantiated. 

Mr. HOAR. The statement which is made is that he was seizing 
the hallot-boxes, was dressed in a slouch hat coming down over his 
eyes, with a long coat extending from his chin down to his feet, and a 
white cloth tied over his face, disguising him so that it was utterly 
impossible that his nearest friends should know him; and he remained 
in that dress four hours. 


Mr. COKE. He was shot in the daytime, in the presence of a large 
number of witnesses, when he was doing nothiag in the world but wait- 
ing to get the result of the election to take back to Brenham. His father 
was a candidate for county commissioner, and this young man went out 
to get the result of the election to take back to Brenham, and while there, 
without any provocation, without any altercation, without any ex- 
planation, without any quarrel, he was set upon and murdered by these 


negroes. 

Three of the negroes were arrested, taken to Brenham, and placed in 
jail. A mob gathered, got into the jail, took the three negroes out, 
and hung them. That was the commencement of this controversy. 
Such a mob as will get together in any State of the Union under such 
provocation got together and hung these men. 

The three memorialists, Hackworth, Moore, and Schutze, were very 
active politicians; had been very active in the election. They had 
worked the deluded and ignorant negroes up to a condition of frenzy, 
and pre them for just such deeds as the murder of young Bolton. 
When these negroes were hung, without being threatened, without 
being denied the protection of the laws, I do not know whether their 
lives were in danger or not, they supposed they were, and left the 
county. 

I telegraphed yesterday for some information to Hon. D. C. Giddings, 
who resides in Brenham, who is well known in this and the other 
House, having been a Representative for many yearsin the other House 
of Congress, and received an answer, which I send to the desk, and ask 
that it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Brexuam, TEX., January 26, 1887. 


Senator RICHARD Coxe, Washington, D. C.: 

Stephen A. Hackworth, James L. Moore, and Carl Schutze are of the worst 
type of scalawags. They have been the main instruments of rva AA strife 
between the races and are charged with instigating the murder of ton on 
election day. They were not driven from home, nor were their lives threat- 
ened, nor were they denied the protection of the law. So far as I know orbe- 
lieve their own guilty consciences caused them to leave the country to its great 
good. Send you by mail authoritative refutation of made in their 
memorial. Affidavits by the thousand can be furnished as to their want of char- 
acter and'general worthlessness. 

D. ©. GIDDINGS. 


Mr. COKE. Now, Mr. President, that is the statement of a gentle- 
man who is a Democrat of course, but than whom there is no better 
man in thator any other State. There are gentlemen on this floor who 
have served in the other House with him; there are many Senators 
who know him, and they know he would state nothing but the truth; 
and that is his statement as to this memorial and the allegations in it. 

In the election which occurred on the 6th day of November, Wash- 
ington County being a Republican county, there wasa colored man elected 
to the Legislature. It is a large and populous county; it is a wealthy 
county. There isa inajority of Republicans in the county; they 
have control of the county offices and have given majorities heretofore 
always for the Republican ticket; yet here are three men who claim that 
they have been compelled to leave that county because they are Repub- 
licans. Can that be the reason, sir? Must there not be some other 
reason? Can a large majority of Republicans be supposed to permit 
men to be driven out of the county for the simple reason that they are 
Republicans? The statement bears its own tation on its face. 

In that county the officers, who have always been Republicans, have 
been of such character that the county has been well nigh bankrupted. 
Twice within the last few years have county treasurers defaulted for 
large amounts of money in their possession, and, although the county 
is Republican, the people came to the conclusion that they must have 
honest county government, and for their county officers they put up a 
ticket known as the people’s ticket. These men, Hackworth, Moore, 
and Schutze, Republican bosses, men who had led and deluded the ne- 
groes, seeing that the scepter was about to depart from them, used all 
their power to inflame and delude the negroes; and one of the results of 
their efforts was the killing of young Boltonin cold blood. They knew 
these facts to be true; they imagined that their lives were in danger, 
and they fled the county. 

Their consciences made cowardsof them. That they were compelled 
to leave because they were Republicans is refuted by a fact of their own 
statement that a large majority of their fellow-citizens of Washington 
County are also Republicans. 

We are willing that Washington County, or any other county in 
Texas, shall be investigated upon a fair presentment of adequate cause, 
but do object to being arraigned upon the charge of a single individual 
who has had to leave his county and State and home because there is 
not public sentiment to maintain him there. 

I submit, Mr. President, that the Senate should not adopt this reso- 
lution, because to adopt it and allow the good name of one of the States 
of this Union to be aspersed upon no testimony at all is an injustice that 
should not be tolerated in the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this memorial is presented by persons 
who apparently have as high a title to t as any citizens of the 
United States. One of them has been the district attorney, a State 
officer, in the State of Texas, an office employing and 2 cane g a high 
standard of character and legal capacity. Another has a county 
judge, a native Texan. The district attorney is a German, and the ed- 
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itor of a Republican newspaper. Another, Mr. Hackworth, has been 
county judge, as I say, a native Texan, son of one of Houston’s soldiers 
in the war for the independence of that State. The third is a native 
of the State of Alabama. All three are men of property, who say that 
they were earning their living in peaceful, lawful, and honorable ways, 
and that they have been driven out from their homes on American soil. 
They were residents of that county. Nobody doubts that. They are 
refugees and exiles. Nobody doubts or questions that. 

Among the facts that they allege is the fact that three colored men, 
election officers in that county, were taken from the jail and hung by 
a mob without trial when an application for habeas corpus was depend- 
ing on the ground that they were imprisoned without right or without 
lawful charge; and the Senator from Texas admits that so far as the 
hanging of these men without right was concerned, his information is 
that it was necessary to do that because a colored man shot down the 
son of one of the candidates at the polls, who was peaceably and quietly 
awaiting the result of the election. 

Now, Mr. President, without undertaking to pass upon the truth of 
the information which my honorable friend from Texas has received, 
anybody who knows human nature or the history of this country will, 
I think, agree that that is as improbable a story as could have been 
suggested. In the first place, the colored people in Texas and elsewhere 
know too well what happens if they, or any of them, make an attack 
ona white man. It would be very unlikely that, without provocation 
or insult or any explanation, one of them would shoot down a quiet, 
peaceable, and unoffending white Democrat who was standing by the 
ape: Those things do not happen often in the experience of mankind. 

the next place, these men say that this peaceable, quiet bystander 
who was shot, was disguised as a kuklux; was disguised so that his 
most intimate friend could not have known him or detected him on 
sight. He had a slouch-hat down over his eyes, a long, loose coat, ex- 
tending from his chin to his heels, and his whole face except the eyes 
covered by a white cloth. The Senator from Texas does not deny that. 
I do not suppose he is instructed about it. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator will allow me to interrupt him. I do 
deny that, and say that there is not one single word of truth in it. 

Mr. HOAR. On what authority does the Senator deny it? He was 
not present. 

Mr. COKE. I deny it on the authority of gentlemen who were in 
Washington County, and who have talked with me, and upon the au- 
thority of the newspaper statements of the occurrence at the time. 

Mr. HOAR. The communications that have been read do not deny 
it at any rate, and the Senator did not deny it in his original speech. 

It is said that the man lay so clothed four hours. But suppose the 
Senator does deny it, here are these conflicting assertions, and it would 
seem that the side of the question which is most confident of its own 
integrity and correctness would bethe one that would desire an investi- 

tion, and not the other. It would seem if the persons who are the 
informants of my honorable friend were quite confident that they were 
right, that they would be the persons most eager to have the matter 
investigated and the truth settled, and this charge, which we all hope 
will prove to be untrue, rejected. 

Now these men, the Senator says, have not sworn to their petition. 
Letters were sent to the chairman of the committee by each of these 
two other petitioners, stating their desire that Mr. Hackworth should 
sign their names, and stating that they hoped a delay which would 
require the sending of the original petition to them and returning it 
would not take place. They were eager and anxious for the investi- 
gation. I have the letters here before me now. 

The Senator says that the statement is not under oath. The Con- 
stitution of the United States, which secures to every citizen the right 
of petition, does not require that petitions from citizens of- the United 
States should be under oath, and it is not the fashion or habit or prece- 
dent of the Senate to require it. 

Mr. President, I do not want to go into this question in advance of 
the testimony. I do not think the Senate should take the rôle of 
Rhadamanthus either in dealing with these petitioners or with these 
parties accused, first to adjudge and afterwards to hear, judicatque 
damnatque. I think the process of hearing testimony should precede 
the adjudication and condemnation. 

But the Senator says that this is a matter which wholly belongs to 
the State. These petitioners allege that these transactions took place 
at a national election, and that there is no republican government at 
this moment in that county. 

The Senator says that they fled from their own fears. The petition- 
ers say that they were conducted by a large number of white Demo- 
grats to the cars and to the border of the county, threatened with 
murder, threatened to share the fate of the three men who had been 
hung if they returned, and that as one of them left the county there 
was a stone thrown after him as the cars departed that bore him away, 
and a pistol shot also. 

I do not wish to excite the Senate or the country, or to get excited 
myself over this matter, especially before the evidence is heard. It 
seems to me that if the information of my honorable friend from Texas 
shall turn out to be correct, every member of the Senate will be de- 
lighted and tified at the result; but certainly it is a matter which 
it behooves the Senate of the United States to look into. 


Yesterday some Senators spoke of war in regard to a foreign power 
whose worst outrage was seizing fishing vessels without any indignity 
or affront to the individuals they contained, and prohibiting them in 
one ease to buy rations, so that the crew went with short rations for 
three days. Is the right of an American citizen any the less sacred in 
the eye of an American Congress when he happens to be on American 
soil? Is the right of an adopted German citizen thirty years resident 
here, the editor of a Republican paper, whose columns can be produced 
and will show whether he is or not, as the Senator from Texas conceives, 
a stirrer-up or inciter-—— 

Mr. COKE. I will state—— 

Mr. HOAR. Wait a moment—a stirrer-up or inciter of one race 
against another. Is the right of that man any the less sacred than 
that of a Massachusetts fisherman? 

Mr. COKE. Iwillstate for the Senator’s information that two-thirds 
of the white People living in Washington County are Germans. 

Mr. HOAR. © So I understand. 

Mr. COKE. And this is the only one who has found it necessary to 
run away from it. 

Mr. HOAR. And that is the complaint, that while a majority of 
the white citizens of that county are Republicans, a majority of the 
property owners are Republicans, these men who are the leaders of the 

publicans are compelled by Democratie mobs to leave the county. 
That county does not happen to be situated on an island in the sea by 
itself. It is situated in the midst of the Democratic State of Texas 
with its seventy-five or one hundred thousand majority. The State 
troops of Texas areat the command of the dominant party there. That 
is the allegation which these men make, Whether true or not true I 
do not now undertake to say. Itis for that reason they desire the au- 
thority of the Senate of the United States to ascertain the facts. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I stated yesterday, when this 
report was made from a committee of which I am a member, that it 
was made without my approval and against my protest. 

I desire now to state that, in my opinion, the petition on which the 
resolution is based contains on its face evidence of the falsity of the al- 
legations made by the petitioner. I shall not enter into any general 
discussion of the merits of the case, but I desire to say that hearing 
the allegation and charge preferred by one individual whose character 
has been assailed by a Senator who has spoken, who has come to the 
city and been in conference with counsel and the members of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, after he has stated his case as 
strongly as he can, he has overstated it, and shown that the very state- 
ments which he has made are false. 

What is the charge? He charges that in one of the most-populous 
counties of Texas, not upon the frontier of Texas, but in the central 
part of the State, where law and order reign as they do everywhere 
else where there are vast congregations of people in our country, there 
is such a state of terrorism, such astate of outrage, that he has been, be- 
cause he isa Republican—for that is his statement—innocent of every- 
thing else except that he is a Republican, driven from his home and 
been compelled to seek refuge under the protection of the power of 
this Capitol. 

Now, I state that if the Senator from Massachusetts should come 

here himself with a declaration of that kind, thatthe people of Massa- 
chusetts would not let him reside in the city in which he resides, 
simply because he was a Republican, I would not believe his state- 
ment; neither will I believe the statement of the man whose memorial 
he presents. 
i When this matter came up in the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, having had connection with that committee for more than 
twelve years, and often seen the attempts to use it for political pur- 
poses, I protested against the entertainment of the petition and against 
the resolution. I protest against’it in the name of that committee 
with which I have had the honor to be connected for more than twelve 
years, that it should be made the dumping ground for the complaints 
of every scalawag that chooses to come up here and present an indict- 
ment against his neighbors. I protest against it because it is deroga- 
tory to that committee. I say deliberately, in the face and in the 
presence of the members of that committee, that the entertainment of 
such allegations is derogatory to the committee which is one of the 
oldest committees of this body. It should not be made the vehicle for 
the dissemination of slander and of lies, too often against the people of 
the States of this Union. I protest against the entertainment of this 
resolution because it is derogatory to the character of this high body 
that, upon the mere allegations of a scalawag who, upon the testimony 
of Mr. Giddings, is one of the worst men in the State of Texas, this 
honorable body should be degraded by entertaining his petition and 
instructing a committee of this body, on his petition, in the face of the 
telegram of Mr. Giddings, and in the face of the assertions of the Sen- 
ator from Texas, to investigate his charges. I hope the unanimous 
voice of the Senate will set their seal of reprobation upon any such 
attempt at making the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or the 
Senate of the United States itself, a party to the dissemination of such 
slanders and outrageous charges upon the people of Texas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, suppose that this investigation 
were to take place, and suppose it should turn out to be true, as it will 
ifthe investigation does take place turn out either to be true or untrue— 
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suppose it should turn ont to be true that the charges made are sus- 
tained, what then would be the opinion of the Senator from Delaware 
as to the propriety of such an investigation upon high public 
assuming that we have the constitutional authority to make it? 

The honorable Senator, I think, referred to political considerations 
or some phrase of that kind. What are they? Would it be a very 
good thing politically for the Republican majority of the Senate to take 
up a false petition, the petition of a ‘‘scalawag,’’ as the polite phrase 
is, addressed to the Senate of the United States, and proceed to an in- 
vestigation which turned out to show that the man was a fugitive from 
true justice, a vagabond and an outcast-on the face of the earth, guilty 
of crimes which compelled him to flee from a county where law and or- 
der and Republicanism did prevail? Would that be hopeful for the 
Republicans of the Senate or of the country? 

Ishould rather think not. Itwould show that the Republicans of the 
Senate had had too great a respect for the right of petition and inquiry, 
and had been led into an unnecessary investigation on the idea that 
eee might possibly be something in these complaints of this acknowl- 

citizen. 

uppose, on the other hand, it should turn out that what these gen- 
tlemen say is true—I will call them gentlemen as distinguished from 
scalawags, for every citizen is presumptively a gentleman until he is 
proved to be something else—suppose it should turn out that what these 
gentlemen say is trne in substance, and we find a solid Democratic 
bedy of Senaters saying, ‘‘ No, we will not investigate it because on a 
telegram or information we have received we do not believe there is 
anything in it.” That might have a political effect. It might tend 
to show that the Democratic Doe's is true to the instincts of its organi- 
zation and its practices, and that it does not believe ina government of 
the people and by the people and in the equal administration and pro- 
tection of the laws, unless that is to be attained through a government 
of white men of particular political opinions. 

So, then, the reference of theSenator from Delaware to political consid- 
erations may have some weight. But, let us leave that. The question 
is whether we shall consider this respectful petition which states with 
substantial detail what these petitioners describe as, and what if trul 
described are, enormous outrages against the rights of American citi- 
zens as such, their rights to have political opinions and to express them, 
and to get all the votes they honestly can for a member of Congress of 
either side, their being assaulted, pursued, and their being unable to 
obtain from the State authorities there, as they say, any redress or 
equal protection of the laws, and having been, therefore, driven away, 
escorted, for the safety of their lives, by respectable white Democrats 
to the train to get them away from the more numerous part of the Dem- 
ocratic party which is differently constituted. 

Mr. President, is there any doubt as to the constitutional authority 
and the duty of the Senate in such acase? The Constitution reposes in 
Congress the protection of Congressional elections. The Constitution 
says, since the fourteenth amendment to that Constitution, that every 
citizen of the United States shall in every State be entitled to the equal 
protection of the law. That is, that he shall have redress in the courts 
of that State, as they may be constituted, and shall have fair play, and 
shall not be mobbed or driven to run away, so that he can not appeal 
to the courts. Is it not, therefore, a constitutional inquiry to know 
whether any citizen of Vermont or of Texas has been in either State 
denied the equal protection of the laws? If it is not, then the four- 
teenth amendment was —— in vain, no matter how clear its lan- 
guage is; and Iam afraid in some States and places in this country it 
has been in vain. 

Then, Mr. President, it is perfectly clear, I submit, that it is within 
the constitutional authority of this body to make investigations into 
how citizens have been treated in respect to Congressional elections; 
it is within the constitutional authority of this body to make investi- 
gations as to how citizens have been treated in respect to equal pro- 
tection under the laws of any State, where they say they have been 
denied. Any one who denies either of these propositions is; whether 
he means it or not, an opponent of the Constitution of the United 
States. : t 

The simple question then is whether we will refuse to inquire be- 
canse the opponents of these petitioners say they can not prove their 
petition. That would bea curious way of administering justice, and 
that is all I wish to say about it. I can only repeat that I am aston- 
ished that this resolution should not have passed by a unanimous vote 
of the Senate. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I am a member of the Committee on 
` Privileges and Elections, and I will vote against the adoption of this 
resolution. I take it that when we enter into an investigation it must 
be to lay a basis for legislation. We have nothing whatever to do with 
the condition of any community in any State, whether the community 
hangs people or whether the community expels people from its midst 
or harasses and oppresses people. I do not see that the Congress of the 
United States has anything whatever to do with reference to those 
otfenses admitting them to exist. But if we desire to legislate upon a 
given subject, then, in order to render that legislation such as it ought to 
be, we may inquire into those conditions and circumstances which should 
become the basis of our proposed legislation. I do not understand the 
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object of this inquiry to be to pass any law in reference to these occur- 
rences. If that is not the object, what can be the object? The only 
other object can be to make political capital, to wave the bloody shirt, 
and it seems to me that this is a little in advance of the usual season, 
the Presidential election, to indulge in any such performance. 

I represent a State where there have been a great many investiga- 
tions. I remember the celebrated investigation in the case of Eliza 
Pinkston, where was charged a much more horrible crime than is de- 
scribed in this memorial. I remember how the Senate of the United 
States undertook that investigation, and how an attempt was success- 
fully made to deceive the American le. What was the conse- 
quence? It resulted finally in a universal condemnation of any such 
proceeding or practice by the Senate. 

As the Senator from Texas has well stated, the courts of Texas are 
in session. They have officers, they have grand juries, they have all 
the machinery which is necessary to arrest, try, and punish all persons 
who violate the law of the State of Texas. We have on the statute- 
books of the United States all the laws that are necessary to protect 
any voter at a Congressional election. The laws of the United States 
bristle with penalties. They are severe laws. They refer to every de- 
tail of conduct in any way possibly connected with any Federal elec- 
tion. And I say that it would tax the ingenuity of a Senator or a Jaw- 
yer to make one single addition to that volume of legislation by which 
any new offense could be denounced or any stronger penalties could be 
inflicted. You need no more information than you have in reference to 
possible outrages at elections in the South. You have the history of 
every incident that has occurred and a t deal that has never oc- 
curred; and upon that, whatever the truth or whatever the falsehood 
that has been gathered, has been predicated the Federal legislation with 
reference to national elections in the Southern States. And, therefore, 
I consider this simply a proposition to make political capital and 
nothing else. It can have no other possible effect except to represent 
to the Northern people that Republicans are being driven from Southern 
communities simply because they are Republicans. 

The Senator from Texas has denied that such is the fact with refer- 

ence to that particular community, as I would deny if the charge were 
made against any community in the State of Louisiana that that is the 
motive or the object for any personal injury that may be inflicted upon 
individuals. That is not the cause of these disturbances, and you have 
no more right to charge these disturbances and outrages, so called, to 
political motives than we have to charge to such motives what occurs 
almost every day in every State of the North, as appears by the press, 
where all sorts of outrages continually occur. People are taken out of 
jail in Western States and Northern States and hung; people are ban- 
ished from communities; lynch law exists as much at the North as it 
does at the South; and yet we of the South never pretend for amoment 
to attribute those violations of law and those outrages to political 
causes, and when the accusation is made against us we indignantly re- 
pel it because it is unfounded and it is untrue, and I do not, asa Sen- 
ator, propose to spend the money of the people of the United States for 
an investigation that will turn out to be utterly unprofitable so far as 
any legislation is concerned and is simply to make political capital for 
the Republican party. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, Ido not regard this as a question 
that we are at liberty to-consider or set aside as we choose. I think 
the consideration of this petition is a duty. The Constitution of the 
United States in language familiar to everybody says: 

Ca 2 
HIDAS e NOR etor else DADOA ae ubetigtne toe OAE SL IPASE se ofan 
press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Gov- 
ernment for a redress of grievances. 

It does not require that this petition shall be supported by the evi- 
dence necessary to induce a presentment by a grand jury. Nothingis 
said in Constitution or statute, and nothing is found in usage, to pre- 
scribe any such necessary accompaniment of a petition. It is possible 
the petitioners may be illiterate, ignorant of law, unable to present 
their case as it ought to be presented; so much the more reason why 
the sovereign Government of the nation is bound to consider it. 

But gentlemen deny that Congress has any jurisdiction. This is an 
old question after all. Section 4 of the first article of the Constitu- 
tion says: 

The times, paces, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Repre- 
senatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but the 
Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except as to 
the places of choosing Senators, 

I shall agree probably with any of the gentlemen in the general defi- 
nition of the relations between the State and the Federal Government; 
I shall acknowledge that murder might bea daily practice in any county 
of Connecticut or of the State of Texas, and the Federal Government 
be without remedy, for there is no Federal law that covers any State 
of the Union in such matters except in so much of that State as may be 
included within grants to the Federal Government for dock-yards, forts, 
&c. Everybody knows that. Everybody knows that it might so hap- 
pen that, for example, in the great State of New York there might be 
one hundred men in arms on each side contesting for the governorship 
and the control of the State, and the Federal Government would be 
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obliged to stand by idle for months, if you choose for years, theoreti- 
cally obliged, and unless these contending should in some way 
trench upon the laws of the United States concerning the postal or cus- 
toms service or the conduct of the judicial duties of its officers—in the 
absence of any such trespass on Federal rights the United States would 
be bound to stand by idle, unless the governor or Legislature of the 
State in the circumstances provided by the Constitution should make 
protest and call upon the Federal Government for its assistance. 

I acknowledge and take pride in that division of power between the 
Federal and State Governments which leaves in general the protection 
of the personal rights of the people to the local authorities. It is best 
there; and we hear enough now-a-days of tendencies to trespass upon 
what I consider not alone the rights but the duties of the States. But 
in this case and cases like it the power is not only unquestioned but 
the duty is irresistible. The Federal Government has the right to pre- 
scribe entirely the manner of choosing Senators of the United States, 
excepting only that it may not change the place selected by the State; 
and under that we have a law familiar to every body in the Senate by 
which the Federal Government prescribes the day upon which the Leg- 
islature of a sovereign State shall vote, the manner in which it shall 
vote on the first day in each House; the manner of its assembling in 
joint convention upon the second day; the duty, choice failing on that 
day, of continuing the ballot from day to day. It prescribesas much 
in detail—more in detail than any State law preceding ever did pre- 
scribe the details—of electinga United States Senator. There is similar 

power over the choosing of Representatives in the other House of Con- 


gress. 

I affirm that it is not to be denied that in case any State should fail 
to open the polls for the choice of Representatives in Congress, or 
should so conduct them as to practically deny the rights of the people, 
it would be the right and, under proper circumstances, the duty of the 
Federal Government to provide for polling places in every 
sional district in a State, to provide for the receivers and the counters 
of votes, to provide for the returns of the election direct to the Federal 
Government. Restricted as are the powers of the Federal Government 
in many respects, in whatever pertains to the maintenance of the ex- 
istence of that Government, in whatever pertains to the rightful share 
of the citizen in that Government, the power is complete, undivided, 
and unshadowed even. The relation is direct between the citizen and 
the National Government, if the Government chooses to make it so. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not read the petition carefully. Will the 
Senator inform me whether there is any allegation in this petition or 
complaint, or whatever you may choose to call it, that there has been 
any infringement of rights in an election of a United States Senator? 
Does it not refer entirely to an election for the lower House of Con- 


gress? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It refers to an election for the lower House of Con- 
gress, There were two candidates for Congress voted for at that elec- 
tion, and at three of the polling-places the boxes were destroyed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I submit to the Senator from Connecticut that 
according to his own statement, the House of Representatives has ab- 
solute jurisdiction over the subject. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was about to say that if the Republican defeated 
at that election shall contest the seat in the House of Representatives, 
that will present a question belonging to the House; but the question 
whether by the general consent and practical co-operation of a whole 
community the national rights of a citizen have been entirely denied 
and nullified is a question we have the right to consider and that we 
must consider when a citizen of the United States comes under the 
Constitution to present his grievances to this body. 

I dislike these discussions as much as anybody, and I am as much 
of a States-rights man within poe limits, I think, as any man on the 
other side of the House; but I have no doubt of my power here as a 
legislator for the National Government. 

I do not go into the details of the petition. One of the arguments, 
if it may be so called, on the other side is to defame the character of 
the petitioners. The case may be considered to be substantially ad- 
mitted by the gentlemen on the other side who say that these men had 
to leave their county because there is not public sentiment enough to 
maintain them there. That is precisely the allegation’of the petition. 

One Senator says that the motives are solely political. In one sense 
i may be so, for these three gentlemen are active and leading Repub- 

cans. 

One Senator says we have no right to charge this conduct on the part 
of Democratic citizens of Washington County, Texas, to political mo- 
tives; but the petition says these men are Republicans, and that they 
were driven out of the county because they were Republicans. The 
Senator from Texas himself says they are leading Republicans; nor does 
he allege against them any crime whatever. He speaks of them with 
characteristic contempt as ‘‘scalawags.’’ That name, I think, has be- 
come historical Everybody knows whatit means. It does not imply 
that the gentleman to whom that term may be directed is not a citizen 
of the highest personal character in the State. It does not imply that 


he may not have been even a gallant confederate soldier, as two of these 
petitioners were. Oneof them is the son of a veteran of the Texan war 
of independence, born and residing in Texas all his life, and a confed- 
erate soldier. There is no shadow resting upon his life, no charge of 
crime or dishonor; nothing to derogate from his character as a citizen; 
but he is spoken of with scorn and contempt here as ‘‘a scalawag.’’ 
That term has gone into history, and has a meaning clearly known to 
the peopleof the United States. It means only that a man of the South 
as distinguished from a man of the North is a resolute Republican in 
his own locality. It is intended to convey, no matter how much of re- 
proach and ignominy, but that is the simple fact. 

Now, sir, these men tell you in a petition which they will swear to, 
which they will bring the witnesses to prove, that on the night of the 
election, while the votes were being counted in a certain precinct, a 
number of men appeared in the well-known kuklux disguise in that 
room, that pistols were drawn, that undoubtedly the intention was todo 
what they had done in other places, destroy the ballot-boxes and reduce 
the Republican majority in that county, that one negro against the ad- 
vice of all the white Republicans—that will be proved, too, for the 
negroes were told, ‘‘ keep your guns and pistols away; don’t have any 
fighting about this matter; if there is any, let it be done by white men; 
you keep still, because they will simply massacre you ’’—but one col- 
ored man raised a shotgun and shot one of the men in disguise. That 
he was the son of a candidate was not known to the man who shot him. 
He was in that disguise and lay hours in that disguise. That issue is 
joined, and if the petitioners do not-prove it you may reproach them. 

But why should the Senator from Louisiana declare that this peti- 
tion is false, or the Senator from Delaware declare that the petition is 
false? Why should either heap reproaches on these men? They come 
here clear; prima facie they are respectable citizens of the United 
States petitioning for a redress of grievances under the law. I affirm 
that they are such, and that the evidence will show it; that they are 
residents—two of them natives of Texas, and have always been there; 
two of them confederate soldiers, and without any stain whatever on 
their character; respectable in church, respectable in society, office- 
holders year after year by the confidence of their fellow-citizens. 

The case is absolutely withouta flaw. I considered personally every 
detail of it. I did not seek any connection with the matter. This 
wandering, banished vitizen of Texas came to my room to tell me his 
ease. He said he came to find General LOGAN, and General LOGAN 
wassick. I heard his story. What could I do? Was it for me tosay, 
“I can notattend to this—I am busy,” or to shove it over on to some 
other Senator, to pass italong? That is not my habit. It came tome 
under the Constitution and the laws as a Senator of the United States, 
and I advised him as to the manner of preparing his petition, advised 
him to be careful about his evidence and his statements, questioned 
him again and again, made him write to Texas for confirmation about 
one thing and another, and then when he had prepared a respectful 
petition for a redress of grievance I presented it, and I am here to de- 
fend the right to present it and to assert the duty of theSenate to hear , 
it respectfully, and I am here also to assert my belief in the general 
truth of the statements these men have made. They state a grievance 
within the reach of the Congress of the United States—a grievance law- 
fully and honorably presented. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I had no knowledge of any of the 
circumstances or of the existence of any foundation for the complaint 
that forms the subject of the petition and of the action of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, until the matter was opened in 
that body. What had already taken place on that subject was the 
presentation of the petition by these citizens of Texas and of the United 
States making a case of grievance, of oppression, and of denial and sup- 
pression of the right of suffrage at n Congressional election. Of the 
completeness and gravity of the subject complained of, and of the 
definiteness and accuracy of the details which supported the imputa- 
tion, no one on reading this petitioncan doubt. When presented here 
there was no hesitation on the part of the Senate in receiving it as one 
suitable for entertainment here—respectful, grave, and important, 
Then it was referred to this committee having charge of such consider- 
ations, and that committee has reported these resolutions after an ex- 
amination and discussion of this petition. 

What now is the Senate asked to do? It is asked to take order for 
an examination into this very matter as it has occurred in the State 
of Texas. What is the objection to that? It can not be made an ob- 
jection that the subject-matter is not within the jurisdiction of the 
United States legislation. It is quite true that as separated from legis- 
lation now in existence and legislation that may be contemplated in 
guarding and preserving the integrity of the suffrage at Federal elec- 
tions, this subject is within that purview. 

It may be said that this is a matter which has been bandied about, 
if you please, for many years under the imputation of false aceusa- 
tions on the one side and of unredressed grievances on the other. 
When now there is an opportunity, which, looking at it from one 
side and the other of this Chamber, might be rightly treated in the 
same spirit and in the same purpose, are we to be turned off from the 
grave and responsible duty brought to our attention by treating it in 
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advance as a matter of political agitation and of political contumely 
and reproach? 

for myself, it seems to me that there could be no circumstance in 
time or fact that,would give a better opportunity to realize to the 
people of this country whether these grievances were real, or whether 
they were false and political for breeding ill-blood between the sections 
of the country. This occurred in the open daylight. This occurred 
during a period of several days, down to the final expulsion of these 
men. Itwas in a populous and, let us suppose, a prosperous region in 
Texas. Can it be true that such things are to be done in that popula- 
tion, and no voice either of justice or of public opinion or of interven- 
tion by the authorities of the law raised to touch or care for such an 
occurrence? If so, it rises from the condition of a private grievance to 
a wide and important public mischief regarding the suffrage and re- 
garding the freedom of the suffrage. 

If, on the other hand, this is but the aggravation of politics, if it is 
the timidity of timorous men, if there be no array of the public and 
the coemikaty against these men, but whatever there has been of 
severity or of injury has been of private malice, then it is of great im- 

rtance to this country, it is of great importance to the State of Texas, 
it is of great importance to the Southern people, that now, when there 
is in their hands an opportunity to prove, under the authority of the 
Senate of the United States, that these are wavings of the bloody shirt 
and meant to affect elections, I can not conceive that the Senator from 
Louisiana could find a better time than now to have this investigation. 
He spoke of it as unusual to be thus far in advance of the election. 
Why, Mr. President, in that regard it is wisely and happily timed, and 
also in the fact that it immediately follows after an election, a prompt 
complaint, a prompt inquiry, a well-drawn indictment in all its details, 
a subje for investigation, so that now we have before us not only the 
question of these outrages, which may have occurred, or their refuta- 
tion if they have not occurred, but an opportunity to inspect, in the 
presence of the people of the United States, this larger, and graver, and 
more serious problem of whether there is an array in communities that 
makes it impossible that freedom in the suffrage should be enjoyed. 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that there is any community in the 
Northern country, I hope there is not but an exceptional case in the 
Southern country, where the operation of the personal right of suffrage 
is an indifferent subject to the people of the United States, when its 
operation is not only affected by temporary and casual irritation and 
excitement, but there is an absolute and complete array, however 
circumscribed, of an opinion and a purpose that the suffrage shall not 
be free. If in the city of New York, or in the city of Chicago, or in 
any of the smaller cities of the North it should be claimed here, upon 
an exhibition of facts like those now detailed, that there had been a 
denial of the right of suffrage and that the community had been indif- 
ferent, and the authorities of justice had not put its powers in opera- 
tion, and it should be shown that thus in a single case an opportunity 
was given of throwing the whole weight and power of the Government 
of the United States, I do not believe that, in respect to Federal elec- 
tions, such suppression of rights would be allowed to go without in- 
quiry. If by any combination—casual if you please, temporary it is 
to be hoped—of organized opinion and action such a suppression pre- 
vnils in any case, it deserves the attention of Congress. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Louisiana has said that he repels 
these imputations, Would it not be better instead of repelling these 
imputations that these imputations should be proved to be false? 
Certainly there is no disposition in this Chamber, there is no disposi- 
tion in the interest of politics, that I know of, that there should be a 
false and spurious agitation on any of these subjects. But when there 
does come to us an opportunity to ascertain the facts, in the interest of 
peace, in the interest of good feeling, in the interest of the suppression 
of false accusations and large and extravagant imputations upon neigh- 
borhoods and upon communities, why should we not seize this oppor- 
tunity and by a general vote on both sides of this Senate show that, 
with the Senator from Texas, who repels and repudiates the basis and 
substance of these imputations, an opportunity will be afforded to dis- 
prove them? Let us not present the opportunity through the Senate 
to inflame public opinion by refused opportunities of investigation. If 
the allegations made should be discountenanced by the actual exami- 
nation, that would prove that. what is here alleged is a false and inju- 
rious imputation. 

Now, I have not formed the least opinion. I am as free to accept the 
result of examination that should favor the views presented by the 
Senator from Texas as that which should be presented by these humble 
petitioners, I have only spoken thus far in the committee, and speak 
thus far here, to say that there is now presented to the Senate an op- 
portunity, as I hope by common acceptance, to investigate a matter 
that by law and the Constitution is within our rightful inspection, and 
that under the circumstances presented to us, freed entirely from polit- 
ical agitation impending, to ascertain whether there be or be not foun- 
dation for such imputations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I eall for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to offer an amendment to the resolu- 
tion, after the word “‘ be,” in the fourth line of the first resolution. 

The object of the amendment is to require that this investigation 
shall be in the county of Washington, in the State of Texas. ‘That is 
the point where it is alleged these wrongs occurred, and that is the 
point where the committee should go to make the inquiry. 

I was a member of the committee to investigate affairs in Copiah 
County, in the State of Mississippi, and the committee took up their 
residence in the Saint Charles Hotel, in the city of New Orleans, 140 
miles from Copiah County, away from the scene where the wrongs were 
alleged to have occurred; and I suppose that unless the Senate in- 
struct the committee to go to Washington County, Texas, to make this 
investigation there the people of Washington County will be investi- 
gated away from themselves and outside of the State. I want the 
committee, therefore, to have the examination, if this resolution should 
pass, in the county where the troubles are said to have occurred. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope that amendment will be rejected. The com- 
mittee should have the discretion left with them to decide where they 
shall conduct the investigation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendmentof the Senator from 
Delaware will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after the word ‘‘be,’’ it is proposed 
to insert— 

And that such investigation shall be made in Washington County, Texas, 
where the alleged wrongs are said to have occurred. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Senator from Florida 
proceeds, the Chair is in doubt—not having been present yesterday at 
2 o0’clock—whether the agricultural experiment-station bill is the 
unfinished business. The Chair believes that the motion which was 
adopted displaces that bill as the unfinished business, and gives several 
other bills a priority to it, but such evidently was not the understand- 
ing of the Senate at the time. The Chair wishes to be instructed as to 

is duty. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope we shall proceed with the pending resolution, 
We can take up the unfinished business afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate Seii witli the consideration of the resolution 
which has been under discussion until it be disposed of. 

Mr. GEORGE. Would that displace the unfinished business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will then come up as 
to what is the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate will undoubtedly agree that it shall not 
displace the pendingorder, They can take up the pending order again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts to continue. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to say a word, lest there be any ques- 
tion on this point. I had the honor to be in the chair at the time the 
unfinished business was reached at 2 o'clock yesterday afternoon, and 
the experiment-station bill was laid aside. I think I am correct in 
saying that the understanding of the Senate was that it should be the 
unfinished business for to-day. The Senator from Mississippi espe- 
cially said, ‘‘I will not make any contest against this constitutional 
amendment if it can be agreed that it shall not permanently displace 
the experiment-station bill,” and nobody objected. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope that we shall proceed with the unfinished 
business. It has been laid over now for about four weeks, and I think 
we can dispose of it to-day if we get it up, I hope the Senate will not 
take any action which will prevent the disposal of that bill to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I, ofcourst, have no objection to that bill being taken 
up and becoming the unfinished business, but upon yesterday at 2 
o’clock when the unfinished business was laid before the Senate the 
Senator from New Hampshire proposed to move that it be informally 
laid aside in order that he might ask the Senate to consider the woman 
suffrage resolution. I raised the question of order that such a motion 
was not in order, that we must first in some way dispose of the unfin- 
ished business. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire then moved to post- 
pone the consideration of the unfinished business until to-morrow. By 
a majority of the Senate it was so postponed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Until 2 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was after 2 o'clock when it was disposed of, and 
it was postponed until to-day at 2o0’clock. Thatmotion was sustained 
by a majority of the Senate. Then a majority of the Senate voted to 
proceed to consider the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
That is the exact state of the transaction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the mo- 
tion to postpone made by the Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. BLAIR] 
would displace the bill; but it was evidently the unanimous consent, 
or rather the understanding of the Senate, that the agricultural bill 
should be taken up to-day. The question now is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] that the Senate continue the 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Unanimous consent was asked to informally lay aside 
the unfinished business so that it might holdits place. I objected, and 
therefore no such agreement was made; hence the Senator from New 
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Hampshire had to resort to the motion to postpone in order to get his 
joint resolation before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The motion of the Senator from Massachusetts is 
certainly in order. « 

Mr. BLAIR. It was the distinct understanding yesterday that the 
unfinished business as a matter parliamentarily considered was simply 
postponed until to-day at 2 o'clock, but not displaced. It may have 
been an error, but it was the universal understanding, I think, that it 
comes up at 2 o’clock to-day as unfinished business as though no action 
had been taken. . 

Mr. VEST. I ask consent now to move to take up the bill (S. 2288) 
to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
now. 

Mr. HOAR. I think we can finish this resolution in a few minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to continue the consideration of the pending resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

REN and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded tocall 
the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] on all political questions, and 

.I therefore announce my pair with him on this question. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay”’ and I suppose he would vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY], now absent. If he were here I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called.) I am paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], otherwise I should 
vote ‘“‘nay.” 

Mr, BECK (when the name of Mr. VOORHEES was called.) The 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] is paired with his colleague, 
[Mr. HARRISON], having transferred the pair of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JoNES] to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], 
who would vote ‘‘ nay” if here. 

‘The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. When my name was called I supposed I was paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], but as he has 
since voted, I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ : 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. 
Nevada [Mr. Farr]. 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MILLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I have had a 
standing pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. I 
saw him in the Chamber to-day and therefore supposed that he would be 
here to vote on this and all other questions; but as he is not here he 
undoubtedly me to maintain the pair. I therefore announce 
the pair with the Senator from West Virginia and withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 26; as follows: 


No such motion can be entertained 


I am paired with the Senator from 
If he were here I should vote “‘ yea;’’ he would 


YEAS—33. 
Allison, Evarts, Mahone, Sewell, 
Blair, I, Manderson Sherman, 
Bowen, Frye, Mitchell of Pa, Spooner, 
Chace, Hale, Morrill, ller, 
Cheney, Hawley, Palmer, Will 
Conger, Hoar, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Edmunds, McMillan, Sawyer, 

NAYS—26. 
Beck, Colquitt, Harris, ce, 
oe Custis, Jones of Arkansas, V: 
Blackburn, George, McPherson, Walthall, 

rown, Gibson, Morgan, Whitthorne, 
l, Gorman, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Gray, Ransom, 
Coke, Hampton, Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—17 

Aldrich, Fair, Miller, Van Wyck, 
Butler, n, Mitchell of Oregon, Voorhees. 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Cameron, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Dawes, Maxey, Stanford, 


So the motion was to; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the resolution reported yesterday by Mr. HoAR, from the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
aor and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iwill announce for the 
last time my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON. ] 
If he were present, I should vote “yea” and he would vote “nay” 
on this question. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (when his name was called). I am 


paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. If he were here 
I should vote ‘‘ nay ” and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
28, nays 32; as follows: 2 


YEAS—28. 
Beck, Colquitt, Harris, Ransom, 
Berry, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, George, Kenna, Vance, 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Morgan, Walthall, 
; Gray, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Hampton, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—32. 
Allison, Evarts, McMillan, Sabin, 
Blair, Farwell, one, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Frye, Manderson, Sewell, 
Chace, Hale, Miller, Sherman, 
Cheney, Hawley, Mitchell of Pa, Spooner, 
Conger, oar, Morrill, Teller, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Palmer, Williams, 
Edm Jones of Nevada, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—16. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Dolph, Maxey Stanford, 
Camden, Fair, Mitchell of Oreg. Van Wyck, 
Cameron, Harrison, Plumb, Voorhees. 


So the amendment was rejected. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the resolution, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to make any speech on 
the pending resolution, but I wish to say that there is an objection to 
it which does not concern the subject-matter to which it relates, and 
that is the distrust of the people of the country which the resolution 
asserts. Itisan attack upon the greatorganic principle of this Govern- 
ment that the safety and security of human life and property safely 
rests in the public opinion of the communities where the people live 
and where the property is situated. It is a declaration that the Senate 
of the United States, separated widely from thesympathies of the people, 
undertakes to declare that the people of the different States and com- 
munities can not be trusted with their own protection, but seventy-six 
men here can exercise power over them in their local affairs. It is an 
attack upon the very life of our Government and our institutions, and 
is a declaration in favor of monarchy and aristocratic forms of power, 
and the tendency of much of our legislation and all such resolutions is 
in this direction. y 

Suppose it is true that the whole people of Washington County, in 
Texas, are a set of ruthless violators of the law, unrestrained by prin- 
ciple or by religion, as the resolution asserts. Suppose you go beyond 
that, and assert that the people of the State of Texas are utterly de- 
praved and can not be trusted with the protection of life and property 
in their midst, what do you then say but that the people are un- 
worthy of trust and confidence, and that the people of a particular lo- 
cality alone can be trusted with the functions which the Constitution 
has declared shall be reposed inthem everywhere? What do you say 
but that great communities of people of States are incapable of self- 
government, and must be governed by centralized power, even in re- 
spect to the protection of life and property? What do we say but that 
the government under the Constitution and the Union must be sub- 
verted by the Senate and a new government made? 

That is the objection to all of this character of legislation. While 
it is within the competency of the Senate to inquire as to anything, 
and it has power to do it whether it concerns the country or not, this 
is a declaration that we distrust the people, and declare that they can 
not be trusted with the protection of life and property, and the dis- 
charge of the duties which are imposed upon them under our form of 
government. I shall vote against it for this reason: I think our pres- 
ent form of government under our Constitution and laws is better 
than that which the resolution proposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the resolution. . 

The ET saeco to call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (when his name was called). On this 
question I am paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. If 
he were here I should vote ‘‘yea,’’ and he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. VooRHEES’s name was called). I desire to 
announce that upon this question the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] is paired with his colleague [Mr. HARRISON]. If the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] were present he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to announce that the Senator from Indiana 
Mr. HARRISON], as has been stated by the Senator from Kentucky 
Mr. Beck], is paired with his colleague [Mr. VOORHEES]. If the 

Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] were present he would vote 
yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I have a general pair with the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL]. He has not voted, and therefore I refrain 
from voting. If he were present I should vote for the resolution. 
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The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 

Aldrich, Evarts, * McMillan, Sawyer, 
lair, Farwell, Mahone, Sewell, 

Bowen, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 
Chase, Hale, Miller, Spooner, 
Cheney, Hawley, Mitchell of Pa., Telier, 
Conger, Hoar, Morrill, Williams 
Cullom, Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 

NAYS—26. 
Beck, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Berry, George, Kenna, ance, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McPherson, Vest, | 
Brown, Gorman, Morgan, Walthall, 
Call, Gray, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Hampton, Pogh, 
Colquitt, Hati Ransom, 

ABSENT—19. 

Allison, Dawes, Maxey, Stanford, 
Butler, Dolph, Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
Camden, Fair, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Harrison, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Riddlcberger, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GEORGE. I move to take up the bill (S. 372) to establish 
agricultural experiment-stations in connection with the colleges estab- 
lished in the several States under the provisions of an act approved 
July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto. 

The PRESIDENT pro ag Cr Ce question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr, . Imove, as an amendment to that motion, to take up 
Senate bill 2288, which is a special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is bound to hold that the 
amendment is not in order. The rule provides that a motion to take 
up a particular bill can not be amended by a motion to take up an- 
other bill. 

Mr. VEST. Is itin order to move to postpone the agricultural bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such a motion would not be in or- 
der until after it is taken up. `. 

Mr. VEST. I shall make a motion, if itis taken up, to lay it aside. 

Mr. BECK. 1 desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. I ask 
whether Senate bill 2578 is not the next regular special order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By strict iamentary rule the 
bill in charge of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has lost 
its priority, and the bill referred to by the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Reck], which is called the railroads attorneys’ bill, is the first 
special order. But the motion of the Senator from Mississippi to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the agricultural bill is in order. 

Mr. BECK. Then Senate bill 2578 is the first regular special order 
after the agricultural bill is disposed of? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis. 

Mr. HARRIS. Without a motion to take up the agricultural bill, 
I suppose the bill referred to by the Senator from Kentucky would be 
the special order for to-day, would it not? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It stands at the head of the ial 
orders, and would come up next after the agricultural bill, if the latter 
bill be now taken up. The question is upon agreeing to the motion of 


the Senator from Mississippi to proceed to the consideration of the agri- 
cultural bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. ‘There were three special orders, and we disposed of one 
of them yesterday. Now thereare two. I haveno objection to taking 


up the special orders as they come. The bill to which I refer has been 
on the Calendar over seven months. 

Mr. CULLOM. To what bill does the Senator refer? 

Mr. VEST. I refer to the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic 
and Pacific Ship-Railway ‘Company, and for other purposes. Unless 
that bill is taken up and disposed of at the present session it is the end 
of the whole project; no work can be done during the coming summer. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think we can get through with the agricultural 
bill in an hour or two. 

Mr. VEST. Ishall not make a motion to pone it. I want to 
have the bills taken up as they are named in the list of special orders. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT-STATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural experiment-stations in 
connection with the colleges established in the several States under the 
provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplement- 
ary thereto, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. PLUMB, in section 4, line 4, after the word ‘‘agriculture,’’ to strike 
out all down toand including the word ‘‘ based,”’ in line 7, as follows: 


‘To determine annually a standard of the ingredients of commercial Metili 
opon which the analysis of such fertilizers, as far as made by said stations, shal 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when this bill was last before the 
Senate I was addressing the Senate on what I supposed to be a moon 
to strike out the fourth section. At all events, the objections to the 
bill that I was arguing at the time went to the fourth section. 

My objection to the bill is really this, that it does not place within 
the power of the States any control over this subject. The bill merely 
contains a declaration that money is appropriated to the States—$15,000 
to each State—for the purpose of maintaining these agricultural ex- 
perimental farms, and then, as I observed when I had the floor on this 
bill before, the bill proceeds immediately after making that declara- 
tion, which can scarcely be called an appropriation, to require that 
this money shall be put into the hands of such agent or officer as the 
boards of trustees may appoint for the purpose of receiving the money. 
It then requires in its next provision that the board of trustees or other 
governing body of the college at which such station is located shall file 
an agreement as to the method of disbursing this fund; that they will 
maintain a farm of 25 acres in connection with the college, and that 
they will in other respects execute the provisions of the law in good 
faith. Then follows a provision, which I will read: 


And shall also baye executed and filed with said Secretary— 
That is, the Secretary of the Treasury— 


their bond in the penal sum of $15,000, with two suficient sureties, a ved 
by the clerk of a court of record in such State, conditioned on the faithful ex- 
penditure of and accounting for all moneys so received. ‘ 


I object that while this is a formal declaration of an appropriation to 
the States for the purpose of maintaining these experimental farms, it 
is really no appropriation at all. The very first step you take after 
making the appropriation is to require that the payment of the money 
shall be made into the hands of a person selected, not by the State, but 
selected by the board of trustees, and from that time forward all ac- 
countability is to the Government of the United States, and that ac- 
countability is secured by a bond which is made payable to the United 
States on the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I think that the friends of this bill ought to place the control of 
these agricultural colleges and experimental stations entirely in the 
hands of the States. That is the effect of the act creating the colleges. 
The of the United States did not provide the manner in which 
boards of trustees or other agents of the colleges should be elected, but 
the scrip arising from the public lands, or the scrip that was issued as 
an incumbrance or lien upon public lands, was all placed in the hands 
of the States to be by them employed under certain conditions and 
regulations in the establishment and conduct of these colleges, 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the laws of Alabama 
enacted to carry into effect the agricultural coll 
States. In the last constitution of that State, which was adopted in 
1875, in section 9, of article 13, it is declared: 

The State University and the Agricultural and Mechanical Coll shall each 
be under the m ent and control of a rd of trustees. The board for 
the university shall consist of two members from the Congressional district 
in which the university is located, and one from each of the other Congres- 
sional districts in the State. The board for the Agricultural and Mechanical 


College 1 consist of two members from the Congressional district in which 
the college is located, and one from each of the other Congressional districts in 
the State. Said trustees 


and those of the second class in four years, and those of the third class at the 
end of six years from the date of appointment, so that one-third may be chosen 
biennally. No trustee shall receive any pay or emolument other than his actual 
expenses incurred in the discharge of his duties as such, The governor shall 
be ex oficio president, and the superintendent of education ex oficio a member 
of each of said board of trustees, 


We find there that in the constitution of the State, predicated upon 
these acts of Congress, we have incorporated these agricultural colleges 
as a part of the State government, and have imposed such obligations 
upon the Legislature in respect of them that we are compelled to pur- 
sue this precise course in the administration, and the Legislature of 
that State can not give to one of these boards of trustees any compen- 
sation for their services beyond the actual expenses incurred in the 
performance of their official duties. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will state to the Senator from Alabama that the 
committee have agreed to strike out the provision in the bill requiring 
a bond. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I have not any more remarks to make about 
that subject. But I think the committee ought now to proceed further 
than to give the legislative control of these agricultural establishments 
into the hands of the States, and not reserve the direction of these col- 
leges in the hands of the Department of Agriculture or wherever else 
you propose to put it. 

By the laws of Alabama the board of directors have the election of a 
president and a competent and sufficient corps of instructors, &c,, who 
shall constitute the ty of the college, and each one of the faculty 
shall receive such salary as may be fixed by the board. Then connected 
with that is a military department. The law provides that there 
shall be established by the board a military department of the college, 
and the board of directors shall elect a commandant and such other 
officers as may be necessary for the department. The law furtherpro- 


laws of the United - 


1837. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1039 


vides that the president of the college shall make a report to the Gen- 
eral Assembly at the commencement of each session of the amount of 


funds received under this chapter, the expenditure of the same, and | also, 


the general operations and condition of the college. 

Now, this $15,000 the president of the board would be required to 
account for to the State Legislature annually, and yet he is required 
by the bill to account for it to the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States. The effect of the bill, if these provisions are kept in, 
is that the Government of the United States require the accounts to be 
rendered annually, and that duty is devolved upon officers of the State, 
appointed under the constitution of the State, than whom there.can be 
no others provided by law in Alabama, and they are also to be officers 
of the Government of the United States, accountable to that Govern- 
ment for the administration of this fund. 

There is no necessity at all, it seems to me, for getting the bill into 
such a condition. Let the control of the fund be in the hands of one 
government or the other, and if we must have officers of the United 
States Government to administer this fund, so far as Alabama is con- 
cerned, do not put that duty upon those officers who are mentioned in 
the constitution of the State as being the officers of the agricultural 
college in that State. 

That difficulty can be very easily remedied if the committee see 
proper to do it. At the proper time, after other amendments are dis- 

` posed of, I shall move an amendment which I think will have the ef- 
fect of correcting the bill in the event that the committee themselves 
do not come forward with some proposition of that character. 

There is one other matter. I notice that in the sixth section it is 
made the duty of the boards of trustees of these colleges to keep up and 
maintain a farm of 25 acres in connection with each college. Precisely 
what that means I do not know. Does it mean a farm upon landsad- 
jacent to and connected in that way with the college, or a farm which 
may be under the control of the board in some other part of the State? 
I do not understand it. 

I wish now to inform the committee and the Senate how that pro- 
vision would operate in Alabama. Our State has contributed money 
for the parpose of establishing an agricultural experimental station. 
We made varions efforts to establish a farm of that kind in connection 
with the college at Auburn, but Auburn happens to be in a healthy, 
piney-woods region of country, and the place was selected on that ac- 
count, The land there is very sandy, and very poor, whereas the great 
body of agricultural land in Alabama that is of any E value for ag- 
ricultural purposes is found in the limestone formations of the valley 
of the Tennessee River and the shell-lime formations, as they are called, 
of the black belt in Centraland Southern Alabama, that belt correspond- 
ing in its geao structure, I believe, with the southern part of Illi- 
nois and Indiana, the true black-belt prairie. 

It is obvious, and we have proved it by experience in Ala- 
bama, experiments of an agricultural nature made upon these sand 
lands are of no value when you come to apply them to the prairie lands 
and to the red lands, and yet very much the and most product- 
ive portion of the lands in Alabama fit for agriculture are either red 
lime lands or else they are black prairie lands. 

So, if the meaning of the sixth section is that the farm shall be in 
actual juxtaposition to or with the college, it will be very unfortunate 
inourState. After we had established an agricultural experimental sta- 
tion out in the prairies in Alabama, and had resorted to all the modern 
methods of ditching and tiling for drainage, &c., we found that the 
pions were getting information of & valuable character in regard to the 
fertilization of those lands and the best manner of treating them, and 
our experimental station has done very well. 

I should be very glad indeed, if this bill is to be passed, that there 
should be a provision in it that the States also might contribute to the 
extent that they saw proper funds for the assistance of these stations, 
In Alabama, for instance, I should like to have two stations, one in 
the poorer region of the State, where the agricultural power of the 
land might be properly developed, and it might be ascertained what 
were the best classes of fertilizers for that sort of land, and the other 
where we now have our experimental station, in the black belt, so that 
we could get two or even three sections of the State informed through 
these experimental stations of the best methods of agriculture. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to make 
an explanation which I think will assist him in the matter? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The object of having the experimental farm con- 
nected with the college is that the fund contributed may be under the 
control of the agricultural professors, who are supposed to be able to 
give it intelligent supervision. 

There is another object. It is of very great importance, in my opin- 
ion, that, as was intended, the labor on the experimental farms shall be 
done by the students at the colleges, and that the money shall be ex- 
pended in part in aiding the pupils attending the college who do the 
work on the farms, I happen to be a trustee of the agricultural col- 
lege in the State of Mississippi, now in very successful operation, and 
our experience is that a great many young men go to that college who 
do not possess the means to pay their board and sustain themselves 
during the time of their attendance, and who are materially aided by 
the disbursements made out of the college fund for labor done by them 


on the college farm. I myselfregard this provision requiring the farm 
to bein connection with the college as very important in that view 


Mr. MORGAN. It would be important in that view, for I was at a 
loss to know how the committee expected to have these farms worked. 
whether by hired laboror by the compulsory labor of the students, and 
I am gratified to find that the committee are of the opinion that the 
students can furnish the labor necessary by hiring them and paying 
them proper compensation to work the farms. > 

It will be observed that the development of agriculture through ex- 
periment, through practical experience at the farm in Auburn, Ala., 
would be of very little advantage and perhaps of no advantage at all, 
as I have stated, to the people who occupy the red lands of the Ten- 
nessee Valley and the lands of the black belt, the cretaceous belt, in Ala- 
bama. j 


So it would be almost impracticable in that State to do any service 
at all if you based your experimental farm upon the labor to be ob- 
tained from the students in the college. The country around the col- 
lege is not fitted to it, is not suited to it. We tried it and failed at it. 
We could not do any good with it, and had to transfer it, as I re- 
marked, into the black lands, a distance probably nearly 100 miles 
away from Auburn, where our college is located, before we could ac- 
complish anything. I mention these difficulties in order to show the 
committee that the bill in that particular needs amendment. 

If you will give this money to the State of, Alabama and allow that 
State to use it in the establishment of experimental farms you will 
find a very much better result than Congresscan be in any gen- 
eral act of legislation. Of course we have got to make all of our legis- 
lation here uniform; it must apply alike to all parts of the country; 
and when we come to make a practical application of this measure we 
shall find mo we arennable to ve justice to and to promote the real 
purposes of the act we are now endeavoring to pass. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to explain one point 
there? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I take it that the Senator’s criticisms upon the bill, 
from the temper in which they are made, are intended to point out 
real objections to it, and to have the bill amended so that it may be 
in the best form possible for the good of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unquestionably. 

Mr. GEORGE. The answer to one of the Senator’s objections, I 
think he will find in this, that $15,000 is not n sum large enough to be 
divided between two separate agricultural stations; that when the labor 
is paid for, when the experiments of the character desi are paid 
for, and when the other things, for instance the publication of results, 
bulletins, &c., are paid for, the whole sum will be consumed. 

I wish to to the Senator from Alabama that if he will read 
section 2 he discover that the real objects of the experimental sta- 
tions can be accomplished without reference to the character of the 
soil. If, however, as the Senator suggested in a former part of his re- 
marks, it be preferred in his State that the State should aid in estab- 
lishing two agricultural colleges, one in the sandy district, and one in 
the lime district, that purpose could be met by the State maintaining 
one, and another being maintained under this bill. Nearly g 
required by section 2 to be done can be well done without ce 
really to the character of the soil. £ 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave noticed the dificulties which are presented 
in the suggestions of the Senator from Mississippi, and it is one of the 
defects of this bill, that there is not money enough init. There ought 
to be more than $15,000 given to each State. Some of the States have 
two tural colleges. It would be a very poor show, I think, to 
divide $15,000 between two colleges in any State. 

Mr. GEORGE. The bill provides that in that case the Legislature 
of the State may all of the appropriation to one of the colleges. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should prefer, where a State has two colleges, 
that each of the colleges should receive $15,000, because it is just as 
essential to have each college at work at this matter as itis to have one 
of them, where the State is large enough and has population enough to 
have established two colleges. : 

I wish to call attention to the remark of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi that the objects which are mentioned in the second section 
are of such a character as that they may be entirely developed and well 
prosecuted inany part of theState of Alabama, forinstance. Itis known 
in the Southern States, it is known everywhere, I suppose, that that 
part of the country in which I happen to reside is one of the finest in 
the world for the production of peaches, apples, and pears. Where 
you get a soil that is suited to the trees in some portions of the State 
of Alabama, fruits of this character are produced in great abundance 
and in splendid varieties, the finest in ecg! of fruits; but in the 
black belt, that immense sweep of shell land, it is impossible to get a 
peach tree, an apple tree, or a pear tree to live more than four or five 
years. The consequence is that that part’of the State is abandoned, 
so far as fruit culture is concerned, except for smali fruit and very few 
of the varieties. If this experimental farm is to be worth anything at 
all, it ought, I think, to develop some means by which the portions ot 
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the State adapted to fruit culture should become an orchard country ; 
but you may make your experiments at Auburn, in the sand landa, be 
a hundred years, and you will prove nothing at all in respect of the 
ene apg of growing fruit trees and preserving them in the black 
I do not know anything through which we could really do more ot 
advantage to the country from the revelations of these experiments 
than in the direction I have just been stating; but there are other 
matters of equally great value in which the difference between the 
soils of the State in which I live is so marked that certain plants and 
certain vegetables will not grow in portions of the State that grow in 
other portions. The very best natural fertilizer that I know of in my 
State, and I think all farmers there concede it, next to cotton-seed, 
is what we call the cornfield pea, or the black-eyed pea. That grows 
abundantly in all parts of the State and it is used as a fertilizing crop, 
turned under like clover very often. After the peas are ripened in the 
pod, and when the vine is green, large ploughs turn the whole crop 
under and produce a very fine and durable effect in fertilizing, because 
the vine is said to contain more saltpeter than almost any other that 


can be named that grows in the Southern States. The farmers in the 


cretaceous belt do not grow the black-eyed pea at all, for the reason 
that in consequence of some peculiarity of the soil it will kill all the 
stock that eats it. They have to abandon the cultivation of it. It is 
grown almost exclusively in the sand lands and upon the red-clay 
lands. I should think that this experimental farm might solve that 
difficulty, and if it was conducted in the black lands would certainly 
have a better opportunity through experiment of curing this trouble 
than any other means. There are a number of forage plants that do 
very finely in one section of the State of Alabama, but will not grow 
apparently, or with very ill success, in other parts of the State, with 
the same climate, the same amount of rainfall, the same conditions in 
every respect, except a difference in soil. 

Mr, GEORGE. Does not the Senator see that if his objections are 
valid against the passage of this bill, they would be valid against any 
bill which did not provide money enough to have an agricultural ex- 
perimental station in every portion of the State which had a distinct 
variety of soil and a different soil from the other portions? 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps it may turn out that way, and that in the 
course of time we shall have these experimental stations in every part 
of the State that has any great quantity of distinct soil from the rest 
of the State; but what I insist upon is that the committee ought to 
raise the amount they name in the bill; that there ought to be $30,000 
named in the bill instead of $15,000, and that a State ought to have 
the right to establish two or more agricultural experimental “arms. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to answer that point, 
because I think he wants to get at what is right? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no objection to $30,000 or $40,000 being 
donated to agricultural experimental stations in each State, but the 
committee doubt whether a larger sum than $15,000 would meet the 
sanction of Con If I may be allowed, without violating the rules 
of the Senate, I will state that is the sum agreed upon by the committee 
of the House of Representatives at the last session as well as the com- 
mittee of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the country feels any interest in these agricult- 
ural stations or farms it will justify us in voting all the money that 
is necessary to carry them on, for théy are either worth nothing or they 
are worth a very large amount of money to the country. 

Mr. GEORGE. As it is an experiment whether these stations are 
to be worth anything or not, would it not be better, I submit to the 
Senator from Alabama, to commence with a smaller sum, and if it 
shall be found out by actual experience that these stations are very 
valuable and that the sum appropriated is too small, itcan be raised 
from time to time, as the necessities of the case may demand. 

Mr. MORGAN. We had better start with one farm in each State, 
equipped with $30,000, than to start with one farm in each State that 
has two colleges, equipped with only $15,000, the State having popu- 
lation enough to justify two colleges. 

We have plenty of means in a fund which I hope the Senator from 
Mississippi will consent may be resorted to for the purpose of raising 
this money, and that is the fund arising from the sales of public 
lands. During the past fiscal year we received in cash from these sales 
$7,412,767.31. This bill calls, I think, for $540,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. Including the Territories, probably $600,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Say $600,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is approximately correct. 

Mr. MORGAN. We can take the cash sales for the last year and 
give $600,000 of that money and yet have nearly $7,000,000 in the 
Treasury of the United States derived from the sale of public lands. 
If there is any purpose to which the proceeds of the sales of the pub- 
lic lands could be properly applied for the benefit of the States, it is 
agriculture, agricultural experiment, agricultural development, the 
benefit of agriculture. TE 

Take the lands that we dispose of to those who have no homes now 


and who are buying them at public sales and otherwise, and let the 
proceeds go as far as may be necessary to the establishment of these 
agricultural experiments. Here is money enough, at the rate the Sen- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 26, 


ator from Mississippi states that the bill calls for, to sustain all of these 
colleges that we appropriate for here for ten or twelve years. There is 
no danger of the failure of the fund. The public lands are becoming 
more and more valuable every day, and those lands which are open to 
sale, as they are in the State of Alabama, are being now resorted to 
rapidly by people who are buying them. So there is no danger of the 
failure of the fund. 

I claim that this bill ought to rest upon that fund, and that while 
we aretrying to makesomething of these agricultural experimental sta- 
tions we ought to make all we can of them, and equip them with a 
sufficient amount of money to insure their success so far as appropria- 
tions go, and place the whole subject in the hands of the States. 

The money arising from the proceeds of the sales of public lands, it 
can not be too often repeated, is a trust fund in the hands of Congress, 
made so by the terms of the deeds of cession themselves, for the bene- 
fit of the States, as well those States that had no public domain out- 
side of their own borders, as those States that had very vast areas 
which they transferred to the Government of the United States by 
deed. The trust inheres in the land, and however much we may have 
neglected it or abused it, the trust still remains, and it is just as in- 
cumbent upon Congress this day to apply the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands to the benefit of the States, they not being needed forany 
other public purpose, as it would be incumbent upon a guardian to pay 
out for the clothing and education of a child in his custody, the child 
not being sick but well, and therefore not needing any doctors’ bills 
to be paid or personal expenses of that kind that had prior demand or 
lien upon the funds in his hands. a 

I grant you, when on the sale of public land the money goes into the 
Treasury, that for the purposes of war, or the payment of war debts, 
or for any other great national purpose of protection which the Gov- 
ernment gives to the farmers persons interested in public lands, 
we have a perfect right to resort to this fund for all purposes of that 
kind; but when we get into the condition that we are now in, when we 
have a full and overflowing Treasury and no need of this income of 
$7,000,000 a year for the payment of our national debts, not having any 
debts within reach that we can pay with the money, then let us allow 
the real and the express purposes of the trust to fasten upon the money 
in the Treasury of the United States, and let it be expended for the 
benefit of the States who reserved that right and use init. I have no 
objection to that. I would devote every dollar of this money, as it 
comes into the Treasury of the United States, in aid of the school fund 
of any State, because in doing so I should find that I was merely ex- 
ecuting a trust to my own State, imposed upon me at the time it came 
into the Union. and a trust reposed not actually in the Government of 
the United States, but in the Congress of the United States; for that is 
the language of the deeds of cession. 

This question has been so clearly settled in various decisions of the 
Supreme Court in cases which arose in Alabama that my attention was 
very closely drawn to it for years and years past, before I came to the 
Senate, and I never could lose sight of the fact that the Government of 
the United States was, after all, holding the whole public domain in 
Alabama in trust for the benefit of that State and the other States of 
the American Union. ‘That is the nature of the trust; and whenever 
we have our coasts clear and no necessity for the money to be applied 
to some great overpowering national necessity in which the whole coun- 
try is equally interested; whenever we get into that happy condition 
that we are now in, when we do not know what to do with money 
we are getting annually, let us take that fund and apply it to the use 
of the States. It ought to be done. The fund is very much larger in 
the aggregate than I have stated it, but a good deal of it comes from 
fees and from lands that have reverted, &c., and I thought I would 
merely give the cash proceeds annually. i 

Mr. INGALLS. ` Is not that diminished by the payment of registers’ 
and receivers’ fees and other office expenses? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; it goesinto the Treasury. ° Thisis the amount 
that goes into the Treasury. 

Mr. INGALLS. ` As I understand, the total given is the gross pro- 
ceeds of sale, which I understand is diminished by the payment of 
registers’ and receivers’ fees and other office expenses. . 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That may be or may not be, but I do not think it 
is the case. I have not looked to see whether this fund was dimin- 
ished in the way mentioned by the Senator from Kansas, but the cash 
sales, as I have stated, amounted last year to $7,412,767.31. 

Mr. INGALLS. That must be the gross receipts. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; these are the cash receipts, and they are divided 
as follows: 


Cash sales ...socs0ssescosssesscesses ssssscorasssoaresonooversesenensonsepeenqes seesenseanceconees $5, 757, 891 06 
Homestead fees and commissions 986, 873 62 
‘Timber-culture fees and commissions: 484,766 00 
Military bounty-land-warrant locations. 843 00 
Fees on scrip locations............. n 00 
Pre-emption and other filings . 148, 375 25 
Fees for reducing testimony to 435 78 
Fees on-donation claims...... 55 00 
Fees on State selections.... 4,616 12 
Fees on railroad selections... 28, 895 48 
Fees on wagon-road selectio 5 00 

Total receipts from public 1andS,...0.s0seceerencereereresenceeeeereransens 7,412, 767 31 


1887. 
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Then comes the fund to which I have no doubt the Senator refers as 

being reduced by the fees of the offices: 
Receipts from disposal of Indian lands.......ccssecssesscrseeescenseeseerreren $1, 007,729 63 
Fees for transcript of record furnished by General Land Office...... 10, 587 40 
Making a total of $9,031,084.34 received in money through the Gen- 
eral Land Office of the United States in connection with the disposal of 
the public lands. 

I found no necessity for being very accurate about this statement, or 
for being prepared to answer particularly the question of the Senator 
from Kansas, because I merely wanted to show that the fund is vastly 
greater than any necessity that we are under now for applying it under 
this particular bill. There is plenty of money for that purpose; and I 
am perfectly willing to devote the money now in the Treasury of the 
United States, by this act of appropriation, so that these experimental 
farms may have a standing fund out of which they shall be paid this 
money for the next tenor twelve years to come, without resort to further 
legislation for the purpose. I am perfectly willing to do it, for I think 
it isa just thing todo. I hope that we shall be able to arrive at some 
agreement about the bill so that we can all sustain it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the pending amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 4, line 4, after the word “‘agriculture’’ 
it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘ based ” 
in line 7, as follows: 

To determine annually a standard of valuation of the ingredients of commer- 
cial fertilizers, Seles which the analysis of such fertilizers, as far as made by 
said stations, s! be based. 

Mr. GEORGE. Idesire tosay that that amendment was offered by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], a member of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, and that it is in accordance with the wishes 
of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I gave notice a day or two since, when this matter 
was under consideration, that I should offer an amendment to be added 
to the last clause in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] proposes an amendment which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of section 9 the following addi- 
tional proviso: 

And provided further, That in States having colleges entitled under this sec- 
tion to the benefits of this act, and having also agricultural experiment-stations 


established by law separate from said colleges, such States shall be authorized 
toapply such benefits to the experiment-stations so established by such States, 


Mr. DAWES. I do not know that the end of section 9 is the proper 

to insert the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is as good a place as any. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no objection, I think, to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. The adoption by the Senate of the amendment in 
section 4, striking out from line 4 to line 7, renders that portion of the 
section after the word ‘‘act,’’ in line 11, down toand including the 
word ‘‘fertilizers,’’ in line 15, superfluous. I movethat those lines be 
stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The SecrETARy. In section 4, line 11, after the word “act,” it is 
proposed to strike out the following words: 


But nothing herein contained shall be construed to authorize said Commis- 
sioner to control or direct the work or management of any such station except 
as to the standard of valuation of commercial fertilizers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave tooffer an amendment. In the first sec- 
tion of the bill, in line 9, after the word ‘‘colleges,’’? I move to insert 
the words: 

Or agricultural departments of colleges. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. In section 1, line 8, I move to strike out the words ‘‘in 
connection with,” and to insert the words “under the direction of,” 
so as to read: 

There shall be established, under the direction of the college or colleges, or 
agricultural! departments of colleges, in each State or Territory. 
a he amendment has the approval of the Senator in charge of the 
ill. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to discuss the gen- 
eral features of this bill. I gave my reasons the other day why I 
could not vote for it, and I must confess that I have had very consid- 
erable misgiving as to the propriety of my course in the matter, notso 
far as my opinion is concerned as to the constitutionality of the bill or 
the general spirit which pervades its provisions, but as to the effect of 
it upon the agricultural interests of the country. 
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I do not pretend to be at all oblivious to the fact that agriculture is 
the most important industry in the United States, nor to the addi- 
tional fact that my State is one of thelargest agricultural States in the 
Union. I thought it very singular that with the agricultural interests 
in Missouri I have heard so little in favor of the of the bill, 
I know that there have been a few gentlemen at the Capitol here from 
other States urging very strenuously its passage, and I know that some 
officials of the Government have been very solicitous for it, but as to 
any general uprising such as we have heard of upon this floor in which 
the agricultural interest demanded the passage of this bill, I do not 
know of it. 

In order to establish these agricultural colleges we gave a large amount 
of public land to each of the States. That I hold we hada perfect 
right todo. Weare now asked to give $15,000 to each of these col- 
leges out of the tax money in the Treasury, and that I say we have 
no right to do. 

But waiving that question, let us see what has been the result of this 
liberality on the part of the General Government, and how far this gen- 
erosity has been appreciated by its recipients in their respective States; 
in other words, whether the farmers of the United States have sent 
their sons to be educated in these colleges in the art of agriculture. 

I addressed a note the other day to the Commissioner of Education 
upon this interesting subject, and I have a most remarkable reply, 
which I commend to the gentlemen who are urging the ray this 
bill. We are told now that agriculture lies bleeding unless oe 
propriations are made and these experimental stations added to the col- 
leges, and that all the young men of the country are rushing to learn 
agriculture. The Commissioner informs me that Alabama, for the year 
1885~-’86, had, according to the official report, 145 students in her agri- 
cultural college. By thesame report she had 19 studying agriculture. 
Arkansas had for 1884~’85 83 in her agricultural college, and none study- 
ing agriculture. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was not an agricultural college, then. 

Mr. VEST. 1t was an agricultural college. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was misnamed. 

Mr. VEST. We shall see whether it was misnamed or not, Ihave 
a letter here from the Commissioner of Education, in which he says: 

In accordance with your uest, I have the honor to inclose a table showing 
the number of students attending the land-grant schools of the United States, 


and the number of students taking courses of agriculture, as far as I am able to 
report the same from the records of this office. 


= N. H. R. DAWSON, Commissioner. 


The heading of this report from the Commissioner of Education is: 
‘Number of collegiate and agricultural students in the ‘colleges of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts’ of the States specified below.” 

I repeat, that of 145 students in the college of Alabama there were 
but 19 studying iculture; in Arkansas, out of 83, none. 

Mr. GEORGE. That would be a violation of the provisions of the 


act. 

Mr. VEST. In California, out of 243 students, five were studyin 
agriculture; in Colorado, out of 69, seven; in Connecticut, out of 256, 
none; in Delaware, out of 58, twenty-eight; in G out of 386, 
fifty-three; in Illinois, out of 332, twenty-five; in Indiana, out of 146, 
fifteen; in Iowa, out of 252, none; in K: out of 428, four hundred 
and twenty-eight. It seems that all the students are studying agri- 
culture there. In Kentucky, out of 216, none; in isi out of 
200, none; in Maine, out of 92, none; in Maryland, out of 43, none; 
in Massachusetts, out of 99, ninety-nine.. The desire for agriculture 
seems to be sporadic and local. In some of the States all are studying 
it, and in other States none of them study it. In Michigan, out of 
295, two hundred and fifty-five; in Minnesota, which is a great agri- 
cultural State, out of 293, one—a monumental example of agricultu- 
ral indifference. In Mississippi, out of 291, one hundred and forty- 


one, 

Mr. GEORGE. If the rest of the Senator’s statistics are just as 
correct as those for Mississippi they are all wrong, because I know the 
fuct to be that every attendant at the agricult college of Missis- 
sippi is required to study agriculture. Itis nothing else but an agri- 
cultural college. 

Mr. FRYE. The statistics are equally wrong as to the State of 
Maine. It is there purely an agricultural college, and every one of 
the students studies agriculture. 

Mr. VEST. Well, these are official records. 

Mr. GEORGE. They areall wrong, then; that is all. 

Mr. VEST. Thereis something wrong in the Department, then. In 
Missouri, out of 423 students, three hundred and seventy-two study 
agriculture; in Nebraska, out of 101, one hundred and one; in Nevada, 
no report; in New Hampshire, out of 50, none; in New Jersey, no re- 
port; in New York, out of 563, eleven; in North Carolina, out of 229, 
twenty; in Ohio, out of 323, eighteen; in Oregon, no recent information; 
in Pennsylvania, out of 69, forty-nine; in Rhode Island, out of 239, 
studies not specified; in South Carolina, out of 594, one hundred and 
ten; in Tennessee, out of 184, seventy-four; in Texas, out of 142, forty- 
six; in Vermont, out of 163, nineteen; in Virginia, at Blacksburg, 132, 
studies not specified; in Virginia, at Hampton, 341 students, and ninety 
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studying agriculture; in West Virginia, out of 107, twenty-seven; in 
Wisconsin, out of 116, nine; making, in the te, out of 7.803 
students inthe colleges, 2,022 in the whole Union studying agricul- 


ture. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouri what 
the documentis from which he is reading, and whence he obtained it. 
I was not present when he began to read from it. 

Mr. VEST. I addressed anote to the Commissioner of Education to 
know how many students in these land-grant colleges were studying 
agriculture, in order to find out what had been the result of the benefi- 
cence of the Government. 

Mr. BLAIR. I observed that the report for New Hampshire gave 
the number of students, and said that none of them were studying agri- 
culture, as I understood the report. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon of the Senator. In 1885-86 the report 
shows that there were fifty students, ‘studies not specified.” 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘‘Studies not specified!’? There is an experimental 
farm there, and they study agriculture if they study anything. They 
have actual practical work, and they have a separate agricultural or- 


ganization. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 


Mr. HOAR. Iunderstand the Senator from Missouri to read some 
statistics showing that a certain number of students in these agricult- 
ural coll study agriculture, and a certain number do not. Is it 
not true that the grant was divided between agricultural colleges and 
colleges where a technical education in mechanics is pursued without 
reference to agriculture ? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not able to give any information on the subject 
except what comes from the Commissioner of Education. He says 
that this is the ‘‘number of collegiate and agricultural students in 
the colleges of agriculture and the mechanic arts, of the Statesspecified 
below,’’ and gives in each State the whole number of students, and 
then he gives the number out of that whole number who are studying 
agriculture. 

Mr. HOAR. There must be something wrong about that report, for 
this reason: In Massachusetts, unless I greatly err, and if I do my col- 
league will correct me, the land grant of 1862 was divided between 
two institutions, the agricultural college at Amherst and the school 
of technology at Boston. ‘The school of technology in Boston is an in- 
stitution not principally for education in agriculture, but in the me- 
chanic arts, chemistry, engineering, i , and other branches 
of applied science of various kinds. It can not be true that all the stu- 
dents in those two aided institutions are correctly reported as studying 
agriculture. Probably the report as it relates to Massachusetts is con- 
fined to the agricultural college alone. But in other States there are 
coll which combine those two things, and in those States the stu- 
dents who are not expecting to be farmers, although in the same insti- 
tution, of course do not study agriculture. 


Mr. VEST. This shows that the land-grant college in the 
State of Massachusetts ninety-nine students, all of them studying 
agriculture. 


Mr. HOAR. Iwas ing within a few hours the report of the Bos- 
ton School of Technology and, unless I err very much, there were four 
hundred and sixty-three students in that one alone. That is one of 
the aided institutions, So there is some mistake about the Senator’s 
statistics. 

Mr. VEST. Not ‘‘the Senator’s statistics.” 

Mr. HOAR. The statistics he read. 

Mr. VEST. The statistics come from the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion. Iam not responsible for them. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to say that there are two or three hundred 
students, not less than two hundred, in the college in Arkansas, and 
have been for several years past. They have a farm connected with 
the college. Iam notvery familiar with the workings of it, but the 
students have been occupied there. 

Mr. VEST. I know nothing personally in regard to the matter. I 
know no other way to obtain this sort of imformation except from the 
Commissioner of Education, and this is his report. Whether it be 
true or false is between that Commissioner and the people whom it 
affects. If this statement be correct, it is a lamentable showing in re- 
gard to the interest of the people of the United States in the subject of 
agricultural education. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Asa contribution to the debate, for the purpose of 
showing the objects for which this appropriation was made, it may be 
well to refer to section 4 of the original act, and ascertain what the in- 
tention of Congress was. It seems by that section that each State 
which might take and claim the benefit of the act was to support and 
maintain—now I quote the language— 

At least one college where the leading = shall be, without excluding 
branches Hrs shew dg as Sco D aren Ampon y Ceapann eare arts, in 


such manner as the 
order to promote the lil 
in the several pursuits and professions in life, 


latures of the States ma: repeci rescribe, 
and practical pener rtra p Aa Fen 

So that it would be a wrong deduction to suppose that the inten- 
tion of Congress was originally to make this appropriation exclu- 
sively for the purpose of what might be called agricultural instruction; 
and the statistics that the Senator has quoted are, therefore, misleading 
in that they are to be applied to a definition of this statute which does 
not exist. 

Mr. VEST. The tof land that was made by the original act 
was unquestionably for colleges to teach agriculture and the mechanic 
arts. I neversaid, and never pretended to say, that these colleges were 
established exclusively for agriculture, but I say now that every student 
who goes there can study agriculture if he pew; and, unless these 
statistics are grossly wrong and misleading, they show the most lament- 
able indifference on the part of these people astoagriculture. That is 
all I presented them for. 

Mr. TELLER. I noticed in the statement submitted by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] that Colorado is put down as having sixty- 
nine students for the years 1885 and 1886, in the agricultural college, 
seven of whom are studying agriculture. I find a note appended here: 
t All students pursuesome agri branchesapparently.””?” Iknow 
of my own knowledge that that is purely an agricultural school with 
an experimental farm, and that all of the students who attend that in- 
stitution are taught something in agriculture. Ithink perhaps the ex- 
planation would be that there are seven students there who are not in- 
terested in literary pursuits and who study nothing but agriculture. 
The State, long before it had a dollar of the fund spoken of, established 
this agricultural college for experimental purposes, and for the purposes 
for which it has been established it has been eminently successful. 

Mr, McMILLAN. Mr. President, in the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent here, under this grant of lands our i 
ture organized a college in connection with our State University. The 
State University was organized under a grant of lands made to the 
Territory of Minnesota, and it embraced several de ts, several 
colleges, one of which is an agricultural college. e have an experi- 
mental farm, which is of great value, with very fine buildings upon it, 
with very able professors, and all the departments of the college are 
in admirable condition and effective operation. This ental 
farm is situated between the two cities of Saint Paul and Minneapolis, 
and affords a very fine opportunity indeed for students in AEDEP Sa 
The agricultural college is a college in the university of our State. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, after the reading of the section in 
the original charter of these institutions by the Senator from Kansas 
it is perhaps needless to say that these colleges were not established or 
endowed for the sole purpose of teaching agriculture. Their object was 
to give an opportunity for those engaged in industrial pursuits to ob- 
tain some knowledge of the practical sciences related to agriculture and 
the mechanic arts, such as they could not then obtain at most of our 
institutions called classical colleges, where the Greek and 
Latin, French and German, absorbed perhaps two-thirds of all the time 
of the students while in college. It is true that the smaller States hav- 
ing so small an endowment were compelled in some instances to unite 
the fund with other existing colleges; but in these there have been es- 
tablished professors of analytical chemistry, of geology, of mining, and 
theoretical instruction is given as far as possible in the mechanic arts, 
drawing, architecture, and they have made themselves useful in all parts 
of the country, and especially useful in agriculture, by the increased 
attention of farmers in general to the leading principle of profit to be 
derived from the different kinds of manure. ‘These have all been tested 
and the results given as to the quality and as to the commercial cost of 
the various fertilizers that are sold in our country. 

The Senator from Missouri should have remembered that in his own 
State there are two branches of these institutions, one where agricult- 
ural pursuits are taught and one where mechanic arts are taught. Of 
course in the mechanical institution there is nothing specially taught 
about agriculture. 

But, Mr. President, it never was intended to force the boys of farm- 
ers going into these institutions so to study that they should all come 
out farmers. It was merely intended to give them an opportunity to do 
so, and to do so with advantageif they saw fit. Besides all the stu- 
dents that enter these colleges acquire more or less of the instruction that 
isnow given tothe farmers. They have certainly proved themselves re- 
markably useful, as was well shown by an examination made by the 
House of Representatives and a report made there some years ago by a 
committee, the chairman of which was Professor Monroe, of Ohio. He 
gave an account of each institution throughout the country, and that 
report was, almost without exception, favorable to every institution that 
had been so established. 

So I do not think that we are erring in giving these institutions a lit- 
tle more help. I know that more than half of them absolutely need 
this help in order to go on with the work that is proposed, and no one 
will question but that the work proposed in these agricultural.experi- 
ment-stations is useful, because farmers of twenty-one years of age up 
to fifty and sixty come there to seek instruction. 

Mr. SPOONER. [offer an amendment to be inserted at the end of 


A median rere 
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that which was inserted on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. DAwes], at the end of section 9: 

And poe That, in case any State shall have established under the 
provisions of said act of July 2 aforesaid, an icultural department or experi- 
mental station in connection with any university, college, or institution not dis- 
tinctively an agricultural college or school, and such State shall have established 
or shall hereafter establish, a separate agricultural college or school which shall 
have connected therewith an experimental farm or station, the Legislature of 
such State may apply in whole or in part the appropriation by this act made to 
such separate agricultural college or school; and no Legislature shall by con- 
tract, express or implied, disable itself from so doing, 


Mr. MORRILL. Ishould rather hope that all these agricultural 
stations would be connected with the colleges. It would be a very easy 
matter for a State to change if it has made an establishment elsewhere. 
It seems to me there would be more symmetry about the bill, that 
the stations would then do better service, and as the regulations in re- 
lation to these colleges are entirely under the control of the different 
States, I should hope that we should make this bill symmetrical and 
leave it so that all these stations would be more or less connected with 
the agricultural colleges, where they havea staff ready to do the work, 
and where they have a laboratory. It seems to me it would be far 
better to leave it so that the States, if they chose, can supplement the 
work by transferring, if they have any appropriations annually made 
for other places, to these colleges. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the State of Maine is reported here as 
having no students studying agriculture at its agricultural establish- 
ment, the State agricultural college. It is very well attended, and all 
the students in it study agriculture or the mechanic arts. Every year 
since it was established the State has made an appropriation to assist 
this college. The very fact that it was a State agricultural college 
has induced many young men to enter into higher studies who other- 
wise would never have had the advantage of them. I think these col- 
leges have done as much good in that direction as any other in the in- 
ducement to young men, sons of farmers, to enter these colleges, and 
thus get a much better education than they otherwise would. 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust that the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] will be adopted. In my State the 
proceeds of the land scrip under the act of 1862 were appropriated to 
what might be termed classical institutions. One is the State Univer- 
sity, and the other the Claflin University, composed entirely of colored 
people, There is a very strong feeling growing up in the State that it 
would be much better, more advantageous, more profitable to the 
farmer to have a separate agricultural college, such as they have in 
Mississippi, and I believe in Michigan, where they have been ially 
successful. And Ishould like very much, indeed, that it be left to the 
discretion of the Legislatures of the States whether this fund shall be 
given to the colleges established under the act of 1862 or to separate 
institutions, as I understand thisamendment provides. I hope, there- 
fore, that the amendment will prevail. 

In my State, at the last session of the Legislature, an appropriation 
was made to establish two experimental stations, one in the upper and 
the other in the lower part of the State. Iam in hopes that out of 
that movement will grow a separate agricultural college. My own 
opinion is that there is an inconsistency in a classical college with agri- 
cultural features attached to it. Boys who enter a classical college 
generally do not desire to go on the farm and work and study practical 
agriculture and the mechanic arts. On the other hand, thereare a great 
number of young men who would like to have the opportunity of going 
to an agricultural college and there studying agriculture and the me- 
chanic arts practically, In the State of Mississippi I believe the 

tural college has done a vast amount of in that direction, 
and my friend from Alabama tells me the.same is true as to his State. 
I am informed that the same is true of Michigan. With these excep- 
tions I believe these institutions have not heretofore been very suc- 
cessful. The feeling is prevailing in my State—how far it may go I 
can not say—that the two ought to be separated. This would give the 
Legislatures of the States the privilege of doing so ifin their judg- 
ment it should be deemed best. 

I hope, therefore, the amendment will prevail. I would like to have 
the amendment read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill add: 

And further, That in case any State shall have established under the 
provisions of ‘said act of July 2 aforesaid an agricultural department or experi- 
mental station in connection withany university, college, orinstitution not dis- 
tinctively an agricultural college or school, and such State shall have ed 
or shall hereafter establish a separate agricultural college or school, which shall 
have connected therewith an experimental farm or station, the Legislature of 
such State may apply in whole or in part the re apa peers by this act made to 


such separate agricultural college or school; and no Legislature shall, by con- 
tract, express or implied, disable itself from so doing. atdi 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsim 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say before this amendment is voted upon, in 
relation to the statement made by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. VEST] 
as to the use of this appropriation and the one heretofore made, that 
in the State of Florida the agricultural scrip under the farm act has been 
used to establish an agricultural and industrial college which has a very 


fair proportion of the young men of the State engaged in studying these 
pursuits, and is meeting with very distinguished success. 


I think myself that it would be advisable that this bill should be 
so framed that it would be within the discretion of the Legislature of 
the State to have the agricultural college either at the station or have 
the experimental station at the place where the college is already lo- 
cated, or elsewhere, For instance, in the State of Florida, covering a 
large area of 700 or 800 miles in extent, having a very temperate cli- 
mate, running far towards the tropics, it may be very advisable to lo- 
cate an experimental farm in the southern portion of the State, or it 
might be perhaps located elsewhere, not within the semi-tropical re- 
gions, and for that reason I think the discretion might very wisely be 
allowed the Legislature of the State as to where the experimental farm 
should be located under this proposed act. It may be that where it is 
now located would be more convenient to the general uses of agricult- 
ural and horticultural industry, and it might be better somewhere 
else. That should be left to the Legislature, 

Mr. MORRILL. This matter, perhaps, is not of very great conse- 
quence, but I do regard it as rather important that the agricultural 
colleges which already have farms should also have the chance to have 
these experimental stations placed with them; and, besides that, the 
separation is to fritter away a large amount of this appropriation in 
obtaining laboratories, in putting up buildings, &c., where they would 
not be required if we allowed the money to go to the colleges them- 
selves. I therefore hope that the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, in administering this grant of 1862, 
the Legislature of Wisconsin provided for the establishment of an 
agricultural department or college in connection with the State uni- 
versity, and the legislation was of such a nature in connection with 
the purchase of an rimental farm by the county in which the 
university is situated, as to constitute probably a contract on the part 
of the State to permanently apply the proceeds of that fund to that 
institution. I think I state what is simply the fact when I say that 
the agricultural department connected with the State university has 
not been considered by the farmers of the State to be a success; not 
from any want of fidelity on the part of the State in the expenditure 
of the money, nor from any want of good management upon the part 
of the university regents, because the corps of instructors has been in 
every way admirable, and so I may say of the line of study; but for 
the reason suggested by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
that it is almost impossible to secure the attendance of any large num- 
ber of students devoting their time and labor to the study of agricult- 
ure in connection with a classical institution with three, four, or five 
hundred young men who are devoting their time and labor to the sci- 
entific or classical departments covering several years, 

I do not wish, by this amendment, to do anything more than to 
leave the application of this fand open to change, by prohibiting any 
State from disabling itself hereafter from making such disposition of 
the mı appropriated by this act as shall then seem wise. The 
farmers of Wisconsin may become extremely anxious that there should 
be a separate agricultural college or school, and I desire that the law 
shall be left in such form as that the Legislature, if such shall be the 
public sentiment at any time, may apply this fund, in whole or in 
part, in that way. 

I want to say a word further. My information as to the desire of 
the farmers of the Northwest for the passage of this bill is not such as 
that suggested by the Senator from Missouri as to the farmers of his 
State. The farmers of Wisconsin take a very great interest init. I 
have presented to the Senate resolutions of the State grange of that 
State and of the Wisconsin Horticultural Society praying for its pas- 
sage. I have received a great many letters from some of the most in- 
telligent farmers in the State asking me to promote, as far as I might 
be able to do so, this legislation. 

The experimental farm, which has been established under what is 
called the ‘Morrill’? act, has been of incalculable value to the farm- 
ers of the State, and the experiments there made have been exceed- 
ingly important and valuable to the people, who have been kept ad- 
vised of them by frequent bulletins. There can be no wiser expendi- 
ture of public money than in promoting agricultural education and 
ait 8 methods in every department of agriculture. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Can the Senator from Mississippi inform me how 
section 6 now stands; whether any amendment has been made except 
in the date in line 11, in the draught as it came from the committee? 
If not, I think it should be amended. 

Mr. GEORGE. In section 6, line 11, ‘‘July’’ was stricken out and 
‘October’? inserted, and ‘'1885’’ was stricken out and ‘‘1887’’ in- 


serted. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then, as I understard the Senator, the section re- 
mains in its original state as to the method that is to be followed in 
paying this money over to the State and the liability of the trustees 
or regents in connection with the disbursement thereof. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think a motion was made to strike out all after 
the word ‘‘college,’’ in line 19, down to the word ‘‘received,’’ in line 23. 
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Mr. INGALLS. It is obvious that the section in its present condi- 
tion should not receive the approval of the Senate, for it provides that 
this money shall be paid over ‘‘ on the Ist day of January, April, July, 
and October in each year’’—that is, in quarterly payments—‘'to the 
treasurer or other officer duly appointed by the aforesaid boards of trus- 
tees to receive the same,” and then it imposes a condition upon the 
board of trustees, or regents, or governing body, that they shall file a 
stipulation with the Secretary of the Treasury that the money shall be 
devoted to the objects for which it is appropriated; and, further, that 
they shall give a bond—that is to say, the board of trustees, or regents, 
or the governing body—shall execute a bond for the faithful disburse- 
ment of the money, when, as a matter of fact, the money does not go 
into their hands at all. 

Mr. GEORGE. That was the amendment of the colleague of the 
Senator [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. INGALLS. The money being paid to the treasurer, if there is 
any bond to be executed the treasurer ought to execute it. The trus- 
tees ought not to be required to file any stipulations as to the method 
of the disbursement of this money, because the treasurer is required 
under the State laws to givea bond for the faithful disbursement of all 
funds belonging to the institution, in accordance with the original trust. 

Mr. MORRILL. You do not want any bond at all. 

Mr. INGALLS. There ought not to be any bond required at all; 
but if there is to he a bond it should be executed by the treasurer who 
receives the money. I will therefore move, in order to reach the sense 
of the Senate on this proposition, to strike out of section 6, after the 
words ‘‘ eighteen hundred and eighty-seven,’’ as it now stands in line 
11, all down to and including the word ‘‘ college’ in line 19, and then 
to strike out the word ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘ who” in line 19; then to 
strike out the words ‘“‘also have,” and for ‘‘ executed ” insert ‘' exe- 
cute,” and ‘‘ file” for ‘‘filed.’? Ialso move to strike out the first word 
“said,” in line 20, and insert the word ‘‘the,” and after ‘‘ a3 
insert ‘‘of the Interior,” and strike out the word ‘their’? following 
‘Secretary ’’ and insert ‘‘a;’’ so that the clause will read: 

To be uarterly payments, on the Ist day of January, April 


id in poun 
July, and October in year, to the treasurer or other officer duly appointed 


by the aforesaid boards of trustees to receive the same, the first payment to be 


made on the Ist day of October, 1887, who shall execute and file with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior a bond in the penal sum of $15,000, &c. 


That strikes out the entire provision imposing this requirement of a 
stipulation from the trustees as to the disbursement of the money, and 
also the requirement that they shall execute a bond, when as a matter 
of fact they do not receive the money at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Inowmove tostrike out all after the word ‘‘seven,’’ 
in line 11 of that section, down to and including the word ‘‘received,”’ 
in line 23. I do not think it is at all necessary that this bond should 
be given. The gentlemen who are in this work are intrusted 
by their several States with a much larger fund, and they are among 
the most respectable gentlemen in every State. I move, therefore, to 
strike out all, from line 11, after ‘‘1887’? down to and including the 
word ‘‘received,’’ in line 23 of section 6. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does that leave the bill in such shape as that the 
money will go into the hands of the treasurer, and not into the hands 
of the boards generally? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir; into the hands of the treasurer. 

Mr, CULLOM, It ought to be so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 6, line 11, after the date 1887, it is 
proposed to strike out the following words: 

Who shall execute and file a bond, in the penal sum of $15,000, with two suf- 
ficient sureties, approved by the clerk of a court of record in such State, condi- 
tioned on the fai ] expenditure of and accounting for all moneys so received. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not understand that that was stated correctly. 
I believe the Senator from Vermont moved to strike out—— 

Mr. MORRILL. I moved to strike out all after the words ‘‘1887”’ 
in line 11 down to and including the word “ received” 1n line 23. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the motion of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] the other lines have already been stricken out 
and the Chair is informed by the Secretary that the Senator’s object is 
accomplished by the amendment as reported. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to know how the bill stands now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to invite the attention of the Senator from 
Mississippi, and other Senators also, to the very first line of the bill. 
Several changes have been made here, notably one relieving the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture from the duty of rescribing standards, &c., 
so that it is hardly worth while to leave the words ‘‘the Department 
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on herent in the third line of the bill. The bill ought to 


That in order to aid in acquiring and diffusing among the people of the United 
an useful and practical information on subjects connected with agriculture, 


It is not to enable the Department of Agriculture to aid all these 
various colleges in the various States. I move to strike out the words 
“the Department of Agriculture,” in the third line of the first section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. In line 5 of section 6 I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘fifteen,’’ before ‘‘thousand,’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ soas to read: 

That, for the purpose of paying the salaries and wages of the director and 
other employés of said stations, and the necessary expenses of conducting in- 
vestigations and experiments, and printingand distributing the results as here- 
a ja eae the sum of $30,000 per annum is hereby appropriated to 
eac. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendmentof 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to insert $30,000 there, but Iam afraid 
that would operate very largely to defeat the purpose of the bill. If 
it be found that this sum is insufficient it can beraised. I hope, there- 
fore, the amendment will not be adopted. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not risen to move an amendment, but only 
to say that there have been so many amendments made that it would 
be very important that the bill should be read as amended before we 
vote on it finally. 

While I am up I desire tosay that the State of Illinois has a very ex- 
cellent college of the kind that we are legislating about, having some 
four hundred students or more now in it, and, so far as my knowledge 
has gone, it has adhered very closely to the spirit of the law under which 
it was organized. The State of Illinois has appropriated large sums of 
money for buildings and apparatus, and it is thoroughly equipped for 
the education of its students according to the law of Con as well 
as the law of the State of Illinois. Iam very glad that this addition is 
to be made. 

Mr. GEORGE. Have you not also a mechanical college? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly we have agricultural and mechanical de- 
partments in connection with it, and they have been doing very ex- 
cellent work. I hope the bill will pass finally, but I think it would 
be well to read it before we pass it to see just what we have got in it. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to say in relation to this bill that the State 
of New Jersey has for years had an agricultural college which has re- 
ceived a yearly appropriation from the State, and that it is doing an 
exceedingly good work for our community. 

The land of New Jersey is of that character that requires high fer- 
tilization. There is more money expended for fertilizers in New Jer- 
sey per acre than in almost any other State of the Union. This col- 
lege has established an experiment-station in our State for the purpose 
of the chemical analysis of fertilizers, which has been of great benefit 
to our farmers. Fertilizers that were practically of no value have been 
driven from the market by the officers appointed to conduct the ex- 
periment-station. It does not suffer from the lack of appropriations, 
but it seems to beextremely appropriate that the National Government 
presto Naa in the work, and for my part I am heartily in favor of 
the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, in section 5, after the word ‘‘that,’’ 
in line 1, I move to strike out the words ‘in order to make the results 
of the work of said stations immediately useful.” That is a declara- 
tory statement that is unn and has no place in a statute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. INGALLS. And it leaves the disposition of the information by 
the publication of bulletins exactly the same as it isnow. It only 
strikes out the declaration of purpose. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Kansas what the word 
“f they” refers to that is left? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is stated in the preceding section. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think it had better be repeated, whether you 
mean the governor or the several stations. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator will look at the bottom of page 3, 
line 15, he will find: 

Itshall be the duty of each of said stations, annually, on or before the first 
day of February, to make to the governor of the State in which it is located a 
full and detailed report of its operations, 

Then it goes on to say ‘‘they shall publish.” 
eral stations by their Nia officers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I see in section 3 that these stations are to be ‘‘un- 
der the direction and control of the trustees or other governing body 
of such colleges, who shall have power to appoint a director and such 
assistants as may in each case be necessary.’ 


That means the sev- 
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It seems to me that the object and purpose of this appropriation 
would be practically destroyed if we provide that instead of expending 
this money under the direction of those who are already on the ground 
employed in the same transaction, there shall be a separate board of 
directors and assistants appointed to be paid out of this $15,000 per 
annum. ‘There is a limitation on page 5 at the close of section 6 upon 
the amount that is to be expended in the direction of enlargement and 
repair of building or buildings, obviously for the purpose of retaining 
as large a proportion as possible of this amount for the actual object of 
conducting these experiments. There is undoubtedly at all of these 
colleges a force that is employed in the different States for the purpose 
of conducting the operations in these institutions, and Iam at a loss to 
see why in making this appropriation for the purpose of aiding these 
institutions we should provide for a director and a separate corps of 
assistants to disburse this money and carry on these operations. There 
is no limitation whatever of their power. They can spend the whole 
of it in salaries if they choose. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the Senator is right. I think it ought to 
be under the direction of the colleges. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ought they to have the power to spend the entire 
amount in salaries if they see fit? 

Mr. GEORGE. No; I think the Senator’s suggestion is right. 

Mr. INGALLS. They have that power under the of the 
bill. Thereisnolimitationatall. They can only spend one-fifth part, 
that is $3,000, in the erection, enlargement, or repair of building or 
buildings, but if they are so disposed they can expend the entire re- 
mainder, the $12,000, in salaries. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move to strike out in section 3 all after the word 
t colleges ’? in line 3. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why leave that in, because these colleges are al- 
ready under the direction of trustees and directors provided for by the 
States? What is the use of saying to a State institution that it has 
our gracious permission to appoint trustees and professors ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Section 3 ought to be stricken from the bill. Itis 
entirely superfluous. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let all of it be stricken out. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill provides, in section 6, for the appropria- 
tion of this money and its payment to the officer of the institution, to 
be expended in accordance with the provisions of the original act. I 
move to strike out section 3. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
strike out section 3. The question is on that amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move now to insert a new section: 

Src, —. That the grants of money authorized by this act are made subject to 


the legislative assent of the seyeral States and Territories for the purposes of 


said grant. 

The bill only provides for a payment directly to a treasurer of a local 
institution, a State institution, and says nothing aboutthe Legislature 
or the State itself; does not require them to say, ‘‘ We accept;”’ no 
indorsement whatever from the State. This amendment is modeled 
upon a similar provision in the original Morrill act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Insert asa new section: 

Sec. —. That the grants of money authorized by this act are made subject to 
the legislative assent of the several States and Territories for the purposes of 
said grant. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, if there be no further amendment proposed to 
perfect the text of the original bill, I have an amendment pending as 
a substitute, which I wish to call attention to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator that the Senator from 
Texas, who is out of the Chamber for the moment, has an amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Some amendment should be made to the text, as, 
for example, in lines 9 and 10 of section 2, to strike out ‘‘ within the 
isothermal limits represented by the climate of the several stations 
and their vicinity.’ The object is, as declared, to ascertain ‘‘ the ca- 
pacity of new plants or trees for acclimation.” I therefore move to 
strike out the language in lines 9 and 10 down to and including the 
word ‘‘ vicinity.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, after the word ‘‘ acclimation,” at 
the end of line 8, it is proposed to strike out: 

Within the isothermal limits represented by the climate of the several stations 
and their vicinity. 

Mr. INGALLS. The object being to ascertain ‘‘the capacity of new 

nts or trees for acclimation.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLs]. 

The amendment was É 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi to the first section of this bill, where there is a declaration of 
the purpose of Congress in enacting the measure, which is said to be 


‘tin order to aid the t of Agriculture in acquiring and dif- 
fusing among the people of the United States useful and practical infor- 
mation,” &e, 

Mr. MORRILL. Those words were stricken out. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 

Mr. COKE. I offer the following amendment, to come in in line 6, 
section 6: After the word “‘State’’ to insert: 


And to each Territory entitled under the provisions of section 9 of this act, 
out of any money in the Treasury proceeding from the sales of public lands, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be rted. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 6, line 6, after the word ‘‘State,”’ it 
is proposed to insert: 

And to each Territory entitled under the provisions of section 9 of this act, 
out of any money in the Treasury proceeding from the sales of public lands, 


So as to read: 


The sum of $15,000 per annum is hereby ay EP to each State and to 
each Territory entitled under the provisions of section 9 of this act, out of any 
money in the Treasury pr: from the sales of public lands, 

Mr. COKE. Mr President, I should like to vote for this bill, but 
I am one of those who believe that education in the States is a subject 
alone within the jurisdiction of the States, and that it is outside the 
jurisdiction of Congress, and that Congress has no constitutional power 
to levy taxes upon the people and collect money to be applied to a 
subject outside of and beyond its jurisdiction as the subject of educa- 
tion in the States is. I therefore, if the bill remains in this shape, 
can not vote for it. 

I have offered this amendment providing that the appropriation be 
made out of the proceeds of the sales of public lands. The public 
lands are by express grant of the Constitution within the absolute con- 
trol of Congress. Congress has plenary power of disposition over the 
public lands, and consequently over the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands. Congress has given away the public lands to the people 
for homesteads; it has given away the public lands to soldiers and sail- 
ors as bounty ; it has given public lands to railroad corporations and 
various other enterprises, and among others has endowed the agricultural 
colleges with public lands. This amendment is in line with the orig- 
inal endowment of these colleges by Congress. 

Congress having jurisdiction over the public lands and over their pro- 
ceeds of sales can appropriate them for the purpose to which my amend- 
ment devotes them. 

If this amendment is adopted the constitutional objection which ex- 
ists in the minds of a number of Senators to this bill will cease to 
exist, because the appropriation will be made out of a fund thatis ab- 
solutely under the control of I hope it will be adopted as 
there are a number of us who would like to vote for the bill, and can 
not vote for it in its present shape. 

I have here the latest reports as to the proceeds of the sales of public 
lands referred to by the Senator from Alabama. The cash receipts for 
the last fiseal year were $5,575,891. The total receipts from public 
lands with fees, &c., and exclusive of Indian lands were $7,412,757.31. 
The app ion under this bill will amount to between six and seven 
hundred thousand dollars per annum. The fund which my amend- 
ment devotes to this purpose is ampleand abundant, and must continue 
so for an indefinite time. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. MORRILL. While I do not think the amendment neces- 
sary, I do believe it will make the bill stronger, and there is no doubé 
but there will be ample funds from the source designated. I hope, 
therefore, the amendment will be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If there be no further amendment to offer to the 
text of the bill, I earnestly call the attention of the Senate to a pro- 
posed substitute, not because I drew it, for I really only copied the 
work of the illustrious Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] in 1862, 
taking his ably-drawn and perfectly constitutional and unobjectiona- 
ble and sensible and business-like bill. I have merely made this asort 
of codicil, a protocol to that bill, giving the States with established col- 
leges a further sum of money, to be devoted to certain specific uses. 

The act of 1862 is well known here and I need not undertake to read 
it at length, but the substitute I offer, credited in the print to Mr. 
Hoar, begins by saying: 
pA a the gum of $15,000 per annum be,and the same is hercby, appropri- 

SEC.2. That said sum shall be inviolably appropriàted, by each Stateand Ter- 
ritory which may accept and claim the benefit of this act— 

Giving it to the States directly— 
eer ioe ate and maintenance, in connection with the colleges estab- 

Giving the State a right, where two such colleges may have been 
established, to divide it between such colleges unless they choose other- 
wise, and adopting, if you please, the other corrections made by the 
Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Massachusetts, to have 
the varying arrangements made by the different States. 

Then section 3 of my amendment adopts the language, I think, pre- 
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cisely of one of the sections of the 


measure, prescribing the 
work of the experiment-stations. 


en section 4 goes on to say: 
That the grants of moneys herein authorized are made on the following con- 

ditions, to which, as well as to the provisions hereinbefore contained, the previ- 

ous assent of the several States and Territories shall be signified by legislative 


acts: 

First. It shall be the duty of the chief officer ofeach station to publish at least 
once every three months, in cheap and popular form, a bulletin or report of 
progress, which shall be sent to the Department of Agriculture and to other 

ent-station establishedjunder this act, and at cost, singly or by 
the year to subscribers, 

Second. A full report of the operations of each station, including a statement 

and expenditures for the year ending June 30,shall be made 
annually and sent to each other station,and to the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Commissioner of Agriculture of the United States. 

In the third clause there is given a right to reserve a small propor- 
tion, not exceeding one-fifth, of the sum received for the erection, en- 
largement, or repair of buildings, saying that no State or Territory 
shall be entitled to the benefits of this act until it accepts it within two 
years. Youcan make thattime four years if you choose. Then, adopt- 
ing another section of the pending bill, I provide: 


part of the preceding annual appropriation remains unexpended by such sta- 
deducted from the next succeeding annual appropria- 


That short bill does the whole work and is modeled upon the orig- 
inal law establishing these colleges. It defines the work to be done 
sufficiently, and gives the money to the States to be accepted by the 
States for that purpose just as it did originally, and does not attempt to 
bond State officers or to come in under a legislature and deal with its 
creatures or anything of thatsort. The simple, clear substitute for the 
bill that I submit does the whole work. 

In order that this substitute into which might be incorpo- 
rated some of the minor amendments that have been made may be con- 
sidered, and that we may know what the original bill is—it has been 
hammered almost to death—I ask that the question go over until 2 
o’clock to-morrow, and that in the mean time the bill be printed with 
its amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask unanimous consent, and I think it 
will be convenient to the Senate, that if this amendment be adopted it 
shall be treated as open to amendment in detail afterward. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it would be, being adopted in Committee 
of the Whole, when we come into the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would on coming into the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. But it would be more convenient to do the whole thing 
in committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Connecticut may we not sim- 
plify his amendment still more? As his object is to get this money for 
the States, why not say simply that so much money shall be given to 
the States to do as they please for the benefit of agriculture ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I prefer to specify. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not go further, if we are to appropriate public 
money to the States, and go back to the act of 1834 and give the sur- 
plus around to the various members of the Union, and thereby dispose 
of all questions as to the disposition of the ponie moneys. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is very good, in the Senator’s best vein; but 
if he will look to section 3 he will see that the devotion of this money 
is very carefully designed and outlined, and that the best guaranty 
we know how to get is taken for the use of it, and that is the guaranty 
of a sovereign State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that this bill be printed as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And showing the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And that its further consideration be 
postponed until 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the bill is to be printed showing the amend- 
ments as made, as different from the original bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such was the statement of the Chair, 
that the bill be printed as amended, of course showing the amend- 
ments. $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And thatit be the unfinished business at ? o'clock 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And that it be postponed until and 
be the unfinished business at 2 o’clock to-morrow. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask what effect that will have on the 
next special order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill will be the unfinished bus- 
iness at 2 o’clock to-morrow, and when disposed of the first special or- 
der will be the regular order unless the Senate should order otherwise. 
sale objection? The Chair hears none, and the order to print is 

e. 


HIATT & CO. 

Mr. PLATT. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate at this time 
to move the reference of a message of the President of the United 
States which was laid upon the table at my request. It isa message 
transmitting a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, with 


a draughtof a bill for the relief of Hiatt & Co. I moveits reference 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so referred if there be no 
objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE IIOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate : 

A bill (H. R. roe for the relief of Frank J. Burrows; and 

A bill (H. R. 6764) to provide for holding terms of the United States 
circuit courts at Vicksburg, Miss. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 54) to provide for the allotment of lands in 
severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the 
protection of the laws of the United States and the Territories over the 
Indians, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. RANSOM. I present a memorial and resolutions of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico asking immediate legis- 
lation upon measures necessary for the proper settlement of Mexican 
and Spanish land grants in New Mexico and the adjoining Territories. 
I have been requested by Hon. Mr. JOSEPH, the Delegate from New 
Mexico,to present this memorial to the Senate. I move that it be laid 
on the table, as the bill to which it refers is on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER presented a resolution of the Legislature of Michigan 
urging the of the Miller bill for the suppression of pleuro- 

meumonia; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
orestry. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following report: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1024) to 
enable the Secretary of War to pay Rane C Hutchison for services rendered 
and expenses incurred in the mil services of the United have care- 
fully considered the same, and, in accordance with the resolution of the Senate 
of February 7, 1884, report as follows : 

That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of an act entitled * An act to afford assistance and relief to Con and the 
executive departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the 
Government,” approved March 3, 1883. 

The report was ordered to be filed. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buil and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro; by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was refi to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CONGER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3224) aie the 
charters of the Washington and Georgetown and the Metropolitan 
Railroad Companies in the District of Columbia, and providing that 
franchises for the routes operated by said roads shall be offered for p 
lic competition, and prohibiting the future granting of like fran 
for the District of Columbia, except after advertisement for public com- 
petition; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3225) toauthorize 
the Stillwater and Cooke City Railway Company to construct and op- 
erate a line of railway through the Crow Indian Reserve, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


JOHN R. HARRINGTON. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask’consent of the Senate to have the bill (H. R. 
4594) for the relief of John R. Harrington, Calendar No. 1987, which 
was reported on the 20th instant by the Committee on Patents ad- 
versely, recommitted to that committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). If there 
be no objection—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what the bill is. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 4594) for the relief of John R. 
Harrington. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is an extension of a patent-right. 

Mr. EVARTS. I only ask that it be recommitted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have read the report made in that case, and I 
can see no earthly reason why it should be recommitted. Itseems to 
have received full and fair consideration of the committee. I presume 
that the parties interested are like all other applicants, sxoaningy 

istent and determined to try and force the passage of the b 
through the Senate. 
Mr. BECK. Icall for the regular order. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, CALL. I move to proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
relating to the forfeiture of public lands. 

Mr. BECK. I understand the next special order is the bill (S. 
2578) in to railroad attorneys. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next special order will be re- 
ported; but the Senator from Florida has interposed a motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of a joint resolution, which the Secretary will 


report. 
Ar. CALL. Ifit is proposed to go on with other business I will not 
interpose any motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida withdraws 
his motion, and the Chair lays before the Senate the next special order, 
being the bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting as 
attorneys or employés for railroad companies boang charters or having 
received grant of lands or pecuniary aid from the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to make a few remarks on the bill before the 
Senate, and simply want to take the floor upon it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall concede that to my friend. 
ioe PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Vermont withdraws 

e motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In order that my friend from Arkansas may take 
the floor on the subject he wishes to speak on—— 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. BERRY. Ihave the floor on the railroad attorneys bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. TheSenator from Vermont 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. ; 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and seven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


DESIGNATION OF REJECTED NOMINEES. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was ordered 
to be printed: 

That after the Senate has refused its advice and consent to the ap- 
pointment of any person to an office, it is contrary to the spirit and intent of 
the Constitution to designate the same person to perform the duties of the 
same office immediately thereafter. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHATTANOOGA, TENNESSEE. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the House of Representatives be requested to return to the Sen- 
ate the bill (H. R. 7218) to amend an act entitled “An act for the erection of a 
public at Chattanooga, Tenn., approved February 25, 1885, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 47 minutes p. m.) 
one a adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 27, at 12 
o'clock m., 


NOMINATIONS. ; 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 26th day of January, 1887. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


Thomas B. Connery, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States to Mexico, vice Joseph L. Morgan, resigned. 


UNITED STATES CONSUL, 


William Reed Tenin ct Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Tangier, vice Felix A. Mathews, recalled. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John E. Banta, to be postmaster at Muncie, Delaware County, Indi- 
ana, vice Robert I. Patterson, whose commission expires February 7, 
1887. 

Aaron F. Vedder, to be postmaster at White Hall, Greene County, 
er : ony vice Benjamin B. Hamilton, resigned, to take effect February 

f i For promotion in the Army. 


POST CHAPLAINS. 


Rev. William F. Hubbard, of New York, January 21, 1887, vice 
Rer. i Swift, of 
ev, Henry Swift, of Dakota, January 21, 1887, vice Crocker, re- 
tired from active service. ; MER ; 
WITHDRAWAL, 


The nomination which was delivered to the Senate on the 6th instant, 


of Robert E. Culbreth, of California, to be consul of the United States 
at Apia, is withdrawn. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, January 26, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D., D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MEXICAN PENSION BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid ‘before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, submitting an estimate from the Secretary of the Interior 
of an appropriation to meet expenditures under the Mexican pension 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING FOR COURT OF CLAIMS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from ‘the chief-justice of the Court 
of Claims in relation to a deficiency appropriation for that court for the 
current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a report of the surveyor-general of New 
Mexico upon the private land claim known as Encinas tract, José Luis 
Valdez, claimant, No. 55; which was referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a supplementary report of the surveyor- 
general of New Mexico upon the private land claim known as the Pe- 
taca grant, No. 105; which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF ANN MOREAU. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letterfrom the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact 
by that court in the case of Ann Moreau vs, the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROTECTION OF AMERICAN FISHING VESSELS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also Jaid before the House the bill (S. 3173) to au- 
thorize the President of the United States to protect and defend the 
rights of American fishing vesssels, American fishermen, American trad- 
ing and other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on For-_ 
eign Affairs. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move that this bill be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs with leave to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous consent 
that the committee have leave to report atany time. Is there objec- 
tion ? > 
There ne no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As this bill passed the Senate with amendments, 
and notas originally printed, I ask that it be now printed by the House 
as passed by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 2301) ting a pension to Lucy E. Anderson; and 

A bill (S. 2098) for the relief of Rosella E. Hibbert. 


COMMITTEE CHANGES. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HARRIS as a 
member of the Committee on Agriculture in place of Mr. AIKEN; and 
of Mr. HOPKINS on the same committee in place of Mr. PRICE, de- 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, BRAGG, Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report on the 
Army appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10242) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiseal year ending June 30,1888, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17, 18, and 30. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11,12, 13, 16, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 29, and 31, and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Insert before the words proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment the words “ not exceeding;” and the Senate agree to the same, 
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Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Insert before the word ay to be inserted by said amend- 
ment the words “not exceeding ;” and the e to Ktos same, 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 2l, and nos the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ** $12,661,918.69;" and 
the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and saree to the same „with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $9,600;" and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out from said amendmentthe word * ordnance” 
where it occurs, and strike out the sum named in the last line of the 
amended paragraph and insert in lieu thereof *‘ $80,000;" and the Senate agree 


to the same, 
EDWARD S. BRAGG, 
EGBERT L. VIELE, 
GEO. W. STEELE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

W. B. ae 
P. B. PLUMB, 
A. P. GORMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 

Mr. BRAGG, on the part of the House conferrees, upon the bill (H. R. 10242) 
making appropriation for the-su popper’ of the Army, with the Senate amend- 
ments thereto, submits the following report Aenea f of the report of the 
joint conferrees submitted for adoption by the House: 

Amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 67,89, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 22, 25, 29. and 
30: Are mere changes in matters of form, and do. not change the bill in any sub- 
stantive sense. 

Amendment numbered 16; Reduces the sums ap) ropriated for orrasan 
messengersand traveling expenses of pay ymasters’ clerks from $88,800 

Amendments numbered 17 and 18: Allowingaclerk to me eral retired a 
additional pay erla the superintendent of military prison 
former because th A tee at is not germane to this pill, Di but should bet rer 
on the legislative bill; the latter because it was not thought proper to increase 

for a duty which properly devolved upon the office held and exercised by the 
as a quartermaster = the regular Army, 

Amendment numbered 21: Merely conforms the total to the amount ges 
viously appropriated after ine reduction made by amendment numbered 1 

Amendment numbered 23: Strike out the words “ and bss ool which rey away 
Soan of rations to troops while in encampmen in target 
practice. 

Amendment numbered 24: Increases the limit which ma; S110 oon. be paid civilian 
employés in the Subsistence Department from $105,000 to $11 

Amendment numbered 26: Strikes out the provisions of the ‘House a which 
related to the use of the funds in the Quartermaster’s to be ex- 
pended on transportation. 

This amendment was concurred in by the committee for one reason only, 
eg A that the power to prevent deficiencies was vested in the Secretary of 

‘ar by proper orders through the Lg nein yeiio pag, and officers command- 
nee division departments, posts, and detachments, and a belief that he would 
ceerde such power, his attention being by this action specifically called to the 
sgu! 

Amendment numbered 27: Reduces the 
quarters for hospital stewards from $12,500 
Pimms es numbered 28: Reduces the apropriation for ‘ordnance service” 

m 

y giese joker numbered 31: Increases the a propriation for manufacture of 
arms at the national armory ‘from $200,000 to $400,000. 

The total increase of the bi bill, as the effects of the amendments, is $81,900, 


Mr. BRAGG. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to make one statement to the 
House in connection with this report, because I do not think the Mil- 
itary Committee ought to permit an assertion which is published in the 
RECORD of this morning to go unchallenged. It was said that the ef- 
fectof the proviso attached to the bill by this House, directing the man- 
ner in which funds appropriated to the Quartermaster’s Department 
should be disbursed, was in fact a proviso placing the Army under the 
command of the Quartermaster-General. On behalf of the committee 
whom I represent I can not permit that statement to go unchallenged. 
It was a proviso carefully drawn to protect funds that are appropriated 
by Congress, to be disbursed by the Quartermaster-General, from the 
foray to be made upon them by every officer in command in the United 
States Army. 

The Military Committee of the House appreciated, as does almost 
every one who has any communication with the Army, that there are 
certain officers who executed high commands during the late war who 
feel exceedingly restive when they feel the weight of civil orders 
brought to bear upon them directing the mode of expending public 
funds. The committee thought that a time of peace was the time to 
teach the officers of the Army that the power that grants the money 
to them is the power that shall direct the way and method in which it 
shall be disbursed; and for that reason we provided, in the report made 
to the House in the bill from the Military Committee, that the money 
appropriated to the Quartermaster-General’s Department should be dis- 
bursed by the Quartermaster-General under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War. Furthermore, that whenever a commander of a division, 
or a department, or of a post, had an emergency arise which required 
an immediate expenditure of money in his judgment, before that ex- 
penditure could be made he should be required to make his order for 
the expenditure in writing, and to state what the emergency was. 

That, we thought, was necessary for the purpose of preventing the 
continual return from certain departments of the Government, year 
after year of deficiencies without any responsible head to whom they 
ean be charged. You call upon the Quartermaster-General to account 
for a deficiency in transportation, for instance: ‘‘ Why, Mr. Quarter- 


Thy pr ojina for construction of 


master-General, do you permit these deficiencies- to be made?’’ He 
replies: ‘‘Sir, they were made without my knowledge. This money 
was expended and the contracts entered into an and the first 
information coming to me on the subject is when the bill is presented 
to be paid.’’ Itwas, therefore, to correct that evil that the House com- 
mittee made a provisoand attached it to the bill covering the point, and, 
as we say in our report, we only receded from the proviso upon a con- 
sciousness of the fact that the power does now exist in the Secretary 
of War to prevent it, and we receded in order to avail ourselves of this 
opportunity of saying to the Secretary of War that when deficiencies 
came in from the departments under his administration, that he, and 
not a bureau officer, is responsible for them, and the officers under his 
command who create the deficiency are responsible to him for them. 
If, then, he discharges his duty as the credit of his administration re- 
quires—and Ihaveno doubt whatever that he will do so—a general order 
will be issued by him to department commanders directing that no 
such expenditure shall hereafter be made, 

I move the adoption of the report, upon which I ask the previous 
question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me ask the gentleman from Wisconsin a ques- 
tion: What is the total amount of the increase ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Eighty-one thousand nine hundred dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the item of $100,000 for arms has been yielded 
by the House? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes}gir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Making the whole sum for this purpose $400,000 ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS, VICKSBURG, MISS, 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I move by unanimous consent to take from the 
House Calendar the bill (H. R. 6764) to provide for holding terms of the 
United States courts at Vicksburg, Miss., and I desire to say I have 
several amendments to offer which will make the bill agreeable to all 
the representatives of Mississippi. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the counties of Tunica, Coahoma, Bolivar, Washin; 
ton, Sun Flower, Sharkey, , Issaquena, and Warren shall constitute a part of 
northern judicial district. of Mississippi, and shall be known as the western di- 
vision of said district ; and courts for the transaction of a ning to the 
parsons and p roperty in said western division shall be held at the city o ear 

urg on the first Mondays of January and J us in each year, and shall be 


for four weeks, or so long as business may 
held at visite as as provided in section 1 of 


Src. 2, That the said court to be 
a act shall be possessed of and shall exercise all the powers and jurisdiction 

w possessed or exercised, or which may hereafter be ted to or exercised, 
re ‘the courts in said district now held at Oxford and berdeen, res: respectively : 
and for the purpose of exercising the jurisdiction herein confe: the said 
western division shall be a Nis gore ju ore district; and all laws regulating 
and defining how suits against persons or propert located or found in judic: 
districts l be rrie Shall: waa lieable to and govern the bringing of suits 
in said division; and all laws touching the removal of causes foe tate courts 
= United States courts shall apply to said court hereby established. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the clerks of the courts now held at Oxford 
and Jackson,on demand of either party to any suit now pending in either of 
said courts, and properly be: boicoing to the court at Vicksburg, to make out and 
certify a copy of the record and a in such suit, and to transmit the 
same to the clerk of said court at Vicksburg, who shall enter said cause on his 
docket, and the same shall be proceeded with as if it had been originally brought 
re said court, The fees for suck transcript shall be paid by the party applying 

for the same. 

Sec, 4. That the marshal and clerk of said northern district of Mississippi 
shall appoint deputies, who shall reside at Vicksburg and act as marshal and 
clerk of said court. 

Sec. 5. That the United States shall not be at any ones in providing fora 
building or room for the holding of the terms of said co! 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. CATCHINGS’S amendments were read, as follows: 


Amend the first section by striking out the words “Tunica,” * Coahoma, 

“ Bolivar,” and “ Santower.- and by striking out the word “ northern, = in th es 
fifth line, and by inserting before the word “courts,” in the sixth line, the words 
“circuit and district.” 

Amend section 2 by inserting “courts” in place of ‘‘ court,” in first line, and 
by «and b before the word * courts, "in line 5, the words "* circuit and’ Se 
trict,” and p7 striking outthe words “at Oxford and Aberdeen, 
and “at Jackson;" also amend section 2 by addin ie the rad 
lowing ae: “but all crimes and offenses heretofore committed within said 
southern district shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner 
and with the same effect as if this act had not been 

Amend section 3 by striking one the cn “Oxford and Jackson,” in the sec- 
ond line, and inserting “ Jackso 

Amend section 4 by striking cos the word “ northern,” in line 1, and insert- 
ing “southern,” 


There was no objection, and the amendments were agreed to; and the 
bill as amended was ordered to be en: and read a third time, and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CATCHINGS moved to reconsider the vote by whieh 4 the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


1887. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the of bills of the following titles, without amendment: 

A bill CH. R. 191) providing for the erection of a public building at 
Los Angeles, Cal.; 
A bill (H. R. 9371) for the completion of a public building at Santa 
Fé, N. Mex.; 


A bill ne R. 9644) for the erection of a public building at Jefferson, 
Tex 

K iin (H. R. 10051) for the erection of a public building at Charles- 
ton, S. C. 

It farther announced the passage of bills of the following titles, with 
amendments; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 2539) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to ex- 
change property purchased at Facet Va., as a site for a public 
building for more suitable property; and 


A bill (H. R. 7218) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection 
of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn., approved February 25, 
1885. 


It further announced the passage of bills and a joint resolution of the 
following titles; in which concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1920) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Minneapolis, Minn. ; 

A bill (S. 1974) providing for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Hastings, Nebr., and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2303) for the erection of a publie building at Chester, Pa. ; 

iey bill (S. 3001) for the erection of a public building at Milwaukee, 


ib A bill (8 eS 3055) for the extension and repair of a public building at 
Newark, 

A bill’ (S. 3121) for the erection of a public building at Hanover, N. H. ; 

A bill (S. 1322) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Morgan City qoz of Brashear), State of Louisiana; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing and directing the Depart- 
ment of Justice to transfer certain rooms which have been occupied 
by the United States courts to the city of Jackson, Miss. 


FRANK J. BURROWS. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I ask, by unanimous consent, that 
the Private Calendar be di from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 3129) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, eT 
ized and directed to cause the account of Frank J. Burrows, postmaster at the 
city of Williamsport, State of Pennsylvania, to be credited with the sum of $3,500, 
on account of the loss of that amount in postage-stamps by the robbery of said 
post-office on the 2d day of August, A. D -_ it Sppheciog that said loss was 
without fault or negligence on the part of said postmaster. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Task for the bsg of the report. 
The report (by Mr. FLEEGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
acne of TOK J. Burrows, having had the same under co: 
u 

That nk J. Burrows was postmaster at the city of Williamsport P.O., 
Pa., from to —; that on the 30th day of August, 188i, the said post-office 
,000 2cent stamps, aggregat- 


was robbed of 50, 000 L-cent postage-stamps, and 150, 
gas value $3,500, and also of $522 in money. 

he said robbery was committed about a quarter to twelve o'clock (noon), 

aan, clerks, carriers, and employés of the post-office were at 

dinner, with the exception of the assistant postmaster, the mailing clerk, and 
the delivery ri stamp clerk. The mailing clerk was busy at his desk, The 
delivery and “age clerk was at the general delivery window, and the assistant 
postmaster, Mr. Shay, was occupied in the money-order office in the rear part 
of the office, The stamps and money stolen were in an iron safe belonging to 
the Department, and furnished for that purpose by the Department, The stamps 
were in the original in which they had been sent to the post-office. 

While so engaged as aforesaid a boy came in and told the assistant parmar 
that a gentleman in a buggy in front of the door wished to to him. 

Shay, the assistant postmaster, at once left his work and went to the door. Ths 
man in the buggy said he was sorry to have brought him out, but he was lame 
and could not gos out of the buggy. He then sa g that he wanted to ask him 
how he would have to proceed to get seeds from Department, &c, Mr.Shay 
replied that he was not able to give him the information, butsupposed he could 
get them through the member of Congress from his district. r. Shay then re- 
tarned to his oflice, not having been gone, as he thinks, more than three or four 
minutes. That afternoon it was discovered that the stamps mentioned had been 
taken from the safe and packages similar in = and aspecwanee substituted = 
them; also that the money mentioned had It is supposed tha: 
while the man in the buggy engaged the P BE postmaster in sirean 
a confederate, or confederates, entered Dea a side hte from the alley or i eaae r 
a window and committed the robbery. iligent effort was made by the post- 
master and the inspectors and officials of the Post-Office Departoncih to dis- 
cover and apprehend the thieves, but without & success. 

A. G. Sharp, chief inspector, Post-Office Department, in a letter to Hon, Will- 
jam T. Price, January 13, 1885, in answer to one for information as to the 
robbery, says: 

“A thorough examination was made by an inspector to ascertain if there was 
Je evidence of coliusion between the thieves and the employés S the Will- 

rt office, or any of them, but none could be found, * * rigid and 

eos RA pAg ee was made of the accounts of the office. sna CONE 

was found to be shape, except the losses before stated. The assistant 

master has the lute confidence of the postmaster, and, in „fact, the con- 

dence of Seales me wm Ar he has come in business contact.” 

r of the Department who investigated 

the said pone o Sith n a few days after the same was committed, states in a 
letter written by him toa member of this committee: 

“This robbery was planned by ingenious and bold thieves from New York, 
and due vigilance could not haye prevented its execution.’ 


. R. 3129) for the 
deration, 


when the 


He also states— 

“I hav found the Will rt post-o: intelligently and caref\ 
managed, and the interests rine I pyet a a aA the Dabllo carefally sad 

uc! 

From all the evidence your committee conclude that no blame can attach to 

said aster for said loss, and believing that he should have credit on his ac- 
count with the Government for said loss as provided in the bill, recommend that 
the bill do pass. 

There was no objection, and the Private Calendar was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and it was taken up, ordered 
to be engrossed, and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsyly ‘ania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider-be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iask by unanimous consent—— 

Mr. WILLIS. I demand the regular order of business, 


UNLAWFUL INCLOSURES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
the ee resolution, with the recommendation that it be adopted: 


Congress, by the act approved spo pant A 25, 1885 (23 Stats. at 
page we sais prohibited any and all inclosures of public lands, except held under 
m of title made in faith, and the Secretary of the Interior shows in his 
last annual to the President, dated November 1, 1836, that notwithstand- 
ing the provisions of said act the practice of unlawfully in ioolosing large areas of 
ue mile lands still Conteneo, rig the Secretary, i rt, suggests that 
sy some extent a matter of doubt whether the ‘prohibitory provision of 
the law covers these cases, though I am of opinion that it does; and should there 
pesay a in the mind of Congress upon the point, additional legislation 
w n 
Resolved, Nhat: the Secretary of the Interior be required to revere the opinion 
of the Attorney-General for the use of this House whether, to resch the cases 
cited by the Secretary of the Interior, especially as to lands in the granted limits 
of railroad land grants, any further legislation is needed. 
The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
REPORT ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I am instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back, with a favorable recommendation, the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 15, page Sy of the cor- 
rected report of the committee of conference on the bill (S. 1532) to regulate 
coor teas together with the detailed statement of the House conferrees on the 
sa 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The estimated cost of printing the same is $131.70. The Public Printer esti- 
mates the cost of the amount of printing eriari estimated upon, by 
Congress within the present fiscal year, at $154,364.12, The committee 
mend the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to know whether the resolution provides 
for the printing of the detailed statement of the House conferrees. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. It does. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why print that now? It was simply for the in- 
formation of the House to enable it to comprehend what changes were 
made. It seems to me all we require to have printed now is the bill 
itself. I suggest that part of the resolution be omitted as the necessity 
for it has entirely passed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The cost of the printing is very small indeed, 
as will be seen by the report, and the statement of the conferrees is 
very much desired by many members, I do not think the gentleman 
from Illinois should urge an objection to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was very desirable pending the consideration 
of the matter before the House, but now, as it has been determined and 
the will of the House has been , I see no necessity for it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is the whole statement of the merits of the 
changes made in the bill. 

The resolution was adopted. 

REPORT OF VISITORS TO MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I am also instructed by the Committee on 
Printing to report back with a favorable recommendation the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That 5,000 extra copies of the annual report of the Board of Visitors 
to the United States Milita: cademy for the year 1886 be printed for the use 
of Members of the House of pes ntatives, inaccordance with the recommen- 
dation of the Committee on Military Affairs, herewith presented. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The estimated cost of printing and covering 5,000 extra copies of said reportis 
$152.20. The approximate cost of the amount of printing previously estimated 
upon ordered by Congress within the present fiscal year is $133,902.33. 


The resolution was adopted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). The regular order is the 
call of standing and select committees for reports. 


recom- 
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ANDREW J. pagan Y. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the A (H. R. 10353) for the reliet 


of Andrew J. ORT, ; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
bills of the following titles, and they were referred to the Committee 
on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 7419) for the relief of George M. Little; and 

The bill (H. R. 9023) for the relief of Francisco V. De Coster. 

WILLIAM C, SPENCER. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 9905) for the 
relief of William C. S cer; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 10804) to ef- 
fect a re-arrangement of grades of offices in the Adjutant-General’s 
Department of the Army; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the petition of Schuyler Tiam- 
ilton; which was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report 


ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT HARRISONBURG, VA. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2058) to 
complete the public building at Harrisonburg, Va.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OWENSBOROUGH, KY. 


Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported back, with a favorable recommendation the bill = 


1536) for the of suitable ground in the city of Owensboro 
in the State of Kentu and the erection thereon of a public bui z 
ing for the post-office, United States collector’s office, United States 


commissioner’s office, and for the use of other United States officers 

in said city, and appropriating money for said purposes ; which was 

referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH SAILER. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, hte 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5963) for the relief of 
beth Sailer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendment and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ANNA ETHERIDGE HOOKS. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2884) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Anna Etheridge Hooks; which was referred to the 
committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 

accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ANNA B. KERR. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9898) for the 
relief of Anna B. Kerr; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS WITH RAILWAY COMPANIES, 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (S. 511) to provide for the settle- 
ment of accounts with certain railway companies; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HYLAND C. KIRK AND OTHERS. ‘ 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2560) for the relief of Hyland 
C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOWARD, I ask that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the House bill (H. R. 7649) 
having the same title, and that the same be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JAMES H..GILBERT. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, es 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10073) 
relief of James H. Gilbert; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


ARREARS OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 9469) relating to ar- 
rears of taxes in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SALES FOR OVERDUE TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
9064) prescribing the times for sales and for notice of sales of property 
in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes; which was referred to the 
eee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the concurrent resolution pees 
for the printing of 5,000 additional copies of the — of the Super- 
intendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic urvey, &c.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the stateof the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JULIA A, SLUDER. 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10178) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Sluder, 
executrix of E. Sluder, deceased; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF HENRY H. SIBLEY. 


Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (S. 909) for the r relief of the legal 
personal re; tives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have the 
views of the minority pened with the report. 

LAND CLAIMS IN ARKANSAS, FLORIDA, LOUISIANA, ETC. 

The SPEAKER pro The hour for the consideration of bills 
under the rule at nine minutes to 1 o'clock. The call rests 
with the Committee on Private Land Claims. The Clerk will report 
the title of the peni bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 7214) to authorize the examination, 

certain unconfirmed Jand 


claims in in the Stateso 
a eae Somer and pio res mana 


tenting of 
Ar] hoon reer gp 
-first degree of north ati stain an ae 

The cegivar gore pf pro tempore. This bill was under consideration on 
Monday last, and, by order of the House, was printed in the RECORD. 
ERN GER. Has the bill been considered in Committee of the 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The bill is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it not subject to be considered in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER tempore. The present occupant of the chair is 
informed that when the bill was last up the Speaker held that it was 
properly in the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It occurred to me that this bill provided for dis- 

ing of public lands; and, if so, it should have its first consideration 
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. I was 
not aware that the Speaker had given an opinion on that point. 

Mr. SADLER. Mr. Speaker, it appears that in section 12 of this 
bill there are two provisos. The last was intended by the committee 
to be a substitute for the first, and I therefore offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend striking out all beginning with the word “ vi "in I 
section TE a to the word nt provided: ™ in line 42 of idegi a OE 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has the bill been read, Mr. § er? 

The SPEAKER, The bill was partly read, and by unanimous con- 
sentof the House it was printed in the Record. Does the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] desire to have it read? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have it read before it is acted upon, 
but if any gentleman desires to discuss it now, I do not object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to have it read when- 
ever he desires. In the mean time, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
SADLER] may proceed. 

ADLER. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from Illinois 
to state how much time he wants for the diamin of this bill, 
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The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois does not ask for time; 
he asks whether the bill has been read or not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 
Alabama will do well to proceed to explain the provisions of this bill 
before we are asked to vote upon it, 

Mr. SADLER. Mr. Speaker, this bill refers to certain land claims 
originating under cessions from France under treaty with the United 
States in 1803. Since that date several acts of Congress looking to the 
adjustment ot these claims have been passed. The first was passed in 
the year 1805; after that, in 1807, another was passed, and several acts 
having the same object in view, the adjustment of these claims, have 
been passed since that date, the last, I believe, in 1860. Some of those 
acts provided for the adjustment of these claims by the appointment of 
a board of commissioners for that purpose; some Meza i them to the 
registers and receivers of the land offices; some to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, forapproval. The act of 1860, however, referred 
thesettlement of these claims to the United States district court. Not- 
withstanding these opportunities afforded by Congress to claimants in 
the various States and parts of States mentioned in the bill, there are 
yet in those States a large number of persons who have failed to avail 
themselves of these provisions; and there are still outstanding unset- 
tiled claims in all the States designated. 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, does not ask for a dollar from the Government 
under any circumstances. ‘It is simply a bill to quiet title, a bill nec- 
essary as well to the Government as to the citizens for whose benefit it 
is more particularly proposed. It is a measure of relief by the Gov- 
ernment to citizens of these States who hold these lands and have held 
them by inheritance for more than three-quarters of a century. 

The Government of the United States has never attempted to inter- 
fere with these claimants or the lands upon which they are located. 
It was f bee in the acts of cession that the owners or occupants of 
the lands should be protected in their settlements; therefore, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States could not, with propriety, as itnever has 
done, interfere with these persons. But under the new order of things 
which occurs in what some term ‘‘the new South’? these lands are now 
upon the market. Persons from other sections of the country go there 
and wish to purchase them. ‘The occupants of the land have rested se- 
cure as they sup in their possession, believing that suflicient. 
But when the terms of sale are agreed upon and the would-be purchaser 
demands title from the occupant, he has none to show, and therefore 
can not transfer his property. 

r HENDERSON, of Iowa. Where are these lands chiefly situ- 
ated ? 

Mr. SADLER. Most of them which have not been confirmed are, I 

me, in the State of Louisiana, Many of them have been con- 
ed heretofore under various acts of Congress. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to ask whether this is a unanimous re- 

from the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. SADLER. It is a unanimous report. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And these are lands to which the Government 
now asserts no title. 4 

Mr. SADLER. None whatever; and it has never done so. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How much land is embraced in this 
bill? 

Mr. SADLER.. Itis impossible to tell. It applies to all the lands 
which need a confirmatory act-of this kind. The bill provides that 
the claimants shall file their petitions with the or receiver of 
the land offices in the several districts in which the lands are located, 
or, if there are no registers or receivers in the district, then with the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office; and in each case the final 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior is required. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is the passageof the bill recommended 
by the Interior Department? 

Mr. SADLER. It appears, I think, that substantially this bill was 
draughted by the Secretary of the Interior. I have been so informed. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Notthe present Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. SADLER. No, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I understand that this bill has never been 
submitted to him or to the present Commissioner of the Land Office. 

Mr. SADLER. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. HALsELL]. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, has anybody been recognized in oppo- 
sition to this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SADLER] 
ealled up the bill, and being entitled to an hour has yielded ten minutes 
of his time to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SADLER. Iwill yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON] if he wishes to speak, 

Mr. NELSON. This is an important bill, and Iask time in my own 
right to oppose the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there is only one hour 
for the consideration of this bill this morning, and if its consideration 
be not completed at the end of the hour, the bill will take its place 
with the unfinished business of the House. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama having called up the bill on behalf of the committee, has the floor 
for one hour, and can occupy the entire time if he desires to do so. 
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ee DERSON, of Iowa. Will there not be another hour on the 
next 

The SPEAKER. ‘There will not be, because this is the second hour 
of the committee. The bill comes over by reason of the fact that it was 
unfinished at the termination of the last consideration hour. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, under these circumstances I will avail 
myself of the courtesy of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SADLER], 
and briefly state my objections to the bill. 

This is a bill which on its face purports to give authority to a great 
number of private claimants to go before the register and receiver of 
the local land offices in the several States interested to prefer their 
claims by petition and have them passed upon and allowed. And 
where there is no register or receiver the cases are to be acted on in the 
first instance by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. Where 
a case is acted on by a register and receiver they are to report the mat- 
ter to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, whose decision is 
to be in a certain measure final, though he reports to the Secretary of 
the Interior. Claimants who are disappointed in the decision of the 
register and receiver at the local land office, or in the decision of the 
Commissioner, may appeal; but there is no corresponding right of ap- 
peal secured to the Government if the decision should be deemed ad- 
verse to its interests, 

The object of this bill is to allow a number of private claimants to 
have their claims passed upon in this way by a sort of ex parte tribunal— 
first by the register and receiver of the local land office, and next by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. No provision is made for 
protecting the rights of the United States Government by the appear- 
ance of counsel in its behalf. Private land claims of this character 
ought to be preferred in some of the Federal courts where the rights 
of the United States would be protected by the local district attorneys. 
No provision of that kind is made in this case. 

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, whenever these claims are allowed 
as proposed in this bill there is to be, if they can not be satisfied lo- 
cally, I mean if the local lands can not satisfy them, there is a 
of land-scrip to be issued which is assignable and can be used to locate 
lands all over the Union. This is contained in section 11, and isa 
similar provision to that contained in the bill that passed the other 
day on the report of this committee, but which was eliminated by 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. s 

In my opinion, Mr. Speaker, without going into detail, I think this is 
a most dangerous bill. If these private claimants have any claims 
as to land grants against the Government those claims ought to be 

upon and adjudicated in the Federal courts, and the United States 
ought to be protected by counsel appearing in those courts. I would, 
therefore, if I am entitled to make any motion, Mr. aperet, move 
that this bill be recommitted to the Committee on the Public Lands 
with instructions to so amend the bill. 

Mr. SADLER. I only yielded to the gentleman for debate, and not 
for amendment. x 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for amendment? 

Mr. SADLER. I do not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will yield to me. 

Mr. SADLER. For how long? 

Mr. SPRINGER. For ten minutes. 

Mr. SADLER. I have already yielded for ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. HALSELL]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well, then; I will wait until after the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky has completed his remarks. 

Mr. HALSELL, Mr. Speaker, the legislation proposed in the pend- 
ing bill is in many respects really the re-enactment of several acts of 
Congress heretofore in reference to private land claims in the 
States mentioned in the bill. The last one of these acts expired by 
limitation in 1875. 

As was stated by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SADLER], these 
private land claims had their origin in the governments of France, Spain, 
and Great Britain long before any of these lands were embraced in the 
States in which theyare located. These private land claims arose before 
the sovereignty over these lands was ceded to the United States. Under 
the treaties by which those lands were ceded to the Government of the 
United States, it was specially provided that all having bona 
fide claims to such lands were to be protected in their rights. In order 
to carry out the obligations of those treaties various acts, as I have al- 
ready stated, were passed by Congress, and efforts were made to close 
up the whole matter. 

It is suggested by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] that 
this is merely an ex parte proceeding; that these parties have the right 
in the presentation of their claims to be represented by counsel, while 
there is no provision for representation by counsel upon the part of the 
United States. The bill provides at the same time that the register 
and receiver, or the Commissioner of the General Land Office, as the 
case may be, shall have the right, and it is their duty likewise, when 
witnesses are presented by attorneys, to cross-examine them in reference 
to the merits of the case. 

So that, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me there is nothing at all in the 
gentleman’s objection, and that the Government of the United States 
can be protected by its officials as provided in the bill. 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What was the practice of determin- 
ing these private land claims under the acts which you say expired in 
1875? . 

Mr. HALSELL. There was an act passed in 1860 for the settlement 
of private land claims, and there were ether acts before that time and 
since. The last one of these acts which was in existence expired in 
1875. Some of them contained substantially the same provisions as 
in the present bill for the settlement of these claims. 

One of the provisions of the bill is that these claimants shall present 
their cases within three years after the passage of the act, and must 
pora them within five years. The bill further provides this shall 

a final settlement of all these claims, and that if persons who hold 
such claims refuse or fail to present them within three years or to 
prosecute them within five years those cases shall be barred. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understood from some gentlemen 
that some of these claimants have been in possession three-quarters of 
acentury. The gentleman stated a number of acts were heretofore 

providing for the hearing and determining of theseclaims. Now, 

these parties did not present their claims to have them determined 

and we are to have this act passed, when is there to be an end of this 
matter ? 

Mr. HALSELL. We propose that this shall be the end ofit. Think- 
ing these private land cases have had sufficient opportunity, this bill, it 
is intended, shall provide final settlement, so that cases not presented 
within three years shall be barred. 

Mr. PERKINS. If, as I understand, there was no limitation in the 
previous acts, why could not these parties perfect their titles without 


the of this? 

Mr. HALSELL. That right expired by limitation. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understood that there was no limitation. 

Mr. HALSELL. The law itself expired by limitation. There was 
no limitation as to the time of filing the claims, but the law under 
which they could be filed expired by limitation. That provision of law, 
as I have said, was renewed from time to time to enable these parties 
to present their claims with their evidence of title, and the last exten- 
sion of itexpired by limitation in 1875; so that without a provision of 
this character these ies are barred by that limitation from present- 
ing their claims to perfect their titles. This bill, I repeat, is substan- 
tially the same bill that was heretofore extending the provisions 
of the original act for filing these claims from time to time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman one more 

uestion. 

k Mr. HALSELL. Well, my time is very limited. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me ask, have the various Presi- 
dents or the heads of the Interior Department from timeto time brought 
the matter to the attention of Congress? 

Mr. HALSELL. Yes, sir; the Secretary of the Interior has. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the Commissioner of the General Land Office? 

Mr. HALSELL. The Secretary of the Interior recommends some- 
thing of this sort. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a question in reference to this bill that I 
would like to ask for information. 

By the terms of section 6 a person having occupied these lands for a 
period of thirty years uninterruptedly, or who held them from a per- 
son who had occupied them for that period, would be entitled to the 
benefits of this act. 

Mr. HALSELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, by the last clause of section 11 it is provided 
that the benefits of this bill shall apply only to those lands proved to 
be held in actual ion and occupancy as provided in section 6 of 
the act, thatis to say, an actual uninterrupted possession, By the first 
clause of the eleventh section it is provided as follows: 

Sec, 11. That if any of the land embraced within the limits of a private claim 
finally approved under this act shall have been disposed of by the United States 
in such manner that it can not be patented to the claimant, the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office shall issue, in legal subdivisions as near as practical, 
certificates of location to the claimant for a quantity of land equal to the land so 
suposed of,in the manner provided by act of Congress approved January 23, 

Now, how does it happen that where there has been an uninterrupted 

ion of the land, under the claim of title, the Government could 
aera disposed of the land in such manner as to entitle a party claim- 
ing to obtain a location elsewhere upon the public lands under a patent 
to be issued by the Government. Is not that a very objectionable 
feature of the bill ? 

EAK dar mires The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
expired. 

r. HALSELL. I am very sorry that my time was all taken up 
before I had succeeded in explaining the bill. 

Mr. SADLER. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from INi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER |. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire the attention of the House 
for a few moments in regard to some of the provisions of this bill. It 
provides for settling certain private land grants derived from foreign 
governments by a reference of the claims to the registers or receivers of 
the land office in the locality in which they are situated. The proceed- 
ing under the bill is wholly ex parte and the bill authorizes the regis- 
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ter or receiver of the land office in the State where these grants may 
be found to hear and determine the questions of fact which may be 
brought by a claimant, to subpoena witnesses, and to take their testi- 
mony. If the decision of such ter or receiver of the land office 
is adverse to the claimant, he may file with the Secretary of the Interior 
an appeal and the decision of the Secretary of the Interior of such ap- 
peal is final as to the claimant’s right. 

Section 6 provides that where the claimant can not prove his title by 
a continuous chain from the foreign government down to him, all that 
is required on his part is to prove actual possession and occupancy of 
the lands for thirty years; and in that event he may have a patent 
issued to him for the lands whether they are traceable to the foreign 
government or not. 

Section 11 provides that if the person has a claim, and there is no 
land upon which he can obtain a patent, or the land which was granted 
to him has been disposed of by the Government to somebody else, that 
he may have a ‘‘ float ’’ or warrant given to him by which he can locate 
anywhere upon the public lands within the limits of the United States. 

Mr. PERKINS. What do you think of that section ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it ought notto be adopted. There can be 
no more dangerous provision by law giving authority to the Secretary ` 
of the Interior than that which would authorize, upon an ex parte ex- 
amination of this kind, the issuance of a float or a patent which would 
authorize its holder to locate the warrant anywhere on the public do- 


main. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, section 6 provides that where the party can not 
prove the title from the foreign government down to him he only needs 
to prove that he has been in continuous possession for thirty years, upon 
which proof he shall be entitled to this privilege. Section 11 provides 
that if the lands which he claims and to which he has proven a title by 
this ex parle proceeding before the register or receiver have been sold 
by the United States to some other person, then the patent shall be is- 
sued to him to be located on any pen of the public lands. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will you allow me to call attention to 
section 12? 

Mr. SPRINGER. In a moment. 

It seems to me the ponon conferred by the bill upon the registers 
and receivers of the land office are so broad and important that the; 
should not be conferred in any case except upon a court of justice wi 
the right of appeal to both parties to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. To confer upon a register or receiver of the land office this ex- 
traordinary judicial power it seems to me is without precedent in this 
country. These claims of title are questions thata court alone should 
decide. They are subject to too many contingencies to be intrusted 
into the hands of a register or receiver, and frequently are founded on 
fraud or have no foundation whatever in fact. 

Mr. ELY. Is it not a fact that the decision of the receivers in such 
cases would have no effect unless approved by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true, but the whole proceeding before the 
receiver, on which the Commissioner of the Land Office would act, is 
ex parte, 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SADLER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. HALL]. 

Mr. HALL. This bill applies by its express terms only to lands to 
which the Government itself makes no claim. It applies to lands 
which are held by individuals under supposed grants or cessions from 
the foreign governments who at one time had the right to cede them 
to their inhabitants, and which were claimed by these individuals at 
the time the domain was acquired by the United States; and which 
class of titles were expressly recognized by the treaties under which 
that public domain was acquired. 

Since then these claimants have continued to occupy and reside upon 
these lands, transmitting them by conveyance, by will, and by inher- 
itance, as if they owned them, under that imperfect character of title 
which they obtained from governments having different land systems 
from that of the United States. These various claimants have been 
applying to Congress for confirmation of their rights under the treaties 
until, in 1860, the Congress of the United States, with a view of freeing 
itself from the vast number of applications of this kind, passed a stat- 
ute conferring upon the registers and receivers of the United States 
authority to investigate and decide and transmit their decisions to the 
Interior Department, whose confirmation was to be certified to Con- 
gress, and Congress then could act advisedly. That enactment con- 
tained a limitation of, I think, ten years at least. Within that time 
a great many of these claimants filed their records in the office of the 
Secretary, but could obtain no relief owing to the fact that Congress 
could not act. 

In 1867 that statute was extended for a period of three years. In 1872 
it was again extended, and ithas expired now by reason of its own pro- 
visions, leaving in the office of the Interior Department a vast number 
of these claims with their records, which were pending at the time the 
law ceased to be operative, and which claims could not be adjudicated, 
not by reason of omissions or fault of the claimants, but because they 
could not be reached and acted upon in the time limited by law. 
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In addition to this class of people there were many ignorant people 
who, as it is said, did not know the law and who have not filed their 

ims and who are year after year petitioning Congress for the assist- 
ance and aid this bill seeks to give. This bill is but a renewal of that 
old legislation and an attempt to relieve Congress of these private land 
elaims and place them in the hands of the Department with authority 
to give the confirmation they should receive. 

As has been explained by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HAL- 
SELL], these claimants own theirlands and have as valid a right and 
title to them as any one has to any land under more modern methods 
of transfer. But the original inception of title which passes from the 
Government to theindividualis wanting. Therefore, when they attempt 
to make sales or effect loans on their property or Ta themselves 
against invasion their titleis imperfect, owing to this defect. They have 
as absolute a right to this aid from Congress as any right can be—as 
absolute a right to a remedy in this respect. 

This bill provides that the register and receiver shall be authorized 
by a proper proceeding, in which the Government may appear if it sees 
proper, to investigate, and report to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. If the two officers are unable to agree they certify the 
case, and it all goes to the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SADLER. LIyield two minutes more to ihe gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HALL]. 

Mr. HALL. While it has been said that the Governmentitself has 
no right of appeal from the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
the Secretary of the Interior in case the decision is favorable to the 
claimant, I suggest that the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
is an officer so high in that Department that his decision can be safely 
left where he puts it without further delay adverse to and hindering 
the rights of these claimants. That was the view of the committee. 

As regards the eleventh section, it provides that in case any of the 
Jand the right to which has been ized under these proceedings 
by the Government has been disposed of by the Government itself in 
such way as that it can not patent it, then a certificate of indemnity 
shall be issued to the claimant. I call the attention of the gentlemen 
who criticise this section to the fact that it applies by its own terms 
expressly only to cases where the claimant has been in actual adverse 
notorious public ion of the land for the last thirty years. That 
is expressly provided for in that section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why retain the eleventh section? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BRAGG. Does the bill make any provision to guard against 
elastic surveys? 

Mr. HALL. There are none. The bill only applies to cases where 
the claimant proves that he has been in actual possession of the land. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that the sixth section only applies to those who can not prove 
their title from the foreign government. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HALL] has expired. 

Mr. SADLER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. EEEE : 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I have only two minutes, and I ask the atten- 
tion of the House for that time. This is a bill to quiet titles to land. 
It may not be an ideally perfect bill, but it covers simply the old Lou- 
isiana purchase, and it provides where parties owning the lands where 
they trace their title either to Spain or France shall have their title per- 
fected; or, in case they can not do that, when they have been in actual 
possession adversely for thirty years, cultivating, owning, possessing, and 
improving their lands, they shall have the presumption of law that they 
own those lands, and their titles shall be perfected. Believing that to 
be right, I favor the bill. That is all there is in it. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. A good deal more than that. 

Mr. SADLER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
upon the amendment and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will give an opportunity for 
the amendment of the eleventh section. x x 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to recommit this bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. That motion can not be entertained when the de- 
mand for the previous question is pending. 

The question was taken upon ordering the previous question on the 
amendments, and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and there were—ayes 50, noes 73. 

Mr. SADLER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. SADLER. Noquorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
SADLER] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 30, noes 19, 

Mr. SADLER. I will withdraw the point of no quoram and the 
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demand for the previous question, and accept the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, is not this matter open to debate if 
the demand for the previous question is withdrawn ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. PAYSON. Thenif no other gentleman desires recognition, I 
would like to be recognized. 

Mr. SADLER. I have not yielded the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman necessarily yielded the floor when 
he demanded the previous question. 

Mr. SADLER. I withdrew that demand in order to permit the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I send up the amendment, Mr. Speaker, and ask 
that it be read. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, what is the parliamentary condition 
of the bill now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SADLER] de- 
manded the previous question; no quorum voted; thereupon tellers 
were appointed, and during the count by tellers the gentleman from 
Alabama withdrew his demand for the previous question. 

Mr. PAYSON. Was not that tantamount to yielding the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, and thinks that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Payson] will be entitled to the floor when the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has been 
read. 

The amendment offered by Mr. HOLMAN was read, as follows: 

Add to the 11th section: 

Provided, That such certificates of location shall be located in the State within 
the limits of which the original grant was situated, and not elsewhere: Pro- 


vided, however, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any land claim 
which shall exceed 160 acres in extent. 


Mr. SADLER, Mr. Payson, and Mr. BLOUNT addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SADLER. I yielded the floor, Mr. Speaker, simply for the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to offer his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demanded the previous question, 
which is always construed as yielding the floor. Afterward the gen- 
tleman withdrew the demand. Does he insist now that he withdrew 
the demand with the view of resuming the floor to address the House ? 

Mr. SADLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. I insist, Mr. Speaker, that that can not be done. 
The gentleman can not blow hot and cold at the same time. Having 
demanded the previous question and been beaten, he can not then re- 
sume the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to renew the demand 
for the previous question ? 

Mr. SADLER. Ido upon that amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I understand the gentleman to say that he desires 
to demand the previous question upon this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s statement now is that he with- 
drew the demand for the previous question only for the purpose of al- 
lowing the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to propose his 
amendment, intending to renew it as soon as the amendment had been 
offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the case, Mr. Speaker, to my knowledge. 

The SPEAKER. Upon that statement the gentleman is entitled to 
the floor to renew his demand for the previous question. 

Mr. SADLER. I do renew it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let us vote it down again. 

The question was taken upon ordering the previous question upon 
the amendment, and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SADLER called for a division. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 55. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] to act as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 33, noes 35. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills called up 
by committees has expired. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BAcon, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. GREEN, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. LINDSLEY, for eight days, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider the river and har- 
bor bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Pending that motion, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the special order, the pleuro-pneumonia bill. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is first on the motion made by the 
gentleman from Missouri | Mr. HATCH]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 73, noes 78. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman will not the demand for 
tellers. I have on several occasions asked the House to take up the 
pieuro-pneumonia bill on account of its great importance. But I do 
not wish to have time consumed by dilatory motions in trying to get 
the right of way, because consumption of time in that manner simply 
delays us that much longer. I reiterate whatI have heretofore stated, 
that Iam anxious to reach the consideration of this bill as soon as 
per and to get it out of the way of the river and harbor bill; but 

do not desire to have the time of the House taken up either by de- 
mands for tellers or by calls for yeas and nays. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman from Missouri who 
has charge of the pleuro-pneumonia bill may consider this point as 
made by me simply for dilatory purposes, but he is entirely mistaken. 
I believe this bill to be of far greater importance than the river and 
Barton MIL, If gentlemen do not want to waste time, let them take 
up thi 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas insist upon the 
point that no quorum has voted ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ido. 

Tellers wereordered; and Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and Mr. WILLIS 
were appointed. 
ae House proceeded to divide; but before the final report of the 


ers, 

Mr. HEPBURN said: Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken, the yeas and nays were ordered; there be- 
ing—ayes 24, noes 93; more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 
Reed HATCH. Did the Chair announce the result of the vote by 

2 

The SPEAKER, The Chair had not announced the result, but the 
count, so far as it had sees was 63 ayes and 96 noes. 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER, The House ordered the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to renew the motion. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri can not withdraw 
his motion except by unanimous consent. 

Several MEMBERS objected. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. ADAMs, of Illinois. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my motion. 
I hope gentlemen will not use my motion to take up time when the 
House, on a vote by tellers, has shown itself so largely against the mo- 


tion. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The House may change its mind. I 
object. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have no desire to take up time unnecessarily; 
but I believe on this vote we shall have enough to take up the gentle- 
man’s bill. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman will find out after a while that he 
can not take up a bill of which I have control in this House without 
the consent of the committee I have the honor to represent, I hope 
no friend of our bill will vote with the gentleman. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to a parliamentary question: Is it not in 
order to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered? 

The SPEAKER. That motion isin order, but it has not been made. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I make that motion. 

Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order that the process of calling 
the roll had begun, and nothing else is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairhad stated the question, but he believes 
the call of the roll had not commenced. 

Mr. STEELE. The name of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS] was called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised by the Clerk that the name 
of one gentleman was called, but there was no response. The Chair 
thinks the motion to reconsider is in order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. LI raise the point of order that the motion was not 
made in time; the roll-calll had 3 

The SPEAKER. But the vote had not actually commenced. One 
name had been called, but no response had been given. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I refrained from answering. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not respond, so that no vote 
was actually taken. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to inquire how the gentleman who makes 
this motion to reconsider voted on the original question ? 

The SPEAKER. There was no vote by yeas and nays; and in such 
a case every gentleman is regarded as voting on the majority side, there 
being no record of the vote. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HAMMOND, there 
were—ayes 89, noes 18. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it; and the vote ordering the yeas 
and nays is reconsidered. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I make the point that after the yeas and nays have 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


been ordered by a sufficient number, it is not competent for the House 
by a majority vote to reconsider that action. 

The SP. According to the rulings heretofore made a ma- 
jority can adopta motion to reconsider in this case; but the question 
at once recurs on ordering the yeas and nays, when one-fifth can 
order them; and no further motion to reconsider can be made. The 
question will be taken again on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 17, noes 125. 

So (less than one-fifth voting in the affirmative) the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays having been refused, the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri Pate. Harca] is rejected. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (S. 54) to provide 
for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reser- 
vations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States 
and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 


ENTRY OF DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That it shall be in order on Tuesday, February 1, 1887, immediately 
after the expiration of the hour for the call of committees for the consideration 
of bills, to move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering a bill (H. R. 7140) 
entitled an act to amend the laws relating to the entry of distilled spirits in dis- 
tilleries and bonded warehouses, and the withdrawal of the same there- 
from, and for the payment of the tax thereon; and if said motion shall be 
to, it shall be in order on each morning thereafter at the expiration of said hour 
to make the said motion until the consideration of the said billis completed; but 
if on said February 1 said motion is not a; to, it shall be in order on Tues- 
day, February 8, immediately after the expiration of the hour for the call of com- 
mittees for the consideration of bills to make said motion, and if this said motion 
is agreed to itshall be in order each day thereafter, after said hour, to make said 
motion until the consideration of said bill is completed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The question then recurred on Mr. W1L11s’s motion that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to resume the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 117, noes 9. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. WILLIS. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 146, noes 19. 

So the motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 10419) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6 strike out ‘Secretary of War” and insert ‘ President,” 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee arose it was voting on that 
amendment, but no quorum appeared. If there be no objection the 
vote will be taken again. [Aftera pause,] The noes seem to haveit. 

Mr. LA FOL E. I demand a division, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 93. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the amendment is to be rejected, it must 
be rejected by a quorum. 
ced CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. LA FOLLETTE and Mr. 

ILLIS. 

: The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 5, noes 
65. 
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So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause, 
and in lieu thereof to insert the following: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum of $7,500,000 is hereby appropriated, out of mo money in the 
Treasury not otherwise gp rir gg which may be expended by a board of 
engineers, consisting of the Chief of Engineers and the four engineers now 
senior in service, either for the repair, preservation, construction, or completion 
of such public improvements of river and harbors as shall in their ju ent 
afford practical and important facilities for the transportation by water of inter- 
state commerce, 

Mr. NELSON. I offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman, for this rea- 
son: It appears now, after a struggle of nearly two days or more on 
this river and harbor bill, that there is a determined effort to defeat the 
passage of any bill. 

While I do not feel that this is the most appropriate way of expend- 
ing the public money, while I feel it would be more in consonance 
with Republican principles and in accordance with our practice in mak- 
ing appropriations of the public money that the several items should be 
ifically designated, yet I prefer to take an appropriation in gross in 
form rather than we should not have any appropriation at all for 
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the coming fiscal year. There are many important river and harbor 
works all over the country which need taking care of, which need de- 
velopment—a great many rivers and harbors which need improve- 
ment in that way to increase the means we have of checking and re- 
straining the rapacity of the railway system. And, sir, there are a 
great many who have the idea—and I do not mean any one in this 
Chamber—that some men outside who are opposing the river and har- 
ber improvements from time to time do it in the interest of great“rail- 
road corporations. But, sir, however that may be, while it may be 
there are some items which ought not to be in the bill, which relate to 
some rivers and harbors upon which publie money ought not to be ex- 
pended, yet we must admit that great good is accomplished for the 
country by these improvements. 

Take my own district in Minnesota, take my own city of Duluth, and 
you know, Mr. Chairman, that in this Chamber but a few years 
that city of Duluth was made the butt for the wit and fancy and for 
the eloquence of a most distinguished member from Kentucky, Hon. J. 
Proctor Knott. Yet, strange as it may seem, the day is not distant, but 
in the near future, when we will see fulfilled all the predictions of that 
gentleman in his most exuberant imagination. That city of Duluth 
increases with such rapidity that it promises soon to rival the greatest 
inland city of the continent, and at present has grown so great that it 
demands additional facilities for transportation in the way of riverand 
harbor improvements. 

And, strange as it may appear, what seemed to be the amplest and 
most bountiful harbor facilities a year ago, this year are found wholly 
insufficient; and what now seems sufficient for the next year I have 
no doubt will be utterly inadequate for the year to come. 

Iam unwilling, Mr. Chairman, to take up the time of the House 
further in discussing this amendment, but Ae leave to append to my re- 
marks a letter containing a few statistics in reference to the trade and 
commerce of Duluth. 

There was no objection. 

The statistics are as follows: 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, DULUTH, Mrxy., January 3, 1887. 


Sm: Referring to your esteemed favor of December 18, I would most respect- 
fully submit the following statistics showing the business of Duluth during the 
year, 1886, as a basis for our claim for a large appropriation for the improvement 
of our harbor. 

The common council have settled the matter of changing the dock-line, and 
the ordinance as has been forwarded to the Secretary of War. 

Linclose you herewith a sketch showing the new dock-line. 


The receipts and shipments of wheat during 1886 compared with 1885 : 


Receipts, 1885...... 
Receipts, 1886. 

MEMICRS OVER LIB P TE SLO T IIP RN PAEA OTA BEE D O .. 6,550,265 
Shipments, 1885... 048, 
Shipments, 1886... 17, 983, 192 

Taatad COV OE LBS. 6 sce ssss scecswenscccuscstescnstepsobeccsts isaisa urinimi 3, 934, 295 

Receipts of coal by water : Tons. 


Total arrivals and clearances of vessels at Duluth, season of 1885, 1, 083, repre- 


ti 233 tons; f 179, 
oon e oaa 1,372, ms; season of 1856, 2, representing tonnage 


One hundred and twenty thousand tons of steel rails received at Duluth dur- 


ing the season of 1886. 
increased of vessels now building, amo to 55,000 tons, is 
almost entirely for Lake Superior trade, and are of the raging 


class, ave 
over 2,000 tons each, which will very largely increase our coal and heavy freight 
receipts for 1887. 


Ho these figures will help you in procuring a large appropriation for 
and Ping the compliments of Ez season, = hos: 


Iam yours, truly, TESA 

Hon. Kure NELSON, M. C., Washington D. C. = rs 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, unless some one wishes to oppose this 
amendment, I desire to say, izing the condition we are in, the 
pressure of business and the necessity of consuming the balance of the 
time of this short session on important appropriation bills, that so far 
as I am concerned I shall vote for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Minnesota, and hope all the friends of the river and harbor bill 
will vote for it ge 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman object to raising the 
amount to $10,000,000? 

Mr. REED. What is the proposition? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. We would all vote for it just the same if 
the sum was increased and this amendment adopted. } 


Mr. REED. I hope the House of tatives of the United 
States does not propose to abdicate its legislative functions. 

Mr. WILLIS. Only temporarily. 

Mr. REED. That would be a most elegant thing to do. 

Mr. WILLIS. Itisonlya temporary abdication, Itwillresumeits 
functions at the proper time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The idea is that it will go overto the 
Senate, be amended there, and come back. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is exactly what I expect. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think that would be a very bad precedent. 

Mr. aA An exceedingly bad thing for the House of Representa~ 
tives to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire tooffer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it up. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I move to increase the amount covered 
by the bill from seven and one-half millions to ten millions of dollars. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That will give ita new opportu- 
nity to get through, —— y 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. In response to the statement which 
was made a moment since, I wish to say that this is not an abđica- 
tion of the functions of the House. When we take up the post-office 
appropriation bill, for instance, and appropriate the sum total carried 
by the bill for the various branches of this branch of the publieserv- 
ice, we make an appropriation in that bill in the aggregate for the 
pay of the postal clerks; but we do not say in this House how much 
shall go to Chicago, how much to Saint Louis, and how much to some 
other city. 

We appropriate a gross sum for the pay of postal clerks, and the 
Postmaster-General at the beginning of the year distributes it through- 
out the different portions of the United States according to their re- 
quirements. It is just as legitimate a proposition to put this sum in 
the handsof a body like that suggested as to provide, as we do provide, 
for the pay of postal clerks or for any other purposes covered by that 
bill; and moreover every one admits that there is this distinction be- 
tween this appropriation bill and the other, that the other is generally 
assented to, inside and outside of Congress, as a proper bill for Con- 
gress Se te has always been objected to regularly as an 
im bi 


The gentleman from Kentucky says this is only a ‘“‘ temporary de- 
vice.” Whatever his motive may be I know not, but I am not only 
willing to vote for that amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota 
but for the additional amendment I have offered increasing the amount 
to $10,000,000 as a permanent change in the manner of making appro- 
priations for this purpose. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I hope before a vote is taken on 
this question the House will anderstand thoroughly its bearing and 
what it means. 

The gentleman, I undertake to say, not in good faith or the best of 
faith offers this amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. ‘The gentleman has no reason to impute anything 
of the kind to me. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not mean to doso offensively. [Laughter.] 
Tt is a sort of trick, a species of legerdemain to get this bill through 
the House and over to that body, where it is expected its form will 


Mr. NELSON. I never yet, I want to say, have resorted to the 
ractice of filibustering indulged in by the gentleman from Iowa to 
feat it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I have. 

Mr. NELSON. And it does not lie in the gentleman’s mouth to 
accuse me of trickery in offering this amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This is a proposition, the object of which is to 
get this bill ont of the House and ont of its present difficulties. 

Mr. NELSON. Did you not vote for just such a proposition a mo- 
ment ago yourself; and now you are filibustering against this ? 

Mr. HEPB . Iwill say tothe gentleman again, that so far as 
the rules of the House permit me to go to stop the passage of all meas- 
ures I believe to be intrinsically and absolutely wrong, I will go, and 
will try on all occasions and by all the means in my power to check 
this method of legislation—to pass propositions of this kind in bulk, 
no one of which is calculated to be received by the members of this 
House if standingalone. In my humble judgment, I repeat, this is a 
parliamentary trick and nothing more. It isa confession that this bill 
in its present form can not pass the House. 

The gentlemen desire to get it through. They propose now to pass 
it in bulk, stopping all criticism and all votes upon the different meas- 
ures, and send it to the Senate in that form, where they think it will 
be re-formed, and re-formed into its old shape, and brought back as a 
single amendment, as was done during the last session, leaving to the 
House, as the only question, whether or not we will concur, and that 
will be a finality, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope that will not be done. I hope that the 
opponents of this bill will have an opportunity to consider it in all its 
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parts if they desire, and that there will be an abundance of time for 
the members of this House to know just what is in it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask the a from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
to let me have an o hase iid, reply 

Mr. GROSVENO I yield e gentleman. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam onha surprised at the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] making such charges as he has made on this 
floor. He charges this is a trick—and why? Because it attempts to 
make an appropriation by Congress, and to expend it under the direc- 
tion of a body of five engineers. If that is a trick, the great trium- 
virate, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON], and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LA FOLLETTE], have been for the last two days that this bill has been 
up resorting to about just such trickery. [Applause. ] 

They have proposed to put this in the hands either of the Secretary 
of War or of the President, both members of a political party, and to 
give them the absolute power over the expenditure, while I propose 
by this amendment not to put it in the hands of any Democratic 
officials, not in the hands of men who are voted in and out at elections, 
bat to put it in the hands of public officials, engineers, who are in 
office under all administrations, and are supposed to be as honest and 
as competent and as well qualified as the gentleman from Iowa him- 
self. Lf there i is any trick in this business, the gentleman from Iowa 
has himself set the example; and more, he has attempted to carry out 
his trick by what I have not resorted to—filibus' g. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the opponents of this bill had seen fit to 
ciriticise in this House and before the country the separate items of 
the bill, and thensubmit tothe judgment of this House upon their crit- 
icisms, this resort would not have been warranted. But they have not 
seen fit todo that. They have seen fit to come here in the latter days 
of January, with but thirty-one or thirty-two more legislative days of 
the life of this Congress, with all the important measures that are pend- 
ing here, in which the people of this country are vitally interested— 
the question of these great agricultural bills, the questions involved in 
the general appropriation bills, the questions involved in the pension 
legislation that is proposed here—and they say that in the first instance 
they will, by every parliamentary resort, obstruct the progress of this 
bill at every step of the way, and thereby, by that sort of proceeding, 
by indirection, obstruct each individual item of the legislation which 
is pending here and now. They refuse to be governed by the majority. 
They refuse here to permit less than a quorum in the affirmative to 
settle any question upon the floor of this House. 

And now the gentleman from Iowa says that for the friends of this 
bill to attempt to beat that sort of a move on their part by some other 
proceeding is a parliamentary trick. There is not an item in this bill, 
Mr. Chairman, that Iam not ready tostand here and now to defend and 
to submit to the majority vote of a quorum of this House. But I am 
not willing to see this session of Congress destroyed. I am not willing 
to see these great public measures frustrated by the parliamentary pro- 
ceeding which it is apparent has been agreed upon, and notice of which 
was served upon us several days ago. 

Mr. STEELE. If the gentleman from Ohio is so anxious about the 
passage of the agricultural bill, why did he notvote forit a short time 
ago, after calling it up? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was not here to vote upon that. 

= am in favor of this proposition; I am not opposed toit. On gen- 

rinciples I should be very glad if such a system could prevail, 

on nd Paid so a year to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA 
FOLLETTE]. I said then that the substance of this amendment then 
proposed should prevail. I thought it was a wise and judicious one if 
the people of this country could be taught that a system of administra- 
tion of that sort could be fairly and justly carried out. Iam willing 
to appropriate this sum of seven and a half millions in gross, and if the 
Senate concur with us I am willing to try that experiment in the ad- 
ministration of this fund. And if the te sees fit to re-form this 
bill back to its present condition, they can get no better criterion for 
their judgment than the bill which the committee has reported. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not wonder at the heat of the gentlemen and 
at the somewhat harsh expressions they indulge in. There is an ap- 
propriation in this bill for the Muskingum Canal scheme. There is an 
appropriation in this bill for providing surplus water in timeof drought 
for the grain mills in Minneapolis. ‘The gentlemen ought to grow 
warm possibly in the defense of their pet schemes. But I want to re- 
mind them that I have set, so far as I am concerned, no example for 
this legislation. I have sought by amendments to have a responsible 
person expend the money carried by this bill, in the direction and for 
the uses that were named in the bill. There was no proposition made 
by myself or supported by myself looking to any amendment to any 
section or paragraph of the bill save that one that was under consid- 
eration, 

The gentlemen propose a substitute. They propose to wipe out all 
that has been done by the committee; and by the scope of this amend- 
ment they 7 propose that there shall not only be a responsible head for 
the expenditure of this money, but this of engineers shall 
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have power to designate where as well as how the appropriation shall 
be expended. 


They remand the question of determining where the great needs for 
improvement are to this commission. They wipe out all the sugges- 
tions that there may be in the bill. I do not know, sir, but what that 
would be wise, for the committee, some of them, in looking after their 
own little schemes have not been able to see some of the great improve- 
ments. We have secured the Muskingum Canal at the behest of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], and in his anxiety to secure 
that he has lost sight of that other great canal which is demanded by 
millions of people, the Hennepin Canal. 

aren et tae On every occasion I have voted for the Henne- 
in 3 
5 Mr. HEPBURN. I remember very distinctly that the gentleman 
has never been so anxious to secure a place for the Hennepin Canal in 
the river and harbor bill, where it would have a certain status, as he 
has been anxious and able to secure his little Muskingum with all its 
objectionable features. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did not the gentleman himself oppose the 
Hennepin Canal every time he bad the chance ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; never in my life. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did you not oppose the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Never, when it was in it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was in the bill last—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Never when it was in the bill, except when it 
was in it as a mockery. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Your whole record is against the Hennepin 
Canal. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is not true. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order, as there are two amend- 
ite ey nding. 

EPBURN. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This is a substitute for the bill, and I submit 
that it is not in order until all the paragraphs have been considered. 

Mr. WILLIS. That point of order is too late, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
would have been good if taken in time; but debate on the amend- 
ment has gone on for nearly half an hour, and the point is made too 
late. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to know what amendments 
are pending. 
The CHAIRMAN, There isan amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], to strike out all after the first 
section of the bill, and insert ‘‘seven and a half millions.” To that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] offered an amendment pro- 
posing to strike out ‘‘seven and a half millions,” and insert ‘‘ten mill- 
ions;” and the question is on the latter amendment, on which debate 
is exhausted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to ask another question: 
After the vote is taken on the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. ApAms], then debate will be in order, San it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; debate will be in order and amendments 
will be in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. At that time I would like to move 
an amendment., 

The question was then taken on the amendment of Mr, ADAMS, and 
it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, in the respect that the pending amendment proposes a 
responsible body, capable of investigating the lines of commerce, and 
capable of forming an opinion as to the relative importance of the im- 
provement of the various streams and harbors of the country, I, for 
one, sustain it. In that respect I believe it to be far better than the 
method which is now pursued by the River and Harbor Committee in 
framing the bill which is regularly presented to the House, and if gen- 
tlemen on this side in good faith (as of course I shall assume them to 
be) desire and agree that hereafter sprees se shall be made upon 
the recommendation of this proposed of engineers, and that the 
expenditure shall be made under the supervision of that board, I be- 
lieve such course would be a very great advance upon the plan we have 
for years been pursuing. 

But suppose this amendment is adopted and takes the place of the 
whole bill, and suppose that when the bill reaches the Senate an amend- 
ment like the river and harbor bill of the committee is adopted in the 

lace of this provision for the board of engineers, so that the bill comes 
back to us as a conference report substantially as it has come from the 
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committee, with some slight amendments by the Senate, then I rather 
fancy that some of the statements which have been made as to the par- 
liamentary effect of the amendment would be found true. For myself, 
I prefer almost anything to this indiscriminate hodge-podge way of 
dealing with this question—not simply by this committee (for I have 
no reflection whatever to cast upon its members), but by every River 
and Harbor Committee during the eight years that I have been in Con- 
Anything that is systematic is better than this. 

And now I wish to saya word upon another point. Where a bill 
carrying seven and a half millions of dollars is presented as late in the 
session as this bill has been presented, I hold that the gentlemen who 
have failed to bring it forward sooner, namely, the committee of which 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is a member, must bear 
a)l the responsibility for the delay; and, furthermore, I claim the right, 
where a bill carrying seven and a half million dollars is to be voted 
upon, to demand that gentlemen favoring it shall not only furnish a 
majority, but also furnish a quorum to pass every item of it. That is 
my right, and I shall insist upon that right just whenever it may hap- 
pen tosuit my desire. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to sit qui- 
etly under the criticisms of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- 
son] or the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], made because I 
choose to exercise a right belonging to every member on this floor, and 
differ from them. - 

With his usual illogical reasoning and bad form of statement, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROSVENOR | chooses to arraign myselfand others 
who oppose this bill because we have not earlier made known our op- 
position to it on this floor. We certainly could not oppose it before it 
was brought in here by the committee with whom it has originated; and 
we have early—I speak for myself alone—I have from the first exercised 
my right of opposition to it since it has been placed upon the Calendar 
and brought before the House. 

With reference to the remarks of the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON], I have this to say: When I oppose, under the rules, a 
bill which I believe to be constructed upon a bad plan, and according 
to a vicious system, no man has the right to stand on this floor and ac- 
cuse me of a trick or trickery. My opposition has been open; my rea- 
sons for it have been stated on this floor; there has been no conceal- 
ment. I believe those reasons to be suflicient; they are sufficient for 
me. 

This bill contains forty or more items for works which the engineers 
state should be promptly completed, yet, under the system which re- 
quires donations to the districts of gentlemen on this floor in order to 
put through your bill, there are in this entire number of forty or more 
vere five for the completion of which appropriations are made by the 

ill. 

This bill contains items for works which the reports of the Board of 
Engineers say are in no sense of national importance, but are purely of 
local interest and significance; and in one instance they state that the 
improvement should be made by the people of the county in which it 
is located. There has been in preceding bills—I have not examined 
critically to see whether it is in this bill—an appropriation for a 
stream with reference to which the engineers were compelled to say 
that no boat had ever been seen on it, although one had been confi- 
dently expected a season or two before. There is in this bill an ap- 
propriation for a stream 60 feet wide and a foot and a half deep; yet, 
as to the great harbor of Boston, the engineers say thatif the same sys- 
tem is to be pursued which has been heretofore pursued with reference 
pote area the waste of money in the next five years will exceed 


Mr. GALLINGER. Do you mean $32,000? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I mean $32,000, and that with reference to 
an improvement at a single point in that harbor. If time permitted I 
could go on and enumerate similar cases which should appeal to the 
een the good sense, the business judgment of gentlemen on this 

oor. 

I wish to add that I am not opposed to river and harbor bills when 
properly constructed. Multiply your appropriations by 2, 3, or 4, strike 
out the donations to districts where the improvements are not of na- 
tional significance, and no man will more cheerfully support your bill 
than myself. I come from a State which is almost surrounded by water, 
having the great lakes upon one side and the sweeping, navigable 
Mississippi upon the other. Fifty miles of my own district lie upon the 
Mississippi River. But, sir, you can not stop my mouth or my opposi- 
tion by putting into this bill or any other constructed upon a like plan 
an appropriation for my district. 
ew CHAIRMAN, Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 

usted. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend the amendment 
by striking out the last two words. I live 1,100 feet above the sea and 
in a district that has in it no water, not even a ‘‘branch,” to be ben- 
efited by this bill. I have no sort of personal interest in this bill. I 
may not care, in the main, whether it passes or not. But we have 
other business here to transact, and we ought to do that business. I 
do not enter into this quarrel as to who is guilty of a ‘*trick;’? I do not 


XVIII 67 


think anybody is ‘‘tricked.’’ 
given public notice that on every paragraph of this bill they intend to 


The half-dozen gentlemen who have 


resort to dilatory motions are not guilty of any ‘‘trick.’? Every one 
understands what they mean. Nor when a gentleman proposes a sub- 
stitute for the whole bill, is he guilty of a ‘‘trick.’? Weare presumed 
to know just what the effect of that proposition is; and if the effect be 
to pass a bad bill without reading it, the burden lies upon the shoulders 
of the half-dozen gentlemen who have announced that noother business 
shall be done, nor this bill passed, until they have spoken themselves 
hoarse on every line in it. 

This is all I desire to say. On whichever side I may vote in regard 
to this bill, I say, let us go on with business. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. i , I was not aware that in the few 
remarks which I submitted I had used any language which imputed a 
parliamentary ‘‘trick’’ to anybody ; and, but for the clear and lucid 
statement of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE], deliv- 
ered with that unerring logic born of his clear-cut mental organization 
and stated in that pleasant mauner so conspicuous in all his discus- 
sions, I should never have thought that I used such language. 

But, as he is an authority and understands every question he dis- 
cusses, it must be I am mistaken. I rose to defend my friend from 
Minnesota here and those who believe with him from the charge made 
as I understood it in my innocence and ignorance and illogical condi- 
tion and bad form. [Laughter.] I am not acting, as the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] understandsit, in good form. He 
is in good form, elegant form, grand and magnificent form. He criti- 
cizes my form. I did not understand I was going to have a competi- 
tive examination in the House as to my form of speech. [Laughter.] 
I was trying to getout a compliment to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
I knew he was not opposing this bill. [Laughter.] I supposed he 
would certainly supportthe amendment because it was the same prop- 
osition in substance he made two years ago, and made it with that 
same good form, that gracefal form, that elegant form, that eloquent 
form with which he made his speech to-day. [Laughter.] I thought 
I was on his side, and I greatly regret I am not. That, Mr. Speaker, 
isall. [Laughter and cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the formal amendment been withdrawn? 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. GILFILLAN]. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to repel an attack inad- 
vertently made on my district a few moments ago, and impliedly on 
the Representative of that district, by the honorable gentleman from 
Iowa. He charges, perhaps inadvertently and unintentionally, the 
bill contains a petty scheme for serving some private interest, to wit, 
certain mills at Minneapolis, in my district. I do not suppose the gen- 
tleman intended to make any wrongful impression on this House as to 
the contents or character of this bill, but I wish to say here that the 
Representative of that district has not been before the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. He has not asked anything to be inserted in this 
bill, and if there is anything in it which contains anything of the nature 
of a petty scheme, or any other scheme for serving any private interest 
at Minneapolis, or any other interest except as it is involved in the 
general interest of the country, I am unaware of any such provision. 

I say, sir, there is no such proposition in the bill, and that to say 
any such provision has been interpolated or smuggled into this bill is 
as unworthy as it is uncalled for. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out of the proposition the words 
“ Chief of Engineers” and insert ‘‘Secretary of War.” 

Mr. NELSON. I make the point of order that proposition has al- 
ready been voted on and rejected. So that if it were to be admitted 
it would be identical with what has been voted on and rejected. 

Mr. BAYNE. The proposition I make has not been voted on asa 
distinct umendment. The proposition voted on not only embraced the 
Secretary of War but the Secretary of the Treasury. This makes a 
modification so as to substitute the Secretary of War. 

Mr. NELSON. There was a proposition for this gross amount to be 
distributed under the Secretary of War. If that is correct, then this 
amendment is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is in order. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON] and the friends of thisamendment will accept theamend- 
ment to the amendment which I have suggested. That amendment 
should be made if this proposition is to go through. I hope it will be 
accepted, because the history of commissions in this country is not a 
savory one. Iam opposed to this method of expending public money, 
believing the proper way to make expenditure is to appropriate a par- 
ticular sum to each particular purpose. 

It is assumed by those who criticise this bill that the money is ex- 
pended without any direction. There is not a dollar reported in the 
bill but is to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 
The Secretary of War is responsible for the mode of expenditure of 
each one of these appropriations. The Secretary of War kas seen fit 
to withhold appropriation after appropriation. The appropriations 
made by the bill last year and by the preceding bill have been with- 
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held by the Secretary of War because he believed the amount inade- 
quate, or because of some changed conditions of things, or because the 
amount to be expended would be a mere waste of the public money. 

To assume that the money provided for here in this bill is not sub- 
ject to the direction and supervision of the Secretary of War, is to mis- 
state its meaning and import altogether; and when gentlemen proceed 
on that argument they fail to understand the meaning of the bill, 

Now, sir, I am opposed to placing this vast sum of money in the 
hands of the Secretary of War or any otherone man. I do not believe 
that any manin this country should have the control of that money to 

d at his option. 
r. NELSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BAYNE. Not at present. 3 

Mr. NELSON. Perhaps I can relieve the gentleman if he will allow 
me a moment. 

Mr. BAYNE. I repeat I am opposed to placing the amount in the 
hands of any one man to expend. 

Mr. WILLIS. I think if the gentleman will yield, that the gentle- 
man from Minnesota is willing to accept the amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. After consultation with friends on both sides of the 
Chamber, I wish to say that I will accept the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and I do that for the sake of cutting off 
debate and coming to a conclusion at once on this subject. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. I wish to add a word further. 

I repeat, I am opposed to placing this vast amount of money in the 
discretion of any officer of this Government. You will look in vain 
over all the appropriations made by Congress to find any such power 
vested in any other officer of the Government. 

Mr. NELSON. I accepted the amendment for the purpose of stop- 
ping debate. 

Mr. BAYNE. My friend from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] calls attention 
to the appropriation made for the service of the Post-Office Department 
for payment of clerks in the railway mail service. That is true, but 
the wages or salary paid each route and postal agent is fixed by law, 
and the postal agent has the right to demand the last farthing of that 
amount, and the Government officers have not the right to pay him a 
cent more. It is a specific direction as to how the money shall be ex- 
pended. Yet for myself, rather than have a river and harbor bill de- 
teated, I, though opposed to this, and hoping better things may come 
before it goes through, will vote for it with this amendment, for I must 
regard, in view of the fact that so many are in favor of the bill and so 
few opposed to it, the opposition is simply a factious opposition. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. NELSON. AsIdid not succeed in stopping the debate, I there- 
fore withdraw my acceptance of the amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to prolong un- 
necessarily this debate. I desire to witness the passage of this bill. 
It seems to me that we have now arrived ata point where the issue 
is , and the question is not whether we will have this particu- 
lar bill, with these particular provisions, but the question now is, shall 
we have any river and harbor bill at all? The question presented to 
us is whether or not this is desirable legislation, all things considered, 
and whether in this form we shall make provision for the improvement 
of the rivers and harbors of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not stand here to allege, or to intimate, that 
any gentleman on this floor in his opposition to this bill acts in the 
interest of any railroad corporations or any other form of monopoly; 
but I do say that if I stood here as the champion and advocate of rail- 
roads and monopolies I would destroy this river and harbor bill if 
I could by preventing its enactment into law. I do not believe that 
it would be within the power of human possibility so effectually to 
favor the railroads and railroad monopolies as by preventing the pas- 
sage of a river and harbor bill year after year. You may pass all of 
the interstate-commerce bills you please, but no interstate-commerce 
bill will be so effectually a barrier between the people of this country 
and the railroad monopolies as a proper and adequate provision for the 
improvement of our water-ways. 

‘There are two classes of opponents to this bill. The first are op- 
posed to it because it makes provision for small streams, and the other 
class are opposed to it because it makes provision for large streams. 

My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] is opposed to it be- 
cause it provides for the ‘‘ nameless streams,” as he says, that have no 
national significance; and then my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
is dead against it because it provides for the improvement of the great 
Mississippi River and its tributaries, which, he says, it is impossible 
permanently and adequately toimprove. But in years past we have 
improyed them, and because of these improvements the great 
tide of commerce of this country has been changed, and the great new 
Northwest, that region to the west of Lake Superior—Minnesota, Da- 
kota, Montana, Iowa, and Wyoming—are pouring the volume of their 
wealth down through the great water channels of the the Northwest, 
through the chain of lakes, and through the Sault Sainte Marie Canal, 
to the amount of 3,500,000 tons a year. 

This is increasing so rapidly that at the present rate of increase, be- 
fore it is possible to create new locks there, the present capacity of the 


canal will be insufficient for the volume of commerce which will seek 
passage; and this question of the enlargement of that canal is becoming 
one of vast and urgent importance, because it is only a question as be- 
tween that canal and the railroadsas toa meansof shipment of the vast 
commerce of the Northwest to the seaboard. In this bill isa provision 
for the enlargement of that canal. Defeat that, and you cast a vote in 
the interest of the railroads that extend from theState of my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] to the seaboard, and compel the farmers of the 
Northwest to seek outlets at great loss on their products by railroad 
transportation rather than by allowing them to be shipped upon the 
open water-ways which nature has provided, and in comparison with 
which even the Mississippi River itself is but a rivulet. 

I hope no gentleman, therefore, will take an attitude here that will 
prevent the passage, in some form or other, of the bill now before the 
committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thatisnot in order until the amendment to the 
amendment is acted on. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELson]. 

The amendment to the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to strike out the last word. Iam very 
grateful to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] for his solici- 
tude in my behalf. The gentleman knows that I have at all times in 
my action here avoided, as far as possible, doing or saying anything 
that would allow any man to classify me as in opposition to the real 
river and harbor improvements of this country. Nor have I ever done 
anything, as the gentleman well knows, that would place me in any 
sense in the position of a railroad monopolist or a monopolist of any 
other kind. And Iam glad that he, in his solicitude, is anxious to 
warn me of the rock that seems to be now right in front of me, inti- 
mating to me that if I do not—that is the logic of his su, on— 
follow his view with regard to this matter I am in imminent danger of 
being classified with those obnoxious persons, Iam thankful to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HEPBURN. My time is very limited. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish just to say that the gentleman from Iowa 
has given us notice three several times that he will oppose the passage 
of this bill—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of this bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. By every parliamentary means on every section. 
He knows that means the defeat of this bill in every Tp form, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is better to defeat this bill, there bei 
a predominance of bad in it, than to secure the good things in it at su 
an expensive rate. I am not going to fall into the difficulty or to ran 
against the rock that the gentleman in his friendly feeling for me 
seems to be fearful of. I will say to the gentleman that I am ready at 
any time to support any measure that has in it the improvement of the 
great water ways and the improvement of the harbors of this country 
that enter into the commerce of the whole country. In that I will go 
as far as he or any one else. But lam unwilling thatgentlemen should 
lug in the little pet schemes they have and saddle them on the great 
improvements of the country. 

The gentleman from Michigan-seems to intimate a reason why I am 
Ped. the bill. Would it be courtesy to intimate why there might 
be a reason for the gentleman’s urgent advocacy of it. There are six- 
teen—ten of them being absolutely insignificant—harbors in the State 
of the gentleman that are amply provided for in this bill. Michigan is 
not known for its great rivers that enter into the interstate commerce 
of this country. And yet there are provisions for the improvement of 
seven of those rivers. Twenty-three slices of the pork that are in this 
barrel go to the peninsular State of Michigan. 

Mr. TARSNEY. And her commerce warrants it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That isa matter of opinion. Iam entirely will- 
ing that Michigan should have all the commerce that is ble. I 
would rejoice just as much as the gentleman from Mi (Mr. 
'TARSNEY] in every evidence of the prosperity of that State. But I 
do not want, under the pretense of improving the navigation of your 
waters and of advancing the interests of national commerce, to appro- 
priate hundreds of thousands of dollars to be expended on purely local 
works for the individual benefit of even such a distinguished gentle- 
man as my friend [bowing to Mr. TARSNEY], in whose prosperity I 
shall always rejoice. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Twenty-five per cent. more commerce passes 
through the Sault Sainte Marie Canal than through the'great Suez Canal 


annually. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to improve that work, but I do not want 
to improve the other twenty-two under the pretense of improving that 
one. 

Mr. Chairman, those persons who have seen fit to oppose the passage 
of this bill are as ready, I want again to say, as the gentleman from Mich- 
igan is to in all legitimate river and harbor improvements. But 
we do assume the right of determining for ourselves what are legitimate, 
and we do resent a little the supercilious manner in which certain gen- 
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tlemen seem disposed to enforce all of their little schemes upon us and 
to compel us against our own volition to accept their view of what is 
important. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, rose. 

Mr. WILLIS. Can we not agree that debate on this amendment 
shall be closed in five minutes ? 

at ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ihayethe floor. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order! ; 

Bikey HAIRMAN, The gentleman frgm Kansas has been recog- 
nized. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kausas. I simply rise to say a word in regard 
to one suggestion which has been made as to the motive of those oppos- 
ing this bill, It has been said that they are influenced by railways. 
[Langhter.] It has been suggested that gentlemen who oppose this bill 
really do so for the benefit of railways, whether they do so intention- 
ally or not, Now I have never seen any member of the railway lobby 
about this House advocate opposition to a river and harbor bill. I 
think instances can be adduced where very large appropriations in pre- 
vious bills have been made for the express purpose of furnishing ter- 
minal facilities for railroad companies. 

Mr. FELTON. Where are they? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I did not catch the gentleman’s re- 
mark. 

I will state furthermore that in the last river and harbor bill appro- 
priations were used for the express purpose of riprapping the abutments 
of railroad bridges. And for one, giving to all gentlemen the most mag- 
nanimouns right to entertain whatever opinion they may as to the mo- 
tives of the opponents of this bill, I shall say for myself that the reason 
why I oppos it is just because it does not provide for those improve- 
ments of the great water ways which would advance such navigation 
as wonld furnish competition with railways. The committee has not 
included in the bill before us the Hennepin Canal; that would be of 
great effect upon the transportation question. It has not included the 
New York and Erie Canal; that would be of still greater effect. 

Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL. Newtown Creek. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It has not looked to the deepening of 
the channels of those streams over which to-day the great volume of 
your comtans goes so much as it has to ne ren of little 
streams, which, in some instances, are used merely for loggi urposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Or for swimming. yada 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Swimming! Thereisnot water enough 
in some of them to enable a tadpole to swim. [Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there were proposed in this billa plan look- 
ing to the development of the rivers that are really useful for commer- 
cial purposes, I would heartily advocate it, but I do not propose to 
be drawn into a great many of the appropriations that are in this bill— 
not by along shot. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, and 
the question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order that a 
vote cannot be taken upon that amendment, it being in the nature of 
a substitute, until every part of the bill has been considered; and I call 
attention to Rule XTX. 

Mr. WILLIS. That point has been already passed upon. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The point has not been made before. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then it comes too late. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to be heard upon the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask that Rule XIX be read. 

The rule was read, as follows: 


‘When a motion or proposition is under consideration, a motion toamend and 
a motion to amend that amendment shall be in order, and it shall also bein or- 
der to offer a further amendment by way of substitute, to which one amend- 
ment may be offered, but which shall not be voted on until the original matter 
is perfected, but either may be withdrawn before amendment or decision is had 


Mr. HEPBURN. It will be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that the 
point of order was raised against the reception of this substitute, and 
the Chair held that the point came too late, and the member making 
that point yielded, of course, to the decision of the Chair. The point 
I now make is, that no vote can be taken upon this amendment, which 
is in the nature of a substitute, until every part of the bill for which it 
is a substitute has been considered. I want to call attention further to 
the fact that this must be a substitute, because the gentleman’s motion 
includes the striking out of all after the enacting clause, and the inser- 
tion in lieu thereof of the matter that has been read. ‘That makes ita 
substitute for the whole bill. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, The point of order is not well taken, 
for this reason: The Chair has already decided, on a previous point of 
order, that the amendment was properly pending, and that the point 
that it was not properly before the House was made too late. Now if 


the amendment is properly pending for debate or for any purpose, then 


it is pending to be voted upon. It is not pending for any half-way pur- 
pose. The gentleman cannot make a distinction of that kind, and have 
the amendment pending to acertain extent, merely for debate, bat not 
pending when we come to vote upon it. The amendment is either 
wholly out of order ab initio, or it is in order to be voted upon, 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there is a dis- 
tinction there which the gentleman does not consider. The Chair 
simply ruled, as I understood, that the ohjection which was made to 
this amendment came too late to prevent its discussion. The commit- 
tee having discussed the proposition, and having reached the point 
where a vote is to be taken, I now, at the first moment after thatstage 
is reached, raise this point. ‘There has been no time before when I 
could have raised it. I could have raised a point of order earlier so as 
to prevent the occupation of the time of the House in the discussion of 
this proposition; but I could not earlier have raised the point I now 
raise upon postponing the vote on this substitute until the balance of 
the bill is matured. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis of opinion that in the state in which 
the Chair finds the question it is in order to take the vote upon the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

The gentleman from Minnesota was permitted to offer his amend- 
ment without objection orinterposition of point of order. It has been 
discussed at length, and an amendment has been offered to it which has 
not only been discussed but been voted upon by the committee; and 
the proposition of the gentleman from Minnesota has, for an hour or 
more, been considered in the absence of any proposition to further 
amend, perfect, or even consider the original text of the bill. During 
all that time no further amendment to the text of the bill has been 

roposed; nor is any offered now. There is no other amendment pend- 
ing than that of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], and 
none other being offered, the Chair thinks it isin order to vote upon it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the 


Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. An appeal being taken, the question is: Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 118, noes 46. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. NELSON; 
and there were—ayes 125, noes 21. - 


Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has 


voted, the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 140, 
noes 27. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The yeas and nays can not be taken in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

So the substitute of Mr. NELSON was adopted. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now move that the committee rise and report the 
bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 10419) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, had directed him to report the same back with an 
amendment in the form of a substitute. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves the previous 
question upon agreeing to the amendment and ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. « 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to say that the provisions of the bill 
making te and distinct appropriations have not been considered 
in the Committee of the Whole, and no vote has been taken upon any 
provision appropriating a specific sum of money. Before the Commit- 
tee of the Whole had proceeded beyond the consideration of the eighth 
line, before any subsequent paragraph had been read, this amendment 
was offered, and against objection a vote upon it was forced prior to the 
taking of any vote upon any one of the subsequent provisions of the 
bill. I make the point of order that the vote can not be taken upon 
the adoption of this substitute until the provisions of the bill have been 
separately read and considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER, Of course the House now has nothing before it, and 
the Chair has nothing before him except the report of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The factsstated by the 
gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HEPBURN], if they be facts, might consti- 
tute a good reason for the recommitment of the bill by the House to 
the Committee of the Whole. But the Chair must deal with the report 


as presented. The bill is out of the Committee of the Whole and in 
the House, by the action of the committee, which the Chair can not re- 
The point of order is not sustained. 


vise or overrule in any manner. 
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The question is on ordering the previous question upon the amend- 
ment, and upon ordering the bill to be en and read a third time, 

Mr. HEPBURN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being ayes 35, noes 100— 
more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 166, nays 64, not voting 87; as follows: 


YEAS—166. 
Adams, G, E, Felton, Lovering, Snyder, 
Adams, J.J. Findlay, Markham, Spooner, 
Anderson, C, M, Fisher, Martin, Springer, 
ker, Fleeger, Maybury, Stephenson, 
Barksdale, Foran, Stewart, Charles 
‘ord, MeMillin, Stone, E. F. 
Bayne, Forney, cRae, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Belmont, Funston, Miller, Symes, 
Bingham, Gay, Milliken, Tursney, 
Blanci 3 eddes, ills, ulbee, 
Blount, Gibson, O, H, Moffatt, Taylor, E. B 
rady, Gilfillan, Morrison, Taylor, J. M. 
Breckinridge, C. R. G Morrow, Taylor, Zach. 
Brown, ©. Glover, Murphy, Thomas, J. R. 
Buck, Grosvenor, Neal, Thompson, 
Burrows, Grout, eece, Tillman, 
Butterworth, Guenther, Negley, Townshend, 
Bynum, Hall, Nelson, IRR, 
Cabell, Halsell, Norwood, Tucker, 
Caldwell. Hammond, tes, Turner, 
Campbell,T. J. Harris, O'Donnell, Van Eaton, 
Carleton, Hemphill, Fe Van Schaick, 
Catchings, Henley, O'Hara, Viele, 
Clements, Herbert, Outhwaite, Wait, 
Comstock, Hermann, Owen, Wakefield, 
Crain, Howard, Parker, Wall: 
Crisp, Hudd, Payne, Ward, J, H. 
Culberson, Hutton, Peel, Warner, A. J. 
Cutcheon, Irion, Perry, Warner, William 
Daniel, Jackson, Richardson, eber, 
Dargan, Jones, J. H. Ri Wellborn, 
Davidson, A, ©. Jones, J. T. Romeis, Wheeler, 
Davidson, R, H.M. King, Rowell, White, A.C. 
vis, Laffoon, Rusk, Wilkins, 
Dawson, Landes, Sadler, Willis, 
Dibble, ý Sayers, Wilson, 
Dockery, Lawler, Scott, ise, 
Dougherty, Libbey, Seney, Wolford, 
Dan hara, Little, Sessions, Woodburn 
dredge, Long, Seymour, Worthington, 
Ely, Lore, Shaw, 
Farquhar, Louttit, Singleton, 
NAYS—H. 
Allen, C. H. Eden, Johnston, T. D. Randall, 
Allen, J. M. Evans, La Follette, Reed, 
Anderson, J. A, Everhart, Lehlibach, Rice, 
liss, Frederick, Lowry, Robertson, 
Bound, Fuller, McAdoo, Ryan, 
Brown, W. W. Gallinger, McCo Scranton. 
Bunnell, Hayden, Merriman, Skinner, 
Burnes, Taynes, Millard, Sowden, 
Campbell, J. M, Henderson, D.B. Morrill, Steele, 
Cannon, Tiestand, Muller, rm, 
Caswell, Hitt, Osborne, Struble, 
Conger, Holman, Perkins, Swope, 
Cooper, Holmes, Peters, Thomas, 0. B. 
Cowles, Hopkins, Pettibone, ade, 
Cox, W.R. James, Phelps, W: 
Dorsey, Johnston, J.T. Plumb, West, 
NOT VOTING—87. 
Aiken, Compton, Hiscock, Reagan, 
Atkinson. Cox, 8.8. Houk, s 
con, Croxton, Johnson, F. A. Rockwell, 
Ballentine, Curtin, Kelley, 
Barbour, Davenport, Ket Sawyer, 
Barry, Dingley, Kleiner, Smalls, 
Bennett, Dunn, Laird, Spriggs, 
Bland, Ellsberry, Le Fevre, Stah ecker, * 
Boutelle, Ermentrout, Lindsley, Stewart, J. W. 
Boyle, Gibson, Eustace Sener St. Martin. 
Bragg, Goff, ahoney, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Breckinridge WCP Green, Matson, trait, 
Browne, T. M. ale, McKenna, Swinburne, 
Brumm, anback, McKinley, Taylor, I. H. 
Buchanan, armer, Mitchell, Throckmorton, 
Burleigh. Hatch, Morgan, Ward, T. B. 
Campbell, Felix Heard, O'Neill, Charles Weaver, A. J 
Campbell, J. E. Henderson, J.S. O'Neill, J. J. Weaver, J. B. 
Candler, Henderson,T.J. Payson, White, 
Clardy, eee Pideock, Whiting, 
Cobb, Hill, Pindar, Wi 
Collins, Hires, Ranney, 
So the toe question was ordered. 
The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 


Mr. BACON with Mr. LENDSLEY. 

Mr. GREEN with Mr. SWINBURNE. 

Mr. PINDAR with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. . 
Mr. MORGAN with Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. ATKINSON, 

Mr. REAGAN with Mr. Hiscock. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BURLEIGH, 
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Mr. Spriccs with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr, MITCHELL with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. BOYLE with Mr. CURTIN, on this bill. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for the re- 
mainder of the day: 

Mr. DuNN with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr.gJI ARMER. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. RoBERTSON with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. Stone, of Missouri, with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. RANDALL. My understanding was that I was paired on this 
bill with my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL], and I think 
I communicated that fact to the chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. I find, however, that my colleague is announced as paired 
with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN]. Now, I omitted to 
vote on this roll-call under the information and belief I have stated, 
and I am corroborated by the officer who is accustomed to take charge 
of the pairs for members. 

The SPEAKER. Where a gentleman states that he has withheld 
his vote because he believed he was paired it has always been the prac- 
tice of the House to permit him to vote. The Clerk will call the name 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL voted in the negative. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I was present during the roll. call and 
desire to vote. I have heard my name read from the desk among the 

irs, but no one was authorized to make a pair forme, I wish to vote 
in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote will be so recorded. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed to by the House 
to the bill (H. R. 6637) relating to contested elections, agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and had appointed as conferrees on the part of the Senate Mr. 
Hoar, Mr. Frye, and Mr. PUGH. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 

uiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is as to the parliamentary situation of this bill. 
If the House shall refuse to agree to the substitute amendment would 
the vote then come up under the operation of the previous question on 
paming the bill for which the substitute was made, or would the bill 

ve to go back to the Committee of the Whole to be considered ? 

The SPEAKER. If the House refuse to agree to the substitute the 
next question is on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time; that is to say, on the bill referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, without regard to any amendments 
which may have been to. 

Mr. BURROWS. But suppose the bill has never been considered in 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. That isa question for the House. The commit- 
tee has reported it back to the House. The committee has no power 
over it. 

The Chair will further state, in response to the gentleman from Maine, 
that the bill will not go back to the committee unless the House refers 
it to the committee. Under the rules and practice of the House, when 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union strikes 
out the enacting clause of a bill, the effect of which is to destroy the 
bill, and the House refuses to concur in that action, the committee re- 
sumes its session. But where the committee strikes out all after the 
enacting clause it is but an amendment. Then a vote to non-concur in 
the amendment of the committee in the nature of asubstitute would at 
once bring the House to vote on the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As it was when it went to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The presumption isit has been read and perfected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. A very great presumption. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would it not then require a motion to send it 
back to the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand gentlemen to say under the point 
of order the bill has not been considered in Committee of the Whole. 
Would the Speaker hold that point of order to be well taken? 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It would be a question for the House to deter- 
mine. 

Mr. LONG. But a motion to recommit is in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is, if made at the proper time ; that is, after 
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the previous question has been exhausted on the third reading and en- 
grossment of the bill and the previous question has been demanded on 
its passage. 
Mr. WILLIS. J ask for information, as there was some confusion, 
whether, if the substitute is voted down, the bill reported from the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors is not before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. REED, Then by judicious ruling on the bill by the chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole, the duty of the committee to consider the 
bill can be evaded. 

The SPEAKER. The committee has reported the bill. [Laughter.] 
The question recurs on the amendment of the committee in the nature 
of a substitute. 

Mr. STEELE. If gentlemen proposing this amendment vote against 
it, would they not be guilty of sharp practice? 

The SPEAKER. The question is not a parliamentary one. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If this substitute is voted down, and the bill 
comes before the House, would it be subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It would if the previous question should not be 
ordered; but if the previous question is ordered it would cut off amend- 
ment, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 100. 
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Mahoney, Payson, Rusk, Taylor, E. B. 
Mark $ Pidcock, Sessions, Taylor, I. H. 
Matson, Pindar, Smalls, rockmorton, 
Milliken, Ranney, Spri al 3 
Mitchell, Reagan, Stahlnecker, Ward, T. B. 
Morgan, Reese, e, Weaver, A. J, 
Morrill, Robertson, Stewart, J. W. White, A. C. 
egle i Rockwell, St. ting, 
O'X eii Charles Rogers, Swinburne, Woodburn. 
O'Neill, J. J. Rowell, Symes, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LonG, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
names was di with. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. LIBBEY, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. McRAE. My colleagues, Mr. RoGERs and Mr DUNN, are ab- 
sent on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote was taen announced, as above recorded. 

_ The question recurred on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 

a third time. 

Mr. RYAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 88, not voting 
86; as follows: 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum has voted. es, oe pera Taek Babee. 
The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and | Riker” Farquhar, hae =e 
Mr. WILLIs. Barksdale, Felton, Louttit, Singleton, 
Mr, STEELE. I demand the yeas and nays in order to put gentle- | Barnes, e Makhan aiae pa 
men on record, S Belmont Foran, 7 Ma bury, Stephenson, 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas | Blanchard, Hoey, Motroney, Sowers Charles 
i : : Bloun ‘unston enna, ne, 
46, nays 176, not voting 95; as follows: Brady | p , MeMilline Stone, W 3,Ky. 
YEAS—46, Breckinridge, 0. R. Geddes, c ‘arsney, 
Adams. G. E Gimo nd NA epg. KAS T T A Miller, Taul $ 
Allen, ©, H. Cowles, Johnston, T. D. O'Hara, Brown, C. Gilfillan, Mila- ee J. 
Allen, J. M. Cox, W. R. La Follette, Perkins, Burrows, Glover. Morrison. Thomas, J. 
Anderson, J.A. Dunham, hlbach, Phelps, Butterworth. Grosvenor, Morrow, Thompson, 
er, Eden Little, Rice : : : Tillman, ' 

g Eld 4 ra ng. S tt Cabell, Guenther, Murph, a n, a 
Bound, Evans, Louttit, Scranton, aomi; Halsell Neece Trigg ; 
Brown, W, W. Funston, McKenna, Thomas, O. B, n, , Negley Tucker, 

Grou McKinley, Wait, Catchings, Hammond, Ps il Mames, 

; Guenther, Millard, Warner, A. J. ape Hemphill, Noreen’. Van Eston 
Butterworth, Hayden, Mort; Comstock, Henley, es, Van Schaick, 
es ha, nees; Cox, W. R. erbert, O'Donnell, t. 
NAYS—176. 2 Hermann, ae Wakefield, 

. P, + Hara, . H, 
ae: M Forgan ee seo Culberson, Howard, Owen, Warner, William 
Barksdale, Felton, > McAdoo,’ Springer Cutcheon, Hadd, Fane, wens 

Fisher’ M , Ste 2a ; Daniel, 1, Ko alton 
Bayne, Fleeger, McCreary Stewart, Charles pees, ALC od TH Pettikon Willis, ` 
Belmont, Foran McMillin Stone, È. F. Dandan Ar ACOA e 

pi McRae,” Stone, W. J,Ky Dayidson, R.H.M. Jones, J. T: Riggs, Wilson, 

? 7 odes . 

Gallinger, Merriman, Stone, W.J „Mo, | Dawson, Kleider, Sadler,” Wise. 
eons bes fl om Miller, hy 9 Dibble, tattoos, Bawyer, bb 
Brady, ` Gibson, C, H. Morrison, Struble, Dougherty pacers Sen ey, rre 
Bragg, Glass, Morrow, Swope, , NAYS-88, 

Breckinridge, C.R. Glover, i wa Tarsney, 

Breckin: WOP Grosvenor, Neal, Taul A J.J. Eden, LaFollette, Reed, 
Brown, C, Hall, Neece, Taylor, J. M. Allen, 0. H, Eldredge, Libbey, Rice, 
Bunnell, Hammond, Norwood, Taylor, Zach Allen, J. M. ~ ttle, Richardson, 
Burnes, — Oates, T Anderson, J.A. Brown, W. W. Long, Rowell, 
Cabell, Hemphill, O'Donnell, Thompson, Bingham, Brumm, Lowry, Ryan, 
Caldwell. Henley, O’Ferrall, Tillman, Bliss, Bunnell, day Scranton, 
Campbell, J.M. Herbert, Osborne, Townshend, Bound, Bynum, cAdoo, Sowden, 
Carleton, Hermann, Outhwaite, Trigg, Boutelle, Campbell, J. M. McComas, Spooner, 
Caswell, Hill, Owen, Tucker, Evans, Campbell,T. J. McKinley, Springer, 
Catchings, Hitt, Parker, ‘Turner, Everhart, Cannon, Merriman, Steele, 
Clements, Holman, Payne, Van Eaton Ford, Haynes, Milliken, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Cobb, Holmes, Peel, Van Schaick, Frederick, Henderson, D.B. Morrill, Storm, 
Comstock, Hopkins, Perry, Viele, Fuller, epburn, Muller, Strait, 
Conger, Howard, Peters, Wade, Gallinger, Hiestand, Osborne, Struble, 
Cooper, Hudd, Pettibone, Wadsworth, Grout, ires, Outhwaite, Swope, 
Crain, Hutton, Plumb, Wakefield, Hayden, Hitt, Parker, Thomas, 0. B, 
Crisp, Irion, Randall, Ward, J. H. Caswell, Holman, Perkins, ade, 
Culberson, Jackson, Reed, Warner, William Conger, Holmes, Peters, Wadsworth 
Cutcheon, Johnston, J. T. Richardson, Weaver, J, B. Cooper, Hopkins, Phelps, Warner, A J 
Daniel, Jones, J. H. Riggs, Weber, Cowles, es, Plumb, Weaver, J. B. 

n, Jones, J. T, Romels, Wellborn, Dingley, Johnston, J.T. Randall, White, Milo 
Davidson, 2 FN Ryan. Lee Dorsey, Johnston, T. D. Ranney, Wilkins, 
Devs,” Laffoon, Sawyer, White, Milo Adama GE abet eee Soott, 
Dawson, Landes, Sayers, ilki ‘Aiken Davenport rd , 8 
Dibble, Lanham, Seney, Willis, pave vonpors; Fer Soons, 
Dingley, Lawler, Seymour, Wilson, Ba n, D ery, Lehi VEC, Sori 

ery Le Fevre, Shaw, Winans, Ballentt tebe ti ben Ny pi Sake 
Dougherty, Lore, Singleton, ise, lentine, Ellsberry, soo Stahinecker, 
Ely, Lovering, Skinner, Wolford, Barbour, ae M rho » o = 
Ermentrout, Lowry, Snyder, Worthington. Bennett, Gibson, E t Matson,” Swint = 

NOT VOTING—S. and, g 1 : ymes, 

Aiken, Campbell, J. E. Ford, Henderson, J.S. [a doo ae aero, AASE 
Atkinson, Campbell, T. J. Frederick, Henderson, T, J. td am at Hanhack ONAN Chanas TAOL morion 
Bacon, Candler, Fuler, Hepburn J 3 Fae . 
Ballentine Clardy,” Gibson, Eustace Hires, ` Burleigh, er, O'Neill, J.J. Viele, 

ur, ' Collins, ilfillan, Hiscock Bares, sr, Syson, een 
Barry, Compton, off, Houk, , Campbell, Felix Heard, Pidcock, hereta 
Bennett, Cox, 8. S. Green, James, Campbell, J. E. eas pecan Ig Pindar, Te J. 
Bland, Croxton, Hale, Johnson, F. A. Candler, Henderson, T.J. Reagan, est, 

Boyle, Curtin, $ Kelley Clardy, Hiscock, Reese, woe A.C. 
Browne, T, M. Davenport, Hanback, Kleiner, Collins, Houk, Robertson, ng, 
Buchanan, Dorsey, er, Laird, pton, Hutton, Rockwell, Woodburn. 
Burleigh, Dunn; Hatch, Libbe i Cox, 8. ig Sohnece. P A. Bones, 

Campbell, Felix Findlay.” Beann DR. Eya So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time. 
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Mr. ERMENTROUT. I ask leave to withdraw my vote on this and 
the preceding call to-day, as I find I am paired. 

On motion of Mr. CABELL, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. Croxton with Mr. MILLARD, for the rest of this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr Speaker, I demand the previous question upon 
the passage of the bill 

Moy HEPBURN. This bill I believe has not been read the third 


the SPEAKER. Ithas not. It has just been ordered to be read 
the third time. 

Mr, HEPBURN. Task for the reading of the engrossed copy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right, before the vote is 
taken upon the passage of the bill, to have it read. 

Mr. HEPBURN. AsI understand, we have simply ordered it to be 
engrossed. Now I desire to have that engrossed copy read. We could 
not have had it earlier. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the gentleman. The gentle- 
man has the right to have the engrossed copy of the bill read before 
the question is taken on its passage. Pending the demand for the 
previous question, or even after the previous question is ordered, the 
gentleman has the right to demand the reading of the engrossed bill 
before the vote is taken. 

The previous question was ordered, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I now demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairis advised that the bill has not yet been 


engrossed. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iwish to makea parliamentary inquiry. If the House 
adjourns now does this come up as the first business in the morning? 

The SPEAKER. It is the unfinished business, the previous ques- 
tion having been ordered upon it, and will be first.in order after read- 
ing the Journal. 

Mr. WILLIS. In view of the lateness of the hour, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motiom was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 12 min- 
utes p. m. ) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rules, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of H, H. Scott, of Culpepper County, 
Virginia, praying that the war claim of Lucy Hudson, deceased, be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of ship-owners, masters of vessels, mer- 
chants, and others, of Norfolk, Portsmouth, Richmond, and Elizabeth 
City County, Virginia, protesting against the passage of the bill relat- 
ing to pilotage—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, appeal of Saint Ann’s Infaat Asylum, for an increase of appro- 
priation—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Petition for the relief of Frank A. Benton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Remonstrance of wholesale drug- 
gists t Memphis, Tenn., against any repeal of internal-revenue taxes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolutions of Henry Ensign Post, No. 568, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Cropseyville, N. Y., requesting the 
passage of the so-called Edmunds-Tucker Mormon bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judicia 

By Mr. CURTIN (by ‘request): A bill directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to appoint naval apprentices: to positions of warrant officers—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of A. Van Dort and others, opposing 
large pensions to the widows of generals and others—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT:: Memorial of William Mann, for the pas- 
sage of the James bill (H. R. 1625)—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of citizens of Butler County, Pennsyl- 
vania, for the passage of an act granting pensions to widows of all de- 
ceased soldiers of the late war who had been pensioners of the United 
States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. M. A. Foy, 
of Pender County, and of Joseph Wilson, of Sampson County, North 
Carolina—to. the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. H. GIBSON: Petition of John T. Palmatry, of Hillsboro’, 
Caroline County, Maryland, for reference of claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutionsof the National Grange of the Patrons of 
Husbandry, in favor of the experiment-station bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of citizens of Germantown, Philadel- 
pis Pa., in favor of reduction of internal taxes—to the Committee on 

Vays and Means. 


By Mr. HERMANN: Petition from wholesale and retail druggists of 
Portland, Oreg., for repeal of tax on distilled spirits—to the same com- 
mittee, 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of F. C. Johnson and others, for the pas- 
sage of House bill 9733—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition fora pension for Elizabeth C. Grindle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: House concurrent resolution No. 10 of the Leg- 
islature of Kansas, asking for legislation changing the present law pro- 
viding for the sale of real estate upon judgments of Federal courts so 
that it shall be advertised and sold in the county where situated—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of ‘the Consolidated Cattle-Growers’ Asso- 
ciation, in favor of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of Illinois, in favor of the 
Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the Cider Vinegar Association in favor of House 
bill 9733—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, letter of George L. Burruss and W. B. Robinson, of Carroll- 
ton, Ill, in favor of the Carey pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, letter of J. R. Douglas, of Batehtown, Calhoun County, Ili- 
nois, in favor of House bill 9733—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Samuel Hall, for relief from the charge 
of desertion—to, the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of Cain Leach, 
and of John S. Watkins, of Lauderdale County, Alabama—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOODBURN: Petition for an increase of salary of watch- 
men employed in the State, War, and Navy Departments of the United 
States—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid fer common schools, to be disb2rsed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of Brook Sheard and 26 others, citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, praying for the of the educational bill. 

By Mr. ELY: Of 296 citizens of Hyde Park and Weymouth, Mass. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Mrs. C. W. Bickley and of | 
Mrs. Josephine Zell, for the passage of the Blair bill. 

By Mr. HISCOCK : Of 27 citizens andof 479 citizens of the twenty- 
fifth district of New York. 


By Mr. JACKSON : Of 576 citizens of the twenty-fourth district 
of P lyania. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Of Rev. S. J. Cary and 122 others, citizens of 
Lynn and Winthrop, Mass. 

By Mr, OSBORNE : Of 743 citizens of Pennsylvania, 
ane Mr. OUTHWAITE : Of 82 citizens of Groveport and Holland, 

i 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of D. B. eseni ces, citizens of 
Jockey, Tenn., asking for the passage of the Blair bill. 

By Mr. SWINBURN E: Of 286 citizens of Albany, 

By Mr. TOOLE: Of 61 citizens of White Sulphur: Springs, Montana. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 27, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR LOGAN, 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, after consultation with my colleague 
[Mr. FARWELL] it has been determined that I shall announce to the 
Senate that on Wednesday, the 9th of February next, I shall offer 
proper resolutions and ask the Senate to take appropriate action upon 
them with reference to the life and services of my late colleague, Sen- 
ator LOGAN, deceased. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Secretary of War, submitting an estimate of appropriation of $5,000 
for the purchase of land near Fort Meade, Dakota Territory; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of Janu- 
ary 13, 1887, a report of the First Comptroller in regard to money paid 
to officers in the United States in the prosecution of causes in State 
courts; which, on motion of Mr. VEST, was, with the accompanying 
papers, ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with the act of July 22, 
1854, reports of Surveyors-General Pullen and Julian on the private 
land claim known as the Cafiada de Santa Clara, No. 138, New Mexico; 


which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3129) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. As that bill relates to the claim 
of a postmaster, I move its reference to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The motion was to. 

The bill (H. R. 6764) to provide for holding terms of the United 
States courts at Vicksburg, Miss., was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIAIS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Grand Forks, Dak., praying for the speedy ratification 
of the treaty of the United States Indian Commission with the Red 
Lake Indians of Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of Joseph 
D. Potts, James M. Swank, and other business men of Philadelphia, 
Pa., and the petition of the workingmen of the Leggitt Spring and Axle 
Company. of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for a repeal of internal-revenue 
taxes; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I also present a memorial of 
O. H. Allerton, jr., and 84 citizens of East Liberty, Pa., representing 
that the heavy wholesale and retail dealers’ taxes in the act known as 
the oleomargarine law have fostered a monopoly in behalf of the large 
manufacturers and crushed out the small ones. They therefore ask 
for a reduction of these special taxes and a repeal of the monopolistic 
features of the act. I move the reference of the petition to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FARWELL presented resolutions adopted by the Illinois house 
of representatives favoring the passage of a bill which has for its ob- 
ject the care and maintenance of the honorably discharged soldiers 
whose names are now borne upon the pension-rolls; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the National Wholesale Druggists’ 
Association and petitions of citizens of Chicago and Bloomington, in 
the State of Illinois, praying for the repeal of the internal-revenue 
taxes; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of George A. Hoyt, president of the 
Pennsylvania Coal Company; Swift’s Chicago Fresh Beef Company, lo- 
cated on the Harlem River; George S. Coe, president of the American 
Exchange Bank, and 350 other prominent citizens of New York city, 
praying for such legislation as will anthorize the Secretary of War to 
contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the entire work 
of improving the Harlem River, New York; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by citizens of Maroa, Il., in- 
dorsing the interstate-commerce bill and urging Congress to enact such 
laws as will place the Government in control of cattle suffering from 
pleuro-pneumonia, also favoring the payment of losses to owners of 
cattle destroyed under such laws by the Government; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Thirty-fifth General As- 
sembly of Illinois, and resolutions adopted by the Consolidated Cattle- 
Growers’ Association of the United States, favoring the speedy enact- 
ment of a bill now pending before Congress for the suppression of ex- 
otic contagious diseasesamong cattle; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of citizens of Saranac, N. Y., 
praying for the repeal of the internal-revenue taxes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Several weeks ago I presented to the Sen- 
ate the memorial of J. Goldsborough Bruff, of the District of Columbia, 
relative to a national coat of arms, and on the subject of heraldry, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. Several inter- 
esting papers relating to the subject of the memorial were also referred 
at that time to the committee. He has since placed in my hands some 
additional papers concerning the subject of that memorial, which I ask 
may be received and referred to the Committee on the Lib : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'That order will be made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Diego, Cal., remonstrating against the abolition of the port of 
entry and customs district of San Diego; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of California, 
favoring the restoration of ex-Governor George Stoneman to the retired- 


list of the Army of the United States with the rank of colonel; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a resolution adopted by the Trade and Labor 
Assembly of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
ceding Dearborn Park, in the city of Chicago, jointly to the Chicago 
Public Library, the Veteran Soldiers’ Organizations, and the Academy 
of Design; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a memorial of C. P. Moulton and 30 other 
citizens of Sangamon County, Illinois, setting forth that $100 only is 
required for a wholesale whisky dealer and $480 for a wholesale oleo- 

ine dealer, and asking for an. equalization of those taxes, I 
move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition signed by George Scherrer 
and 68 other citizens of Lincoln, Nebr., declaring that the special taxes 
on oleomargarine are exorbitant and that the large manufacturers who 
advance these license fees confine the trade in their own hands, thus 
creating a monopoly, and they therefore pray for the repeal of the special 
taxes of the oleomargarine law. I move the reference of the petition 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I present the petition of J. S. Burchenal and 
a large number of other citizens of Delaware, praying for an appropri- 
ation for the improvement of the navigation of Saint Jones or Dover 
River, in Kent County, Delaware. I also present a similar petition 
from George P. Fisher and a large number of other citizens of Dela- 
ware, praying for the same appropriation. I move the referenceof the 
petitions to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of L. C. Doggett and 125 citizens 
of Saint Louis, Mo., in respect of the special taxes on oleomargarine 
and other objects of internal-revenue taxation, and praying that the 
special taxes on oleomargarine may be reduced; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 7 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of W. J. Felch and 16 other 
citizens of Fargo, Dak., praying for certain modifications of the law 
regulating the sale and manufacture of oleomargarine; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of Samuel B. Symonds and 
52 citizens of Beverly, Mass., setting forth that a retail dealer in malt 
liquors is only required to pay $20 per year as special tax, while a 
retail dealer in oleomargarine is compelled to pay $48 per year, and 
praying for an equalization of such special taxes. I move the refer- 
ence of the petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3054) for the relief of S. D. Barclay, G. D. 
Adams, and William H. Kimbrew, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5775) for the relief of James M. McKamey, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am directed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads to report favorably, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute,the bill (S. 337) to provide for the establishment 
of a postal-telegraphic system. Iwill state that the substitute re- 

rted consists of the first eleven sections of the bill reported favorably 

y the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads during the Forty- 
eighth Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report back the bill (S. 1107) for the relief of J. G. Fell, Edward 
Hoopes, and George Burnham, with a substitute therefor in the shape 
of a new bill. Iam also directed by the committee to make some ex- 
planation of the reasons for the reporting of the bill in the form which 
the committee have agreed upon. 

The bill (S. 3226) to determine the liability of the United States 
under the law for damages to the property of citizens of the United 
States sustained in the depredations of Indians was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. MORGAN. The claims for Indian depredations, now ascertained 
by the Department of the Interior to be valid so far as the claims are con- 
cerned and so far as the amount and character of the injuries for which 
indemnity is asked are concerned, amount now to about $13,000,000. 
These claims are coming in after the reports which have been made by 
the Government agents individually, each claim addressing itself to 
Congress for its allowance. 

The general principles upon which these claims proceed are that 
the Government of the United States has assumed a sort of guardian- 
ship over the Indians, accompanied with the duty of keeping them in 
their reservations, and preventing them from depredating upon the 
property of citizens; that they are quasi-prisoners of war, many of the 
tribes at least, and that the depredations committed by them are in 
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that sense committed by the United States, and, therefore, they have 
a right of action or a right of claim against the Government of the 
United States. 

It will be impossible to consider this question in respect of all the 
different petitions so as to dispose of it at the convenience of Congress 
within a number of years to come, and the committee have concluded 


that it was their duty to take this case, which is for the relief of 
J. G. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and George Burnham, and refer it to the 
Court of Claims, with an instruction to that court that it shall decide 
upon the question of the legal liability of the United States for these 
Indian depredations, and that their decision, of course, shall not go 
beyond that, but the question of the amount of the claim, and its 
validity as a bona fide claim, and the question of appropriating money 
for the payment of the claim is reserved expressly in the bill which we 
now report to the Senate 

The Court of Claims, to whom this particular claim is referred, is re- 
quired to pass upon the general subject of the liability of the United 
States, with the right of appeal either on the part of the United States 
orthe claimant from the judgment of that court to the Supreme Court 
of the United States; and both the Court of Claims and the Supreme 
Court of the United States are required to advance the cause on the 
docket so that it may be speedily heard, or at least as speedily heard as 
is consistent with the other public duties of those courts. 

In the event that the Court of Claims shall decide that in this case 
the Government of the United States has a legal responsibility, then 
the court makes a certificate of a proper allowance for attorneys’ fees, 
to be paid by the Government of the United States; and money is ap- 
propriated by this bill to pay that certificate upon its presentation in 
proper form to the Treasury Department. 

The object of the committee is to have presented in some legal form 
and by a competent tribunal, by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the great Ly iy T eg in these cases, whether there is a 
responsibility upon the United States, and what are the limits of the 
responsibility and the conditions upon which it arises. 

Hence the committee have instructed me to make this oral state- 
ment in regard to the bill and call the attention of the Senate to it, as 
it is a matter of very great public interest; and in order to prevent these 
claims from being delayed unnecessarily and indefinitely, the Senate 
will be asked to proceed at some very early day to consider this very 
important matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar; and the bill for which it is a substitute will be postponed in- 
definitely, if there be no objection. 


COLUMBIA RIVER SALMON FISHING. 


Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Commerce, I report 
a resolution introduced by my colleague [Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon] 
on the 9th of December last, directing the capes of War to inquire 
what obstruction fish-traps and other methods of fishing on the Colum- 
bia River work to navigation. I ask for the immediate consideration 
of the resolution. It is a mere resolution of inquiry. 

So resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to; 
as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged by persons interested in the commerce of the Columbia 
River that sundry persons engaged in the business of salmon catching on that 
river have erected certain structures known as salmon traps and salmon wheels, 
and that sundry other persons engaged in such salmon fisheries on said river 
have from time to time during the smon season placed salmon -nets of 
large dimensions in the waters of said river at various points and pi 

Whereas it is all 
the commerce of 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed through the 
proper Engineer Bureau of his ent to investigate the subject of the 
salmon fisheries on the Columbia River in the State of Oregon and Washington 
Territory, the manner in which carried on, whether by gill-nets, traps, or wheels, 
in what manner the same are placed or used in reference to the navigable waters 
of said river,and to report to the Senate at the earliest practicable convenience 
whether such traps, wheels, or nets, or any of them, and which class, in any man- 
ner and in what respect and to what extent interferes with or obstructs the 
navigation of said river and its commerce. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution submitted by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Mc- 
MILLAN], on the 24th instant, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment; and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to; 
as follows: 

Resolved, That there be an additional clerk for the Committee on Commerce 
for the remainder of the session, at a salary of hid ol day: and that the Secre- 
tary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, author: and directed to pay the said 
mit ou at the appropriation for miscellaneous items of the contingent fund 
o . 


; and 
that said wheels, traps, and gill-nets are obstructions to 
d river and seriously interfere with the navigation thereof: 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. If there be no further formal 
morning business, I desire at this time to ask the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of dependent 
parents and honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who are now dis- 
abled and dependent upon their own labor for support. 


Mr. CULLOM. There are some other formal matters to be brought 
in during the morning hour. | 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. If the Senator will allow me, 
I desire to complete my statement, so that Senators may understand it, 
This bill the House of Representatives on the 17th instant, a 
week ago last Monday, by over a two-thirds majority. Iam under the 
necessity of leaving the city for a few days this afternoon. There isa 
great deal of anxiety in regard to the measure, and I should be very 
glad if the Senate would take up the bill and dispose of it to-day. I 

ve no purpose to interfere with the formal morning business. 

i Mr. SAWYER. It will not take five minutes to dispose of the bill, 

Mr. CULLOM. I am for the bill, and I shall waive any rights I 
have as to morning business if it can be taken up and disposed of now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated 
by him. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the bill is be- 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at 

ength. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. I should like to introduce two resolutions for 
reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill being before the Senate, 
the Chair, by unanimous consent, will receive morning business. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire what is the condition of the 
business of the Senate at this moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order is ‘‘ reports from standing 
and select committees.’? Pending that call, the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill reported by the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the reference of a resolution introduced 
by me yesterday to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I do 
not want to have that displaced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not be displaced; it will be 
presented in its ar order. The bill called up by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BECK. The bill is being read for information, subject to objec- 
tion after the bill is read, is it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair submitted the question 
and called for objection, and heard none, The bill is now before the 
Senate. : 

Mr. BECK. I thought the bill was to be read, and then objections 
to be asked for. There were all sorts of confusion around me, and I 
could not hear. Ido not want to have other business displaced by a 
great bill like that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is any doubt about the Sen- 
ator’s having had an ppor koy to object, the Chair will consider the 
motion to take up the bill as open to objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the reading be finished. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the necessity to finish the reading of the 
bill if objection is made to its consideration ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be con- 
tinued. 

The Secre resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HA . I suppose there will be no objection to the whole 
of the bill appearing in the RECORD, but I shall, as I have done sev- 
eral mornings heretofore, object to it or any other bill being taken up 
out of its order during the morning hour; and we may just as well save 
the time which may be consumed in reading it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As Senators have stated that they 
did not hear the call for objections, the Chair is of opinion that it is 
proper to object now, and the bill will go over. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; I understand that the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania proposes to move its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate did proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill, but the Senator from Pennsylvania can not make 
the motion now during the morning business except by unanimous 
consent, under the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I asked unanimous consent to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill, and I understood there was no 
objection to it. Certainly I shall not insist on the consideration or the 
further reading of the bill at this time, but when the proper order of 
proceeding is reached I give notice that my purpose is to make a mo- 
tion to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There are but a few lines of the bill 
yet remaining to be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not object to the reading being concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the bill be read through and we shall have the 
reading*done with when we get at it again. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be printed in the Recorp without 
reading. 

Mr. FARRIS. I suggested that the rest of it be printed in the 
RECORD as part of it had been read. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The bill will be restored toits place 
on the Calendar, subject to a motion to proceed to its consideration. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 3227) to amend section 621 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 3228) to amend section No. 
3232 of the Revised Statutes, which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr.- MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I understand that the order of 
resolutions is now reached, and I ask the Chair whether it would be 
in order to move to proceed to the consideration of the pension bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. We are not yet through with the morning business. 
I have a resolution that I should like to offer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Concurrent or other resolutions are 
now in order. 

MILITARY CLAIMS. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

of War report to the Senate at as nage Sobre as 
a 


FRACTIONAL SILVER COIN. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Whereas since March 31, 1885, the Secretary of the Treasury in all his monthly 
statements of the public debt has treated the fractional silver coin in the Treas- 
as no portion of the cash balance available: Therefo: 
it resolved, That the Finance Committee of the Senate is hereby authorized 
and directed to examine into this subject and report whether in opinion 
additional legislation is required to make the fractional silver coin now held in 
the Treasury a part of the available cash balance; and also wuether it will or 
not be judicious to provide for having said fractional silver coin recoined into 
pas orae dollars; and that said committee be required to report by bill or 
erwise, 


MILITARY ACADEMY REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 2,500 additional copies of the annual report of Board of Visit- 
ors to the United Mili Academy for the year 1886 be printed; 2,000 
for the use of the Senate, and for the use of the Senate members of that 


INTERSTATE-COMMERCE REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

That there be printed for the use of the Senate 10,000 copies of the 

to regulate 


Resolved, 
corrected report of the committee of conference on the bill (S, 1532) 
commerce, with the detailed statement of the conferrees on said bill. 


DESIGNATION OF REJECTED NOMINEES. 


Mr. BECK. If there are no—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar], which comes over on objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows; 

Resolved, That after the Senate has refused its advice and consent to the 
appointment of any person toan office, it is contrary to the spirit and intent of 
the Constitution to designate the same person to perform the duties of the same 
office immediately thereafter. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
miitee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT ON THE CONGO COUNTRY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
another resolutjon coming over under objection. 
The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. MORGAN was read, and 


agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the ey Hen directed to send to the Senate a 
copy, of the report of Lieutenant Taunt of explorations in the Congo country 
of Africa. 


WILLIAM WEBSTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
two resolutions, reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], which come over from 
yesterday under objection. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That after due examinati f th tte 
in the petition of William Webster, and the Syidence brougts $5 their attention 
in support of his claim for indemnity from the British Government for lands in 
New alani. purchased by him in faith from native chiefs, and duly con- 
veyed to him before the Government of Great Britain acquired the sovereignty 
over that comment or © treaty made with said chiefs, the Senate of the United 
States consider that said claim for indemnity is founded in justice and deserves 
the cognizance and support of the Government of the United States; and that 


said claim, as a claim for money indemnity, was not presented by the Uni 
States to Great Britain prior to Reptember 1858. a 7 gia 


Resolved, That the President is requested to take such measures as, in his 


jon, may be proper to secure to William Webster a just settlement and final ad- 
justment of his claim inst Great Britain growing out of the loss of the lands 
and other property in New Zealand of which he 


has been STA by the act 
or consent of the British Government, and to which he acquired a title 
under Pinnan and deeds of conveyance from the native chiefs prior to Feb- 
ruary 6, 1840, and prior to any right of Great Britain to said islan: 

Mr. MORGAN. I am entirely ready to with the resolu- 
tions, but the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations has only 
found its way to the desks of Senators this morning, and the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] indicated some opposition to the reso- 
lutions. If they can be passed over without losing their place I should 
be glad to have them do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will naturally go to 
the Calendar if no action is taken upon them this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought they not to go to the committee before 
they are considered ef the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. is is the report of the committee after very elab- 
orate consideration, and the printed report will be found on the Sena- 
tor’s desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be placed on 
the Calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill 
(H. R. 7218) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Chattanooga, Tenn.,’’ approved February 25, 1885. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 8923) to amend an act in relation to the immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, approved June 
10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. 191) providing for the erection of a public building at 
Angeles, Cal. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) for the completion of a public building at Santa 

N. Mex.; 

mia R. 9644) for the erection of a public building at Jefferson, 
bin 1 (H. R. 10051) for the erection of a public building at Charles- 


Los 
Fé, 

A 
Tex. 

A 
ton, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BECK. If there is no further morning business, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2578) to prohibit 
members ot Congress from acting as attorneys or employés for railroad 
companies holding charters or having received nope of lands or pecu- 
niary aid from the United States, This is the bill that was taken up 
yesterday afternoon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asked 
unanimous consent a few moments ago to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill which was read. Does the Senator object to that? 

Mr. BECK. Ido object to that, and make this motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has that right. The 
Senator from Kentucky moves that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill indicated by him. 

Mz. MITCHELL, of Penns 

: of Pennsylvania, I moveto e the pen 
bill for the present, for the purpose of making a er eg ved ong 
the consideration of the pension bill to which I call attention. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish the Senator from Pennsylvania would postpone 
the pension bill until to-morrow morning, and have it printed so that 
we can act upon it after examination. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. The bill passed the House of 
Representatives, and is printed. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senate Pension Committee reported it without 
amendment? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. The Senate committee has re- 
ported*it without amendment. 
as HOAR. I rise to a question of order. I desire to make a point 

order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
rises to a question of order, which he will state. 

Mr. HOAR. To postpone a bill ‘‘ for the present’ is not one of the 
motions which is enumerated in the rule. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania should fix to-morrow or some other specific day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. 
The motion to postpone for the present submitted by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania is notin order in that form. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. Then I move that the consid- 
eration of the bill now before the Senate be postponed until 2 o’clock 
to-morrow; and I will state that my purpose in making the motion is 
to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the pension bill to 
which I have already called attention. 

Mr. BECK. I hope that will not be done. The railroad attorneys 
bill is a special order. It was once passed by the Senate, then recon- 
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sidered, then reported, and delayed day after day. It has been taken 
up twice at the present session, and is now taken upagain; and I hope 
the Senate will dispose of it. The pension bill has plenty of time be- 
tween now and the 4th of March, and it was just reported in the last 
day or two. There is no reason why the Senator from Pennsylvania 
should press that bill this morning. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BECK. TheSenator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] has the floor 
on the railroad attorneys bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. - 

Mr. BERRY. Yesterday evening, the President pro tempore not. oc- 
cupying the chair at the time, this bill was before the Senate and I 
was entitled to the floor and yielded the floor to the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] to make a motion to go into executive session. 
Am I not entitled to the floor now, when the bill again comes. before 
the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas is en- 
titled to the floor whenever the Senate proceeds to the consideration of 
the bill, but a motion is now made to postpone the consideration of the 
bill, with a view to take up another bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Did not the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
bring the bill before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly; but after itis taken 
up the Senate may take up another bill, and asa motion is pending to 
proceed tothe consideration of another bill, debate is not in order at 
this time. 

Mr. BERRY. I submit that if I was entitled to the floor on the 
railroad attorneys bill, I can not be taken from the floor by a motion 
to take up another bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas was 
clearly entitled to the floor, but he did not claim it at the time, and 
the Senator from Pennsylvania rose and made a motion to postpone. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not get an opportunity to claim the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the pending bill be postponed until to-morrow at 2 o'clock 
and remain as a special order, with a view to move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of de- 

dent parents and honorably discharged soldiers and sailors-who are 
now disabled and dependent upon their own labor for support. 

Mr. BECK. Is not the first question on the motion to postpone? 

The PRESIDENT pro . Itis. 

Mr. BECK. I hope that will not be done. The pension bill can be 

at any time between now and the 4th of March. The railroad 
attorneys bill has been up time and again, and there is no reason for 
shoving it off. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania to ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the pension bill to-morrow 
after the conclusion of the formal morning business. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will do. That is right. 

Mr. BECK. I should have no objection to that if I knew that the 
railroad attorneys’ bill would be concluded to-day. If the railroad at- 
torneys bill is not. completed to-day I shall feel it my duty to call it 
up to morrow. ‘The pension bill has been reported only one day, and 
we ought to have a right to examine it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. Asthe Senator from Kentucky, 
without regard to the rule which, as the Chair stated, does not permit 
remarks to be made at this time on the subject, was allowed to say 
something, perhaps it may be proper that I should state for the infor- 
mation of the Senate that the pension bill covers precisely the same 
questions in relation to pensions that are covered by a bill which was 
passed by the Senate last May but does not go nearly so far; and also 
the same points which were covered by a bill passed by the Senate dur- 
ing the Forty-eighth Congress on the same subject, but it does not go 
nearly so far as that bill. 

The bill to which I have drawn attention and which I desire the 
Senate to take up and consider at this time was passed by the House of 
Representatives a week ago last Monday by more than two-thirds of 
the members of that body present and voting upon it. It is a very 
simple measure. It was reported by the Committee on Pensio#s of the 
Senate without amendment. There is a good deal of anxiety about it 
in the country. The committee of the Grand Army of the Republic 
upon the subject of pensions appeared before the Committee on Pen- 
sions of the Senate and urged that the Senate accept this bill although 
it is not entirely satisfactory to them, nor is it satisfactory to the Sen- 
ate committee. I have repeatedly during the last week asked the Sen- 
ate to take it up and consider it, but constantly something has pre- 

vented its consideration. The bill about which the Senator from Ken- 

tucky appears so very anxious is now made to combat this proposition. 
I think that the Senator’s bill can afford to wait better than the pen- 
sion bill. I believe that the sentiment of the country demands action 
more positively upon the question of pensions than it does upon the sub- 
ject which is covered by the bill to which the Senator from Kentucky 
draws attention, 

I trust that the Senate will proceed now to the consideration of the 
pension bill. I may perhaps be permitted to say that it will not be 
convenient for me to be here to-morrow; that I have remained in the 


city a week in the hope that this measure might be disposed of; and 
that I desire to go away. 

Mr. HOAR. Task leave to make a statement to the Senate. 

I believe I have in the attorneys’ bill, having reported it as 
amended from the Committee on the Judiciary. I propose to bring it 
up and to have a vote on it, and discussion on it, and to address the 
Senate on it myself. The Senator from Kentucky need not be in the 
least alarmed on the subject. 

Mr. BECK. I have seen no symptom of any effort being made to 
call it up in that quarter. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not my habit to exhibit any symptoms to the 
Senator from Kentucky. He is. not the physician I call in for that 


purpose. 

Mr. BECK. Not on this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts] proposes 
to address the Senate at length on that subject. Heis, as I understand, 
to make an address in Baltimore this evening, and it will be more 
able to him to address the Senate to-morrow in regard to that bill. I 
understand he will be ready to with his remarks then. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL ] is unable to be here 
to-morrow and desires very much to go on with the pension bill to-day. 
Under these circumstances, so far as my consent can have any effect on 
it, I desire to consent that the attorneys bill may proceed to-morrow 
and the pension bill come up to-day. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair allows debate to proceed 
without objection. 

Mr. EVARTS. I riseas I have been referred to, merely to say what 
I have already said to my friend from Kentucky. Ihave been ready 
to take part in this debate, but as I said to him last week if it should 
run until this very day I should be awkwardly situated. I hoped it 
would have been reached yesterday or the day before, and I might have 
been free from any entanglement; but the engagement which has. been 
referred to is one that was made nearly a month ago. 

I will only say that I should prefer to be able to be present at the 
whole debate and then to take part in it, though I hope not at any 
great l in my own estimate of the subject; but I feel bound to 
leave the Senate Chamber as early as 3 o’clock to-day, and if there may 
be an understanding that would be agreeable to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that the bill should stand for to-morrow at this hour with its 
right, it would be considerably more convenient to me. I do not feel 
any disposition, nor am Lat all at liberty to stand in the way of a prompt 
disposal of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. Now, Mr. President, only one word. Inasmuch as the 
Senator from Pennsylvania seems to make a contrast between the im- 
portance of certain measures, I will say that I do not know that I have 
any objection to his bill, but his bill was only reported on the 19th of 
this month, about a week ago. No notice has been given until this 
moment that he intended to call it up to-day, and no one had a copy 
of the bill. The Senator from Maine referred to that. The intima- 
tion that a great number of persons desire to have this done is no rea- 
son why it should displace other business that has the legitimate right 
of way over it. : 

I am willing to vote for all fair pension bills, but I do not think it is 
quite fair for gentlemen, because they uphold bills which they think 
popular, to press every other measure out of the way without giving 
full opportunity to have the measures they present considered and heard. 

The bill that the Senator says I amsoanxious to get up I have shown 
no great anxiety to press unduly. It was made a special order in the 
early part of December. It was med then for the convenience 
of the Senator from New York and other gentlemen, and it lost its 
place by other special orders. The day before yesterday I had it called 
up, intending to give the Senator from New York an opportunity to 
speak upon it, and yesterday I had it called up again for that very pur- 

He knew I would call it up to-day. I think now, if we get it 
up for consideration and he wants to go away at 3 0’clock, the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas will give way so that the Senator from New York 
may speak and be back in the morning. . 

The Senator from Massachusetts wants the honor of claiming that 
this is his measure. All I ask him to do is to have it considered and 
not let it lose its place, as I have felt it would have done time and 
again if I had not held it to the place to which it is entitled. 

Now, if an arrangement can be made whereby it shall be the special 
order to the exclusion of everything else at 2 o’clock to-morrow, or 
whenever the agricultural experiment-station bill is di of, I am 
content. I do not want to disturb the pending bill or interfere with 
the convenience of the Senator from New York, or of any other Senator, 
I simply want to have this matter disposed of by the Senate as they 
think proper. y 

Mr. EVARTS. I should hope that might be done. The Senator 
from Kentucky knows very well that thereis every disposition so far as 
I am concerned to have the bill di of. 

Mr. BECK. And we have tried, both of us, to get it up. 

Mr. EVARTS. We both tried to get it up. 

Mr. BECK. And I thought you would have time to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill to which the Senator from 
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Kentucky refers is now at the head of the Special Orders, and natu- | 
rally will be announced at 2 o’clock, and would be to-day but for the 
unfinished business—the bill in charge of the Senator from Mississippi 


[Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. BECK. ‘Then I will agree that to-morrow at 2 o’clock, even if 
something else intervenes after this bill passes, in the absence of the 
Senator from New York, if the agricultural experiment-station bill is 
finished to-day—lI will not attempt to call up the railroad attorney bill 
until to-morrow at 2 0’clock, when the Senator from New York will 
be here. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam perfectly willing, if the Senator from Kentucky 
would prefer, to do better than that—to call it up at the close of the 
morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from New York will be satisfied to have it 
called at.2 o’clock, as that will give him full time. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ishall be at your service to-morrow morning at 12. 


Mr. BECK. I think 2 o’clock would be better. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the bill now pending, and referred to by him, 


shall be placed as the unfinished business for 2 o'clock to-morrow. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. With the understanding that 
the pension bill shall be taken up and considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Pennsylvania is still pending. The Senator from Pennsylvania moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10457) 
for the relief of dependent parents and honorably discharged soldiers 


and sailors who are now disabled and dependent upon their own labor | claim und 


for support. 
Mr. CALL. I ask to be heard before consent is given as to the dis- 
position of to-morrow. I ask unanimous consent to say a word. 

I do not wish to interpose any objection to measure that is de- 
sired to be brought up, but I desire to have an understanding myself 
that upon the conclusion of the 
be concluded to-day, the resolution which I have been urging before 
the Senate may be the special order of the Senate. I will not inter- 
pose eny objection provided I can have a hearing; but I do not like to 

ve three or four days occupied with other business. I am prepared 
to have the resolution considered now. 

The Coe ae pro tempore. What does the Senator from Florida 
propose 

Mr. CALL. I desire to have the resolution with which I am in- 
trusted made the special order immediately after the conclusion of the 
agricultural bill. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made the proposi- 
tion can not be received, as it requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want the Senator from Florida to suppose that 
I am objecting to his particular resolution; but the bill of the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Brox] is a special order, and the next special 
order is a bill in which I am concerned, and the understanding was 
that we should go on and finish the agricultural experiment bill, and 
then take up the special orders regularly. We know that the sundry 
civil appropriation bill is coming to-morrow. The bill relative to the 
Nicaragua canal has been here for eight months. The sundry civil 
bill comes to-morrow and takes the right of way, and that is the end 
Of ene PRESIDENT pro The reading of 

e tempore. e i the bill moved by the 
ewes will be continued. 
tary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to makea parliamentary inquiry in regard to 
the bill that has been postponed until 2 o’clock to-morrow, the railroad 
attorneys bill. I was entitled to the fluor when that bill came before 
the Senate this morning, but the Chair recognized the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL]. I wish to know what my rights are 
by reason of that recognition? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas is clearly 
entitled to the floor whenever the consideration of that bill is resumed, 
unless he himself yields. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not expect to yield this morning, but the Chair 

ized another Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Senator from Arkansas did 
not rise, and the Senator from Pennsylvania rose, the Chair was bound 
to recognize the Senator from Pennsylvania. 4 

The bill called up on motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania is 
before the Senate. 


PENSIONS OF DISABLED SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT PARENTS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of dependent parents and honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors who are now disabled and dependent 
upon their own labor for support. 

The bill is in the following words: 

it is 
tise Makea enon af dons anna the Sone TDA the DOMICA hive or niet 


children, having been shown as required by law, it shall be necessary only to 
show by competent and sufficient evidence that such parent or wei Brora ans 


The motion of the Senator from | the 


agricultural experiment bill, if itshould | persons 


without other 

contributions of others not legally bound for their rt: Pi That no 
under this act shall commence prior to its passage, and in 

case of a hereafter made under this act the pension shall commence 

from the of the filing of the application in the Pension Office. 

Sec. 2. That all persons who served three months or more in the military 


y hereafter i physical 

, not the result of their own vicious habits or gross carelessness, which 

in them for the performance of labor in such a degree as to render 
them unable to earn a Talking due proo are dependent ce kaopan Angee 7 


for support, shall, u 
as the the r may provide in pursuance of this 

be placed on the list of invalid pensioners of the United States, and be 
enti to receive, for such total inability to procure their subsistence by 
daily labor, $12 ipa month; and such pension shall commence from the date 
Hobe hapa. ott n in the Pension Office, upon proof that the disabil- 
ity then and continue during the existence of the same in the d 
herein provided: Provided, That persons who are now 


construed as to allow more than one pension at 


son, or pension to commence prior to the of this act: And provided fur- 
i, See ene ae eee ‘oh ba considered DAADAA TAO 
under. 


Sec, 3. That no agent, attorney, or other person instrumental in the presenta- 
tion and prosecution of a claim under this act shali demand or receive for his 


agent or attorney of record in the case at the date of the of this 
f i AASA be oe 


the same penal as p! n 4 of the act of July 4,1884, entitled 
“ An act making appropriation for the payment of invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I do not intend to detain the 
Senate by any discussion of this bill. I suppose when Senators look 
at it they will all understand it without any such discussion. 

As I stated before, it covers the same questions upon which the Sen- 
ate has{ during the last. two years, twice taken action; but the bill 
which comes to us now from the House of Representatives does not, as 
I also stated before, go nearly so far upon the one subject. of pension- 
ing disabled Union soldiers as do both of the bills formerly passed by 
the Senate. Therefore, I may state, I think, as the sense at least of 
this side of the Senate, that the bill now coming to us from the House 
is not satisfactory to us, but we are satisfied that it will do a great deal 
of good, and we are willing to accept what we can get at this time. 

The bill simply proposes, in the first place, to change the rule of evi- 
dence in relation to the proof of dependence of ts. The existing 
law requires that that proof shall relate to the time of the death of 
the soldier. This bill proposes to change that ruleso thatif any parent 
be now ent, first the mother and then the father shall en- 
titled to a pension on account of the death of a son in the service. 
That is all the first section does. 

The next section, which is the most im: t, relates to soldiers not 
only in the late war, but soldiers in all of the wars in which the Re- 
public has been engaged. 

Mr. FRYE. May I be allowed to ask a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I understood the Senator from Pennsylvania to say 
that practically this includes a portion of the bill which we sent over 
tothe other House twice, only it does not coveras much ground. I 
ask the Senator if the Senate ever sent over a proposition to the other 
House to pension all the soldiers of all the wars that this country has 
been engaged in from the beginning up to the present time, as this bill 
provides for. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. In reply to the Senator from 
Maine I will state that neither of the bills to which I referred did so. 
They related only to the soldiers who were engaged in the late war 
against the Southern rebellion. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I will ask the Senator whether or not this does 
not pension all the soldiers engaged in the Seminole and Mexican wars 
and other wars, entirely regardless of their having subsequently gone 
into rebellion against the Government? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, Mr. President, it does that 
unless the disability under which they labor was incurred in the serv- 
ice of the rebellion, fighting against the Government. The Senator 
will see, if he refers to the last section, that that question is met by a 
proviso. 

It is true that this bill contains a partial repeal in effect of section 
4716, which the Senate understand prevents the payment of pensions to 
those who were engaged in the rebellion on the part of the Confederate 
States. 

Mr. FRYE. So that this bill practically changes that whole policy 
which we have kept on the statute-books so long. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. This bill does to that extent 
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allow a pension to a soldier who was engaged in the Mexican war, of 
in any of the Indian wars, if now totally disabled, or, in my judgment, 
if disabled to any considerable degree, without regard to his having 
been in the rebel army; but it does not propose to pension him for any 
disability which was incurred in the rebel service. The bill assumes 
that he must have incurred his disability fighting for the Government— 
at least, not in fighting against it. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, just one word more. Does not the Senator see 
that that opens the door to a very serious difficulty and trouble in this: 
If a man who served in the rebel army is to-day disabled by rheuma- 
tism, or by any chronic disease, is there not an utter impossibility of 
determining whether or not that was incurred while serving in the rebel 
army? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. Yes; undoubtedly there will be 
difficulty in administering the law in those cases. I confess that in my 
own mind, as an original question, I would not be inclined to go so far 
on that subject as this bill does; but since the passage of the Mexican 
pension bill it appears to me that we ought to be willing to accept those 
who fought in the old wars and who may have been engaged in the re- 
bellion, and place them on the pension-roll if they can satisfy the Gov- 
ernment that they now labor under any disability which was not in- 
curred by reason of that service. The burden of proof will be on them 
if the issue is made against them, and the Government will take care 
that itis. We agreed to this principle by the passage of the Mexican 
pension bill. 

I desire to say a word as to the construction that is to be applied to 
this act. It was held when this bill was up in another place that the 
second section would only cover cases of total inability to perform 
manual labor. To my mind that ought not to be the construction of 
this bill, if it become a law, and I come to that conclusion from its 
letter and the analogies of the practice under the old pension law. 
The old total disability rate was $8 in all cases not involving a ques- 
tion of rank. By the practice of the Pension Office that total disability 
was divided into different degrees; in some cases one-fourth, in others 
one-half, three-fourths, &c., and that without any express provision of 
law. Then subsequently an act was passed raising the rate which 
might be divisible to $18 per month; so that there is a well-settled 
practice of the Government in that respect, and it appears to me that 
this bill ought to be construed to cover the case of any Union soldier, 
or any other soldier included within its provisions, who is now dis- 
abled to any considerable extent. Any disability which disables a per- 
son from gaining a livelihood by manual labor, I think, is provided for 
by that section. ` 

A desire to call attention to the provisions of the bill which the Sen- 
ate passed last May, but not desiring to detain the Senate for the pur- 
pose, I will ask that the bill, as it was passed by the Senate, may be 
printed in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). It 
will be so printed, if there be no objection. 
The bill passed by the Senate is as follows: 
A bill for the relief of soldiers of the late war, honorably after three 
months’ service, who are disabled and dependent upon their own labor for 
sup) the service or from 


rt, and of dependent parents of soldiers who died in 
ilities RASA therein. 


Be it enacted, &c., That every person specified in the several classes enumer- 
ated in section 4693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and the amend- 
ments thereto, who served in the military or naval service, as mentioned in said 
riod of three months during the war of the rebellion, and has 
an honorable therefrom, and who is or shall become disabled from 
any cause not the t of his own fault, and shall also be depencent upon his 
own exertions for support, or upon the contributions of others not legally bound 
thereto, shall, upon making due proof of the facts, under such regulations as 
pry é be prescribed by the proper authority, be placed upon the list of pensioners 
of the United States, and entitled to receive a pension during the continu- 
ance of such disability and dependence at a rate proportionate to the degree of 
such disability; and such pension shall commence at the date of pany i an appli- 
cation therefor. The highest rate of pension granted under this section. wh ich 
shall be for total incapacity to perform any manual labor, shall be $24 per 
month, which is hereby made divisible upon that basis for any less degree of 
disability: Provided, That no person entitled to or receiving an invalid pension 
under existing laws, or such as may be hereafter ee DE nsions for 
disabilities contracted in the military or naval service of the United States, and 
in line of duty, greater than that provided for herein, shall receive the benefits 
of this act; but any — for such invalid pension having an application 
therefor pending, or who shall he: r file his application for such pension, 
may, by a declaration over his own signature, at any time, elect to prosecute 
his said claim under this act or under the eral laws, and his n, when 
allowed, if prosecuted under this act, 1 commence from the date of such 
: Provided , That no pension paid under any law hereafter shall 

be rated at less than $4 per month. 
n 2. portent sve the claims of dependent parents, the fact and 
cause of death and the fact that the soldier left no widow or minor children 


section, for the 


Src. 3. That in all applications under the ponera pension laws, including this 
t 


time under any or all laws of the United eg TA such pension shall 
ned, unless the act under 
which such pension is claimed shall specially so declare, 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. Itappears by that bill that sol- 


‘diers who were engaged in the late war on the part of the Union for 


three months or more and who were disabled and are dependent on 
their labor for support would be entitled to a pension not exceeding 
$24, according to the degree of disability, to be ascertained by proper 
examination through the Pension Office. The total rate in that bill 
was fixed at $24. In this bill the extreme rate is fixed at $12, and is’ 
or is not divisible according to the construction that shall be placed 
upon it. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I have no objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to know whether under the bill now under 
consideration if a soldier is pensioned and placed on the pension-roll at 
all he must be paid $12 a month; in other words, whether that is the 
lowest pension under this bill as well as the highest? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I have already stated that in 
the view which I take of this subject I believe that the rate of $12 is 
fixed by this bill as the total rate, and that it is divisible according to 
the degree of disability; but the bill which was by the Senate 
is subject to no question of construction of that kind. It is clear and 
express. It fixes the rate of $24, and makes it divisible according to 
the degree of disability from which the soldier might suffer. 

- The provision in relation to dependent parents is substantially the 
same as that in the bill passed by the Senate, and that is a very whole- 
some provision. 

I may be allowed to say, perhaps, as a matter of interest to the Sen- 
ate, that if this bill becomes a law it will, as I think, at least in re- 
spect to that section of it, relieve Congress from a great many private 
pension bills. We are constantly called upon now to relieve poor old 
parents, especially mothers who are now dependent but who are un- 
able © show that they were dependent at the time of the death of the 
soldier. 

1 ought to state that the Secretary of the Interior recommended that 
Congress should grant relief to that extent to cover these cases of de- 
pendent parents, aud I might say also in the same connection that the 
President in his late drew attention to the other subject cov- 
ered by this bill, relating to disabled and indigent soldiers; and I think 
the bill may be said to agree with the suggestion which the President 
makes on that subject. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I should like to ask the Chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions whether he understands that the words 
‘in any war,” in the second section of this act, include Indian 
wars? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. Idoso understand, and I think 
that was the construction placed upon it in the House of Representa- 
tives. Ican myself perceive no reason why it ought not to be so ap- 
plied and construed except that which the Senator from Maine has 
drawn attention to. This matter received considerable attention in 
the House of Representatives, and I take it that the expression of 
that body on the subject, passing the bill as they did under a suspen- 
sion of the rules by over two-thirds majority, ought to be persuasive 
here. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. If it be in order, to remove all doubt 
upon this subject, I shall move to insert atter the word ‘‘ war,” in line 
3 of section 2, the words ‘‘including any Indian war.” ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentisinorder. Thebill 
is open to admendment. No amendment being proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, the amendment of the Senator from Oregon is in 
order if he desires to present it at this time. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I should like very much to have the 
bill relieved of any doubt. 

Mr. SEWELL, While a member of the Committee on Pensions I 
was not present at this meeting when this bill was under considera- 
tion. It is, as the chairman of the committee says, a modification of 
at least two bills that have passed this body, and a reduction of the 
amount proposed to be paid per month to the pensioners under those 
bills from $24 to $12. At the same time it proposes to change what 
has been hitherto closely guarded, and what has been the policy of the 
Government for years, so that soldiers of the Seminole war, the Mexican 
war, and other wars who subsequently served in the confederate army 
may, under this bill, obtain a pension. I am opposed to that part of 
the bill. I am opposed to opening the door so that any man who 
served in the confederate army ever receive a pension from tho 
United States Government. It is hardly necessary to give the reasons, 
and I do not propose to do any more than to make the simple state- 
ment. I differ with the committee in this policy, and had I been 
present at the meeting at which the bill was under consideration I 
should have objected very strongly to its being reported in its present 
condition. 

I offer as an amendment to the bill, to strike out the fourth section, 
and insert in lieu of it: 

That nothing contained in this act shall be construed as repealing or mod- 
ifying section 4716 of the Revised Statutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The smendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey will be read by the Secretary. 


1887. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 4 of the bill, 
as follows: 

SEC, 4. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby modified so that 
the same shall not apply to this act: Provided, That this act shall not apply to 
those persons under political disabilities. And no person shall be hencicuied 
under this act for any disability incurred while engaged in the military service 
against the United States, 

And in lieu thereof, to insert: 


That nothing contained in this act shall be construed as repealing or modify- 
ing section 4716 of the Revised Statutes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think there is a misapprehension in the minds of 
Senators in regard to the effect of this bill so far as opening the way to 
pensons to those who may have served in the rebel army is concerned. 

t will be observed, in the first place, that whoever is to receive a pen- 
sıon under it must have served in the Mexican war, oran Indian war, or 
in some war on the side of the Government. Those who have served 
in the Mexican war have already been provided with pensions without 
reference to their service in the rebel army. The bill which we have 
passed gives a service pension and has gone to the House, and it is my 
impression that in that bill the principle which is here spoken of has 
been, if you may choose to so express it, given away; but at all events 
this bill will reach only a very small number of soldiers who served in 
the rebel army, and they must be totally disabled; and they must not 
have contracted their disability in the rebelarmy. It either must have 
been contracted from some cause outside their military service against 
the Government, or actually contracted by virtue of their military 
service in behalf of the Government. The soldiers of the Mexican 
war are, I think, all provided for already where the disability itself 
was not received in actual service in the rebel army. It can not ex- 
tend in any event to any but those who are totally disabled, and that 
number must be very few. 

Those who are absolutely totally disabled, as the House of Repre- 
sentatives certainly have construed this bill in passing it, must be but 
a very small number of those who served in the Mexican war. Ascon- 
strued there, the bill applies to but a very small proportion of thesoldiers 
of the country who are in actual need, no matter whether their disa- 
bility or incapacity to labor was contracted in one war or in another, or 
in time of peace, as the case maybe. It is not likely to reach far enough 
in the direction suggested by the Senator from Maine to do any sub- 
stantial harm; andit seems to me thatit will be no stretch of the magna- 
nimity of the Government to let the provisions of this bill, which only 
apply to total disability as I understand, reach as far as they may. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hampshire where 
he gets his idea that it is total disability. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The terms of the bill itself sayso. The phrase which 
gives a pension says there shall be paid ‘‘for such total inability 

* * $12 per month.” There is nothing in the bill itself about a 
grading of the $12 according to the disability as it may actually exist. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not find that in the bill. 

Poth BLAIR. If it can be construed the other way, I shall be glad 
of it. 

Mr. FRYE. I find it now ‘‘ total inability to procure their subsist- 
ence.” Would partial disability, which prevents a man from working 
all the time, be a total inability to obtain his subsistence by labor ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Whether it be mental or physical labor. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire is right, 
because I am going to vote for the bill, and if he is right so much the 
better; but the bill is not worth much, if anything, anyway. 

Mr, BLAIR. Ido not suppose it was meant to be worth much, if 
anything, anyway. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I want to say one word in re- 
ply to the suggestion made by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL]. As I stated before, if this were an original question, per- 
haps I might express myself differently upon it; but I take it that at 
this time in our history we must regard it as settled, especially on the 
part of the present Congress. The Mexican pension bill, so called, pro- 
vides substantially the same thing that this bill proposes relating to 
those who are disabled now. So I think it is too late for us to raise that 
objection here, and I trust that the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey will not be agreed to. I hope that there will be 
no amendment made to this bill, but that it will be accepted for what 
it is. It is better to take a part of a loaf than get nothing. 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania a ques- 
tion. Iask him to state if the Senate in passing the pension bills 
which have been referred to ever agreed to pension any one who had 
served in the rebel army? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I understand it in that way. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to know the fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. That is the provision of the bill 
passed by the Senate in May last, and that bill will pension a great 
many soldiers of the Mexican war who reside now in the Southern 
States and who took part in the rebellion; but in that bill, as in this, 
there was a provision that if they incurred the disability under which 
they labor in service against the Government, they should not be pen- 
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sioned. So we stand precisely consistent to-day on this bill with our 
action formerly. 

Mr. SEWELL. Does that bill practically repeal in so many words, 
as section 4 of this bill does, section 4716 of the Revised Statutes ? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. That bill, I remember, does, in 
almost the same words, repeal that section. There is another provis- 
ion in that bill that no person laboring under political disabilities 
shall be entitled to a pension, and the same provision is here. We all 
understand what that means. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator from Pennsylvania in respect 
of one class of pensions provided for in the Mexican pension bill is 
undoubtedly correct, inasmuch as that bill provides a pension for all 
persons within its terms who served during the Mexican war who have 
become or may become sixty-two years of age. Therefore, it estab- 
lished the limit of age as a disability, and if the physical disability 
under which the pensioner may be laboring was in fact contracted in 
the rebel army, still being sixty-two years of age he will be entitled to 
a pension. But with reference to the other class provided for in that 
bill it is expressly declared that they shall not receive a pension for 
any disability contracted in the rebel army or in military service 
against the authority of the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. Thatismy recollection of that 
bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. I object to this bill that it repeals entirely that pro- 
vision which we have guarded so closely for years, and absolutely 
allows pensions to be granted to men who served in the confederate 
service who had previously served in any of our Indian wars or in the 
Mexican war. If the Senate desire to vote fora bill of that kind, they 
must do it with their eyes open, but up to this time I had no idea that 
there was even an approach to an evasion or overthrow of that section. 
There was last year quite a contest over a provision to repeal the law 
which prohibits confederate soldiers from having positions in the Army 
to-day, and that is the law of the land at the present time, and it seems 
to me if a confederate soldier can not serve the national flag under 
present circumstances he should not be rewarded by a pension for dis- 
ability that may have occurred in a war against his own Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, a year ago, when a general pension 
bill, as it might be called, was before the Senate, I consulted with the 
Committee on Pensions about so changing the phraseology of that bill 
as to bring without doubt within its provisions a class of cases which 
is very small in number but very meritorious, that of those persons 
whose disability arises from an exsection of the bone of the arm or 
leg. In most of those cases nature has supplied the bone, but there 
are a few, where the exsection cOmmenced with the joint either of the 
arm or the leg, that nature has never been able to do anything towards 
supplying the defect, and thelimb is absolutely useless; in some respects 
it isan incumbrance. The committee were of opinion that the phrase- 
ology of their then pension bill would cover these cases, and at their 
suggestion, and having confidence in their judgment, I omitted to offer 
an amendment to meet the point. I understand thatsince the passage 
of that bill it has been before the Department, and the Department has 
ruled, as I feared it would, that these cases are not covered by the phrase- 
ofogy of the existing law. ‘There are less than one hundred of them, 
all told. They are where the exsection begins at the joint and nature 
has never supplied a joint or supplied the space of the bone between 
the joint and where it was taken out. I desire to offer an amendment 
which will meet that case. Thesesuffering soldiers have a useless limb, 
and I think from what I have heard from them and from others that in 
a majority of cases it is much worse than if the limb had been taken 
off. For the purpose of covering their case, I offer an amendment 
which I send to the desk, to come in at the end of the second section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will receive it, but an 
amendment is already pending to strike out the fourth section and in- 
sert new matter. The present question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. When that is disposed of 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be recognized. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like- to inquire of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, or some member of it, whether the bill that passed for the pen- 
sioning of the Mexican war soldiers did not contain this clause: 


That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed so far as the same 
relates to this act or to pensioners under this act. 


I understand, as that bill became a law, thatis a portion of the bill. 
If that is so, it is quite immaterial what we say about that matter in 
this bill, because by a measure which has already become a law, as I 
understand, we have provided for the repeal of that section practically. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It is a limited repeal only so far as it re- 
lates to the pensioners under that particular act. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand itis so limited; but if we take the rest 
of them who are under sixty-two years—for that is all it applies to, and 
the great majority of them have already passed that age—why should 
we simply repeal or modify this section in the one case and not in the 
other? It seems to me that, having entered upon the system of letting 
down the rule that was provided for in this case, we might as well 
let it go to the full extent. Therefore, if Iam correctly informed as to 
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this—and I find from the RECORD that that bill so passed the House— 
I shall vote against the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the Senate understand just ex- 
actly what has already been done in reference to the repeal of this sec- 
tion 4716 by the passage of what is known as the Mexican pension bill. 
The Mexican pension bill provided in substance that all persons who 
served in the war with Mexico for sixty days should be entitled toa 
pension, with certain provisions attached. One proviso was this: 
Provided, That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow who is or may be- 
come sixty-two years of age, or who is or may become subject to any disability 
or depen: uivalent to some cause prescribed or ized by the pen- 
sion laws of the United States as a sufficient reason for the allowance of a pen- 
sion, shall be entitled to the benefits of this act; but it shall not be held to in- 
clude any person not within the rule of age or disability or dependency herein 
defined, or who incurred such disability while in any manner voluntarily en- 
gaged in aiding or abetting the late rebellion against the authority of the United 


And then a subsequent section of the act provided— 


That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed so faras the samo 
relates to this act or to pensioners under this act. 

The effect of that law is this: If a person served in the Mexican war 
and afterward entered the confederate service and became disabled in 
that service, he does not get any pension under this act which we have 
passed, but if he was in the confederate service and has since that 
time become sixty-two years of age or become so disabled as that his 
disability would constitute a cause for pension recognized by the Pen- 
sion Office under present laws, then he does geta pension. ThatI un- 
derstand to be the effect of the Mexican pension bill. It only excludes 
from the o; tions of the act such persons as claim on accountof sery- 
ice in the Mexican war who were disabled in the confederate service. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have been in hope that some bill, 
broad and general and comprehensive in its character, which would in- 
clude all the legislation that is necessary to perfect our general pension 
laws, would be presented to us. 

The objection I have to this bill is that it does not include all the 
legislation of a general character which, in my judgment, ought to be 
passed at the present Congress. Perhaps it is all that the two Houses 
of Congress can agree upon, and therefore it may be best to vote for 
the bill as itstands; but there are several propositions which have been 
made in the Senate which, I think, would meet the hearty concurrence 
of this body, with scarcely any division, making provisions in 
regard to cular cases of disability, and among others some provis- 
ion to allow arrears of pension to persons who have lost an arm ora 
leg or who have become blind or otherwise disabled. For such cases 
suitable provision has not been fully made. Bills are now pending be- 
fore the Committee on Pensions which would pore for them prop- 
erly. I introduced u bill the other d#y which 1 thought was just and 
right, and would receive the vote of every generous-minded man. It 
p to extend the present rate of pension for the loss of an arm or 
a leg back to the date of disability in order to cover to some extent the 
sufferings and disabilities that such Union soldiers have endured. 
There is no reason why the same principle should not be applied to 
those who have become blind or deaf or who have suffered disability 
equivalent to the loss ofa leg or an arm. Thereisno provision of that 
kind in this bill. 

Then there is another demand that, sooner or later, must beacted updn 
by the Senate. Thatis, to what extent arrearages should be granted for 
claims that have been filed since the 1st of July, 1880, 

When the Mexican pension bill was before the Senate two years ago 
an amendment was adopted to grant to Union soldiers a pension after 
they had arrived at the age of sixty-two years. An amendment was 
offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] proposing to repeal 
the restriction limiting arrearages of pensions to applications made 
prior to July 1, 1880, and allowing all persons to claim pensions from 
the date of disability, without respect to the time of filing of their ap- 

lications. I believed at that time that this was not a wise provision. 
f voted against it, I spoke against it, and no doubt contributed, to 
some extent, at least by my vote, to prevent that amendment being 
ingrafted upon the Mexican pension bill. It did not have any effect, 
because the bill itself failed on account of other differences between the 
two Houses. ButI became thoroughly satisfied afterwards, in conversa- 
tion with many good soldiers in the Union Army, and especially with 
those who had had the benefit of arrears of pension, who had filed appli- 
cations in time to avail themselves of that privilege—I became thor- 
oughly satisfied that the restriction as it stood was an unjust one and 
excluded some of the most worthy and deserving cases from the relief 
granted under the pension laws. 

As Iam never ashamed to change my opinion, and to express that 
change at any time when I find Iam wrong, as weare all fallible, when 
I was called to an account by my constituents, not in an offensive but 
a friendly way, I did examine the arguments for and against repeal- 
ing that restriction. I became satisfied that an arbitrary limitation by 
date for the filing of an application for pension was an unjust restric- 
tion, and that the same relief and rule ought to be applied to all ~ 
sioners, whether they were eager and prompt to demand their 
or whether they put off their application in the hope that they would 
not have to appeal to the bounty of the Government. I became satis- 


fied that in that vote I was wrong, and before my constituents two years 
ago I said so. I will ask the Secretary to read a marked of a 
speech I made in the canvass in Ohio upon arrears of pension. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

No duty now rests upon the Government of the United States more important 
than the general application and execution of our pension laws for the benefit 
of the Union soldiers, their widows and orphans. In this connection I wish to 
say that, while the Mexican pension bill was pending in the last Pic. Fay I op- 

the amendment offered to have pensions commence from the date of dis- 
ability, but preferred instead the general disability amendment allowing pen- 
sions to all disabled soldiers who have arrived at a certain age, without regard 
to the cause of disability. Iam now prepared to, and will when the subject is 
n presented, vote to place all pensioners upon the same footing as those 
who received pensions under the law as it stood prior to July 1, 1880. Asarule 
I do not believe in giving pensions prior to the date of application, but this gen- 
eral rule was de from by the act of January 25, 1879. The general senti- 
ment of the surviving soldiers of the waris that no discrimination shall be made 
in applications filled after July 1, 1880, but that all pensions shall commence from 
the disability, and, as such is the clearly declared wish of the late Republican 
convention, I will cheerfully conform to it, and hereafter vote to allow all pen- 
sions growing out of the civil war to commence from the date of disability. 


Mr. SHERMAN. And now, sir, I am willing and anxious to carry 
out that pledge. I have been waiting foran opportunity to remove the 
limitation upon arrears of pensions and to appl y the same rule to all ap- 
plications, whether filed before or after July 1, 1880. 

By the legislation of the present Congress we have passed the Mex- 
ican pension bill. That bill has become a law, and it gives to every- 
body who served for sixty days in the Mexican war a pension of $8 a 
month, whether disabled or not. That is in harmony with the pro- 
visions made for the Kevolutionary soldiers and the soldiers of the war 
of 1812. That is agreed upon. I do not see, therefore, why it is that 
provision is made in this bill for the Mexican war soldiers, because the 
bill that has become a law gives to every one of them, whether disa- 
bled or not, a pension of $8 a month. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to correct him about the 
Mexican pension bill? The soldiers must have arrived at sixty-two 
years of age before they are entitled to a pension under that bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifthe Senator from Ohio will allow me I think I can 
state what the Mexican poem bill does provide for, and the Senator 
will then see the reason for putting Mexican soldiers into this bill. 

The Mexican pension bill, as passed by the House, does not, T think, 
include all persons who servedin the Mexican war for sixty days. If it 
appears that their disability was incurred in the confederate service 
they are excluded fromthat. Butifthey are sixty-two years ofage, and 
did not serve in the confederate service, or if they are insuch a state of 
dependence as is recognized as cause fora ion in the Pension Office, 
and did not incur their disability in the service of the confederate 


government, then they are pensioned. . The Mexican Lpa bill, 
however, does not pension in its terms those who served in the con- 


federate army and obtained their disability there. 

Mr. TELLER. They may have served in that army. 

Mr. PLATT. Exactly; may have served in the army, but if 
they served and obtained the disability there for which they claim the 
pension, then the Mexican pension bill does not give them a pension. 
‘The object of this, as I understand it, is to include all persons who served 
in the Mexican war, whether they were in the confederate service or not, 
and whether they got their disability in the confederate service or not, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator from Connecticut has made a 
mistake—which he very rarely does—but I will state that when the 
limitation of sixty-two years was applied to the Mexican soldiers it 
meant all; because practically forty years ago—— + 

Mr. GEORGE, Nearly all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pretty muchallthatsurvived would have reached 
that age. So I assume that it is what is called a general on bill, 
a service pension without respect to age and the limitation of sixty- 


two years. 
Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to read the proviso in the 
Mexican pension bill? 


Provided, That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow who is or may be- 
come sixty-two years of age, or who is or may become subject to ay disability 
or EPen Abah auivi to some causo prescribed or recognized by the pen- 
sion laws of the United States as a sufficient reason for the allowance of a pen- 
sion, shall be entitled aoe) meee o aerie Parar b — iea be held to A 
Ganson M She DANGI such ‘Gisabil ity while in ssn oper voluntarily en- 

in or aiding or abetting the late rebellion against the authority of the 
nited States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will correct the misapprehension into which the 
Senator has fallen. This bill is in effect precisely like the Mexican 
pension bill, though not in words. The same provision just read in 
regard to the confederate soldier who servedsin the Mexican war is in 
this bill. 

The words are: 

And no person shall be pensioned under this act for any disability incurred 
while engaged in military service against the United States, 

Mr. PLATT. I was mistaken as to the effect of this bill. I have 
only had this morning to look at it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. far as the two bills are concerned the Mexican 
bill already places on the pension list, assuming that it will be signed 
by the President, all who served in the Mexican war except a few who 
may not yet have arrived at the age of sixty-two years. 


1887. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1071 


Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator think this bill will give them 
cumulative pensions? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. . 

Mr. INGALLS. So that they would not be entitled to anything 
under this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think they would if they were totally disabled. 

Mr. INGALLS. That was the point towhich I directed my inquiry, 
whether under this bill, the Mexican pension bill having provided for 
a service pension, those who were within the definition of service would 
not have a cumulative or additional pension? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; itis provided by the bill itself that only one 
pension can be drawn. The effect of this bill is to give pensions to 
Mexican war soldiers who are utterly unable to take careof themselves, 
unable to earn a livelihood, who are totally disabled, or, to use the lan- 
guage of the law, who are suffering under such mental or physical dis- 
ability as incapacitates them for the performance of labor to such a 
degree as to render them unable to earn a support. In all such cases 
as those this bill would come in and give the Mexican war soldier a 
pension of $12 a month instead of $8. I presume that is the only dif- 
ference. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the only difference. 

Mr. SHERMAN, So far as the ns who have served in the con- 
federate army are concerned, the Mexican pension law does not ex- 
clude them from drawing a pension because they served in the confed- 
erate service unless their disability was created by their service in the 
rebel service. That would be a thing almost impossible to prove. 
This does the same thing, so that in that respect the two bills are alike. 
As we have already passed the Mexican pension bill and have now 
passed these general service ion laws, why is it not better in the 
Senate to add to the present bill a reasonable provision in regard to the 
limitation imposed by the act of 1879? Why not attach to this bill— 
there is no danger of this bill being lost by a conference—such rea- 
sonable provision as the Senate may think right and proper to give ar- 
rears of pension in cases of disability that were applied for after 1880? 

I found that I myself and nearly every Senator here fell under a 
great misapprehension in regard to the effect of such a provision. An 
examination of the subject led me to change my opinion in conformity 
with the general opinion of Union soldiers, many of whom had drawn 
their arrears. They did not like to see a different rule applied to their 
fellow-soldiers who had put off for a long time the application for a 
pension. It is certain that if the application was not made until after 
the Ist of July, 1880, it could not have been that the disability was 
for the loss of an arm or a leg, or for any palpable wound, or the loss 
of sight or hearing. Such application d be for an inchoate injury 
that a soldier might receive in war, but which did not canker era a 
disability for many years. Many such cases I have myself wn, 
where it was difficult to trace the disability to the war, and yet where 
the proof is cogent and conclusive that the disability had existed to a 
greater or a less extent from the date of the war. Many clear cases of 
permanent disability, and death, have resulted from exposure, internal 
injury, rheumatism, and other injuries clearly traceable to the war. 

Why should a man be refused these arrears merely because he put 
off appealing tothe bounty and generosity of the Government year after 
year in the hope that he might recover and not be compelled to ap’ 
toitat all? The probability is that in such cases he would get but 
very little in the way of In ninecases outof ten he would 
not be able to prove actual disability for years, and therefore 
would not be entitled to arrearages. The disability would not be 
developed perhaps until after 1880 when he made the application. 1 
doubt very much whether under the operation of the provision pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kansas the amount of our pension-list will 
be largely increased. But if cases have occurred they are entitled to 
relief as well as those promptly presented. I believe that, if that pro- 
vision is added to this bill and assented to by the other House, we shall 
then have all the general laws on the subject of pensions that the public 
sentiment demands or that Congress will probably listen to, except for 
those exceptionally severe cases mentioned awhile ago of loss of limb or 
equal disability, when Congress may provide a larger or more liberal 
relief by ial acts. 

I shall therefore vote against the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey, because the provision to which he objects has already 
passed; it is in the pension laws now; it is in the Mexican pension bill, 
and the same limitation and restraint upon such pensions isin this bill. 
I shall vote for this bill, but I shall vote, if the Senator from Kansas 
sees proper to offer it, for an amendment that will remove the restric- 
tion in regard to arrears of pension for disability, and then I think we 
shall have at least shown our willingness to do justice and right to the 
soldiers of the Union Army as well as to the soldiers of the Mexican 
war. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know whether this debate is to continue after 
2o’clock. If itis, I should like to point out to the Senate the differ- 
ence between the bill which the Senate passed for the relief of Union 
soldiers and the bill which has come to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

I do not like this bill as it has come from the House of Representa- 
tives. Ido not like it because itis, in my mind, an entirely inadequate 


and illogical measure for the relief of needy and destitute soldiers. I 
shall probably vote for it, because I will take anything in that line 
which comes to the Senate having received the fuvorable action of the 
House; but I want to comment on the difference between the bill which 
the Senate sent to the House and the bill which the House has actually 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which will be reported. 

‘The SECRETARY. The bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural experi- 
ment-stations in connection with the colleges established in the several 
States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the 
acts supplementary thereto. 

Mr. MITC. of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to lay 

aside the unfinished business for the present informally until this bill 
is disposed of. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily laid 
aside and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the pension 
bill. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PLATT, On the 19th of last May the Senate passed a bill 
“for the relief of soldiers of the late war honorably discharged after 
three months’ service who are disabled and dependent upon their own 
labor for support, and of dependent parents of soldiers who died in the 
service or from disabilities contracted therein.” That bill referred ex- 
clusively to soldiers on the Union side in the late rebellion. It was 
passed, I think I may say, by the Senate in a belief that it was not 
seemly or proper to pass a Mexican pension bill and not extend to the 
soldiers of the Union in the war of the rebellion such relief as their cir- 
cumstances made it proper and desirable that they should receive. 

By the provisions of that bill any soldier of the Union who is dis- 
abled now from any cause, whether it originated in his army service 
or not, from any cause not connected with his own vicious habits, 
should be entitled to a pension at the rate of $24 per month for total 
incapacity to perform manual labor. The rate of $24 was made to 
take the place of $30, to which he is now by law entitled under such 
circumstances, if he can trace his disability to his army service and 
prove that it originated there. 

That rate of $24 per month was made divisible, so that for Jess than 
total inability to perform manual labor, if disabled within the terms 
of the bill, he should receive a less pension, but in no case to be less 
than $4 per month. 

The object of that bill was to relieve the soldier applicant for a pen- 
sion from what is now almost an impossibility to perform, namely: 
proving that his disease was contracted in the army; that his broken- 
down condition of health to-day, twenty-two years after the war, re- 
sulted from his army service. In most cases it is true that the soldier 
applying for a pension—disabled, weak, worn, and broken—finds in 
his army service the seeds of the disease which has resulted in his pres- 
ent condition. It is equally trne that it is almost impossible for the 
soldier to prove such to be the fact. The bill which was passed by the 
Senate relieved him of that necessity, and provided that all that it would 
be necessary for him to do would be to establish that to-day he is dis- 
abled; that to-day he is in such a condition that he ought to receive 
the bounty of his Government; or, if the matter of pensions is a con- 
tract, the Government should keep its contract, and that was right. 

That would reach a large class of soldiers in this country who de- 
serve the recognition of the Government, who deserve ions, and it 
would grade the pension which should be given them by the Govern- 
ment according to their disability. If they were totally disabled in 
the sense of being totally incapacitated for the performance of manual 
labor, they would, under the Senate bill, get $24, and for a less disa- 
bility a less pension, down to the sum of $4, which would be the least 
that they would receive. 

Mr. CULLOM. I agree with the Senator's remarks in reference to 
the Senate bill, and as I had something special to do with that my- 
self, I desire to know whether the Senator constrnes the second section 
of this bill into a privilege by the Commissioner into a privilege to grade 
pensions atall. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me come to that in order; I will not overlook 
that. I was trying to state to the Senate what the Senate hasdone and 
how the House has treated the Senate bill, and what it has done. I 
want understood the difference between the Senate and the House of 
Representatives in this matter. I pass over the provision in the case 
of dependent relatives, confining my remarks simply to those provisions 
that relate to the pensioning of the disabled soldiers of to-day. 

The bill of which I have spoken was passed, as I said, on the 19th of 
May last. It went to the House. The House Committee on Pensions 
after a while reported an amendment, butin that amendment they did 
not go so far as to depart from the Senate idea of ing the bill apply 
exclusively to soldiers on the Union side in the war of the rebellion 
alone. That amendment, however, reduced thesum to $12 per month, 
and had in it the same provisions which are now to be foundin the bill 
which has passed the House as to the amount at which the pension 
should be graded. But for some reason,-I know not what, the Senate 
bill has not been acted upon. It lies there in the House to-day with 


1072 


the amendment of the Committee on Pensions of the House reported. 

of acting upon that bill we receive now from the House of Rep- 
resentatives an independent bill, introduced, I do not know when, inthe 
House, but passed on the 17th day of January instant. 

This bill departs entirely from the theory of the Senate bill in two par- 
ticulars; one, in thatit embraces within its provisions soldiers of all wars, 
including the Black Hawk, Seminole, and other Indian wars, also such 
soldiers of the Mexican war as it may reach and relieve in a different 
way from what they are reached or relieved by the Mexican pension bill; 
the other, in that it cuts down the pension which the Senate proposed 
to give of $24 to the man utterly incapacitated from manual labor, to 
$12, why I donotknow. It leaves out entirely the clause of the Senate 
bill, that the pension so granted shall be divisible and graded according 
to the disability of the soldier; and I reply to the question of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois that I do not believe that under it the Commissioner 
ean, if he be disposed to do it, so construe this law as to grade that pen- 
sion. 

Mr. CULLOM. Neither do I. 

Mr. PLATT. So that I believe that the House sends to us just this 
and nothing more, that the soldier, now disabled, who can not trace his 
disability to his army service, or if he traces it there can not prove to 
the satisfaction of the Pension Office that it originated there, may, upon 
proof of total inability to do anything, get the paltry sum of $12 per 
month, and that nobody else is to be relieved at all by this bill. 

I think when the Senate has sent a bill to the House which did pro- 
vide for a grading of the total sum allowed for pension, and the House 
sends back to us a bill upon the same subject from which that idea is 
carefully eliminated, there can be but one construction placed upon it, 
and I do not believe that any lawyer in the Senate or in the Pension 
Office will claim that there is any grading of pensions under this act, 
even of this small sum of $12 for total inability. But I want to goa 
little farther. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. Will the Senator explain how 
then under the existing pension laws the total rate of $8 is divisible? 

Mr. PLATT. I could go into that, but the explanation of what is 
known as a total disability pension in the Pension Office would take 
considerable time. The language used there has a technical signifi- 
cance and application, and I do not think the fact that the eight-dollar 
pension is graded in the Pension Office applies to this. I want to call 
the attention of the Senate to the terms of this bill, and see how care- 
fully—if I may be permitted to use the language»and I think I may 
here—how carefully the House of Representatives has contrived not 
to do anything for the relief of the soldier in this bill of any conse- 
quence. Section 2 at first speaks of the soldier applicants being dis- 
abled from the performance of labor in such a degree as to render them 
unable to earn a support. If that were all the language there were in 
the bill, it might possibly be held that the House intended at least to 
leave it open to have this pension graded. That language of itself 
might possibly form the foundation for an argument that the House 
really did intend to leave this pension open to being graded according 
to the degree of disability which the soldier should be under. But 
when they come to fixing the sum they use another phrase, that the 
soldier shall be entitled to receive for ‘‘ such total inability to procure 
his subsistence by daily labor ” $12 per month: not ‘‘ disability ” but 
“ total inability.” I apprehend that no soldier will be able at the 
Pension Office under this law, if it is correctly and properly admin- 
istered and construed, to receive a dollar until he has proved that he 
is totally unable to earn asubsistence by daily labor, not that he is 
partially unable, but totally unable. 
cor BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion to 

im? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me remind the Senator of what I know he is him- 
self aware of. The words ‘‘total disability” are technical words, which 
have been in the pension law from time immemorial, and have come to 
have a technical construction at the Pension Office. It is not a total 
incapacity to labor or a total incapacity to move, or a total physical in- 
ability to do anything ; buta total disability, such as entitles a soldier 
under the general law to his $8 per month, has been measured by the 
practice and custom of the office for a great many years as a disability, 
which is equivalent to a stiff elbow, anchylosis of the elbow-joint, so 
that whatever soldier is disabled to that extent, in the opinion of the 
examining medical officer, is entitled to a pension for total disability. It 
is, of course, F eon plain that if these words were not technical words, 
and were not limited by some such construction, scarcely any soldier 
would be entitled to his $8 per month under the general law. If a 
total disability means the same as a total inability to labor or to do 
anything to get a living, then hardly any of the soldiers would get 
their $8 a month. 

So the House of Representatives, knowing that technical construc- 
tion and definite meaning of the words “‘ total disability,” when they 
eame to fix the rating and give the pension under this act, exclude 
those words carefully and adopt another phrase which never has been 
construed and which must be considered in accordance with the ordi- 
nary rules. Total inability to labor is said to be where a person can 
not move to the extent of doing physical work; and that person, and 
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that person alone, in the view and the declarations of the friends of 
this bill, is the only one who can take pension underit. They state 
that it only reaches those who are in the poor-houses or who may be 
carried to the poor-houses on application. It is simply designed to 
empty the alms-houses. It is a good bill to that extent, and it does 
not purpose to reach anybody else. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from New Hampshire has said, and said 
better than I could, perhaps, what I was going to utter. The words 
“ total disability ” have been construed in the Pension Office as allow- 
ing the grading of a pension, though I think the grading isin that case 
allowed by provision of the statute. If that phrase had been inserted 
in this bill, I agree that there would have been a grading of the pension 
provided for in it; but when they are excluded, when these apt words 
and the words that would naturally be used in a pension bill are in- 
dustriously excluded by the House of Representatives, I think it is 
quite fair to conclude, and beyond discussion almost, that there is to 
be no grading of this $12 pension under the bill, and that language has 
been used here with the purpose of preventing any grading of this $12 _ 
pension. 

As I said, I am going to vote for this bill. Iam going to take the 
least driblet of relief which is filtered across from the other end of the 
Capitol to this end for the needy and disabled Union soldier of the war 
of the rebellion; but I wanted to state why I did not like the bill and 
why I should much prefer to go further in the direction of relief. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if I believed the bill was capable of 
the construction that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT) thinks 
it is, I certainly should not vote for it. I should not vote for it because 
it would be animposition upon the soldiers of the country to profess to 
give them some relief when, in fact, we give them none at all, or prac- 
tically none at all. I m: do not believe, however, that a fair con- 
struction of this bill will support the Senator from Connecticut in his 
view. I do not understand the bill, I am free to say; and I do not un- 
derstand why the House of Representatives should, ex industria, have 
left out words which have become so well settled and determined in the 
pension practice as the term ‘total disability.” As stated by the 
Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Connecticut, ‘total 
disability ° does not mean in the Pension Office that the soldier is in- 
capable of any manual labor. It means a degree of disability that is 
either established by a provision of the statute direct or established by 
the practice in the office. A total disability entitles the soldier to the 
highest pension; and by the very first section in the chapter on pen- 
sions in the Revised Statutes a less disability than total entitles him to 
a proportionate sum corresponding to the disability. 

Mr. PLATT. That is in reference to the $8 pension. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir; I call attention to section 4692 of the Re- 
vised Statutes: i 

Sec. 4692. Every person specified in the several classes enumerated in the fol- 
lowing section, who has been, since the fourth day of March. 1861, or who is here- 
after disabled under the conditions therein stated, shall, upon making due proof 
of the fact, according to such forms and regulations as are or may be provided 
in pursuance of law, be placed on the list of invalid pensioners of the United 
Sta and be entitled to receive, for a total disability, or a permanent specilic 
disability, such pension as is hereinafter provided iu such cases; and for an in- 
ferior disability, except in cases of ent specific disability, for which the 
rate of pension is expressly provided, an amount proportionate to that provided 
for total disability; and pa pension shall commence as hereinafter provided, 
and continue during the existence of the disability. 

Mr. PLATT. Then, will the Senator allow me to suggest here that 
the grading of the total disability pensions of $8-comes in pursuance of 
specific enactment to that effect, and not by reason of any construction 
of the statute in the Pension Office. 

Mr. TELLER. I fully agree with the Senator from Connecticut that 
the soldier will either get $12 under this bill or nothing. There will 
be no grading. I admit that there is no grading; but I do not believe 
that will be applied by a fair construction to the soldier who is incapa- 
ble of any manual labor and tohimalone. I understand it will be ap- 
plied, if it is fairly interpreted, to any soldier who has what, under the 
general law, would be a total disability, for I find in section 2, lines 6, 
7, and 8, words which I will read. I will read that part of the section 
which includes these lines to show the connection: 

Thatall os who served three months or more in the military or naval sery- 
ice of the United States in any war in which the United States has been engaged, 
and who have been honorably di therefrom, and who are now or who 
may hereafter be suffering from mental or physical disability, not the result of 
their own vicious habits or gross carelessness, which incapacitates them for the 
pertpruazce of labor in such a degree as to render them unable to earn a sup- 
po 

The words “‘in such a degree’’ must certainly mean something; and 
so I take it that this bill, if fairly construed, isa bill to render to every 
soldier who is totally disabled, who has a total disability under the 
law—for that is what it will amount to—a $12 pension. 

Mr. PLATT. Now will it trouble the Senator to allow me to ask a 
question? 

Mr. TELLER. Not a bit. - 

Mr. PLATT. Then the effect of it is, if it be so construed, that the 
soldier who cannot trace his disability to his Army service will get $12 
a month for total disability, and the soldier who can trace his disability 
to his Army service will get $8. 

Mr. TELLER. That is exactly where the logic of this bill brings 
it, and that is exactly where I was coming. 
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I am willing to vote for the bill because I am ready myself to in- 
crease the pension of every soldier in the United States who has a total 
disability to $12 a month, and if I was not I would not vote for the 
bill, for it is putting, in my judgment, the soldier who can not trace 
his disability on a plane a little higher than the other. In other words, 
where he gets $8 a month the soldier under this will get $12. Ido 
not know but that the soldier who can prove his disability as the re- 
sult of his service may possibly take advantage of this bill. It is cer- 
tainly evident that the bill has been crudely drawn and illy considered. 

The provision in the nineteenth line of section 2 would probably allow 
the soldier to elect; but I do not believe it will ever be possible for the 
Pension Office to divide this pension into eight and four dollars for 
half inability. It must be either twelve dollars or not anything atall 
in my judgment. 

If I thought that it would be confined as ed by the Senator 
from Connecticut to people who are totally disabled from manual 
labor, unable to do anything, then I would not vote for the bill, not 
because that class of soldiers should not be taken care of, but because 
there is a very limited number of that class of soldiers, and that is not 
what the public sentiment has demanded. The public sentiment of 
this country demands that a soldier who has served his country well— 
and I do not care whether he served it in the Mexican war or Indian 
war or in the last war—shall not be an object of charity. The people 
of the United States with one sentiment on that subject believe that 
the prenes of a soldier in a pauper home save and except the homes 
established especially for that class of men, is a disgrace to the Amer- 
ican people. $ 

I do not care myself even if the man who fought for his flag in the 
Mexican war may have forgotten his allegiance to that flag; I am pre- 
pared myself to forget his misconduct, and when he is in 
Tather than to see him in a pauper’s home, I would repeal that section 
which has heretofore prevented him from receiving a pension. I be- 
lieve that when we can sit in this body with men who led great armies, 
and who conducted the civil administration of that great rebellion, and 
when every place of public profit and honor is open to them, it is too 
late to say that the man who had bravely followed his flag in the Mexi- 
can war and who followed these gentlemen in the late rebellion shall, 
because of his later conduct, be precluded from having the bounty that 
the Government proposes to give to the soldier who served in the 
Mexican or any other war. 

Therefore, as I said in the beginning, independent of the suggestion 
that we had already by the Merican enalia act provided that every 
man who served in that war who is sixty-two years of age should receive 
a pension, irrespective of what had been his conduct during the late re- 
bellion, I am quite willing to be oblivious to the fact that the needy 
and oyncens soldier has ever at any time forgot his allegiance to his 
flag if he is in distress; and that is the class of soldiers that this bill 
professes at least to serve. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I venture to disagree with the Senator 
from Colorado in his construction of this bill with some timidity, for I 
know that as Secretary of the Interior he has had the whole pension 
matter before him over and over again for construction and administra- 
tion, ButI still must think that when the words “total disability ” 
have been carefully excluded, and other words, ‘‘total inability to pro- 
cure their subsistence by daily labor,” have been as carefully inserted, 
they will not be construed as meaning the same thing. Iam certain— 
if I may be permitted to say it—that this bill, coming from the place 
where it originated, has not come to us with any such understanding 
of the people who meet and discuss public affairs in that place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] to strike out section 4 and 
insert other language. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I fail to see in this bill that there 
is any apology needed for its provisions or that there is just cause for 
criticism upon its terms. It is plain upon its face. The proposition 
in this bill is not a new feature, because on the 19th day of May last, 
when the Senator from Connecticut says a bill was passed by the Sen- 
ate, the effort was then made in this body to incorporate the very pro- 
vision which forms the House bill. I remember that I desired then, 
by an amendment which I offered, to have a uniform rate of pension 
for all these cases, but the Senate, iu its judgment, after discussion and 
* voting, thought differently. 

Arguing this very proposition which is now in this bill, I took occa- 
sion, on that same 19th day of May, to state: 

We start with the theory of benefiting those who actually need it on account 
of their necessity, because they are unable tc procure their daily bread by daily 
labor. Any disability less than that should not place a person on the pension- 
roll. Any disability greater than that, because it could be no greater, should 
entitle him to no ter pension. It must be incapacity, no matter what the 
cause, to procure his daily bread by his daily labor; and when you find a case 
of that kind itis total inca ity. Anything less t that, in my judgment, 
should never be placed on t wiper 

That is the point from which we start on this matter. The main question 
is, shall it be a uniform pension? So I always supposed; I supposed ev 
service pension should be a uniform peona sup) j 
the disabilit entitled to nothing. 
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for obtaining a livelihood by labor, and by that was meant a complete livelihood. 
If a man was able to go around and do chores for a few days in the week he was 
incapacitated to earn his complete livelihood, and therefore was completely in- 
capacitated. I thought that proposition would extend the bounty of this bill to 
a class of men that the people of the nation were desiring should be benefited. 

and would reach the greater number of cases. Therefore it was that I desired 
first to settle the class of cases and then the amount of pension to be allowed ; 
and I thought I had made myself clear on that matter. 


That was the proposition enunciated here by myself on the same 19th 
day of May to which the Senator has alluded. The Senate, in its judg- 
ment, thought differently. The House placed this bill upon precisely 
that basis, and therefore I more readily accede to the House bill, be- 
cause it is placed upon the basis which I suppose is just in this matter. 

An allusion to the Mexican pension law has been made, and the state- 
ment has been made——- 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator before he proceeds further allow me 
to ask him a question, so that I may be sure whether I understand ex- 
actly what he means? 

By the proposition he submitted to the Senate at the time of the de- 
bate last spring, $12 was fixed as the only pension that was to be paid, 
to be a uniform pension. I do not quite understand whether he would 
give that where there was any incapacity of the soldier to earn a living 
by his daily labor, or whether he would only give it where that inca- 
pacity is total. Would he reach only the very few who cannot labor 
at all, or did he desire to reach all who were disabled to any degree from 
earning their living by their daily labor? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. JustasI read from my remarks of May 19, 1886, 
that if a person was unable to earn a complete livelihood it was total 
disability; it was complete no matter whether, as I said, it was from 
asthma or from consumption, or one leg off or both legs off. No mat- 
ter whether he could earn a little day by day or one or two days in a 
week, if he was disabled, no matter what the cause, from obtaining a 
complete livelihood, then it was total inability. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then it would be a total inability? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then it would be total inability; no other con- 
struction can be put upon it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the Senator’s idea is that wherever there is a 
partial inability to earn a livelihood, this $12 a month pension would 
apply under the terms of the bill. Suppose, for instance—to be sure 
that I understand the Senator, and he desires to be understood—a 
man is able to earn $1 a week toward his livelihood, would the Senator 
then give him the pension of $12 a month? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Suppose he may earn $2 a week, would he give him 
the $12 a month still? © 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir; I would. 

Mr. BLAIR. Suppose that it costs $7 a week to maintain him, to 
give him a livelihood, and he can earn $6 a week, would the Senator 
then give him a pension of $12 a month? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That probably is coming a little close, 

Mr. BLAIR. But this is a mathematical process; I wish to know 
whether the Senator adheres to his own proposition? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will explain that. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator says if the man can earn $1 a week, he 
would give him a pension of $12; if he can earn $2 a week he would 
give him $12 and no more. Now, if he can earn $6 a week, and $7 a 
week are n to maintain him, would he still give him the pen- 
sion of $12 a month? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ifa man can earn $6 a week, and it requires $7 
to support him, the chances are that he has sufficient ability to earn 
the $7. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is changing the terms of the supposition 
and not answering the question. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Senator is through with his question, I 
will answer him. I thought the matter was plain; I tried to make it 
so then, and I will try now. If the man isso disabled as not to be 
able to earn his livelihood, without any mathematical comparison, 
which everybody would know would be in aid of the Pension Office, if 
he were practically disabled from earning a complete livelihood, then 
he is under the terms of this bill entitled to $12 a month. 

I think the idea of arguing here or seeking to establish with proof 
afterwards thata man is sufficiently able to earn $6 a week when it 
costs him $7 to maintain himself is idle, because if his physical ability 
is sufficient to earn $6 he can earn the seven. If aman is broken down 
by disease, has consumption, orif a legis off and he may hobble around 
and do a few chores and get a few dollars here and there, it is not to be 
charged against his incapacity, because his incapacity is complete todo 
what? To earn a complete livelihood. The soldier who can not earn 
by daily labor a complete livelihood is included under the terms of the 
bill and is placed on the pension-roll at $12 a month. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. We have by present law two rates of pensions. One 
is $30, where the soldier is totally incapacitated from obtaining a live- 
lihood. Then we have an $8 pension for whatis called total disability. 
Now, which of those two disabilities does the Senator think this bill 
relates to or to mean? 
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, Mr. VAN WYCK. It relates to total disability, of course, as far as 
it is in connection with the proposition which the Senator makes. 
Have I answered the Senator’s question? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. This pension is not graduated uponinjury in the 
service, where the sufferer has a claim given by law in proportion to 
the amount of injury and damage which he has sustained, as in the case 
of one leg off or two legs off, one arm off or two arms off. The present 
law makes the distinction because it seeks to reimbuf&Se the man for 
the injury sustained in the service, but this pension is on an entirely 
different basis. We propose to pension him not because he has suffered 
this injury. We propose it as charity, not asa matter of rightas under 
the other pension legislation. Therefore, when we bestow it ascharity 
we must bestow it to those who are dependent. The man who has 
suffered injury in the service may have an arm or a leg off, and he may 
be a millionaire but he is still entitled to a pension, because it is his 
right; but this pension is graduated as a matter of charity, first upon 
the ground of dependence and then upon the ground of disability. 

That is the distinction between the two pp pensions which 
our friends for some reason are unwilling to acknowledge and recog- 
nize. We propose to pension those who are disabled, no matter what 
is the cause of the disability, if they are dependent, That is in no 
other pension legislation. 

Now, as to the Mexican pension bill, that gives $8 per month to 
every soldier of the Mexican war, no matter whether he is dependent 
or was disabled in that war. The Mexican pension bill, which has 
passed both Houses, gives a pension, no matter whether the man be a 
millionaire or dependent upon others for support. I am right in that, 
am I not? I the Senator from New Hampshire. The Mexican 
pension bill, which has been passed by both Houses, gives a pension 
to every man alike, whether he be rich or per 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes; if sixty-two years old, and if he has not incurred 
his disability in the rebel service. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. This includes the Mexican pension legislation, 
and it requires him first to be disabled. That is not in your Mexican 
pension bill. It requires him to be dependent, and that is not'in your 
Mexican pension bill. So I do not see the point that this is another 
Mexican pension bill, when that is entirely different and provides for 
other and different classes of pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is evidently getting up a controversy with 
imaginary beings. Nobody has made claim to such constructions or 
propositions, as he is evidently shooting in this direction. 

Mr, VAN WYCK. Some gentlemen who have been criticising this 
bill have very much to say about the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, An objection was made to this bill that it opens the 
way to soldiers receiving a pension under its terms who had been in the 
rebel service, and who had-also been in the service of the nation in for- 
mer years; but the Mexican pension bill applies in that respect only 
to those who, although they had been in the rebel service, had not con- 
tracted their disability or any disability in that service. It was ob- 
jected to this bill that it gave a pension to those who might have been 
in the rebel service provided they had not been injured in that service. 
To that objection the reply was made by myself that in the Mexican 
pension bill we had already adopted that principle. It did not seem 
to me that it was any great extension of national magnanimity to do so, 
and I approve of it. I approveof the Mexican pension bill; I approve 
of this relaxation of our former rule. I think we ought to have done 
it, and as it is now the law, it is no objection to this bill to say, when 
it provides the same thing, that it isa new principle, for it is an old 
principle already adopted. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then this bill is no more objectionable than the 
Mexican pension bill? > 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill is all right as far as it goes. The principle 
adopted in this bill is the one for which I have been contending for at 
least three Co in this Chamber, that where there is inability to 
earn a livelihood there should be assistance to the extent of the neces- 
sity. That is the principle the Senate has acted upon for at least two 
Congresses, and it is one for which I made strong battle against both 
sides of the Chamber three Congresses ago, as those will know who re- 
member anything about it. It has come to be adopted as a principle 
by both Houses of Congress, and by the Senate two Congresses ago. 
In the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses the Senate sanctioned 
the principle to the extent of giving aid wherever there was necessity, 
and according to the degree of the necessity, the rate of pension ex- 
tending to $24 per month where there was total inability on the part 
of the soldier to maintain hi “ 

We sent that bill to the other House. It covers the whole ground, so 
far as this class of pensioners or necessitous persons is concerned, at all 
events. The House returns that with this provision, which cuts down 
its application to some ten or fifteen thousand men in the country. We 
have got to take this because it is all we can get. If we send this bill 
back amended we shall get no legislation atali. The committee there- 
fore report the bill back unamended, thus shorn of its real scope, nar- 
rowed down to this comparatively small number of those who are 
already in the poor-houses or who upon application could get there as 
being utterly unable to work, and who are without means of suste- 


nance. This bill, I say, we report back thus shorn ofits real scope and 
ask for its adoption by the Senate, without amendment, in order that 
we can get something as an indorsement of the principle which in 
future Congresses will come to be extended to all classes to whom it 
should be extended. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Right here I desire w proton against the illib- 
eral construction placed upon the language of this bill by the Senator 
from New Hampshi 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwill say to the Senator from Nebraska that if it can 
receive a more liberal construction, all the better. If it covers the whole 
ground I shall thank God, for it will avoid the necessity of further 
legislation. I state what I think the bill means. If it means more I 
shall be all the better satisfied. I want what we can get. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to protest, because the Senator cautions 
us in advance and gives excuse for the pension department to place 
such a construction upon the phraseology of the law. I want them to 
understand that it was accepted by the Senate in its broader and more 
generous aspect. Therefore, it was that I desired to make these few 
remarks. I know the nature of the pension di t to curb and 
curtail and deny the privileges of a genérous law to those who need it 
most, and I am anxious that it shall go forth from this body in advance 
that we sanction a liberal construction, and that we do not sanction an 
illiberal construction which will take away its benefits from the great 
body of persons seeking aid under its provisions. 

I know the struggle we~had to raise the pension from one dollar to 
twenty-four, and with the utmost effort we succeeded in putting the 
minimum at four dollars in the Senate bill, so that it reached from 
four dollars to twenty-four. But in addition to that, the other House 
have presented a far better bill than that adopted by the Senate. They 
have presented a bill which will be far more reaching inits application; 
a bill which will not allow any Department to higgle over the fractions 
of a dollar which are to be given to a soldier who is unable to earn his 
daily bread by daily labor, There is no trouble about this matter. 
Tn the first place, the bill says: 

inca) fi 
Bane a maere T aenea noi ae EMA TI 

What language could better convey the idea than that? How could 
you make it any better or stronger, or more calculated to reach those 
whom this law in its beneficence seeks to reach? 


To render them unable to carn a support. 


There is an end to the long discussion on that subject when a soldier 
is in that attitude, as thousands of them are. My friend knows that, 
according to the best statements, probably thirty thousand to-day are 
spending the remnant of their years in alms-houses or poor-houses 
throughout this great and glorious Republic, while you stand here 
higgling as to whether you had better allow them to be provided for. 
There are thousands of others who are grinding organs on the street 
corners of the great and wealthy cities of this grand and powerful Re- 
public. We ought to remove the shame and disgrace and outrage on 
those provided for by this bill who are subject to all these calamities, 
which spring, first, from their service, and their disability afterwards, 
and which their dependence and poverty impose upon them. 

The language which follows is plain: 

And who are dependent upon their daily labor for support— 

It is true it is mentioned afterwards, to which exception is taken— 
sn upon making due proof of the fact according to such rules and regula- 

tons— 

What ‘‘fact?’’ The fact which has just been stated— 

uch 
raS of tbe Intekae may provide in Sarnane ts (nia tal te PUAA se 
the list of invalid pensioners of the United States, and be entitled to receive, for 
such total inability— 

Not for ‘‘total disability,” as the Senator from Connecticut would 
argue, ‘‘Total disability” has received its construction and interpre- 
tation and adjudication in the Pension Department already. No; that 
is not it. Not for total disability as has been graduated and weighed 
and measured and determined, but ‘‘for such total inability’’—that 
which precedes, which has been characterized and mentioned as plainly 
as human language can mention it. That is the kind and character of 
the disability— 
for — total inability to procure their subsistenee by daily labor, $12 per 
month. 

Probably this Congress has passed no bill that will make so many 
hearts glad and so many homes happy as this little bill. I thank the 
House of Representatives that they have been able to send us such a 
bill, and that they, among all their disagreements, could finally agree 
upon one which I believe is far better than the bill the Senate 
They have sent it here to meet our approbation, and I prefer to return 
thanks to them instead of indulging in censure and criticism. You 
take the thirty thousand out of the poor-house; you take the thousands 
of others grinding out music on street corners, and I tell my friend 
from New Hampshire we shall take tens of thousands of others who 
can not possibly get their claims adjudged at the Pension Office because 
of their inability to comply with the strict rule which that department 
thinks the law requires. 
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I trust that this bill will pass just as it came from the other House, 
with no amendment, because the least amendment would impair its 
passage there. ‘There are men in the other House to-day, if I may be 
allowed to say it, who are hoping that the Senate will put on some 
amendment to give them an excuse, if not a justification, to seek the 
defeat of this bill. I appeal to every Senator upon this side of the 
Chamber, I appeal to every man who desires to promote the benefit of 
the soldier who cannot earn his daily bread by his daily labor, run- 
ning up to thousands and tens of thousands, that we shall not, atleast, 
do injustice to ourselves by placing the least obstruction, the least 
straw, in the way of the accomplishment of an object so great. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] thinks we ought to do more. 
Certainly, but do not let us prevent doing this because we desire to do 
more. Other bills have been introduced. No pension bill was ever 
passed that met the whole list of pensions from inning to end. 
Hence it is but a small argument against a bill with so much of benefi- 


cence and mercy as this has in it, to say that there are so many things | i 


that ought to be placed in this pension bill. That will not answer 
those thousand soldiers lying in our poor-houses and alms-houses 
to-day; it will not answer the thousands of others who are struggling 
at the Pension Department to secure i 
we can do, pure and simple, and then we can attend to the other meas- 
ures, as they come in their course. 

Therefore, I have a right to appeal to our brethren on this side of the 
Chamber, who, I know, desire to carry out the doctrine of pensions and 
their application to their fullest extent, that they will not seek by word 
oraction to put anything in the way of the passage of this bill as it came 
from the other House, so that we may be sure of its passage, and there 
will be no excuse given there to delay or frustrate what we desire to 
accomplish. f 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I am very anxious to avoid any of the 
difficulties in the way of this bill suggested by the Senator from Ne- 
braska. At the same time, I am very anxious to understand from the 
members of the Çommittee on Pensions one point in the bill. I un- 
derstand that the Senator from Nebraska is a member of that commit- 
tee, and I ask him what construction he places on the words in the 
third line of the second section, ‘‘in any war.’’ That is to say, do 
those words include wars in which the United States has been engaged 
with Indian tribes? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I presume those words mean just what they say, 
“any warin which the United States has been engaged;’’ and I pre- 
sume that one soldier is as much entitled to the recognition of this 
bounty as another, no matter where the flag was in danger, when the 
soldier fought in its defense. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The Senator understands, then, that 
the proper construction of the bill is that it includes persons who fought 
in Indian wars. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have become thoroughly satisfied, since the com- 
mencement of the discussion of this bill, that any amendment which 
might be adopted would endanger its final passage and endanger its 
becoming a law at this Congress. There is very much good in it, and 
while there may be more than one point that I should object to, I do 
not wish to risk the loss of the bill itself. I therefore withdraw my 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey is withdrawn. 

Mr. DAWES. I offer the amendment of which I gave notice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Atthe end of section 2 it is proposed to add the 
following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That any person suffering under the disability caused 
an exsection of any portion of the bone of the arm from the joint at the shoul- 


der, or the leg from the joint at the hip, shall be entitled to the same pension as 
he would be entitled to for the loss of the entire arm or leg. 


Mr. TELLER. Iam not disposed to vote for the amendment, for 
the simple reason that I am under the impression that the amendment 
would jeopardize the passage of the bill. I had intended to move sev- 
eral slight amendments, so as to make the bill more certain and specific, 
and, if possible, to prevent its misconstruction when it comes to be 
construed; but after hearing the statement of members of the committee 
that at this late hour of the session, so near the close of the Congress, 
with the great rush of business before the other House, it might not be 
taken up there if amended here, I shall withhold any amendment. 
For the reason that I withhold my amendments I must vote against 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts; not that I am op- 
posed to the amendment, for I think it ought to have gone in the bill 
originally or in some other bill, but I believe, with the Senator from 
Nebraska, that a little thing is better than nothing. Believing, as I 
do, that this bill can be and will be so construed in the Pension Depart- 
ment as to relieve a great number of worthy and deserving cases, I 
propose to vote for the bill without amendment, exactly as it is, and 
secure its passage in that form if I can. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES]. 


recognition of their claims. ‘This | lan 


Mr. SEWELL. I beg leave to call the attention of the Senate to an 
act passed last year, reported from the Committee on Pensions. Iwill 
read it: 

An act to increasing the i f soldi a 
MU a E AA E E E ANETE 


Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the passage of this act all persons on the 


—os and all persons hereafter granted s pension, who, while in the mil- 
tary or navalservice of the United States and in line of duty, shall have lost one 
hand or one foot, or been totally disabled in the same, shall receive a pension of $30 
a month; all persons now on the pension-rolls, and all persons hereafter 
granted a pension, who in like manner shall have lost eitheran arm at or above 
the elbow, or a leg at or above the knee, or been totally disabled in the same, 
shall receive a pension of $36 per month; and that all persons now on the pen- 
sion-rolls, and all persons hereafter ted a pensior who in like manner shall 
have lost either an arm at the shoulder-joint or a leg at the hip-joint, or so near 
the joint as to prevent the use of an artificial limb, shall receive a pension atthe 
rate of $45 per month: Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be con- 
strued to repeal section 4699 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or to 
change the rate of $18 per month therein mentioned to be proportionately divided 
for any degree of disability established for which section 4695 makes no provis- 


” EE o Ava 4, 1886. 
I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that the exsection of 
the arm is a total disability of the arm, and must be covered by this 


guage. 
Mr. TELLER. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to say 
that the Pension Office held differently. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I trust the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will not insist upon having this amendment inserted in the 
bill, for the reason which has been repeatedly stated here. The case 
which is presented by the Senator from Massachusetts raises the ques- 
tion of equivalent disability. I think his statement is correct, that 
the Commissioner of Pensions has ruled that the act of last year does 
not cover such disabilities. I appreciate the hardship which arises in 
many cases. My own judgment is that the law ought to have been 
made to cover such disabilities, but it does not. I think the construc- 
tion of itis proper. It is a separate question. There area number of 
bills pending before the Committee on Pensions which cover that sub- 
ject. Ican not say that the committee will act on the subject, but I 
will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that I shall endeavor to 
get the committee to consider the question and report a bill which will 
eover the case to which he has called attention. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave not heard all the debate; I have not been able 
to hear it all. The last thing I desire to do is to imperil the passage of 
this bill, and I did not offer the amendment with any such idea as that. 
I am not one of those who are di to put my own opinion against 
that of my peers on this floor. I can not myself see any occasion for 
the idea that the amendment would jeopardize the bill, but I shall cer- 
tainly yield to the opinion of those who are more conversant with the 
chances of getting such a bill through the other branch. The House 
I have no doubt would pass upon any proper amendment. 

I believed last year that the phraseology of the act read by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] covered the cases which I have 
laid before the Senate, and I think now that the Pension Office is mis- 
taken. I thought, however, thatthe matter ought to be made certain, 
and I think so still; but yielding to the judgment of the chairman of 
the committee and others, although I have not had the pleasure of 
hearing the reasons for believing that a fair amendment to a ion 
bill could ibly encounter obstacles in the people’s branch of the 
National i still as I may have misjudged the conduct of 
another branch of Congress than this, I reluctantly yield and with- 
draw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am very glad that the Senators who have proposi- 
tions of so great merit, which have so long been under discussion be- 
fore the country and which have received its approval so generally, are 
willing for the sake of the safety of this measure to forego what other- 
wise it would be, I think, their duty to do, to press those amendments 
to this bill. Butit was the unanimous conclusion of the committee 
that to amend this bill would be to endanger its passage. While it 
does not reach all the classes who deserve recognition by further and 
favorable legislation, nevertheless it indorses certain principles which 
in the end must result in carrying substantial relief to nearly all who 
are now suffering by reason of their having been engaged in our mili- 
tary service. 

There is one class of the most meritorious of all these claimants in 
behalf of whom I desired very much to offer an amendment. The 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] has long represented those who 
should have their arrears provided for by additional legislation. It 
has been by the Senator from Ohio that that be moved as 
an amendment here. It has not been done, and I rejoice that it has 
not been done, although there are no more just claims whatever possi- 
ble or conceivable against the Government than those which arise un- 
der the proposed arrears act. 

Another class that we have long been endeavoring to provide for are 
the widows of soldiers who are now dependent and without assistance, 
providing for their own families themselves or perhaps passed beyond 
the period to provide for their families. It is quite a large class. Be- 
fore the passage of the bill which has been referred to, which was un- 
noticed by the House of Representatives, I moved an amendment pro- 
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viding for such widows, but finding that it was likely to endanger the 
passage of the bill in the other House I withheld the amendment at 
. thattime. Having been written to by agreat many to press that amend- 
ment to this bill, I desire to say that I withhold it on this occasion for 
thesame reason. I shall read the proposed amendment, which has been 
in former bills before, and take this method of informing the numerous 
claimants of the reason why on this occasion they have not been heard. 
The proposed section provides: 

That the widow of any person who served in the military or naval service and 
was honorably discharged therefrom, as mentioned in the first section, who shall 
not have remarried, and who shall be dependent upon her own manual labor 
or the contributions of others not legally bound thereto for pica amb shall, upon 
making due proof of the facts, under such regulations as may rescribed by 
the proper authorities, be placed upon the list of pensioners of the United States 
at the rate of $12 a month, during the continuance of such widowhood and de- 
pendence. 

There is much more pension legislation that I doubt not will receive 
the sanction of Congress hereafter It will have to be dispensed with 
for the present, but the country ought not to settle down in the con- 
viction that the passage of this bill is the endofit. The end of it will 
not come until justice has come. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the pension bill was lately 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the pension bill was passed. 

The motion will be entered. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the House of Representatives be requested 
to return the pension bill, as I understand it has gone there. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the bill (H. R. 7218) to amend an act entitled “An 
act for the erection of a public building at Cha‘ Tenn.,” ap- 
proved February 25, 1885, returned from the House of Representatives 
in compliance with a request of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I asked the Senate to request the House to return 
that bill because I desired to move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ment and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives upon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate insist upon its amendment to this bill and ask fora 
conference on the disagreeing votes. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferrees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MAHONE, Mr. 
MORRILL, and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 


FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to submit to the Senate 
a letter from the Secretary of State addressed to me as a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and sending a revised list of all the 
seizures and warnings-off, &c., of American vessels in the British Do- 
minions. When the committee reported we had the most perfect list 
that we could obtain; but in order to get the latest report from the 
State Department I was authorized to address a letter to the Secretary 
of State to obtain the latest and revised list of these seizures, &c., which 
I have just now received. I ask unanimous consent to present this let- 
ter of the Secretary with the accompanying list, and move that it be 
printed and bound in connection with the report of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations under the proper date so as to show that this is the 
latest list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there be objection the docu- 
ment will be received, and ordered printed, as stated by the Senator 
from Vermont. The Chair hears no objection; it is so ordered. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the present Presiding Officer of the Senate, as 
chairman of the Committee on Printing, to which committee was re- 
ferred the resolution providing for the printing of 6,000 copies of the 
report of the Committee on Foreign Relations touching the fisheries 
and the testimony, please remember the order just given, that this 
list shall not only be printed and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, but also that it shall be printed together with the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The occupant of the chair will see 
to that. It will be bound with that document. 


THE MACKEREL YISHERY. 


Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent to make a motion at this 
time to the following effect, that House bill 5538 be made the special 
— ee three bills which are now special orders shall have been 

is of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Michigan fix 
a definite time, that being required under the rule ? 

Mr. FRYE. Putit Monday. 

Mr. PALMER. I will put it Monday, then. ‘ 

The P IDING OFFICER. At what hour? 

Mr. P. ER. At 2 o’clock. 

Mr. SEWELL. What is that bill? 


~ Mr. PALMER. The bill relating to the importing and landing cf 
mackerel caught during the spawning season. I think the bill will not 
lead to much discussion; but it is essential, if itis going to be acted 
upon, thatit should be acted upon soon, to protect the interests of fish- 
ermen on our Northwestern coast. It passed the House last session. 

Action here has been delayed from the fact that I was unavoidably ab- 
sent the first part of the session, and afterward those who wished to be 
heard upon it have been absent up to the presenttime. I intended to 
get it in in the morning hour, but I see that in the closing days of the 

session that is going to be a very diflicult thing to accomplish. So I ask 

that the bill be made a special order for Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Michigan asks unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the bill (H. R. 5538) relating to the 
importing and landing of mackerel caught during the spawning season 
be made a special order for Monday next at 2 o'clock, Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. It is so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. 
WILLIAMS to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it favorably, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted a 
report to accompany the bill (S. 3226) to determine the liability of the 
United States under the law for damages to the property of citizens of 
the United States sustained in the depredations of Indians, reported 
from that committee this morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10072) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
and for other purposes, have directed me to report it back with sundry 
amendments, and also to accompany it with a report which I desire to 
have printed. I give notice now that on Monday or Tuesday next, 
as may suit the convenience of the Senate best, I will call this bill up 
for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

; MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, : 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 10419) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. HARRIS. LI introduce a bill at this time that I want to have 
printed so that it may get before the committee in the morning. 

The bill (S. 3229) for the relief of Robert W. Waters was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3230) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to transfer to the trustees of the Porter Academy certain prop- 
erty in the city of Charleston, S. C.; which was read twice by its title, 
mak referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3231) to grant the right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska 
Railway, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3232) to change the limit of appro- 
priation for the public buildings at Key West, Fla.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3233) to change the limit of appropria- 
tion for the public building at Jacksonville, Fla.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT-STATIONS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays—— 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the consent of the Senate that the unfinished 
business may be laid aside informally while I call up a bill that will 
only take a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to lay 
the unfinished business before the Senate, and he will then recognize the 
Senator from Colorado. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural experiment-stations 
in connection with the colleges established in the several States under 
the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supple- 
mentary thereto. 

Mr. TELLER. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency 
of the General Land Office. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. TELLER. It will occasion no debate, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for information, 
if there be no objection. 

The bill was read. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. What becomes, meanwhile, of the agricultural ex- 
periment-station bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that it be laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is asked that the unfinished busi- 
ness be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think we had better dispose of one thing at a 
time, and I therefore will take the liberty of objecting to unanimous 
consent being given, in order that we may proceed to a termination of 
the agricultural experiment-station bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the pading 
business will be proceeded with. The Chair understands that the ques- 
tion is upon the adoption of the substitute proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], upon which question the Chair under- 
stands that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] has the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire whether that substitute was printed ? 
There was an order made for printing it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It has been printed and laid on the 
desks of Senators. 

Mr. PLATT. I have failed to observe it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had not offered my amendment. I intended to 
offer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was informed that the 
Senator from Alabama had the floor upon the pending question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had, some days ago. I do not take the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, then, is upon the 
adoption of the substitute offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

~. Mr. GEORGE. I ask consent to make one or two verbal amend- 
ments in the body of the bill in order to perfect the text. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the amendments ? 

Mr. GEORGE, I offer these amendments in order to correct the 
phraseology of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Senator will suggest them. 

Mr. GEORGE. In section 5, line 2, I move that the word ‘‘they’’ 
be — out and the words ‘‘said stations ’’ inserted in its stead; so 
as to read: 


on said stations shall publish at least once in every three months bulletins, 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. GEORGE. In section 6, line 13, I move to strike out the word 
‘‘aforesaid’’ before ‘‘boards,’’ and to insertafter the word ‘trustees ” 
the words ‘‘of said colleges;’’ so as to read: 

To be ng Spee Spal 4 payments, on the first day of January, April 

n 


id in 
July, amd Ootober year, to the treasurer or other officer duly appointed 
by the boards of trustees of said colleges. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed to if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. That provision ought to be further amended so as 
to cover the technical point which would arise in colleges where there 
is no board of trustees. The government of the State agricultural col- 
lege may be vested in what is called a board of regents. Therefore there 
should be some general term employed that would cover both trustees 
and regents. 

Mr. GEORGE. Would ‘ rs” do? 

Mr. INGALLS. Say ‘“‘the government of said colleges.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
adopt the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes,sir. Strike out the words ‘‘ boards of trustees” 
and insert ‘* government;’’ so as to read: 

Or other officer duly appointed by the government of said college to receive 
the same, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Two amendments were yesterday added to section 
9 by way of a proviso. They are improper as provisos; they are inde- 
pendent provisions. I ask that all from line 7, section 9, be made an 
entire and independent section, and that the words “And provided fur- 
ther’? be stricken out and the words “‘Section 10” inserted. That 
amendment is necessary in order to make the bill read properly. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. GEORGE. In the same section, in lines 12 and 13, the words 
“ Provided further, That’ ought to be stricken out. I move that they 
be stricken ont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to hear that amendment stated. 

Mr. GEORGE. It simply puts the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] and the one offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] into independent sections. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me for a 
moment, that I may call attention to an amendment which has already 
been made? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishall be through with these verbal changes in a 


minute. I ask consent also to add a proviso to section 10, now section 
11. The section reads as it now stands: 

That the grants of moneys authorized by this act are made subject to the leg- 
islative assent of the several States and Territories to the purposes of said grants, 

I wish to add the following proviso: 

Provided, installm hea iation herein made 
as shall ipai agak rara before [enor tbe cg e regular session 
of its Legislature meeting next after the of thisact shall be made upon 
the assent of the governor thereof, duly certified to the Secretary of the Trtasury. 

The object of the proviso is simply to provide that in those States 
where the Legislature shall not meet for one or two years there shall 
be no lapse in the appropriation if the governor of the State will con- 
sent to accept it. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who I 
see is not in his seat, suggested this morning an amendment which I 
think is proper. All of section 9 down to and including the word 
“fifty,” in line 7, was inserted at the last session on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. When that language was in- 
serted at the end of the bill there was no provision in the body of the 
bill in favor of the Territories. Since that time the words ‘‘and Ter- 
ritories’? have been added in the body of the bill, which renders the 
insertion made on the motion of the Senator from Indiana unnecessary. 
At the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], I ask 
leave to move to strike out all of section 9 from the beginning down to 
the word ‘‘fifty,”’ in line 7. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the provisions and benefits of this act shall apply to the agricultural col- 
leges which have been or may hereafter be established in any of the Territories of 
the United States under the laws thereof: Provided, That the average attendance 
of pupils u; the instruction of such college for the year pi ng its appli- 
cation for benefits of this act shall not have been less than fifty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words “Anda provided further,” 
in line 7 of section 9, should be stricken out. 

Mr. GEORGE. Those words have been already stricken out. That 
will require a renumbering of the sections. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Was the amendment which constitutes section 
9 of the reprint adopted yesterday? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 9 was adopted. 

Mr. GEORGE. The whole bill as reprinted was agreed to yesterday. 

Mr. INGALLS. There should be another amendment in section 5. 
The words ‘‘in order to make the results of the work of said stations 
immediately useful” having been stricken ont, the amended section 


Sec, 5. That said stations shall publish at least once in every three months 
bulletins or reports of popsa, one copy of which shall be sent to each news- 
paper in the States or tories, &c. i 

The words are very indefinite. It should be changed so as to read 
that ‘‘ bulletins or reports of progress ” shall be published at said sta- 
tions at least once in every three months. 

Mr. GEORGE. That amendment will be agreeable. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out the words: 
said stations shall publish at least once in every three months— 
and insert after the word ‘‘progress,’’ in line 3— 
shall be published at said stations at least once in every three months— 
so as to read: i 

That bulletins or reports of progress shall be published at said stationsat least 
once in every three months, one copy of which shall be sent to each news- 
paper, &ec, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I do not rise to antagonize or criticise the bill since the 
amendments have been put on it; and especially since the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] yesterday, adopting 
the sixth section, I can very heartily support the measure. But yes- 
terday I read some statistics from the Commissioner of Education which 
gave rise to considerable debate, I have received this morning a let- 
ter from the Commissioner, which he desires to have read in the Senate. 
I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read if there be 
no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF EDUCATION, 
Washington, D. O., January 27, 1887. 

DEAR Sim: I have read in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of this morning the 
debate on Senate bill 372. to establish agricultural experiment-stations, and 
regret that my letter of transmittal was not more explicit with regard to the 
design and scope of the table sent you. 

Some Senators appear to misunderstand the purport of the statistical table. 
The title of the table sent you should be as follows: Number of students and 
number of agricultural students, so far as known, who attend agricultural 
schools endowed under the provisions of the act of Congress of July 2, 1862, and 
acts supplementary thereto. 

If the statements made in the table are wrong it is not the fault of this office, 
but the fault of the catalogues and other publications of the schools concerned, 


because the table was compiled entirely therefrom, and I had no other means 
for ascertaining the facts, 
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The table sent you was a copy of a table made fora gentleman in 


in another 
State. It does not include all lan t bae aug hippest someStates have two 
schools endowed by manani ofw. only oneis agricultural. Forexample, 
the Massachusetts Insti! Technology and the Missouri School of Mines 
are not included in said table, because they are not schools of agriculture, and 
do not admit students of that subject. 
Reader of aese rR have attempted in some States to restrict the course 


of tion given ‘to su re asin eens oe goat We cone eh penn on 
and the mechanic arts,” but have been by that provision of section 
4of the original act above mentio: which requires students shall 
be taught “ without ee other scientific and ud- 
ing 1 P I speak more particularly of the effort that has been 
le in 

inM the act establishing the Mississippi Agricultural and Mechan- 

ical 1878, provides for the “ establishment and 


College, approved Feb: 

eee easan iSe ot a first-class February 2% 187 at which the youth of the State may ac- 

quire a common-school education and a scientific and practical knowledge of 

acron as; horticulture, and the mechanic arts, and also the proper — ana and 
growth of stock, without, aar Pedala E excluding other PAA sacl 


A antl incladin 
The funds available oo being sufficient to cover all of these subjects. 


—, bave eultura to ia y opened the $ the interests of the State 


e thee ATA of te sailako sra Perasa hy LO vary 


Very Y, 
N. H. R. DAWSON, Commissioner. 
Hon. GEORGE G. VEST 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri made this statement yes- 
terday: 
Bb iare a noie to a SE a Edonon s 2 Syrah ee 

udents in ese grant colleges were stu n order to 
out what had been the result of the Dono or tee EENES 

The letter of the Commissioner of Education, which is given a little 
above that point in the Senator’s remarks, is as follows: 


In accordance with your request, I have the honor to inclose a table showing 
the number of students attending the land t schools of the United States, 
and the number of students taking courses of agriculture, as far as I am able to 

from the records of this o 


report the same 
N. H. R. DAWSON, Commissioner. 


The Commissioner of Education states that he did not include the 
Boston School of Technology, which has several hundred students, be- 
cause it was not an agricultural college; but it was a land-grant school, 
in the precise phrase of the Senator and in the precise phrase of the 
Commissioner’s letter read yesterday. Therefore it gave rise to the 
notion that the land grant to Massachusetts aided in the education of 
only ninety-odd I think the error was the error of the Com- 
os ia nae error of the Senators who objected to the state- 


mar, INGALLS. I call the attention of the Senator from Mississippi 
to the ETER n of section 6 which reads: 


That for the ot mida g the salaries and wages of the director and 
other employés of Fat mae s Agen the necessary expenses of conducting in- 


ions, &c. 

In many of the to which this appropriation would go my 
impression is that it would not be necessary to appoint a director and 
other assistants and employés. In case, however, it were SON; 
their payment would be included in the words ‘the 

» In order to preclude the idea that there must be a director 
and other employés necessarily employed, I suggest to the Senator from 
Mississippi to leave out the words ‘‘the salaries and wages of the 
director and other employés of said stations, and,’’ so as to make the 
si Pye for the purpose of paying the necessary expenses. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move then, in section 6, line 1, to strike out the 
words: 

a salaries and wages of the director and other employés of said stations, 
an 
so as to read: 


That for the purpose of paying the necessary expenses of conducting investi- 
gations, &c, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. In line 12 of section 6 an amendment was made to 
include the trustees as well as regents. Will the Chief Clerk read the 
amendment that was inserted in that line? 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To be rss in equal Neal ie payments, on the Ist day of January, A 
July, an: ber in each year, to the treasurer or other officer duly pe hoe 
by the pariona said colleges to receive the same. 


Mr. INGALLS. It should read ‘‘the governing boards of said col- 
7 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to add as a new section, to come in at the 
end of the bill, what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Alabama will be read. 
: The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
owing: 


SEC. —. That all seeds, plants, shrubs, roots, and other agricultural or horti- 
cultural productions that are hereafter ‘purchased by the United States for dis- 


1 


tribution the le shall be irae apportioned by the t 
samga peop pice A eq! y appo: y es egay oe 


of Agriculture among the d Territories and the D: 
lumbia; Pear in th those! States in itr when mechanical co 
or shall be established, the presiden 
panman of Agriculture such seeds, plants, shrubs, roots, and on 
roductions as shall be apportioned to such State, Terri Proisa" Chat 
and sal distribute the same among = people of such d for this rritories, or 
ct, respectively, who are e in agriculture; and for the 
Piani presidents of ‘such colleges shall have the franking pri RS the name 
extent as members of Congress now have in like cases, od shall Sis istribute any 
furnished to 


such seeds, plants, shrubs, roots, or other productions as 


the States or Territories under his frank free of postage. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not understand from the reading of this amend- 
ment how far it would go in the direction of regulating and control- 
ling the distribution of seeds and plants, and the other things that have 
heretofore been distributed through the Department of Agriculture. I 
should be glad if the Senator from Alabama who has offered the 
amendment would explain to the Senate what his object is in his 
amendment. How far does he expect it to go? 

Mr. MORGAN. In those States and Territories where there are or 
may hereafter be agricultural colleges, as they come in, the seeds would 
ess sates equitably among the different States and Territories 

, of course, to population (I suppose that is the basis of the 
present dietribution), and the seeds would be sent to the presidents 
of the different agricultural colleges, who would have the franking 
privilege in the same manner that it is now enjoyed by members of 
both Houses, and they would distribute the seeds within their t- 
ive States and Territories to people en, in agriculture or horti- 
culture, or like its—not to merchants, and bankers, and lawyers, 
and doctors, persons of that kind, but to persons who are engaged 
in some tural business. 

My object, so far as I am personally concerned, is to get rid of a eee 
great draught upon my time in being compelled to distribute 

flower seeds, roots, and shrubs to my constituents at the 
State of Alabama. I think the presidents of the agricul colleges 
would know those sections of the States and those classes of people in 
the States who would be most likely to make a provident and proper 
use of this advan that the Government of the United States votes 
to the people, and would be much better prepared to do it, from 
their knowledge of the people and their situation, than members of 
Congress would be. | 

Mr. HALE. That was precisely the point I had in my mind, whether 
the Senator to take away from Senators and Representatives 
in Congress the distribution of the seeds and plants that is now carried 
gap Secon Sees, me as to relieve the members of the two Houses of 

uty. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave the most kindly relations to the Senate of 
the United States. Indeed I may say that my relations towards the 


great body of gentlemen who assemble here are even and 
I regret very much indeed to trespass upon any of their pri in 
of I hate to cut them down in their o ities 


Soon ts ves to their constituents in the eloquent way that we 
do in sending out tomato seed, corn, beans, cabbage, and onion seed, 
and the like of that. I dislike very much to enter upon such a chal- 
lenge of the ancient privileges of this body, but still I shall do it. 

I confess that I am pted to do ita ee 

but more so the duty that I to the country, I think, 

at least to my own State, to occupy the precy mag have here at my 
disposal in their service in much more important matters than in the 
distribution of garden seeds. I havealways thought that the 

of the United States had burdened itself witha very unnecessary trouble 
and labor in the distribution of seeds sre and such things, and 
had assumed to itself a duty which could be very much better dis- 
charged by other persons. 

We have of course under the law in making making ee 
purchase of seeds always a reserve left in the hands of the Department 
of Agriculture upon which we can draw whenever our constituents 
who are not otherwise supplied may make application to us for these 
things. 

I think that the distribution is generally pretty eoni abiy aade; but 
members of Congress know very little about the right p to put 
these thi in. I had a conversation with a very distinguished — 

Mr. If the Senator will allow me a moment. I was only 
seeking to get at the purpose of the amendment, which I did not any 
understand. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know. 

Mr. HALE. Idid not mean to say that Iam opposed to it. I only 
want to suggest whether it might not be well, as this is to be left, un- 
der the amendment, to tha States and to these institutions, that the 
distribution of the report of the Department of Agriculture should 
‚also go in the same direction. 

Mr. MORGAN. That matter was not up. Perhaps we might en- 
large the provisions to that extent, which would be a very suitable 
thing to do, I have no doubt, and let the department of agriculture 
in each State (for that is what the college is, or is getting to be, at least), 
distribute the reports; but I did not think about going into that; I 
wanted to get to this particular subject. 

I was about to say that I had a conversation recently with a dis- 
tinguished member of the other House, who lives in a very large city, 
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and who is a member of the House Committee on A: ions. I 
ventured to ask him what he did with his garden seeds. ell, he said, 


he had some country friends whom he knew to whom he distributed 
some of them, as many as he could well get away with, but that he 
sent some of them around to his city friends, and he was very much 
amused and astonished recently, after he had distributed some packages 
of seed to one of his neighbors who was en; in the seed business, 
when he brought a pa: back to him and told him that that same 

had been bought from him, a dealer in seeds, by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. That only illustrates the imperfectness, I 
think, of the distribution, so far as it has any tendency to the encour- 
agement of agriculture. 

When I was a boy my mother used to employ me about the house 
in gathering up in the fall of the year the garden seeds. It wasa 
favorite business with the matrons of the land at that time in the fall 
season of the year to look after the garden seeds, and have them well 
collected and selected and preserved during the winter season, so that 
the next year they would have a stock of seed to go upon, and im- 
proved seed. That fashion, I think, has entirely gone out of date. 
I think there are very few persons in the country who depend upon 
anything else but the General Government and the seed stores for the 

supply of garden seeds. I should like to see very much a different 
sort of agriculture encouraged in the land. 

Let me say to Senators who perhaps have been astonished sometimes 
at the increase in the growth and the value of the staple of the cotton 
crop in the last ten or fifteen years, that that has resulted perhaps as 
largely from the fact that the planters have been engaged in the selec- 
tion and improvement of cotton seed as from any other fact. Our 
planters have been diligent about this matter. I have seen a quart 
of cotton seed sold for as high as $10 on account of the improved 
quality of the selection. Itisa great industry, and eh ee ere 
select his cotton seed so as to get better blood, or better breeds of cot- 
ton seed, as they are called, than the old green seed which we used to 
employ in our planting. ‘The cotton seed of the South has been im- 
proved as much as the blood-horses of Kentucky, and it has been done 
by private enterprise stimulated by a desire for profit, for gain in that 
important crop. 

I believe that if we would make our distributions of seeds by way 
of assisting those men who are engaged in agriculture and horticulture, 
this donation from which has hemsabes been regarded with 
a good deal of ridicule, would turn out to be something valuable to the 
country; but I despair of its being done through the agency of mem- 
bers of Congress. Therefore I thought I would prefer to offer this 
amendment to the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
the place for this provision, if it is to be enacted at all, is, I think, 
in the agricultural appropriation bill. Each yearin the app 
for.the of seeds directions are given for theirdistribution. That 
bill, I understand, has been prepared in the usual way and reported 
the Committee on Agriculture in the other House tothe House. Itwi 
undoubtedly pass that body in the usual shape and come before theSen- 
ate in the ordinary condition. The question can be met there, and I 
suggest to the Senator that that is the place to meet it, and not to em- 
barrass this bill by sodentonag to put upon it this amendment which 
would have to be repeated in the agricultural appropriation bill in order 
to effect the object. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had not the least idea of trying to embarrass this 
bill. I think the amendment would make the bill more popular, and 


I of course understand that this would be new legislation and that the | maint 


rules of both Houses forbid the Committee on Appropriations to con- 
sider matters of that kind in connection with appropriation bills. So 
I think it will be the usual and old plan of having these seeds distrib- 
uted through members of Congress as long as we fail to take some step 
in the direction to refer this subject to the place where it be- 
longs, the agricultural agencies connected with the Government of the 
United States in the States respectively. 

If I believed it would go on the agricultural appropriation bill I 
should be entirely willing to accept the suggestion, but it looks as if it 
were forcing the other House or this House rather too much to put a 
legislative amendment of this kind upon the agricultural a tion 
bill, and they might resent it and reject it on account of its interference 
with the rule of the House or of the Senate. I think it had better go 


Mr. MORRILL. I hope this amendment will not be put upon the Powel 


bill. It would, undoubtedly, incumber it so that its passage 
would be likely to be resisted by the other House. 

The question su by the Senator from Alabama is an important 
one, and if the amendment should be defeated here, as I hope it will 
be, I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that he refer the subject to 
the Committee on n Agriculture and Forestry. It ought to be considered 
in its broadest sense, and perhaps action which would be satisfactory 
to the Senator may be reached in that way; but I do not think it ought 
to be ingrafted upon this bill. It is entirely irrelevant, and I hope it 
will not be done. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not design to be understood as saying that I ob- 
jected to the incorporation of the amendment on this bill for the reason 


that I thought it would defeat the bill. I did not have any such idea. 
I only thought that the agricultural appropriation bill was the proper 
place to put it, in case the Senate should desire to adopt some such pro- 
vision. ‘The appropriation bill carries a certain amount of money for 
the purchase of seeds, and in connection with that is a direction as to 
ae they shall be distributed—a very usual thing in appropriation 

It would be entirely proper, in accordance with the rules, as I think, 
of both Houses of Congress, for the Senator from Alabama to move as 
an amendment, when that bill comes before the Senate, that the money 
to be appropriated for the purchase of seeds shall be expended in a cer- 
tain way; that is to say, that the seeds shall be distributed through 
these experiment-stations, or otherwise. 

It was not because I felt that the proposition would embarrass this bill, 
but simply that we might have some bout at it in a place where the 
decision of the Senate would be in its nature final, that I made the 
su on. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no desire, I repeat, to embarrass this bill, 
but I am a little surprised at finding an opinion expressed here, espe- 
cially by the experienced Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], that 
such an amendment would embarrass the bill. I thought it would add 
strength to it, and that every member of Congress would at once see 
the propriety of this sort of legislation. 

I will ask the Chair whether it would be in order, under the rules 
of the Senate, for me to move upon an appropriation bill the amend- 
ment that I have now offered ? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. 
such a question until it arises. 

Mr. MORGAN. It would, at least, be a sda gairen question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would have doubt about 
it, unless it was brought within the terms of the rule on that subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am entirely willing to withraw the amendment 
from the Senate at the present moment and refer it to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, ayd let that committee make a report upon 
it which would make it in order. I am willing to test the committee 
on that question, so as to see whether they favor this proposition or not; 
and as the Senator from Vermont, who has been the initiator and the 
builder up of this important system, conceives that it would be perhaps 
an embarrassment to the bill, although it is intended to still further 
assist that system of education, I shall withdraw the amendment, and 
ask that it be referred to the Committee on ture and Fo 

The PRESIDENT pro That reference will be made if there 
be no objection. If nate no further amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move now as a substitute for the bill the amend- 
ment which I laid before the Senate some time ago, which has been re- 
printed with the rest, and varies somewhat perhaps from the copies Sen- 
ators may have. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut sub- 
mits an amendment in the nature of a substitute, which will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and to : 

FR crap a a E BO ab weg meet sna panna OED SRA ted, 
year to 


to be specially provided by Congress in 
to each State and Eor, for the p under the palh rrika 


purposes 
her > , to be paid quarterly as so appropriated, beginning with 
first o 


Sec. 2. That said sum shall be boars MEE ores State — cbse A 
the estab ment 
may hereafter 


The Chair does not like to decide 


tent thelr co of manures, natural or 


tes. 
SEC. grants of moneys herein authorized are made on the follow- 
ing conditions, to which, as well as to the provisions hereinbefore conned Ge 
Less Lit ete saot of the several States and Territories shall be signified 
veac 
It shall be the duty of the chief officer of each station to publish at least 
once every three months, in cheap and popular form, a bulletin or report of 
progress, which shall be sent to the Department of Agriculture and = each 
other experiment agregen established under this act, and furnished at cost, 
aar A prsiach bea to subscribers. Said bulletins and reports shall be trans- 
mails as third-class matter. 


itted thro: 
Second. A full a er of each station, includin iyn 
of receipts and expenditures for the fiscal year ending June 30, be made 
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annually and sent to each other station, and to the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Commissioner of Agriculture of the United States. 

Third. Out of the first annual appropriation under this act a sum not exceed- 
ing one-fifth of the sum received for each station may be expended in the erec- 
tion, enlargement, or repair of a building or buildings necessary for the work of 


such station, and thereafter a sum not exceeding 5 per centum of such appro- 


priation may be so expended. 
shall be entitled to the benefits of this act unless 


Fourth. No State or Territo: 
it shall express its acceptance thereof by its ture within two years after 


the date of the approval of the act by the President. 

Fifth. Whenever it shall appear to the Secretary of the Treasury, from the 
annual statement of receipts and expenditures of any of said stations, thata 
of the preceding annual Sop remains unexpended by such station, 
such sum shall be deducted from the next succeeding annual appropriation to 
such station. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to make an amendment or two in the 
proposed substitute. In the first place, in section 4, line 12, the word 
“third ” should be ‘‘second;’’ so as to read: 

Said bulletins and reports shall be transmitted through the mails as second- 
class matter, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction will be made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to fill the blank in the eighth line of sec- 
tion 1 with ‘‘October, 1887,” the period at which the appropriation 
shall begin, if given. In the draught which I had sent to the desk 
were these words in the fourth and fifth lines in the first section re- 
garding the appropriation: 

To be specially provided for in the appropriations from year to year. 


I did assent to the suggestion of a distinguished Senator that that 
clause should be put in, but I wish to recall my consent and ask that 
those words shall be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can modify his own 
amendment. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In line 4 of section 1, beginning with the word 
“í specially,” strike out down to the word “‘ year’? in the fifth line, in 
the following words: 

To be specially provided for by Congress in the appropriations from year to 
year. . 

So as to read: 

That the sum of $15,000 per annum be, and the same is hereby, appro 
to each State and Territory, for the purposes and under the pict Pry ah 
after described, to be paid quarterly as so appropriated, ing with 
of October, 1887. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will beso modified. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In order to meet the objections of certain Senators, 
and because I do not know that any one will object to it, I move to in- 
sert, after the word “Territory,” in section 1, line 6, the words: 

Out of any money in the Treasury proceeding from the sales of public lands. 


That has been adopted in the original bill already. I ask that those 


words be inserted. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut has 
p22 I 


a right to modify his amendment. The words will be inserted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In section 2, line 4, after the word “ colleges, 
will insert the words ‘‘ or agricultural departments of colleges, ’’ be- 
cause there are some States where it is a technical question as to 
whether a college has been established as a distinct agricultural de- 
partment. 

Mr. MORGAN. What words does the Senator insert ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The words “or agricultural departments of col- 
leges.” For example, in North Carolina the agricultural college is 


really a branch of the State university. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so modi- 


fied. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Also, in section 4, line 17, after the word ‘‘to,”’ 
where it first occurs, in the distribution of the annual statement of re- 
ceipts and expenditures, I wish to insert the words: 

Tin governor and the board of agriculture of the State in which such sta- 
ion 18 Si 

I will furnish the Secretary with the words. 

I would also add to my amendment sections 9, 10, and 11 as they 
have been added to the existing bill. 

The Chair says I may correct the amendment without the trouble of 
a vote. I modify my amendment to that effect. 

As the amendment stands now it is not mine, but rather a simple 
application of the original act presented by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] in 1862, and bearing his name. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator proceeds with his general remarks 
I wish to ask him a question in regard to one of his amendments. The 
question will show, I am afraid, my own want of knowledge of what 
I ought to know. What is the advantage of limiting this payment to 
the money in the Treasury proceeding from the sales of the public 
lands ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will answer the question. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me just to make my statement plain. On the 
30th day of June does not all the money received from the sales of 
public lands go into the Treasury? If you do not make the payment 
until the Ist of July the money arising from this source will have been 
eovered into the Treasury. r 

Mr. HAWLEY. Take the payment for the first quarter in 1887. 


riated 
erein- 
the Ist 


Mr. HOAR. In January, April, July, and October in each year the 
quarterly payments are to be made from the money in the Treasury 
from the sales of public lands. It may have been covered into the 
Treasury the day before the quarterly payment is to be made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This says ‘‘out of money in the T; fh 

Mr. HOAR. Then why not provide that the payment shall be made 
out of any money in the Treasury? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has asked the question twice. I will 
now answer it once. The point is not mine, nor is it one upon which 
I am specially scrupulous, but the Senator is aware that there are many 
persons who hold the view that moneys raised by ordinary taxation 
ought not to be applied to various purposes. Will the Senator please 
give his attention while Iam answering his question? Iam waiting 
for the Senator to listen to my answer to the question that he kindly 
asked me, 

There are many Senators who hold the view that money raised by 
the ordinary forms of taxation ought not to be applied rightly to ap- 
propriations of this description, but they are perfectly willing to vote 
for bills that shall take money for this purpose out of the proceeds of 
the sales of public lands, holding that that is in some way different from 
any other money in the Treasury, as it may be said to be in trust for 
the general welfare of the States of the Union. Now I conceive that 
it makes no possible difference to any of us who do not hold that view; 
but there are some Senators here who will vote for this bill with that 
provision in it who will not without it. Itis their constitutional view. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOLPH. A bill has both branches of Congress and is now 
in committee of conference with, I think, a fair prospect of some agree- 
ment being reached upon it, which repeals the pre-emption law and 
provides that no further lands shall be offered at private entry. That 
will cut off virtually these proceeds, virtually make it so that we shall 
receive no money from the sales of public lands into the Treasury; 
that is, they will be given away to homestead settlers. I think if this 
amendment should be adopted as it is now offered, with this provision 
in it, that within a very few years, as soon as the pre-emption entries 
which have now been instituted have been perfected and the money paid 
into the Treasury, there will not be funds enough to supply the money 
for this appropriation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Upon that point I would ask the attention of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CokE], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MOR- 
GAN], and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who are three of the 
Senators who desire to take this view of the bill, who préfer to have 
this amendment incorporated. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] 
informs us that if certain legislation now pending shall be adopted there 
will be no longer any account known as *‘the proceeds of sales of pub- 
lic lands,” because the lands are to be distributed under the homestead 
law only, and whatever comes out of them will go into the general fund 
of the Treasury. If that be so, I submit whether it would be worth 
while to put in this amendment, which I did in order to meet every 
objection to the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I would qualify my general statement. by excepting 
mineral lands and other lands which are sold only for cash. 

Mr. MORGAN. What bill does the Senator from Oregon refer to? 

Mr.DOLPH. The bill to repeal the pre-emption and timber-culture 
acts and modify the homestead law so as to require in all five year’s 
residence, and not permit the commutation ofa homestead entry or any 
purchase of public agricultural land under pre-emption. 

Mr. MORGAN. That has not passed either House, as I understand. 

Mr. DOLPH. Of course for a few years the payments upon pre- 
emption claims which have already been instituted would keep up a 
certain fund derived from the sale of agricultural lands, but as soon as 
all the claims which have been instituted are disposed of there will 
be no longer any revenue except from mineral lands, coal lands, and 
possibly timber lands, if the act of 1878 should remain in force. Ido 
not think they would prove a sufficient fund to meet the annual ap- 
propriation made in this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. What are they? 

Mr. DOLPH. Of course I am not prepared to say how much reve- 
nue would be derived from the sale of coal lands and timber lands, 
The expenses of administering the law would first have to come out of 
the fund, but the state of legislation is as follows: The Senateamended 
the House bill, substituting a bill of its own. That went to a confer- 
ence committee at the last session. They disagreed. The conference 
committee reported that they were unable to agree, and a new confer- 
ence was appointed. They had a meeting yesterday, and, as I say, 
there is some prospect of an agreement, so that the bill will become a 
law. i 

Mr. MORGAN. I have stated that I was not fully informed of the 
state of legislation on this question, because I was not aware at the 
time that the bill referred to had been passed by either House. Of 
course I am unadvised as to what the operations of the bill will be, 
but that there is enough land money in the Treasury of the United 
States this year to carry on these establishments for the next eight 
years, on the basis of this bill, I have no doubt. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that I have no doubt that there will 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1081 


be enough money from the land proceeds for many years to come to pay 
the 1 sums embraced in this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no doubt of it. Iam willing to try it at all 
events. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator from Oregon overlooks the sales 
for cash of what is known as offered land, in addition to the mineral 
lands and the excess of receipts for the sale of homestead lands over 
and above the expenses of such sale. That, however, is not an argu- 
ment to my mind in favor of such a provision as has been already in- 
serted in the bill and as the Senator from Connecticut proposes to insert 
as a part of hisamendment. The vice of it is that it, the expend- 
iture, will be set down as costing nothing, because it comes from a 
special fund not created by taxation, and the additional vice of it will 
be that there will be constant tinkering with the public lands question 
upon other basis than the one heretofore and now considered as funda- 
mental—that the lands shall be dedicated inviolably to the uses of set- 
tlement, wholly without relation to the question of profit to be de- 
rived to the Government therefrom. 

I have protested myself on all occasions, as I do now protest, against 
the question of the disposal of the public domain being linked with any 
other condition whatever, except the one which has become, as I said, 
fundamental, that the lands shall only go to those who are desirous of 
settling upon and making homes upon them, without reference to the 
money return to be derived to the Government. It would therefore 
improve the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut if he would 
leave out that provision in regard to the proceeds of the sales of public 
lands being applied to the purpose of the maintenance of the agricult- 
ural stations to be created. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to go on? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This discussion arose incidentally before I had 
stated my case in support of my amendment. I have put this clause 
in because it was adopted by the Senate once, but it can easily be stricken 
out if such be the will of the Senate. I hope the Senator will allowme 
to state my case in favor of my amendment, and then I will yield the 
floor to him to discuss the general question. 

I have incorporated in this amendment every specification of a pur- 
pose to which this money is to be devoted. I have incorporated in ad- 
dition to the conditions which the State shall accept, certain other con- 
ditions which are collected from the bill, classified in section 4. The 
whole work is to be done under my substitute or under the bill. I 
have added to the substitute which I propose the ninth, tenth, and 
eleventh sections, which have been adopted by the Senate, going to 
adapt the appropriation to the varying local necessities. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator state to us how his bill now differs 
from the original bill as amended ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was doing it as fast as I possibly could. I was 
po that every purpose to which this money is to be devoted is con- 
tained in my amendment; and every condition which is necessary, in 
my judgment, for a State to accept or to be imposed upon the colleges 
is also contained in it. 

The difference, then, between the two is that I avoid entirely what I 
may be pardoned for considering the rather awkward attempt of the 
original bill to go directly from the National Government, and the Na- 
tional Treasury to create a branch of a corporation that exists under the 
State law. The agricultural colleges are corporations created by State 
law. If you wish to add, as the friends of the bill do, to the powers, 
duties, and usefulness of those corporations, do with the money just as 
you did with the original grant, give it to the State with conditions, 
with a specification of the uses, and with the condition that the money 
is to accepted formally by legislative act of the State, which devotes it 
to that p precisely as the original moneys were devoted to the 
formation of the agricultural colleges. Then there will be formed a 
branch of each agricultural college, to be known as the experimental 
station, by the same authority which created the original corporation. 
The whole business will be symmetrical. 

Now, we propose to come in and say that there shall be something 
more in the charter of those colleges; there shall be a creation by us of 
a branch of the college, and instead of giving to a State to be dis- 
bursed by its own officers, already created and already under its own 
bonds, a certain sum of money, we will, without communicating with 
Legislature or governor, go directly to the treasurer of a local and 
State corporation and pay some money to him. 

It seems to me that the logical and direct and easy plan, which 
would have saved a great deal of this discussion, would have been to 
do as we did with the original moneys, give them to the States upon 
specified conditions, requiring the State to accept by legislative act and 
so devote the money. It makes the bill much more simple, conforms 
it A r to theoriginal Morrill grant, and containsas I have itnow, 
I think, every provision that is necessary in the original bill. Iam 
not sure—I shall have to ask—whether the provision requiring the 
purchase of 25 acres is still in the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It still remains in the bill. Then I have omitted 
that, and I should wish to change that, because I would say ‘‘ not less 


x 


than 5 acres.” I do not wish to compel these stations to buy 25 
acres. That, however, is a minor matter. 

There is one more good thing in the bill that I have not taken in. 
It can be easily taken in, however, by inserting half-a-dozen lines pro- 
viding that, in order to secure as much as possible the uniformity of 
work, the Commissioner of Agriculture shall make suggestions and 
submit forms. 

I have nothing further to say at present. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill in its present shape is not what I think it 
ought to be, but I still think it is better than the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut. I am not willing myself at this present 
moment to simply give money out of the Treasury of the United States, 
whether it be derived from the proceeds of the sales of public lands or 
otherwise, to the agricultural colleges of the several States, practically 
withont limit as to the expenditure. While it is true the amendment 
says they shall expend the money in a certain way, we reserve no con- 
trol over it, and in addition the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut proposes a permanent annual appropriation, so that there will 
be no opportunity of supervising the action of the States or of prevent- 
ing their receiving this money unless Congress shall affirmatively so 
declare hereafter by statute. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The original bill does exactly the same. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is very true, but we have in that the super- 
vision, measurably at least, of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

If we enter upon this experiment in the manner provided by the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, in my ju ent we shall 
presently be confronted with this condition of things: Some of the 
States will come here and say, ‘‘ You have not given us money enough 
to carry on these experiments as we think they ought to be carried on,” 
and there will be a combination to increase the appropriation from the 
standpoint of the desires and views of States irrespective of the ques- 
tion from a national standpoint. 

I have been consenting to this bill and have been desirous of its pas- 
sage because I wanted to give additional resources to the agricultural 
colleges, but under the substantial direction as to expenditure of the 
Department of Agriculture located at the national capital, and one of 
the great Departments of the National Government, whereby there may 
be unified and brought together under an intelligent and business super- 
vision and direction all the operations that are to be carried on out of 
the funds which we shallappropriate. If we are to give this money to 
the States practically without condition it is a totally different thing to 
my mind, and I should not be willing to commit myself to it. 

I did not oppose the Blair educational bill because I believed it to 
be unconstitutional, but because I believed it to be unwise. I believed 
it to be against the interests of true education; believed it to be prac- 
tically destructive of the system of education in the several States. In 
other words, I believed it to be a provision against education, and not 
in favor of education. The amendment of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut is in the same direction. It gives the money to the colleges with- 
out reserving any right of control over its expenditure on the part of 
the General Government. It would constitute an inducement to com- 
bination on the part of the colleges to increase the appropriation from 
time to time, on the ground that from the local standpoint the existing 
appropriation was insufficient, while under the language and theory 
of the original bill the question would be, and continue to be, one to be 
settled from the national standpoint, as it should be. If the State of 
Massachusetts or the State of Kansas is not able to carry on such ex- 
periments as the legislatures and people of those States think ought to 
be carried on for the purpose of enlarging the scope of these agricultural 
colleges from the local standpoint, let them come here and say so; but 
they do not say so, and they will not. 

The only justification, therefore, for the proposed expenditure is that 
from the national standpoint something more is required. 

The House of Representatives has recently passed by a large major- 
ity, as it had done on a previous occasion, a bill to give to the 
ment of Agriculture the dignity, power, and responsibility of the other 
great Departments of this Government, to practically require the Pres- 
ident to take the head of that Department into his councils as he takes 
into his councils the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the Attorney-General, and so on. That bill has been with some 
amendments reported favorably from the Committee on Agricultureof 
this body and is now on our Calendar. I have faith to believe that it 

€,ill be passed before we adjourn and become a law, as I believe it 

ought to be. I believe that we shall have under that a Department, 
to some extent commensurate with the great interest of agriculture, 
which it will be its duty to represent and promote, as I believe it can 
do, sensibly and materially. 

I believe that it would be desirable to have as one of the agencies of 
that great department, representing seven-twelfths of the people of 
the United States who are engaged in tilling the soil and whose occupa- 
tion is of such vital consequence to the country, some method for the 
purpose of bringing together in the best possible shape the results of the 
labors of educated, intelligent men in all the fields that have relation di- 
rector remote to this great industry, in order thaton that knowledge thus 
acquired there may be built a better and astronger superstructure than 
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now exists. And I have desired, as far as I was concerned, that this 
bill might be passed substantially as it came from the committee, be- 
cause I believe it would put in the hands of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture a power which he could wield in connection and co-operation with 
these agencies of the States heretofore endowed by the General Gov- 
ernment, the agricultural colleges, to great pel in the promo- 
tion of this important interest. 

I do not think the amendments made to the bill have helped to 
carry out that idea or have added to its value, but, as I said before, I 
believe it is still better than is the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I respectfully venture to say that 
the Senator from Kansas is laboring under certain misapprehensions. 
He speaks of a measurable control on the part of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture. It is not in the bill at all. There is not a particle of 
control on his part over these State institutions. The only provision 
on that point in the bill, that to which I suppose the Senator refers, 
one that I say I have omitted, but will insert, is that which makes it 
the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture—section 4 of the re- 
printed bill—‘‘to furnish forms, as far as practicable, for the tabula- 
tion of results of investigation or experiments; to indicate, from time 
to time, such lines of Nadir jews’ as to him shall seem most important; 
and, in general, to furnish such advice and assistance,” &c. 

It is a mere co-operation, which is perfectly ey. wise. I 
am glad it is there. AWA POA RIA Mo aN mg after section 3 of 
my substitute. But there is no control on part of the Department 
of Agriculture in the bill, and I think the States would be very un- 
easy if they found themselves liable to be controlled by successive Com- 
missioners of Agriculture in their operations in institutions, which are, 
many of them, already established by the expenditure of large sums 


ofmoney. I know they would feel so in my State. 

The Senator says we are granting money without power to control 
it. Idonot hold it tobe soat all. Thisis nota grant, 
that we are under obligation to forever pay, to renew from year to 


dee Pp png seth PEE Pe gH Ue aa it is 
what a permanent appropriation. thdrew my assent to 
the tion to make it an annual appropriation, because I thought 
I foresaw that the States would dread to undertake the putting up of 
new buildings, the ex pS E E pea money with a 
view to this ganha ar roor en continuance 
after one year. in the formof a t appropriation, 
but it can easily r withdrawn. Itis not given to any State unless it 
has gone to a very considerable in preparing toreceive and use 
it. is not presented to the State as the original grant of land was. 
Fa Lag EONO 1O AR OS WINES pug POOS CNO, DATOE etek yoo 
the form, I believe, of laying a corner-stone of an agricultural college, 
butexpended the proceeds of the lands in some way. They were wasted 
and disappeared either through carelessness or the sup’ exigencies or 
civil war. In this casethis money isgiven from year to year only where 
States are prepared to receive it, and only where they have schools ex- 
isting; and, moreover, it may be withdrawn any year, may be stopped 
aa A year from any one State or from the whole. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any rip decd xy mation a SOn O E 
which says may termi- 
tion, either the whole of it or any part of it 3 thinks 
on? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is not, in either the bill or the substitute, 
ma 3 may very easily be placed there. 

EDMUNDS. Ithink it ought to be, if we are not to have the 
OES all ths tine of IRA DAS. as I rather think we should. 

Mr. MORRILL. The original bill provided for an annual appropri- 
ation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is called a permanent appropriation. 

Mr. MORRILL. No, an appropriation made annually. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill now does not read so—so much per annum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that the States might be misled by the 
phraseology of what we call “a t indefinite appropriation” 
that requires no annual action ay Congress into the supposition that 
this was to be a contribution, and that they might be led 
(without being advised that we could take it back, as in point of law 
we probably could any time) into expenditures and experiments that 
they otherwise would not undertake. Therefore, it seems to me that 
this bill OERA char slong I prefer—that the control of this ex- 
penditure should be under some governmental authority, or else, if it 
does not do that, that it should state to these States, every one of them, 
in express terms that whenever Congress chooses to stop it as to any 
one or all of them, it may do so without any complaint being made, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ifthe Senator will give me the words I will accept 
that suggestion so far as my amendment goes. 

Task to amend my proposition by inserting after section 3 of my 
amendment these words from the original bill: 

That in order to secure, as far as aa sapiens of methods and re- 
sults in the work of said stations, it shali be the duty of the United States Com- 
missioner of Agriculture to furnish forms, as faras practicable, for the tabula- 
tion of results of investigation or experiments; to indicate, from time da 


such linesof inquiry as to him shall seem most important; and, 
furnish such advice and assistance as will beak promote the purposes of this poo 
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This to be section 4 of my amendment and the subsequent sections 
to be changed accordingly in the numbering. With that provision in 
I think all the original bill is substantially embodied in mine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] in the na- 
ture of a substitute. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call attention to the question now before 
the Senate. I have no pride of authorship in this bill, because I am 
not the author of it. It was originally framed by Mr. Cullen, of Mi- 
nois. It was then adopted and recommended to Congress by a conven- 
tion held in this city of the presidents of the various agricultural col- 
legesofthe Union. It was then referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
of this body. We gave it such attention and consideration as we were 
able to giveit. Since it was reported to this body we have spent two 
or three days in perfecting the measure, and I believe on all hands it is 
conceded, even by the Senator from Connecticut, to be now a very proper 
measure, because in his substitute he has incorporated, I believe, all 
the essential parts of the original bill. So then we have this rather ex-. 
traordinary, I think, and unusual parliamentary spectacle, that, in 
order to accomplish one single purpose, which could be accomplished 
in one line or two of amendment, we have a long bill perfected by the 
Senate, attempted to be amended by a substitute in all sub- 
stantially similar to the bill which has been perfected by Senate 
with the one single exception to which I will call attention. 

The bill as recommended by the various parties to whom I have 
alluded, and as recommended by the Committee on Agriculture, leaves 
these agricultural stations nominally national stations; that is, they 
are made national agencies for the performance of national work, the 
theory of the whole bill being a mere extension of the agricultural 
colleges which have prevailed for several years, and as a branch of the 


Agricultural tment, an appropriation is made in pursuance of 
that idea. The proposition of the Senator from Connecticut is to dis- 
pense with these national agencies, to make this simply and purely a 


grant to the States upon conten, The proposition of the committee 
and of the various bodies to which I pare alluded ves © leave ita 
national institution; that is, = the national was appropriated 
out of the national to perform mip ce to the people of 
ANARA DA te TA: Go HILOL A AIAI epee 
management provided for in the 

I see the Senator from Connecticut has just incorporated that in his 
substitute. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit me to observe that there 
is no shadow of control in that ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It only allows communications by letter. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have ilada to certain seabed of the prin- 
ciple of the bill made by influential bodies. I have some more 
that I want to bring before Senate. The bill is indorsed by the 
congress of farmers recently held in thiscity. The bill is also 
by the farmers of Massachusetts in some resolutions which I will now 
read to the Senate. 


Whereas there is a bill now pending in Congress called the “ Hatch bill,” which 
he phn eselaanwacpiet ne Speers idtow f ODA O pone aa “all agri- 
= setae decree, , by land grants from the United States; 


Whereas al ent-stations that now in operation by State legislation 
have proved eee great value to the pordan i interest of such States as haye 
made appro’ ery for their maintenance: Therefore, 

Resolved, t we, farmers of Massachusetts here assembled, 
sage of said “Hatch bill C DROVAIAN SDAA NO AO APSARA NE 
of control or trustees of e: mt-stations, provided for by State legislation, 
with the appropriations nose by Congress. 

That has been done. 

by providing that 15 per cent. of the appropriations made by the Congress 
the Sied States forthe support Of oo shall be ex- 
a if needed, in cond such i americas as the United States Com- 
missioner of ‘Agriculture may direct— 


That has not been done— 
and by striking out so much of section 4 of said bill asx Tenes to fixing a uni- 
form valuation of So pen of commercial fertilizers for all parts of the coun- 
try as being impracticab! 

That has been Seo 

ge ey yn a a N, 
ean th perpa pln a tapering tho buildings ox ap apparatus of the stati 

That has not been done either in the bill or in the ele offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut. 

I have others here which I will not detain the Senate to read. I 
only want the Senate to understand that the congress of farmers of the 
United States indorse the features of the bill as it now stands, that 
the presidents of the agricultural colleges of the Union indorse it, 
that the farmers of Massachusetts indorse it, that the farmers of Mis- 
sissippi indorse it in their State Grange, and also another very respect- 
able farming association in that State. 

So, after all, we are brought to this, whether for the declaration of 
the mere nominal control of these stations by the Federal Government 
we are to change the bill by substituting another bill for it, which is 
exactly like it, except what can be corrected in about three lines. I 
hope therefore that the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut will not be adopted. 


1887. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. In order to guard against any misapprehension, 
and to do what I believe everybody will to, I move to amend the 
bill for which the substitute is pro , and if the substitute be 
adopted, then to amend the bill as thus amended by adding as a last 
section: 

Nothing in this act shall be held or construed as binding the United States 
to continue any payments from the Treasury to any or all the States or institu- 
tions mentioned in this act. But Co: may at any time amend, suspend, 
Or repeal Sny ox all the provisions of this ack. 

Mr. GEORGE. I see no objection to that amendment, as I think 
that is the legal effect of the bill now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is myself, but it will point out clearly 
to all the States, where there might be a doubt or an implication, 
morally or otherwise, that we do not commit ourselves to going on 
with this everlastingly if it turns out to be a failure. 

Mr. INGALLS. Under the terms of this bill would not this be an 
annual definite appropriation? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A permanent, indefinite appropriation. 

Mr. INGALLS. Itrequires no act of Congress to provide the money ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I offer it as an amendment to perfect the text of 
the OPDAL bill, and then if the substitute be adopted it can be added 
to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands. The 
amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. EDMUNDS. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend, on page 5 of the original bill, by 
inserting, after the word ‘‘State,’’ in line 6, section 6, these words: 

To be especially provided for by Congress in the appropriations from year to 
year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. PLUMB] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6, section 6, after the word ‘‘State,’’ it 
is proposed to insert: 


To be especially provided for by Congress in the appropriations from year to 
year. É 


So as to read: 
. 6. That for the purpose of then of uctin, 
investigations and experiments ind p rin ting and ra uting te aain a5 
prescribed, e sum o! l r annum 
each au to be especially provided for by ODATI in the ENOL MIRNS from 
year year, 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer that because it has been part of the policy of 
Congress, in recent years, to cut off as many as possible of the perma- 
nent annual agi taut, to leave every subject of expenditure to 
be put under the scrutiny of Congress from year to year, taking into 
account the condition of the public Treasury, taking into account the 
results to be derived, taking into account all the questions that ought 
to inhere in the approprisiion of public money. No danger can result 
in any way. If this should be a wise use of the public money Congress 
will be quick to perceive it, and just as quick to appropriate the money 
each year; but it will make therecipients of the grant, I think, alittle 
more anxious to keep in the line of the statute and to exhibit and to 
make profert of the result of the expenditure which has been com- 
mitted to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] as a 
substitute for the bill. [Putting the question.] The ‘‘noes’’ appear 
to have it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to see whether some of those gentle- 
men who encouraged me still think as they did during the debate. I 
call for a division. 

The ayes, on the call for a division, were 7, less than a majority ofa 
quorum; and no further count being demanded, the amendment was 


rejected. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to say that if I believed the expendi- 
ture of this money would advance the agricultural interests I should be 
glad to vote for the bill. Ishould be glad to even increase the appro- 
priations that are made if thereby we could promote the interests of the 
agriculturists of the country, but I have no idea that the appropriation 
of this $750,000 will be of any practical benefit to the agriculturists of 
the country. The bill proposes to establish experiment-stations at the 
agricultural colleges to collect information on certain subjects now ac- 
cessible atthe Agricultural Department, and it will amount to very little 
practically to the farmers of the country. 

I am not aware that I have ever known a single farmer made out of 
the boys educated in these colleges. Iam sure that the most of them 
would learn more.on the farms of their fathers as practical agricult- 
urists than they ever will learn in the colleges. So far as my obser- 
vation has extended the appropriation that was made of agricultural 
scrip money has done no good, nor do I believe that this appropriation 
will do a particle of good to the agricultural interests of the country. 


I do not oppose the bill by my vote, because there seems to be a gen- 
eral concurrence of opinion that it should pass, and if there is a i- 
bility of any advantage arising to the agricultural interests by bill 
I-am perfectly that they shall have it. In my opinion agri- 
culture is the most im: t industry in the country. Itisupon that 
not only that our material interests depend, but upon the agriculture 
of the country depends to a very large extent the maintenance of our 
republican institutions. It is in the rural sections of the country that 
liberty has her most permanent abode. 

I do not antagonize by my vote the passage of the bill, but, at the 
same time, I can not let it pass without saying here and now that in 
my judgment this appropriation of money will do no good to the agri- 
cultural interest. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 10419) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


WASTE OF WATEE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I offer a resolution calling for information. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


main now in the pons in 
Capitol Hill, now lying idle and unconnected with the city system, and whether 
if such main were connected with the distribution system it would give freer 
cireulation and an ampler supply of water to smaller mains now to fur- 
nish a sufficient supply in many residences in the northwestern part of city; 
and if so, why such connection has not been made and what steps are necessary 
to be taken to secure such connection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to my friend—it is a mere accidental 
clerical omission—to insert that they ‘‘be, and they are hereby, di- 
rected ” to rt, 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that resolution lie on the table until to-mor- 
row under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over under ob- 
jection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 28, at 
o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 27, 1887. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A from the Senate, by Mr. SymMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate requested the return of the bill (H. R. 7218) 
for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn. 


EXPENDITURES FOR 1834. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a detailed statement of expenditures of the 
United States for the fiscal year June 30, 1884; which was 
referred to the Committee oñ Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the , transmitting a plat and recommending the acquisition 
of an additional lot for the use of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

MONONGAHELA NAVIGATION COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the commercial value and 
importance of the work of the Monongahela Navigation Company; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


GREEN AND BARREN RIVER NAVIGATION COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of War, transmitting a report upon the commercial value and 
importance of the work of the Green and Barren River Navigation 
Company; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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PRIVATE LAND CLAIM, NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting reports of the surveyor-general of New 
Mexico and his predecessor, upon the private land claim ‘‘ Cafiada de 
Santa Clara,” 138; which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; which were read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 1920) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Minneapolis, Minn. ; 

A bill (S. 1974) providing for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Hastings, Nebr., and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2303) for the erection of a public building at Chester, Pa.; 

‘5 bill (S. 3001) for the erection of a public building at Milwaukee, 


A A bill (S. 3055) for the extension and repair of a public building at 
Newark, N. J.; 

A bill (S. 3121) for the erection of a public building at Hanover, N. H. ; 

A bill (S. 1322) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Morgan City (port of Brashear), State of Louisiana; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing and directing the Depart- 
ment of Justice to transfer certain rooms which have been occupied by 
the United States courts to the city of Jackson, Miss. 


PROPERTY AT ABINGDON, VA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2539) au- 
thorizing the Pamay of the to exchange p: purchased 
at Abingdon, Va., as a site for a public building for more suitable prop- 
erty, with plea! apak by the Senate. 

Mr. WILKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the House non-con- 
cur in the Senate amendments and request a conference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the managers of the con- 
ference on the part of the House during the day. 


RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill H. R. 7218, with 
amendments by the Senate, and directed the reading of a message re- 
questing the return of the bill, as follows: 

Is THE ae nae Kr UNITED STATES, January 26, 1887. 


Ordered, That the Secretary be uest the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the re (H. A te ae to amed an act entitled “An 
act for the erection ofa public building at Chattanooga, Tenn.,”’ approved Feb- 


ruary 25, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will direct the 
Clerk to return the bill to the Senate. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
CoMPToN, on account of sickness in his family. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. RB. 191) providing for the erection of a public building at 


Los Angeles, Cal. ; 

A bill (H. R. 8923) to amend an actin relation to the immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, approved 
June 10, 1880; 

A bill bi H. R. 9371) for the completion of a public building at Santa 


Fé, N.M 
rå bill (i ip. 9644) for the erection of a public building at Jefferson, 


ar ‘ar (H. R. 10051) for the erection of a public building at Charles- 


ton, 8. C. 
DIGEST OF DIPLOMATIC RULINGS, ETC. 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Be it resolved, &c., That there be printed the usual number of copies of “ A Di- 
es of the Diplomatic Rulings of The United States p to the organization of 
Federal Government,” to be edited by Francis Wharton; and also the usual 
number of copies of “A Digest of the Decisions of International Commissions 
in which the United States was a Party, to be edited by John B. Moore; and 
that there be printed of each of said digests, in addition to the said usual num- 
ber of copies, 1,000 copies for the use of the Department of State, 1,000 copies for 
the use of the Senate, and 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives; said digests to be supplemen to the Digest of International Law, 
edited by Francis Wharton, and prin under the resolution of Congress ia 
orii uly 28, 1886; and for a editing of the digests to be printed a th 
resolution there shall be pai Se of the same by the 
of the Committee on Foreign e Senate and the chairman oft the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of a House of Representatives, the sum of 
ma per volume, sum being the price paid per volume for the editing of 
e Digest of a Law, printed underthe joint resolution which was 
poet July 28, 1886. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. KETCHAM. Task unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
1533) to open and set aside an order of the Court of Claims canceling 
a portion of a judgment against the United States, remitted, through 
mistake as to the facts in regard to the same, by claimant to the United 
States, and to refer the matter to the Court of Claims for such further 
action as said court shall find to be just and equitable, and that the 
same be considered at this time. 

The bill was read. 

i ee BRAGG. A bill like that requires to be carefully considered. 
object. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I call for the regular order. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the question on the passage 
of the bill (H. R. 10419) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes, which comes over from the adjournment yes- 
terday with the previous question ordered on its passage. The gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] demanded the reading of the en- 
grossed bill. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk commenced to read the engrossed bill. 

Mr. aoe I withdraw the demand for the reading of the 
The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Upon that question I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 154, nays 95, not vot- 
ing 68; as follows: 


en 


YEAS—154 
Baker, Findlay, Lore, Shaw, 
ur. Fisher, Lovering, Singleton, 
Barksdale, Fleeger, Markham, Skinner, 
Barnes, ‘oran, Martin, Snyder, 
Bayne, Forney, Maybury, Stephenson, 
Belmont, Funston, r- Stewart, Charles 
Blanchard, ga: McKenna, Stone, E, F. 
rady, Geddes, McMillin, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gibson, ©. H. > McRae. Tarsney, 
Breckin: WCP Gilfillan, Miller, Taulbee, 
Brown, lass, Mills, Taylor, È. B. 
Buck, Grosvenor, Moffatt, Taylor, J. M. 
Burrows, Guenther, Morrison, Taylor, Zach. 
Butterworth, all, Morrow, omas, J, R. 
Cabell, Halsell, eet eh Thompson, ` 
Caldwell, ‘ammond, Neal, Tillman, 
Cam $ Hanback, Neece, Townshend, 
Carleton, arris, Negley, Trigg, 
Catchings, Hatch, son, Tucker, 
Clardy, Hemphill, Norwood, ‘Turner, 
Clements, Henley, Van Eaton, 
Comstock, rbert, O’Donnell, Wait, 
Crain, Hermann, By { Wakefield, 
Crisp, Howard, 5 Wallace, 
Culberson, Hudd, O'Neill, Charles Wi J.H. 
Cutcheon, Irion, Neill, J. J. Warner, Wiliam 
Daniel, J n, Owen, T, 
Johnson, F. A Payne, Wellborn, 
Dav dson, A. Cc. Jones, J. H. Peel, White, A.C. 
Dara Se FH Jones, J.T. Perry, ilkins, 
Davis, Kelley, Pe ne, Willis, 
Dawson, = etcham, Ri Wilson, 
Dibble, ng, Rome Winans, 
Dougherty, ile Tagen Rusk, ise, 
Dunham, Sadler, Wolford, 
Eldredge, Tana Sayers, Woodburn, 
Ely, Lanham, Scott, Worthington, 
Farquhar, Lawler, Seney, 
Felton, Libbey, Sessions, 
NAYS—%. 
Adams, J. J. Cox, W.R. Holmes, Randall, 
Allen, C. H, Dingley, mes, Ranney, 
Allen, J. M. Dorsey, Johnston, J.T. Reed, 
Anderson, C. M, Eden, Johnston, T. D, Rice, 
Anderson, J. Ermentrout, lbach, Richardson, 
Bingham, Evans, Little, Robertson, 
Bliss, Everhart, Long, Rowell, 
Bound. ‘ord, Lowry, Ryan, 
Boutelle, Frederick, Lyman, Scranton, 
Boyle, iret ean bere 
ragg, allinger, o0, pooner, 
Brown, W. W. Grout, McComas Springer, 
Brumm, Hale, McKinley, Steele, 
Buchanan, Harmer, Merriman, Stone, W. J., Mo, 
Bunnell, Hayden, Millard, Storm, 
urnes, Haynes, Morrill, Strait, 
Bynum, 5 Muller, Struble, 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, D.B. Osborne, Swope, 
Campbell, T.J. Henderson, J. 8 Parker, Taylor, I. H, 
Cannon, ‘epburn, n, homas, O. 
Caswell, Hiestand, Perkins, adsworth, 
Cobb, Hires, ‘eters, Weaver. J. B. 
Conger, Hitt, Phelps, White, Milo. 
Cowles, Holman, Plumb, 
NOT VOTING—68. 
Adams, G. E. Bennett, Candler, Curtin, 
Aiken, Bland, Collins, Davenport, 
Atkinson, Blount, Compton, ery, 
Bacon, Browne, T. M. Cooper, Dunn, 
Ballentine, Burleigh Cox, 8.8. El 
Barry, Campbell, Felix Croxton, Gibson, Eustace 
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Glover, Le Fevre Reese, es, 
Goff, ` Lindsley, Rockwell, E kose REN 
Green, Louttit, Van Schaick, 
Henderson, T.J. Mahoney, Sawyer, Viele, 
Hill, Milliken, Seymour, Wade, 
ateoak; riesa ar Saa Sr, 
op. 0 organ, Sp EES, armer, 
LS pene Pane, - nae fe Weaver, A. J. 
utton, coe W. est, 
La Follette, Pindar, St. Martin, Wheeler, 
è Reagan, Swinburne, hiting. 
So the bill was passed. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIS, the reading of the names of members vot- 
ing was dispensed with. 
Mr. WILLIS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed. 

The SPEAKER. The result has not been announced yet. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until far- 
ther notice: 

. DOCKERY with Mr. WADE. 

. BENNETT with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

. BLAND with Mr. GOFF. 

. CANDLER with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 

. PINDAR with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

. GREEN with Mr. SWINBURNE. 

. BACON with Mr. LINDSLEY. 

. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BuRLEIGH. 

. REAGAN with Mr. Hiscock. 

. THROCKMORTON with Mr. ATKINSON. 

. MORGAN with Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. 

. MITCHELL with Mr. WHITING. 

. SPRIGGS with Mr. Houck. 

: The following-named members were announced as paired for this 
ay: 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on this 
vote: 

Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. BALLENTINE and Mr. WEsT were announced as paired until 
Saturday next. 

Mr. COBB. I wish to announce that the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Hurron] is detained from the House by sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

Mr. WILLIS. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the title of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Toe PEAKER. If there be no objection, the title will stand as re- 
ported. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the title was 
spied; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably absent this 
morning when the vote was taken on the river and harbor bill. Had 
I been present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. The call rests with the Committee on the Judiciary. 


WILLIAM C. WHITTLE. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a bill 
(H. R. 10913) to remove the disabilities of William C. Whittle, of Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 10201) to regu- 
late the terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the district of South Carolina; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back adversely sundry petitions regarding the location of certain 
United States courts in Texas; which were laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CAUSES REMOVED FROM STATE TO UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. SENEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. 8661) to regulate the practice in causes removed 
from State courts to the circuit court of the United States; which was 


referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom ing re 
ordered to be printed. ee =p lon Sarai 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. BRAGG, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10560) to 
provide for the employment of additional clerical forces by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Secretary of War to be used in adjusting 
the accounts in the Treasury Department of those funds which under 
the law belong'to the Soldiers’ Home, and for other purposes; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

INSPECTION OF MEATS FOR EXPORTATION, ETC. 

Mr. DUNHAM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (S. 1644) providing for an 
inspection of meats for exportation, prohibiting the importation of 
adulterated articles of food or drink, and authorizing the President 
to make proclamation in certain cases, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 790) granting a pension to Austin B. Lynch; and 

A bill (H. R. 8753) granting a pension to Malachi Knisell. 

ALICE KELLEY. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendments the bill (S. 2382) granting a pension to Alice Kelley; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying, report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GODSON. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6828) granting a pension to John Godson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS 1.A4NGWELL, 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the C: mmittee on Pensions, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8370) granting a pension to “homas Langwell; 
which was referred to the Commitee of the Whole [ouse on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accomp: ny:ng report vrucreu to be printed. 

ADVERSE K£PURTS. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 280) granting a pension to Joseph Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 1386) granting a pension to Thomas N. Loyd; 

A bill (H. R. 750) granting a pension to Josiah Moosa; and 

A bill (H. R. 7484) for the relief of Algernon M. Cook. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9354) to restore pensions in certain cases; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and the accompaning report ordered to be printed. 

J. A. WILSON. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 6596) for the relief of J. A. Wilson; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER H. ADAMS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10751) for the relief of the sureties on 
the official bond of Alexander H. Adams, late pension agent at Lex- 
ington, Ky.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ESTATE OF W, W. WEEDON. 

Mr. WA of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7044) for the relief of the admin- 
istrator and sureties of W. W. Weedon, deceased; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM BERDAN. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (S. 2619) authorizing the settle- 
ment of the claim of Hiram Berdan, assignee of the Berdan Fire-arms 
Manufacturing Company; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10757) to provide for an addi- 
tional term of the circuit court of the supreme court of the District of 
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Columbia, and for the appointment of one additional associate justice 
thereof; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
arrore of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
prin 


ELEVATORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10900) to regulate the con- 
struction and operation of elevators within the District'of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON SAFE DEPOSIT COMPANY. 


Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
lso reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9073) ing the 
powers of the Washington Safe Deposit Company, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 51, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10046) to amend and alter sec- 
tion 51 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was referred 
to sen House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
prin . 

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 239) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States providing for the elec- 
tion of Senators by the votes of the people of the States. 

Mr. MILLS. Let that go on the Calendar. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire that this resolution 
be not laid on the table, but go on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the House Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS OF MARSHALS, ETC. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10076) to amend section 856 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States in reference to the payment of accounts 
of marshals and other officers; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheSPEAKER. The call of committees for reports being concluded, 
the hour for the consideration of bills called up by committees begins 
at 1 o’clock and 7 minutes. The call rests with the Committee on 
Claims. 

FLORIDA INDIAN WAR CLAIM. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Irise forthe purpose of calling up for considera- 
tion a bill (H. R. 3877) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
settle and pay the claim of the State of Florida on account of expendi- 
tures made in suppressing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER, That bill is in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and has been partially considered heretofore. 
upon which occasion the gentleman from Florida [Mr. DOUGHERTY] 
occupied twenty-seven minutes of his hour, and amendments were 
agreed to, or at least offered. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Amendments were adopted by the committee. 
I move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the House. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, before that question is taken, I 
wish to move that all general debate be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. General debate? 

The SPEAKER. That is the motion—that all general debate be 
limited to five minutes. 

-Mr. HOLMAN. Upon such a bill as this that means the whole de- 
bate unless the bill is being considered by paragraph. 

The SPEAKER. It was under discussion during the last session of 
Congress. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest, then, that general debate be limited to 
fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is being considered under fhe five-min- 
ute rule, and certain amendments were agreed to. General debate had 
been closed, andthe committee was proceeding to consider it by sec- 
tions. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I withdraw the motion to close debate, and 
ask that the question be taken on the motion, that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. 
HAMMOND in the chair). 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, this billis the outcome of a 
joint resolution which passed both Houses, I believe, in the Forty- 
seventh Congress. The report of the Committee on Claims is based on 
a statement of facts which do not change, as they are facts of official 


record. And that report of the committee, so based upon these facts 
of official record, is a unanimous report. 

Now, what are those facts? In the statement of the caseI will make 
them as short'as possible. After the outbreak of hostilities in the 
State of Florida, which resulted in the massacre of the then prin- 
cipal garrison in the southeastern portion of the State, the Presi- 
dent called upon the governor of Florida to furnish troops to keep the 
Indians in check until a number of United States troops could be carried 
there. 

The governor of the State of Florida, acting on the request of the 
President of the United States, conveyed to him through the Secre- 
tary of War, called out those troops. They served until such time as 
in the judgment of the commanding officer, who belonged to the United 
States Army, their services were no longer required, and they were dis- 
charged after the attention of the executive department of the Govern- 
ment had been called to the fact that no provision had been made for 
their payment. The governor of Florida was informed that an enroll- 
ing officer would be sent there to enroll these troops as United States 
troops in order that they might be paid as other United States 
were paid. That officer could not get to that State of Florida at that 
time as a gentleman can from the city of Washington to any portion of 
that State at the present time. The United States officer in command 
of those troops, not having been informed of the order to enroll them 
as United States troops, discharged them before the enrolling officer 
reached the State of Florida. Then the question came up how should 
these troops, having been discharged from the service of the United 
States, in no sense in the service of the United States, but acting under 
the command of United States officers, called out at the request of the 
President conveyed to the governor of the State of Florida through 
the Secretary of War, how were they to be paid? ‘The governor called 
the Legislature of the State of Florida into extraordinary session, and 
authorized the issue of 7 per cent. bonds to pay these troops. ey 
owed these troops $97,000 for their services and for subsistence bills 
which had accrued. Two hundred and twenty-four thousand dollars 
of bonds were hypothecated with the banks of South Carolina and 
Georgia, and $132,000 were deposited with the Indian trust fund in 
Washington city, in the Treasury of the United States; and there 
those bonds remain to-day, the Government of the United States never 
having paid one dollar of this money which has been paid out by the 
State of Florida under the orders, it may be said, if such term could 
be used, by the highest authority in this country. 

The State of Florida, as I have before said, is not asking for any 
gratuity at the hands of this Government. All she asks is that the 
Government shall deal with her as it has, by virtue of the possession 
of this money and haying received its benefits, forced her to ask to be 
dealt with. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me ask the gentleman upon what ground has 
the United States refused to pay this claim up to this time? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. On the ground that they claim the State of 
Florida owed $132,000 of these very bonds which are now upon de- 
posit as security, to which I have referred. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Are these defaulted bonds of your 
State? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. No, sir; we have never defaulted upon any of 
our bonds. 

Mr. PERKINS. Has the State paid the interest on these bonds ? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Yes, sir; and moneys that should have come 
to the State under the indemnity for swamp and overflowed lands and 
for school purposes, instead of being paid to the State, have been held 
in the Treasury to pay the interest on these bonds. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a moment? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. In a letter addressed to the Secretary 
of the Interior, Mr. Lamar, and published in the Commercial Adver- 
tiser of New York some two weeks ago, I find the following: 

It appears from the official records that the Treasury of the United States 
holds, as custodian for the above beneficiaries (alluding to the Indian tribes), 
about $1,710,000 of bonds issued by the States of Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, and Virginia. Either the princi 
or interest, or both, of these obligations are now in default and have been in 
condition for many years past. 

I would like to know whether or not the gentleman denies that his 
State has defaulted upon its portion of these bonds. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. That refers to the $132,000 we have there in 
the Treasury. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Yes, and upon which the interest has 
not been paid by the State. I intend to introduce a joint resolution 
directing the Attorney-General to bring suits on behalf of the United 
States to collect the bonds alluded to in this letter. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The State has paid the interest. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The interest has been paid, and the State asks 
now that the Government pay her the $224,000 they admit they owe, 
in order to enable her to make payment of these bonds. 

Mr. LONG. Are you willing todeduct the amount due to the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Yes, sir; the bill so provides. 
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Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. This deducts the amount due to the 
United States. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the committee to section—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read the committee amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, there are two or three matters in 
connection with this bill to which I wish to call the attention of the 
House for a few moments. This bill proposes first to direct the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to settle and adjust the claim of the State of Flor- 
ida, as reported to Congress by the Secretary of War on March 22, 1882, 
and to pay to said State such sum of money as he may find to be due 
the State of Florida by said report, and also ‘‘ any other sum that may 
be found due to said State on any other account,” &e, That presents 
the two items to be considered. 

In 1881 a joint resolution was passed by Congress directing the Sec- 
retary of War to investigate this claim. ‘The Secretary of War on the 
22d day of May, 1882, made the following report: 

Ihave the honor to transmit herewith a report prepared in this Department, 
in accordance with the provisions of a joint resolution approved March 3, 1881, 
(21st Statutes, 520), for the investigation of the claim ri the State of Florida 
against the Uni States for the suppression of Indian hostilities between the 
years 1855 and 1860, A duplicate of this report has this day been transmitted to 
the ene pro tempore of the noae t, 

ae y, your ONCE SENSE ROBERT T, LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 

The paper to which he there refers as haying been transmitted to 
Congress is a report to him by the Judge-Advocate of the United States 
Army, Thomas F. Barr, setting forth in detail the various items eon- 
stituting this claim, and makes the aggregate sum $224,648.09. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Showing that amount to be due the State. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In that report he uses the following language: 


The amounts to be reported to Congress in the view taken by me of the pro- 
visions of the joint resolution of March 3, 1881, are as follows: 


an amount less by $54,985.58 than that of the claim as submitted by the State; 
$11,316.91 of this is for payment of mt for service in 1849, and $6,270.37 for the 
e 


poa of two companies in cases where both muster and pay rolls are miss- 


ng and referred to specifically in this report in. consideration of Abstract A. 
‘The reasons for the failure to include the remainder have been hereinbefore set 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
! THOMAS F. BARR, 
Judge-Advocate, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Now that is the basis of this claim so far as it is reported to Congress. 
But my friend will see—a fact I have mentioned, although I had not 
noticed it till this morning—that it goes further: 

And also any further sums that may be found to be due the said State on any 
other account. 

This bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to make this settle- 
ment. It was the Secretary of War that was called on by the joint 
resolution mentioned to make the report. Now the Secretary of the 
Treasury is directed to predicate this settlement upon the report made 
by the Secretary of War, and also go beyond that and adjust any fur- 
ther accounts due the State of Florida by the United States. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. That is the object of the bill, to bring about 
the final settlement between the Government of the United States and 
the State of Florida. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STEELE was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is one other matter to which I wish to ad- 
vert, having called attention to the data now before the House being 
the report of the Secretary of War. Gentlemen will see that itis a 
misfortune the Secretary of War did not fully perform the duty which 
seems to have been devolved upon him. He simply submits to Con- 
gress the report of the Judge-Advocate as to the amount of the claim 
without any expression of opinion. He submits that report without 
any explanation or any opinion on his own 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Does he not admit that the Government owes 
the State $224,000? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Secretary of Warstates what I have read. He, 
of course, submits to the two Houses of Congress the report made to him, 
and raises no question in regard to it. He expresses no affirmation of 
the facts set forth. 

Mr, DAVIDSON, of Florida. Does it not appear from that report 
that the General Government does owe the Stateof Florida at least $224,- 
648.09 for expenses incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities be- 


tween the Ist day of December, 1855, and the Ist day of January, 1860? 

Mr. BRADY. The Secretary of War makes the Judge-Advocate’s 
report his report. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam simply calling attention to the facts, as my 
friend must see, that Thomas F. Barr, the Judge-Advocate of the 
Army, makes this report as the amount of the claim, and he makes the 
sum of the aggregate of theclaim, the amount to be reported to Con- 
gress, $224,648.09. The Secretary of War expresses no opinion. 

Then there is one other point. 

It is stated in the preamble to this bill that the State of Florida had 
become indebted to the United States by the Government holding a 
certain portion of its bonds, I suppose for the benefit of some Indian 
tribe. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Let me correct the gentleman from 
Indiana again. These bonds were for the purpose of suppressing In- 
dian hostilities, for raising money to carry on this war, and the State 
deposited its bonds in the United States Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Were not the bonds held for some one Indian tribe ? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These were the bonds of the State of Florida—— 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. On which money was raised to sup- 
press the Indian hostilities. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The United States advanced money to Florida on 
its bonds to the amount of $130,000 ? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And they represent the very money advanced to 
the State for the purpose of suppressing these hostilities ? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. That is what the report states. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And it is proposed on the whole indebtedness that 
may be found due of the United States to the State of Florida the same 
rate of interest, 7 per cent., should be paid? Is that correct? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, if thatis correct the question is whether ifit 
is proper that on the amount found due the State of Florida beyond the 
amount of those bonds this rate of interest, 7 per cent., should be al- 
lowed. Is it according to the practice of the Government to allow in- 
terest on claims at 7 per cent., or at any other per cent.? As to the 
interest paid to the United States by Florida on the bonds, of course if 


59 | the United States was indebted to Florida to the amount of the bonds 


or a greater amount the United States to the amount of the interest on 
the bonds should pay the same interest. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. That would make no difference. The gentle- 
man from Indiana starts out with the proposition that this House should 
not pay this money because the Secretary of War does not recommend it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Willmyfriendallowme? He states it toostrongly. 
Isay it is subject for regret that the Secretary of War did not recom- 
mend the specific sum that ought to be paid. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. If the Secretary of War had made such a rec- 
ommendation he would have gone outside the resolution by which he 
was called upon to act. In support of that statement I will read the 
resolution: 


That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized to investigate, ascer- 
tain, and report to Congress as soon as practicable the amount of the claims of 
the State of Florida for expenditures made in suppressing Indian hostilities in 
that State between the Ist day of December, 1855, and the Ist day of January, 


He was not required to make any recommendation. He was only 
required by that resolution to do just the identical thing he did do, to 
ascertain the amount of money that was the subject of controversy be- 
tween the State of Florida and the Government of the United States, 
and report that to 

Representing here the interests of the people of the State of Florida, 
I do not propose that the time which the rules of the House allow for 
the discussion of this bill shall be frittered away. Take the remarks 
of the gentleman from Indiana, those remarks which stopped the pas- 
sage of this bill at the last session of Congress, and apply them to the 
facts of this case, and they are just as pertinent as the composition of 
a school-boy to the discussion of a constitutional or legal question. I 
move that the committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Florida can not take me off 
the floor by that motion. My friend does not even put the case as 
strongly as his case ought to be put. I think the report might be con- 
strued as indicating the amount due, but the Secretary of War was 
only called on to ‘‘ investigate, ascertain, and report to Congress”? ‘‘ the 
amount of the claim of the State of Florida.’’ 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. There has been a report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend places stress upon the fact that the 
Secretary of War is called upon to report the amount of the claims. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. That is what he has done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam putting a better construction upon that lan- 
guage for the gentleman’s case than he puts upon it himself. Taking 
the language literally, it means simply that the Secretary is to report 
the amount of the claim of the State of Florida. Now, I am assum- 
ing—— 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. The gentleman from Indiana has consumed his 
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time; I had the floor, and I made a motion thatthe committee rise and 
report the bill to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion was not in order, because there are 
amendments pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman misapprehends me. I see he 
thinks that I wish to consume the time that could be readily done. I 
do not wish to do anything of the kind; I simply want to have this 
matter distinctly understood by the House. I see that the chairman 
of the Committee on Claims, from which this report comes, is not in 
his seat—— 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I made the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the chairman of the committee is not in his 
seat; and if such a large sum of money is to be appropriated I wish 
that the facts shall be distinctly understood. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Will the gentleman from Indiana 
permit me a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Has the gentleman from Indiana read 
this report of the Secretary of War? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. No; he has not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have it before me, and have read it. The gentle- 
man [Mr. DOUGHERTY ] has got to treat me a little more courteously, 
or there may be some delay in this matter. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I disclaim all intention to treat the gentleman 
with discourtesy. I have the highest respect for him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, certainly—pending this bill. [Laughter.] 
Now, Mr. Chairman, if a farther amendment is in order, I shall move 
to strike out certain words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment to the second 
section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. What is the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out these words: 

And also any further sum that may be found to be due said State on any other 
neeount. 

I think Congress ought to determine the sum to be paid. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Was the vote last taken upon the committee’s 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the first amendment 
pending to be one offered by the committee. 

Mr. UGHERTY. That is correct. There were two amend- 
ments. Now I ask for a vote upon the second. I will state that these 
amendments are merely verbal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair misstated the amendment last voted 
upon in stating that it was to the second section. The ‘first of the 
pending amendments is to the first section. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in lines 18 and 19 the words “upon said claim or claims.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to offer an amendment to that so as to 
make it read— 

Upon said claim or claims to the extent of said bonds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule requires that amendments shall be in 
writing, and shall be sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Then the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] means that they shall only pay us $132,000? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, as to the interest at 7 per cent., that it shall 
only be equal to the interest the State has paid. 

Mr. REED. I think we ought to get a percentage away from the 
State of Florida in some way, if we can. It seems a shame to let a 
bill be paid simply because it is due. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. irman, my amendment applies to the in- 
terest on the money. I am willing that the interest on any sum due 
to Florida shall be at the rate of 7 per cent. up to the amount of the 
interest paid by the State at 7 per cent. on bonds, because the State of 
Florida, I suppose, paid that interest, and at that rate, but I am not 
willing the Government shall pay interest upon the balance at 7 per 
cent. Ido not think that, according to our practice, interest ought to 
be allowed. Itis not allowed to private parties and ought not to be 
allowed to States if not to private parties, but up tothe amount of the 
interest on the bonds the United States should pay the same rate the 
State of Florida has paid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first amendment to 
the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in section 1, lines 9, 10, and 11, the words “and also any further 
sums that may be found to be due the said State on any other account.” 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment will 
not prevail. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I would like to explain what accounts 
the rt alludes to when it says that the General Government is in- 
debted to the State of Florida on other accounts besides the Indian ac- 


counts. By an act of Congress passed March 3, 1845, entitled “An act 
supplementary to the act for the admission of Florida and Iowa into 
the Union, and for other purposes,” provision was made that 5 per 
cent. of the cash proceeds of the public lands sold in the State of Flor- 
ida should be paid to that State. On that account the Government 
now owes the State, as will appear from the records here in Wash- 
ington, more than $40,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the general law provides for the settlement of 
all that. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. No, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would like to ask the gentleman from Florida one 
question: whether any part of the money proposed to be paid under 
this bill is for the expenses of the Seminole war? A 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. All of it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Well, it is not for the expenses of the 
Seminole war proper—the war of 1836-’40—42—but it is to pay the 

of suppressing Indian hostilities ; and the Indians engaged in 
those hostilities were the Seminoles, which is what my colleague [Mr. 
DOUGHERTY ] means to say. 

Mr. PLUMB. [I refer to that Seminole war in which the troops of 
the United States were sent down into Florida for the purpose of re- 
capturing and bringing back fugitive slaves. Is this that war? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Oh, no. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Nothing of that kind. 

Mr. STORM. There never was such a war. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I do not remember any such war. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN, it was 
not agreed to; there being—ayes 36, noes 92. 

The question then recurred on the following amendment of Mr. 
HOLMAN; which was read : 

At the end of section 1 insert the words "to the extent of said bonds.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. The effect of this amendment is that this remu- 
neration to the State for interest shall only be made to the extent to 
which the State may have paid interest on these bonds. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. ‘‘May have paid? It has been and is pay- 
ing it. I hope the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman from Indiana will allow me to 
suggest that his amendment does not mean what he means it to mean. 
The amendment provides that interest shall be allowed “‘ to the extent 
of said bonds;” that is, to the extent of the whole principal of the 
bonds, which is what the gentleman does not mean. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; it is notintended to convey, and does not con- 
vey, that meaning. It means to the extent that interest may have been 
paid on those bonds. But if the gentleman wishes it clearer it can be 
made to read ‘‘to the extent of the interest paid on said bonds.” 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment as modified, 
there were—ayes 34, noes 78. 

Mr. STEELE. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. STEELE and Mr. DOUGHERTY were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 11, 
noes 101. 

Mr. STEELE. I see there is a quorum present, though not voting. 
I will not compel the House to wait for the vote of a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN... On this question the ayes are 11, the noes 101. 
The amendment is rejected. 

The Clerk will now read an amendment reported by the Committee 
on Claims. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 8 of section 2 strike out the words “and to pay such sums so ascer- 
tained due the said State,” and insert “and shall adjust and settle the claim of 
the State therefor, and shall pay such sum as may be ascertained to be due the 
State thereon.” 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. This is an amendment reported by the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. All the amendments have now been acted on. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill back to the House as amended. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H, R. 3877) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle 
and pay the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures 
made in suppressing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes, had di- 
rected him to report the same back with sundry amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, first, on agreeing to the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole Houseon the state of 
the Union. Is a separate vote demanded on any amendment? 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. Iask that the amendments may be voted onas 
a whole. 

The SPEAKER. If no separate vote be demanded, the question will 
be put on agreeing to the amendments in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] of- 
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fered in Committee of the Whole an amendment which was voted 
down. I think the gentleman from Florida would now permit that 
amendment to be again offered; and with that amendment, I believe 
there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Idemand the previous question upon ordering 
the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to bé engrossed and 
read a third time, there were—ayes 91, noes 30. 

Mr. PERKINS and Mr. BRUMM. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PERKINS and Mr. DouGHERTY were 
appointed. 

‘The House proceeded to divide. Before the count was concluded— 

Mr. DOUGHERTY said: Mr. Speaker, it is suggested to me by sev- 
eral gentlemen that the bill at one point is somewhat indefinite in its 
phraseology; and if it be in order, [ am willing to accept an amend- 
ment offered, I believe, by the gentleman from Indiana. The amend- 
ment, as I understand, was to strike ont—— 

Mr. PERKINS. What we desire is to strike out the words ‘‘and 
also any further sums that may be found to be due the said State on 
any other account.” If these words be stricken from the bill, I think 
there will be no objection to its passage. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I would suggest that the other amendment restrict- 
irg rie interest to be paid isstill more important and ought to be 

‘opted. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I desire to suggest to the gentleman 
from Indiana that the State has been obliged to pay interest, not only 
upon the amount of the bonds, but upon the balance of the debt over 
and above the bonds. 

Mr. PERKINS. If I am permitted to offer the amendments I have 
suggested I will withdraw my demand for a quorum. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I ask by unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment striking out those words be to. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I now withdraw my demand for a quorum. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
me passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

ADVANCES TO THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Claims is still under call. 

Mr. TRIGG. I move that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
taking up and considering a bill (H. R. 2498) directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of certain States 
and the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys expended by said 
States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes during the war 
of 1812. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. McCreary in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2498) directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to examine and settle the accounts of certain States and the city of 
Baltimore growing out of moneys expended by said States and the city 
of Baltimore for military purposes during the war of 1812. The Clerk 
will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be au- 
thorized and instructed to examine the accounts between the United States and 
the States of New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia, and South 
and between the United States and thecity of Baltimore, growing out of moneys 
expended by such States and by the city of Baltimore for mili purposes in 
the war of 1812 with Great Britain, and apply in each examination, computa- 
tion of interest, and settlement the provisions and principles of the twelfth sec- 
tion of the actof March 3, 1857, entitled * An act makin appropriations for cer- 
tain civil expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1858,” and 
that there be paid to such States and to the city of Baltimore any sums that shall 
g0 be found to be due them at the time of payment, out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated : That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be, and is hereby, uired in such settlements to observe the act entitled 
An act prescribing the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury in certain cases 
puso re mall genie approved h 25, 1870, and make the deductions as therein 
requ š 

The Clerk read the amendment of the committee, as follows: 

Insert after the end of the bill: 

“Also making a deduction as of the Sth day of July,1870, of the amount of 
rincipal and interest due at that date upon any bonds of the said States, ma- 
ured or unmatured, held by the United States, surrendering said bonds so far 

as as they are included in said settlement: And ided also, That the balance 

remaining due of the direct tax apportioned to the State of Virginia by the direct 

tax act of August 5,1861,be held and treated as a proper set-off against the 

claims of the State of Virginia in the adjustment herein required, unless Con- 

gress shall otherwise provide by general law, releasing all claims for said direct 
or refunding all payments of such tax heretofore paid.” 


Mr. TRIGG. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to state that this bill 
has been unanimously reported by the Committee on Claims. There 
has been no division in committee on it, as it simply provides for set- 
tlement at the Treasury of balances of money se | by these States 
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to the Government. It provides for all proper offsets. I do not think 
it necessary to make any statement to the House about it unless some 
gentleman wishes to ask a question. I move the House agree to ‘the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to move that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union report the bill back with the recommendation 
it be referred to the Committee on WarClaims. I refer the Chairman 
to Rule XI, which provides that claims arising out of any war in which 
the United States has been engaged shall be referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

These claims seem to have been referred to the Committee on Claims 
instead of to the Committee on War Claims, which is the proper com- 
mittee to have considered them. 

Mr. TRIGG. I will state for the information of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin that this is in no sense a war claim. It was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and if it had been a war claim in any sense it 
would not have been considered by that committee. It is for money 
advanced by certain States and thecity of Baltimore to the Government. 

Mr. BRAGG. In the war of 1812. 

Mr. TRIGG. In the war of 1812 and 1814, and the House has acted 
upon the matter by reference of the bill to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRAGG. It seems to me under the rules of the House it prop- 
erly belongs to another committee. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves to recom- 
mit the bill to the Committee on War Claims, 

Mr. TUCKER. I think the gentleman from Wisconsin intends to 
move that the committee rise and report the bill to the House with the 
recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. BRAGG. That is my motion. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 92. 

So the motion was di to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the committee; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. TRIGG. I move that the bill be reported to the House with the 
recommendation it do pass as amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope some amendment will be made as to the 
amount involyed—as to what amount will be due to these States if this 
should become a law; and, further, I should like to know whether the 
claims of all these States were not adjusted some years ago? 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, substantially this same bill was re- 
ported by the Judiciary Committee of the House at the last Congress. 
Now, as to how much is due these States it is impossible to say; but, so 
far as Virginia is concerned, the whole question turns right here: 

The Government borrowed of these different States and the city of 
Baltimore, during the war of 1812, large sums of money to conduct the 
war. When it paid certain amounts upon the debt from time to time, 
upon the books of the Government of the United States the amounts 
so paid were credited upon the principal of the debt, and not upon the 
accrued interest. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of bills has expired. 

The Committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. McCreary reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 2498) had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEARD. I call up the special order fixed for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill called up 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

bill 6) to incorporate the W: Railway Compan 
a gE lr fri Bast rpo: the Washington Cable y Company of 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise the question of con- 
sideration for the purpose of moving that the House go into Committee 
of the Whole to take up and consider the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York raises the question 
of consideration. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HEARD. I only desire to say that on the second Monday of 
this month the House, by an almost unanimous vote, fixed this day 
for the consideration of the bill I have called up, ang I hope it will 
not be taken up by any other business, especially by an appropriation 
bill upon which there is no danger of an adjournment without consid- 
eration. 

Mr. BELMONT. I would like to state that for some time past the 
diplomatic and consular bill has been ready for consideration and it is 
later than usual for such a bill to be brought before the House. It 
seems to me that this is not a special order fixed for to-day, but the 
order simply provided that there should be a postponementof the con- 
sideration of the bill the gentleman desires to bring up. Not being a 
special order, and regarding it as important that the appropriation bill 
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should be taken up and sent to the Senate without delay, I therefore 
Taise the question of consideration. 

Mr. eA ir Mr. Speaker, I hope I may be permitted to say a 
word, possi uly in the way of debate on the motion. While ib is true 
the House did fix a day, and this day, for the consideration of the cable 
bill, it did so knowing that if appropriation bills came up the question 
of consideration could be raised. 

Mr. HEARD. ‘There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And it seems to me that with three appropriation 
bills pressing, and the Districtof Columbia having adayin month 
fixed for the consideration of its bills, it would not be a wise thing for 
the House to do to set aside the consideration of an appropriation bill 
to take up and consider the bill referred to by the gentleman from 
Missouri, which can be taken up on any District day that the commit- 
tee chooses, 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is this a continuing order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this bill was under con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole House on the second Monday of 
the present month, the 10th of January, and was reported from the 
Committee to the House with the recommendation that its further 
consideration be postponed until to-day. It is not a continuing order. 

But the Chair will state in furtherresponse to the gentleman from 
Michigan that it is always in the power of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to call up, on the day assigned to it under the rules 
of the House, any measure of which it has 

Mr. BURROWS. Therefore if this bill is dispossessed to-day, by 
taking up the appropriation bill, it will lose its plage? 

The SPEAKER. It will stand with the other business of the Com- 
miitee on the District of Columbia to be called up onits day. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is a little remarkable, it seems to me, that the 
appropriation bills should be found pressing to-day when they have been 
reported for a long time and have been resting quietly on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is not any more remarkable than that there should 
be so much urgency in taking up this bill and considering it to-day 
when ihe Committee on the District of Columbia haveitin their power 
to call it up at any time when they have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is, Will the House proceed to con- 
sider the bill the title of which has just been read? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 109, 
noes 54, 

Mr. BLOUNT and Mfr. BELMONT demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There appears to be some misunderstanding as to 
the title of the bill which the gentleman from New York wishes to 
reach 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the tleman from 
Missouri calls up the bill known as the traction railway bill, and 
it the gentleman from New York raises the question of con- 
sideration. ‘The question is, will the House proceed to consider that 


bill. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I think it would be proper to state 
the title of the bill which I shall call up if this motion is not adopted. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ 

The SPEAKER. ‘The title of the bill has been stated. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. DUNHAM and others demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, and the 
Clerk will proceed with the roll-call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 74, not vot- 
ing 83; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 
G.E. Harmer, Pretas 
Allen, C. H. Curtin, Hatch, Lyman, 
Baker, n, Hayden, Markham, 
Bar! e, Davidson, A.C. Haynes, Martin, 
Bayne, rsey, . Matson, 
Bingham Dunham, Hem hin, Maybury, 
Blanchard, Ely, Hen erson, D. B M 
liss, Evans, Henley, McKenna, 
Bound. Everhart, Hermann, M 
Boutelle, Farquhar, Hiestand, Moffatt, 
peas Felton, Hill, Morrill, 
ered Hires, Morrow, 
Breckinridge, 0. R. Fleeger, Holmes, Murphy, 
Brown, ©. EÈ. Worm. Hudd, Negley, 
Brown, W.W. © Forney, Irion, N gg 
Brumm, rede James, 
Bue 7 ler, Johnson, F, A. Si Dornell, 
Buck, Funston, Johnston, J. T. O'Hara, 
Bunnell, Gallinger, Jones, J.T. eekly ' Charles 
Burrows, y, Kelley, O'Neill, J.J. 
Campbell, J. M. Gibson, 0. HM. Ketcham, borne, 
Campbell, J. E. Gilfillan, King, Owen, 
Campbell, T, J. Grosvenor, Kleiner, Parker, 
Cannon, Gro La Follette, Payne, 
Carleton, Guenther, Landes, 
Caswe! Hale, Lawler, Perkins, 
Clardy, Hall, Libbey, Perry, 
Conger, 3 Long, Peters, 
Cooper, Hanback, Lore, Pettibone, 


Reed, Skinner, Symes, Wade, 
Robertson, Snyder, Tarsney, Wadswo: 
Rockwell, Spooner, ‘Taylor, E.B. Wakefiel 
Romeis, P, Taylor, L H. Ward, J. 
Rowell, Steele, omas, J. Ward, T. B. 
Ryan, Stephenson, Thomas, O: B. Warner, Wiliam 
Sadler, Stone, W, J., Ky. Townshend, Weaver, J. B, 
Sawyer, Strait ch ae Weber, 
pss one Struble, Van n, White, A.C. 
Sessions, Swinburne, Van Schaick, Wilkins, 
Seymour, "Swope, Viele, Winans. 
NAYS—74. 

Anderson, OC, M, Daniel, Johnston, T. D. Sayers, 
Anderson, J.A. Davidson, R, H.M. Jones, J. H, tt, 
Barbour, Davis, nbam, Seney, 
Barnes, Dawson, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Belmont, Dingley, X Sowden, 
Blount, Dougherty, McRae, Stewart, Charles 

Breckinridge, WCP Eden, Miller, Storm, 
Burnes, Elisberry, begun Taylor, J. M 
Bynum, Ermentrout, Mo n, Tillman, 
Cabell, ides, Muller, ‘Turner, 
Caldwell, Glass, Neal, Wait, 
Catchings, ond, Norwood, Wallace, 
Clements, Harri ps Wellborn, 
Cobb, Henderson, J.S. Phelps, willis, 
Comstock, rt, Plumb, Wilson, 
Cowles, Hitt, Randall, Wiso, 
Cox, W. R. Holman, Rice, Worthington. 
Crain, Hopkins, Richardson, 
Crisp, Howard, Rigsy 

NOT VOTING—83. 

Adams, J. J. Dibble, Little Smalls, 

iken, Dockery, Louttit, Spriggs, 
Allen, J. M Dunn Lovering, Stahinecker, 
Atkinson, ‘Eldridge, Mahoney, Stewart, J. W. 

Fisher, McKinley, St. Martin, 
Balen ine, Ford, Merriman, Stone, E. F. 
Gibson, Eustace Millard, W.J., Mo, 

pens. Glover, Milliken, Tanl 
Bland, ff, Mitchell, Taylor, Zach. 
Boyle, Green, Morgan, Thompson, 
Browne, T, M. Henderson, T.J. Neece, Throckmorton, 
Burleigh, Hepburn, Outhwaite, cker, 
Butterworth, Hiscock, Payson, Warner, A. J. 
Campbell, Felix Houk, Pi Weaver, A.J. 
Candler, Hutton, Pindar, West, 
Collins, Jackson, Ranney, Wheeler, 
Compton, Laffoon, Reagan, ite, 
Cox, 5.8. Laird, Reese, Whiting, 
Croxton, Le Fevre, Rogers, olford, 
Cutcheon, Lehlback, Rusk, Woodburn 
Davenport, Lindsley, Singleton, 

So the House to consider the bill. 


Mr. LORE. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 

Objection was made. 

The following additional pair was announced; 

Mr. LITTLE with Mr. STONE, of Missouri, on this bill. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above stated. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was ted as follows: 
To Mr. KELLEY, for two days, on account of important Dakien 
To Mr. GLOVER, for this day, on account of sickness. 
WASHINGTON CABLE RAILWAY OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The House proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8976) to in te 
the Washington Cable Railway Company of the District of Columbia. 
Mr. HEARD. I desire, if in order, to offer a substitute for the bill, 
and when the substitute shall have been read, if it be permitted to be 
read, I shall then desire to explain the differences from the original 
draught proposed to be made by the substitute. I move to strike ont 
all after the enacting clause in the bill and insert as a substitute there- 
for what I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 


SUBSTITUTE FOR H, R. 8076, 
A bill to incorporate ame Weenies | Cable Railway Company of the District 


W. Fletcher, Charles Payson, 
m, Charles J. 


eign gton Cable yars ere Company of the District of anans etea authority 
Ms construct and lay bee a single or double track pot on 
other mechanical 


switches, turnouts, and vices, and connections n 
or te cable or electric power, in the Dis District of Columbia 


sary to operate the same 
through and along the wing avenues ‘ona streets, with the gt dab sol of the Cap; en- 
tering Korse under such restrictions as the Archii of 

a e 


engineer commissioner of the District may prescribe : Go 
the corner Arse osteo avenuo and Eleventh street 
street to M street; 


street 
west along pay Sergey Hardeka vo do thence 
to New York avenue; -anos ara New York avenue to 


weston Penneyloania avenue avenue to 
Seventeenth ‘Twenty-fourth street, doubletrack; 
thence north on Twenty-fourth street to K street; thence west on K street to 
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to Whitney avenue, and thence to 
at Twelfth and B street northwest, alon; 


e oop route or routes may coincide with the duly authorized route or 
pitty 


to agree 

panies naay nay apply, by] om Pelition, to the 
ear and th 

oper pac the amount of com- 
Epari empowered 

epar prema Cahen ii lines as it shall coincide with by cable power, 


to 
aa other erga: power aaie shall use to propel its own cars with on the 


|, such disagreem: 
summarily upon juriadiction. of either road to any court in said 
District having common-law 
of fare not exceeding 5 cents 
tween all points of its main etek bran 


uge to correspond w Soren that of other et § railroads, all to 
Sigii approved l by ihe District. The peen of 


road in the manner and by the means aforesaid, It 
lawful for said corporation, its successors or , to erect and main- 
tain es such convenient and suitable le points along its 
the board of directors of said 


miles penalty of 
missioners of "the District by suit in any court of competent jurisdiction; and 
=f within two yee apm 


the main line ofsaid road completed min cere lero 
rege J degen DO mere eed gpa Aad te onse e. 
Years from the pas he rg remppa Dean er raphe stoned toe logit 
or we 
Ser then the President eae ited States may name eighteen other 
Uni States, who partions of eat lines be entitled fo 
Oe rae ths cai seed ander as are provided in the bill, 


to the 
craton ofthe said incorporators named im this section. The main line that 

rtion of said lines lying between Georgetown or West Washington and the aey 
FE cs arse tenet 
rect 


aitai reer Se oot in onsets; Se 
pay 
severally subscribed 


or neglect to = any instalment as aforesaid, or as required oy a resolution of 
the board of after reasonable notice of the same, the said 
may Saat at public auction, to the highest bidder, so many shares of his 


ce gee who offers to eral pega the least be Te of shares for the assessment 
ue 

company; Serpe torn otal assessments dueand 
payable, or said body may ae and collect the same coon any uent sub- 
scriber in any court of competent aE geo pers The said company 
first-class th all modern 


venience of the public may require. And the said have the 
right to issue bonds, secured by mortgage ofits franchise and PNAP taal and 


personal; and the said bonds to be issued shall as exceed $40,000 for each 
mile of construction of single track. Within thirty da: Per devs Siva after the passage of 
this act, the corporators named in the first section, their associates, successors 
or assigns, or a majority of them, or ifany refuse or neglect to act, then a ma- 
jority of of ene arnein shall cause books of subscription to the capital stock of 
np fort a to be ES and kept open, in some convenient and accessible 

piaco in tie D in from 9 o'clock in the forenoon till 5 o'clock in 


where sa: 
ned; ae subscribers u said ery a ha pana capital stock of the company 
be held to be stockholders: Provided, That every subscriber shall pay, at 
the time peer ey ye 10 per cent. of the amount by him subseribed, to the 
bai pas inted by the corporators, or his subscription shall be null and 
oid : Surther, That nothing shall be received in payment of the 10 per 
cent. at the time of subscribing, except lawful money or certified checks from 
y established national banking-house. And when the books of subscription 
to to the capital —— of said company shall be closed, the corporators named in 
the first section, their associates, successors or assigns, or a majority of them, 
and in areas (Z of tham refuse bens, ae to act, then a ser a of the remain- 
der shall In twenty days the call the first meeting of the stockhold- 
ers of said compan Š to meet ns ten ‘days thereafter, for the choice of direc- 
as of which hali be given for five days in two pubisa news- 
published in the ei of Washington, and py written nal notice to 
Palisa to the address of each stockholder by the clerk of the corporation ; 
and in all meetings of the stockholders each shall entitle the holder to 
ven in person or by proxy, 
government and direction of the affairs of the company shall 
be vested in the board of directors, ninein number, who shall be stockholders of 
record, and who shall hold their office for one year,and till others are duly 
elected and qualified to take places as directors; and the said directors (a 
majority of whom shall bea garom shall elect one of their number to be pres- 
ident of the board, who shall be presi a of the company; and they also 
Sos a vice-president, a ay waged and a treasurer, who shall give a bond, 
mesg; to said eg oarit n i a AE UEMA id directors may require for 
inet faithful discharge of his Soak In the case of a vacancy in the board of di- 
rectors by the death, resignation, or otherwise, of any d: r, the vacancy oc- 
casioned thereby shall be filled by the remaining directors. The directora shill 
have power to make and prescribe such by-laws, rules, and lations as they 
shall deem needful and proper, iay the disposition and management of 
the property, estate, and effects neneny: not COREA. tothe char- 
ter or to see I tne United Staten end the inances of the District of Co- 
lumbia. There shall be an annual meeting of the stockholders for choice of 
directors, to be held at such time and place, under such conditions,and upon 
such notice as the said company in their by-laws may prescribe ; and said direc- 
tors shall annually make a report in writing of their daings tc the stockholders, 
Said com oy shall have at all times the free and uninterrupted use of the road- 
if any Parede tee or persons shall willfully, mischievyously, and unneces- 
ent on obstruct or impad the passage of the cars of said railway witha vehicle 
or vehicles, or otherwise, or in any manner molest or interfere with passengers 
or operatives while in transit, Sol destro or injure the cars of said railway, or 
F bale, 


depots, stations, or poe ging to said kia f the person or 

persons so offen: hali forfeit a pay for each offense not less than $25 nor 

more than $100 to mae company, to pes recov: as other fines and penalties of 

said DOKA se a shall remain liable, in addition to atorosald. No perso for erat or or 

ed by his or her ort! as as afo: Il be 

ited the right to travel on the cars of said road, need orton by 

Ke company’s emplo for any other cause Sen en that < of being drunk, disor- 

derly, unclean, or ous! for the use of obscene or profane ace 

guage, or Pay, the fare,or to Rca rap opea the lawful 

tions of ie company, ‘ashington ohn Company of the 


to the business of said 
mgt ee meeting of ee and directors shall be hel 


sr the ‘er thirty days before the annual election. 
amend r b; m- 
Ss ended, or repealed by the Co: 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. To what does the gentleman propose the amend- 
ment—to the original bill or to the substitute? 

Mr. McCREARY. To the substitute. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

After the word "act ” in section 1, line 125, insert: 
Ba ire peg a ape etapa 
granted herein to said corporation shall be void. iri a 

Mr. HEARD. I claim the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] is en- 
titled to the floor. But the gentleman did not rise after the of 
the substitute, and the gentleman from Kentucky has offered his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] has an 
amendment a: he wishes to offer as well as the gentleman from 
Kentucky. those gentlemen that beforecalling the previous 
question I yield to them that they may offer their amendments. 
I will try to yield to the gentlemen within the hour, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to ask the Chair a question. Does not 
the substitute cover provisions which were not considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole? And if so, is the consideration of the substitute now 
in order in the House? 

The SPEAKER. The committee after partially considering the bill 
reported it back to the House with the recommendation that its further 
consideration be postponed until to-day, and that report was 
to. The bill, therefore, has come up for consideration under that order 
of the House. 
` Mr. NELSON. Iask consent of the gentleman from Missouri to 
offer two amendments. 

Mr. HEARD. Not now. 
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“The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has the floor and 
declines to yield. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 3 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I understand that the last 
time this bill was under consideration it was being considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House by sections. The gentleman from Missouri 
has now offered a substitute containing several sections. I wish to 
know whether that substitute should not be considered in Committee 
of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. When the bill was last under consideration it was 
in Committee of the Whole House, and was being considered, as the 
Chair recollects, by sections. But the Committee of the Whole reported 
it back to the House with the recommendation that the further consid- 
eration of the bill be postponed till to-day. That was agreed to, and 
the bill is now in the House and is not being considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole; but it is being considered in the House, and debate 
may be closed and amendments prevented by ordering the previous 
question at any time. It will not be considered by sections except by 
consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that amendments may be 
submitted and that all may be considered pending. 

Mr. ROWELL. I object. I understand only one amendment can 
be submitted to the substitute, and that has been offered. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me make this statement for the benefit of the 
gentleman from Indiana, who is no doubt a much older and better par- 
liamentarian than I am, and of other members here. The substitute 
is now before the House for consideration, and if it prove acceptable 
they will, when an opportunity is offered, as I shall try to give an op- 
portunity before I leave the floor, vote approvingly for the substitute. 
If, however, the House should decline to accept the substitute, that 
would open the bill to amendment. I hope the friends of the bill and 
those who desire legislation in this direction during this session will 
determine to take the substitute as presented. 

Mr. NELSON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NELSON. Will you not allow any amendments to the substi- 
tute? 2 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Only one amendment to the substitute is in 
order. 

Mr. NELSON. I deny that. One amendment can be offered to one 

rt of the substitute and another to another. Iam friendly to this 

ill, but if you do not propose to let us amend it we will have to oppose 
the whole measure. 

Mr. HEARD. With the indulgence of the House I shall be glad to 
ask attention to the changes proposed by the substitute offered to-day 
from the original draught, which was being acted upon or considered 
- when this bill was last before this body for consideration. I have no 
hesitation in saying, Mr. Speaker, that the substitute as presented to- 
day embodies amendments which were suggested by those who were 
opposed to the bill in its then form, but who were friendly to the bill 
if it should be amended. I think those gentlemen will agree with me 
that it is now, in many respects, a better bill than the House was then 
considering. 

I ask permission to call attention to some of the changes which were 
then regarded as vital, and which the friends of the bill now propose. 
In the first place, in the original draughtofthe bill permission was not 
asked for the company to make the necessary sewer connection in 
making their excavation. Gentlemen will observe in the substitute, 
printed in italics, other changes made. The changes from the original 
draught are shown by the italics in the printed substitute. 

The second amendment proposes to put in after the word ‘‘cable’’ 
the words “‘ or electric,” so that in case electricity becomes at any time 
hereafter the favorite motor for the purpose of propelling street cars it 
may be availed of by this company. I will state for the information 
of the House that this permission is asked also by every company 
which has an application now pending before Congress for leave to 
cable its road. 

The third alteration is this: In the original draught permission was 
asked to enter the Capitol Grounds on the north side, for the conven- 
ience of members of Congress and of the public, under such restric- 
tions as should be prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol. That is 
changed so as to make the entry subject also to the control of the en- 
gineer commissioner of the District. 

I come now to the proposed changes in the route, in regard to which 
Iwill speak briefly. Since this bill was first before the House for con- 
sideration the officers of some of the horse railroad companies, who then 
held that this system was impracticable, have changed their minds and 
are now before the House asking permission to cable their roads, and in 
that connection they insist that the former provision in the bill author- 
izing this cable road to use portions of their tracks jointly with them 
would interfere with their rights in case they should ultimately deter- 
mine to change to cable roads. While we are not prepared to concede 
that, yet, with the view of saving all their rights and if possible avoid- 
ing opposition from them, the friends of this bill now propose to keep 


clear of their tracks altogether, and instead of seeking to use two miles 
of the track of these exi railroads (as some enemies of this bill 
claim), it is not now p. to take a single foot of existing 

and the in the route are made principally to avoid the neces- 
sity of using any track in common with existing roads. 3 

The maps presented here to-day show the outlines of the route as 
proposed in the substitute now offered for consideration, and the com- 
mittee—I should not say the committee, because the bill not being 
before the committee but before the House it was not competent for 
the committee to prepare the substitute—but the friends of the bill, 
both in the committee and outside of it, bring the measure before the 
House in this form, and, by condensation, by improvement, and by 
meeting the more important objections heretofore made to the bill in 
its original form, they hope they have presented a measure which will 
be acceptable to the sense and the judgment of this body, and in 
such shape as will guarantee action to-day. 

I pass now from the matter of ronte to call attention toan amend- 
ment in line 59 of the first section, which reads as follows: 

Provided, That when said lines coincide with the duly authorized lines of any 
other duly pg ne, cacenpty street railway of the District of Columbia said Wash- 
ington Cable Railway shall lay separate and independent tracks in the original 
construction of the said lines whenever in the judgment of the engineer com- 
reer persed of the District it shall be deemed by him possible and practicable so 

The next amendment to which I call attention is in line 90, and re- 
lates to the fare which the company may charge. It will be remem- 
bered—lI desire to be perfectly candid with the House upon this point— 
it will be remembered that when this bill was before the House for con- 
sideration an amendment was proposed by the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. PARKER, fixing the rate of fare at 4 cents. That is not in- 
corporated in the substitute, but there is a provision that the fare shall 
not exceed 5 cents, and the substitute also prore in express terms, 
in thatimmediate connection, that Congress have the right to regu- 
late and reduce the fare at its option. 

The language of the provision is, ‘‘and Congress may at any time 
change and regulate the rate of fare to be charged.” 

Mr. MILLS. Why not regulate it now? 

Mr. HEARD. We do propose to regulate this in common with the 
fare of all the other railroads whenever the time comes to do that, but 
it was not believed that this House desired to make this company do 
superior work for an inferior price. Therefore we did not undertake 
directly to regulate the fare, but we inserted this provision, which puts 
it in the power of Congress at any time to regulate or reduce the fare 
whenever, in its judgment, thatshould be done. It was not supposed 
by anybody that there was any desire on the part Rete, (Be to dis- 
criminate against this company or in favor of other rai companies 
in this District. I again ask attention to the express language, which 
will be found in line 90, ‘‘and Congress may at any time change and 
regulate the rate of fare to be eg 

Mr. MILLS. Butin fact Congress never does reduce the rate in such 


cases. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, we did not believe that Con desired to 
discriminate against this particular company by requiring it to do bet- 
ter work than the other roads fora less rate of fare, but we inserted 
this provision, so that whenever Congress sees fit to regulate or reduce 
the fares charged upon the other roads, it can include this one also, or 
can deal with this separately if it so desires. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘Then it is provided that six tickets shall be sold 
for a quarter. 

Mr. HEARD. That is provided for. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Missouri wili allow me to ask 
what is the object of potting in this language: ‘“‘ But may sell tickets 
in packages of six each for 25 cents per package.” 

Mr. HEARD. Iwillsayto the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
with all candor that I regard the language he has just read as surplusage, 
for the reason that the company might sell tickets at that rate if they 
wanted to without any language of this kind. 

Mr. CRISP. I supposed so. 

Mr. HEARD. I 1 not intend to take the position that the language 
the gentleman has just read imposes any obligation upon the company; 
so far as that is concerned it might as well be stricken out. But the 
whole matter as to the regulation and reduction of fares is left in the 
hands of Congress. 

A MEMBER. The word “may” should read ‘‘shall.’? 

Mr. HEARD. I presume the word should be ‘‘ shall.” 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman object to inserting the wi 
instead of ‘‘ may ?’’ 

Mr. HEARD. Iwill not object at the proper time to an amendment 
of that kind. It can be made, I apprehend, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why not ask unanimous consent now? 

Mr. HEARD. At the proper time I will yield to have the amend- 
ment made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROWELL. I that it be done right now. 

Mr. HEARD. I have no objection to that. I will ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment just suggested be made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to modify his substi- 
tute in any way he sees proper before the House acts on it. 


“shall”? 
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Mr. HEARD. Then, Mr. Speaker, in order to satisfy the wish of a 
number of gentlemen, which appears to me a just one, I will modify 
my substitute by striking out the word ‘‘may’’ and inserting ‘‘shall.’’ 

Mr. CRISP. It will require a little more than that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘The word ‘‘ but’? preceding ‘‘may,” in 
line 90, should be to “and.” ; 

Mr. HEARD. I will proceed with my remarks, with the permission 
of the House, and I pledge the gentleman from Georgia that before 
moving the previous question I will see that the proper amendment to 
the effect he has indicated is made. 

Mr. CRISP. It will require something more than the change of the 
word ‘‘may.’’ 

Mr. HEARD. Very well; I will take the judgment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia on that point. 

Mr. CRISP. We do not wish to convey the idea that they must 
charge that much, but that they shall not charge more. 

ae HEARD. I will consult the gentleman from Georgia on that 
poin 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in line 26 of the second section, it is provided —— 

Mr. BAYNE. Before the gentleman leaves the first section, I 
would like to interrupt him to inquire whether he will not modify 
that section by inserting after the word ‘‘aforesaid,’’ in line 113, the 
words, ‘‘and such sewer connections shall have such traps or other de- 
vices as may be required by the engineer commissioner.”’ 

Mr. H D. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that, for the 
reason that the entire construction of this road is to be subject to the 
direction and control of the engineer commissioner of the District, who, 
we have the right to assume, will see that all these things are done in 
the best possible way. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to have pointed out to me the provision 
of the substitute which gives the engineer commissioner that supervi- 
sory control. 

Mr. HEARD. ‘Well, I hope the gentleman will not consume my 
time further just now. 

Mr. BAY. I find nothing of that sort in the proposition. 

Mr. LONG. I think it is there. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to get through with my statement, and then, 
so faras time permits, I will yield in a fair way to other gentlemen. 

Mr. Speaker, I will call attention now toa matter which was re- 
garded of much importance by some members on this floor when this 
bill was first considered. It was then insisted that at least 50 per cent. 
of the capital stock of this company should be paid in within a rea- 
sonable time from the beginning of operations under thecharter. This 
substitute provides in lines 6, 7, and 8, of section 2, that 10 per cent. 
of the capital stock shall be paid in ‘‘at the time of subscribing, and 
5 per cent. each thirty days thereafter until 50 per cent. thereof shall 
have been paid.” I desire to say that the most valuable property in 
this city to-day, the Georgetown and Washington Railroad—which, I 
may say by way of parenthesis, is the most potent factor in opposition 
to this cable enterprise, and naturally so, perhaps—that company, 
which has been in existence fifteen or sixteen years has, up to this date, 
as I am informed, paid in but 30 per cent. of its capital stock. This 
substitute proposes that this new company shall pay in within four 
mouths from its organization as large a proportion of its capital stock 
as this old company, the best property in the city, has paid in during 
the course of fifteen years, and that in eight months—perhaps before 
one car has moved upon its tracks—50 per cent. of the capital stock 
shall be paid in. I hope this will meet the views of those members 
who have insisted upon security in this direction. 

Another important amendment was suggested by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] when the bill was being considered before, to 
the effect that the franchise as well as the other property of the com- 
pany should be made subject to taxation, which gentlemen will find is 
provided for in this substitute. ; 

Mr. PAYSON. Page 4, line 93. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir; page 4, line 93: 

Said road shall be deemed real estate and its franchise and property be liable 
to taxation, as other 1l estate and personal property in the District of Colum- 
bia, and its property and franchise be liable to sale for non-payment of the 
same, 

Mr. BARBOUR. Why should this be fixed as realestate? Usually 
it is the other way. 

Mr. HEARD. What difference does it make ? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Why should this differ from the general rule? 
These people do not own the land traveled over by this company. 

Mr. HEARD. But they own their plant. 

Mr. BARBOUR. But why should it be treated as real estate when it 
is not real estate ? 

Mr. HEARD. That makes no difference. 

Mr. BARBOUR. But itis a matter of difference against the pub- 
lic. I have yet to learn it has anywhere been considered as real estate. 
The usual course is the other way, and I see no reason why it should 
be changed. 

Mr. HEARD. What portion have I consumed of my hour? 
The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes, 


Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HEARD With pleasure. 

Mr. SOWDEN. My question is this: Why is the capital stock of 
this company fixed at $3,000,000, or not less than $2,000,000, Is it 
contended, that anything like this sum will be required for the con- 
struction of this road; or is it fixed at $3,000,000 merely for speculative 


purposes ? 

Mr. HEARD, Itis estimated that some amount between those two 
sums will be required for the completion of this road. 

Mr. SWOPE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HEARD. I will yield with pleasure to my friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SWOPE]. 

Mr. SWOPE, I observe that the bill provides that 50 per cent. of 
the subscription shall be paid; the remaining 50 per cent. is left at the 
option of the directors, apparently. Does not this allow the director- 
ship to dispense with payment of the remaining 50 per cent. of the sub- 
scription if they see fit? 

. HEARD. I will say, in response to the courteous question of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Swope] this much: He calls 
attention to the fact that this substitute provides— 

That the subscribers to stock in this company shall pay 10 per cent. at the 
time of subscribing and 5 per cent. each thirty days thereafter, until 50 per cent. 
thereof shall have ian paid, 

I will say it is the usual rule prevailing not only here but in every 
State of the Union. It is the rule which prevails in the State of West 
Virginia as will be seen by reference to the statutes of that State, 
although when stated in this debate it was contradicted by a member 
from West Virginia. It is usual to require a subscription of 10 per 
cent. should be paid, and that no subscription shall be valid without 
it. ‘There is not to-day a single railway incorporated here which re- 
quires the payment of more than 10 percent. The variance in this 
substitute is in the direction of greater security to people. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
announced di ent to the amendments to the bill (H. R. 7218) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection of a public building 
at Chattanooga, Tenn.,’’ approved February 25, 1885, and requested a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses; and had appointed 
as Managers on its part Mr. MAHONE, Mr. MORRILL, and Mr. HARRIS. 


CABLE RAILROAD. 


Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] desires to 
ask me a question, and I will yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. COBB. The question I was about to propound to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin is this: He stated there was not a railroad corporation 
in this District where the law required subscribers to pay more than 
10 per cent. 

Mr. HEARD. That is my information. 

Mr. COBB. Does not the gentleman from Missouri regard that as 
bad legislation? And does he not think the rule—if it be a rule— 
ought to be changed ? 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the tleman from Indiana it is the 
same rule which prevails, as I am advised, in his own State, and not 
only in his own State, but in almost every other State in the Union. 


Mr. COBB. That may be true; but I ask the gentleman from Mis- . 


souri whether it is not a bad rule, and whether it ought not to be 
chan 


ged. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask the gentleman in all fairness if it is bad legis- 
lation whether it is only vicious as applied to this bill, and whether 
the provision he suggests should not be included in the general incor- 
poration act of this District, so as to apply it to all alike. 

Mr. HOPKINS. On page 5, line 125, it is provided: 

And in case the incorporators as named in this bill, or their assigns, associates, 
and successors shall, at the es of two years from the of this 
act, have failed or neglected to have completed such main line, then Se Presi- 
dent of the United States may name eighteen other citizens of the United States, 
who shall, as to the uncompleted portions of said lines, be entitled to complete 
the said road under the said restrictions as are provided in the bill, to the exclu- 
sion of the said incorporators named in this section. 

Now suppose that the present incorporators, with their capital stock 
fixed at $3,000,000, instead of building the 32 miles of road provided 
in the bill find it convenient or profitable to build only 10 miles with 
their capital of $3,000,000; what penalty is there for not building the 
other 22 miles? 

Mr. HEARD. I remit the gentleman to the text of the bill, which 
provides clearly and absolutely in its last section that it is inthe power 
of Congress to modify, amend, or repeal; and I would say further that 
unless the company herein authorized proposes to act in utmost good 
faith towards the public they would not invest a dollar in this enter- 
prise, because they know they are in the grip of Congress, and at the 
very first manifestation of disregard for their charter obligations then 
it is within the power of Congress to take their charter from them en- 
tirely. Hence, the acceptance of the charter is of itself an evidence of 
their good faith, and I do not see it possible that there could be any 
greater evidence of the intention to proceed in good faith on the part of 
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the promoters of this enterprise than by the fact. that they are willing 
to invest their money in building this road notwithstanding the fact 
that this last section of the bill places them completely in the power 


of cage 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me ask the gentleman this question : Is not 
this last clause of the bill substantially embodied in each andevery one 
of the present street railway charters? 

Mr. HEARD. I donot know. Iam informed that some contain it 
and some do not. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Not in that language. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HEARD. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SCOTT. Beginning with line 65 of the bill, I find the following 


Whenever the foregoing route or routes may coincide with the duly authorized 
route or routes of any other duly incorporated street railway company in the 
District of Columbia, either or both companies may use the same tracks when, 
on account of the width of the streets, or for other sufficient reason, it shall be 
deemed by the Engineer Commissioner of the District to be necessary, 

Now, allow me one moment. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, please be brief, as my time is quite limited. 

Mr. SCOTT. I-want to ask this question: Here is a vested right in 
these present street railways. This bill proposes to open up the entire 
line of a road or roads already incorporated to a new corporation to 
come in and perchance destroy the entire traffic of the line where these 
men have now gone and invested money, ing on the good faith 
of Congress under their charter to protect them in their rights. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Not unless the old line assents to it. 

Mr. HEARD. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania misapprehends the 
case. Let me call attention to this fact, that in the construction of the 
existing roads they have had those rights, and necessarily so, in their 
charters that where there is a coincidence of tracks, if the companies 
do not agree as to the damages that the old company suffers by the use 
of its tracks in this manner, then the supreme court of the District may 
settle the difference or men $ SE Mua DiI itis aisre 
to fix the t, as the gen ill see, is 
vided in the bill. [‘‘Cries of ‘* Vote!”’ “ Vote!’’] a nat 

Mr. McADOO. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HEARD. I can not yield further time. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to know what time I have, occupied? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied twenty-six minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. I now desire to yield to the gentleman from Texas 
[ Mr. SAYERS], who has an amendment to offer; and not being advised 
as to the point of order of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] 
with reference to the number of amendments that may be offered, I 
will simply yield to thegentleman forthe purpose of having his amend- 
ment read. I yield to him three minutes for that purpose, in which he 
may offer his amendment to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the parliamentary situation. 
The House is now considering the substitute, and under the rules of 
the House an amendment may be pending to the substitute, and an 
amendment to that amendment; but two separate, independent amend- 
ments can not be pending upon the substitute atthesametime. Ifthe 
gentleman from Texas desires to move an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky, itis inorder; otherwise it could 
not be she, fame except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAYSON. I wish to make a parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. At any stage of the consideration of this bill will 
it be read by sections for amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Itwillnot. This bill is not being considered in 
Committee of the Whole, but in the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then, before the gentleman from Missouri yields 
to the gentleman from Texas, I ask him to yield to me for an amend- 
ment I have suggested to him, and which I now desire to offer. 

Mr. HEARD. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I offer this amendment to section 1 of the 
bill: 

Nor shall the corporators herein named, or the corporation hereby created 
sell or assign any of the rights hereby conferred until after the whole road 
hereby autho: shall have been constructed as herein provided. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask unanimous consent that that may be 
incorporated in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to modify his sub- 
stitute in such manner as he i 

Mr. HEARD. Ishall notobject to the incorporation of that amend- 


ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

The amendment was again read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HEARD] to say that he modifies his substitute by accepting 
this amendment. 

Mr. HEARD. I do. The-gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREAKY } wishes to offer an amendment, which I also desire to accept 
as a modification of the substitute. 


and read at the Clerk’s desk. 
will please read the amendment of- 


Mr. LONG. Let it be sent u 

Mr. McCREARY. The 
fered by me. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “act” in section 1, line 125, insert: 

‘“Andif any work is not commenced and prosecuted in good faith on the main 


line in six months after the passage of this then the privileges and powers 
granted herein to said corporation shall be void.” sig 


Mr. McCREARY. I understand the gentleman from Missouri ac- 
cepts that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has so stated. 

Mr. CRAIN. I believe I have a right to offer an amendment to the 
substitute. 

Mr. HEARD. Notin my time. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] has an amendment he wants to have read for information. I 
yield to him for that p 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is the substitute open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is whenever the gentleman secures the floor for 
that purpose. ‘There is one amendment pending unless the one offered 
just now by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] and ac- 
cepted by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] is the same as 
the gentleman from Kentucky offered some time ago. 

Mr. McCREARY. It is the same, 

The SPEAKER, Then thereisnoamendment now pending. When 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] gets the floor for that purpose 
he can offer an amendment. 

Mr. HEARD. I yield to have the amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to have the amendment 
offered or to have it read for information ? 

Mr. HEARD. I yield to have it read for information. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Add as an additional section the following : 

“Serco. 5. Each stockholder in the said company shall be individually liable for 
all the debts and liabilities of said company to an amount equal tothe par value 
of the stock held by such stockholder.’ 


Mr. HEARD. I take it every stockholder is liable now to the full 
ay of his stock arouse and that p a paor ee 
in all corporations, so far as I know, except w. you incorporate 
double-liability clause. That I am opposed to. I hopethegentleman 
from Texas will be content to impose the ordinary limitation of liability 
on stockholders. 

Ba PALEN Will you not allow the amendment to go before the 
ouse. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to me to have an amendment read ? 

Mr. HEARD. I desire now to yield a sufficient time to the gentle- 
gaa o coe [Mr. Crrsp] to have his amendment read. It is the 
one t. 

Mr. CRISP. I send the amendment to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

line rd “ ” o ” 
klp i ka es es aes at 
Seen shell nett ake ta pankat of six each for not exceeding 25 cents per 


Mr. HEARD. LI accept that as a modification of the substitute, 

Mr. COBB. I will state to the gentleman from Missouri that I have 
two amendments which I desire to offer. 

Mr. HEARD. I claim the floor. I have agreed to yield to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] ten minutes, which I now do 
for the purpose of debate, reserving the right to resume the floor. 

Mr. COBB. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COBB. It is whether the gentleman from Missouri can yield to 
another gentleman without losing his right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The univ practice is when a gentleman obtains 
the floor he has it for one hour, and he can occupy his time hi or 
yield it to others. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I desire to know whether the opponents of this 
bill have not the right to be heard ? 

Mr. HEARD. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BAR- 
BOUR] ten minutes, : 

Mr. BARBOUR. The point of the inquiry I have just submitted is 
to ascertain whether the opponents of this measure have any right as 
to time without obtaining it by the leave of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, who has occupied so much time? Iam opposed to the substi- 
tute upon its merits, and I desire to discuss it from that standpoint. 

The SPEAKER. The opponents of the bill have precisely the same 
rights in regard to this as in to every other bill. When any 
gentleman gets the floor in his own right he is entitled to discuss the 
bill. And the gentleman from Missouri is now occupying the floor for 
the hour to which he is entitled under the rules, 
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Mr. BARBOUR. Has he the right to assign time to the-other side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to use the time him- 
self or to yield it to others. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Can I occupy more time than that conceded by 
the gentleman? 

The SPEAKER. Not now. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I accept the concession of time, not on his side of 
the question, however. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia will proceed. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy very much 
of the time of this House. My purpose in rising is to place myself 
right upon the merits of this bill. It has so happened that as chai 
man of the District Committee I did not favor the passage of the bill, 
and I do not wish the occasion to pass and the record to be made up 
without entering my protest against the adoption of this extraordinary 
measure. I was di at first to favor this scheme as something 
new. I thought it was something that might expedite the transporta- 
tion of people from one partof the city to another. But upon looking 
on the measure with all the lights that I have been able to gather from 
some observation abroad in the cities of Europe where this question of 
transportation is an important one, I have come to the conclusion that 
nothing can be gained by the adoption of this measure so far as expe- 
dition of transportation is concerned, and that immense harm may re- 
sult. In the more crowded ey of “see and a ames is no rors 
mode of transportation provide The people go along there over thei 
streets in the ordinary omnibus or in cheap vehicles propelled by horses. 
Theonly case where there can be competition with horse lines anywhere 
is where rapid transit is required. 

Wherever that is necessary those older civilizations have adopted 
underground railroads or elevated railroads. The idea of chartering a 
company to run cars slap-dash over your streets at the rate of 9 or 10 
miles an hour strikes me as fraught with very tdanger. The steam 
railroads that come into Washington are not allowed to exceed aspeed of 
6 miles an hour, but here comes this cable line with its cars propelled 
by machinery, so that they are not under the control of the conductor, 
but subject to the remote hand of the concealed machinist a mile or two 
in the rear, asking to be allowed to run at a much higher rate of speed. 
The trouble with this plan is that the rate of speed can not be con- 
trolled. The system interferes not only with the use of the streets by 
the people, but also with the passage of other vehicles along them. 
Confessedly the pace of these cable cars can not be regulated with any 
certainty, nor can they be stopped with certainty except at certain 
points; and in the mean time, if anything comes in their way, of course 
trouble and danger must arise. Mr. Speaker, if this plan is adopted 
now when yourcity is in its comparative infancy, I venture to say that 
when it builds up into a great metropolis, the Capital city of two hun- 
dred millions of people, which will happen in 3 comparatively short 
time, according to the statisis, serious embarrassment will result from 
the existence of this plan of transit, I understand that in the city of 
Chicago, where this plan is in use, there is more loss of life and injury 
to property from these cable cars than from any other source, and if 
the plan be adopted here I have no doubt that in the near future there 
will be more old and infirm people run over and killed or injured in 
life or limb in this city than ever before. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is it not a fact that the friends of the present 
railroad companies in this city opposed this bill at the first session of 
this Congress on the grounds which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR] is stating here to-day, and that now those same companies 
are petitioning Congress for leave to make their roads cable roads, upon 
the ground that they can not by the use of horses do such service as 
the public demands? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know 
whether the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] thinks that these 
cars will run too fast or too slow. It is impossible for us over here to 
hear a word that he says. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Iam sorry, Mr. Speaker, that I can not make my- 
self heard over the way. In reply to the gentleman who has pro’ 
the inquiry about horse railroads, I wish to say that I know nothing of 
their purposes or their wishes. If I had my way, looking to the em- 
bellishment and the beauty of this city, the capital of the country, I 
would remove those railways from your avenues; I would not permit 
them to remain there to mar the beauty of this great city. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not my friend know that the beauty of the 
shos is very much more marred by horse railroads than by cable 
roa 

Mr. BARBOUR. I do not know. I think the cable-cars would 
scare every body’s horses. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. They donot in San Francisco or in Chicago, where 
the system is working very successfully. 

Mr. STEELE. Wedonot want them to take away the old hill horses. 
We want those retained. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARBOUR. Now, Mr. Speaker, I understand that the princi- 
pal objection to the existing system of transit is the want of rapidity, 


but my point is that you can not run your cable-cars with safety at 
any higher rate of speed than the horse-cars arerun now. The horse- 
railroads, whatever may be the objection to them, are here; even if 
they are an evil they are now in existence; but this other is not, and 
Iam not in favor of increasing such evils upon our streets and ave- 
nues. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The experience of Chicago is contrary to the gen- 
tleman’s idea of it. He has been misinformed. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR] has expired. 

Mr. HEARD. I yield the gentleman what additional time he re- 
quires. 

Mr. BARBOUR. In short, Mr. Speaker, my objections to this pro- 
posed road are that it will not accomplish rapid transit, and that it is 
far more likely to produce damage to life, limb, and property than the 
existing system, by which the cars are more under control. I am not 
talking here in the interest of any corporation. My great object is to 
preserve the streets of this city, the capital of the country, intact. 
This is not a great business where it would be important for peo- 
ple to be hurried from the wharves or the railroad depots to their offices 
or their hotels. It is supposed to be a city of residences and govern- 
mental offices, a city where people of leisure come from different parts 
of the country to pass their time, and I do not think there is any real 
necessity for subjecting the city to the evils which will then most in- 
evitably result from the adoption of this proposed system. 

We ought to feel an obligation as representatives of the people to 
preserve this city for future generations. We ought to take care that 
fifty years hence there shall not be experienced in this city the evils 
we are now in danger of introducing by legislation of this character. 
It will be impossible to move these cars upon your streets without in- 
jury to great interests which it is our duty to guard. 

I think the whole measure is . A great corporation with $3,- 
000,000 of capital stock and $2,000,000 of bonds is a very formidable 
power to be created here. And the haste with which this measure has 
been introduced and pressed seems to me to present a stronger reason 
ok entering my protest against its passage and making the opposition 

ve made. 

Mr. HEARD. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I have the greatest regard for the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], who has just addressed the 
House; and on all qaos relating to the District of Columbia it has 
been my custom to follow as nearly as possible his suggestions. Ihave 
therefore listened with attention to what he had to say in opposition to 
this bill; and I am very glad to find that he bases his opposition solely 
on the ground that the cable system is not a safe one, and therefore 
ought not to be putin operation as against the present system of trans- 
portation through this city by means of horses. The gentleman has 
cited the example of London and Paris; he has referred us to the great 
cities of Europe where they have no such means of communication as 
we have in this country. Mr. Speaker, the time has passed for us to 
look to Europe for examples‘in matters of this'kind. The peopleof 
the United States in this age are not looking to London and Paris for 
instruction as to the best means of city transit. They are looking to 
Chicago, San Francisco, Kansas City, Philadelphia, New York, Saint 
Louis, and other great cities of this continent where this system has 
been adopted and has proved a grand success, 

The gentleman says that the adoption of this mode of transit will 
endanger life. We might bring the same argument against every 
steam railroad on the continent. I concede that the locomotive 
speeding over the country at the rate of 40 miles an hour is more dan- 

us to human life than the ox-cart going at the rate of 3 miles an 
our; but that is nota sufficient argument in favor of doing away with 
the railroad and going back to the ox-wagon. : 

We are advancing in this country. We arenow setting examples to 
the cities of Europe; and I wish to see the city of Washington, of all 
cities on this continent, adopt a system of transit which will be worthy 
of the capital of the greatest nation in the world. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEARD. Inow call for the previous question on the substitute, 
and on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BAYNE rose. : 

Mr. HEARD. I agreed that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] might have an amendment read; and I yield to him. 

The SPEAKER. For how long a time? 

Mr. HEARD. For one minute, and then I will resume the floor. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I hope the gentleman will yield to me a similar 


privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to allow 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to 
be offered or merely read? 

Mr. HEARD, Let it be read for information. I think, however, I 
shall accept it as a modification of my substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 113 of section 1, after the word “aforesaid,” insert “and such sewer 


connections shall have such traps or other devices as may be required by the 
engineer commissioner.” 
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Mr. HEARD. I accept that as a modification of my substitute. 

Several members rose. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope my friends will not con- 
sider me discourteous, but I feel impelled by a sense of duty to ask for 
the previous question. 

Many MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. HEARD. I do not want to hazard the passage of the bill. 
{Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’?] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri demands the pre- 
vious question upon the proposed substitute and upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. COBB. I move that the House adjourn. If the gentleman is 
not willing to allow amendments to be offered, I trust we shall 
adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Cons, there were— 
ayes 36, noes 108. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I call for tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not required upon a motion to ad- 
era The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] calls for 

ers. 


Tellers were not ordered, only 29 voting in favor thereof. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I call for a count of the other side on ordering 


tellers. 

The SPEAKER. There is no “other side” on that question. The 
rules require a specific number to order tellers—one-fifth of a quorum. 
Tellers are refused, 

Mr. SOWDEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being ayes 29, noes 124— 
less than one-fifth votingin the affirmative. [Criesof ‘‘ Regularorder!’’] 

The SPEAKER. Tellers are refused, the yeas and nays are refused; 
and the motion to adjourn is not agreed to. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now move that the House take a recess until 
5 o’clock this afternoon. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 18, noes 128. 

Mr. SOWDEN and Mr. RICHARDSON. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. HEARD were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ay 1, nocs 163. 

So the House refused to take a recess. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COBB. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 24, noes 93. 

Mr. COBB demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 18 only voting in favor thereof. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move the House take a recess until 6 o’clock. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 115. 

Mr. SOWDEN. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. Coss. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced the passage of a bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of dependent 
parents and hcnorably discharged soldiers and sailors who are now dis- 
abled and dependent upon their own labor for support. 


CABLE RAILROAD. 


The pending question was on taking a recess until 6 o’clock p. m., 
and the tellers reported—ayes 21, noes 162. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. McADOO. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 81. 

Mr. EDEN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 23. 

The SPEAKER. More than one-fifth of the vote last taken. 

Mr. McCREARY. Count the other side. 

The other side was counted; and there were 131 in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. Not one-fifth. 

Mr. McADOO. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move the House take a recess until to-morrow 
at 11 o'clock. [Cries of ‘‘Say 10 o’clock.’?] No; eleven will be the 
best time; and on that motion I demand the previous question. 

Mr. EDEN. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 119, noes 2, 

Mr. EDEN. No quorum has voted. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Iwill withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. if we can have the yeas and nays on the motion to take a recess. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise for the purpose of making a parliamentary 
inquiry. If we take a recess until to-morrow, and the House shall re- 
fuse to adjourn to-mosrow at 12 o’clock, would we not in that case lose 
to-morrow, and would not the next day be this? 

The SPEAKER. This legislative day continues until the House ad- 
journs. pom the gentleman withdraw his demand for the previous 
question ? 


Mr. SPRINGER. Ido; but I insist upon my motion for a recess 
until 11 o’clock to-morrow, and on that motion demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
161, nays 44, not voting 112; as follows: 


YEAS—I161L. 
A G. E. Dougherty, Kleiner, Scranton, 
Alten! J Me 7 Pldreane, a ji 
en, ies, ns, 
Anderson, J. A. Ellsberry, Lawler, 
er, Ely, Long, Singleton, 
Binge Everhart, DAT ler, 
am, ver! wry, ner, 
Bl uhar, Lyman, Springer, 
Bound Felton, in, Steele, 
Boutelle, er, Maybury, Stephenson, 
Boyle, Fleeger, McAdoo, Stone, E. F. 
Brady, Foran, McCreary, rm, 
B Forney, McKenna, Strait, 
Breckinridge, C.R. erriman, Struble, 
Brown, C. Fuller, Milliken, Swope, 
Brown, W. W. Funston, Mills, Tarsney, 
Brumm, Gallinger, Moffatt, Taulbee, 
Buck, Gilfillan, Morrill, Taylor, I. H. 
Bunnell, Glass, Morrow, Taylor, Zach. 
Burrows, Hale, Murphy, Thomas, J. R. 
Butterworth, Halsell, Negley, Thomas, O. B. 
Bynum Harmer, O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Caldwell x O'Hara, Tillman, 
pbell,J.M. Hayden, O'Neill, Charles Townshend, 
Campbell, J. E. Haynes, O'Neill, J. J. ‘Turner, 
Campbell, T, J. 5 Osborne, Van Eaton, 
Cannon, Hemphill, Owen, Viele, 
Carleton, Hepburn, Parker, Wade, 
Caswell, He: Payne, Wadsworth, 
poe y, Hermann, Payson, Ward, J. H. 
nger, Peel, i 
Cooper, Hill, Perkins, Warner, William 
Curtin, Hires, Perry, Weaver, J. B. 
Hitt, Peters, Ww 
Davidson, A. C. Holmes, Pettibone, Willis, 
Trion, Plumb, Wilson, 
Dawson, J: ney, ¥ 
Dibble, Johnson, F. A. Romeis, Wise. 
Dingley, Johnston, J. T, Rowell, 
A Jones, J. T. Ryan, 
Dorsey, King, Sawyer, 
NAYS—4, 
Blanchard, Hammond, MeMillin, Shaw, 
Buchanan, McRae, Snyder, 
b Henderson, J. S. Miller, Sowden, 
Catchings, Neal, 
Cox, W. R. Johnston, T. D. O'Ferrall, Swinburne, 
n, ones, J. H. Phel Taylor, J, M. 
Culberson, ham, Randall, % 
Cutcheon, Lehlbach, Reed, Wellborn, 
Eden ore, Richardson, Wheeler, 
Ermentrout, McComas, Riggs, Wolford, 
‘ord, cKinley, Sayers, Worthington, 
NOT VOTING—112, 
Adams, J. J. Croxton, Kelley, Rockwell, 
Aiken, Daniel, Ketcham, 
Anderson, C. M. Davenport, Laffoon, Rusk, 
Atkinson, Davidson, R., H. M. Laird, Sadler, 
Dunn, Le Fevre, Sco! 
Ballentine, Findlay, in 
a; ey, 
Barksdale, Little, A 
Barnes, Gibson, C. H. Lovering, Stewart, J. W. 
Gibson, Eustace Mahoney, in 
Belmont, lover, Mar W.J. , Ky. 
Bennett, Goff, Matson, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Bland, Green, Millard. ae 
Blount, Grosvenor, Mitchell, ylor, E. B. 
Breckinridge, WCP Grou Morgan Throckmorton, 
Browne, T. M. Guenther, Morrison, Trigg, 
Burleigh, Hall, Muller, Tucker, 
Burnes, Hanback, Neece, Van Schaick, 
Campbell, Felix Henderson, D. B, Nelson, Wait, 
Candler, Henderson, T. J. Norwood, Wakefield, 
Clements, Henley, Oates, Wallace, 
Cobb, Hiscock, Outhwaite, Warner, A. J. 
Collins, Hopkins, Pidcock, Weaver, A. J. 
Compton, Houk, Pindar, West, 
Comstock, Howard, Reagan, White, A. C. 
Cowles, Hudd, Reese, White, Milo 
Cox, S. S. Hutton, Rice, Whiting, 
Crisp, Jackson, Robertson, Woodburn. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent the reading of the names was dispensed with, 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. MILLARD, for this day. 

Mr. DANIEL with Mr. Grason, of Maryland, on this bill. 

Mr. CowLEs with Mr. WAIT. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Symes. 

Mr. Compton with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. Davison, of Florida, with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. LINDSLEY. 

Mr. NEECE with Mr. KELLEY. 

GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, ABINGDON, VA. 

The SPEAKER. Before announcing the result of the vote the Chair 
desires to appoint as managers upon the part of the House at the con- 
ference to be held on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
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bill (H. R. 2539) authorizing the Secretary of the 
property purchased at Abingdon, Va., as a site fora public building for 
more suitable property Mr. SNYDER, Mr. WILKINS, and Mr. Brown, 
of Pennsylvania, 


to exchange 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted for one day to 
Mr. BENNETT. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, and 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess 
until 11 o'clock a. m. to-morrow. 


AFTER RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 11 a. m. (Fri- 
day, January 28, 1887). 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to correct an erroneous reference | be h 


of a bill. House bill 10815 was referred to the Committee on For- 

eign Affairs; it should have been referred to the Committee on the 

Judiciary, and if there be no objection the change will be made. 
There was no objection. 


WASHINGTON CABLE RAILWAY. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment, and upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, after having examined the amend- 
ments which different members proposed yesterday to offer to the pend- 
ing bill, it is my desire to accept several of them, which I believe will 
go toward perfecting the bill, and with that end in view, and with 
that understanding, I ask permission to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, with the privilege of renewing the same after the 
amendments shall have been offered, and I will ask that they be con- 
sidered as pending. 

Those amendments which the friends of the measure are willing to ac- 
cept I will offer in the name of the members who propose them, and 
state that I accept them and ask that they be incorporated into the 
substitute. The otheramendments, which we do not feel that we can ac- 
cept, I am willing to have offered and read, and if gentlemen will con- 
sent (as I believe they will from expressions which have been made) to 
a vote upon each amendment, without resorting to the yeas and nays 
or tellers, we are perfectly content to yield far enough to have an ex- 
pression of the House upon each and every one of those amendments, 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Will the gentlemen please explain the 
nature of the amendments. 

Mr. HEARD, I will let them all be read. Now, Mr. Speaker, if 
there be no objection to the course I have proposed, I will ask unani- 
mous consent that it be pursued. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] pro- 

to withdraw the demand for the previous question, upon the con- 
dition that certain amendments which he proposes to send up shall be 
incorporated into the substitute, and that certain other amendments 
which gentlemen upon the floor desire to offer shall be offered and yoted 
upon without a call of the yeas and nays or a count by tellers, and 
with the additional understanding that there shall beno further obstruc- 
tion offered to a vote upon the bill. Is that agreed to? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it intended to pass the bill without a yea- 
and-nay vote? 

Mr. HEARD. No. 


The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the request of the gentleman | {h 


from Missouri [Mr. HEARD]? 

Mr. SOWDEN. I object, Mr. Speaker, on this ground: If a yea-and- 
nay vote be necessary in order to ascertain the true sense of the House 
upon any proposition, why should we not have it? My objection has 
reference to that point, and is not made with any view to filib 3 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I have made my proposition in perfect 

ood faith. Theamendment which the gentleman from Pı lvania 

Mr. SowDEN] desires to offer is one that the friends of the bill are 
willing to have inco: in it, and I hope that he will not be the 
person to interfere with the programme I have proposed, which will 
give to the public the benefit of the improvements which these accept- 
able amendments will make in the bill, and at the same time give the 
House an opportunity of voting upon the others. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I withdraw my objection, Mr. Speaker, as the gen- 
tleman says he will accept my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD]? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


into the body of the substitute. I now send up an amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. FELTON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word ‘‘ Columbia,” on page 9, line 18, the following: 

“Provided, That said board of directors shall not have the power to sell or lease 
the said road, or any part thereof, or to purchase or lease any other railroad, or 
peed sor eyes without first obtaining the written consentof two-thirds of said 

olders.” 

Mr. HEARD. I hold that, under the law, the directors would have 
no right to do that anyhow; but I am willing to accept the amend- 
ment and to have it incorporated in the substitute. 

I desire now to send up the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 2 the following: 

“ Resolved, That it shall be unlawful for the company hereby incorporated to 
consolidate with any other railroad gompes now in existence or which may 

ereafter chartered, and any such consolidation shall by itself operate as a 
forfeiture of all chartered rights and privileges granted to said company.” 

Mr. HEARD. That I accept. I will state that was adopted by the 
Committee of the Whole in our previous discussion and was unin- 
tentionally omitted from the body of the substitute as drawn. I now 
incorporate it in the substitute. 

I next send up the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CRAIN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 2, line 26, after the word “‘ require,” insert as follows: 

“ And shall not take on any of itscars more ngers than can be accommo- 
dated with seats, and shall cause its cars tobe heated during the winter season, ” 

Mr. HEARD. I accept thatamendment and incorporate it in the 
substitute. 

I now send up anamendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Horman], to which I have taken the liberty of adding some 
words which I think not only he but the whole House will approve. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Aine pokon and sorters of vai shall report to Congress at the 
coeatoeuonment ofeach session ther Dames. of all the Aaa travel and 
pee poten ay og gy Ee gl whe 
ce 3 
fee amdavite of said officers.” ses 

Mr. HEARD. I accept that asa partof the substitute. I willstate 
that the words which I have added, in addition to a report of the 
names of the stockholders and the amount of stock held by them, re- 
quire the pena and secretary also to certify the expenditures and 
receipts of the company. This will guide Congress in the matter of 
reducing the rate of fare when the state of receipts and expenditures 
will justify it. 

I desire now to send up the amendments offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. COBB] and ask to have them read. Iam not will- 
ing to accept them, but I am willing that the gentleman should have 
the benefit of a fair expression of the sense of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first of the amendments 
now sent up. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ut all after ‘* mal” in line 34, section 2, to and including the word 
“track,” in line 36, and insert the follo : - 
a not be lawful toissue any of such bonds until the entire capital 


been sufficient to properly construct and equip said road, then, and not 
otherwise, it shall be lawfal for said company to issue said bonds, but not for a 
—— amount than shall be necessary to complete said construction and equip- 
men 

Mr. HEARD. As I have said, the friends of the bill are not willing 
to accept this amendment. There is another offered by the same gen- 
tleman, which I desire to have read and voted on. Shall both amend- 
ments be now read, or will the vote be taken on each as it is offered ? 

The SPEAKER, Just as the gentleman chooses, Only one can be 
pending at a time. 

Mr. HEARD. Very well; let the amendment which has been read 
be voted on now. 

The question oat ae on the amendment, it was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. e Clerk will report the next amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Copp]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the word “ charged," in line 92 of section 1, the fol- 


Mr. HEARD. I now send up an amendment offered by the gentle- | towin 


man from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpEN], which the friends of the bill 


accept. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the substitute by adding the following as an additional section: 

“Sec. 5. Each stockholder in the said company shall be individually liable for 
all the debts and liabilities of said company to an amount to the = value 
of the stock held by such stockholder until the stock held by him is fully paid 
up.’ 


Mr, HEARD. I accept that amendment, and desire to incorporate it 


owing: 

“ And said company shall report to the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia annually the entire receipts and expenditures of said company for the 
preceding year, and shall pay into the Treasury of the United States for 
the use of the District of Columbia 10 per cent. of the gross earnings of said 


company.” 

Mr. HEARD. I will state the first part of that amendment is pro- 
vided for in the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Hotman]. The other part of it was rejected by the committee 
and also by a vote of the House in Committee of the Whole. 
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Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Missouri is mistaken in that prop- 
osition. The amendment he refers to was not such as the one which is 
pene this morning. That required 25 per cent., as I remember it, 
and this requires 10 per cent. to be paid into the Treasury. 

Mr. HEARD. I submit to the correction. I ask for a vote on the 
amendment. 

= ee being taken, the Speaker stated that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. COBB. I call for a division. 

The House divided; ane ee wern ayeo a; noes 53. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. I dow desire to send up an amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McADoo}, which the friends of 
the bill cannot accept. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 1 by out all of Iines BEERTA uE gear “ase 
E N ennan “and,” and insert 
arses irg ners bering Distelet of Columbia 


rs, two at least in said District, for 
to assume the name of the cor- 


50 a OaM tok bak beginning work ,on said road, and the bal- 
0) 
pos when said road is complahed, are such persons,” 
Mr. McADOO. I call for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 19, noes 54, 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. HEARD. There was another amendment <7 the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], which have read. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
The question being taken on the amendment, the Speaker stated that 
the noes” seemed to have it. 


Amend line 19, section 1, after the word “ the followin, 
“All Toney received from the sale of seid franchiso shall Sarg ee 
United States to the credit of said the sale of 


rior ge ate x, nauk the PENE of OLEA ZAS 80 allots bce pongo 
act.’ 


Mr. HEARD. That belongs with the other amendment just voted 
u 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey desire a sep- 
arate vote upon it? 
Mr. McADOO. No, sir. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HEARD. I desire now, Mr. Speaker, to submit a second amend- 


ment by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], which 
the friends of the bill can not 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the foll 


lowing 
“And in addition © "said tax the said company shall, on the Ist day of Janu- 
into thi 
ary, 1888, and on the Ist day of Jan in aso ofthe Dari of shins pum 
oi company during precedin 
the payment shall be in the above provides 
teria the collection of the tax aforesaid.” 
The SPEAKER. Will the from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] 
indicate where this amendment comes in ? 
Mr. HEARD, It comes in in connection with the provision relating 
to the taxation of the road. 
The amendment was rejected—ayes 20, noes 52. 
amendment proposed by the gen- 


pany shall receive a rate of fare not 3 cents for each passenger for 
each continuous ride between all points of its main and branch lines,” 
The amendment was rejected—ayes 32, noes 55. 
Mr. HEARD. I submit now, Mr. Speaker, an amendment pro- 
a by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ANDERSON]. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
apsodo 
miopa whisk shall extend the astust soar 
of said road by more than 20 per cent.” 


section rent the Ss pe oily Ss 
e 


er, I send u 


The amendment was read, as follows: 
Strike out the sentence beginning on line 87 and ending on line 92, and in lieu 


insert the followi 
y shall receive 2 cents and no more for one continuous ride be- 


“Said com: 
tween all po ts of its main and branch lines.” 


The amendment was rejected—ayes 10, noes 58. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from North Carolina sine JOHNSTON] 
desires to offer an amendment, which I ask to have read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


E S ee 
That no bonds as herein Ee onal DS ane aan 

pared pent and 

ent of the said rail- 


Gon ena equipment | 60. 


Mr. ROWELL. I make the point of order on that amendment that 

it has already been voted down. 

The SPEAKER. These amendments are being offered under an 
ent made this morning. 

The amendment was rejected—yeas 21, noes 46. 

Mr. MILLS. Is it in order now, Mr. § er, to move to substitute 
3 instead of 5 cents as the rate of fare to be charged? 

Mr. HEARD, That has been voted down. Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. JOHNSTON ] desires to offer another 
amendment which the friends of the bill can not accept. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add, after ay breed Sieg — ne xt of section 1, Somer shall nes 

“Provided, e value o r purposes 
be assessed at less than $30,000 Ben mile of single track.” wai 70 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 10, noes 48. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. SHaw] desires 
to propose an amendment which the friends of the bill decline to accept. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


The amendment was agreed to—ayes 55, noes 49. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to offer the following amendment for the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], and which the friends of the 
bill accept and make a part of the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following as section 7: 

“ That said company shall keep watchmen at such street crossings in the city 
of Washington as the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall deem nec- 
essary for the public safety.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to offer this amendment for the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], which the friends of the bill 
also agree to accept as a part of the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 44, section 2, strike out the word “two” and insert the word “ ten,” 


Mr. HEARD. This keeps the stock books open for ten days instead 
of two days, as the bill provided originally. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. I now offer for the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WARNER] the following amendment for a vote of the House, the friends 
of the bill not desiring to accept it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ Columbia,” in line 94, section 1, insert the fe 

“ And in addition thereto shall piy aos into the Treasury of of the Unii 
per cent. of the net earnings of sai after the reasonable and 
necessary expenses of operating and sree poly dese road, and 5 cent, upon 
the actual cost of constructing said road shall ve been taken from 1 its gross 
earnings.’ 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 24, noes 
69. 


So the amendment was rejected. 4 

Mr. HEARD. For the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROWN] 
[olin the aE raiar orara send to the desk in order that a 
vote of the House may be taken upon it. 

Mr. McADOO. I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri a ques- 
tion. I understood that in offering these amendments we might go 
so far as to have a vote by tellers on them. 

Mr. HEARD. It was agreed this morning upon the floor that the 
vote on these questions would be decided by a division. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Bown, of Pennsylvania, as 
follows: 


Strike out section 4 and insert the following: 

“That this act may at any time be altered, OEEO DADOSA may 
be changed from a surface toan elevated or ndroad,or the power and 
plan of applying the same mae ee changed at any time and in any manner so 
as to conform the same to any L aA n tue thes sae ma; Py, the Con- 
gress be deemed more to the public advantage than that in this act.” 


The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 11, noes 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEARD. I have as this amendment to offer for the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], which the friends of the bill 
do not desire to accept. It is substantially covered by the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. Crary], which was accepted by the 
friends of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I insist that it is not the same. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘The gentleman has discussed the amendment. 

Mr. HEARD. I do not p to discuss it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘The gentleman says it is substantially the 
same amendment; I say it is not. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ceive any other passenger; and any passenger not anat a with 
not be required to pay fare, 
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The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 49, noes 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire now to offer, on behalf of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE], an amendment in regard to the 
sale of tickets, providing that eight instead of six shall be sold for 25 
cents. The committee do not feet inclined to accept the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in line 90, the word “six” and inserting “eight.” 
The amendment was not agreed to, there being ayes 22, noes 54. 
Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ANDERSON] asks me 

to submit the amendment which I send to the desk, which he states I 
agreed yesterday evening should beoffered. Idecline to accept it, but 
submit it for a vote by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the second section : 

“The iron used in the construction of said road shall be of American manufact- 
[Applause and laughter.) 

The amendment was agreed to. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think it is time we should 
have the previous question. These gentlemen who oppose the bill have 
gotten into it all their good propositions. 

Mr. HEARD. I now renew the call for the previous question upon 
agreeing to thesubstitute, and on ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. McADOO. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is itnow in order 
to move to recommit the bill? 

TheSPEAKER. Not atthisstage. The previous question has just 
been ordered on agreeing to the amendment and ordering the bill to be 

and read a third time. 

Mr. McADOO. After the third reading of the bill will the motion 
I have indicated be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The rules provide that when the question is on 
the ge of the bill the motion to recommit is in order. 

he ausia being taken, the substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HEARD. I move the previous question on the of the bill. 

Mr. McADOO. I now move to recommit the bill to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia with instructions to report it back forth- 
with with the amendment offered by me and voted on. 

A MEMBER. What was that amendment? 

Mr. McADOO. I ask to have it read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the provision di- 
recting the committee to report forthwith is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Illinois makes a point of 
order against so much of the motion as requires the committee to re- 
pa forthwith, which involves a change of the rules or practice of the 


Mr. McADOO. I will modify my motion so as to provide that the 
committee report at any time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is liable to the same objection. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the same point 
against the modification. A committee which has not, under the rules, 
power to report at any time, can not be authorized to do so except by 
a suspension of the rules, or by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MCADOO. Then I withdraw that portion of my motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the agreement made 
this morning—— 


Mr. HEARD. By unanimous consent. 


Mr. SPRINGER. By unanimous consent, was to the effect that 
these amendments should be voted on as they have been, and that then 
no further opposition should be made to the of the bill. 


TheSPEAKER. Theagreement was that noturther ‘‘ obstruction” 
be offered. The Chair supposed that ‘provision was intended to ex- 
clude what are known as dilatory proceedings. But this is a legiti- 
mateparliamentary motion. Thegentleman moves torecommit the bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Can we have the instructions read ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to withdraw 
the instructions, and to move simply that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, MCADOO. I beg pardon; I think the Chair did not understand 
me. My motion is to recommit the bill with instructions that the 
committee report it back with the amendment offered by me this morn- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER. Thatamendment has been voted on by the House 
and rejected. The Chair thinks it is no more in order to move to re- 
commit the bill with instructions to report it back with that amend- 


ment, than it would be to offer the same amendment again in the | Da 


House. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to recommit, with instructions to incor- 
porate in the bill the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey has a motion to 
recommit pending. 


Mr. McADOO. I withdraw my motion for the purpose of allowing 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] to submit his. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All these are amendments which, according to 
the understanding, should have been brought in as such at a previous 
stage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment which the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] proposes the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia shall be instructed to incorporate 
in the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 8. That before the rights and privile; herein specified shall vest in 
the yer Fay a named, the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall ad- 
three daily papers of the city of Washington for the period of thirty 
said franchises, rights, and privileges for sale to the highest bidder or 
bidders, and the said fran shall be sold and trans- 


said company. 


Mr. HEARD. I make the point of order that this amendment has 
been already voted upon and rejected. 

Mr. McADOO. Itis not the same amendment. This is to recom- 
mit. 

Mr. HEARD. It is substantially the same, and has been already 


rej $ 

The SPEAKER. When? 

Mr. HEARD. This morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is essentially different, 
and overrules the point of order. 

Mr. MILLS. On that I ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was understood that there was to be no de- 
mand for the yeas and nays upon amendments; but that there might 
be ona motion torecommit. The substance of this is simply an amend- 
ment to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 94, nays 130, not 
voting 93; as follows: : 


YEAS—9. 
A J.J. Lore, Riggs, 
Allen; J.M. Fuller, Lovering, 
Anderson, J. A. Gay, Martin, Sayers, 
Baker, Geddes, b Seney, 
Barbour, Glass, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Barnes, Grosvenor, X 
oaas dr si — ral Snyder, 
reckinridge, C. R. Halse! nley, Sowden, 
Cabell, Hammond, MoM Swinbu 
McRae, Taylor, I. 
Clardy, H Miller, Taylor, J. M. 
Cobb, Hemphill, Mills, Ilman, 
Cowles, Henderson, J. S. offatt, x 
Cox, W.R. Herbert, Morgan, Tucker, 
in, Holman, Morrison, Turner, 
Crisp, Hopkins, Muller, Ward, T. B. 
Croxton, Irion, Neal, Warner, William 
Culberson, ohnston, T, D. Norwood, Weber, 
Davidson, R. H.M. Aper O'Ferrall, Wellborn, 
Dawson, La Follette, Payson, Wilson, 
Eden, Landes, Perry, Wise, 
Eldredge, Lanham, Phel: Worthington. 
Ermentrout, Lehlbach, Randall, 
Everhart, Long, Richardson, 
NAYS—130. 
Adams, G. E. Findlay, Louttit, Scott, 
Allen, Ô. H. Fi T, Lowry, Scranton, 
Atkinson, Ford, Lyman, Sessions, 
Forney, D m gen Spooner, 
Bayne, Frederick, McKenna, Springer, 
Bound, nston, Merriman, Steele, 
Boyle, Gallinger, Millard, phi ` 
Brady, Gilfillan, Milliken, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Bragg, Grout, Mitchell, ‘orm, 
Brown, C. E. Hale, Morrill, Strait, 
Brown, W. W. Hall, Morrow, Swope, 
Bunnell, Harmer, Murphy, Symes, 
Burrows, Hayden, Neece, Tarsney, 
Butterworth, Haynes, Negley, Taulbee 
Bynum, H x Nelson, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, D.B. Oates, Taylor, 
Cam T.J. Henderson, T.J. O'Donnell, Thomas, O, B. 
Carleton, Henley, O'Hara, Van Eaton, 
Cas Hermann, O'Neill, Charles Van Schaick, 
Clements, Hiestand, Osborne, Viele, 
Conger, Hires, Owen y 
Cooper, Hitt, Parker, Wait, 
Curtin, Holmes, Payne Wakefield, 
a Howard, Peel, Ward, J. H. 
Davidson, A. C. Hudd, Perkins, Weaver, J. B. 
vis, ames, Peters, White, A.O. 
Dingley, Johnson, F. A. Plumb, White, Milo 
rsey, Johnston, J.T, Ranney, wW 
Jones, J, T. Romeis, Winans. 
Ely, King, Rowell, Wolford, 
Kleiner, Ryan, Wood 
Farq A Lawler, Sadler, 
Felton, Le Fevre, Sawyer, 


Aiken, Collins, Jackso: Smalls, 
Anderson, C, M. Compton, Kelley,” Spriggs, 
Ballentine, Cox, $8.8. Tarn Stewart, Shark 
en ‘ox, oon, es 

Barry, Cu z Laird, St J.W. 
Belmont, Daniel, Libbey, St. Martin, 
Bennett, Davenport, Li ey, Stone, E. F. 
Bingham, Dibble, Little, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Blanchard, Dockery, Mahoney, ble, 
Bland, Dougherty, Markham, Thomas, J. R. 
Bliss, Dunn, O'Neill, J. J. Thompson, 
Boutelle, Ellsberry, Outhwaite, Th morton, 
Breckinridge, WCP Fisher, Pettibone, Townshend, 
Browne, T. Gibson, C. H. Pidcock, Wade, 
Loder —- Eustace zoen a AF 

chanan, over, eagan, arner, fe 
Buck, s Reed, Weaver, A. J. 
Burleigh, Green, Reese West, 
Burnes, Hanback, Rice, Wheeler, 
Caldwell, He rn, Rockwell, Whiting, 
Campbell, Felix Hill, Rogers, Willis. 
Campbell, J. E. Hiscock, Rusk, 
Candler, Houk, Seymour, 

on, Hutton, Singleton, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. JAMES. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 

ing of the names. 
r. MCADOO. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. HILL with Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, on this bill. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. REED, on this vote. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. LITTLE, on the pending bill. 

Mr. Compton with Mr. ROCKWELL, on this vote. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. BRUMM, for this day 

Mr. LAFFOoN with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. HUTTON with Mr. BINGHAM, on this vote. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. Comstock with Mr. STRUBLE. - 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. CANNON, on this vote. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hutron] is absent 
from the House on account of sickness. 

ste McRAE. My colleague [Mr. ROGERS] is absent on account of 

sickness. A 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask consent to submit some remarks upon this bill. 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. HEARD. I now demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill, . 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. SOWDEN and others demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nays 72, not vot- 
ing 79; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
A G.E. Everhart, Lowry, Sawyer, 
Allen, C. H. uhar, Igman, tt, 
Allen, J. M. Felton, ‘arkham, Scranton, 
Anderson, J. A. ndlay, rtin, Sessions, 
Atkinson, eeger, Matson, Spooner, 
Baker, Foran, Maybury, Springer, 
e, Ford, Š Stah er, 

Bayne, Forney, McKenna, Steele, 
B nston, Merriman, Stephenson, 
Bound. Gallinger, Millard, Stone, 
Boutelle, Gay, Milliken, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Boyle, Gibson, C. H. Mitchell, Storm, 

$ Gilfillan, Moffatt, Strait, 
Brown, C., E. Glass, Morgan, Swope, 
Brown, W. W. Grou Morrill, Symes, 
Buc! ž Guenther, Morrow, Tarsney, 
Buck, e, Muller, Taulbee, 
Bunnell, Hall, Murphy, Taylor, E. B. 
Burrows, Harmer, eece, Taylor, I. H. 
Butterworth, Sarees, ak ley, aione, z = 
Bynum, aynes, elson, Omas, 
Campbell, J. M. Heard, Norwood; ilman, 
Campbell, T. J. Henderson, D.B. Oates, Townshend, 
Cannon, Henley, O'Donnell, an Eaton, 
Carleton, Hepburn, 0’ Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Herbert, O’ Neill, Charles Viele, ; 

y, Hermann, O'Neill, J. J. adsworth, 
Cooper, Hiestand, rne, ait, 

ý Hires, Owen, Wakefield, 
Croxton, Hitt, Parker, allace, 
Curtin, Holmes, Payne, Ward, J. H. 
Cu $ Hudd, Peel, Ward, T. B. 

n, James, Perkins, Weaver, J. B, 
Davidson, A. C. Johnson, F. A. Perry, White, 4 
Davidson, R.H.M. J n, J. T, Peters, White, Milo 
Davis, Jones, J.T. Pettibone, Wilson, 
Dibble, King, umb, Winans, 
Dingley, Kleiner, Robertson, Wise, 
Dorsey, Lawler, Romeis, Wolford, 
Dun Le Fevre, Rowell, Woodburn 
Ely, ng, Ryan, 

Louttit, Sadler, 
NAYS—72. 
Adams, J. J. Barnes, 1, Cobb, 
Anderson, C. M. unt, ridge, C.R. Caldwell, Cox, W.R. 
Bacon, Breckin „C.R. Catchings, Crisp, 
Barbour, B Culberson, 
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McComas, 

Dawson, Holman, McMillin, Shaw, 

Eden, Hopkins, McRae. Skinner, 
Eldredge, Howard, Miller, Sowden, 
Ermentrout, Irion, Mills, Taylor, J.M. 
Frederick, J n Morrison, EZ, 

Fuller, Johnston, T. D. Neal, Tucker, 
Geddes, Jones, J H. O’Ferrall, ‘Turner, 
Halsell, La Follette, Payson, Warner, William 
Hammond, Landes, ec Weber, 
Harris, Lanham, Randall, Wellborn, 
Hatch. Lehibach, Richardson, Wheeler, 
Hemphill, Lore, ges, Wilkins, 
- Henderson, J.S. McAdoo, Sayers, Woi n. 

NOT VOTING—79. 

Aiken, Cowles, Laffoon, Singleton, 
Ballentine, Cox, 8.8. Laird, Sı 

Barry, Davenport, Libbey, Snyder, 
Belmont, Dockery, Lindsley, Spriggs, 
Bennett, Dougherty, Little, Stewart, Charles 
Blanchard, Dunn, Lovering, Stewart, J. W. 
Bland, Ellsberry, Mahoney, 

Bliss, Fisher, McKinley, Stone, W. E; Mo, 
Brady, Gibson, Eustace Outhwaite, Struble, 
Breckinridge, WCP Glover, Pideock, Swinburne, 
Browne, T. Goff, Pindar, Taylor, Zach. 
Burleigh Grosve ped Throckmoxt 

T rosyenor, n, morton, 

Campbell, Felix Hanback, Reel, Wade, 
Campbell, J. E. Hill, Reese, Warner, A. J. 
Candler, H 4 Rice, Weaver, A. J. 
Collins, Houk, Rockwell, Wi 

Compton, Hatton, Rogers, Whiting, 
Comstock, ` Kelley, Rusk, Willis. 
Conger, Ketcham, Seymour, 

So the bill was 


During the roll-call, on motion of Mr. LORE, by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Dockery with Mr. WADE; if Mr. DocKERY were present, he 
would vote ‘‘no”’ on the pending bill. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. REED. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. LIBBEY, for the rest of this day. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HEARD moved to reconsider the vote by which tne bill was 

; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 10242) mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1888, and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 

INDIAN TRUST BONDS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 247) directing the Attorney-General to take 
all proper and legal proceedings to collect the principal and interest on 
certain bonds of the States of Arkansas, Florida, Virginia, Tenn 
Louisiana, North Carolina, and South Carolina, now held by the Uni 
States as trustee for certain Indian tribes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. LAFFOON, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 

indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, requested 
the return of a bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of dependent parents 
and honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who are now disabled 
and dependent upon their own labor for support. 

It further announced the passage of a bill of the following title, in 
which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural experiment-stations in con- 
nection with the colleges established in the several States under the 
provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supple- 
mentary thereto. 

RETURN OF A BILL. 
oe SPEAKER laid before the House the following request of the 
mate: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 27, 1887. 

Ordered, The Secretary be directed to uest the House of Representatiyes 
to return to the Senate a bill ae R. 10457) for the relief of dependent parents 
and honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who are now disabled and de- 
pendent on their own labor for support. 


The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, the request of the Sen- 
ate will be granted, and the Clerk will be directed to return the bill to 


the Senate. 
ARMS AND EQUIPMENTS FOR THE MILITIA. 


Mr. FORNEY. I rise to submit a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committtee of conference on the disa 


ing votes of the two Mouses to 
the bill (S. 222) to amend section 1661 of the vised 


Statutes making an annual 
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appropriation to provide arms and equipments for the militia, having met, after 
full and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their 
ve Houses as follows: 
hat the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives, as follows: 
Insert “four” instead of “six” in the first line of first section, so as to read 
“$400, 000’'—and agree to the same, 
WM. McADOO, 


A. J. HOPKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. J. SEWELL, 

F. M. COCKREL 

JOSEPH R. HAW s 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the effect of the adoption of the report? 

The SPEAKER. Itis to fix the amount in the bill at $400,000. 

Mr. FORNEY. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
yar Ae and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT LEWES, DEL. 

Mr. LORE. [I call up for consideration at this time a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which was the bill (S. 2256) to create a 
port of delivery at Lewes, Del., on the 23d day of December last. 
This bill was passed by the House, but a motion to reconsider was 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], and has 
been pending ever since. In order to remove the objection heretofore 
interposed against this bill I now move to strike out the words ‘‘enter 
and;’’ so the bill will then read: 

That Lewes, in the State of Delaware, shall be, and is hereby, constituted a 

rt of delivery within the collection district of Delaware ; and the deputy col- 
Postar of customs ioned there shall have power to clear all vessels, whether 
foreign or domestic, coming to that port. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. LORE’S amendment was then agreed to; and the bill as amended 
was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly rea | the third 
time and i 

Mr. LORE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 7208) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the 
establishment of a Bureau of Animal Industry, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 29, 1884; and pending that motion I move that all gen- 
eral debate be limited to two hours. 

Mr. MCMILLIN demanded a division, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 12. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of further considering the bill 
(H. R. 7208) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the establishment 
of a Bureau of Animal Industry, and for other purposes,” approved May 
29, 1884. By order of the House general debate is limited to two hours. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Funston]. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel like letting this bill go 
to a vote without saying a word in its favor. While it may not be per- 
fect in everyrespect, it certainly is the result of much thought and deep 
interest in a matter which so vitally concerns the material prosperity of 
our Jand, and which affects not only the owners of live stock buta much 
ee class who consume the meat and dairy products of this country. 
It is not legislation in favor of any special class of persons, but it is 
legislation in which every man, woman, and child are interested, and 
ee more than the poor man who does not own a hoof in all the broad 

and. 

It is a question of food for the millions. Shall it continue to be 
within the reach of all, the poor as well as the rich, or shall we permit 
a disease most fatal in its character, and which has for centuries baffled 
the efforts of the most skillful veterinary surgeons, to plant itself firmly 
in our land, destroying our magnificent herds of cattle, breaking up the 
animal industry of the farm, and in consequence of which advancing 
the prices of the products of the herd and the dairy beyond the reach 
of those who can not indulge in luxuries. 

It is a mere business question which presents itself. Shall we meet 
it in a business-like manner, or shall we dally with it until it has spread 
beyond our reach or where it will require millions of money to eradi- 
cate it, whereas to-day it requires but thousands? The gentleman 


from Mississippi [Mr. MORGAN], my colleague on the committee, ob- 
jects to the bill because the amount, $250,000, is insufficient, in his 
judgment, to carry out its purposes. My only answer to him is: then 
let us increase it sufficiently at least to destroy all affected animals, 
which would materially check the spread of the contagion, if not erad- 
icate it altogether; at least it would hold it in check until the meet- 
ing of another Congress, when further legislation can be had under ad- 
ditional light on the subject. What we want now is thorough organ- 
ization, with power from the Government to do something. As mat- 
ters have been, the Government agents have been in many cases re- 
fused access to the infected herds, and are told that ‘‘ whatever is done 
must be under the laws of the State, and as the State has no law on 
the subject, nothing can be done.’’ 

But my colleague on the committee [Mr. MORGAN], in his able re- 
marks shown in the RECORD of the 12th instant, seems to be dissatis- 
fied about the power which he believes is conferred upon the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture in enabling him to place a State in quarantine in 
case the State fails to co-operate with the plans of the Department. for 
the extirpation of the disease, and he calls it placing the power of this 
great Government behind him to enable him to trample upon the sov- 
ercign power of the State; while the facts are, the bill places the Com- 
missioner behind the Government, and upon his recommendation ‘‘the 
President shall be authorized to declare in quarantine the said State or 
Territory,” which keeps it entirely out of the hands of the commis- 
misioner, except as to recommendation, and leaves it altogether discre- 
tionary with the President. And, at the worst, there is nothing arbi- 
trary nor anything that savors of trampling upon the sovereign power 
of the State. 

It is in fact but the exercise of a power conferred by the Constitu- 
tion upon Congress to regulate commerce between the States, and in 
this case to prevent the exit from the State of animals having infec- 
tions or contagious diseases which may cost the Government millions 
to extirpate. And then, asa matter between right and wrong, is it not 
right? The State that will stubbornly resist the terms which the Gov- 
ernment offers in this bill and will persist in poisoning the stock of 
other States by sending abroad their diseased animals ought to be forced 
into respecting the rights of others by such means as may be practical 
and lawful. 

Now, my esteemed friend and colleague on the committee, in the 
speech referred to, criticised the provision of the bill which declares 
that in no case shall compensation be allowed for any animal slaugh- 
tered under the provisions of this act that may have contracted or have 
been exposed to such disease in a foreign country. 

He says, ‘‘you prohibit payment for that animal, and it cannot be 
destroyed except by consent of the owner.’’ In this the gentleman 
certainly is mistaken. 

Mr. MORGAN. I said ‘‘ except by consent of the owner,” 

Mr. FUNSTON. I know that; but ifCongress has the power, which 
no one disputes, to declare that three-fourths of the value when sound 
is just compensation, it has the power also to declare that no com- 
pensation shall be allowed for diseased animals when brought into 
this country. But, in any event, that objection can not be a serious 
one, as that clause can be very easily amended by making it applicable 
only to those hrought in after the approval of this act. 

Now, my colleague on the committee from New York, Dr. SWIN- 
BURNE, made an elaborate and able minority re and submitted 
with his speech in the RECORD of the 12th instant, in which report he 
severely criticised the chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry, and I 
think unjustly, for after a careful examination of his annual report for 
1885 I pronounce it, in my humble opinion, most complete and able 
in all respects, showing an amount of hard labor and diligent research 
seldom equaled by the head of any bureau. 

My colleague on the committee, in his report, charges the head of 
the bureau with incompetency, and cries aloud for more light on the 
subject of pleuro-pneumonia, and in his speech in the RECORD of the 
12th instant he says: ‘‘To-day the committee have no information 
whatever upon the subject.’? Had he turned to the bureau report he 
would have found all the information that any one could desire. He 
would have found over a hundred cases of pleuro-pneumonia reported 
right here in the District of Columbia, with the names of the owners, 
their localities, and eyen the names of the streets and numbers of the 
residences of the owners in this city. He there would have founda 
full and detailed account of pleuro-pneumonia in many of the States 
(Maryland, Delaware, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, Kentucky, Ten- 
nessee, Missouri, and New Jersey), and an account of about three hun- 
dred cases in his own State of New York, giving names of owners and 
their post-office addresses and counties, and the streets and residencesin 
cities. Also he would have found reports of inspection by veterinary 
surgeons in high standing from all parts of the country, many of which 
are most complete and interestimg, and confirming the existence of 
pleuro-pneumonia in an alarming degree. . 

Our eminent friend, however, who so worthily wears laurels won in 
the field of science, seems to be so wedded to science that of the great 
number of cattle actually infected with an incurable and most danger- 
ously contagious diseases he would not slaughter one, except a few for 
scientific purposes. Scattered as they may over every State of the 
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Union, he would put a guard over each herd or single animal that may 
be infected and keep him there until the herd or single animal has 
recovered or died, compelling the owner of the infected stock to bear 
the If all this were even practical it certainly would be a 
devotion to science which is truly heroic. 

I imagine now { see one of the Government agents, which he pro- 
vides for at a per diem of $5 to $10, in the second section of his sub- 
stitute, standing over a $15 sick cow, day in and day out for thirty, 
forty, or sixty days, and then compelling the owner of the cow to pay 
the of such a performance. Mr. Chairman, I hardly think I 
need follow this part of the subject further. What we need in this 
matter is a good supply of common sense and practical knowledge. 
Science has long ago spent its force on pleuro-pneumonia without the 
least ible benefit. The only thing left for us to do now is to eradi- 
cate it in the quickest way possible, which is by the death of the ani- 
mal infected. The three-fourths compensation at their sound value 
may seem to be too much when considered strictly in the light of obli- 
gation, but when we reflect that many infected animals have recovered; 
also that a less compensation than three-fourths would be an induce- 
ment to the owner to conceal the existence of the disease in his herd, 
it is thought to be wise to do that which would most likely revert to 
the public good, which is to pay a sufficient amount to secure its ex- 

by the owners of the infected animals, 

In this we have the example of European governments that have 
struggled with the disease for many years. France allows one-half 
value before the disease, if they are found to be affected, and three-fourths 
if only contaminated. England one-half of value before disease. Ger- 
many three-fourths. Austria the mean value of the animal before the 
disease. Belgium the same. Holland one-half value for those diseased 
and full value for those suspected; and Sweden two-thirds of value be- 
fore the disease. Now, I desire right here to read an extract from Flem- 

s Manual of Veterinary Sanitary Science and Police, found on page 
153, Report of Animal Industry for 1885. 

Dr. Fleming is president of the Royal oe of Veterinary Surgeons 
and principal veterinary surgeon of the English army. This extract 
sets forth most clearly the justice and wisdom of the compensation plan. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Compensation is the counte 
haye just seen, the most 
and generally the most economical. But unless com; 


gious disease, 

given to the owners it isa p and an injustice to resort to th 
and leads to every kind of deception and 
wise. A contagious disease 


ise of compulsory slaughter. Occision is, as we 
and prompt means of extinguishing a ete 
msation 


he com- 
cts would be 


ee 's loss frem 


Mr. FUNSTON. Nothing can more clearly set forth the motives for 
the compensation system than the article just read; and I may add 
that the reasons given for concealing the presence of pleuro-pneumonia 
in England doubtless would apply to-day to a thousand cases in this 
country. Individuals conceal it for the reasons just given, cities hay- 
ing large interests in slaughter-houses and the cattle trade conceal it 
for fear of a loss to their business, 

Mr. Chairman, it is the duty of the Government to set trusty and 
competent men at work to hunt it out and destroy it wherever it may 
be found. If for no other purpose than to suppress the diseased prod- 
ucts of the dairy and the slaughter-houses, the ends would justify the 
means, 

The interest at stake is too great to permit dallying with this matter. 
It would be trifling with the wealth and prosperity of the country. 
Already the existence of pleuro-pneumonia has caused us the loss of 
millions of dollars by shutting us out of foreign markets. England 
has, in consequence of it, forced us to slaughter our fat cattle in their 
ports of entry immediately upon landing, thus giving no opportunity to 
recover from the bruises and shrinkage of asea-voyage, and also forcing 
us into market wherever we may land and for whatever we can get at 
the time. The trade with England in stock or store cattle for the pur- 
pose of fattening, which was fast becoming one of the most profitable 
exports of this country has been destroyed, and millions of dollars an- 
nually flowing into this country through that channel has been turned 
in other directions. 

Our exports of cattle have dropped from $17,000,000 in 1884 to $10,- 
000,000 in 1886, and during the same period our exports of fresh beef 
have dropped from $11,000,000 to $9,000,000, and cheese from $11,- 
000,000 to $7,000,000, and butter from $3,000,000 to $2,000,000, mak- 
ing a falling off in the two years mentioned of $14,000,000; and yet we 
hesitate about giving $250,000 to change that condition of things, to say 
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nothing of the preservation of the cattle interests of this country, valued 
at over $1,200,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, we can hardly form an adequate idea by the expres- 
sion of figures of the tude of the interest which we are endeavor- 
ing to protect. To enable us to form even an approximate idea we are 
forced to resort to something as an illustration, which is more easily 
grasped by the mind than mere figures. On page 173 of the Report of 
Animal Industry for 1885, I find an illustration from the pen of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture, Mr. Colman, which gives some idea of 
this great interest. He gives the number of cattle in the United States 
at 45,000,000, and of which he says: 

Ifa solid column should be formed twelve animals deep, one end resting at 
New York city, its center encircling Sacramento and its other arm reaching back 
to Boston, such a column would contain about the number which now forms the 
basis of the capital stock, so to speak, of the cattle industry of the United 

Mr. Chairman, shutting this great interest out of foreiga markets is 
not the only disadvantage to which we are subjected by reason of the 
presence of pleuro-pneumonia. The trade between the States also is 
becoming confused by the multiplicity of quarantine laws, each one 
differing from the others and in each case forming an obstruction to 
free commerce between the States. There are doubtless States need- 
lessly quarantined against others, but that will continue to be the case 
until the General Government takes the matter in hand and establishes 
a uniform system and gives assurance that an impartial and thorough 
examination will be made in all directions, and every case of danger- 
ously pga or communicable disease brought to light and de- 
stroyed. 

Until this shall have been done trade in fine stock will remain as it 
is to-day, almost paralyzed, and nothing will be moved except fat cat- 
tle to market, which will also be in a great measure discontinued should 
the disease of pleuro-pneumonia become general. A few may 
serve to give an approximate idea of the immense trade w. is con- 
stantly going on between the States and show the importance of main- 
taining this great medium through which the money of our country is 
kept in circulation, I take the following statement from the report of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry for 1885: 

The cattle trade at the principal marketsof the United States for the year 1883 is 
shown by the following table: Kansas City received 460,780; Saint Louis, 405,000; 
Chicago, 1,878,944; Cincinnati, 218.425; Buffalo, 603,755; New York, 872,472; Phila- 
de}phia, 237,050 ; Baltimore, 94,3904; making a total of 4,769,865 received by the 
principal markets of the United States in one year, 

When we contemplate the fact that almost the whole of this properly 
falls under the head of interstate-commerce and that it is liable to be 
destroyed at any time by the spread of that insidious and fatal disease, 
pleuro-pneumonia, we must be convinced that itis the duty of Congress 
to immediately adopt such means as may effectually eradicate it. 

Mr. Chairman, it is hardly necessary to dwell on the importance of 
maintaining and protecting all of the great industries of this country; 
suffice to say the man of the West sees in the mechanical industries of 
the East wealth to all the nation. He sees in them work and good 
wages for millions of willing hands. He sees in them year by year the 
cheapening of the products of the loom, the machinery for the farm, and 
he sees, too, in them a ready market for a large A beg of all his pro- 
ductions. So the man of the East sees in the thriving industries of the 
West wealth to all the nation. He sees in them cheap food, he sees in 
them eager purchasers for his mechanical productions, and thusa mar- 
ket unsurpassed by any other in all the world. So the North and South 
see in each other common business interests in which the prosperity of 
one is the prosperity of the other. Let us be wise, then, and pro- 
mote and protect the special interests of each and thereby add to the 


wealth of all. [Applause ] 
Mr. HATCH. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. ConGER]. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr, Chairman, I have not heretofore occupied much 
time of the House with speech-making, and if apology is necessary for 
trespassing upon your patience at this time it must be found in the 
importance of this measure to the whole country, and especially to the 
constituency which I represent and for whom I speak. 

I came to the opening of this Congress with a firm conviction that 
there was no question upon which considerate and prompt legislation 
was more urgently demanded than that of the suppression and exter- 
mination of pleuro-pneumonia. Hence I early introduced the bill 
(H. R. 3350) for which the one under consideration is a very excellent 
substitute, 

I shall not disenss the constitutional question raised. I apprehend 
that the very able and thorough presentation of the constitutionality 
of such a measure by its friends, both in the Forty- eighth Congress and 
in this present House, has been sufficient to satisfy the mind of every 
individual except those distinguished statesmen who have become so 
accustomed to cry ‘‘ unconstitutional” for lack of other argument that 
now, unwittingly, they summon this ghost on all occasions, and the 
present discussion is no exception. 

Congress, then, having the constitutional power, what is the demand 
for its exercise? A great plague is threatening one of the most im- 
portant industries of our country; threatening it as the approach of 
cholera, small-pox, or yellow fever threatens human life. And we 


1887. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1103 


should summon all the resources of the Government to suppress it, and 
to defend our people and their from this, as promptly and ef- 
ficiently as we would from the human plague. This may not only af- | a 
fect the health and lives of our citizens by infecting our great food sup- 
plies of beef, butter, cheese, and milk, but may also destroy the vast 
amount of value represented by the various cattle industries of this 


country. 

As to the contagiousness of this dreadful malady there is no longer 
room for doubt, and the rapidity and certainty with which it spreads 
is unquestioned. 

The following extract from the of the English privy coun- 
cil, which is the Nn aerer y dagran pe a moeie 
extreme subtleness of the contagion. 

All articles which have been in contact with a diseased animal, or any of its 


discharges, are capable the infection for an indefinite time, and must 
be looked upon as bein, ing actualy f gees 


fastening animals, leather 
or sheds in which animals have been standi: ng, path 
eased animals have walked or been carried, fie 
have po rie! the clothes, and icularly shoes and Dona pa aa 
pointed of drivers; even the cl 


have been in contact with oer proceeding m diseased animals or with 
such cattle themselves, 


Ty oes ok wu tas cme teed pear in a short time, but when 
once its fangs are planted aN only be torn out with the life of 
the victim. 

When once it is grounded in a community, it is there to stay indefi- 
nitely. France has been fighting it for nearly a century with im- 
mense expendi and is not rid of it yet. 

Belgium and Holland have been struggling to eradicate it for sixty 
years or more, but with indifferent success, Great Britain and Ireland 
with a twenty years’ war, and the expenditure of millions of 
money, have not entirely destroyed. it. Prussiaand Austria have been 
lavish with their expenditures, industrious and persistent in their ef- 
forts to destroy it, yet still itis theirherds. Russia, South 
Africa, and Australia have been for years and are ow, still strug- 
gling with it. Billions have been expended in ting the dreaded 
contagion in the old world, and the destruction o gen, thereby is 
absolutely incalculable. 

Itis fast getting a foot-hold in this country, and unless the most 
heroic treatment is at once resorted to we may reasonably expect the 
p Epi A fol eaae pe a ap here, 

big hatade Lor pose an umonia in Europe in 1690, 
when it was introduced 


From 1711 to 1714, 1,500,000 cattle died in Western and Central 
Europe, and from 1745 to 1748, 3,000,000 died; AANA At Laaa 
152,000, and in Great Britain, in 1865 and 1886, over 400, 
being buried in one week; and in Edinburgh fonz-fifthe of ll the tows 
either died of the disease or were killed because infected with it. 


ease over our country is pera inca le. We have now ton 
five million çattle valued at nearly $1,300,000,000. 

The loss would be not only by death, but to this we must add, as 
Dr. Law says: 


eh Sine eres Ot AROE n Soe Set ee of produce lost, of loss 
of progen; of loss of fodder no longer safe to feed to to Sila of of diminished har- 

lack of T and manure, of pyre soe and eee attend- 
ants whenever new is brought on a farm, of cleansing and disinfection 
SE See eR SORE is aE become absolutely essential under the cir- 


If once spread over this country the loss entailed, directly and in- 
directly, would be more than do our national debt. 

J. H. Anderson, American consul at Hamburg, twenty years ago 
sent us these warning words: 


The havoc and ir caused by this awful kin-paar in Fetus to allow ought to make 
usall very careful. Our custom-houses sho low any cattle, dead 
or alive, or any hides, tallow, or bones Beg PA to pass, The commission ap- 
portatan by Sopena to investigate the disease has re oe ted that it is believed 

be incurable, and the only. thine to be done 1 to Mop tis further apres. All 
Caan OIA in cattle TA canna: A espotism should be in 
ay opinion, along our seaboard and b the Senne 
forens the introduction of this bein moo” 
prone evar buoyan hopefulness o of the American le 


make ao tos tot teen the ae ‘A ayer: 
n suffer as ve rey) are suffer- 
fig, an they will t delay which has amounted almost to 
e have had very little ce to which live-stock is liable, and 
we will only know what it is to suffer in that way, and when 
now in d ve en ourland from end to mak- 
ing rich farmers poor in a the rest of us turn away witha 
animals that roam the 


skudder even from the flesh Pitre bee beautiful blooded 
bive-grass regions of Ohio and Kentucky. 


Gentleman, let us learn something from the tardy, hesitating course 
of our English cousins. It was not until the disease had over 

a great tract of their territory, had killed off half their and 
was slaughtering their cattle in great droves, that the sluggish minds 
of common Englishmen were aroused and awoke to the threatened 
extermination of their herds. But the plague still continued its 
ravages; the government and the people became alarmed, and a law 
was passed which, by its strict provisions and its enormous appropria- 
tions, succeeded in checking its destructive raid, and finally in con- 
troling and carey destroying it; but not until millions of prop- 
erty were sacrificed and millions of revenue expended, 

In no country in the world are there such facilities for the rapid 
spread of such a disease as in ours, Our neighborhoods are now co-ex- 
istent with our States, Our States are so profusely bound with iron 
bands of interstate railroads that the whole country is practically one 
vast vicinage. 

So rapid has been the march of improvement and so unprecedented 
our development, that time and distance haye both been practically 
eliminated from the SguaNon: of on of Sime ee i 

Our people are a thrifty, tradin; ive people. 
The plebeian herds of the West en he toa sed with e royal strains 
of blood from the East, and so daily, hourly, some train is hurrying 
toward the setting sun, with Durham, Hereford, Holstein, Angus, or 
Jersey, selected with care and great expense from localities which even 
now may be infected with this dire plague, possibly apres its whole 
line of march with the deadly poison, and lanting gpi acta 
monia into those great masses of splendid, living, meTag ee 
wealth, the cattle of our Western grazing fields, or 
in Ohio, Illinois, Kentucky, Iowa, Kansas, and Neb: en whieh 
a blaze may be kindled that would lick up with its devouring flames 
more value than would a Chicago fire in all the great cities of our Union. 

It has been very clearly shown by the history of this disease, and ex- 
periments therewith in Europe, the details of which I need not re- 
peat, that the only practical method of treatment is destruction; and 
that is only possible before a general diffusion throughout our herds. 

If we stop and reflect upon the magnitude of the danger threatening 
us, no member of this House who has the general welfare of the Gov- 
ernment at heart, can justify himself for not voting for this measure as 
the only possible way of warding it off. 

Quarantine regulations cannot be established by States at State lines 
without very seriously affecting general trade and disastrously in- 
terfering with commerce between the States, because the great bulk 
of our business, especially the trade in live-stock, is interstate, and 
must be met tie the bea There bas one policy left us; and, i in 
my judgment, it is the best, namely: every afflicted animal, ex: 
terminate Shs piagne Aora one land, ly en and then Eai wach tight E 
tine that it make its entry impossible. 

Inoculation has been tried and tried again, both in Europe and in 
this country, but not with satisfactory result, and the best authorities 
now everywhere agree that destruction is the best known remedy. 

But this remedy is not practicable, Talons pootjaon Dë pet te 
Government for payment for all animals so destroyed. Men are very 
much alike everywhere, and the average cattle-owner is not going to 
kill his own cattle, nor sitidly by and see them die; but will as surely 
try to sell agents disease is expected, as will the average merchant, 
manufacturer, and trader make effort to sell his wares regardless of con- 


th | dition or value. 


Then the danger of spreading the contagion is imminent, and noth- 
ing but the strong arm of the National Government can sup me the 
dreadful scourge or insure the country’s future freedom th 

The Government should pay the whole cost, for the results to go at- 
tained will not accrue to the benefit of the few, but to the many; not 
only to the beef producers, but also the beef eaters—and in that cate- 
gory we recognize every man, woman, and child in this broad land. 

The expense will be a considerable amount. But the industry to be 
Daotaeped OF SUPR a? proportions as to fully justify the expendi- 


wast said before, we have in this country fotty-five million cattle. 
rierigs en of this vast number may be had when we under- 

cont that if loaded in the usual freight cars, with accompanying en- 
gines and way cars, it would make a train that would encircle the en- 
tire globe, and then be obliged to have double track for half the dis- 
tance across this continent; or, if placed in column of ten abreast, they 
would make a solid phalanx that would reach from San Francisco to 
New York and from there to New Orleans, 

Giving a faint idea of our commerce in cattle, six millions are mar- 
keted yearly. 

The number received at the Union Stock Yards of Chicago alone dur- 
ing the past year was 1,905,518—over one hundred thousand car-loads, 

ued at $100,000,000, and during the last twenty years 20,446,161 
head, at a valuation considerably in excess of $1,000,000, 000. 

I give these figures from the Chicago trade, because that is our 
greatest gy a ay, the geitin as T and con- 

sequently source test © dangie m p 8. 

I base my advocacy aps ge and vital im- 


upon its general 
portance k our s elile country. zaag I might be pardoned for my 
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enthusiastic support because of the enormous interests in my own 
State that are to be protected by it. 

The State which I have the honor to, in 
floor stands second only to great, broad-plained Texas in the total 
number of cattle it contains. Isay in number, for in te value 
of cattle Iowa stands first among all the sisterhood of States, having, 
by the census of 1885, 3,103,273 head, with an actual cash value of 
$90,000,000. 

No pleuro-pneumonia has yet entered our State. 

Every day we are sending great broad-backed, thick-ribbed, superbly 
fattened bullocks to the Eastern shambles, and farnishing the beef- 
eater of both continents with as pure, sweet, healthy, marbled meat as 
the world can furnish. We desire to keep it so, and will gladly pay 
our share of the expense proposed in this bill to save our herds from 
disease and to preserve for you, gentlemen, and for the world, a con- 
tinued supply of choice healthy beef. But my plea is not for Iowa 
alone, but for every State and for every owner of cattle, as well for the 
widow with her single cow as for the owner of thousands, 

We are continually importing cattle from Europe and shipping from 
our own Eastern States in order to improve our stock. 

The introduction ot one affected animal would endanger and possibly 
infect our whole number. We, as a State, are powerless to prevent it. 
A half ascore of great trunk lines of interstate railway traverse our State. 
Asingle case of pleuro-pneumonia carried over one of these lines, as inter- 
state commerce, might plant the contagion in a dozen of our counties, 
and sow the seeds for the destruction of this chiefest of the great indus- 
tries in Iowa, and wipe out as with the fury of a cyclone a hundred 
millions of accumulated wealth. 

The same calamity, in kind if not in degree, might happen to any 
State. The National Government alone can prevent it, and Congress 
will neglect that high and sacred constitutional duty, to provide for 
the common defense and promote the general welfare of the United 
States, if it does not at once adopt vigorous measures to stamp out this 
plague from our soil and to absolutely prevent its further introduction 
from foreign lands, It is a matter of the very highest moment to our 
whole people, not only beef and butter producers, but milk-drinkers 
and beef-eaters, and the only criticism of the measure that I make is 
that the provisions of this bill are not sufficient for the work to be 
done, nor the appropriation commensurate with the expenditures that 
should be made and the importance of the result to be attained. I 
shall, therefore, Mr. Speaker, at the proper time propose an amendment 
increasing the amount to $500,000. 

In 1884, at the very time when the Forty-eighth Congress was dis- 
cussing this same question, and gentlemen opposed the creation of the 
bureau of animal industry and the proposed measures for suppress- 
ing this disease, claiming that it was then confined to only a small por- 
tion of our territory, to States that could and would control and ex- 
tinguish it; that it not and would not cross the Alleghany Mount- 
ains; yet at that very moment it had crossed the mountain range and 
was spreading itself with wondrous rapidity in Ohio, Illinois, Missouri, 
and Kentucky, has cost those States millions of dollars in the last two 
years, and has terribly demoralized, not only the cattle trade, but the 
whole eattle interests of those States. 

It was only by the skill, energy, courage, promptness, and untiring 
devotion of this bureau of animal industry that the whole great West 
escaped, almost miraculously, from being overrun and devastated by the 
dreadful scourge; and we can not be more certain now than in 1884 
that pleuro-pneumonia is not at this moment plantingits deadly fangs 
into the very heart of the great Western herds from which the beef, 
milk, butter, and cheese supply must be drawn that nourishes and sup- 

rts our vast population. The recent alarming outbreak at Chicago 
is but a repetition of that of 1884, only with greater fury and more dis- 
astrous results, and is of itself sufficient justification for the passage of 
this measure. The splendid service of this bureau and the very grati- 
fying results therefrom are unanswerable arguments in favor of its con- 
tinuance and considerable enlargement. Dr. Salmon, its very efficient 
chief, and to whom its success is so largely due, says in his annual re- 
port—and he arrives at this conclusion not only from actual experi- 
mentsin this country, but from a very careful, intelligent, and thorough 
study of the history of the disease in all other countries— 

The only practical way to exterminate pleuro-pneumonia is to slaughter at 
once all herds infected with a disease that remains in a herd months and even 
years, No system of quarantine can he made satisfactory; the numberof herds 
under supervision would go on increasing, and we should soon reach a period, 
as they did in Holland, when quarantine would cease to be a practical measure 
and when the disease would continue as before. 

Sane 7 unquestionably proven by the experience with the disease in 
olland. 

In the districts where every affected animal was slaughtered the 
disease was extirpated, but in every district where other measures, 
such as quarantine and inoculation, were relied upon, the efforts were 
fruitless ; and this has been the experience of all other countries where 
it has prevailed. 

We have started out in the right direction; have adopted the only 
wise policy. Let us follow it with wise legislation and generous ap- 
propriations, and innumerable national benefits will result. 


represent upon this 


Mr. Chairman, we can not estimate too highly the importance of this 
measure; none more im’ t has had or can have the consideration 
of this Congress, It is of the highest moment to the cattle raisers of 
this country that there be a sufficient circulating medium for the nec- 
essary transactions of trade, and that it be safe, reliable, and permanent. 
It is of the utmost importance that there be such governmental super- 
vision of corporations, such judicious control of interstate commerce, 
that the whole value of our products shall not be absorbed in freight 


It is of primary interest to the consumers that the price of their food 
supply shall not be inordinately increased by unjust transportation 
charges, and it is wise and prudent that prompt and effective legisla- 
tion should be had in that direction; but it is of supreme concern to 
the farmer and beef grower that they shall first have the cattle to sell; 
and of equal importance to the beef eaters that they shall find in theif 
markets meats free from the poison and infection of disease. 

This assurance can be given to neither, except by some legislation in 
the direction sought by this bill. What boots it to the cattle-grower 
how much silver there is in circulation, whether it is coined free or 
otherwise, if his herds have been destroyed by disease? What concern 
has he in freight rates, in ‘‘long hauls,” in ‘‘short hauls,” or in 
“ pools,” if he has no cattle to transport? 

We are essentially an agricultural people—cattle-growers and grain- 
producers—and we must necessarily remain so. Twenty-nine millions 
of our population are en; in agricultural pursuits, and nature has so 
fashioned and endowed this continent that it will be profitable for them 
to so continue. 

But the time is rapidly approaching when, instead of being a grain- 
growing people, we will be a cattle-growing nation. Instead of ex- 
porting cereals we must export stock. Breadstuffs must give place to 
meats. Countries less favored by Providence than ours must furnish 
the former and we will furnish the latter. 

Australia, whose exportation of wheat to Europe has increased from 
9,517,217 bushels in 1881, to 18,419,561 bushels in 1884, and India, 
with an increase of exportation from 4,109,495 bushels in 1880, to 
39,202,636 bushels in 1884, are increasing in their cereal productions 
so rapidly that, with their cheap labor—only 8 cents day—and 
growing transportation facilities, they are bound to drive us out of 
European grain markets, and, except for our wise and judicious protec- 
tive tariff, would be knocking at our very door with their vast stores, 

But neither their soil, climate, nor intelligence will t them to 
compete with us in our cattle-growing and beef-producing industries. 

Our farmers in the West are fast learning that corn-fields and beef- 
pastures are vastly more profitable than grain-fields. They have learned 
that grain-growing kills the soil and exhausts the wealth of the farm, 
while cattle-growing brings back its life and enhances its value. 

This industry is the only salvation for the worn-out farms of Vir- 
ginia, the very life of which has been sacrificed on the altar of grain 
and tobacco. So, all over the South, cattle, sheep, and hogs must take 
the place of cotton, tobacco, and hemp, if prosperity is to crown the 
efforts of ouragriculturists. Here now isone question in which there 
is no politics. Upon this measure no party lines can be drawn. The 
old East and the new West, the old North and ‘‘ the new South,” can 
all join hands, and by a common effort subserve the common good. 

Gentlemen, we can all afford to vote the expenditure of a few hun- 
dred thousand dollars, yes, of millions, if necessary, to exterminate this 
dread contagion that is now threatening the great herds of the West, 
and the extermination of which disease will make it possible for the 
citizens of the East and South to rehabilitate their worn-out farms 
with an industry more pleasant and profitable than any in which they 
have ever engaged. - 

Anotherimportant reason why this plague should be obliterated from 
its present location is the fact that ne eed free grazing plains of the 
far West have already reached their limit of profitable occupation, and 
the grasses which once furnished fat sustenance for the roaming herds of 
buffalo, and later for the immense domestic droves that have taken their 
places, are fast disappearing before the ruthless tread of civilization, 
and our 45,000,000 cattle must cease to increase, in fact must grow 
gradually less, unless many of the cereal farms of the Western and Mid- 
dle States and many of the tobacco and cotton plantations of the 
South are turned into corn-fields and clover and blue-grass pastures, 
and cultivators and cattle take the place of the reaper and the thresher, 
the gin and the press. 

We are in less danger of world competition with our cattle-growing 
and cattle products has with any other of our valued industries. 

The United States, by reason of its latitude, its climate, its water, 
and its soil, is the very paradise of the cattle-grower, the producer, and 


the manufacturer of dairy products. 
There is to-day but one drawback to our entry into the first markets 
of Europe, and that is the em of pleuro-pneumonia. 


suspected 
We grow the best beef in the world, and all Europe knows it. Once 
let them understand that pleuro-pneumoniais eradicated from our herds, 
and we will find an open sesame into markets that will at once add 
from ten to fifteen dollars per head to our rted cattle, and increase 
the demand to such an extent as will swell the volume of trade very 
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largely in our favor and add tens of millions to the profits of the cattle 
growers of this country, the widow with her single cow coming in for 
her share as well as the man with thousands for his, 

It is estimated that by reason of the presence of pleuro-pneumonia 
in the United States the restrictions placed upon our export trade in 
cattle and cattle products, and the consequent falling off in volume 
and depreciation in price, results in an actual loss to our people of at 
least $8,000,000 per annum. 

Our average annual exports of cattle and cattle products for the last 
three years was $45,894,820. 

This immense trade will be rapidly and materially reduced, and 
probably destroyed altogether, if pleuro-pneumonia should become gen- 
erally distributed throughout our land, or it can be immeasurably 
increased if the restriction can be removed; and it can be done if we 
can satisfy the foreign markets that we have stamped out the contagion 
from our herds, and hence destroyed all danger of introducing afresh 
the fearful disease which so long and so terribly scourged their lands. 

Mr. Chairman, the 29,000,000 of agriculturists in the United States 
demand this legislation at our hands; the 31,000,000 consumers of 
their products demand it; the trade, the commerce, the progress, the 
future of our whole country demand it, and the bill ought to pass. 

In my opinion, Mr. Chairman, the Congress of the United States, 
composed, as it is, almost wholly of professional and business men, has 
all too long neglected the farmers and their interests. Scattered, as 
theyare, without organization, and without the opportunity of concur- 
rent action, they have silently and patiently toiled on and on, while 
the organized manufacturers and associated capital have been incessant 
in their demands for legislation, and have consequently been heard. 

But the time has come when we must recognize that the American 
farm is the basic rock in our structure, and that upon the shoulders of 
the farmer primarily rests our success or failure as a great commercial 
nation. Make their calling sure, and success to the other great indus- 
tries and pursuits is assured. 

Stamp out pleuro-pneumonia, and we help them and save our inter- 
state-commerce from the hopeless paralysis which would inevitably 
result from a general spread of this contagion. 

Mr. HATCH. I reserve the remainder of my time till the hour as- 
signed to the other side expires. 

Mr. SWINBURNE. The other day when the House adjourned I 
was entitled to ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is now recognized for ten min- 
utes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SWINBURNE] five minutes in addition. 

Mr. SWINBURNE. In the investigation of this question of disease 
among cattle I have no personal object to attain further than to domy 
duty honestly. My profession as a physician is one that demands hon- 
esty and sacrifices to protect the health of the people. I believein my 
position as a member of this House my dutiesin this respect are greater 
than were I quietly following my profession at home. I have no per- 
sonal fight with the Department of Agriculture, the Commissioner, or 
any of hissubordinates. But I am free to say that when this House or 
the country is being imposed upon by ignorant men and deceit at- 

_ tempted to be practiced there is no policy or favor that will foree me 
to silence. 

That deceit has been practiced by the Bureau of Animal Industry 
is evident from the report of the chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture. I would be the last man in the House to charge that gen- 
tleman with being a party to any dishonest scheme to rob the Treas- 
ury; but I cannot conceive why he exhibited so much feeling on the 
floor of this House, or why he has pursued the arbitrary course he has 
in the committee when any attempt was made to discuss the matter. 
When the bill now under discussion was first reported by the chair- 
man he made the statement that 60,000 head of cattle had been ex- 
posed to the disease. This statement is denied by the Commissioner 
of Agriculture, and hence there can be no other conclusion than that 
the head of the Bureau of Animal Industry imposed on the chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture, which forces me to the conclusion that 
there is either a dishonest scheme somewhere or that the head of the 
Bureau realizes his own ignorance, and failing to find anything of the 
nature of the disease would have the world believe it incurable. 

To find the nature of this disease and how to prevent its recurrence 
can not well be estimated in dollars, as it involves not only a great 
commercial interest, but affects the health of the people vastly greater 
than can be imagined. I believe in the liberal expenditure of money 
by the Government where the people are benefited; but I am op 
to the expenditure of one dollar where no benefit is to be derived but 
where it might result, as I believe would be the case if this bill should 
become law, in injury. This House has a right to demand of all the 
Departments any knowledge necessary to correct legislation. To ob- 
tain light on this subject, I present to the Committee on Agriculture a 
resolution asking specific information of the Department of Agriculture. 
The committee indorsed this resolutionand we now, after months have 
sce pees have a reply. What is that reply? By reading the resolution 

the answer you will readily perceive that it is not responsive, but 
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evasive and unreliable, and, I am compelled toadd, in some parts un- 
truthfal. 

The Commissioner starts out by telling us that the statement that 
sixty thousand cattle have been exposed to pleuro-pneumonia is not cor- 
rect and hence requires a different reply from what was intended. If 
the statement was not correct then his subordinate at the head of the 
Bureau of Animal Industry is guilty of a grave offense in furnishing to 
the chairman of the committee falsehoods, not facts. The reply is an 
insult, because it admits that the Commissioner knew what informa- 
tion the committee wanted but refuses to furnish it. 

The reply to the resolution is an attempt to cover up the ignorance 
ofa department over which an educated and scientific man should pre- 
side; a man who would be practical and attempt to discover the causes 
producing this disease, for it is a well settled scientific fact that the or- 
ganism of both man and beast are so perfectly constructed that where 
disease is found it comes only from some violation of the laws of a wise 
Creator. . 

When the Commissioner in his endeavor to assist his would-be head 
national butcher in his ignorance, to cover up his failures by butcher- 
ing the supposed infected and exposed cattle, attempts to prove quar- 
antining a failure by citing the cholera in the city of New York in 1865 
and 1866, he is guilty of misrepresentation, as not a case of cholera, 
according to the report of the Commissioner, was ever traced as coming 
from quarantine to the city of New Yorkatthattime. He forgot, orper- 
haps was ignorant of the fact, that a large number of vessels with passen- 
gers from infected ports upon which there were no signs of sickness of 
any kind passed up the harbor of New York, no clothing being exam- 
ined unless sickness was found among the passengers. He may not have 
known that at that time cholera was being carried into Halifax, Nova 
Seotia, and other ports of the Provinces, as well as the United States, and 
that passengers were constantly arriving in New York from these places 
without passing quarantine. But, perhaps, were he in authority at the 
time he would have, on general principles, slaughtered all the passen- 
gers arriving because they had been on shipboard or came from coun- 
tries where cholera was supposed to exist. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I desire to ask the gentleman from New York a 
question. Is it not a fact that while you are having your quarantine 
at New York city cholera spread all over that city ? 

Mr. SWINBURNE. We had some cholera there. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Did it not get away from you entirely, and did not 
thousands of people die from that disease notwithstanding your quar- 
antine? s 

Mr. SWINBURNE. Ido not know that to be a fact. But I know 
the board of health reported that not a single case in New York could 
be traced to quarantine. 

In this reply not one word of light is thrown on what became of the 
four hundred and fifty-five herds reported exposed, or what finally be- 
came of the Cynthiana, Ky., or Callaway, Mo., herds. 

With his letter are two reports of herds in Maryland and New Jer- 
sey. Now, as I understand it, a herd would be a number of cattle 
together, but the Department of Agriculture finds most of its herds to 
consist of one animal. We are told how many were slaughtered, but 
further than this no knowledge. 

It will be observed thatin all the cases reported the infected animals 
were found in close and filthy stables and in crowded places, fed on 
swill and mash, and in no instance where the animals were kept in 
clean and healthy places. For three hundred years this disease has 
existed, and we are now as ignorant of its nature and cause as at any 
time in the past. 

We admit there is a contagious disease, but do not know why it is 
termed pleuro-pneumonia. Why should it not be called typhus? We 
know that there is a concentration of poisons in close and illy-venti- 
lated places, such as in the holds of vessels, in cattle-yards, sheds, and 
stables, which causes disease, and is liable to infect all, whether human 
beings or cattle, while in the open air or in well-ventilated places dis- 
ease seldom or never breaks out. 

The medical world has learned the cause and nature of typhus and 
typhoid fevers, and that nearly all who are attacked recover when 
brought into contact with fresh air, while those who are kept in a foul 
atmosphere seldom recover. This principle will hold equally good in 
the treatment of animals. 

In the last printed report it is stated that in Illinois, ‘‘in consequence 
of the quite general enlightenment of farmers and others, deaths from 
Texas fever have been comparatively few in this State during recent | 
years.” Had the principle of butchering been followed out the farm- 
ers and others would not have been enlightened. And I may add that 
the State of New York, which now refuses to adopt the method of the 
Department, expended thousands of dollars to assist in securing this 
enlightenment. 

It is scientific enlightening we want in the matter of this disease. 
Without this the slaughtering process may go on, the disease continue 
to break out, and no benefit will be achieved. To get this knowledge 
there is but one method, that of quarantining and scientific investiga- 
tion, and if the Agricultural Department can not be so constituted as 
to accomplish this, then it is the duty of the Government to devise 
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some other method to obtain some knowledge of pleuro-pneumonia. I 
hold that there never has been an intelligent quarantining and treat- 
ment of cattle said to have been affected with this disease in Europe 
or in this country. At least, I have never read or heard of any such. 

There are only two methods of treating disease in men or animals; 
one is founded on the application of practical and scientific principles 
to assist nature; the other is the result of ignorance, and to my mind 
this wholesale slaughter for the cure of disease in cattle is on a par 
with the traditional which holds that the only way to care for 
a wounded or fractured limb is to cut it off. The one, the true prin- 
ciple is to save and preserve, while the other is to destroy. 

do not agree with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Haron] that 
t the danger in dollars and cents to the tax-payers of the United States 
when the first gun fired at Fort Sumter ushered in the rebellion was 
not greater than the danger to be apprehended from this recent out- 
break of pleuro-pneumonia among the cattle of the Northwest,” be- 
cause I believe Congress wiil refuse to sanction the schemes of the 
Agricultural t or establish a barbarous practice simply that 
a few cattle dealers and speculators may become rich. I am free to 
admit that the men who inaugurated the movement which opened the 
war acted on honest convictions, but am forced to believe that the men 
who claim to be the most interested in this matter are anxious to es- 
tablish a system of uncivilized destruction at the expense of 
the Government. 

I believe a propersystem of quarantining is the only means by which 
we can arrive at satisfactory conclusions and offer no inducements for 
the practice of frauds. The Department says it knows nothing definite 
about this disease, pleuro-pneumonia; that its incipiency is to the De- 
partment a mystery, and that it does not know w the disease be- 
Tone contagious or when it ceases. Killing will not supply that 

wledge. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] says he is not a medical 
man. Iam well aware of that fact. If he were, he would know that 
the only way to learn the nature of a contagious or other disease is by 
a careful watching of it in all its stages. It was only by this method 
and by strict quarantining that we are now in the possession of the 
nature and progress of cholera, yellow fever, es and the other 
diseases in the human family, and having secured this knowledge we 
are able to meet these diseases and suppress them. Through quaran- 
tining we obtained our knowledge of the Texas fever among cattle, 
and can do the same with this disease, 

The cattle interest of this nation, involving millions of dollars, is too 
important to trifle with, and for the reasons I have given I am opposed 
to this bill and offered as a substitute the bill 8843, the passage of 
which, I believe, will be in the interest of the stock-raisers, the Gov- 
ernment, the people, and science. 

The language of the bill now before the House, introduced by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], and the report submitted by 
him have, in my opinion, done more to jeopardize the cattle industry 
abroad, if any injury has been done, than all other causes combined; 
and now by the statement of the Commissioner of Agriculture we are 
informed that the report of Mr. HATCH, submitted a year ago, is not 
true, and that the statement that there were sixty thousand head ot 
cattle exposed to pleuro-pneumoniaismisleading. Thechairmanclaims 
to have made thatstatement on the strength of an unofficial report from 
the head of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 

There is, then, a serious question as to which of these three, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture, the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure, or the head of the Bureau of Animal Industry is reliable on this 
subject. On the strength of that report to Congress the statement went 
abroad that the nation was rotten with cattle disease. These contra- 
dictory statements must involve some one in criminal misrepresenta- 
tion or be attributed to absolute ignorance. 

In the printed report for 1884, sent out to the world last year, a large 
portion of the book was taken up with a rt of a herd said to have 
pleuro-pneumonia at Cynthiana, Ky., which was afterwards, on a cer- 


tificate of health, itted to leave the State, taken to Texas, and dis- 
posed of. What eof the herd the Department has no knowl- 
ed 

The diseases in New York and vicinity, and in Brooklyn, I 


was informed by letter from the health department of these cities did 
not exist. Is it any wonder, then, that some States refuse to co-operate 
with a Department run by ignorance or deceit? 

The recent reported outbreak of disease among the cattle at Chicago 
goes to prove that the passage of this bill will offer inducements to keep 
up a continual excitementover diseases incattle. The Department wants 
power to extirpate this disease by slaughter. Did it prove by its action 
at Chicago its ability to manage this outbreak? When the disease was 
first known to exist in Chicago were any methods adopted by the Agri- 
cultural Department to suppress it? We heard of none until a large 
number of cattle were reported sick. If the conclusions of the 
ment are correct that germs of the disease can be distributed long be- 
fore it is discovered in the animal, why is it that the Department are 
unable to trace its being carried from Chicago to other places? 

A controversy between the Commissioner of Agriculture and the au- 
thorities of the State of Illinois with reference to the reported disease 
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among cattle in Chicago recently but confirms my views that the De- 
partment of Agriculture should not be invested with the power it asks 
in dealing with diseases among cattle. The live-stock commissioners 
of the State of apace yanked EPSE px ALE RE 
of Agriculture has never discovered a case of pleuro-pne in that 
or any other State. That the existence of the disease in the cattle- 
sheds of Chicago should have been unknown at the Department of 
Agriculture until late last year argues a want of vigilance which can 
only be attributed to incompetency, particularly as it is asserted it 
has existed there in a mild form for three or four years. 

The commissioners of Illinois hold that under their system of quar- 
antine they were entirely able to prevent the spread of the disease. 
They claim that upon examination and test but a limited number 
were actually diseased while thousands had been exposed. They hold 
that had the plan of the Department of Agriculture been followed out 
it would have been discovered that probably out of three thousand 
head of cattle slaughtered, at a liability of from $125,000 to $150,000, 
not to exceed 5 per cent. would have been found on post mortem ex- 
amination to have been diseased. 

The Illinois commissioners claim that they have done more for the 
suppression of the disease in ninety days than the Department of Agri- 
culture has accomplished in two years and a half, and I believe they 
state a fact. They desired to allay the fear that was being aroused 
and were anxious at their own risk and expense to inaugurate the 
proper sanitary and disinfecting remedies in their sheds. But the De- 
partment of Agriculture, having ignorantly asserted that the only 
remedy was wholesale slaughter, refused to either try the simple reme- 
dies or countenance the Illinois commission in so doing. 

That the live-stock commissioners of Illinois are pursuing the proper 
course in this matter is clearly evident, and it is to be hoped that the 
General Government will not by the passage of this bill interfere to 
the injury of the great cattle industry. 

I am persuaded that the gentlemen who are now e 
vestigation of diseases in cattle in the interest of the si 
cago, if permitted and properly assisted to pursue their inv 
willlearn more definitely the nature of the disease, and how to meet 
and suppress it. Already we have some very important discoveries 
as the result of their observation. 

It is rarely that any number of scientific men suddenly on a 
conclusion where the subject they are investigating pianla gt mys- 
tery. This is particularly the case among the medical fraternity. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I desire to ask the gentleman from New York a 
question right here. Has not every veterinary surgeon who has re- 
ported to the Government reported this disease to be pleuro-pneumonia? 
Do not all agree as to this? 

Mr. SWINBURNE. Ido not know thatto be the fact. They have 
confessed themselves that it is not. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Do they not say it is contagious? 

Mr. SWINBURNE. If it be pleuro-pneumonia it is not contagious. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Do not they say it is pleuro-pneumonia? 

Mr. SWINBURNE. I cannot say. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Have you not read this in the report? Do they 
not say it is pleuro-pneumonia? 

Mr. SWINBURNE. If they do, I think they lie. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Suppose they say it is you who are mistaken. 

Mr. SWINBURNE. Yet there was in Chicago a remarkable instance 
of nearly twenty so-called scientific ee eee 
arriving at a mutual agreement on this disease of pleuro-pneumonia in 
cattle. The head of the Bureau of Animal Ind: , Dr. Salmon, an- 
nounced a conclusion at which he had arrived, and forthwith all the 
veterinaries agreed with him. A gentleman of the medical profession 

iding in Chicago, who had given the subject much study, being pres- 
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resi 
ent, was asked his opinion. He replied that he thought the gentlemen 
a ‘little too unanimous,” and desired to know upon what facts they 
sustained the theory advanced; that, for hi no diagnosis, post- 
mortem, or examination had enabled him to such a conclusion. 
None of the veterinaries were able to establish the conclusions reached. 
By the report of the State board of health of Maine, a State in which 
I am free to say there are some of the most,thorough scientific men in 
the medical profession to be found in the nation, we learn that that 
board does not agree with the conclusions of the Department of Agri- 
culture. Itis held by the health department of Maine that at one 
time perhaps not more than 5 per cent. of the cattle exposed to the 
disease contracted it; that in well-marked cases of the disease the 
symptoms are similar to those produced by the ordinary non-contag- 
ious, acute inflammations of the lungs and pleura, and that the disease 
may be confounded with tuberculosis, with the lung-worm disease, or 
with the acute non-contagious lunginflammations. ‘The health officers 
of Maine further hold that the poison is supposed to not be diffusible 
through the airto any great distance, so there isno danger of the spread 
of the disease to other herds except by the movements of the cattle. 
While there are no positive conclusions among those who have inves- 
tigated this disease either in the Eastern, Northern, Middle, or Western 
States, the opinions of the board of health in Maine are in accord with 
all others ‘‘that the disease does not affect any large 


proportion of the 
cattle exposed, and that quarantining will prevent the spread.” The 
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only positive decision is that reached by the department of animal in- 
dustry, that the disease can only be extirpated by wholesale slaughter. 

The health authorities in Maine hold, as do others, that there are 
many points of resemblance between tuberculosis and pleuro-pneu- 
monia, and that the symptoms are common to both. In Maine it is 
held that the milk from cows with this disease should never be used 
as human food, and that even though it is not proved that the eating 
of meat of cattle in the earliest stages of the disease may give rise to 
the disease, there is a chance to doubt its wholesomeness and fitness as 
human food. 

I hold to the opinion that it is the duty of Congress to act honestly 
toward the people and the owners of stock in this matter and refuse to 
pass a bill which will prevent the further investigation of this disease 
and secure that knowledge which will enable every stock-raiser to de- 
tect it on its outbreak and know what remedies to apply. A 

It may not be that the bill which I desire to offer as a substitute 
may effect the desired end, but I am satisfied that the bill now before 
Congress will not give the relief sought in the interests of the people. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. One of the old lawgivers has said he who 
wields the power of a state has long arms. This isa long-armed bill; 
` it reaches into every State and Territory and to every farm and stock- 

in the United States. Nor have I known since I have been in this 
ouse a bill which so utterly ignores all constitutional limitations on 
the powers of the General Government and so ruthlessly tramples down 
State lines and overrides local authorities as does this bill. That there is 
any authority under our Constitution to go into the States, enter upon 
farms and go into stock-yards and seize upon cattle and slaughter them 
under an or for any purpose, would not have heen claimed 
or thought of twenty years ago. 

I say this bill utterly ignores all constitutional limitations on the 
power of the General Government, obliterates State lines, and treats 

tate authority as though it had no existence except at the will of Con- 
gress. Suppose a State should refuse its assent to this measure, or 
should resist its execution—and I do not know but it would have the 
right to resist such legislation as this, it is so manifestly ontside of the 
powers delegated in the Constitution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is nullification, my friend. 

Mr, WARNER, of Ohio. Not until the Supreme Court decides it to 
be constitutional, which I do not believe it ever will. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before resisting itit would be better to wait until 
the Supreme Court decides the other way. 3 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The Constitution is law, the supreme law 
of the land. To be sure, who resists a law assumes a grave responsi- 
bility, but if the Jaw is unconstitutional it is no law, and he is justi- 
fied in the end. We have just as much right to enter a State and un- 
dertake to prescribe what shall be the medical practice and how conta- 
gious diseases among our people shall be treated—in short, subject the 
people themselves to the control of an officer here in Washington. Arm 
a fool with power, it has been said, and you will get pay for your folly. 
This bill is a repetition of the fable of the frogs. ‘They asked Jove for 
aking and got a stork. Do the farmers of this country suppose that 
by creating an office here in Washington and poog somebody in it 
and endowing him with the power given in bill, that he will be 
able from this seat of Government to manage their stock better than 
they can do it themselves? That is the theory on which this bill is 
founded. It assumes that somebody put in an office here, given power 
and supplied with money, clerks, fine furniture, &c., can manage the 
cattle of the country, and control diseases among them, better than the 
people can themselves. 

There is no question as to the power of Congress to regulate the 
movement of cattle from State to State as a of commerce among 
the States. , But that is the exercise of a very different power from that 
proposed in this bill, which sends the agents of this Government into 
the States and su plants the local authorities and takes supreme con- 
trol of matters which I believe the people can much better, and cer- 
tainly much more economically, manage themselves. Ido not believe 
in the theory on which this bill is constructed. It is founded upon the 
motion that some man here in Washington, armed with power and 
supplied with money, can attend to local affairs better than the people 
can themselves; doctor their cattle better and take care of them better. 
But the dear people will pay for it all the same, and pay dearly, too. 
It is the same theory as that of the educational bill; create an office here 
in Washington, appoint an olficer, give him power and money, and he 
will manage the education of our children better than we can do it 
ourselves. I would rather have one dollar collected from the people it 
is assumed and expended where it is collected, either for educational 
Peep or for treating or eradicating this disease among cattle, than 

ve dollars collected from the people, brought to Washington, and 

through the handsof all these officers, subjected to all the charges 

it would be subjected to before it reaches its ultimate destination. It 

is but a small remainder that ever reaches the real object of taxation. 
Government at arm’s length is always costly. 

And, Mr. Chairman, the principal reason why our Government is be- 
coming so costly is that we are constantly extending its powers. Gov- 


ernment wherever located must be carried on by men. Government 
officers, although located at Washington, are but men after all, and 
they know no more after they get here and become seated in office than 
they did before. Yet the framers of this bill seem to think that all 


that is necessary to destroy pleuro-pneumonia is to put the matter into ` 


the handsof somebody in Washington and give him, first, all the power 
he wants, and, next, all the money he wants. This, I say, is the way 
governments are made costly. The end of it is the overthrow of self- 
government. Self-government presumes that the people can manage 
their own affairs best, and certainly most economically. This bill goes 
on the theory that somebody else, operating from a central office at 
Washington, can do things for them better than they can themselves. 
In every view of the case, therefore, the constitutional view, or the view 
of economy, the best way to accomplish the end desired, in my judg- 
ment, is not by a bill of this kind. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. STEELE. In case a poor man’s herd gets infected and has to 
be destroyed, who does the gentleman think should reimburse him, or 
does he he ought to be reimbursed at all? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would leave that question entirely to the 
people of the States, who, I think, can manage the whole business 
much better than it can be done by some fool located here in Wash- 
ington, for the idea seems to prevail that the fellow who is to work 
these wonders must be located in Washington. 

Mr. STEELE. I with the gentleman entirely; but we are 
going to have a change of administration soon and put a fellow there 
that is not a fool [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would leave this whole matter to the 
people of the States who are interested and who know quite as well 
what to do and can manage quite as well for themselves as any body 
in an office here in Washington can manage for them, I care not who 
heis. These, briefly, are my reasons for opposing this bill, It is said 
that the farmers are demandingit. Idoubtthatvery much. Agitators 
who want office try to make farmers believe that more legislation is 
what they want and that the cure-all for cattle diseases is more law 
and more offices. These agitators may get resolutions passed at farm- 
ers’ meetings and get up long petitions; but that the intelligent farmers 
of this country are asking the General Government to step in and dis- 
place their local governments and take upon itself work of this kind 
I do not believe. They will see some day if they get this bill who 
has to pay the cost. There will be plenty of pleuro-pneumonia in the 
country after this bill passes, if it ever as I hope it will not. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like to ask the gentlemanif he has been able 
to discover from this bill how many officers may be employed by this 
commission ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There is no limit, and no limit to the 
cost to be incurred. How many officers will be required or appointed 
under this bill nobody can tell. How many men may be required to 
execute the provisions of the bill no one can tell. I feel quite safe in 
assuming, however, that the cost of dealing with this disease will be 
ten times as great as it would be to leave itto the people of the States, 
except where it comes within the constitutional provision for the reg- 
ulation of commerce among the States, or when cattle are transferred 
from one State to another. 

Mr. MCADOO. Is not this an attack on the whole Federal m? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Certainly; itis the overthrow of the Fed- 
eral system. It is the annihilations of State-rights and local govern- 
ment, and I repeat what I said before that there has never been a bill 
tea or into the House which trampled so ruthlessly upon constitu- 
tional limitations of Federal power and the rights of the States and the 
people as does this bill. The safety of our Federal system lies in the 
fact that it localizes Government, leaving to the States and the people 
what concerns them alone. But this bill overrides all local authorities 
and centralizes all power in an office in Washington. Ido not believe 
our system can long stand unbroken with power centralized in this way. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Does not the bill propose to do all this under 


‘laws of the respective States? . 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Oh, under the laws of the respective States! 
How can it do that? What business has this Government to go into a 
State and undertake to execute the laws of the State? Let the States 
Mtn, CULCHEON. Will th 

Mr. i e gentleman it a question? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Apie PEREN 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Under our exising railroad system where the 
commerce constantly from State to State without reference to 
State lines, how is it possible for the States to regulate this matter? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The States are not competent to regulate 
commerce among the States, but a thing that is so completely within 
the States as cattle-growing, a State is entirely adequate to manage, 
and, in my judgment, itshould beleftthere. ‘The consequences result- 
ing from pleuro-pneumonia are not half so serious as may result from 
the spread of small-pox or other contagious diseases among persons; yet 
the General Government does not undertake to control that. Again, 
if you mean to enter this work at all why not extend the provisions of 
the bill to the hog cholera? Yes, and chicken gapes? [Laughter.] 
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If we do anything of this kind, let us go the whole length and take in 
all diseases of man and beast? 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Go ‘‘the whole hog.” [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Exactly. Let everything be controlled 
from an office in Washington. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, if we may judge of the future by 
the past we ¢an have little hope that any resistance to this measure 
will be successful in defeating it. 

Three years ago the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] was 
here holding up to this House and the country the doleful picture of 
what would be the consequences if pleuro-pneumonia were not imme- 
diately extirpated in the United States. e was then granted a bill 
with the machinery and the money he demanded; and to-day he comes 
back here more clamorous, more rampant than ever, asking more 
power, more money, in order to stamp out this disease; and still he is 
not able to show that his gloomy predictions have in the least come to 


pass. 

Now, what is this bill? I do not propose to offer simply a factious 
opposition to it. It is a bill which I think can not commend itself to 
a people who are dispassionate in the consideration of their rights. In 
the law which was passed before we find this clause in section 3: 

Or where such State or Territory shall have adopted plans and methods for 
the suppression and extirpation of said diseases, and such plans and methods 
shall be accepted by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

That clause is left out in this bill; and why? For the purpose of 
giving the Commissioner of Agriculture authority to go into a State 
that does not seek his interference and lay his hands upon the property 
of the people and his power upon their rights. This bill directly re- 

that part of the former law, and a new section is inserted leav- 
ing that out and that only. 

Now, I want to call the attention of gentlemen to one fact. We 
have been struggling here for years in the hope that we might get paid 
off a sufficient portion of the public debt and burdens of the United 
States to enable the Government to rely for its revenues upon import 
duties and ultimately to come back to the point where the hand of 
Federal power would not be so persistently felt upon the heavily bur- 
dened shoulders of the people. But the gentleman in charge of this 
bill on a preceding day of this Congress came here asking us to increase 
the power of the Agricultural Department and send its emissaries into 
the dairies of the country. That was done. Now, it is proposed to 
place in the hands of the Commissioner of Agriculture this authority, 
which is to continue when the deputy marshals shall have been dis- 
pensed with, when we shall have done away with that species of Fed- 
eral power—it is proposed to sent the agent of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment into the premises of the farmers of the country to search where 
he is r noh wanted, and where I predict in some cases he will not be 

There is no observance whatever of constitutional rights or constitu- 
tional limitations in this bill from one end of it to the other, Let me 
read one section of the Constitution. I know it is regarded as not very 
reputable in this day to clamor in favor of constitutional government; 
but what does the fourth Article of the Constitution provide ? 


The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and 
effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no 
warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, 
and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things 


to be se 

Now, what does this bill provide in section 8? 

Any officer appointed under this act, or the actto which this is amendatory, 
may enter in the daytime, fur the purposes of examination and inspection under 
the provisions hereof, any Lape es | inclosure, or place where animals are kept 
by the owner, consignee, or c jan thereof; and any person refusing per- 
mission to an officer of the Department of Agriculture appointed as afo dto 
make necessary examination of animals supposed to be , or attempt- 
ing to prevent such officer from entering. upon premises where such disease is 
sup to exist, shall, upon conviction, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and be panaon by a fine of not less than fifty nor more than five hundred dol- 
lars, or by im) ent for not less than thirty nor more than one hundred 
days, or by both fine and imprisonment, at the the court; andany 
person who shall knowingly conceal the existence of such disease or diseases 
on his premises, and who shall fail to report their presence to the proper author- 
ities, shall, upon conviction, be deemed ty of amisdemeanor, punishable by 
the same penalties as are provided for resisting the officers of the Department 
of Agriculture before mentioned. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will, sir. 

Mr. HATCH. Does the gentleman contend that the provision in 
this bill which allows an officer of the bureau of animal industry to 
simply enter the premises or the barns where cattle are kept, is in 
conflict with Article IV, which he has just read from the amendments of 
the Constitution ? i 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have read the article, and if it is not plain 
enough for the gentleman to understand it, no explanation on earth 
could reach him. It certainly is in conflict with it. The constitutional 
provision is broad enough to cover allof the citizen’s premises and keep 
out every interloper. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 2y friend will observe that this section applies 
vod to the District of Columbia, where Congress has exclusive juris- 

iction. 

Mr. HATCH. No; it is general. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Missouri himself states it 
is general. It shows it on its face. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘There is no question about it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And I undertake to say there is not in the world 
a mind discriminating enough to point out why that section is not in 
violation of the clause of the Constitution I have read. Where in that 
clause is authority given to enter your barn and not your house? Is 
any distinction drawn? Does any man suppose there is a distinction ? 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me another question ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HATCH. Doesnot the gentleman know that the exact language 
embodied in that section of this bill is now a statute of the United 
States, and has been so for nearly twenty-five years ? : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Itis nowhere provided you can without the making 
of the proper affidavit, without the proper proceeding, according to the 
provisions of the Constitution, after probable cause is shown, enter upon 
the property of a citizen of a State without his permission. 

Mr. HATCH. It isso provided in the internal-revenue law, and 
that has been the law for twenty-five years. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Theonly way is by affidavit showing proper cause 
as provided under the Constitution of the United States. The revenue 
laws are not analogous, because the tax-collector is armed with au- 
thority which has the force and effect of an execution. But I assert 
that in no instance notinvolving revenue can a decision of the Supreme 
Court be found sanctioning entrance by force on premiges, except in 
pursuance of the provisions of Article IV of the Constitution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
whether, under the Constitution of the United States, it is not per- 
missible to enter ships entering our ports for the pu: of investigat- 
ing whether or not cholora or other contagious infectious disease 
exist? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the gentleman from Illinois fails to draw the 
distinction between that point where the Congress of the United States 
has exclusive jurisdiction and where it has no jurisdiction, unless such 
as the State gives it. 

Mr. McADOO, That power to which the gentleman refers is the 
naval police power. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Into every vessel coming to the United States we 
have the right, without affidavit, to send our quarantine officers for the 
purpose of inspection to learn whether or not they bring cholera or 
other contagious or infectious diseases into the United States. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. During the reign of ng IL, more than a hun- 
dred years ago, the principles embodied in the fourth Article of the Con- 
stitution were recognized even in England as common-law principles; 
principles which the Crown would not dare to invade, en our 
fathers who framed the Constitution of the United States came to de- 
liberate upon our organic law, they wisely thought that every barrier 
should be raised againstthe encroachments of governmental power upon 
the rights of the people. 

With the eye of prophecy they foresaw that the time would come 
when these great principles would be assailed and these glorious 
heritages would be destroyed. They therefore incorporated the article 
which I have-read, and, as they thought, put it forever beyond the 
power of the Government to invade the home of the citizen except in 
accordance with the provisions of the fourth Article, which requires 
that ‘‘no warrants shall issue but upon probable cause, poppet by 
oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched 
and the persons or things to be seized.” 

Mr. Chairman, I behold with sadness the little reverence that is 
paid in modern legislation to the Constitution which we have sworn to 
support. It is certainly the dearest heritage of the American citizen, 
and it ought to be the last sacrifice that he is willing to make. If the 
ordinary statutes are broken, there is hope that they can ultimately 
be enforced. If lawlessness becomes common, there is a possibility that 
you may restore quiet and that prosperity may again reign; but once 
you break down the Constitution and destroy the reverence of the 
people for it you can have no enforcement of the laws that are made 
under it, and the people will cease to have that reverence for their in- 
stitutions which is essential for their perpetuation. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to amplify the point I have already 
made, or to take up my time further by showing that the power does 
not exist in the Government of the United States which this bill pro- 
vides shall be exercised. 

Mr. Chairman, does this bill provide for showing “‘ probable cause’ 
for entering before you enter? Does it provide affidavits shall be made, 
that fortification standing in front of a citizen which has to be met be- 
fore you can enter his premises? Does the bill require that the place 
to be searched shall be described? Notat all. But these deputies of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture, these agents of the Agricultural De- 
partment, above all law, above the Constitution, if they desire to do 
so, in violation of all rights of citizens, in every homestead in the 
State, are permitted to range at will, and, as I have already stated, 
without any constitutional authority in the world. All they have to 
show is that they come from the Commissioner of Agriculture, and 
that they are armed with that Department's autocratic proclamation 
of war of extermination against his stock; and then if you resist them 
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you are dragged to the Federal court, and may be fined $500 and im- 
prisoned one hundreds days. 

Sir, I would not give this authority in violation of the Constitution 
to any man or junta of men that ever walked the broad earth. I yield 
up my right to be free from search and to have my property free from 
unlawful seizure without a protest! I surrender that dearest of all 
the articles of our glorious Constitution, which secures to me per- 
sonal liberty, without a murmur! No, sir, never! If nothing will do 
you but more offices in Washington, more power in the Federal Gov- 
ernment, more criminal cases in Federal courts, and more American 
citizens in your jails, I hope you will at least have the decency to re- 
quire that oath shall be made and ‘“‘ probable cause’*’ shown before my 
premises are searched and sacked. And, sir, if the day has come, which 
John Randolph predicted would come, when it is considered a 
for a man to proclaim himself for the Constitution, it is a dark, dark 
day for the American people. 

I felt, Mr. Chairman, I would not be doing my duty if I did not 
call attention to this plain infraction of the constitutional rights of 
citizens. 

Now, what more do we find? I admit the right of the Congress of 
the United States to regulate commerce among the States; but I wish 

«to call attention to that part of the bill which results in the inspection 
of cattle affected with this disease in the States. A proviso has been 
added to this bill not contained in the original law. It is as follows: 


That whenever a State or Territory, in any section of which a contagious or 
infectious disease exists which the Commissioner of culture has declared 
to be dangerous to the animal industries of the nation, fails to make provisions 
for its ex tion, or to co-operate with the plans of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture for the extirpation of such disease, the President of the United States, 
on the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agriculture, shall be 
authorized to declare in quarantine the said State or Territory, 


Shall declare in quarantine any State or Territory ! 
does not stop there; look at the next clause: 

Or such part of said State or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the an- 
imal industries of the country, and to regulate or prohibit the transportation of 
cattle out of said State, Territory, or District. 

What authority has the President of the United States to go into the 
State of Michigan and select a certain locality in that State, or into Vir- 
ginia, or into Georgia, or into Maryland, and say that the cattle in that 
part of Maryland, or Georgia, or Virginia shall not be carried toany other 
part of thesame State? It does not exist. There is no such authority 
granted under the Constitution. If the citizen keeps his cattle within 
the State, is not moving them, or seeking to move them, I know of no 
clause of the Constitution which authorizes the President to go, in vio- 
lation of the wishes of the State and citizens, and throw a quarantine 
around the farm or county, and cut it off from the balance of the State. 
How sera you enforce the quarantine? With troops? With deputy 
marshals? 


But, sir, it 


Mr. BURROWS. Suppose the carrying of them into other States 
would spread disease which would sweep off the entire stock of the 
country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman misapprehends my point. My 
argument is directed against that provision of the bill which authorizes 
the President of the United States to quarantine a particular section or 
district of a State against the balance of the State. 

Mr. BURROWS. But suppose if he did not do that—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. He does not have the power to do it. 

Mr. BURROWS. But suppose that were not done and the cattle of 
that infected district were carried throughout the country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Under the Constitution of the United States the 
President has no authority to go into a State except under the right 
which I concede to prohibit the transportation of diseased cattle to 
other States. The power does not exist under the Constitution for 
any other purposes, where the State objects, and it is in my judgment 
an officious intermeddling with the rights of the States as guaranteed 
by the Constitution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

' Mr. BURROWS. But suppose this cattle disease infected a State, 
and that disease was carried in the atmosphere, and there was no effort 
made to destroy it or to destroy the herd in which it existed, so that 
unless it was destroyed the disease would spread over the whole United 
States, do you hold that the Congress of the United States has no power 
to stay the progress of that disease ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The power of the Government of the United States 
is in reference to the regulation of the commerce between the States, 
and it can only interfere where the transportation of cattle from one 
State to another becomes inter-commerce, Until itdoes become inter- 
state commerce the Government can not interfere. The Government 
can not take hold of it except under that clause of the Constitution 
which authorizes Congress to regulate commerce between the States. 

Mr. BURROWS. Do you hold if an infected herd lying across a 
State line, and which if permitted to exist, the disease would be car- 
ried to an adjacent State, the Government of the United States has no 
power to arrest it? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hold that the Government of the United States 
has no power to enter for any purpose except as provided for under 
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that clause of the Constitution; that is, for the regulation of commerce 
among the States. Ifthe owner of cattle of a State is not seeking to 
remove those cattle there is no power conferred upon the Government 
of the United States to meddle without called on by the State, and 
it must keep its hands off, as the State alone has the power to deal 
with the matter. 

There is another provision of the bill to which I wish to call the at- 
tention of the House, and that is its fiscal provision, that which pro- 
vides the mode and manner of paying for the cattle which may be de- 
stroyed under the terms of the act. Now, in his fervor and zeal a few 
days ago when discussing this question my distinguished friend from 
Missouri [Mr. Harcu] said that the infected cattle were ‘‘ worse than 
worthless,’’ and I use his exact phraseology. And yet, Mr. Chairman, 
under the terms of this bill he proposes to pay three-fourths of the actual 
valne of these cattle, and not the value as assessed according to what 
they are worth after infection, but three-fourths of their value as sound 
cattle. 

Mr. FUNSTON. That is for the purpose of getting them exposed, to 
have the disease brought to light. 

Mr. McMILLIN. To have them exposed! Well, you will have 
more ‘‘exposed’’ cattle than you dream of. You may haveevery old 
measly hog, every weak-lunged cow in the whole country marched up 
to the Government slaughter-pen to get a good price for them. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Well, we will have better judges of the matter 
than that. x 

Mr. McMILLIN. But your judge has no discretion. He must pay 
three-fourths of the value, according to the terms of the law, of the 
cow before it became infected with the disease. He does not pay three- 
fourths of the value of the diseased cow, but of a sound cow when 
evened Now in your fervent ae to reach out yous hand to pees 
class of power you propose to injustice to the tax-payers of the 
country, and make Gann pay for that which you thus Beare is worth- 
less. 

Mr. FUNSTON. What would be your remedy? 

Mr. McMILLIN. My remedy would be, where you have got the 
authority to destroy, where that authority exists at all, to go, andif 
decided that the disease exists, destroy the cattle, and if worthless, pay 
nothing. If your cow doctors make a mistake and kill asound cow, 
pay its full value. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Tennessee permit me 
to correct what I think was an inadvertance in his statement or mis- 
statement of the law a moment since? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield to my friend from Georgia with pleasure. 

Mr. HAMMOND. IfI understood the gentleman distinctly he men- 
tioned the fact that this bill would cover sick hogs. As I understand 
it, although that great industry is perhaps much larger than the beef 
industry, it is not covered by the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Let me say to the gentleman that all contagious dis- 
eases of animals are included in the original act creating the Bureau of 
Animal Industry. This bill now under consideration is an amendment 
to that act for the purpose of stamping out this disease. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is only an amendment to the act. That 
power is conveyed by the original bill, and you have every class of dis- 
ease coming within the cognizance of the Department of Agriculture, 
but this is the only one in regard to which such extraordinary legisla- 
tion is attempted. 

Mr. HATCH. There is no provision in the original act, or in this 
act, to pay for the condemnation and destruction of any other animal 
than cattle affected with pleuro-pneumonia. 

Mr. STEELE. You have abandoned the hog altogether. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then the hog cholera might come in and sweep 
off all the hogs of the United States, and no provision made for the de- 
struction of infected droves. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And thus you see one of the biggest industries of 
the country is beneath the notice of this Agricultural Department. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That isthe point I wanted to draw out; the point 
I wished to make. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The trouble is, and I thank my friend from Geor- 
gia for his interruption, which has brought out this point, that as a Con- 

we are powerless to do what the people themselves will do, and 
The great trouble is that when we come here with 
our commissions in our pocket and get our mileage of from one hun- 
dred to three thousand dollars and are sworn in and look up at these 
coats of arms over our heads, their grandeur and glory lead us utterly 
to forget that there is a power still behind us much greater than any 
Congress that ever assembled, the power of the people themselves, who 
will take care of themselves if you will take your rapacious hands out 
of their pockets and your heavy arm from off their shoulders. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is just it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. May I ask what time I have remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In as much as I have promised to yield five min- 
utes of my time to the gentleman from New Jersey, I will desist and 
yield him the time. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me to be almost incred- 
ible that at a time when all the world is struggling for home rule, that 
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right here in the very house of its friends that great principle should 
be stricken down. This bill is a direct. attack upon the whole Federal 
. There has-existed from the foundation of this Government to 

e present day a class of utilitarians who have been ing the Con- 
stitution because it interfered with carrying out their selfish projects. 
Gentlemen upon both sides of this House say, shall we allow these 
valuable herds to. die when we have itin our power to prevent it; and 
one gentleman—the gentleman from Michigan—suggests that in cases 
of cholera vast numbers of people will perish unless we bring to bear 
the powers of the Federal Government to prevent the spread of such a 
disease. Asa fact these arguments are not tenable. Mr. Chairman, 
the Federal system has some disadvantages as an offset to its unassail- 
able benefits. It is an old adage that ‘‘every rose has its thorn.” 
You can get. some bribes, I admit, for abandoning home rule, 

If present and passing benefit is an argument in behalf of bills here 
to violate the Constitution it will be violated every day. I am sorry 
to say, but I believe the fact can be verified, that petitions could be 
obtained and presented here from various. boards of trade in these 
United States asking uniform laws with relation to debts and upset- 
ting all State enactments. We have already petitions here for uniform 
laws in regard to divorces; and-we have petitions for uniform laws in 
regard to other subjects, and for Federal interference in matters that 
belong peculiarly to the States. If then, you-are going to consult all 
these selfish interests, and break down the barriers of the Constitution 
at their demand, you can succeed through Congress in centralizing 
this Government beyond recognition from its framers. Centralized 
government means empire, the destruction of liberty, and caste and 
class against equality and justice. Our farmers, mechanics, and labor- 
ers should be the first to protest against these invasions of Federal 

perpetrated in their name, as they will be the first 
to feel their baneful. effect when: centralization has become an estab- 
lished fact. The salvation of a few decrepit cows and consumptive 
hogs will little compensate for the destruction of the Republic. 

I would rather for my part. see all of these alleyed-to-be-infected 
herds perish than that this cardinal principle of local self-government 
should be stabbed. here by the passage of this bill. In saying this, I 
am admitting, for the sake of argument, that-this law would savethem. 
This is denied by the ablest scientists, who say it is practically value- 
less and that pleuro-pneumonia can not be stamped out-in this way; 
and many go:so far as to deny that the disease iseven contagious. We 
do not want. bureaucratic government. -We are not legislating to cre- 


ate offices, but to protect freemen in resents ana yi 
The eloquent and able gentleman from M [Mr. HATCH] vis- 


ited my State the other and delivered a lecture on agriculture, 
and was received as he should be, with great enthusiasm; and I have 
no doubt many of our people agree with himin his advocacy of this 
and kindred measures. But his friends-there have not studied the other 
side of the question—the question of principle. It is not aquestion of 
utility, it is not a question of conserving personal in it is not a 
question of business or trade; it isa- question of the highest politics. 
Shall we, in answer to the demands of selfish business interests, violate 
the Constitution of the United States by placing in the hands of the 
Federal Government tights within the States which are not given to 
them by that instrument? 

Shall we adopt unconstitutional means to achieve an otherwise al- 
leged laudable end? Shall we overreach ourselves and apply Federal 
remedies to local diseases? Can any good come from doing evil and 
violating cardinal constitutional reservations of power inherent in the 
States? I believe nothing but evil can come from these measures. 

This bill provides—for what? That the President of the United 
States shall usurp the place of the governor of the State within the 
State; that he, from his place here in Washington, shall quarantine apor- 
tion of the territory of aState, becoming superior within the State to the 
State government itself; and that the minions of the Federal Govern- 
ment shall have the right by this billin the communities policed and 
kept by the States to go into the private premises of the citizen, in- 
spool his cattle, and take his property ata compensation fixed by this 


Mr. Chairman, this and other bills of this kind are- working an injury 
topopular government and to the Federal system. You are educating 
the people iously by these measures to. look not to their State gov. 
ernments, not to their local and municipal governments, but you are 

the people of this country to look forremedies for all existing 
evils to the Government.at Washington. Under this system of bribes to 
quiet the conscience of the people—under the practical illustrations of 
these bills passed by large majorities, we find vast bodies of our citi- 
zens in various parts of the United States inundating this Federal 
assembly with petiti asking for remedies of grievances which are 
local and State, and which the local authorities and the State alone 
have the power to remedy and deal with. 

I therefore, Mr. Chairman, even if I knew that many of the people 
of my State were asking for the of this and similar bills, pro- 
test, on behalf of State rights Gk Pose avi the Constitution, and of 
local self-government and home rule, inst the Federal Government 

to remedy evils over which the Constitution has given it 
no jurisdiction. 
Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. HATCH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Wyoming 
(Mr. Carry]. 

Mr. CAREY. To my mind the subject of contagious pleuro-pnen- 
monia or lung disease is a most important question to this country 
to-day. The great cattle interest isin imminent danger from this dis- 
ease. The States where this disease exists are not responsible for its 
existence, as the disease in every instance has been imported from 
foreign countries. It isa question that I believe the Federal Govern- 
ment can deal with, and I believe that it is utterly impossible for the 
States and Territories to successfully deal with it. 

This disease, as I havesaid, is an exotic. It has been brought from 
abroad; and not in one instance has it broken out in this country 
where those skilled in making investigations have not been able totrace 
it from cattle imported into the country. In 1884 a tar-load of 
thorough-bred bulls was sent West from the city of Baltimore. We 
trace a portion of this car-load to Troy, Ohio, and there the disease 
breaks out. We trace an animal from this car-load to ——, and there 
the disease breaks out. We trace a portion of thesecattle to Virginia, 
in the State of Illinois, and the disease breaks out in that place. Itis 
traced to ar oop and finally to a little town near Chicago. It is 
traced to the State of Missouri, and also to the State of Kentucky. 


From this one car-load of infected cattle shipped frum the city of Balti- _ 


more all this occurred within a very few months. 

I now ask the members of this House how it is possible for these sev- 
eral States to deal with this disease when the commerce of this country 
is shipping these diseased cattle from one State to the other, and they 
are liable to affect the cattle in every State in the American Union? 

How much did the introduction of this disease into the State of Ken- 
tucky cost that State? Ex-Senator Williams says not less than $20,- 
000,000 by the depreciation in the value of the thorough-bred cattle 
of that State. It has been estimated that the sae Fnyng" of this dis- 
ease into the State of Missouri cost that State alone in the deprecia- 
tion in the value of her cattle not less than $10,000,000. If the States 
where their cattle are cared for in pastures or in farm-yards can not 
deal with this disease, I ask you how in the Western States, wherethe 
cattle range in common in vast herds, where it would be impossible to 
quarantine the cattle, how it is to be dealt with there when it has 
spread out over that country? I ask you how you are to deal with the 
disease when it breaks out in the State of Texas or elsewhere—the 
same as it has in Australia and New Zealand? It will spread till it 
destroys millions and millions of dollars in the value of cattle every 


ear. 

This bill which has been reported by the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture is not in fact an amen b of existing law. Itis to 
give greater power, to give more money, to enable the Commissioner 
of Agriculture to successfully cope with the disease. 

While I believe that even more stringent measures should be adopted 
than this bill, I believe great good can be accomplished under it; and 
at this late day of the session it is the duty of every member of the 
House who takes any interest in this matter to vote for the bill and 
see ee itis promptly passed with such amendments as may be deemed 
desirable, 

There are some peculiarities about this disease. As I have stated, 
it is an exotic disease. It causes a portion of the lung of the animal to 
decay. In some instances the decayed part may become encysted and 
the lung may heal; but scientific men have told us that even after this 
has taken place, the power to contaminate other cattle still remains for 
at least fifteen months; so that there is really no safety in quarantined 
cattle. The only way to-day to eradicate this disease is to y, not 
only the affected animals, but every animal that is exposed to the dis- 
ease. Can this Government afford to do that? I believe the cattle of 
this country are worth at least $1,500,000,000. 

We know that cattle and the products of cattle stand fourth in the 
list of articles that we export from this country, cotton standing first, 
wheat and its products second, the hog and its products third, neat 
cattle and their products fourth. The exportation of cattle from this 
country amounts to not less than $58,000,000 each year. : How has the 
exportation of cattle from this country been affected by this disease? 
We find that, owing to the existence of pleuro-pneumonia in the vicin- 
ity of the Atlantic and in the eastern border of this country, an order 
was made by the privy council of Great Britain that all cattle landing 
on those shores from this country should beslaughtered within twenty- 
four hours after landing. What was the result of this order? Itim- 
mediately reduced the exports of live cattle to Great Britain to the 
amount of two.or three million dollars each year. This is a question 
of export, a question of interstate commerce; and if Congress has the 
right to regulate any question I believe it has a right to regulate this, 

Now, does the disease exist? It is true the learned gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SWINBURNE] expresses great doubtabout its existence 
in this country. It is said that doctors always disagree; but we have 
a remarkable case presented, so far as the city of Chicago is concerned. 
Dr. Murray, who is ized as the most experienced veterinarian in 
the State of Michigan, has pronounced the disease pleuro-pneumonia, or 
contagious lung plague. Dr. Gadsden, of Philadelphia, who has had 
large experience in England, as well as this country, has pronounced 
this disease contagious pleuro-pneumonia, or lung plague. Dr, Cald- 
well, the State veterinarian of Illinois, has also pronounced it contagious 
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jleuro-pneumonia, or lung plague. Dr. Hopkins, who went through the 
etre siege in the State of New York as one of the board to eradicate 
the disease in that State, has made a critical examination and has pro- 
nounced it-contagious pleuro-pneumonia. 

I-eould go on and cite a long list of veterinarians who have made a 
critical examination of this disease in the city of Chicago since its out- 
break there; and not one of them has yet cast any doubt upon the 
a. of the existence of this disease there. Dr. SWINBURNE says 

he has not seen the disease in the city of Chicago. He told me 
that he passed through that city without taking time to make an ex- 
amination. I say that when $1,500,000,000, of property is in danger 
in this country, we should not, by reason ofa mere doubt, withhold the 
TREIO which appears to be necessary. 

r. MILLARD. Can the gentleman state accurately or approxi- 
mately the number of cattle that have died from pleuro-pneumonia, 
or are. alleged to have died from it within the last year? 

Mr. CAREY. I can only answer that question in one way. We 
know that the people of Chicago are so much interested in this matter 
that, though for two years the men who own the distilleries in that city 

t the existence of the disease a secret--—— 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I yield the gentleman two minutes more to answer 
the question which has been put to him. . 

Mr. CAREY. The distilleries in the city of Chicago, since the exist- 
ence of this disease was known, have submitted to the killing of 2,200 
head of cattle without any law whatever to pay them for the cattle thus 
slaughtered, they thinking perhaps that, if Congress did not, the State 
of Illinois would pay them for these animals. 

Mr. MORGAN. Were not those animals which were seized and 


showed no signs of the disease sold afterward ? 
Mr. C. . As to those that showed no signs of the disease, their 
meat was sold I understand. 


Mr. MORGAN. How many showed signs of the disease ? 

Mr. MILLARD. Were not the 2,200 animals referred to, animals 
which had been exposed rather than animals actually suffering with 
the disease? 

Mr. HATCH, Several hundred of them were diseased 

Mr. CAREY. As I understand, several hundred of them were dis- 


eased. 

But now, to bring the matter closely home to gentlemen here, I will 
say that if any of you had gone to the Agricultural ta few 
days ago you would have seen there a diseased lung brought here from 
the city of Baltimore, where the Government during the past year has 
slaughtered 300 head of animals. You would have seen a lung dis- 


eased with pleuro-pneumonia and weighing 50 pounds, thongh in a 
healthy condition it would not have weighed over six or seven 
If gentlemen will go to the Agricultural t from time to time, 


if they will take the testimony of the most skillful experts of this 
preci they will find that this disease does exist to-day beyond a 


Now, I think it is very poor policy for men to stand up here and as- 
sert that this disease does not exist, when there is nota prominent vet- 
erinarian or a prominent scientific man in the to-day who has 
eO e ogy tip exists in Chicago and Baltimore who does 

admit - eor con uro-pneumonia. 
I think but few men pae = Se 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CAREY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to extend hisre- 
marks in the RECORD. 

Mr. HATCH. I now yield eight minutes to the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER withholds his remarks forrevision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I ask for the reading of the bill by sections for amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacled, &c., That to better promote SS ee of live-stock from 


tion and eure of the same, and to collect such information on these as 
shall be valuable to the apioa and commercial interests of the country ; 
and the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to employ a force 
sufficient for this purpose. The salary of the chief of said bureau shall be $3,000 
per annum; and the Commissioner shall appoint a clerk for said bureau, with a 
salary of $1,500 per annum.” 


Mr. HATCH. I move, in line 24, after the word ‘‘thousand,” to 
insert “five hundred;’? so it will read, ‘‘the salary of the chief of said 
bureau shall be $3,500 per annum.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. That will be above the usual rate of pay for such 


penn, and I hope my friend will not insist upon his amendment. 
t is above the rate of salaries allowed in the Departments. 
Mr. HATCH. I willstate for the information of the gentleman and 


the House that the Best talent in this direction should be employed, and 
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that a of $3,000 is less than is now paid to veterinary surgeons 
elsewhere in the United States engaged in the same character of service, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Who occupies the present position ? 

Mr. HATCH. Dr. Salmon. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ishe not efficient ? 

Mr. HATCH. He is in my judgment both able and efficient. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does he decline to work longer for three thou- 
sand? X 

Mr. HATCH. Ido not know that issue has been made with him, 
but the friends of the measure who wish to see it carried out in thein- 
terest of the country and especially of the cattle industry, all agree, so 
far as I have conferred with them, that the salary should be increased 
from $3,000 to $3,500 a year. And whether the present ineumbent of 
this position remains or it is necessary to supply his place with another, 
it is believed the Commissioner of Agriculture should have the right to 
offer such salary as such a gentleman can obtain elsewhere in the United 
States for like services. I can not name another. Dr. Laws, of New 
York, would not come here for such salary. He receives at present 
larger salary at Carroll University. There isnomoreefficient man than 
the present incumbent of this position, and it is only right and proper 
his salary as chief of this bureau should be fixed at $3,500 a year. 

Mr. EDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri about what 
number of persons will be employed under this clause of the bill? 

Mr.. HATCH. I will answer candidly and frankly the change made 
in this section as now reported over the present law is tostrike out the 
restriction to the employment of twenty persons at any one time. 
There is no limit in this section to the number of men except the dis- 
cretion of the Commissioner. It is provided whenever this disease 
may break out the Commissioner of Agriculture is authorized to em- 
ploy a force sufficient for its extirpation. He therefore has the right to 
employ as many men as he pleases. 

Mr. EDEN. The object of my inquiry was not to Jimit the num- 
ber especially, but it seems to me that in giving this general authority 
to the Commissioner of Agriculture to employ just as many men as he 
chooses there ought to be an estimate, at least, on which the House 
might form some judgment as to the propriety of such a measure. 

Mr. HATCH. I will state to the gentleman that itis utterly im- 
possible to form an estimate of what sort of a force will be needed. It 
must be left entirely to the discretion and executive ability and in- 
tegrity of the officer himself. You can not undertake to fix any limit 
to it, because you do not know what the emergency may be. He may 
need one hundred men a month or a week, or he may need five hun- 
dred men; no man can tell. 

Mr. EDEN. Does the gentleman think that a thousand would bea 
sufficient number under this clause of the bill? 

Mr. HATCH. I-would not undertake to limit it to a thousand or 
any other number. We have placed it within the discretion and exec- 
utive power of the officer whom the President of the United States 
shall appoint to that position to execute the law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, sir. The Commissioner may employ either 
professional or non-professional men, and pay such wages as he finds 
necessary. 

Mr. EDEN. It seems to me extraordinary that we should clothe 
the Commissioner of Agriculture with power to employ just as many 
men as he pleases; and I suppose he fixes the compensation, for the bill 
does not. There ought to be some limit; while you might make the 
number men liberal and fix the compensation to meet the emer- 
gency the bill provides for, yet there should be some limit placed toit. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 51. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. BLANCHARD, and others. No quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘The gentleman from Indiana will waste more time 
for the purpose of saving $500 than would pay the salary of this officer 
four times over. 

L eee I make the point of order that the debate is not 
in T. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BLANCHARD and Mr. HATCH were appointed tellers. 

Te ene again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, 
noes 

So the amendment was adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committeeinformally rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, a message fromthe Senate, by Mr. McCook, its 
Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed, withamendment, in 
which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 1280) to authorize 
Frank W. Hunt to erect. and maintain a ferry across the Missouri River 
atthe military reservation of Fort Buford. 

Also, that the Senate insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. 
2539) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury tosell certain property 
at Abingdon, Va., and agreed to the conference asked by the House on 


`| said bill, and had appointed Mr. MAHONE, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. 


CAMDEN on the part of the Senate at said conference. 
Also, that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 729) for the relief of 


1112 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 27, 


Rear-Admiral Carter, in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 


sentatives was requested. 
PLEURO-PNEUMONIA BILL, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment, to come 
in after the word ‘‘ purposes,” in the twenty-third line: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But the total expense of such force shall not exceed $50,000 in any one year. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr, Chairman, the bill as it now stands places 
no limitation upon either the number or the compensation of tke forces 
which may be employed by the Commissioner of Agriculture under the 
` terms of this bill. He is made the sole judge both of the adequacy of 
the number and the measure of their compensation. I think that some 
limitation ought to be placed either upon the number or the gross ex- 
pense. For instance, if the Commissioner should think it n to 
employ one thousand men and pay them a compensation of $1,000 each, 
he could thus create a debt against the United States of $1,000,000. 
I think the gentleman in charge of the bill will not object to placing 
some limitation upon the expenditures. I am willing to leave in the 
hands of the Commissioner the power to fix the number to be employed 
in some exigency, but I would like to have a limitation placed in the 
bill in some such shape as will prevent the creation of an unlimited 
debt upon the United States Treasury, for if pleuro-pneumonia should 
break out in a State he may think it necessary to employ a much larger 
number of agents than the occasion requires; and I do not see how, 
under this bill, in which we do not undertake to fix the compensation, 
such a state of affairs could be prevented unless we limit the amount 
which he may expend in any one year. 

I will not take further time of the House in discussing the matter, 
but I think it ought to be adopted. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I can only repeat my former state- 
ment that the committee in framing this bill believed it necessary to 
place this extraordinary power in the hands of the Commissioner, be- 
cause in no other way can a proper execution of the law be had. It 
is nny impossible that the Commissioner could create any debt 
against the United States. He can only expend such money as this 
Congress shall from time to time appropriate for this purpose; and 
while we are undertaking to place a limitation upon the force, either in 
number or amount, we are simply hampering the execution of the law. 
I know it is an extraordinary power. I have stated it frankly to the 
House. But this is a great emergency which demands it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman from Missouri has finished what 
he wishes to say, I will add this: I maintain that this bill does put it in 
the power of the Commissioner of Agriculture to create a debt to any 
amount against the Government of the United States. It says in ex- 
press terms: 

The Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to employ a force suf- 
ficient for this purpose. 

There is full and pay authority given to the Commissioner to em- 
ploy a force’ whose limitation is only in his discretion and whose com- 
pensation he alone can fix. 

Mr. HATCH. Does the gentleman from Michigan not know that 
there is a law which prohibits any Department from expending any sum 
in excess of appropriations or involving the Government in any con- 
tract for the future payment of money in excess of such appropriations? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But when the United States Congress by ex- 
press words of legislation authorizes him to employ this force can he 
not summon a posse comitatus and claim the payment of the debt? 

Mr. HATCH. He can only expend such money as is appropriated 
in the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is nota limitation on the appropriation, 
but it is a plenary authority that is given to the Commissioner of Ag- 
riculture. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I agree with the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CuTcHEON] that there should be some limitation contained in this 
bill. There is no limitation as to the number of people to be employed 
under it or as to the length of time they shall be employed. There is 
no limitation as to the salaries that shall be paid them, and there is not 
even a requirement so far as I now remember that the Commissioner of 
Agriculture shall report the names of the men he employs. 

Mr. HATCH, Let me state to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
the law of which this is amendatory provides that the Commissioner 
shall report at every term of Congress the name of every single em- 
ployé, how long employed, what he has paid him, and how he ex- 
pended every dollar of the appropriation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That, Mr. Chairman, had escaped me, as it is nearly 
three years since that law passed. It had escaped me that there was 
even that limitation. But still that does not correct the evil. There 
is still here unlimited power to employ men and put them in the field 
and give them authority to go everywhere and search everywhere, 
whether they are sought by the State authorities or not. 

I think the gentleman from Michigan is right. I would not give 
that authority to any man in the United States. In every other De- 
partment we put some limitation upon our appropriations. 


him a question? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How can we in framing this bill an- 
ticipate the kind of help that the Commissioner may need? He may 
need ; he may need herdsmen, or farm hands. It is impossible 
to anticipate precisely what kind of force he will employ. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I believe the gentleman from Iowa is exactly cor- 
rect, and one object of my discussing this question was to show that 
neither itself nor the Commissioner of Agriculture nor any 
os man or body on earth knows what is needed. We go here inthe 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, The Commissioner can tell when the 
exigency arises. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And here stands the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH] who for three long years has proclaimed the exigency is 
now on us. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman does not quite under- 
stand me. I mean when a condition arises where the Commissioner 
must employ this help he can tell what he needs. But you cannot 
frame a bill to tell how many men he shall employ, or what kind of 
men, experts, slaughterers, or mere herdsmen, are needed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. He is authorized to employ this force to obtain 
information; and he knows what information he wants to get. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman from Tennessee permit me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand that this disease is a year and a half in 
process of incubation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman right there, the doc- 
tors disagree as to that, and the maxim in that case is that the patient 
is in danger. 4 

{Here the hammer fell. J 

Mr. PETERS rose. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] yield 
to me to read the last section of the act? 

Mr. PETERS. I yield to the gentleman for that pu 

Mr. HATCH. Section 11 of the present law is as follows: 


That the Commissioner of Agriculture*’shall report annually to Congress at 
the commencement of each n a list of the names of all porsona Sa pioyad, 
an itemized statement of all expenditures under this act, and full particulars 
pted and carried into effect for the suppression of contagious, in- 


the means ado: 
fectious, or communicable among domestic an 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Can he create a debt under that? 

Mr. HATCH. No, sir; not a dollar. 

Mr. PETERS. I think it is entirely unnecessary to apprehend an: 
danger from the power that is given here to the Commissioner of ~ 
culture, for this reason: The bill provides: 

The Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby anthorized to employ a force suf- 
ficient for this purpose, 

Every member of this House knows the moment the Commissioner 
of Agriculture employs more than a sufficient force under that provi- 
sion a resolution of investigation would bə introduced in this House 
by theparty that was in the minority, and that official would be inves- 
tigated, and would be shown up if he had done an, wrong. Itis 

idle to talk of any head of a bureau under the of the 
political minority abusing a discretion that may be pl in his power. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Why do you not give the Secretary of War 
plenary power to enlist as many soldiers as he thinks necessary to pro- 
tect the frontier ? 

Mr. PETERS. Thatis another question. 
as many as he pleases, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But you limit him to twenty-five thousand. 

Mr. PETERS. Because the Army is limited to twenty-five thou- 
sand, and because there is no el between the Army and a force of 
this kind. But, aside from this, the objection is made that this bill 
gives an extraordinary power and interferes with the rights of the 
States. I want to call attention to the fact, as set forth in the bill, 
that it provides that the governors of the States, or the proper authori- 
ties in the several States, must consent to and acquiesce in the super- 
vision that is proposed to be exercised, so that you can not force any- 
thing upon a State under the provisions of this bill. If the State au- 
thorities do not acquiesce, and the Commissioner of Agriculture ascer- 
tains that there is pleuro-pneumonia in the State, and that fact is 
certified to the President, then the President may declare that State in 
quarantine; but all these powers are hedged around by such safeguards 
as will never be overridden. 

I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of my State, which I have just received. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRISP was recognized. 

Mr. PETERS. I should like to have a little more time, Mr. Chair- 
man, so as to have that resolution read. : 

Mr. CRISP. If I can be recegnized next, I have no objection ta 
yielding to the gentleman. 


He can use of the Army 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot undertake to enter into any 
agreement of that sort. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the gentleman. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


[Senate concurrent resolution.] 


Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Kansas, the house of topra tegas 
concurring therein, That our Senators in Congress be instru and our Repre- 
sentatives requested to use all proper means to procure the of House 
bill 10359, being an act “ to extirpate contagious pleuro-pneumonia, foot-and- 
mouth disease, and rinderpest among cattle, and to facilitate the exportation 
of cattle and the products of live-stock, and for other purposes.” And thata 
copy of these resolutions be forwarded to each of our dead satin and Represent- 
atives in Con by the secretary of state. 

I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify 
that the fo: ing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on 
file in my office, and that the same was adopted by the senate on the 19th day of 
January, A. D. 1887, and concurred in by the house January 21, 1887. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and aflixed my 
official seal. Done at Topeka this 25th day of January, A. D. 1887. 

[sEAL,] E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, in the utmost good faith, I want to 
call the attention of the friends of the bill to the provisions of this 
section. This amendment looks solely to the matter of obtaining in- 
formation. There is nothing in it that is directed to the execution of 
the law, or that would require the employment of herders or butchers; 
it simply looks to the gathering of information, Now the proposition 
is to grant to the Commissioner of Agriculture—a gentleman for whom 
we all have great respect, I admit—power to employ any number of 

ple he pleases to perform this duty. The gentleman from Missouri 
Mr. HATCH] says it is well known that it is not in the power of any 
officer of the Government to create a debt. I suggest tomy friend that 
the passage of this bill will be a repeal, pro tanto, of that law, because 
here you expressly say to this officer that he may employ as many per- 
sons as he pleases, and if you have not appropriated a sufficient amount 
of money to pay those whom he employs, then, in my judgment—Isay it 
modestly—any such person would have aright to go to the Court of 
Claims and obtain a judgment for his compensation. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will yield to me for a moment, I 
wish to say that I have no doubt in the world about the correctness of 
my own position in this matter; but in order to meet the suggestions 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon], I am willing to add these words: ‘* Within 
the provisions of the appropriation made under this law.” That will 
prevent him from going outside the appropriation. 

Mr. CRISP. The point is this: Here is an extraordinary delegation 
of pore to an officer of the Government to employ as many persons 
as he pleases, at any compensation that he pleases, for what? Not to 
execute the provisions of the law, but to collect information. 

Under this law the Commissioner of Agriculture might employ a 
pam in every county in every State in the United States to keep the 

partment informed as to the condition of the cattle there, and the 
money that is to be expended for this purpose is to be used only to 
obtain such information. Now Isubmit thatit is a very extraordinary 
thing if we are going to lodge in the head of a bureau the power to 
create a debt without any limitation except his own judgment and dis- 
eretion. 

That is something we have never done before. On the contrary, we 
have a law on the statute-book expressly providing that no head ofa 
Department, no member of the Cabinet, if you please, not even the 
President himself, shall incur any debt for which the Government shall 
be liable; yet it is now proposed in this case to repeal that law as to 
the Commissioner of Agriculture, and allow him to appoint, if he 
pleases, a person in every county in every State, and to determine the 
compensation of such persons. As suggested by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON], it may involve a million dollars, and I 
submit that the amount which you have here appropriated is no limi- 
tation upon the authority given to the Commissioner under this law to 
make appointments and fix salaries. 

Mr. PETERS. Can we repeal a general law by implication ? 

Mr. CRISP. Itis nota general repeal; but here is a law which says 
that this particular officer of the Government may employ whom he 
pleases, and may fix the compensation of the persons he employs. The 
general law says that no officer of the Government may do that, but 
this law, passed subsequent to the general law, provides that this par- 
ticular oflicer may do it in this case; and if it is legal for him to em- 
ploy such persons and to fix their compensation, then I submit to the 
conscience of the committee that it is only just and honest and right 
that the Government should pay the persons whom he employs. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to amend by inserting —— 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments pending—one offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN], and the other by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. : 

Mr. PETERS. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
‘*purpose,’’ in line 23, the words ‘‘ within the limits of the appropria- 
tion that may be made for this purpose.’’ 

Mr. HAMMOND. ‘That may be made.” 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, thatisright—within the limits of appropri- 


ations which may be made from time to time—made by this bill, or 
hereafter to be made. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That leaves the provision still objection- 
able, because the Commissioner of Agriculture will still have power to 
fix the salaries—a power which we do not permit to be exercised in other 


cases. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It seems to me the amendment as suggested will 
remove all the objections that gentlemen have made. 

Mr. HATCH. I accept, so far as I have power to do so, the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina offer 
his amendment in addition to, or asa substitute for, the amendment of 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHron]? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to hear that amendment read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “purpose,” in line 23, insert “but the total expense of such 
force shall not exceed $50,000 in any one year.” 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I offer my amendment as a substitute for that 
just read. I move to insert after the word ‘‘ purpose’? the words 
“t within the limits of the appropriation made by Congress.’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from South Carolina 
whether that would not authorize the Commissioner of Agriculture to 
expend for this purpose up to the limit of the appropriation contained 
in this bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, the entire amount. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And then there is the other provision authorizing 
him to expend the amount appropriated for a different purpose. 
that he could make contracts to the extent of what this bill carries, 
$250,000; and then, in addition, there is the appropriation of $250,- 
000 for the extirpation of disease; so that instead of this being a bill 
spororeiang a quarter of a million dollars, it would appropriate half 
a million do 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, the gentleman multiplies too often. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My mathematics are more accurate than those of 
the gent}eman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman mistakes the bill entirely. The 
intention is that the Commissioner shall expend the amount appropri- 
ated for the purposes indicated in the bill; nothing more. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. There is nothing appropriated by the bill for this 


specific pu 
Mr. MCMILLIN. As the gentleman from Illinois seems to think 
his arithmetic better than mine, I want to know how much, tfhder this 
amendment, would be appropriated for this specific purpose. Will the 
tleman kindly answer me? 
Mr. SPRINGER. The amount appropriated in the bill for this pur- 


Mr. McMILLIN. How much? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Read the bill, and you will see. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has certainly gone wrong in his 
arithmetic. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I have but a word to say, and 
I promise the committee that what I have to say will have no refer- 
ence whatever to the merits of the pending amendment. [Laughter.] 

It was stated during the general debate on this subject that the pas- 
sage of this bill was not asked for by the agricultural interests of the 
country. I desire to say that, so far as concerns the State of New Jer- 
sey, which I have the honor to represent in part on this floor, that 
statement lacks all the elements of accuracy. One county within my 
district stands third in the United States in the amount and value of 
her dairy products. Herds are kept there, not for speculative pur- 
poses, but for practical use. I have had the honor of presenting the 
petition of the board of agriculture of that county, asking for the pas- 
sage of this bill. Not only that; I have the honor of bringing to the 
attention of this House the petition of our State board of agriculture, 
asking that this measure may be enacted. Further than that, I have 
myself conversed with many of our most intelligent agriculturists, and 
I find them united in sentiment for the passage of some stringent pro- 
vision by which our cattle may be protected from farther contagion 
and disease. 

I promised that what I had to say would have no reference to the 
pending amendment. I think I have kept my promise. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. Chairman, I desire to oppose the substitute 
offered for my amendment, and willstate the ground of my opposition. 
While the amount appropriated in the bill is $250,000 in one gross 
sum, the substitute, unless modified, will allow the Commissioner of 
Agriculture to set apart for the one purpose of gaining information un- 
der the first section the entire amount appropriated by the bill. I 
submit that it is wise to limit the amount which shall be used under 
that particular section and for that particular purpose. If $50,000, 
the amount named in my amendment, be not sufficient, then make it 
$75,000 or $100,000; but let us have some limitation upon the amount 
which the Commissioner may expend. Under this extraordinary pro- 
vision he is authorized to employ such force as he may deem neces- 
sary; and there should be some limitation, either as to the number or 
compensation of the employés or as to the te amount to be ex- 


pended. There should be some restriction either in detail or in gross, 
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I think $50,000 is a reasonable sum to be fixed; and therefore I have 
named it in my amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Would that come ont of the gross sum ap- 
propriated in the bill ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Isupposeso. Thisisa limitation of theamount 
which may be used under that particular provision. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Mr. Chairman, the committee have 
carefully considered this subject before presenting this bill, agd must 
undoubtedly have taken into account the objection which would be 
made to this particular provision. They stated very frankly to the 
House that it was giving a very extraordinary power to the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture. The committee, of course, trusted to the good 
sense, as I trust to the good sense, and as the House must trust to the 
good sense, of the Commissioner of Agriculture in the discharge of this 
important duty. 

It is well, sir, tobear in mind, while you are giving this extraordinary 
power, without placing any limitation uponit, like that which the geh- 
tleman from Michigan and others would like to have imposed, that the 
force or the disease with which we are compelled to deal is itself un- 
limited. If pleuro-pneumonia should break out, and it should be con- 
fined to a certain district, the Commissioner would then need but few 
men. But, suppose after breaking out, it should rapidly extend and 
spread beyond that district where it began, the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture would then need more money and more men to prevent its 
further spread. If we appropriate $250,000 the Commissioner of Ag- 
riculture will only use the amount of money and employ the number 
of men which may be necessary. 

Here we stand, Mr, Chairman, attempting to control a disease which 
threatens the extinction of the entire stock interest of the country, and 
by placing a limitation upon the Commissioner as to the amount of 
money heshall expend or thenumber of persons heshall employ, we may 

revent the Commissioner from striking at the proper time an effective 
bian and thereby saving millions of dollars invested in this stock in- 
dustry throughout the coun It is not presumed that the Commis- 
sioner will expend the whole ,000 unless he shall find it necessary. 
It is only prasa that he may expend it if he needs it. 

Mr. BU WORTH. My friend from Kansas forgets that the 
States are expected to co-operate with the General Government in the 
steps which may be taken for the extirpation of this cattle disease. In 
view of that fact, therefore, I think it is unnecessary to give this un- 
limited power to the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, that isno reason why 
we should give the Commissioner of Agriculture less power and smaller 
appropriation. You can not say what States will pay out money in co- 
operation with the United Statesin theextirpationof thisdisease. They 
may do nothing. If thatshould happen to be the case the Commissioner 
of Agriculture should be left, by our action, to make such use of this 
fund as would enable him to take effective steps for the extirpation of 
this disease. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ifthe people of any State should be inter- 
ested in having this work accomplished does my honorable friend imag- 
ine that State would not take the proper — to co-operate with 
and aid the General Government in securing the extirpation of this 
cattle disease? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh! it is easy to see there may bea 
particular feeling in a State, owing to State rights or some other general 
theory, that would prevent that State from taking action. A State can 
not be compelled to take action, and I can not for my life see why there 
should be objection to this present bill as recommended by the com- 
mittee. Ishall favor the amendment of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me call attention to the fact when the 
country was threatened with cholera and small-pox, to such an extent 
as to threaten to extirpate the human family along the border, we even 
in that case limited the amount to be appropriated and placed it atthe 
disposal of public officers. In that instance the amount was much 
lower. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. About $100,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I have the floor, I believe. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I know it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That probably was when there was no 
serious danger, and is no precedent in this case. Here stands a disease 
threatening one of the largest industries of the country. There is a 
pressing necessity for the extirpation of that disease. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I wish to say to the House and to the friends of this 
bill particularly, that thisis one of the most important amendments sub- 
mitted by the committee, and if it be not accepted in the terms reported 
it is not n to consume any further time of the House in under- 
taking to legislate on this subject. It is the pivotal point in the whole 
bill, to give the Committee of Agriculture unlimited power with a 
force sufficient to suppress this-disease wherever it may break out. 
The bill may as well be defeated as to adopt the amendment of the 
gen entleman from Michigan. The amendment of the gentleman from 
ath Carolina covers the whole point, and ought to be accepted by 


the friends of the bill. I yield the remaining portion of my time to 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The difference between the amendment I have 
offered and that of the gentleman from Michigan is this: This is an act 
which proposes toestablish this bureau with this additional authority. 
If you fix the limit at $50,000, no matter how greatly the disease may 
grow you can not make an additional appropriation without chan; 
the organic act. Whereas under the amendment I have 
any appropriation made for this purpose hereafte reun be properly ap- 
plied, and with the provision I have inserted, that in no case can a 
debt be run up against the United States, I think the proposition is a 
perfectly safe one. 

I ask that the amendment be again reported. 

The Clerk read_as follows: 

After the word “purpose” insert “ priation 
made by Congress: : Provided, ieee no aR ORLEN ihe Gorta meal be 
created under the provisions of this bill.” 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that it strikes me the 
amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina is subject to the objec- 
tion which hasbeen urged against it, and which is thatthere still remains 
the power in the Department to contract an indebtedness for this spe- 
cific purpose up to the a amount of the appropriation. In my 
opinion it would be better to provide that there should be no indebt- 
edness contracted under the provisions of this bill, in excess of the 
amount appropriated, and then leave the discretion with the 
ment to employ as many men as it may see fit to carry out the pur- 
poses of the law. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And pay whatever he chooses to pay them ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The very purpose of my amendment is to pro- 
vide that no debt shall be created. 

Mr. RYAN. If I understand your amendment, it is that no debt 
shall be contracted against the Government for the employment of this 
specific force. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No; it provides that no debt shall be contracted 
under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. RYAN. Very well; that being so, I have no objection to the 
amendment, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the amend- 
ment, it authorizes the Commissioner of Agriculture to expend every 
dollar appropriated by this bill in the employment of such persons as 
he may select to search out ple eumonia, 

Mr. RYAN. Then he would not have a dollar left for anything else. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is it exactly; and so far as his dispo- 
sition to slaughter diseased cattle in different localities is concerned, no 
matter how great it might be, he would have no money to pay for them, 
and hence he could not execute the law. 

I object to that for two reasons: First, it goes on the assumption that 
the States themselves will take no interest in ferre out or hun’ 
up the disease and taking steps to suppress it; that they will not ai 
the commissioner in ascertaining whether in fact the disease exists 
within their borders at all; and, second, because of the fact that they 
will not do this, then the whole duty devolves upon the General Gov- 
ernment, If I understand the object of the pi it is to provide that 
the General Government shall assume general m and control in 
this matter, and take such steps as may be necessary to su the 
disease; and this amount, that is the amount carried in the bill, is ap- 
propriated to employ not only a suitable force for purposes of investi- 
gation, but, beyond that, to pay for such cattle as may be slaughtered 
in the public interest; that is, with direct reference to the suppression 
of this disease. 

I submit, then, that you should limit the amount that the commis- 
sioner may appropriate for the employment of agents, and the rest of 
the appropriation can then be devoted tothe payment for cattle which 
have been destroyed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If the Commissioner of Agriculture has no more 
sense than to use all the money in the employment of agents to hunt 
up pleuro-pneumonia, and leave nothing to pay for cattle destroyed, 
then there is no use in Con making such an appropriation at all. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That same argument might be advanced 
against every appropriation we make. We limit the number of men 
a Department may employ, and limit their compensation, without any 
reference to the adequacy of their sense to exercise wise discretion in 

carrying out the law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We ought to have sense enough not to put it in 
the power of anybody to expend the entire appropriation for one object 
in the bill, leaving the rest to go unprovided for. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. Isit supposed that pleuro-pneumonia is a curable 
disease? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I do not know whether it is or not; 
but I understand that in order to cure pleuro-pneumonia, or suppress 
it, the cattle that are affected have to be destroyed from the hoofs to 
the horns—absolutely wiped out. 

Mr. BRAGG. If it bea disease of that kind, which absolutely de- 
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appr aia ataa; why make any provision for paying for them at all? 

If the cattle are worthless, suffering from an incurable disease which 

roves ultimately destroy them, why should the Government pay for 
em? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That question does nob properly apply to 
this point; but I will say to the gentleman that while I am not in favor 
of making compensation for the destruction of such cattle as this bill 
does, or making the United States a live-stock insurance concern to the 
soer here proposed, to a certain extent I amin favor of compensa- 

ion 


Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman from New York proposes to 
sowie the disease by quarantine and inoculation in the tail of the ani- 
mal. 

The amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina will bring 
this provision within the statutes which prevents the incurrence of 
debt beyond the amount appropriated by the law, and ought to be 
satisfactory to all the friends of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But does not my friend think there ought 
to be a limit fixed? > 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is limited to the amountof the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [ Mr. HEMPHILL] tothe amendment of the 
Ss from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon]. The Clerk will again re- 
port it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL’s proposed substitute was read. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt the vote. 
This has been under discussion for an hour. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to know what Iam voting on. I want to 
know whether I am voting the whole of this quarter of w million of 
dollars to a lot.of veterinary surgeons, or people who suppose they are 
such, or whether I am voting money to pay for these cattle. 

Mr. HATCH. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois there is no 
purpose in the bill to the money simply for salaries. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask for the reporting of my original amend- 
ae for which that of the gentleman from South Carolina is.a substi- 

e. 

Mr. HATCH. Iobject.. The committee was dividing on the sub- 
stituteof the gentleman from South Caroling. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 73, noes 42. 

So (further count not being called for) the substitute was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of the 
gentleman from igan as amended by the substitute of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. HATCH. I did not understand thatthe proposition of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina was offered as an amendment to that ot 
rood ganina from Michigan, but that it was offered as a substitute 

or i . 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the same thing. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the Chair please again state the question? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The from Mi offered an amend- 
ment. A substitute for that amendment was offered by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, and has been agreed to, and now the question 
zor rho ag ip os as amended. 

. HATCH. esire to make a parliamen 2 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will peor EN 

Mr. HATCH. Ifthe vote nowis ‘‘aye,’’ does that adopt the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Notatall. Itadopts the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

PES SWINBURNE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


The Clerk read as follows: 

After the amendment adopted insert the following: 

“Which shall include of scientific attainments and ofnot less than 
six years’ actual experience in sanitary and pathol: 


work, and especialy- 
in the investigation of contagious diseases; and to these rts in theirinl 
vestigations all necessary assistance shall be extended by the 7, Sade lr acre’ 


Mr. SWINBURNE. [offer this amendment in view of the fact that 
this bill may pass. If it does pass it-contemplates the killing of the 
stock as it did last year. Last year the Committee on Agriculture, 
through its chairman, reported that there were 60,000 head.of cattle 
exposed to this disease, and that 1,700 were then sick. They recom- 
mended the killing of the whole of them. They were not killed. 
And now, when we ask for information from the Department where 
these cattle are, we.are told they never so reported. 

I offer this amendment for another reason. The commission report 
that they do not know when these cattle are sick, when the disease 
becomes contagious, when it ceases to be contagious; and yet our De- 
partment makes provision for a quarantine from Europe of only six 
weeks, and these same cattle are allowed to come here and poison all 
the others, as in the case referred to by the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. CAREY], that of the bulls shipped from Baltimore which con- 
taminated the cattle wherever they went. 

Now, when we do not know when thisdisease commences, what safety 


have these people in letting those cattle be sick? At Chicago they 
killed between two and three thousand, although only very few of those 
cattle presented any evidence of disease. So far as we can find out 
from the agricultural reports there were but three herds of cattle that 
were sick, One of these was a herd of cattle at Cynthiana, Ky. The 
chief of the Department went down to lookat the cattle and he would 
not say whether the disease existed there or not. We have now lost 
sight of them. In the recent report of the Agricultural Committee 
they say these cattle did have pleuro-pneumonia. The truth is, they 
do not know anything about pleuro-pneumonia, any of them, and that 
is why I ask for this commission. Let us have one solid doctor from 
Boston, another, say, from Philadelphia, and another from the South, 

In Europe this disease has been running for more than a hundred 

years, and yet we know nothing positive about it. They have been 

ing inoculation, but when they inoculate they do not know 
where tostop. Soitiswithkilling. Cattlearekilled and the premises 
are left dirty; left in such condition that other cattle are exposed; and 
if they become sick still others areexposed. The only way to stop the 
disease is to put every herd of cattle so called into quarantine so soon 
as they are inspected, and in this bill I would have the word ‘“‘sus- 
pected’ as well as ‘t infected,” because nobody knows when they are 
infected; and not knowing that, thereis not safety in killing so many. 
If the recommendation of our committee last year had been carried out 
this Government would have been indebted $3,000,000; this sum of 
$250,000 would have been a mere bagatelle. 

There is to-day a bill pending in the Senate, and my constituents 
have written me to vote for it. Thatis their judgment. I wrote them 
I would notdo so. It is not a proper bill asitstands to-day. Neither 
is this. Bfit if we can modify it and bring the rights of the people to 
obtain in it I shall be satisfied with the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If this bill is to become a law, I trust the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE] will 
be adopted. It strikes me that the legislation now proposed is of very 
doubtful expediency. If gentlemen will turn to their dictionaries and 
look at the meaning of the word pleuro~ mia they will find that 
it ifies an inflamed condition of the pleura and of the lungs. Every 
medical man in this House has treated many cases of pleuro- 
in the human family, and no medical man has ever yet dared to say 
upon his professional honor and reputation that in the human family 
it is a contagious disease. j 

I stand here, sir, to say that we have no proof whatever that the so- 
called pleuro-pneumonia in the cattle of this country is a contagious 
disease, and if this House is to legislate upon the subject at all, let us 
go upon the broad ground ee een aes Ae ee 
to determine what the disease is before we p to lavishly 
the people’s money in to extirpate it. We have an 
able speech from the man from Iowa [Mr. ConGER] upon this 
bill. Now if I should ask that gentleman how many cases of pleuro- 
pneumonia exist at this time in the great State of Iowa, he would an- 
swer me that there is not a case of which he has knowledge. 

Mr. CONGER. We do not want any, either. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Again, we have had an eloquent speech from 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON], but I should like to 
have that gentleman tell us how many cases of pleuro-pneumonia 
exist in that State to-day. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ido not know whether any exist or 
not; but if this be a contagious disease, then most emphatically we 
jeopardize the whole cattle interest of the country by neglecting it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, if it be a contagious disease, but we have 
no proof that itis. Again, there is Texas, which has been pointed to 
as the great cattle State of the Union, yet not a single Representative 
from. Texas will stand up here and tell this House that there is a case 
of pleuro-pneumonia, contagious or otherwise, in that State to-day. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What are we fightingthen? Where isit? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Go to the great overcrowded stock-yards in the 
large cities and you will find a disease called pleuro-pneumonia; go to 
the sinks of iniquity in the large cities where vice and filth prevail, 
and you will find small-pox and scarlet fever and diphtheria among 
the people who are crowded there. Those are filth diseases, produced 
by filth, as scientific men assert, and have always asserted, and if you 
trace this disease of so-called pleuro-pneumonia in the cattle of this 
country you will find that it exists where sanitation has been neg- 
lected, and where the laws of life and health have been set at defiance, 
and very likely it found its origin either in the cruel conditions under 
which the cattle were transported, neglect of proper care after they 
were brought to their destination, or the direct result of climatic 

Now, if we are going’ to spend $200,000, or $100,000, or 
$50,000, or $25,000 for this purpose, let us spend it to determine, first, 
whether the disease exists; and if it exists, what its exact nature is, 
and whether or not it is contagious. My opinion is that we had better 
spend $20,000 for a commission of scientific men, and give them au- 
thority to go outand ascertain whether the disease is pleuro-pneumo- 
nia, and if it is plenro-pneumonia, whether it is contagious, and let 
them report to 

Then we shall have a basis upon which we can enact legislation that 
will really be for the benefit of the people who are interested in the 
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cattle industry of the country instead of being stampeded by the fears 
of communities where the disease confessedly does not exist at all. 
To-day the question is undecided whether diphtheria is a contagious 
disease. Scientific men differ on that question. Of course, gentlemen 
who have never looked into the matter believe the disease is conta- 
gious; but I assert that that is an open question to-day among scien- 
tific men. I say again, then, Mr. Chairman, if we are to spend money 
for this purpose, let us spend it in a sensible way; let us spend it by 
putting it into the hands of intelligent, educated, trained experts, 
who will go out into the communities where the disease is alleged to 
exist and ascertain whether these reports are based on fact or not, and 
let them recommend what in their opinion is the best method to 
stamp out the disease if it is found to bea reality. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Irise to oppose the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE]. I will not undertake to answer 
the position assumed by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER]. If that gentleman is not satisfied by the proof that 
has been produced before the House and the country that pleuro-pneu- 
monia in cattle is a contagious disease, it would be utterly impossible 
to convince him if I were to talk to him from now until the end of the 
year. If the gentleman has read the reports which have accompanied 
these bills in this House for the last eight years, and is still unsatisfied 
that such a disease as pleuro-pneumonia exists in this country and that 
it is contagious, all the argument in the world, coming from any source, 
whether experts or non-experts, would not convince him. The exist- 
ence of this disease is no longer a question for discussion. It is a fact. 
The stock men of the country know it; and every reading man in the 
country knows it. 

Now, to undertake to prescribe the qualifications of any ‘portion of 
this force is simply to defeat the purposes of this bill. The Commis- 
sioner has all the power that these provisions preseribing qualifications 
confer upon him. He is expected to employ the very best experts in 
this country that he can get. But, so far as my knowledge goes, if 
you adopt the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SWINBURNE] it will be adead letter on the statute-book; foritis drawn 
with the idea that there is but a single man in this country who will 
“ fill the bill,” and thatis Dr. SWINBURNE, of New York. [Laughter. ] 
He is the only gentleman within my knowledge who possesses all the 
qualifications stated in that amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does not the Swinburne amendment 
conform nearly to the provisions of what is known as the Miller bill? 

Mr. HATCH. It does not. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If not, will the gentleman point out 
the difference between the Miller bill and the bill now before the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HATCH. I can not do so in five minutes. Besides, I am not 
discussing the Miller bill. That bill is not before the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. To enable the gentleman to make the 
explanation I will yield him any time I may have. The reason I ask 
the question is this: The people of my district have petitioned here in 
favor of the Miller bill—— 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman wants to support that bill, then 
when the proper time comes all he has to do is to support it. The 
Miller bill is not under discussion. It is the bill of the Committee on 
Agriculture that is now being considered, and the pending question is 
on an amendment submitted to the first section. No bill known as 
the Miller bill is before the House or on the Calendar. It was intro- 
duced and sent to the Committee on Agriculture, where, by a vote of 6 
to 1, it was laid on the table. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The Miller bill? 

Mr. HATCH. The Miller bill; and there it lies. I will say that so 
far as the provisions of that bill are concerned they go so far beyond 
the provisions of this that if gentlemen on this floor will not accept the 
bill now before the House it is absolutely useless to talk about any 
further legislation on this subject; and if thefriends of such legislation 
are not willing to stand together now upon this bill as reported the 
sooner we bring this matter to a test vote and decide it the better for 
the country and for the interests of legislation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, as the question has been raised 
whether this disease is ee or not, let me give an instance which 
may throwsome light upon the statements made on thissubject. Yes- 
terday, in behalf of a constituent, I applied to the Department of Agri- 
culture to investigate the very recent appearance of pleuro-pneumonia 
in Western Maryland, and on this very day an i tor has gone to 
the heights near Weverton, in Washington County, immediately above 
Harper’s Ferry, because, for the first time, a herd of ¢attle there has 
been found to be infected with what iscalled pleuro-pneumonia or lung 
plague. Now, that is not a place where this disease could be expected 
to originate. 

The country there is distant from stock-yards, is open and mount- 
ainous, washed by rivers and fanned by mountain breezes. The steep 
hillside has the best surface drainage. If this disease be not contagious, 
its appearance there is certainly significant when we consider that 
through that region pass the great Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and its 
feeders, carrying cattle from the places where this lung plague, or pleuro- 
pneumonia—lI care not for the name—exists, to the main points in the 
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West, in Chicago, where it recently has ap And there, to-day, 
on those heights, where there are no erous sinks, no filth for the 
breeding of disease, where the free mountain air is constantly exerting 
its purifying influence, appears this disease. It is suggestive, too, of 
the need of national aid that this spot is in sight of three States, my 
own and the two Virginias. 

Mr. Chairman, although not skilled to detect cattle diseases, I have 
the right, coming from a State where this question has been studied 
and where the sufferings from this lung plague have been experienced, 
to say something in behalf of this bill, and in behalf of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, Dr. SWINBURNE, which very 
much improves it. 

In the State of Maryland there was held, only a few days ago, a 
very intelligent and representative farmers’ convention. There hag 
been a very important work done in combating this disease, and our 
farmers strongly favored more stringent legislation by Congress on this 
subject. ‘There has been there a more extended experience with this 
disease and with the law on the subject than, perhaps, anywhere else; 
for, beyond the people of any other State, the people of Maryland have 
co-operated with the Departmentin trying to extirpate the disease. In 
August last this disease was found in Howard County. The herd wag 
slaughtered—paid for partly by the State of Maryland and partly by 
the General Government—and nobody has heard of the disease in that 
county since. It has been found in Baltimore city, in the adjoining 
county of Baltimore, as well as in Prince George’s County, and in the 
county of Carroll. 

Under the law which we are now trying to improve there have 
been slaughtered there four hundred and seventy-nine animals at an 
average cost of $20.10 apiece. About one-third of these have been 
paid for by the authorities of my State under our State law, and the 
rest by the Government. Ata total cost of $9,650, those cattle have been 
destroyed, and, so far as possible, the disease. There were five hun- 
dred and fifty-six stables investigated, all suspected of having this 
lung plague. They contained fifty-one hundred and seven cattle; and 
these stables were exclusive of the stockyards designed for cattle in 
the course of transit in the trade. Seven hundred and seventeen cattle 
were found infected with this lung plague. The same characteristics 
were found in all these cattle. The cattle were found along the line 
of travel, near the stockyards. When a herd had been killed in one 
isolated county, the disease after a lapse of eight months, had not re- 
appeared. But to-day, 50 miles from this city, and from that county, 
away up in the mountains, it is breaking out afresh. The report of 
Mr. T. A. Seth, a prominent citizen and a high authority upon the his- 
tory of this plague in Maryland, impresses me as it did the convention. 

It seemsto me, Mr. Chairman, that some weight is due to these illus- 
trations of the operations of the law in our State. 

It has been said by my eloquent friend near me that this Government 
must not be a stock insurance company. I agree with that declara- 
tion; yet, this very report by Mr. Seth made last week in Baltimore 
shows that the great hinderance to the enforcement of the law is that 
men who have diseased cattle conceal the fact, because it destroys the 
market value of the animals; and the cattle are sold to unscrupulous 
butchers, that their meat may go into the markets of the country to be 
sold at the market prices, just as we now know it has been offered in 
the market of this city. If the disease extends, as it has extended in 
Chicago and the West, if it gains headway in Maryland, as it is 
claimed to have done out in Chicago—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, obtained the floor, and yielded his time 
to Mr. MCCOMAS. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I wish to say but one word more. I thank the 
gentleman from Kansas for his courtesy. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before the gentleman resumes will he allow 
me an inquiry? I oppose the rate proposed in this bill. Now will 
my friend, who is for the bill, indicate whether he opposes an amend- 
ment which simply proposes that men familiar with the duties they 
will be called upon to perform shall be employed? 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman had heard the remarks I have 
already made he would have heard me say that I am in favor of this 
bill and in favor of the amendmentof Dr. SWINBURNE, which proposes 
te secure experts skilled in the pathology of these diseases. I think 
the very first money expended ought to go for the purpose indicated; 
and yet I believe that there ought not to be a limit too strictly put. 
The whole argument on this floor in opposition to this expenditure 
is based upon the false assumption that we already know what the 
disease is, where it is, and where it is liable to break out. But those 
are the very things to be ascertained, the things which as yet ‘‘ no fel- 
low has found out.’ Now we need not limit the amount beyond the 
restriction already put in the bill, but with this amendment we can 
direct the expenditure for the inquiry into the prevalence, the causes, 
and the extirpation of this plague. 

It seems to me this important matter should be followed up vigor- 
ously by more stringent national legislation or abandoned. It can be, 
so far as my State is concerned. The information I receive is that the 
earnest farmers of Maryland, who so largely contribute to the formation 
of public sentiment, want the effort to bemade; and I come from a State 
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where many are very much concerned about State rights, but they will 
not stop to talk about State rights when the main question is the extir- 
pation of this most dangerous cattle disease. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why doesthe gentleman claim the number 
of persons the Commissioner should employ should beunlimited? Now, 
to determine the character of this disease does notrequire ten thousand 
men should be émployed to examine ten thousand cases. Where the 
symptoms are the same it is easy to determine the existence of the dis- 
ease, and twenty-five men would be able to determine the matter just 
as easily as twenty-five hundred. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Nobody knows better than the gentleman from 
Ohio that that is not a question, butan argument. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTTERWOTH. Very well, then, let me see you tackle it. 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then, in conclusion, let me say that this objection 
is based upon assumed knowledge and assumes the point in controversy. 
If we had just ten thousand cases all at one time in one place twenty- 
five men would be ample. Who knows we may not have thirty thou- 
sand cases at different times in a thousand different places, thus requir- 
ing a sudden increase of men in many States. Let us then take these 
experts; let us take other men, and let ustrust this man whom we lately 
voted to elevate to a Cabinet position, and let us honestly try to stamp 
out this disease. Let us appropriate all the money necessary to stamp 
it out. Unless it is stamped out we shall imperil not only untold 
wealth in the cattle industry, not only the health, but the cheap meat 
of the laboring man of this country, and this is the only country in the 
world where there is cheap meat for the laboring man. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I did not expect to say anything on 
this bill, as I hoped to derive from the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture some information I wanted. My peoplehave petitioned me 
in favor of the Miller bill. It is usual for members to get information 
from the committee that reports the bill, but since the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture, for some reason I am not able to under- 
stand, has risen above the usual rule of giving information to his col- 
leagues on this floor, even when in sympathy with him in legislation, 
I venture a few remarks on such information as I have without the aid 
of the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture. [ Laughter. ] 

lam opposed, Mr. Chairman, to the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE]. And why? The Commissioner of 
Agriculture, when he comes to employ the n force to execute 
this law, will not employ boot-blacks, he will not employ ministers, he 
will not employ members of Congress, except, perhaps, my friend from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] or my friend from New York [Mr. 
SWINBURNE]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He will employ horse doctors. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, he might and may do so with 
wisdom. It is presumed in the exercise of the discretion given to him 
he will employ just as good men as my respected friend from New Hamp- 
shire or my learned friend from New York. They must be competent 
experts; just as good as you may put into these positions. Why create 
so many different departments and commissions? We have an organ- 
ization now, a Department of Agriculture, for that purpose. Let us put 
the power in the hands of that Department. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, from what information I have been able to 
gather, no thanks to the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, 
I am in favor of what is known as the Miller bill, which provides for a 
commission. My people seem to favor that measure, although it ap- 
propriates $1,000,000 instead of $250,000. We have the support of 
the Committee on Agriculture, which I am thankful for, to back up 
the present bill, and we have been informed we can not get the Miller 
bill through. Then, as compromise must obtain more or less in the 
legislative bodies, I shall stand by the committee for the present bill, 
and I trust the friends of this measure will not be stampeded. 

My friend from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], who sits before 
me, and whose clean-cut method of thought always captivates me, has 
stated this is a mooted question. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, if it is a mooted question when it is admitted 
such a dangerous peril exists as the spread of this contagious cattle dis- 
ease, why should we wait until this disease has spread all over the coun- 
try among the great herds of the East and the West? Let us give this 
petty sum of $250,000 to be expended by those whom we have elevated 
to the dignity of an Executive Department. Letus clothe the Commis- 
sioner with the power to use experts for the purpose of collecting in- 
formation and furnishing it to the next Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I regret exceedingly, Mr. Chairman, that my friend 
from Iowa, who has just occupied the floor, misunderstood my answer 
to his inquiry. I was discussing an amendment under the five-minute 
rule, and had but a single moment, and hence stated to my friend that 
I had not the time to explain the difference between these two bills. I 
supposed the gentleman had read the two bills himself, and also that 
he had heard my remarks in presenting the bill to the House, in which 
I took care to explain the difference between them. But if my friend 


is not satisfied with that nag omens if he will meet me this afternoon 
is bill I will give him as much time as he 
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wants, and will take great pleasure in supplying him with all the in- 
formation I have upon this subject, for I take great delight in impart- 
ing such information as I have, and especially to my friend from Iowa, 
who always receives it so kindly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The answers I received from the gen- 
tleman to-day have been so unfruitful of information that I beg leave 
most respectfully to decline the invitation, and will endeavor to jog 
along in my own way with such little knowledge as I have gained 
from the discussions that have taken place on this floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH. I think my friend from Iowa makes there the most 
serious mistake of his life, for he needs information more now than 
ever before in his life. [Laughter.] 3 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add but a few words 
to what I said a few moments ago. I have no disposition to prolong 
this controversy, neither do I wish any gentleman on this floor to as- 
sume or undertake to say that if this bill can not be properly amended 
I will vote against it, for no man has authority to make that statement 
here or elsewhere. 

So far as the personal suggestions of my friend from Iowa are con- 
cerned, they have no weight at all with me. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My personal allusions were entirely 
complimentary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And I can only quote for the gentleman’s bene- 
fit those well known lines— 


And you, O Polonius! you vex me but slightly. 


(Laughter. ] e 

‘This is a question, however, of very serious moment to the people of 
this country. It is one that we have a right to consider, and consider 
fairly and squarely upon its merits; and if the gentleman from Iowa 
wishes to stand here and assert that it is not wisdom to put in ita pro- 
vision that the men called upon to investigate this scourge, 1f scourge 
it be, shall be men capable of making a scientific inv tion into the 
character of the disease we are undertaking to combat, then I can only 
say I fail to agree with his views. 

I hold in my hand an article which I assume to betrue, which states 
that very recently an effort was made to establish a quarantine in Penn- 
sylvania against cattle coming from the Chicago yards, as a cow had 
died of so-called contagious pleuro-pneumonia at the stock-yard gates, 
and the officers of the United States Agricultural Department had so 
reported. And yet it appears that the secretary of the Board of Ag- 
riculture of the State of Pennsylvania caused an investigation to be in- 
stituted, and has produced here indisputable evidence to the mind of 
any man who can understand testimony that the cow died ofa puerperal 
disease and not from pleuro-pneumonia at all. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 

I say that in my judgment—notwithstanding I may vote for this bill, 
because I think it important that some legislation should be adopted 
on this subject—in my judgment, if you pass the bill as it is here re- 
ported you will find every sick cow on the prairies of the West will 
eventually be slaughtered because of alleged pleuro-pneumonia, and 
the Government of the United States will have to foot the bill. Why, 
itis a matter of fact within the knowledge of the medical profession 
that every sick dog in the country has hydrophobia; and yet hydropho- 
bia is a disease almost unknown to science in this or any other land. 
But notwithstanding that fact every dog which is found sick on your 
streets is shot down because he is pronounced to be suffering from 
rabies. And so every cow sick with puerperal disease, or any other dis- 
ease, or which has come in contact with another animal sick of some dis- 
ease—for filth germs affect other animals as well as the human species— 
will be slaughtered under the provisions of this bill, and the Govern- 
ment of the United States will have to pay the expense. 

I say furthermore, Mr. Chairman, that if we are to pay for sick cows, 
for God’s sake do not compel us to pay three-fourths of their worth 
while they are well. [Laughter.] If they are sick let us have some 
scientific body say what their worth may be when they are slaughtered, 
not when they are in health. If the bill is passed let us also eliminate 
the provision concerning the herd books altogether, so that you will 
not have to pay, simply because they are so entered, fancy prices, or 
prices they may be regarded as worth when they are well, when they 
are worth nothing at all if sick. 

I have no disposition, I repeat, Mr. Chairman, to delay the consider- 
ation of the bill; but if we are wise men we will adopt the amendment 
proposed by the distinguished gentleman from New York, and we will 
thus say to the Agricultural Department, if this matter is to be inves- 
tigated, it shall be investigated intelligently, and if pleuro-pneumonia 
exists in this country let it be determined by experts whether it is 
contagious or not. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does my friend assume that the De- 
partment will make the investigation unintelligently? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It might. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. So might the commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not likely, if they are appointed as contem- 
plated by the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE] 
by his amendment proposes the appointment of a commission and insists 
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that this commission shall be under the control of those who are phy- 


sicians. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘“Vote!”’] If gentlemen will me 
I will detain them only a moment. tleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] will pardon me if I suggest the Commissioner 


of Agriculture will employ under this bill such agencies as will enable 
him to reach a just conclusion. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “‘Vote!’?] Iam 
ready to vote, then, if gentlemen want to vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 114, noes 25, 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HATCH. I give notice that I will ask for a vote in the House 
on this amendment. 

Mr. O'HARA. I offer an amendment, to come in at the end of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And the said experts shall examine and report upon the disease affecting the 
hogs of the country, knownas hog cholera, and also what means are necessary 
to extirpate this disease. 


Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order; but if the gentleman from 
North Carolina desires to speak I reserve the point eforder. It is that 
the provision of hisamendment is already embodied in the law—in the 
act of which this is amendatory. 

Mr. MILLS. That is a matter of debate then. 

Mr. O'HARA. I admit it is already in the law, but it is known to 
the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture that the Department 
of Agriculture has abandoned, for any practical purpose, the investiga- 
tion of hog cholera. 

Mr. HATCH. On the contrary, they are pursuing it now with more 
energy than at any other time since the law was passed. 

Mr. O'HARA. Admitting that to betrue, the amendment will have 
the effect of instructing them to have this board appointed by the 
amendment just adopted to act with more diligence. This question 
of hog cholera is a question of very great importance to the ee of 
the South, especially in my section of the country. I suppose I can 
also say it is a question of very grave importance to the entire people 
of this country. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. EDEN. Why not provide to pay for the hogs? 

Mr. OHARA. Wedo not propose to pay for the hogs as it is pro- 
posed to pay for the cattle. 

The question being taken on Mr. O’ HARA’s amendment, there were— 
ayes 109, noes 40. 

So (farther count not being called for) the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee do now rise, 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 93, noes 18, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill H. 
R. 7208, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that when the House adjournsit adjourn to 
meet on Saturday next. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Under the standing order of the House, on Fri- 
day, at 5 o’clock, the House takes a recess until half past 7 for the 
transaction of pension business. I ask whether or not that order takes 
effect to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that the order to 
which the gentleman from Michigan refers means the legislative day 
of Friday; and it would be necessary to have another order for the con- 
sideration of that class of business. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent that that order may be 
considered as applying to this evening, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit that request after the ques- 
n is y on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri Thir, 

ATCH]. A 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILLS. Does not the adjournment to-day of itself carry the 
House over to meet at 12 o’clock on Saturday ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that would be the effect; but 
the gentleman from Missouri desires by his motion to keep the Journal 
correct, as the House has been prosecuting business to-day in the leg- 
islative day of Thursday. 

The motion of Mr. HATCH was agreed to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I now ask unanimous consent that the order by 
which the House at 5 o’clock on Friday takes a recess till half past 7 
for the consideration of pension business be considered in force with 
reference to this day. 

Mr. WALLACE. I object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move that the House take a recess 
until half past 7 o’ : 

Mr. SPRINGER. The only business in order to be the consideration 
of private pension bills. 

SPEAKER. Thatcan not be made a part of the motion. In 


the absence of any order on the subject the House, if it takes a recess, 
would be in session for all business. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves that a recess 
be taken until half past 7—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And that the business be the consideration of 
private pension bills. 

The SPEAKER, As the Chair has just stated, that can not be in- 
cluded in the motion for a recess. Pending that the gentleman from 
Missouri moves that the House do now adjourn. Does the gentleman 
from Missouri insist on his motion ? 

Mr. HATCH. I do. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn; there were— 
ayes 71, noes 69. 

So the motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 52 
minutes p. m. Friday, January 28) the House adjourned till Saturday 
at 12 o’clock m, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of workingmen at the Liggett Spring and 
Axle Company of Pittsburgh, Pa., for the repeal of internal taxes—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. D. Wood & Co., limited, and 250 citizens of Pitts- 
burgh and McK rt, Pa., for repeal of internal taxes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of the Maine State Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, in favor of the experiment-station bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Petition of Margaret O’Connor, for restoration of 
pension as widow of a soldier in the Mexican war—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition and papers of William Innis, 
late of Company D, Sixty-eighth Indiana Volunteers, asking for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Elwood Arnold Post, No. 87, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of New J , in favor of the Edmunds- 
Tucker bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Affidavits of Julia Powell, J. V. Geiger, and A. 
D. Coolbaugh, to accompany House bill 10593, for the relief of the heirs 
of Percival Powell, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of the Silas Tappen Post, No. 511, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Berlin, N. Y., requesting the passage 
of the so-called Edmunds-Tucker bill relative to the abolition of the 
Mormon Church—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of citizens of Shelby County, Indiana, for 
the passage of the Miller bill for the extinction of pleuro-pneumonia— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of workmen of Johnstown, Pa., 
asking for repeal of internal-revenue tax upon tobacco; also to provide 
for the abolition of the internal-reyenue system at an early day—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER: Petition of citizens of Richmond, Ohio, for the 

of Senate bill 1636—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. : . 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of the Women’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Michigan, asking for a constitutional amendment ex- 
tending the elective franchise to women—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of Hosea B. Young and others, ex-sol- 
diers, against large pensions to public officers and generals’ wives—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: Petition of citizens of Warsaw, Ind., favoring the 
passage of Senate bill 1636—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kosciusko County, Indiana, in favor of the 
passage of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee on 

iculture. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of 10 citizens of Cresco, Iowa, praying 
for the passage of Senate bill 1636—to the same committee, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Washington Post, No. 12, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Lawrence, Kans., for Se eee of the Ed- 
munds-Tucker Mormon bill—to the Committee on Judiciary, — 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Memorial of the Dartmouth College Associa- 


tion at Washi D. C., ying for an appropriation for a public 
building in the town of Hanover, N. H.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. GAY: Petition of the Louisiana State Ministerial Associa- 
tion of Colored Ministers, for the passage of the Blair bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of steamboatmen of New Orleans, advocating the re- 
moval of obstructions affecting navigation of Red River, Atchafalaya 
River, and Bayou Teche, Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. - - 
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By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of the George D. Eggleston Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Appleton, Wis., relative to the suppression 
of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of citizens of Independence, 
Iowa, asking for the of the Miller bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Eureka, 
Cal., for continuing the custom-house and collection districts as at 
present established—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of fishermen on Columbia River, in 
Oregon, OY ey for a commission to investigate fishing methods, espe- 

ially that by gill-nets—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Resolutions of W. D. Brennan Post, No. 
284, of Randall Post, No. 460, of George B. Chavette Post, No. 558, and of 
John 8. Stone Post, No. 352, Grand Army of the Republic of New York 
State, in to the passage of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. H. Signor and 28 others, citizens of Saranac, Clin- 
ton County, New York, for the repeal of internal taxes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Petition of E. D. White and otherg, citi- 
zens of N. C., favoring the bill (S. 1636) to reduce postage on 
seeds, pian &c.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of R. D. Lathrop Post, No. 138, of 
Hudson, N. Y., Thomas Bervidge commander, and Anson W. Parmton 
adjutant, for the passage of the unds-Tucker bill against the Mor- 
mon Church—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of Henry Detray and others, citizens of 
Evansville, Ind., in favor of Senate bill 1636—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: Petition of F. A. Draper and others, citizens of 
West Liberty, Ohio, for the passage of the bill (S. 1636) relative to post- 
age on seeds, plants, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of engineers and firemen employed 
in the State, War, and Navy building, asking for increase of pay—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of 
Kansas, asking for the passage of the bill to extirpate contagious pleuro- 
pneumonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORRISON : Petition of citizens of Upper Alton, Il., tò 
reduce postage on seeds, roots, and plants—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORROW: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., against the provisions of a commercial treaty with the 
kingdom of Spain providing for a reduction of the duty on raisins— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., 
in favor of an appropriation of $10,000 for the maintenance of branch 
hydrographic offices for the year ending June 30, 1888—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of James W. Raulston, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of James W. Raulston—to the same com- 

ittee. 


By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Sylvester Taylor, of Searcy County, Ar- 
kansas, asking pay for property taken from him by the United States 
Army in the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Senate concurrent resolution of the ture 
of Kansas, asking for the passage of the bill (H. R. 10359) providing for 
the extirpation of contagious diseases among cattle—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

_ By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of retired enlisted men of the Army, 
cs ro amending the act of February 14, 1885—to the Committee on 


tary Affairs. 
By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of Joseph Richardson, for arrears of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. RICHARDSON: Papers in the case of Jennie Richardson, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. RIGGS: Letter of Wm. H. Barney, of Barry, Pike County. 
Illinois, in favor of House bill 9733—to the Committee on Ways and 


Also, resolution of the Trade and Labor Assembly of Chicago, against 

Senate bill 925—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
aa tig Aeae ae of Le y W. Brown reaches? citizens 

o e, Ohio, asking a reduction of postage on seeds plants—to 
the Committėe on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of druggists of Bloomington, Ill., for the 
repeal of internal taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the executive committee of the Grand Lodge of 
Good Templarsof Illinois, for the passage of the bill (S. 1579) granting to 
the people of the District of Columbia the right to vote on the ques- 
tion of license—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition for repeal of internal taxes, from 145 
leading citizens of Scranton, Pa.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Lewis K. Herbst, of Havre de Grace, 
Md., for compensation for damages sustained by the occupation of his 
property by United States troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Susan F. Johnson, of Kanawha County; 
of Matthew Arbuckle, of Greenbrier County; and of William H. 
administrator of John Hill, of Fayette County, West Virginia, for ref- 
oo ee to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Isaac B. Richmond, of Little Comp- 
ton, R. I., and 163 others, citizens of Rhode Island, for a breakwater 
at Fishing-place Cove, near Leaconnet Point, R. I.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Charles Fletcher and 32 others, citi- 
zens of Providence, R. I., for the repeal of internal taxes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of John Powers and 180 enlisted men, 
asking that the act of February 25, 1885, be amended to read twenty- 
five instead of years—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 


By Mr. WARD: Resolutions of the trade and labor assembly of Chi- 
cago s opposing Senate bill 925—to the Committee on the Public 
n 


By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of J. B. Van Lehn and 25 others, citizens, 
for the of Senate bill 1636—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON: Papers in the war claim of estate of William 
McSherry, deceased, of West Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, ta of Samuel Hedrick, of Laban B. Conrad, and of Will- 
iam E. Hedrick, of Pendleton County; of John S. Chenowith and 
of John B. Morrison, of Randolph County; of John H. Shew 
administrator of Samuel Dobbins, of Jefferson County; of Benjamin 
Grayson, of Mineral County; and of Hannah Bosworth, of Beverly, 
W. Va., for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
same committee. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill peers 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 
By Mr. COOPER: Of 148 citizens of Milford Center, Mass. 
By Mr. DINGLEY: Of 162 citizens of the second district of Maine. 
By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Olive Pond Amies, county 
superintendent of legislative work for the Women’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, in favor of the Blair educational bill. 
By Mr. GEDDES: Of Theodore J. Keep and 192 others, citizens of 
Oberlin, Ohio. 
By Mr. GROUT: Of 279 citizens of the second district of Vermont. 
By Mr. HAYNES: Of 193 citizens of Nashua, N. H. 
PP Mr. HIRES: Of 157 citizens of Port Elizabeth and Cramer Hill, 
By Mr. LEHLBACH: Of 235 citizens of Newark, N. J. 
By os LOUTTIT: Of the Presbyterian and Methodist churches of 
one, Cal. 
By Mr. MORRILL: Of 213 citizens of Sabetha and Muscotah, Kans, 
By Mr. O'DONNELL: Of 229 citizens of the third district of Mich- 


igan. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of J. C. Carr and 114 others, citizens of Chero- 
kee and Kans. 

By Mr. RANNEY: Ofthe mayor and other citizens of Boston, Mass. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Of 214 citizens of Lincoln, and of 186 citizens 
of McLean County, Illinois, 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of sundry citizens of Grimes 
County, Texas, asking for the passage of the Blair educational bill. 

By Mr. MILO : Of 268 citizens of Spring Valley, Grand 
Meadows, and Concord, Minn. . 

By Mr. WHITING: Of 171 citizens of Hatfield, South Hadley, and 
Holyoke, Mass. - 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 28, 1887. 


Prayer bysthe Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON presented the credentials of MATTHEW STANLEY 
QUAY, chosen by the Legislature of Pennsylvania a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read and or- 
dered to be placed on file. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Messrs. Wells, Rich- 
ardson & Company and sundry other business men, largely engaged in 
manufactures, commerce, &c., in the State of Vermont, praying for a 
repeal or reduction of internal-revenue taxes, 

Many petitions of this kind have been presented; and in presenting 
this petition and moving its reference to the Committee on Finance, 
I wish to urge upon that committee, so far as I may, respectfully, what 
I think is the importance of this subject, to reduce, ifwe cannot alto- 
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gether repeal, this remnant of the ‘‘ unpleasantness” that existed be- 
tween the different parts of the country twenty-five years ago. 

I should be glad to see the country restored to its business conditions 
in respect to the Government that it was in before the war of the re- 
bellion came on, and that the resources of the Government should be 
obtained entirely from duties on importations and the little incidental 
matters about lands, &c., and not by keeping up an army of internal 
tax-gatherers, and inspectors, and all that sort of thing. I hope the 
Committee on Finance will take the matter into serious consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 


Mr. FRYE presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the A. A. 
Dwinal Post, No. 3, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mechanic Falls, 
Me., warmly indorsing the bill known as the Edmunds-Tucker bill, 
touching Mormonism; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE. I present the petition of John D. Best and 52 citizens 
of Portland, Me., setting forth that $12 only are required as the 
special tax for a wholesale dealer in tobacco, while $480 are charged 
to a wholesale dealer in oleomargarine, and praying for an equaliza- 
tion of those taxes. I move the reference of the petition to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Singer & Wheeler and 17 
other firms, merchants and manufacturers, of the city of Peoria, TIl., 
praying for the repeal of the internal-revenue tax iaws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the petition of H. S. Stewart and 34 
other citizens of Geneva, Ill., respectfully representing that they are 
consumers of oleomargarine in their own homes, and stating that the 
license tax on oleomargarine is from five to fifty times higher than the 
license tax on whisky, beer, and tobacco, and praying for a reduction 
of thesame. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, Johns- 
town, Scranton, and Bristol, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
a reduction of the internal-revenue taxes; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON. Ialso present a memorial of East Lynn Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against any 
amendment of the oleomargarine law, and praying for the passage of 
the interstate-commerce bill. Inasmuch as the interstate-commerce 
bill has passed both Houses, I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SABIN presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of the Inde- 
pendent Order of Good Templars, State of Minnesota, on behalf of a 
membership of 4,000, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 1579) 
granting to the people of the District of Columbia the right to de- 
termine by ballot whether intoxicating liquors may hereafter be egay 
manufactured and sold in the District; which was referred to the - 
mittee on the District ef Columbia. 

Mr. PAYNE presented the petition of A. L. Bailey and 21 other 
citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, setting forth the inequalities and injustice 
of the ial taxes on oleomargarine in comparison with other articles 
of internal-revenue taxation, and praying fora reduction of such taxes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL. I present resolutions in the nature of a memorial of 
the town council and city government of the city of Tampa, Fla. The 
resolutions state that— 


Our intercourse with Havana, on the Island of Cuba, has become frequent, 
and considerable emigration from that island is coming to our shores to find 
employment in the cigar factories established here, all of which is highly desir- 
able as being of mutual benefit to our community and the Cubans, 


The town council of the city of Tampa also states that: 


In view of this continuous and frequent intercourse with Havana, a place 
where yellow fever prevails every summer, we deem it of the highest import- 
ance that a natio; quarantine station and hospital be establish on one 
of the islands near Key West, Fla., and that such station and hospital shall be 
under the direction and control of the Su ising Surgeon-General of the 
or Service under authority of the national-quarantihe act of April 

that our members in Congress from the State of Florida are re- 

speetfully requested and urged to use their influence in ing such measures 

uring the present session of Congress as may be requisite to enable the Super- 

vising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service to establish such quaran- 

tine station and hospital as early as practicable to meet the exigencies of the 
coming summer. 

I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Epi- 
demic Diseases. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented resolutions adopted by the State Board of 
Agriculture of Kansas, in favor of the enactment of the agricultural 
experiment-station bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Kansas State Board of 
Agriculture, in relation to the cattle interest; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Ala- 
bama, favoring legislation in behalf of a world’s exposition by the col- 
ored people; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


` Committee on Finance. 


Mr. EVARTS. I present the petition of Jacob Hilgman and 57 citi- 
zens of New York city, and the petition of Dr. W. H. Reynolds and 20 
citizens of Reynoldsville, N. Y., respectfully representing that they are 
consumers of oleomargarine in their own homes, and stating that the 
license tax on oleomargarine is from five to fifty times higher than the 
license tax on whisky, beer, and tobacco, and praying for a reduction 
of the same. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of David W. Davis, of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for an extension of the patent for an improvement in a 
resing box or pan for fish; which was referred to the Committee on 

atents. 

He also presented the petition of Hammond Standish & Co. and 157 
other citizens of Detroit, Mich. ; the petition of Anthony Lubke and 
25 other citizens of Copper Falls Mine, Mich.; and the petition of 
Edward B. Noble and 20 other citizens of Elk Rapids, Mich., repre- 
senting that they are consumers of oleomargarine in their own homes, 
that the license tax on that article is from five to fifty times higher than 
the license tax on whisky, beer, and tobacco, and praying for a reduc- 
tion of such tax; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT presented a memorial of citizens of the collection dis- 
trict of Middletown, Conn., remonstrating against the removal of the 
custom-house in that district from Middletown to Hartford; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a resolution adopted by the senate of the State 
of Kansas, favoring the passage of the bill (H. R. 10359) to extirpate 
contagious pleuro-pneumonia, foot-and-mouth disease, and rinderpest 
among cattle, and to facilitate the exportation of cattleand the products 
of live stock, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of William B. Clark and 52 citi- 
zens of Worcester, Mass., praying for the reduction of the special taxes 
on oleomargarine, and that the same may be equalized so that whole- 
sale dealers in oleomargarine shall not pay $480 per year while whole- 
sale tobacco dealers pay only $2.40a year. I move the reference of the 
petition to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE TOBACCO TAX. 


Mr. MAHONE. I present the proceedings of the Tobacco Associa- 
tion of Lynchburg, Va., urging the abolition of the tax on tobacco. 

I also present a similar petition of manufacturers of tobacco at Rich- 
mond; a like petition of the Tobacco Board of Trade of Farmville, Va. 
I also present a similar petition of the South Boston (Virginia) Tobacco 
Board of Trade, and also the proceedings of the Tobacco Association of 
the city of Petersburg, Va. 

In moving the reference of these petitions to the Committee on 
Finance, I wish to call the attention of that committee and of the Sen- 
ate briefly to the subject to which they relate. 

Mr. President, on the 14th day of December, 1885, I introduced here 
two bills relating to the laws affecting the manufacture of tobacco— 
one, (S. 476,) repealing section 3151 of the Revised Statutes, which sub- 
jected tobacco manufactured for export to the perfunctory performance 
of inspection and the burden of a fee that, till lately, was collected at 
the rate of ten (10) cents per package. 

This fee, which did not in fact nor constructively either go into or 
come out of the Treasury, composed the salary of the inspector. It 
was the mere perquisite of an unsalaried office. It inno manner 
touched the subject of revenue, and yet this bill was reported to the 
Senate adversely and so stands upon the Calendar now, and was so re- 
ported, as I am advised, because it was held to be a revenue measure. 

The other of these two bills, (S. 477,) provided for a drawback of 
duties paid upon all imported ingredients used in the manufacture of 
tobacco exported. This bill was likewise so reported to the Senate and 
for the same reason. Meanwhile, a bill covering the same object as that 
described in Senate bill 476 came to the Senate from the House of 
Representatives, and it is now a law. 

Likewise a bill (H. R. 2522) of similar import as that of Senate bill 
477 passed the House, and is yet with the Finance Committee of this 
body. 

On the third day of August, 1886, I introduced and the Senate re- 
ferred to the Finance Committee an amendment to House bill 8738, 
which that committee held and still holds under consideration, repeal- 
ing the internal-revenue laws so far as they apply to tobacco. 

It is conceded, Mr. President, that to the House of Representatives 
belongs the constitutional right of originating revenue measures—all 
bills touching the sources of taxation—imposing, increasing, diminish- 
ing, or repealing income derived from any form of taxation. 

House bill 2522, to which I have referred, sent here for the action 
of the Senate and remaining with the Finance Committee of this body, 
is by fair, legitimate interpretation a revenue measure, and must be so 

ed by the Finance Committee of the Senate, under its own rul- 
ing—by ils own deliberate judgment in respect to Senate bills 476 
and 477. 
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If to abolish an office which neither put in nor took out of the public 
Treasury a dollar, can be considered as a revenue measure, and the 
Finance Committee of the Senate report adversely upon a bill to refund 
duties paid upon imported materials used in manufactures for export, 
becanse of the conceded prerogative of the House of Representatives 
to originate revenue measures, House bill 2522, it must be admitted, is 
a measure, open here in this body to such amendment as a majority of 
the Senate by virtue of its constitutional authority shall see fit to im- 


Port is, therefore, Mr. President, I hold that the Senate is in possession 
of a desired opportunity to deal directly and practically with a subject 
which concerns the pretended if not manifest solicitude of all parties— 
certainly the great body of the people. 

We have here, Mr. President, an opportunity to reduce taxes and to 
arrest the unnecesary accumulations of the money of the people in the 
national Treasury. It is admitted—by the end of the current year, 
when there will be no longer any portion of the public debt redeemable 
for some years to follow—there comes an annual surplus in the Treas- 
ury—more money than is needed for the expenses of the Government— 
of ninety millions. 

Whatever the arithmetical process by which that statement of the 
administration is disputed, distinguished leaders of opposing political 
parties and the President of the United States are all agreed that the 
income of the Government is in excess of current expenses, supple- 
mented, if you please, by any expenditure for betterments, which may 
be in the reason of any possible legislation, whether for coast defenses, 
Navy, or other objects. - 

The people in every State of the Union, and everywhere in all of the 
States, are educated to this belief and are inspired with the anxious 
hope that practical effect will be given, and by this sitting of the Na- 
tional Legislature, to such judgment, by an outright reduction of taxes. 
They expect, and they have a right to expect, that such action will be 
taken as will preclude the withdrawal from circulation and the con- 

on of so large an excess of the needed currency of the country in 
the vaults of the national Treasury. They sorely need, and are weary 
of the promise of, a reduction of burdens long and patiently endured. 

They will not be content with any play of political parties for future 
stakes of power, when the needs of the Government no longer require 
the imposition of taxes which may be safely removed. 

They will hold to account, and justly, any inaction which shall leave 
to proceed that retirement to the vaults of the Treasury and idleness 
such accumulating sums of the money of the country, and bring on the 
disastrous consequences to every industrial interest, directly or indi- 
rectly, which that policy must superinduce, 

A policy which can not fail to paralyze industrial development, 
narrow the employments of labor, and harden the times for the masses 
of the people. 

No attempt by inaction or failure on this question to meet the popular 
expectation as the meansof compelling an abandonment of the successful 

licy ofa tariff for the protection of American products, whether of the 

eld; forest, the mine, the forge, or the factory, and promote the welfare 
of the laboring classes of our own country, will, permit me to suggest, 
be approved. 

Our tax-payers have borne with irritating impatience the imposition 
and burden of internal taxes. The occasion comes by a hurtful accu- 
mulation in the Treasury, when they may be removed and some meas- 
ure of relief extended. 

The Constitutional inhibition which has forbidden legislative action 
on the part of the Senate is no longer in the way. 

Hence, Mr. President, with no thought or lack of the highest and 
most profound consideration for the Finance Committee of this body, 
or for any member of it, I venture upon these remarks more in the 
way of a reminder than for the purpose of compelling the action of 
that committee upon the subject. 

All of us, Mr. President, well know that no system of taxation is 
more distasteful, more irritating and uneven in its application than 
that of an excise tax—and the field of agriculture should be the last 
resort—however wisely discriminating may be the objects chosen for 
its application. 

What industry, Mr. President, and that an agricultural product, 
more or less common to the fields of every State in the Union, is so 
severely embarrassed, incumbered, and as is the growth of 
and the trade in tobacco? ; 

Under our internal-revenue laws the grower of tobacco is forbidden 
to barter, or to market, or to man his own crop, and so envi- 
roned by pains, penalties, and taxes is the distillation of the fruit of 
the citizen of scanty resources, whose only means of providing clothing 
and table groceries for his family may depend upon such conversion of 
fruit otherwise valueless and unmarketable. 

The time, Mr. President, has gone by when the pretext to any ac- 
ceptability may be used for imposing proscriptive laws and burdens 
upon tobacco as a luxury. ‘‘Bread or tobacco,” said the philosopher 
Locke, ‘‘may be neglected, but reason at first recommends their trial, 
and custom makes them pleasant.” It has long since ceased to be the 
nature-imposed narcotic ofany race of people. In one form and another 
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its use among men is too nigh universal at home and elsewhere for 
either of such classifications. 

ing the average population of the United States, for ten years pre- 
ceding 1881, at forty-five (45) millions, the annual average consump- 
tion here and for that period is estimated at five (5) pounds per capita, 
while the average for the, whole world is stated at seventy (70) ounces, 
equal to an aggregate consumption of more than two and uarter 
billion (2,750,000,000) tons. > 

Neither coffee nor tea is classed among the staples of life, and is no 
more essential to the comfort of man than tobacco. Upon these stimu- 
lants the consumer no longer pays any tax, and yet the consumption 
of coffee in the United States, per capita, is not double that of tobacco, 
and of tea only one-fifth. 

If tobacco is an enemy to the human family, obnoxious to ‘‘ the gen- 
eral welfare,” why not otherwise, as the Constitution may be turned, 
ner yet more severely, its cultivation here, and its importation into 

e country. 

If a luxury, why so embargo its production and the trade it creates 
as to place its use beyond the reach and enjoyment of the masses? 
If neither, and its cultivation and value are of respectable concern to 
the fields of industry, the commerce and wealth of the country, why 
not liberate the plantand the product, and allow them to proceed with 
their increasing contribution to wealth and employments ? 

Mr. President, tobacco enters too largely into our agriculturaland man- 
ufacturing interests, and furnishes too many of our people employment 
and the means of sustenance; it gives activity to too much capital, and 
com too large a share of the commerce, wealth, and exports of the 
nation, relatively small as these may be, to be classified as a narcotic 
or a luxury, or to be treated as an alien interest. 

We must not forget, Mr. President, that its cultivation in 1885 oc- 
cupied an acreage of seven hundred and sixty-two thousand two hun- 
dred and fifty (762,250) acres of American soil, yielding a crop of five 
hundred and sixty-two million seven hundred and thirty-six thousand 
(562,736,000) pounds, which added forty-three million two hundred 
and sixty-five thousand five hundred and ninety-eight dollars ($43,- 
265,598) to our wealth, and gave employment to over two hundred thou- 
sand (200,000) of our population—equal to about three and one-third 
(34) per cent. of the persons over ten (10) years of age employed in ag- 
riculture, 

Until the year 1840 Virginia, where the formal cultivation of the plant 
in our colonial year of 1607 was introduced, led in this agricultural 
product, furnishing from her own fields fully one-third of the national 
crop. Since then her eldest and esteemed daughter, Kentucky, has 
held that distinction, and yet one hundred and forty thousand (140,000) 
acres of Virginia’s cultivated lands are now devoted to the growth of 
tobacco, and of the two hundred and fifty-five thousand (255,000) of 
her population above the age of ten (10) years engaged in agriculture, 
forty-seven thousand (47,000), or about eighteen (18) per cent., are em- 
ployed ia that agricultural pursuit. 

In measuring the interests which are concerned in the growth and 
manufacture of tobacco and the commerce it generates, we must remem- 
ber there were in the year 1880 five hundred and eight thousand 
(508,000) taxed dealers engaged in the trade, and in the manufacture 
of chewing tobacco, snuff, cigars, cigarettes, and in stemming seven 
thousand six hundred and seventy-four (7,674) establishments, where 
the capital invested was thirty-nine million nine hundred and ninety- 
five thousand two hundred and ninety-two dollars ($39,995,292), and 
eighty-seven thousand five hundred and eighty-seven (87,587) persons 
found desirableemployment, and for wages twenty-five million fifty-four 
thousand four hundred and fifty-seven dollars ($25,054,457) were paid; 
where the value of materials converted into other forms of commerce 
was sixty-five million three hundred and eighty-four thousand four 
hundred and seven dollars ($65,384,407), and the value of the product 
was one hundred and eighteen million eight hundred and seventy thou- 
sand one hundred and sixty-six dollars ($118,870,166). 

The manufacture of tobacco, as did its culture, had its crude begin- 
ning in Virginia as early as the year 1732. 

It has now become an important industry to at least twenty of the 
States, and its culture is common to all. 

Virginia losing the lead in the field, occupies it in the line of the 
manufactured product. She manufactures the equivalent in quality of 
five-eighths (8) of her own crop, going to Kentucky, Ohio, and North 
Carolina for a part of the forty-eight million five hundred thousand (48,- 
500,000) pounds her factories consume. Her proportion of the capital 
invested in the manufacture of tobacco is nine and one-half (94) percent. 
of all. Her share of the employment given to labor on this account is 
sixteen and one-half (16}) per cent., and her proportion of wages paid is 
thirty (30); and her measure of our exportations of manufactured to- 
bacco is full eighty-five (85) per cent. of that furnished by all the States. 

The plant is the staple of a large section of that State, the dependence 
of a conspicuous portion of her population in field and factory. Its 
growth and manufacture enter largely into the trade, commerce, and 
wealth of the Commonwealth. 

As a factor in our export trade, tobacco bears no insignificant part. 
In the twenty-three years last gone by it has brought into the country 
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six hundred and forty-three million dollars ($643,000,000) of foreign 
gold, and to-day. represents full seventy (70) per cent. of the merchan- 
dise balance to our credit on account of that trade, 

It brings into the country now thirty and a half millions gold—equal 
to the amount derived from our exportation of corn and sixty (60) per 
cent. of that derived from our exportation of wheat—and thirty-three 
(33) per cent. of the value of our exportation of wheat and flour. 

Once set at liberty and relieved of the espionage and the restraining 
laws and burdens which hinder and repress development, as I trustit 
may now be the judgment of the Senate it shall be, and placed upon 
an even: footing with other agricultural products, this important in- 
dustry, Mr. President, will take new life and go on widening the ave- 
nues of employment for labor, and add fresh fields to the cultivated 
acreage of the nation. It will go on to multiply our manufacturing 
interests and to increase its contributions to the wealth of the coun- 
try. 
"araly: Mr. President, tobacco and fruit distillations have contrib- 
uted their full share of the tribute to the exigency on account of which 
m have now for twenty-three (23) years been held under duress and 

urden. 

In that period tobacco has contributed directly to the National Treas- 
ury seven hundred and seventeen millions eight hundred and seventy- 
three thousand three hundred and forty-three dollars and eight cents 
($717,873,343.08), and of this imposing sum Virginia paid ninety mil- 
lions seven hundred and six thousand one hundred and seventy-seven 
dollars and thirty-nine cents ($90,706,177.39), equal for the twenty- 
three (23) years of the imposed burden to an annual contribution on 
her part, and from this single industry, of four millions three hundred 
and seventy-eight thousand nine hundred and sixty-four dollars ($4,- 
378,964) or the equivalent of one dollar and twenty-five cents ($1.25) 
on the one hundred dollars ($100) assessed value of the real and per- 
sonal property of her people. 

In the same period fruit distillations contributed twenty-one mil- 
lions thirty-seven thousand five hundred and eighty-four dollars and 
eighty-seven cents ($21,037,584.87), of which Virginia’s share was two 
million two hundred and twenty thousand five hundred and thirty-six 
dollars and eighty-one cents ($2,220,536.81), or an average of ninety-six 
thousand five hundred and forty-four dollars ($96,544) per annum, 
equal to twenty-eight (28) cents on the one hundred dollars ($100) of 
the assessed value of the real and personal property of the Common- 
wealth. 

Mr. President, there is no longer any occasion for continuing the 
burden and bondage under which these two agricultural products have 
been sorely oppressed. 

The revenue derived from these sources of an exigency tax is not 
needed either to pay debts, provide for the common defense, or for the 
general welfare. The income of the Government from other sources 
is yet sufficient, and in excess by many millions of any probable de- 
mand for these three several purposes for which Congress is empowered 
to levy taxes, 

It appears an arbitrary exercise of the constitutional power, as cer- 
tain it is repugnant to the spirit which governed the formation of the 
Constitution, to impose an excise tax as a mere means of revenue when 
no exigency exists, when it is estimated by the administrative head of 
the Government that we are to have at the end of the current fiscal 
year a surplus over and above all demands full ninety millions of dol- 
lars ($90,000,000), not counting thirty-two millions ($32,000,000) of 
fractional silver, 

Mr. President, it is agreed in all quarters and by both political par- 
ties that this excess of revenue ought to be arrested; and to what sub- 
ject can you apply the remedy more fittingly with equal justice and 
with the hope of public approbation and better results than to 
the important agricultural product of tobacco? 

If it has manfully borne burdens and will bear them longer, if you 
please, why continue them when the Government is not needing the 
tribute exacted of this industry and so largely drawn from the great 
body of the people—that class of consumers least able to bear the tax 
you impose on an article they will and must have—if, as a luxury, it 
may be said it is a nature-imposed necessity with them for all that? 

If itis the consumer who pays the tax entire, the greater is the reason, 
in this case, for its removal. It is relief which will be more directly 
and sensibly felt by the working classes of the country than any other 
which may be conferred by recourse to the tax list. It will enter the 
home of the workingman everywhere in our own country, and leave a 
saving on every five %) peas of tobacco consumed suflicient to pur- 
chase eight (8) pounds of sugar, or three (3) pounds of coffee, or one (1) 
pound of tea, or fifteen (15) pounds of flour, or five (5) pounds of bacon, 
x Sgh (8) yards of calico, or six (6) yards of shirting, or two (2) yards 
o nel. 

Mr. President, let us remove this odious and onerous tax of an Amer- 
ican product, and remind the American citizen that he may once more 
use this product of his own country upon the same even terms on which 
we offer it by exportation to the citizens of other countries. Let us 
unfetter a potential factor of American industry, of commerce, and of 
wealth, and rid the beneficent policy of protection, which has contrib- 
uted so immensely to the growth, power, and wealth of the nation, of 


the singular contradiction which the tax and the proscriptive laws in 
my to this American industry present. 

t us now and here, so far as the action of the Senate may effect 
such result, emancipate this American industry and save to the na- 
tional Treasury and the people the five million dollars’ ($5,000,000) ex- 
pense for collecting a revenue no longer needed to pay debts, or for the 
common defense, or for the general welfare of the nation. 

If we assume that the consumer pays the tax, let us not forget that 
by it his capacity to buy is lessened, and the incentive to increased and 
increasing production is diminished. Let us remember that each and 
every successive step taken in the direction of a reduction of the tax 
has added to the acreage of cultivation, increased the product, and 
multiplied factories, dealers, and employments, 

Letus complete the emancipation of this industry, and, as the amend- 
ment to House bill now in possession of the Finance Committee of the 
Senate since the 18th of June, 1886, proposes, unburden our export of 
manufactured tobacco, and thus stimulate the expansion of that trade 
by remitting the duties paid on imported ingredients actually em- 
ployed in the manufacture thereof, 

There is here, in this proposition, no new principle. It is merely 
the adaptation of existing laws—liberalized, if you please—as will be 
seen by reference to sections 3022 and 3026, Re Statutes, which 
respectively allow drawbacks on imported salt used in the curing of 
fish, and on saltpeter used in the manufacture of gunpowder; and 
further, as will appear by reference to section 3019 and section 3433, 
Revised Statutes, the latter as amended by section 14 of the act of the 
28th of May, 1880. (Supplement, Revised Statutes. ) 

Under these last-named sections foreign and domestic distilled spirits 
in bond may be withdrawn without the payment of duty or tax, and 
after being manufactured into various preparations, these preparations 
or products are exported without the payment of tax or duty, and 
the result has been to increase the export of such man: 

Let us put this article of American industry and export, whether 
produced by manufacturers wholly or partly engaged in the manufact- 
ure of tobacco for export, upon even terms with those of other home 
products manufactured for export, and thus conform our treatment of it 
to established policy, and remove a burden by the indirect tax so levied 
on export, estimated at 3 per cent. on the value of the article which 
has largely transferred our export trade in manufactured tobacco be- 
yond the borders of our country, notably to Canada and Australia. 

Weare advised, Mr. President, by the Internal-Revenue Bureau of the 
Treasury Department, that there can be no difficulty in 
the quantity of dutiable goods so consumed, and it is seen that the cost 
of keeping the necessary accounts to this end amounts to a mere 
atelle, the paltry sum of one-tenth of 1 per cent., which if not in 
is largely covered by the non-collectible claims—below $10. 

But why should the owner of such goods be charged for any such 
clerical work when we have a customs service, the cost of which is paid 
out of the common treasury of the nation? 

It is a trifling affair; too small for a government of such proportions 
as ours. 

In all of such imported ingredients so consumed it is estimated there 
are of licorice one million (1,000,000) pounds; of sugar, nine hundred 
thousand eight hundred (900,800) pounds; and of all other ingredients, 
assimilated, a half million (500,000) pounds, while in the manufacture 
of tobacco consumed in the United States there are used fourteen and 
a half millions (14,500,000) pounds licorice, one million three hundred 
thousand (1,300,000) pounds sugar, and of other ents, assimi- 
lated, six millions eight hundred thousand (6,800,000) pounds, leaving, 
as will be observed, yet such an immense demand for these - 
ents as forbids hurtful encroachment upon the market for the home 
product of such ingredients by remission of Lif A n relatively 
small quantities consumed in the manufacture of to exported, 

Let us, Mr. President, now that we may without apprehension of 
any possible shortage in the income of the Government to meet its 
every necessary and contingent liability and cover every imaginary 
demand which either exigency or progress is likely to impose, repeal 
all laws and parts of laws in any manner restricting the grower of to- 
bacco in the disposition of his crop, and in any form imposing a burden 
by tax, license, or otherwise, upon the dealer in the same, the prea 
and manufacturer thereof, and by this means enlarge the field of pro- 
ductions, extend the avenues of employment, and level down the bar- 
riers which now confine its manufacture and commerce, and without 
measure of capital, allow all who will to engage in either. 

Mr. President, if I express the hope, as earnestly I do, that the hon- 
orable Finance Committee of this body will quicken its consideration 
of this matter, and return at the earliest day to the Senate, House bill 
2522 so amended as to reduce taxes in the I have spoken and 
otherwise, and further, as that committee may advise, I feel that I but 
voice the impatient sentiment of the people. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHENEY, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4308) to regulate steam-engineering 
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in the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2287) for securing statistics of the extent and value 
of the vessel fisheries of the United States, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3000) fixing the salaries of the Commissioner 
of Education and the Commissioner of Labor at $5,000 each per annum, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2051) to incorporate the National Academy of 
Dental Science, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7596) to enable foreign executors 
and administrators to sue in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 62) enlarging the powers of the Wash- 
ington Safe-Deposit Company, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 495) changing the name of the Real Estate Title Insurance Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. INGALLS. I report from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia an amendment to the bill (S. 2819) relating to the manu- 
facture and sale of gas in the city of Washington, in the District of 
Columbia, and amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act regulating gas- 
works,” m Gee June 23, 1874. Iask that the amendment may be 
placed with the bill on the Calendar. I should like to have the Calen- 
dar printed to-nforrow so as to show that the amendment has been 
reported by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed and 
noted to accompany the bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I amdirected by the Committee on Printing to 
report back a communication from the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia in reference to the extension of certain streets, and to 
recommend that the communication with the accompanying map be 
printed. I ask that it may be so ordered. There was no resolution on 
the subject referred to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection, the order to 
print will be made. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the committee representing the medical 
profession of the United States, praying for an appropriation to aid in 
defraying the of the international congress to be held in 
Washington, D. C., in 1887, asked to be discharged from ils further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations; which was agreed to. 

ALLEGED OUTRAGES IN TEXAS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hosson the 24th instant, regarding the investigation of alleged out- 
rages in Washington County, Texas, to report a substitute therefor. 

= substitute was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
pay out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by 
the irman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or the an 
of a subcommittee thereof, the necessary expenses of said committee or sub- 
committee, in inquiring into the circumstances attending certain alleged 
GE ty iy Siege mp denne the investigation of which 
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unlawful occurrences in W; 
was ordered by resolution of anuary 25, 1887, (Miscellaneous 


Document No, 36, Forty-ninth Congress, second session. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2539) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to exchange property purchased at Abingdon, Va., as a site 
for a public building for more suitable property, asked a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. SNYDER, Mr. WILKINS, and Mr. Brown of 
Pennsylvania managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
3877) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and pay the 
claim of the State of Florida on atcount of expenditures made in sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate, 

The message further returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
request, the bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of dependent parents and 
honorably soldiers and sailors who are now disabled and 
dependent upon their own labor for support. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message alsc announced that the Speaker of the House had 


signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 10242) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for 
other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 


pore. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3234) toamend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the purchase of a site and the erection of a suit- 
ble building for a post-office and other Government offices in the city 
of Scranton, Pa., approved July 27, 1882; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3235) to increase the pension of 
George H. Laurence; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 3236) for the re- 
lief of Charles W. Denton, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3237) for the relief of M. S. Hellman, 
of Canyon City, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 3238) to establish a hospital 
and reformatory for inebriates in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the leave of the Senate that the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections may sit during the sessions of the Senate dur- 
ing the remainder of the present Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks the leave of the Senate that the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions may sit during the sessions of the Senate. If there be no objec- 
tion leave will be granted. The Chair hears no objection. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. TELLER. On the 17th of January I presented the petition of 
Wollf & Brown, praying payment for horses pressed into the service of 
the United States by Col, Thomas Moonlightin 1865 at Denver, Colo., 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. On exami- 
nation I find it should have been referred to the Committee on Claims. 
I Sik miat an order may be made changing the reference as I have sug- 
gested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the sug- 
gested change of reference will be made. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of Charles W. Denton, of 
Oregon, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

0 That the petition and papers in the case of M. G, Hellman be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


REJECTION OF PENSION CLAIMS, 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether there is any rule of his ent applied in the Pension Bureau or 
any rule of said bureau existing and applied with his knowledge or consent 
whereby any applicant for pension is denied a sagen A in said bureau concern- 
ing his claim by reason of said applicant haying petitioned Congress for relief. 


Mr. PLUMB. The occasion for the resolution is found in a letter, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The letter will be read if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFIC! 
Washington, D. C., January 24, fe 


ata are informed that it was rejected January 29, 1879, on rey ‘af that the al- 
year 1857,as 
Fur- 


eration of the claim, 
Very respectfully, 


DAvID O, CANFIELD, Fort Scott, Kans. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr, President, the applicant for pension named in the 
letter, Mr. Canfield, had his application rejected as stated therein, and 
on the 9th day of January, 1884, I presented a bill in the usual form 
to the Senate granting him‘apension. That bill was subsequently, on 
the 24th day of March, 1884, reported adversely from the Committee 
n Pensions of the Senate by Mr. Slater, then a Senator from the State 
of Oregon. ` 

Thereupon this applicant for a pension proceeded to strengthen his 
case in the Pension Office by new testimony, hoping to bring himself 
thereby within the somewhat technical requirements of that bureau 
and secure a reversal of the former unfavorable decision, 


JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner, 
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The result is recorded in the letter which I have had read, in which 
this ex-Union soldier is advised that inasmuch as he has had the temer- 
ity to appeal to Congress, in fact to present a petition to Congress in 
accordance with the Constitution, one of the creatures of our legisla- 
tion, one of the offices established by law passed in accordance with 
that Constitution, has decided that he can not be heard. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. INGALLS. ‘‘Forfeited.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, ‘‘forfeited.’? He is advised that he has thereby 
forfeited his right to be heard in the Pension Office. 

I am anxious to know what explanation can be offered for a decision 
of that kind. I should like to know whether there is any connection 
between this decision of the Pension Office and the somewhat virulent 
vetoes of special bills for the pensioning of soldiers who, having failed 
to secure the requisite proof to satisfy the Pension Office, had appealed to 
Congress, of which we had a surfeit at the last session; to know if it is 
not only the rule of the Pension Office to thus treat and to thus char- 
acterize the soldiers of the Republic, who are entitled to gratitude at 
least if they are not entitled to financial relief, but if this is to be a 
part of the general policy which characterizes this administration in 
the consideration of their claims. Until that explanation is made I 
shall not detain the Senate further. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I have no objection to the in- 
quiry indicated in the resolution of the Senator from Kansas; but I do 
think in presenting a resolution calling for information it is certainly 
out of place, before the reply is given which the Senator seeks, for him 
to take the floor and denounce not only the action of the Pension Com- 
missioner with regard to this particular affair but to denounce the 
President of the United States as having madea manifestation of viru- 
lence toward the pensioners of the country. The is not sus- 
tained, I say in presence of the Senator from Kansas. very veto of 
a pension bill sent here has shown the reasons of the President, and 
there has been nothing virulent or at enmity with the soldiers of the 
country manifested by the President in these cases. 

I am not the special defender of this administration; it does not do 
what I should like to have it do in a great many instances, but I be- 
lieve that such treatment of the executive department of this Govern- 
ment is uncalled for. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Delaware be- 
fore he sits down whether he thinks that letter is the sort of reply 
which should have been made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, is this debate in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair—— 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was not onjectiog to the inquiry so as to let 
the Commissioner answer for himself, but, in advance of his answer, 
not only to attack the Commissioner, but to attack the President of the 
United States in the presentation of a resolution of inquiry, in my 
opinion is not the thing to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the resolution been just introduced ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee raises the question of order. The Chair is bound 
to say that the resolution is not in order unless by unanimous consent. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed and go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion goes over. 


WASTE OF WATER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions,” the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution 
submitted yesterday by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], 
which comes over under objection. 

The resolution was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, directed to report to the Senate at the earliest practicable time the prin- 
cipal sources of waste of the water supply in this city, and what measures, if 
any, have been taken to stop or lessen such waste, and the result of their ac- 
tion, and whether there isa 48-inch main nowin the ground intended hereafter 
to connect the new reservoir with Capitol Hill, now lying idle and unconnected 
with the city system, and whether if such main were connected with the distri- 
bution system it would give freer circulation and an ampler supply of water to 
smaller mains now failing to furnish a sufficient supply in many residences in 
the northwestern part of the city, and if so, why such connection has not been 

„and what steps are necessary to be taken to secure such connection. 


PENSIONS OF DISABLED SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT PARENTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to a message from the House 
of Representatives, which he lays before the Senate. The communi- 
cation from the House of Representatives will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

IN THe HoUsE or REPRESENTATIVES, January 28, 1887. 

Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to return to the Senate, in compliance 
with its Toue, the bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of dependent nts and 
honorably soldiers and sailors who are now disabled and dependent 
upon their own r for support. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What does the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts desire*to have done with the bill ? 

Mr. HOAR. I had proposed to withdraw the motion to reconsider 
and to make a statement in the Senate which I think should go out 
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with the passage of the bill; but I have been requested by a member 
of the Senate to withhold that statement for the time being. I sup- 
the bill stands now on the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be retained. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The motion to reconsider was entered in time, on the 
same day the bill was passed. The Chair will let it lie, and I will call 
it up at some very early time convenient to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. That course will be taken. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator from Massachusetts propose to call 
up his motion to reconsider ata subsequent time? I did not quite un- 
derstand him. 

Mr. HOAR. I had expected to make a statement about the bill 
and to withdraw the motion to reconsider. I said that I should call 
up the matter at a very early time at the convenience of the Senate. I 
have been requested to delay it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will notify me when he does so? 

Mr. HOAR. I have been requested by a member of the Senate to 
delay calling it up for the time being. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Massachusetts delayed calling up 
the bill and withdrawing his motion to reconsider at my request. I 
only desire this much delay: As I understand the bill, it pensions a 
class of soldiers whom Congress has never pensioned before; that is, 
the survivors of the Black Hawk, the Seminole, and various other In- 
dian wars. Ido not think it was understood. I do not object to it; 
but I should like to refer to some estimates which have been made by 
the Commissioner of Pensions in former times to see how much money 
it is going to take, and compare it with the probably small amount 
which it will take to pay the Union soldiers of the late war under the 
bill. Ishall do that very soon. 

ILOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 3877) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
settle and pay the claim of the State of Florida on account of expendi- 
tures made in suppressing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My impression is that the bill ought to go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS. My impression is that it ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs heretofore has 
had jurisdiction of that particular case, It has been referred to that 
committee, and it has made one or two reports upon it, and I believe 
that one bill which was reported by the Military Committee was passed 
by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not care to what committee it goes; I am 
only stating the fact that that committee heretofore has considered the 
case, and I think reported once upon it. Whether the bill was passed 
or not I do not know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is now referred to the Committee 
on Claims as it stands. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not know what to say as to which committee it 
should be referred. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is already referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL. I have no choice inthe matter of reference, but I should 
be very glad to see the bill puton its passage as it came from the House 
if there is no objection to it. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ABINGDON, VA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 2539) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to exchange property purchased at Abingdon, Va., as a site for a pub- 
lic building for more suitable property, and requesting a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair 
will understand that the Senate insists upon its amendments and agrees 
to the conference asked for by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MAHONE, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. CAMDEN were appointed as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

REAR-ADMIRAL CARTER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under the eighth rule 
is now in order. ‘The first case will be stated. 

The bill (5. 729) for the relief of Real-Admiral Carter was announced 
as first in order, and its consideratiqn was resumed by the Senate asin 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report has been read heretofore, 
but if the Senator demands the reading it will be read again. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it is not long let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. BLACKBURN from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs December 15, 1886, which has been 
heretofore published in the RECORD. 


1887. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I have before me a letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy which I ask to have read, and also a listof rear-admirals on 
the retired-list of the Navy, promoted to that grade on said list from 
the grade of commodore, retired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter and accompanying paper 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, December 22, 1836, 
Smr: Agreeably to your tel his est of yesterday's date, I have the 
hones to send you derta tof tn reaalis on the retired-list of the 
Navy, promoted to that grade from the grade of commodore, retired, showing 
their present rate of pay and the rate of pay at the date of their retirement. 
very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. C. WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. GEORGE F. Epucnps, United Slates Senate, 


List of rear-admirals on the retired-list of the Navy, promoted to that grade on said 
list from the grade of commodore, retired. 


Name. | geet hse re- | Present rank. | P@Y tir a an irons 
| 

800 $4,500 

500 8,750 

500 4,500 

750 3,750 


* Paid when retired under section 2). act of July 16,1862 (12 Stat., 587), under 
joint resolution of July1, 1870 (16Stat., 384); promoted to rear-admiral with pay 
of that grade; present pay 75 per cent., under section 1588 Revised Statutes. 

+ Paid at date of retirement 50 per cent, of the highest pay of his grade, under 
section 5, act of July 15, 1870 (16 Stat., 333); promoted to rear admiral under sec- 
tion 1460 Revised Statutes; present pay 75 per cent. of the sea-pay of the grade 
in which retired, section 1588 Revised Statutes, 

} Paid at date of retirement 50 per cent. of the highest pay of his grade, under 
n ue mie, mel eae Senet 

ler act approved July ; present pay 75 per cent. le 
of rear-admiral, under act approved March 2 1883. ~ eis sate 


? Paid at date of retirement, and at present,75 per cent. of the sea-pay of his 
grade, under section 1588 Ro Statutes; promoted to rear-admiral under sec- 
tion 1460 Revised Statutes. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Idcesire simply to call the attention of the Senate 
to the effect of these special acts, Here is one where the increase is 
from $1,800 to $4,500; another from $2,500 to $3,750, and another from 
$2,500 to $4,500. To the last one, Carter, it seems that there is no in- 
crease of pay. 

I do not think that such legislation is just or proper or fair to other 
officers on the list, and I desire these papers spread before the Senate 
as the reason why I am opposed to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Iam somewhat of a warm nature, and I am 

ectly familiar with what I regard the merits of this application and 
why it should receive special favor at the hands of Co: 

Rear-Admiral Carter in 1861 was a lieutenant in the United States 
Navy. Senators will remember that the officers of the Navy under 
legislation taking place since that time, and since the close of the war, 
are entitled to this advantage, that those who had distinguished them- 
selves by heroic conduct and meritorious services were, by a resolution 
of Congress in 1866, authorfzed to be promoted or advanced, under 
which a great number of officers of the Navy were advanced. Again, 
under an act of Congress, officers of the Army and Navy who have re- 
ceived a vote of thanks on the part of Congress, were entitled and are 
entitled, under the law, to be continued in years, as I remember the 
number, ten years, before being retired. 

Under this last-mentioned act, supposing Lieutenant Carter had had 
the opportunities in the Navy that other officers had he might have 
had, and doubtless would have had, the same benefit and an advan- 
tage that other officers of the Navy had. I say ‘‘would have had.” 
Mr. President, you well remember that the State of Tennessee was the 
theater of war; you wellremember that a great many political consid- 
erations entered early in the history of that war into the ment of 
affairsin Tennessee. The President of the United States, knowing that 
Lieutenant Carter, of the Navy, was connected with a large and influ- 
ential family in that State, that his name was a household word, that 
he was related by blood to those who held prominent positions in the 
State, for political considerations, early in the war assigned Lieuten- 
ant Carter to the Army, in the office of brigadier-general; he was af- 
terward promoted to be major-general. He was sent to East Tennessee, 
taken away from the theater where the same services performed would 
have won the vote of Congress or won promotion for heroic conduct. 
‘There, in obedience to the demands of his Government, governed by 
high motives, to a theater to which he was unused, where he was re- 
quired to perform actions to which he was not educated, that gentle- 
man goes. He performs these services, is taken away from the theater 
where his fellows and associates did win honor and did win promo- 
tion. Now, within a few months, by reason of his age, when he might 
have been promoted but for that age to the position of rear-admiral, 
the ax comes down upon the question of age, and he is cut off by 
reason of the fact that he had performed important political and mili- 
tary duties at the instance of his Government. 

I submit to you, sir, it isa hardship upon him. I submit to you 


that he is, for these special considerations, entitled to the favor of Con- 
gress. Itis upon these grounds, and these grounds alone, that his 
friends and himself present this application, and I trust it will receive 
the favor of the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, by direction of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs I reported this bill favorably to the Senate, and I de- 
sire in a very few words to state to the Senate the reasons which in- 
duced the committee to make that favorable report. 

At the beginning of the war this rear-admiral was a lieutenant in 
the Navy. He asked no transfer of service, Without request from 


him the War Department or the President detached him from his 
naval assignment, and ordered him for a double purpose to the State 
of Tennessee, of which he was a native. One, as has been stated by 
the Senator from Tennessee, was to get the advantage of his influence 
politically in that State at that period of time. He was ordered there 
to discharge military duties. He raised a brigade of troops for the 
Union Army. Such was the character of his military service that he 
was promoted, until he reached the grade and rank of a major-general 
of volunteers, which he held at the close of the war. 

Having been assigned and sent to this service without his own re- 
quest, at the close of the war, when he was ordered back to his place 
in the Navy, he went there, of course, shorn of every advantage and 
stripped of every chance for promotion or advancement that continuous 
service in the Navy during the war would have given him. He took 
his place back at the foot, which he was forced to do by reason of this 
unasked-for assignment to military duty. After he went on and reached 
the grade of commodore in the Navy he was put upon the retired-list, 
Congress recognizing—for I can discover no other explanation of the 
act that Congress —recognizing the fact that, without intention, 
injustice had been done this officer, promoted him to the rank of rear- 
admiral; but he was then upon the retired-list. 

Now, I have a letter from the Secretary of the Navy under date of 
the 12th of this month in answer to my inquiry as to how many cases 
the roster of the Navy shows like this one of Admiral Carter. He says: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 12, 1887. 

Sm: In reply to yourletter, Ihave the honor to inform you that Rear-Admirals 
T. P, Greeneand S. P. Carter were promoted while commodores on the retired- 
list to the grade of rear-admirals on that list, and receive only the pay of com- 
modore on the retired-list. 


I am sir, very respectfully. 
3 W. ©. WHITNEY 


Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon, J. C. S. BLACKBURN, s a: 
Naval Committee, Uniled Slates Senate, Washington, D.C. 


It seems that there are but two officers upon the naval roster of this 
country, this being one of the two, in whose behalf such a claim can be 
presented. Ido not know whether it will impress the Senate—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let meask the Senatora question. Is it not the 
rule of the Navy Department to promote on the retired-list just the 
same as if officers were on the active-list, but not to accompany the 
promotion with pay ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the Senator from Missouri, and 
say that according to this official letter of the Secretary of the Navy of 
the 12th of this month it seems that there are but two men holding 
this grade that have been promoted without increase of pay. Upon 
the contrary, I go further in answer to the Senator with some more in- 
formation that I have here. I think that Rear-Admiral Selfridge was 
retired in 1866 on $1,800 a year and that he now receives $4,500. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By special act. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. I think that Rear-Admiral Greene, 
who was retired in 1874 on $2,500, now gets $3,750. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was by special act. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Remember that this is a special act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And Iam submitting reasons for it. I think 
that Rear-Admiral Stembel was retired in 1876 on $2,500 and now 
draws $4,500,.and Commodore Carter, who was retired in 1881 on 
$3,750, promoted in 1882 to rear-admiral, now draws $3,750, precisely 
where he started. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must advise the Senator 
from Kentucky that his five minutes have expired. The Chair will 
not enforce the rule if no objection be made to the Senator’s proceed- 


ing. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will not ask to go further except simply to 
say that in consideration of the distinguished services this officer has 
rendered in both the naval and military branches of the service of the 
country, the Committee on Naval Affairs thought the report should be 
made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THEOPHILUS FISK MILLS. 

The bill (S. 2023) providing for the payment of $2,500 to Theophilus 
Fisk Mills for exeeuting a model and design for an equestrian statue 
of the late General John A. Rawlins was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido notseeany of the members of the committee 
in charge of this bill. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], 
called home by his family misfortune, asked that that bill should be laid 
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over, and I that it be laid over without prejudice, retaining its 
on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be pursued, no ob- 
jection being made, 
FERRY AT FORT BUFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 1280) to authorize Frank W. Hunt to erect and main- 
tain a ferry across the Missouri River at the military reservation of 
Fort Buford, Dakota Territory, was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill was passed and a motion 
to reconsider entered. The question is on that motion. The Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] entered the motion to reconsider the vote 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ithink the motion had better be denied. It is 
a AR bill that came here and was approved by the War Depart- 
ment. | 

Mr. PLUMB. The information I had at the time was that this 
power was not n to be exercised at all, and I think on the 
whole that was the view of the committee, and perhaps that would 
be the finding of the committee. Besides it would transgress private 
rights already acquired. j 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think this bill has the approbation of the mili- 
tary authorities at the post there and has been recommended by them. 

Mr. PLUMB. [Itis entirely unusual to grant privileges of that kind 
by special act. The Secretary of War now has authority to name such 
persons as he sees fit to carry on sutler’s business. This really sets up 
a privilege there in the name of this one person, which must neces- 
sarily become a monopoly, and which can not be for the public good. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think just the opposite is the effect, that this 
is intended to prevent a monopoly and in favor of the interests of the 
Government. Let the House report be read, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to re- 
consider. There has been no py made on that motion. The ques- 
tion is on the motion to reconsider. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


MAJ, E. A. HANCOCK. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1822) for the relief of 
Maj. E. A. Hancock, which was reported by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill being adversely reported 
will be over. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Let it go to the other Calendar; I object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be transferred to the 
Calendar under Rule 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2436) to amend sec- 
tions 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, setting 
apart a certain tract of land lying near the headwaters of the Yellow- 
stone River asa public park. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that bill subject to objection? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is subject to objection under the 
eighth rule. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under objection. 

Mr. VEST. It is in order, I believe, to move the consideration not- 
withstanding the objection ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That motion is in order. 

Mr. VEST. I make that motion. The Committee on Territories 
reported the bill, and it ought to be considered, either beaten or preen 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no doubt it is-an important bill, and for that 
very reason I think when the Senate is so thin as it is now it should 
put it over. 

Mr. VEST. If the bill is postponed at this stage of the session, the 
appropriation bills coming in, there is no chance for it, The whole 
effect of the defeat of this bill is to leave the Yellowstone Park with- 
out any law governing it. Any crime can be committed there with 
impunity, and that is a condition of things that ought not to be toler- 
ated for an instant on any foot of American soil. : 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill provides for a great staff of employés, and 
has provisions for the punishment of criminals, &c., of a character that 
I think ought to be subject to very decided scrutiny before the bill 


Mr. VEST. It has been subjected to the scrutiny of a committee 
and reported here; and if the Senator’s opinions in regard to it prevails 
he can amend it in the Senate; but the billonght to beactedon. Con- 
gress ought not to adjourn leaving that reservation in the condition it 
is now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question under the rule is not 
debatable. ‘The question is on the motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill notwithstanding the objection. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Ishould be glad if some member of the 
committee reporting this bill would state if any changes are made in 
the present boundaries of the park by the terms of the bill. Iam not 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


JANUARY 28, 


familiar with the provisions of section 2474 of the Revised Statutes de- 
termining the present boundaries, and I therefore should like to know 
what change, if any, is made by this bill in the boundaries there fixed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In the first place, I might say, in answer to the 
request of the Senator from Iowa, that because of the fact that, when the 
original act was passed defining the boundaries, this country was not 
well known; the boundary lines were exceedingly indefinite, After 
exploration, it was found that it was a matter of necessity that those 
boundary lines should be well defined. That, however, has not been 
attended to until by the terms of this bill, 

The boundary line of the park is extended by this change madeby the 
first section of the bill some 30 miles to the eastward and about 20 
miles to the southward of the present boundaries of the park, throwing 
out of the park a small strip upon the north that is now in Montana 
Territory, a strip about a mile anda half to two miles wide. It brings 
the north line to the Wyoming line so that the present boundaries of 
the park would be within the Territory of Wyoming and extended, as 
I suggest, to the east and the south. 

This change is made by the Committee on Territories in this bill by 
reason of the recommendations of the Interior Department. The offi- 
cers of that Department who are familiar with this park and its neces- 
sities know that it is absolutely necessary forthe purpose of protecting 
the forests in the vicinity of the park and in the park itself that there 
should be an extension of the boundaries. No part of the country that 
is taken in by this extension is available for agricultural purposes, as 
I understand, and there are no apprehensions on that score. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I would ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether this does not change the rule of the right of trial by jury. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not think it does interfere with it. It 
gives for certain offenses jurisdiction to the judicial officer who is resi- 
dent in the park, but it does not prevent any one from a jury trial. 

Mr. cence ce I should like to have it distinctly under- 
stood that it does not, because, if we have any foundation at all for our 
Government, it is the right of trial by jury. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is certainly nothing in this bill that 
tends to repeal or annul the provision in the Constitution of the United 
States and the constitutions of all the States referred to by the Senator 
from Virginia. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to ask in reference to the change 
of the northern boundary of the park whether it in any manner in- 
volves any questions that have been connected with the projected build- 
ing of railways in that direction. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Notatall; it carefully excludes all the mineral 
pT known as the Clark’s Fork mines from the park still, as did the 
o i 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then it excludes from the park portions of 
the territory now embraced within it over which one or more of these 
railroad lines would pass if constructed? 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; the projected railroad, known as the Cin- 
nabar and Clark’s Fork Railroad, proposes to run through this park to 
a point about 12 miles south ofits northern boundary. This proposed 
change simply cuts off from the northern part of the park a strip about 
a mile and a half or two miles in width. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. And does not involve the question arising 
upon the proposed construction of railroads? 

Mr. MANDERSON, Notatall. It has no bearing on that subject. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not been able to get a copy of the bill yet, 
but I understand it was introduced by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest]. Ishould like to know what is the difference between Senate 
bill 101 as I discover it, reported from the committee on this subject, 
and this Senate bill 2436. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The difference is not very material. It is 
rather in changing the language, the words, than ina change of idea in 
the frame of the bill. 

The bill as originally presented to the Committee on Territories 
came from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and we had the ben- 
efit, although he was not a member of the committee, of his experi- 
ence in reference to the legislation for this park. ‘These changes, as I 
say, are not very material. I have the bill as originally introduced 
and can point out the difference. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like to make a suggestion to the Senators 
who are moving this bill. I am not certain now that I have got the 
bill. I have just got Senate bill 2436. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Senate bill 2436 is the bill before us. 

Mr. PLUMB. Was it reported without amendment ? 

Me MANDERSON. It was reported from the committee as a new 


Mr. VEST. Senate bill 101 was the original bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. is bill was reported by the committee in 
lieu of the bill presented by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsr. ] 

Mr. PLUMB. This bill makes a very considerable addition to the 
present law. It goes very elaborately into a class of questions which 
are not now settled; that is to say, it creates a very great number of 
questions not now settled by the law. 

Section 2475 of the Revised Statutes embraces what the Congress that 
established this reservation thought was necessary. This provision was 
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passed on the ist day of March, 1872, and this park has been able to 
get along from that time down to the present without any very great 
trouble, though Iam not aware that there has been any great public 
purpose served by the establishment of the park or that there is likely 
to be. But that section 2475 contains a very simple provision and one 
which has been effective up to the present date for doing whatever is 
retire to be done for the protection of the park and the objects 

erein. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 20'clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the railroad attorneys bill, so-called. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 26th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1577) to amend the third section of an act entitled ‘‘ An 
act to provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian reserva- 
tions, in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3, 1885; 

_An act (8. 634) relating to sales for taxes in the District of Colum- 


1a; 

An act (S. 766) for the relief of Francis Denmead; 

An act (S. poe to regulate insurance in the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. 2600) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to make police regulations for the government of said Dis- 


ct; 
An act (S 1130) to exempt from taxation all property held by the 
trustees of the Corcoran Gallery of Art, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 1188) to exempt the property of the Young Men’s Chris- 
tian Association of Washington, D. C., from taxation; 

a act (S. 228) for the erection of a public building at Camden, 


AE ps 

An act (S. 1212) for the further protection of property from fire and 
safety of lives in the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. 1882) to repeal parts of an act relating to tax on the busi- 
ic ro real-estate agents in the District of Columbia, approved June 
20, ; 

An act (S. 2791) to provide for an American register for the steamer 
Nuevo Moctezuma, of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

An act (S. 2848) for the relief of Benjamin P. Loyall, of the State of 
Virginia; and 

An act (S. 2721) to remove the political disabilities of John K. 
Mitchell. 

The message also announced that the President had, on the 27th in- 
stant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1614) granting a pension to Sarah C. Wright; 

An act (S. 1844) granting a pension to Orrin P. Cooley; 

An act (5. me granting a pension to Mrs. Abbie B. Heath; 

5 An act fS: 2029) granting an increase of pension to Elvira Bliss Shel- 
on; 

An act (S. 2037) for the relief of Mary Anna Egan; 

An act (S. pry granting a pension to Fridoline Glastetter; 

An act (S. 2144) granting an increase of pension to Grace F. Edes; 

An act (S. 2321) granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Davidson; 

An act (S. 2330) for the relief of Anthon Eitapence; 

An act (S. =) granting a pension to Isaac Ransom; 

An act (S. 2587) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ward; 

S. 1201) granting a pension to Louise Ambrecht; 
S. 148i) granting a pension to Caroline Sees; and 
S. 1481) granting an increase of pension to Col. Charles E. 


RAILROAD ATTORNEYS. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting as 
attorneys or employés for railroad companies holding charters or hav- 
ing received grant of lands or pecuniary aid from the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this bill the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. BERRY] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the original bill relating to the sub- 
ject-matter now under consideration, introduced by the Senator from 
Kentucky during the last session of Congress, is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House 
of Congress to accept employment as attorney-at-law, or payment for services 
of any kind, from any railroad company, or any officer or agent thereof, which 
obtained its charter, or any grant of Jands, or pecuniary aid from the United 
States; and any person who violates this provision shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and, on conviction, be fined in any sum not exceeding $5,000, and im- 
prisoned not more than one year, in the discretion of the court. 


This bill, Mr. President, at that time appeared to the majority of the 
Senate to be so eminently proper and so clearly right that, contrary to 
the usual practice, the Senate refused to refer it to.a committee, and, 
upon a yea-and-nay vote, passed the bill, 37 Senators voting for it and 
11 against it. Subsequently, upon motion of the Senator from Con- 


necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], this action of the Senate was reconsidered, 
and the bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, A majority 


of that committee reported a substitute for the bill. I think, how- 
ever, that it is hardly necessary to discuss the merits of the substitute. 
I think it is admitted that the members of the committee reporting 
the substitute think that it ought not to pass; that they prefer it to 
the original bill if either passes, but are opposed to both. The*real 
question at issue, as I understand it, is as to the propriety of passing 
the original bill. 

The objections urged against this bill by those who have opposed it 
are that it prescribes qualifications and imposes restrictions upon mem- 
bers of Congress not authorized by the Constitution; that it is an in- 
fringement upon the rights—an unauthorized restriction upen the privi- 
leges of the lawyers in this and the other House of Congress, and that 
to a certain extent it casts a stigma upon an honorable profession. 

Without entering upon a discussion as to the constitutionality of the 
pro law, I will say that it seems somewhat strange that the ques- 
tion should þe raised now for the first time. There is a law upon the 
statute-book prohibiting members of Congress from practicing in the 
Court of Claims, and I never heard any one doubt its constitutionality 
or question its policy. 

There is another law which prohibits any member of Congress from 
practicing before any of the Departments, and so far as I know no one 
has sought to repeal that law or evade its provisions. If members of 
Congress can be prohibited from practicing before the Court of Claims 
and before the Departments, why shall they not be prohibited from ap- 
pearing as attorneys for railroads holding grants of land from the Gov- 
ernment and railroads that have received pecuniary aid from the Gov- 
ernment—railroads thatare largely interested in legislation that is now 
pending in one or both Houses of Congress? 

Can it be truthfully said that a member of Congress who is employed 
and paid by these railroad companies, who occupies to them the inti- 
mate relation that exists between client and attorney, who constantly 
receives from the officers of the company the most confidential com- 
munications, one whose interest is identified with that of the company— 
can it be said of such a member that he is entirely free from all bias and 
prejudice, is wholly impartial, and can judge as fairly as to the rights 
of the Government and the rai company as one who does not sus- 
tain this relation? We will take for instance the Union Pacific, which 
has a bill pending here to postpone for a long term of years the pay- 
ment of its indebtedness to the Government of the United States. 
Would a Senator or member who is employed by that company, with 
their money in his pocket, be in a condition to judge fairly and honestly 
as to the merits of that bill? 

Or suppose some member of Congress is the attorney for the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company and that he should be called upon and it 
would become his duty under his retainer to contest the rights of set- 
tlers claiming lands under the homestead or pre-emption laws and bas- 
ing their claims upon the theory that the railroad company forfeited 
all right by not complying with the terms of the grant, and after a 
trial and such a contest in the courts will such attorney be a compe- 
tent and impartial judge to sit as a member of Congress and pass upon 
the question whether or not Congress has the right and the power to 
forfeit all lands not earned within the time specified in the grant? 

No man can serve two masters. No man can, while acting as the at- 
torney of a railroad company, be an impartial judge between that com- 
pany and the Government. 

Nr. President, all experience teaches us that when one man is em- 
ployed as an attorney for another he, to a large extent, makes the cause 
of his client his own; all of his energies are exerted on his behalf; all of 
his thoughts are directed towards establishing the justice and equity 
of his claim; and, in a large majority of cases, he comes honestly to the 
conclusion that his client is right, that his cause is just, and not unfre- 
quently he is fully persuaded that the client on the other side isa 
great scoundrel, and his lawyer not altogether free from suspicion. It 
is utterly impossible that one occupying that relation can be an impar- 
tial judge, and no State in this Union will allow a judge to preside 
upon the trial of a cause where he has been employed as counsel, - 

But, Mr. President, suppose this is not true. If it could be truly 
said that members of Congress are so far superior to the rest of man- 
kind that they can take ten or twenty thousand a year from the Union 
Pacific or the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and not be influenced 
by it, that they can go into the courts of the country and argue one day as 
to the rights, and powers, and privileges of these roads, and the next day 
as a member of Congress fairly and honestly judge between these roads 
and the Government upon a question involving perhaps the same iden- 
tical point argued in the court; if it be true that they can do all this, 
unfortunately the people of the country will not believe it to be true; 
and it seems to me that if members of Congress hope to wield any in- 
fluence for good, they must not only be pure, but must be believed by 
the people to be pure and free from any suspicion of being influenced 
by improper motives. 

And will any Senator who opposes this bill assert that an argument 
made by a member of Congress in favor of the bill extending the time 
for the payment of the indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany or against the bill forfeiting lands granted to the Northern Pacific 
Company will carry with it the same weight and will be as convincing 
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to the minds of the people as it would otherwise be, when it is known 
that the member making such argument is the paid attorney of such 
railroad corporation ? 

Why, Mr. President, ninety-nine men in every one hundred will cast 
aside such an argument, however cogent or convincing, as utterly worth- 
less for the reason that such member was paid by the company to so 
think and had not brought to its determination a mind unbiased, un- 
trammeled, and free from prejudice. 

It is no answer to thisto say that if the argument be sound it is im- 
material what the po le may say or may think. The very existence 
of the Congress of the United States rests and depends upon the trust 
and confidence of the American people; and whenever that confidence 
is withdrawn, whenever they come to believe, justly or unjustly, that 
they can no longer trust in the honor and integrity of the members of 
Congress, then the power for good of the American Congress will be 
gone, and gone forever. : 

Already, Mr. President, there is a restless dissatisfaction, a vague 
fear in the minds of many that members of Congress are not actuated 
by the same high motives and lofty purposes which influenced them 
in the past. I hope and believe that there is no cause for such fear, 
but any act which gives color to such a charge or increases such a 
suspicion will, as I believe, work serious and lasting injury to the 
country. I fear that the defeat of this bill will diminish that con- 
fidence so necessary to good government, and will greatly Jessen the 
epa and regard that the people entertain for the Senate of the United 

tates. 

This bill, Mr. President, and one far more sweeping in its provisions, 
can be defended upon another ground, and that is, that where a mem- 
ber of Congress accepts a seat in either House, knowing at the time 
the amount of the , there is an implied contract upon his 
part that he will devote all of his time and all of his energies to the 
public service,and that he has no right to abandon his place here to ap- 
pear before the courts for the purpose of increasing his income. He is 
employed to attend to public and not private business. Heisemployed 
by the year, receiving an annual salary, and how can he say while Con- 

is in session that his services are not needed here? How can he 
etermine in advance that he can be absent for a week ora day, attend- 
ing to lawsuits for his clients, and that the public interests will not 
suffer by reason of his absence. It is his duty and part of his contract 
to be here and not before the courts. 

It has been charged in the fairs press that important legislation has 
been postponed from day to day and sometimes defeated because mem- 
bers of one or the other House wished to participate in the discussion, 
but were absent in attendance upon the courts. Whether this be true 
or not I do not know, but the defeat of this bill will give color to the 
charge and cause thousands to believe it to be true. Let us suppose 
that the President of the United States should abandon his duties and 
en in the practice of the law (and I will vote for an amendment to 
include all civil officers); suppose the heads of Departments, chiefs of 
divisions, the revenue collectors and the postmasters of the country 
should conclude that their salaries were not sufficient for their first-class 
abilities, and engage generally in the practice of the law for land-grant 
railroads and others, would this Chamber not be flooded with bills to 
prevent such practice, with resolutions of inquiry, and the other House 
flooded with resolutions of impeachment? And are not members of 
Congress equally with them in the employ of the Government, and 
have we any right to claim for ourselves privileges and immunities 
that we would not accord to the executive and judicial officers? 

But it is said that the passage of this law or the enforcement of such 
a rule would lose to the country the best talent in Congress; that the 
ablest men in the Senate and House can not afford to serve the coun- 
try for $5,000 a year. Even if this is true, and I do not believe it to 
be true, it could only be used as an argument for an increase of salary, 
and not as a valid argument in favor of allowing members of Congress 
to become the paid attorneys of corporations which have large inter- 
ests constantly pending before Congress foradjudication and settlement. 

I do not know that a single member of either House is attorney for 
the land-grant railroads. If they are not, no injury can result to them 
from the passage of this bill; if they are, then I believe that the honor 
and good name of the Senate will be best preserved and the interests of 
the country will be best promoted by the passage of a law that will 
hereafter make such employment absolutely impossible. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, on a former occasion I expressed my 
opinion on this bill. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] has 
alluded to the fact that this bill was passed through this body by a vote 
of 37to11. The bill was introduced by the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck], and, without the ordinary and usual procedure, without 
going to a committee, was presented to the Senate for its action imme- 
diately. I came myself into the Senate Chamber as the vote was being 
taken. I knewcomparatively nothing of the bill save and except that 
it was an unusual proceeding, an almost unheard-of proceeding in this 
body, thata bill of any importance affecting the public interests should 
pass without the examination of a committee. It was enough for me 
to know that it had not proceeded in that way, and I voted against it, 
After a careful examination of the bill on the motion to reconsider I 
voted to reconsider. Iam prepared now to record my vote against the 
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bill, and I am prepared to record my vote against the bill notwithstand- 
ing the newspaper clamor, notwithstanding the effort which has been 
made to attract attention to the fact that this body is a body of law- 
yers, and notwithstanding the charge which has been made that they 
were devoting the time which they should devote to the public service 
in the practice of law for the class of corporations aimed at or referred 
to in the bill introduced by the Senator from Kentucky. 

I stated on that occasion that, without reference to any statute, be- 
lieving as I did that the public confidence in this body and in public 
men would be largely promoted by the members of this and the other 
body abstaining from employment of that character, I had myself 
studiously abstained from it, and should continue so todo. It could 
not have been aimed at me nor any of my practice; that is certain. 

Mr. President, Iam a lawyer, as are a great number of the members 
of this body. The practice of law ismy profession. Itis the only bus- 
iness to which I have been educated. It is the only business at which 
I can get aliving. It is an honorable profession. It is one the mem- 
bers of which are supposed to be men of character, of virtue, and of 
integrity. It is supposed that as a class they have ideas of propriety 
quite equal to those of any other class of men in this country. 

I do not subscribe to the doctrine enunciated a moment ago by the 
Senator from Arkanas, that when a man is elected to the Senate of the 
United States he agrees to devote his whole time to the Senate of the 
United States. He agrees to devote just so much time to the public 
duties which he has assumed as shall be necessary to honestly and 
properly discharge those duties, and no more. In the long interval 
that passes between the 4th day of March at the expiration of a Con- 
gress and the succeeding day in December when it reassembles he has 
an unquestioned right to devote himself to his private and personal 
affairs; and it is no more ry si for an attorney to devote himself 
to that service out of which he gets his living than it is for the man 
who plants, or who farms, or who conductsa mercantile establishment, 
or a banker’s or a broker’s establishment to conduct his business. 

It is not the theory of this Government that the men who sit in this 
Chamber are to be divorced from all business; it is not the theory of 
this Government that the men who sit in the other House are to be 
divorced from all private interests, They are to participate in the 
general business of the country, and thus become acquainted with the 
interests and the wants of the people, and thus acquire a knowledge of 
the interests that come before this and the other body for their action. 

I do not believe that any memberfof this body ought, at any time, to 
be concerned in any litigation that is hostile to the interests of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. I find upon the statutes a law of that 
character already. I think any man who is fit to sit in this body would 
be restrained by his own instincts of propriety and decency in that re- 
spect. Ido not believe such a law was ever n to restrain the 
members of this body from taking cases against the Government of the 
United States. If there have been exceptions; if there have been men 
who, coming into this body and the other, have been so insensible to 
their high duty, they have never fallen within my observation. 

I know that there has been of late an effort made in this country to 
deride and to decry this body. I know that quacks in politics and men 
who have not been able to acquire the opportunity of sitting in this 
body have filled the public press with their attacks upon what they call 
the House of Lords. I realize the fact that this body, not represent- 
ing public sentiment*directly, not immediately representing the great 
mass of the people, but representing the States, has ceased to be a popu- 
lar body in the estimation of the people of the United States. I un- 
derstand that there is abroad in this country now a determined effort, 
a very determined effort, to break down this body, to destroy its use- 
fulness, and thus compel eventually the abolition of the Senate of the 
United States. . 

Mr. President, it can not be done while Delaware and Rhode Island, 
small States as they are in the Union, shall insist upon the right given 
them when the Constitution was adopted. Nobody believes who has 
studied the history of these States and of others that the time ever will 
come, unless there is a revolution and an absolute destruction of the 
Constitution, when the Senate of the United States will be abandoned. 
It, then, is the interest of every man in it and every man out of it to 
maintain for it the high character that it has maintained in the legis- 
lation of this country for nearly a hundred years. 

I do not myself believe that bills of this kind coming into the Sen- 
ate with a Senatorial declaration that it is necessary by law to keep men 
from doing that which the instincts of honesty and the instincts of 
gentlemen will prompt them to avoid, I do not believe such attacks 
upon the Senate redound to its credit or strengthen it with the people. 
I believe they impair the usefulness of this body and derogate from its 
high position which, as I said a moment ago, it had maintained for 
nearly a hundred years, and which I think it will be able to maintain 
in spite of all these attacks for many years to come. 

Mr. President, as a student of government I have come long since to 
believe that no better system could have been devised by men than 
the system of government devised by our ancestors. I have come to 
believe that the American Senate is indispensable to the maintenance 
of the integrity of the nation and the safety of the people. I believe it 
will stand as it has stood heretofore as a conservative element in the 
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body-politic ready to see that the great States do not trespass upon 


the little States, and that publie clamor does not override justice and 
fair dealing, and I believe it to be the duty of every man in the United 
States to refrain from casting imputations upon this body save and 
except as the body merits and deserves such imputations. Therefore 
I would be the last man almost who would stand up and father or sup- 
port a bill of this kind, and say that it was necessary to keep Senators 
from doing what they should not do, by the passage of such a bill. 
_ _ Ido not say that a Senator can not step into the arena of the courts, 
that he can not become the advocate of one of these railroad companies, 
without doing violence to his duty as a Senator. I have not asserted 
that. I only assert that he himself ought, if he is fit to stand in his 
place, to be left to his discretion and to his judgment to say when such 
employment on his part will interfere with the duties which he para- 
mountly owes to the people of the United States’ by virtue of his elec- 
tion to this body. I do not suppose that the members of this body 
need legislation to prevent them from doing a great many things which 
the public would disapproveif they should do. I believe that the peo- 
ple of the State that I in part represent when they sent me here sent 
me with a belief that upon all great public questions I would exercise 
my judgment; that in all my relations to the public service I would 
govern myself according to the strictest equity and justice—that kind 
of equity and justice which would result from a proper moral consider- 
ation of the affairs with which I am intrusted. 

This bill goes beyond what it should do, even if it was necessary to 
legislate in this behalf. I can see why the public might say that they 
prefer, as I said before, that their public servants should not be the 
employés of a great railroad corporation that was coming here asking 
legislation; and because of that, and not because I doubted at any 
time my ability to receive their money and render them the service 
that a lawyer should, and then do the people justice in this body, or 
anywhere else—not because of that, but because I desired to maintain 
public confidence in behalf of this body and every member thereof, and 
for that reason, and that alone, I have declined employments of this 
character. But this bill says that any railroad company that may 
have received a charter, any railroad company that may have its au- 
thority to exist from Congress, shall not be allowed to employ me or 
any other member of this body to do its legal business. 

In the State which I in part represent there is a railroad company, 
organized by an act of Congress before we became a State, that has hun- 
dreds of miles of railroad running all through the State. Never have 
they come here with a question, nor will they ever. It isa local road 
in the State of Colorado. For it I have never done a dollar’s worth of 
business in my life; neither do I reg pech to; but is there any reason 
why I should be prohibited by law from taking a retainer from that 
company to conduct a prosecution if some man had derailed one of its 
trains? Is there any reason why I should not take a retainer from it 
in any ordinary business that a railroad company submits to a lawyer? 
Yet, by this bill I should be guilty of a violation of a statute and sub- 
ject to the pains and penalties of imprisonment if I should take sucha 
retainer. 

The Judiciary Committee have even gone beyond the original bill in 
that particular; and they have declared that neither for nor against a 
railroad company can a Senator be employed asan attorney. I call at- 
tention to the words of the original bill. In lines 5, 6, and 7 I find: 

For services of any kind, from any railroad oe: iepr made ry Sas 
thereof, which obtained its charter, or any grant of Siion pecuniary aid from 
the United States. 

If a man happens to be the agent of one of these corporations, though 
he may have business entirely disconnected from the corporation orits 
interest, yet by this bill we are prohibited from taking retainers from 
such aman. Ifind that the Committee on the Judiciary, who reported 
this bill, provide further in their amendment, maintaining in it this 
odious and objectionable feature of the original bill ; 

Or from or inst any bank or corporation, or other officer or agent thereof, 
which obtained its charter or any pecuniary aid from the United States; or from 
or against any corporation or company, its officer or nt, engaged in the busi- 
ness of interstate commerce by land or water, or in the business of any inter- 
state transportation, or in the transportation of United States mails; or from 
or against any corporation, company, firm, or person, or officer or agent thereof, 
engaged in the production, manufacture, or sale in the United States, or in the 
business of importing into the United States from any foreign country any arti- 
ele whatsoever upon the importation of which any customs duty is now levied, 
or shall at any time hereafter be levied; or from or against any manufacturer 
of any article on which an excise tax is now levied, or shall at any time here- 
after be levied, by any act of Congress, 

This bill in its general terms as amended by the committee would 
practically preclude any lawyer from practicing in any class of cases 
that would give him any considerable remuneration for his labor. 

Iam op both to the billitself and tothe amendment of the com- 
mittee. I believe the amendment of the committee is not quite as 
as the original bill, and if I had to make my choice between the two I 
think I should make it in favor of the original bill. 

Mr. President, if it is the purpose of this Senate to say that any per- 
son elected to the Senate who is alawyer shall cease to practice his pro- 
fession, if if is to put a badge of disgrace upon that profession, or if it 
is to keep men honest who come into this body by keeping them away 
from temptation—in either case I am against it. 

The honorable Senator from Arkansas said a few moments since that 


it was alleged that the salary of Senators and Represtntatives was not 
sufficient, although he thought it was. 

Me Peay: The Senator will excuse me, I did not hear his last 
remark, 

Mr. TELLER. I understood the Senator to say that it was alleged 
as an excuse why Senators should seek other employment and do other 
business than what they are required to do here, that the salary was 
too small, and I understood the Senator from Arkansas to say that he 
thought it sufficient. 

Mr. BERRY. I do think it is sufficient. 

Mr. TELLER. That isa question of opinion. I do not undertake 
to rate any other man’s services nor to speak on this occasion of my 
own. I know that if some of the Senators sitting in this body were 
compelled to refrain from any kind of business by which they can add 
to their income, and to depend entirely upon the salary paid them as 
Senators, they would be compelled to leave the public service. 

There is a complaint among the people to-day that we are filling this 
body with millionaires, that we are filling it with men of large means, 
who are elected to this body because of their ion of great amounts 
of money. Ifit is once understood that he who comes into this body 
must rely solely and entirely upon the salary of $5,000 paid by the 
Government of the United States, there will be many a man who would 
be useful at least in this body who will be compelled by prudential 
reasons to abstain from receiving so high an honor at the ds of the 
people of- his State. 

I know Senators in this body, whatever may be the reputation of the 
body for wealth, who would be obliged to surrender their positions if 
compelled to live entirely upon the salary. Ido not say that a man 
may not live in comfort upon $5,000 a year; I do not say thatitisnec- 
essary for a Senator to maintain a great establishment; but there are 
many men in the country who have other things to do than to support 
their families. There are men who come to this body who before they 
come here pledged themselves to pay perhaps their just debts, who are 
honest enough to desire to do it, and who can not do it out of the sal- 
ary which is allowed them as Senators of the United States. 

I do not suppose the time has been reached when the people of the 
United States are willing to say that. their public servants shall do 
nothing but attend to the public interest. They never have required 
it. The ablest men who have sat in this body have been known to be 
practitioners before the courts of the land. A Webster, a Clay, a Cal- 
houn, and all that class of men, without condemnation appeared in all 
the courts of the land. The people, instead of deprecating it, were 
proud of the fact that their great representatives could go into the courts 
of the land, could see that the statutes were enfo could assist in 
determining questions of right between private litigants; and it is only 
recently that it has been a badge of dishonor for a man to appear in a 
court in defense of the rights of private parties who might be litigants 
therein. 

I know that public clamor will be heard against every man who votes 
against this bill. Iam of the impression that public clamor has its 
effect in this body as it does everywhere else. I do not profess myself 
to be above public opinion. I believe no man ever lived who is more 
anxious for the approbation of the public than myself; but while I 
remain a member of this body I shall be governed ay my own judg- 
ment upon questions of this character, independent of the criticisms of 
the people, or any considerable number of them, on my conduct. I 

endeavor to discharge the duty that I owe to the public in an 
honest and straightforward manner, but I shall not be deterred from 
doing it by hope of applause if I should vote one way or by fear of con- 
demnation if I should vote the other. 

Believing that this is a pernicious bill, believing that its passage can 
not add to the credit of this body, but that it will stand in some meas- 
ure as an indictment and condemnation of it, I shall decline to vote for 
the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Mr. President, in view of the feeling 
which the discussion of this measure seems to have aroused on the part 
of some of the most experienced and honored members of this body, the 
question involved has assumed a character of so much delicacythat I de- 
sire to give utterance to the few remarks I shall make in guarded and 
measured terms. Aboveall things, upon the very threshold, I repudiate 
any desire or intention to reflect upon the character of any Senator, or to 
detract from the honor orstanding of the great legal profession to which 
so many of us belong. The question before us, which seems to the 
people at least an important one, should be discussed upon the high 
plane of principle alone, to the utter exclusion of all personalities, ex- 
pressed or implied, and with sole reference to the public welfare. 

The primary question inyolved in the bill is this: Has the 
power to pass laws regulating the conduct of its members in matters 
relating to or calculated to affect the discharge of their legislative 
duties, whereby offenses are created, penalties are imposed, and juris- 
diction over such offenses is vested in courts of law? And if Congress 
has such power, the next and only other question is, to what extent 
is it right and expedient that it should be exercised ? 

Mr. President, it is certainly no undue reflection upon any man or 
class of men to suggest, what your statute-law fully takes for granted, 
that a member of Congress may be guilty of a heinous offense, such as 
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the taking of a bribe, for which expulsion would be no sufficient pun- 
ishment, whether we consider the gravity of the offense or look to the 
suppression of the crime. Inasmuch as the Federal courts have no 
common-law jurisdiction over crimes, an act of Congress was necessary 
and was long ago passed to make such an act by a member of Congress 
a crime punishable by a United States court. Congress evidently 
thought that such a crime and its punishment were distinct things 
from the disgraceful conduct involved in the reception of a bribe and 
a consequent expulsion from a seat in either House. They saw that 
e paperen of the offense might be indicted and punished by law, 
whilst for very many imaginable political reasons a two-thirds majority 
could not be obtained for his expulsion; or he might be expelled from 
his seat, whilst for want of legally sufficient evidence the talons of 
the law might fail to seize upon him. 

The fact that the same act may be punishable in the two forums in 
different modes, in neither the one ease nor the other, as they under- 
stood the matter, involves the establishment of any other qualifications 
for membership in either House of Co than those prescribed in 
the Constitution. Nor can the possession of these qualifications, in the 
very nature of things, cover over a member with a constitutional pan- 
oply which renders him proof against all punishment by law for an act 

_ to which Federal legislation affixes a penalty, as being everywhere and 
among all civilized nations a gross crime. To contend for any such 
roposition is not only to run counter to what has been thus farin our 
history the universal sentiment of the legal profession and the long- 
continued practice of the Government, but also to invest a member of 
Congress with constitutional immunities not only far beyond those ex- 
pressed in the Constitution, but extremely dangerous in their extent 
and in their tendencies. 

There is no attempt, sir, in the Constitution to enumerate the cases in 
which Congress has the power to create offenses and to impose penalties. 
It would have been utterly impracticable to attemptto frame any such 
catalogue. Wherever the Government has property, rights, or interests 
to be protected, there, by a natural and irresistible implication, it pos- 
sesses the power to pass all penal laws ‘‘necessary and proper’? to pro- 
tect such property, rights, and interests from invasion. Whenever the 
Government has duties and responsibilities resting upon it, which du- 
ties and responsibilities are necessarily committed to its agents for 
their due performance, there the Government has the right to guard 
and enforce the performance of such duties by its agents with such pen- 
alties as to Congress may seem adequate to the end in view. 

It would be an invitation to a general system of robbery, peculation, 
fraud, and inefficiency, if Congress had not the power to impose penal- 
ties upon its agents and fiduciaries commensurate with its powers and 
duties, and necessary to insure the right performance of the varied 
functions of government. And it would indeed be a strange anomaly 
if the legislative power could embrace all other repositories of the 
functions of government within its range of criminal legislation, but 
should be nerveless to take any step to repress grave offenses among 
its own constituent members—if it were armed with full energy to keep 
pure every streamlet of governmental agency, but were powerless to 
pass any act to protect from pollution the great fountain of political life 
right here in its own bodies. Nothing can be found in the language of 
the Constitution to warrant so remarkable an assumption, and certainly 
there is nothing in the nature or reason of things to justify it. 

It is true, sir, it is made the duty of each House to guard over the 
conduct of its members and to repress all dishonorable acts inconsist- 
ent with its dignity and purity. To this end the power of expulsion 
is given. But this power is rather intended to protect the purity and 
dignity of the expelling body than to punish the person expelled. 
Manifestly it may often prove an inadequate punishment both in degree 
and in kind. Congress, then, having the duty resting upon it to guard 
the purity of legislation by and through a vigilant oversight over the 
purity of its component members, must have the power, and the duty 
is laid upon it, at least to pass such laws as it deems adequate to pun- 
ish all acts connected with or bearing upon the discharge of legislative 
duty which the moral sense of mankind teaches to be wrong in them- 
selves. 

No one, Mr. President, will be likely to dispute this proposition, 

jally as illustrated by the crime of receiving a bribe by a member 
of Congress. But if Congress can, in any case, invest the courts with 
criminal jurisdiction over members of Congress for acts done in or con- 
nected with the discharge of their legislative duties, and courts can try 
and punish them for such acts, then the whole principle is conceded, 
and the only question then remaining for us to determine is, how far 
it may be expedient to carry this criminal legislation by Congress in 
the effort to secure freedom from corruption. 

The senior Senator from Kentucky has quoted from our Revised Stat- 
utes many cases in which Congress has exercised the further power to 
prohibit members of Congress, under severe penalties, from performing 
acts which may not be wrong in themselves, but which Congress has 
deemed of dangerous tendency, because their performance would be 
necessarily attended with powerful motives to forget the higher duties 
and responsibilities of the legislator, and to sink them in the lower and 
selfish interests of the attorney and claim-hunter. For more than one- 
third of a century such legislation has been accumulating upon our 


statute-book with general approval in and out of Congress. The prin- 
ciple of such legislation is sound in its philosophy, If the Government 
has the power through its courts to punish the crime of corruption in 
a legislator, after it is committed (as no one will deny), it would seem 
a reasonable and necessary corollary that it has the power to guard 
itself and its members from being surrounded by circumstances and 
conditions powerfully impelling towards such offenses. That is just 
what the bill introduced by the Senator from Kentucky is intended to 
accomplish, and nothing more. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that never before was there a compli- - 
cation of circumstances in this or any other land more im tively 
calling for just such legislation. Questions of the most vital concern- 
ment to the people and to their Treasury are constantly arising be- . 
tween the United States and some of the most powerful corporations 
which the world eyer saw, and which are day by day increasing in 
power and in the spirit of aggression, corporations so gigantic and over- 
shadowing that, if not promptly curbed, they may soon be, if not now, 
called imperium in imperio. Momentous questions, involving the forfeit- 
ure back to the people of unearned ts of many millions of acres 
of land, and the claim of the Government for most valuable services 
which these corporations, by the terms of their charters, undertook to 
render to the Government, and also the settlement of immense sums of 
money claimed to be due from them to our Treasury, are either of 
chronic standing or perpetually arising. 

These great questions are to be voted upon by Senators and Repre- 
sentatives, and to be decided by their votes. Who can deny that it is 
not only seemly and proper but imperatively demanded by common 
justice, fairness, and decency that each member of Co. in voting 
to decide these mighty questions, should be free from all bias, all 
prejudice, all prepossession, all self-interest? Everybody knows—it 
is a matter of every-day observation—that a lawyer with a client’s re- 
tainer in his pocket and probably with a still larger fee in expectancy, 
and with his busy brain ever at work to make out his client’s case a 
good one (a mental process which is apt to be stronger in proportion to 
the size of the fee), is rarely in a proper frame of mind to doequal and 
exact justice to the other side. Gentlemen may refine as they will, 
and wax eloquent over the dignity of the legal profession, and de- 
nounce the attempt to invade the rights of the citizen to pursue his 
calling free from governmental control; but the people have deep and 
abiding convictions that no member of Congress has any right to place 
himself in any such indelicate or compromising position. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not pretend to intimate that any member 
of this body sustains the relation of an attorney to a land-grant railroad, 
But either it is true or it is untrue that any such accusation, if any 
such has been made, has a foundation in fact. Ifit be true, then I do 
not hesitate to say that the moral sense of the people declares such an 
attitude of a Senator to be utterly inconsistent with the transcendent 
obligations to the people which as Senator he has assumed. When he 
comes here to deal with the imperial interests of a great people he 
must, if need be, forget that he is a lawyer. What is the business of 
a lawyer, and what are lawyers’ fees, in comparison with the mighty 
interests of sixty millions of people ? 

A lawyer’s obligation to a client can be escaped by returning his fee 
and retiring from a case. A Senator’s sworn obligations to the le 
can never be shaken off so long as he sits in this body; and he no 
right, as the people view it, to allow any other interests, in comparison 
with those of their Government, for a moment to have a feather’s weight 
with him. And what is more—inasmuch as public opinion is an un- 
crowned queen in our land—if public opinion declares that the position 
of attorney for a land-grant railroad detracts from his usefulness and 
standing as a Senator, and surrounds him with an atmosphere of sus- 
picion and distrust, he owes it to himself, to the country, and to an en- 
lightened public sentiment, to discard any such complication, and to 
stand forth before the world unfettered by any other bonds than those 
wae bind him to look to the interests of the Government and of the 

ple. 

On the other hand, sir, if there be no attorney for a land-grant rail- 
road in Congress, then is it an auspicious time to crystallize the gen- 
eral sentiment and moral sense of the people upon this subject in the 
shape of a statute like the bill proposed and so ably urged by the Sen- 
atorfrom Kentucky. Such a law will be a perpetual warning to mem- 
bers of Congress of the light in which the people view the assumption 
by them of duties which are inconsistent with the free and unbiased 
discharge of their obligations as Senators and Representatives. Itwill 
teach them that the people expect them not only to be pure but free 
from the very suspicion of corruption. And right here I must confess 
I do not see any occasion for the exhibition of an indignant sense of 
wounded pride on the part of any member of either House with refer- 
ence to the proposed legislation. Human laws are not enacted on the 
theory of immaculate perfection in any set of men, be they high or low. 

The Constitution even contemplates that the highest may fall, and 
has organized a court of impeachment which can strip the ermine from 
the shoulders of your Chief-Justice or drive a President from the White 
House. There is no reason, either in the principles of human nature 
or in the light of our own or of any other people’s experience, why we 
should assume (much less grow indignant at the contrary supposition) 


*- 
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that members of Congress, even if they be lawyers, like the rest of 

d, may not\be successfully assailed by temptation. It is ex- 
tremely right and judicious, then, to provide all reasonable safeguards 
against the possible lapse of legislators from the path of duty. To do 
this does not involve a charge against any man in either House of Con- 
gress. It is only an assertion of a truth, which no one will deny, that 
to err is human and that human nature requires all the props attain- 
able to keep it from falling. 

But, sir, it is contended that we have no right to pass any such law, 
because its effect would be to add to the constitutional qualifications 

uired for a man to become a member of the House to which he may 
belong. In addition to what I have already said on this point I will 
add that I fail to see how a law imposing a penalty upon a constitu- 
tionally-qualified sitting member for doing an act which is a crime in 
itself by the consensus of civilized men, or which is generally consid- 
ered to be directly against public decency or policy, can possibly be 
construed into an assertion of a qualification to become a member. No 
man ever yet conceived that the expulsion of a member from either 
House for any act of turpitude or of indecency could involve in any 
possible way the establishment of such a qualification. Still less can 
we say that the creation of an offense by statute and the affixing of a 
penalty to it, to be inflicted by a court after a fair trial, can be tortured 
into a prescription of a qualification for membership. In the latter 
case neither the constitution of the offense nor the infliction of the 
penalty in itself involves the loss of a seat in Congress. It remains, 
as in every other case, for the members of the House to which the of- 
fender belongs, by a two-thirds vote, to determine whether he has for- 
feited his seat by his deliberate breach of a law enacted to guard the 
purity of the body of which he isa member. It is only necessary to 
say further in reference to this objection that it utterly fails to recog- 
nize the distinction that the grounds upon which one may claim and 
hold a right are often entirely distinct from those which may work its 
forfeiture. 

Tt has been further strenuously argued that Congress has no power 
to pass this bill, because it would be an assertion of a power to regu- 
late the right of an attorney of a State court to practice law in such 
court—the power to impose such restrictions upon a practitioner in a 
United States court being conceded, so far as this particular view is 
concerned. Some supporters of the general scope and purpose of this 
bill, as it originally stood, recognize this distinction, and would limit 
the bill to lawyers practicing in Federal courts. With all deference 
to the views of these eminent lawyers, I have no difficulty in going to 
the full extent of the legislation originally proposed by the Senator 
from Kentucky. I hold that we are not claiming the power to regu- 
late or control State laws on this subject. We are simply regulating 
the conduct of members of Congress, in reference to the discharge of 
their duties as such. When a man comes here, if he be a lawyer, in 
everything relating to or bearing upon the discharge of his duty on this 
floor his character as a lawyer is, or should be, merged in his character 
asa Senator. His duties to the public are or should be paramount to 
any duties owed to a citizen or to a corporation. 

If any interests antagonistic to those of the people and of their gov- 
ernment are so mighty and so aggressive as to make it unbecoming or 
impolitie for any representative of a State or of the people to allow 
himself to be retained by such interests, and so compromising as to sur- 
round such representative so employed with general suspicion and dis- 
trust, and so seductive and warping as to dangerously appeal to the self- 
interest of the representative to neglect his duties to the Government 
and to the people, then in the name of public decency and of the highest 
public policy, and in pursuance of its duty to keep its members free, 
not only from corruption, but from corrupting influences and surround- 
ings, Congress should forbid its members to become so retained as 
counsel, not because we have a right to regulate the practice of law in 
State courts, but because we have a perfect right to control and regu- 
late the conduct of our members in all matters gravely affecting the 
exercise of their legislative functions, and tending to bring them and 
the Houses of Congress into disrepute. 

And right here, sir, appears to rest the full and complete answer to 
the amendment proposed by the Judiciary Committee, which seeks to 
discredit the bill before us by professing to carry it out to its logical 
consequences. Because it might be childish to attempt to prevent a 
member of Congress from allowing himself to be retained by a man or 
a corporation with some much less important interest opposed to the 
Government, it is highly illogical to argue that no case can arise in 
which interests can be so powerful, so aggressive, and so seductive as 
not only to render it unseemly and impolitic, but actually dangerous 
to legislative rectitude, to allow members of Congress to be retained 
as attorneys in their behalf. The science of government is not only 
the science of the attainable, but also of the expedient. Legislation 
in one class of the cases supposed may well be highly expedient and 
necessary, while in the other its utter needlessness would only render 
it ridiculous, Of the one class is the wholesome legislation proposed by 
the Senator from Kentucky in this bill as it originally stood; of the 
other, with all due respect to the committee, is their amendment. 

Mr. President, we often hear it said, in answer to the proposition in- 
volved in this bill, that it is only pandering to a vitiated sentiment in 


the public mind, which is ever seeking to throw discredit on members 
of Congress, and to hold them up to public execration as unworthy of 
confidence or respect. It may be, sir, and doubtless is often the case, 
that thoughtless witlings do groundlessly seek to throw ridicule and 
contempt upon public men, and to make the world believe that public 
honor and private virtue are almost unknown in Washington. Itmay 
be and doubtless is also the case that members of Congress, with rare 
exceptions, are honorable and high-minded men, who would disdain to 
be swayed in their votes by corrupt considerations. But when, as in 
the case before us, there is a manifest incompatibility between the em- 
ployment denounced by this bill, and the discharge of the highestand 
most important public trusts, and when the public mind is so deeply 
imbued with the conviction that suchemployment reasonably and nat- 
urally generates suspicion and distrust of the legislator, and inevita- 
bly throws temptation across his path, it does seem to be a source of 
profound regret that lawyers in Congress should rush forward to reject 
a measure which their first impulse teld them was just and right. 

Surely, these great corporations can find multitudes of able counsel 
to prosecute their claims against the Government without seeking to 
impress into their service members of Congress, who were sent here, 
above all things, to protect the rights of the people, and whose employ- 
ment by such corporations will be surely to have been often 
sought simply because they do sustain that very relation to the States 
or to the people. If, then, members of Congress do not desire such 
employment, and do not intend to accept it, and if the moral sense of 
the people demands that they should not do so, and if to accept it would 
tend to bring Congress into disrepute, why not pass the law as orig- 
inally proposed, satisfy the public demand, and dispel any cloud of sus- 
picion which a contrary course will be sure to gather around us? 

Where any great and vital principle, either of conduct or of policy, is 
involved, a member of Congress should not, I admit, ever yield to an 
unreasoning public clamor. But in a matter involving a principle of 
conduct, to say the least, so doubtful in its propriety, and so marked 
by public reprobation that scarcely any Senator will rise in his seat 
and own, and, in fact, I believe nearly every one who has spoken upon 
this bill has made haste to deny that he is a retained counsel of any 
land-grant railroad, it seems to be a highly unwise policy for Con- 
gress to turn heedless ears to the general Ve STere. of public senti- 
ment which demands that legislators here be free from the bias 
of counsel retained by such corporations, and which will surely visit 
with its indignant condemnation any member of Congress who, being 
so bound up with adverse and powerful interests, undertakes to sit in 
judgment upon the weightiest rights of the people. 

Still further, Mr. President, I can see little force in the objection we 
sometimes hear, that it is invidious to select the legal profession as the 
subject of this restrictive legislation. That profession, we must re- 
member, is the only one whose members hold themselves out to the 
world as prepared to undertake the business of clients for perna 
considerations, and who bind themselves by oaths to faithfully prose- 
cute such business when intrusted to them. Let us recall another fact 
developed by this discussion, that, out of seventy-six members of this 
body, sixty-five are lawyers. If the outcome of this debate should be 
an approval of the position that it is becoming and proper for a Senator 
who is a lawyer to become a retained counsel for a land-grant 
each one of these sixty-five lawyers will be at liberty, with the ex- 
pressed approval of the Senate, to accept a retainer by these 

Thus, 85 per cent. of the Senate’s members might, with the Sen- 
ate’s approval, be subject to whatever bias such retainer might gener- 
ate when here called upon to decide questions of the highest impor- 
tance (though in precisely opposite directions) both to their clients 
and to the people. d each one of them, after such questions are 
here legislatively decided, might be called upon to appear before the 
courts and to attack or defend the legislation which as Senator (and 
with such a prospect before him) he had aided in enacting. No other 
class of men who can be called upon to sit here could ever be placed 
in such a delicate or compromising position. - And candor compels me 
to say that no other class of our citizens can ever so nearly approach 
to a governing class as the legal profession, and from an alliance of no 
other in Congress with these mighty and warring corporations could 
spring so much of danger to the interests of the people. 

I shall, therefore, vote against the commiitee’s amendment, and, if 
opportunity offers, for the original bill—not at all because I know or 
hear of any immediate exigency in any personal aspect for such action, 
but because, in view of the struggles now existing or impending be- 
tween the people and these great corporations, I believe the signs of 
the times are portentous of danger in this direction. And I shall cast 
my vote, too, not only with a view to what I believe to be the best in- 
terests of the people, but also with a special regard to what I believe 
will in the long run be most conducive to the honor and fair fame of 
the noblest secular profession to which an American citizen can devote - 
the best energies of his head and heart. 


FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CALL obtained the floor. 
Mr. FRYE. Will the Senater yield to me just one second? 
Mr. CALL. Certainly. 
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Mr. FRYE. I only want to give a little bit of information which is 
important just at this moment, and which will be of interest to the 
Senate: 


EASTPORT, ME., January 28. 


The winter school of herring has struck in on the American shore, and about 
twenty-five English boats and vessels are fishing on thisshore. Meanwhile the 
cruiser Middleton oo English cruiser) is patroling between here and Saint An- 
cere, ready to seize any American fisherman that may venture over the dead 

e. 


That is all. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 222) to amend section 1661 of 
the Revised Statutes making an annual appropriation to provide arms 
and equipments for the militia. 

Them also announced that the House of Representatives had 
passed the bill (S. 2256) to create a port of delivery at Lewes, Del., 
withan amendment; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. - 

RAILROAD ATTORNEYS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting 
as attorneys or employés for railroad companies holding charters or 
having received grant of lands or pecuniary aid from the United 
States. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish to make a few remarks in reply 
to what has been said by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] and 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson] in advocacy of the bill. 

They have treated this question as if there was an issuc here as to the 
propriety of a Senator or a Member of Congress being retained by a 
corporation that has interests of legislation before this body, and they 
have denounced that conduct as improper and as dangerous to the 
legislation of the country. 

That is not the question presented by this bill. The question pre- 
sented by this bill is whether the Senate can be trusted to preserve the 

urity of character of its members. The bill affirms that it can not. 

t asks another instrumentality to be used. The bill declares that the 
Senate of the United States, selected by States, and the people of States, 
can not be trusted to preserve the purity of character of its members in 
respect to the great public interests of legislation that come here. That 
is the issue presented by this bill. 

Let us. suppose that to be true, as the arguments of Senators here 
assume it to be true, what becomes of this Government? Where is it, 
if it be true that its greatest instrumentality, the States and the people 
of the States, can not be trusted to send here men who will see, by the 
power conferred upon them in the Constitution, that no person is 
allowed to participate in legislation corruptly or under circumstances 
that may lead to corruption ? 

What does the bill propose and what do these Senators propose as a 
substitute for what this the wisest Government created in all the ages 
has provided for the purity of those who represent the people? What 
is the substitute? The substitute is a single man, the creature of ex- 
ecutive power, in the interests of executive power, and twelve chance 
individuals selected as a jury. They are to be trusted, says the bill, 
and say the Senator from Arkansasand the Senator from Maryland, in 
place of seventy-six men selected by the people of the States, to whom 
shall be confided the character of the members of the two Houses and 
the great subjects of legislation which are sent here by the Constitution 
and the people who sent us here. 

What an argument, what a proposition, and what a government that 
would be! Ajudge, the creature of executive power, and twelve chance 
jurors, such as we find hanging around our courts, are to be trusted 
with the safety of the sixty-six millions or perhaps the two hundred 
million people who are to compose this country! What a reflection 
uponour Constitution and our form of Government is this proposition 
so boldly urged here, for it can not be denied that it is an assertion that 
the instrumentality to preserve the purity of character, the disinter- 
estedness of the men who legislate here, shall not be the character 
and virtue of the men who constitute these two legislative bodies, but 
shall be a judge in the District of Columbia and twelve jurors assem- 
bled here. 

Let us look a little further, Mr. President. I venture to say, and I 
wish to put it upon record, that this Government seems tobe upon the 
eveof changing its character. It seems as if the people were no longer 
to have power in this Government. Various social and personal and 
political influences are coming into play which seem to threaten to 
impair the influence and control of the people; but of all of them none 
is more destructive and subversive of the power of the people than the 
bill here proposed. 

Let us see if that is not a plain proposition. Do not let us talk about 
the impropriety of Senators and Members of Congress engaging in leg- 
islation and practicing in the Court of Claims or elsewhere. ‘This is a 
government of States and a national government resting upon them. 
The States send their Senators and their Members of Congress here into 


the District of Columbia. To obstruct, interfere with, or in any way 
prevent the representation of the people in either body by any extrane- 
ous power or influence may be destructive of the Government. In order 
that the attendance of the Members and Senators here may be certain, 
the Constitution prohibits them from arrest except for ‘‘ treason, felony, 
and breach of the peace in their attendance here, and going to or return- 
ing from the Congress. They come here into the District of Columbia. 
The bill proposes to say to every judge, ‘‘ You shall have supervision 
over the conduct in the two Houses of the Senators and Members of 
the House of Representatives; you may, if you choose, upon the affi- 
davit of any individual that they are the attorneys of some corpora- 
tion, arrest them in the performance of their legislative functions; you 
may select the jury who is to try them; you are the judge; their whole 
personal security shall be intrusted to you.” You may arrest them 
for an act which is not ‘‘ treason, felony, or breach of the peace,” but 
which concerns only the propriety of their conduct as legislators; what- 
ever may be felony, treason, or breach of the peace, it is quite certain 
that in the intendment of the Constitution practicing law by a Senator 
or Member of Congress is not and can not be either of these crimes. 

Let us suppose that the imperial power of corporations shall increase, 
or that from other causes in the future there shall vest in the Execu- 
tive of the United States, in the hands of some ambitious man, an 
overwhelming power, and that a judge may be found willing to sell 
himself and prostitute his office teserve them—and there are to-day more 
judges than there are Senators and members of Congress who are the at- 
torneys of railroad corporations, who have sacrificed every interest of the 
people for them; you propose to say to one of this class of men, ‘‘ You 
are incorruptible; you, the agent and attorney of this corporation, the 
obsequious follower of executive power; you, hoping for promotion 
from the executive branch of the Government, shall have power over 
these representatives of States; you may disfranchise a State; you may 
paralyze the Congress; there is no danger in intrusting these great powers 
to you over Senators and membersof Congress. For you the provision 
of the Constitution that members of Congress shall be privil from 
arrest in their attendance.upon and in going to and returning from 
Congress except for treason, felony, or breach of the peace, shall be of 
no force or effect. The practice of law before your court by a Senator 
or member of Congress in a case where a land-grant railroad company 
is a party is such a danger to the country that the Constitution must 
be subverted to punish it,” 

The Senate and the House of Representatives are so much corrupted 
that although they have ample power to prevent it they will not use it, 
and they must be subjected to the power of your immaculate purity. 

Mr. President, what answer to that proposition is it for the Senator 
from Maryland to say that jurisdiction attaches criminally to members 
of Congress for penal offenses? Unquestionably, but by what laws 
does it attach? In the States they are citizens of the States. For 
criminal conduct they are amenable to the jurisdiction of their own 
States for the offenses there committed. When you come here in the 
District of Columbia for acts of crime, for acts of murder, for homicide, 
for violence, for robbery, for felonies as known to the old law whether 
State or Federal laws, the word signifies certain acts, of which practic- 
ing law in land-grant railroad cases is not one, they are properly ame- 
nable. But who ever heard before that the men upon the performance 
of whose duties the whole life of the Republic is dependent shall be 
while in the performance of these duties within the power of another 
department of the Government as to their personal security for acts 
which are not felonies nor treason nor breaches of the peace, but which 
are made by the act of the Legislature, and which are not in themselves 
crimes? 

The vice of this legislation is this, that it concerns the performance 
of our official duties here, that it enables a court to disfranchise a State 
and paralyze its vote in this Chamber; that it removes a Senator from 
the security of a trial in his own State, under the jurisdiction of the 
laws of his State, and subjects him to arrest and trial in a forum here 
in the District of Columbia while in attendance on Congress for the 
manner in which he shall perform his public duties as a Senator or 
Member of Congress, 

I should like these gentlemen to answer that proposition and to say 
how it is that a Senator coming here as the representative of a State with 
this body, having full power to require that he shall not bein any wise 
connected with anything improper, with anything that will affect the 
character of the legislation of this body, protected by the Government 
from arrest except for felony, treason, or breach of the peace—how it 
is wise or proper that, denying the right, the policy of leaving this body 
to purge itself of its improper members, we shall create a forum out- 
side, and make the performance of its duty, the manner of its perform- 
ance, which is entirely within the power of this body to correct and con- 
trol, a crime to be punished outside of the body, and punished in such 
a manner as to deprive a State of its representation in this body or in 
the House of Representatives? 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make one observation in reply to the last 
remark of the Senator from Florida about trying Senators outside of the 
State which they represent as being subject to criminal jurisdiction in 
the District of Columbia. Under the bill a Senator would be tried and 
punished just like any other citizen of the United States in the dis- 
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trict in which he violated the law or committed the crime. If he vio- 
lates it in the State in which he lives, he will be triable there; if he 
violates it here, he will be triable here. 

Mr. CALL. All I have to sayin answer is that it is a drag-net, and 
that makes it that much worse.- A Senator could be dragged anywhere 
upon a false charge, upon suborned testimony, upon hired witnesses, 
before a corrupt judge, anywhere and everywhere in the United States. 
It is bad enough when here in the District of Columbia, where it is 
supposed the most of his time would be spent, that if such an act oc- 
curred it would be tried here, but according to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, a charge may be made anywhere in the United States, and 
you may by enough charges take every Senator outside of the Senate 
and paralyze its operations. 

With an executive seeking to do it, with a powerful corporation seek- 
ing to do it, or a combination of them, itis possible that you might 
find judges enough to take all the Senators upon false charges, or 
enough of either House of Congress to paralyze the action of either 
body and to change its legislative and executive course. Thatisa 
possibility which this unnecessary legislation opens up, because if you 
say that this body is so corrupt that it will not pass a resolution purging 
itself of any member who will be guilty of improper practices, no mat- 
ter what this body may think to be improper, they may extend it as 
far as they please—unless you say that this body, these seventy-six 
Senators from the people of all the States are so corrupt that they can 
not be trusted, unless you say that the Government is a failure and 
the people can not be trusted to select men who when they come here 
will purge themselves, having power to do it, beyond the possibilty of 
corrupt influences, then your legislation is unnecessary and you open 
to us the possibility that it may be used in the interests of great con- 
centrated power to destroy the power of the people. This is the argu- 
ment and these the facts which the advocates of this bill must answer 
and disprove, and not content themselves with proving certain acts to 
be improper and hurtful to the public interest. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make another observation in reply to my 
friend from Florida, He complains, in the last remarks he made to the 
Senate, that the bill subjects Senators to combinations of these power- 
ful corporations, who will use their immense power for the purpose of 
persecuting them and trumping up false charges against them, and all 
that sort of thing. 

Mr. CALL. Who may do.it? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not think that the corporations will use their 
power for the purpose of inflicting wrong upon those who receive fees 
from them. ‘They are not apt to abuse their power in that way. 

I wish to make another observation, Mr. President, and I shall then 
sit down. The great burden of the Senator’s argument is that there 
are corrupt judges of the Federal courts; that there are improper jurors 
summoned before and organized in the Federal courts; and that this 
bill subjects Senators and Representatives in Congress to be tried before 
those judgesand jurors. I do not know whether there are any corrupt 
judges of United States courts or not; but if there be, they have jur- 
isdiction over the people of the United States; they try citizens for 
their estates and they try them for their lives and for their liberties; 
and if we allow, under our Constitution and laws, those judges, cor- 
rupt though they may be, as the Senator su ts, to try the honest 
average common citizen of this country in all which pertains to his 
property, to his life and his liberty, I do not see what great crime is 
committed if the Senators in this body and the Representatives in the 
other House, who are but the mere servants of these people, should be 
tried in the same tribunals before which the people are tried. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER,. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima 
question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DOLPH in the chair). 
Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. _I desire to ask what right of trial by jury 
you have anywhere except in your State. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that the question? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; if you can give me an answer to 
that question I will be obliged. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwill. So far as the Federal courts are concerned 
we have a constitutional guarantee that in all common-law trials where 
the amount involved is over $20 there shall be a trial by jury. We 
have another provision in the Constitution of the United States that 
all crimes shall be triable by a jury after indictment by a grand jury. 

Mr. CALL. My friend from Mississippi, like all the advocates of this 
bill, even with his very distinguished ability will never meet the argu- 
ment that is made but he will meet some other argument that is in 
some way, directly or remotely, related to it. Idid not say that the 
judges of the United States courts or the judges of the District of Co- 
lumbia or anywhere else were more corrupt in one place than another, 
or that they are corrupt. Isaid there are more judges who are sub- 
ject to those influences which would make legislation improper or the 
discharge of their judicial duty improper than there are Senators or 
Representatives. But his proposition is that because the people of the 
United States are subject in their lives and property to be tried by those 
juries, therefore we ought to be, as we are, for crime committed, for we 


- 


Does the 


all stand in the same position in that respect, and nobody has suggested 
the contrary. We are all amenable for felonies, but the proposition he 
makes is that because that is so a new crime be created. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. May I ask the Senator from Florida a ques- 
tion? Do you say you are amenable for a felony to any other law than 
that which prevails in the State? i A 

am - 


Mr. C Iam not discussing that proposition now. 
cussing another proposition. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iask the Senator from Florida whether he 
means to e—and there comes in the whole point in this case—— 

Mr. CALL, I will give way to my friend from Virginia very soon. 
I am discussing another proposition now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Florida declines to yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. CALL. Iam willing to yield, but I shall be through in a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator declines to yield to a question 
as to what he calls States’ rights, and yet he stands up for States’ 
rights, 

Mr. CALL. I have no doubt I agree with my friend; but I am now 
discussing the proposition of my friend from Mississippi. His proposi- 
tion, that because we are all of the people and nothing but the people, 
subject to trial before the courts of the United States for crimes com- 
mitted according to the limitations of the Constitution in the district 
where they are committed, therefore a new crime relating to our duties 
here, which we are competent and better competent to punish than any- 
body else, shall be made and committed to them, is not an answer to the 
argument. It has nothing to do with it. 

The fault in the argument is that the crime, in respect to the manner 
in which we discharge our duties, made so by statute, is a violation of 
that public policy in our own organic law which exempts a member of 
Congress from criminal prosecution for any other than actual felonies, 
not concerning that which the Constitution has provided a remedy for, 
namely, the performance of our duties here, our conduct in this body 
in respect to legislation committed to us. 

In the first place, the argument is faulty in that it loses sight of the 
fact that no law should be made when there is no necessity for it; that 
is, when there is anadequate remedy to punish it elsewhere, when there 
is a better foram created for the purpose, and a constitutional forum. 
The objection to this proposed legislation is that we are competent to 
purge this body of every improper influence, and that it is confided to 
us to do it, and in respect to that no law should place the power out- 
side. Ifit be expedient to punish a man beyond expulsion from this 
body, then that ought to be done somewhere else than in the District 
of Columbia; it ought to be done somewhere else than by giving power 
unnecessarily to convict a member for that which he does here in the 
course of the performance of his duties. That, I take it, is the argu- 
ment which the Senator will not be able to answer. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the Senator claims that under the 
Constitution this body is competent to expel for improper conduct. 
That may be true; but that is only part of the question in this bill. 
The question is this: Whether we may not declare by law that to be 
improper which before has not been considered improper, and when we 
so declare, then it comes under the general principles of jurisprudence, 
under the general principles of the Constitution, and although it may 
be a new offense, it comes exactly within the rules which govern old 
offenses. 

The Senator seems to be horrified at the idea that we were going to 
make a new offense, subjecting the members of this body to a new 
crime not before existing. That is exactly what we do with reference 


.to the people of the United States everywhere at every session of Con- 


gress. We make new offenses, we denounce new penalties, we provide 
for new punishments at every session of Congress for acts which were 
before innocent in themselves, or, at least, not against the law. 

At last the great trouble with my friend from Florida—for he re- 
peated it again in the very last sentence when he was up last time—is 
that he seems to claim that we are depriving Senators of the natural 
and rightful jurisdiction of the courts in the States in which they live, 
and subjecting them to a jurisdiction in the Districtof Columbia. The 
answer to that is found in the Constitution of the United States, and 
must have been very well known to my friend if he had taken the 
trouble to have read it and to haveremembered it. Wecan not confer, 
ifwe tried to confer, upon any court sitting in the District of Colambia 
jurisdiction over a crime committed outside of it. The venue of all 
crimes, the jurisdiction of courts over them, is fixed unalterably by the 
Constitution of the United States, so that ifa Senator commits a crime 
within the District of Columbia he must be tried there, because no- 
where else in this broad land is there any jurisdiction to try him; and 
if he commits a crime in the State in which he lives, he must be tried 
there for the same reason; and if he commits it in any other State he 
must be tried there for the same reason. That is the full answer to 
all the objections urged by the Senator from Florida. ; 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Mississippi says that I was making 
an objection to this bill that it creates a new offense. I might have 
used that language perhaps, but I think in the course of my remarks 
it was shown that was some thought in what I said, and not a 
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mere idle use of language. It would be a great folly to averas agaist 
any law creating a crime for the first time that it was new. I do not 
do it. New laws, new offenses, must be developed in the course of 
things. It would be equal folly in me to have said by this act it was 
sought to create a jurisdiction outside the Constitution of the United 
States, and transfer the power to indict and punish for this offense to 
some locality denied by the Constitution. 

What I meant to say was, thatin the ordinary course of things, in the 
great majority of cases according to natural probabilities, a Senator or 
a member of Congress would be, within his own State, subject to the 
jurisdiction of its laws, and ing here in the performance of his offi- 
cial duty he would naturally and romeniy be here at the time when the 
offense would be committed, and the 
here in the District of Columbia, Of course the locality for the trial of 
the offense would have to be where the proof showed the offense to he 
committed, and this would be the place where it would, in the major- 
ity of cases, be committed. 

But we are talking of a policy which will subject a man to false 
charges; we are talking about a law which is open to the objection that 
possibilities may come in which power will use this machinery to destroy 
the independence of the legislative body, which is the great sovereign 
protector of the people of this country. We are speaking of a law 
which evenif by possibility it may be used to destroy the independence 
of the legislature, is for that reason objectionable. We are speaking 
of a law which is shown to be unnecessary as respects the exercise of 
powers of legislation in a manner which may have these hurtful effects; 
unnecessary because of the acts sought to be punished and prevented. 
A full and complete remedy is already provided, one which is not open 
to these objections. 

The argument is that the independence, the integrity, the freedom 
from arrest of the members of this great legislative body is absolutely 
essential to the life of this people’s Government, and that when you 
unnecessarily create offenses, not whether they are new or whether 
they are old, but when you UPNA Hla res them and give juris- 
diction to inquire as to the manner in which legislative duties are per- 
formed here to an extraneous power, corrupt or incorrupt, you impair 
the independence of this body, you render possible that great central- 
ization of power. It does not matter what, I donot say what the cor- 
porations will do or what the Executive will do, butI do say that in 
a Government of sixty millions of people, with its vast revenues, with 
the immense temptations to the abuse of power, to put the indepen- 
dence of this legislative body unnecessarily in the charge of the Ex- 
ecutive or judge, is a fatal blow at the security of the people of the 
country and at its Constitution. 

This bill authorizing every justice of the peace in the District of 
Columbia, every judge, bad or good, corrupt or incorrupt, to inquire 
whether the Senator from Mississippi is or has been the attorney of a 
railroad corporation and to threaten him with imprisonment upon such 
testimony as bad motives may bring out for that purpose, and to select 
twelve men, good or bad, to try him, is as a public policy utterly vio- 
lative of the Constitution ofthe United States and the great policy con- 
tained in the organic law of security, except for felony, treason, or 
breaches of the peace, from arrest. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to ask the Senator a question: Suppose a 
member of either House of Congress were to take a fee for practicing 
in the Court of Claims, what would happen? 

Mr. CALL. I will tell you what happens. Ifit were I, the Legis- 
lature of the State of Florida would pass laws by which I could be 
prosecuted before this body and deprived of my office; and the question 
whether I should thereafter be punished by imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary is nothing considered in contrast with the security of the people 
of Florida and their representatives here. 

Mr. BECK. Iam asking what would happen under existing law. 

Mr. CALL. I will answer that the same objection can be made to 
that existing law as is made to this. 

Mr. BECK. Exactly. 

Mr. CALL. It was improvident and unwise legislation. It was as 
sega ggg og men 
5 w es e independence o: ve body 
a lo members, and yates assertion, and a tion, that the 
judge and the justice were more honest than the seventy-six men se- 
lected by the people of thirty-eight great States. It wasaslander upon 
the Constitution and the American people. 

Mr. BECK. Then I understand the Senator to assert that when a 
member of either House of takes a bribe from a railroad cor- 
poration or pene sharp for his vote, it is a slander on the people of 
Florida or the people of any other State that he should be tried and 
convicted for it. 

Mr. CALL. No; Ihave not said that. The Senator from Florida 
says the assertion that the House of Representatives or the Senate of 
the United States would not purge itself of that man immediately was 
a slander, and I say that all that concerns legislation is that the bad 
man shall be gotten outof place. We are dealing with legislators and 
Si RE, and not with men as citizens. 

r. BECK. Now allow me a single word, 


Mr. CALL, inly. 


inquiry, the charge would be made. 


Mr. BECK. _ As early as December 14, 1853, when the law was 
prohibiting members of Congress from acting as attorneys in the Court 
of Claims, Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, in the course of his remarks—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Eighteen hundred and fifty-three, was that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘There can but one Senator address 
the Chair at a time. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask pardon of the gentleman for inter- 

rupting, but the Government had existed sixty years before that act 
was passed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The business of the Senate will pro- 
ceed more regularly if, when a Senator desires to ask a question, he 
will wait until he finds whether the Senator who has the floor gives 
way, and then rise to his feet. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But that was before I was born, seventeen 
years before, and I have a right to ask whether it was seventeen years 
before I was born. 

Mr. BECK. Eighteen hundred and fifty-three was the date, and if 
it was seventeen years before the Senator was born he is not eligible 
to-day under the Constitution to a seat in this body. [Laughter. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I was born after the Senator from Ken- 
tucky came into the Senate Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia will sus- 
pend his remarks until the Senator from Kentucky concludes or gives 
way to him. 

Mr. BECK. I do not desire to enter into any wrangle about this. 
In 1853, on December 14, Mr, Steph of Georgia, inarguing the ques- 
tion of whether members of Congress should be prohibited from prac- 
ticing law before the Court of Claims, presented this case: 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these facts are, that Mr. Corwin, while he was a Senator 
of the United States, was employed as an attorney before the board of commis- 
sioners— 

That was the practice then— 
to adjudicate claims against Mexico in behalf of Gardiver, 
ne aes took an interest by assignment in his claim. 

And then he went on to argue that a law ought to be passed prohibit- 
ing that and other things, and Congress saw fit to pass that law. 

Mr. CALL. Iask why could not each House have by its rules pro- 
vided that no member of its body should practice law, either with or 
without compensation, before any Department or tribunal considering 
matters affecting the United States ? 

Mr. BECK. We have a law prohibiting it because the Gal- 
phin claim, the Gardiner claim, and others had got through, in order to 
remove a scandal that necessarily attached to men occupying inconsist- 
ent positions, representing the United States and representing a cor- 
poration or claimant dealing with the United States. All I soughtin 
the bill I presented was to prevent men who were the representatives 
of the States and the people from being at the same time the attorneys 
of the corporations with whom we important business relations. 

Mr. C I entirely with the Senator from Kentucky, but I 
may ask him to look at the constitutional power here to make rules pro- 
hibiting members doingthat. Would not that be as effective as a law? 
Why transfer the power which is given us to prevent Mr. Corwin or 
anybody else icing before a court against the United States, to an 
extraneous tribunal outside? Why create an unnecessary jurisdiction 
to do that which the law has already, and as I think for the wisest 
reasons of public policy which inhere in the very existence of this 
Republic, confided to each of the two Houses? We are not here to 
punish men outside in the performance of their duty. We are here to 
consider in this bill what instrumentalities will preserve the purity 
and disinterestedness of legislation in these two bodies. The consti. 
tution says, by your own power, in yourselves, as the highest of all 
the sources of power in the country, except the ee that power 
you shall keep your legislature pure in each House, neither House 
having control over the other, to the end that we may be perfectly in- 
dependent. 

Now, as respects the purity of legislation with that power here, why 
go outside to another power that does not come from the people and 
which is extraneous to the representation of the States here, and give 
it jurisdiction to deprive the States in this body of their representatives? 

Mr. BECK. Now, if the Senator will allow me one word more, the 
right to expel a member of either House is not interfered with and no 
extraneous er is called into exercise by the bill I propose. The 
courts of the United States, forming one of the three co-ordinate branches 
of the Government, are simply required to try each individual offender 
whether he is a member of the Ho a member of the Senate, a lay- 
man, or pe fac else, if he violates his known duty as prescribed by 
the body o which he is a member. 

Mr. CALL, Asin ted by the judge. 

Mr. BECK <Asinterpreted by the judge, of course, because he is ap- 
pointed for the purpose of interpreting the laws. 

Mr. CALL. 


, a claimant, and that 
These facts are ad- 


š Now I will ask the Senator from Kentucky a question. 

I will ask him how far the judiciary is a co-ordinate tribunal when it 
here to arrest and 

the members of Congress 


has the power in respect to the powers of legi 
take from the performance of their duties 
upon a false charge ? 
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Mr. BECK. I will answer that question by saying that we are all 
liable to false charges. Men may be charged with being guilty of mur- 
der, arson, rape, or any other offense known to the calendar. There 
is no way of avoiding false accusations; but that the courts of the coun- 
try must finally determine the guilt or innocence of any man who is 
charged with any crime I hope no man will dispute. These matters 
have to be determined, when they come up, on their-merits. 

I hope the Senator will not contend that because a man is a member 
of the House of pi een or a member of the Senate he hasa right 
to take a bribe and put money in his pocket for his vote, that he has a 
right to burn the house of his fellow-citizen, or commit any of the of- 
fenses which have been prohibited, without being subject to the pun- 
ishment that every other citizen is liable to. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Kentucky will readily find himself 
answered in respect to the Government, whose powers our Constitution 
has disposed of and separated, making all the departments strictly co- 
ordinate. You can not have a co-ordinate government if you give one 
department power over the others. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘The Senate and House of Representatives have the 
power to impeach the judges. 

Mr. CALL. That is because, as I said, they are co-ordinate sim- 
ply to this extent, that the legislative power of the people isin the leg- 
islature, in the two Houses of Congress, who are paramount to a cer- 
tain extent over the executive and the judicialdepartments. But you 
propose to destroy that co-ordination, and to subject this sovereign 
power of the people to a power which has been subordinated, subjected 
in these respects to us. : 

That is just where I complain of your bill, that the people are here, 
and if this body has any right or any power it is as the representatives 
of the people, and you are subordinating it to the possible creatures of 

ration or executive power not amenable to the people, and doing 
it in the interest of purifying legislators, the servants of the people, in 
their highest form of power. 

Mr. BECK. Now, if the Senator will allow me one word more I 
shall be done. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that noman shall be 
a Senator unless he is thirty years of age, nine years a citizen of the 
United States, and an inhabitant of the State from which he is chosen. 
That is the only limitation on the right of selection. Beyond that he 
is responsible and ought to be responsible to the law for every offense 
that he as an individual man may commit. If he is guilty of murder, 
guilty of arson, guilty of any offense known to the law that othermen 
are punished for, he ought to be like other men; and if we 
make it an offense that he shall be the attorney for great railroad com- 
panies to whom we have given land grants or subsidies in the form of 
money, while he is sitting here as a representative of the people, and 
he persists in occupying both relations—if we make a law to punish 
him if he does that, he ought to be no more exempt from that law than 
he ought to be exempt from the law against murder, robbery, arson, 
or any other criminal offense. 

Mr., CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky does not state 
the bill. That is notit. Nobody claims that he shall be exempt from 
prosecution and trial for any offense. The Senator’s bill does not deal 
with citizens; the Senator’s bill deals with Senators and Members of 
the House in the discharge of their Senatorial duties here. It is a bill 
to purify legislation in this and the other House ing Senators and 
declaring an offense to be committed by Senators and by Congressmen 
in the discharge of their Senatorial and public duties. To be either a 
Senator or Member of Congress is the necessary ingredient of the offense. 

If you want to punish a citizen for taking a bribe, everybody is amen- 
able to that. If you want to punish a citizen for murder, every Sena- 
tor here is amenable toit. Heis a citizen, he is a resident, he is sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of your laws. But that is not what you are 
doing here. What you are doing is to give to a judge, a subordinate 
power to these servants of the people in some respects, power to con- 
trol the sovereign people in their legislation here, and you prescribe that 
their servants, sent hereby virtue of being their servants, shall be pun- 
ished for an offense which otherwise is not an offense and for which, if 
an offense, you have a perfect remedy in yourselves. 

Mr. BECK. Now, Mr. President, one word more. How can a pri- 
vate citizen, not intrusted with public authority, take a bribe for per- 
forming a public duty when he has no public function? The Senator 
says he will not punish Senators, because of the public duty they per- 
form, for taking fees on both sides—a salary from the people and a fee 
from the railroad corporation when a railroad case is up. Why is not 
one as bad as the other? 

Mr. CALL. I will tell you why. It is because the taking of the 
bribe is in the performance of an official duty. 

Mr. BECK. And is by a Senator or Representative in Congress and 
not by a private citizen. 

Mr.CALL, If you undertake to say that a member of Congress shall 
not be a lawyer-—— 

Mr. BECK. Oh, no. 

Mr. CALL. I suppose you do not wantto say that; but if you did 
want to say that and have a law punishing that—— 

Mr. BECK. The Judiciary Committee proposes to say that; I do not. 


Maat Ade edad E ania acl ites tee 


Mr. CALL. Then the inquiry arises at once, what is the object of 


that law? What is the offense that a member of Congress be re- 

strained bae jadenn of an extraneous power as to what he shall 

do, and what shall be the judgment of the judiciary as to whether he 

should be pa a or not? It has no force if it does not relate to 
ys 

But, Mr. President, I go further. What is the Constitution of the 
United States? Let us see; and let us see how utterly this bill is a 
violation of it. The Constitution of the United States prescribes cer- 
tain enumerated grantsof power. It prescribes them by enumeration— 
tells what they are. It leaves other matters to the domain of State 
legislation, under the supposition that the member of Congress will be 
subject to the jurisdiction of his State, and that while here he will be 
subject to the jurisdiction of the body to which he belongs. It leaves 
without any declaration of crime or offense his conduct in respect of 
his public duty in these bodies. Nowhere will you find one word or 
line in the letter of the Constitution indicating two authorities or a 
power conferred upon the Federal Government to punish as a crime the 
conduct of men in the performance of their legislative duties here; but 
you find the exclusion of it. You can draw it from the general dec- 
laration as to the acts which Congress has power to make a crime. 

But I again call the Senator’s attention to the proposition that those 
who oppose this bill are willing to vote the most stringent rule this body 
can provide to prohibit any man here from having any interest in or 
connection whatever with, the prosecution of any cause anywhere, in 
any court or any tribunal, against the United States; but it is as,to the 
instrumentality which this bill provides, which is a declaration that 
this body can not be trusted to preserve the purity of its own members, 
that I especially object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] to strike out a por- 
tion of the amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EVARTS. Let the amendment to the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the proposed amendment of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, in line 11, after the word ‘‘Congress,’’ it is proposed 
to strike ont all down to and including the words ‘‘ act of Congress,” 
at the end of line 27 of section 1, and also section 2, as follows: 


Or from or nst any bank or corporation, or other officer or agent thereof, 
lassas Se ne its charter << any heau sa ae. the pia — j KR 
or any co! on or com: o endeke engaged n 
business of interstate pt airain by laee water, or in the business of any 
interstate transportation, orin the transportation of United States mails; or from 
or against any corporation, company, firm, or parson, or oficer or agent thereof, 

ure, or 


A imprisonment not ex one 
Year, or by fine not ezceeding 80, oF by both, in the discretion of the court 

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. President, the gentleman who prepared this 
bill is an experienced legislator and an able lawyer, and he knew pre- 
cisely what he was putting into his bill, and what would meet the case 
of public necessity that I suppose rested in his mind to justify a resort 
to criminal law to correct some abuses or evils. I say the necessity 
that rested in the mind of the Senator, for Imust say that after having 
been ten years in this body I have never suspected any member of the 
Senate of having been corruptly or improperly engaged in casting his 
a for the United States or against the United States in any matter 
whatever. 

No bill of particulars, no specification of the facts which show a 
pe necessity for the public criminal law we are asked to enact 

ere, has been stated; and I think it is due to the Senate of the United 
State before it shall act upon a matter of this kind, of this grave im- 
portance, that somebody should arise on the floor of the Senate and 
specify that at least some Senator had been guilty of some conduct of 
& character that was not reached by law in the present state of the law, 
which required that our criminal laws should be amended by the in- 
troduction of this statute into them forits punishment. But nothing 
of that kind seems to have occurred; at all events it has not been 
named. 

If it could be shown here that some Senator had cast a corrupt vote 
for a land-grant railroad corporation there would be no difficulty in 
the exercise of the conceded constitutional right of the Senate to expel 
him from this body, for that right is expressly found in the Constitu- 
tion, two-thirds of the Senate concurring therein. If there was any- 
thing more than an outside suspicion to agitate the mind of this body 
to make an inquiry and an enactment of this kind based upon that 
inquiry it ought to be stated, so that the Senate would have a chance 
to expurgate itself by the ordinary methods known to parliamentary 
bodies, by the method secured in the Constitution of the United States, 
and not by going outside of this body and asking a court of justice in 
the District of Columbia, or wherever it may be, to impose penalties 
upon that Senator, penalties which may be exactly contrary to his 
duties in this body. 

The learned Senator who prepared this bill went further, and he de- 
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clared that the act which is denounced in this proposed statute is a 
misdemeanor, not a felony. If he had declared that it was a felony, 
he could not have made anybody believe that it was a felony at com- 
mon law, for it has been conceded on all hands that the offense is en- 
tirely new, and if we should attach to it a punishment by imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary it would not make it a felony within the 
meaning of the Constitution of the United States. 

I will suppose a case, if this law is passed, for the purpose of testing 
its practical value. Some Senator before leaving home accepts a fee 
and goes before a court in some matter or other in which a land-grant 
railroad is concerned. He leaves his home unindicted by any law of 
Alabama. He comes here. If the Federal court in Alabama should 
see proper to formulate an indictment against him through the agency 
of a d jury or on information, as the case may be, it could not 
send here and arrest him while Congress was in session and take him 
home for trial, for the Constitution expressly says that the members of 
the two Houses shall be exempt from arrest except for breaches of the 
peace and felonies—that means felonies known at common law—while 
they are traveling to or attending upon Congress, or returning home, 
after they have been here in the discharge of this public duty. 

Now, suppose the offense is committed in the Supreme Court of the 
United States and you desire to get hold of this Senator who has gone 
into that body and filed a brief or made an argument in a land-grant 
railroad case—it does not make any difference what kind of a case it 
is—how are you going to make your statute work? Here heis in this 
body or in the other House exempt from arrest except for a breach of 
the peace or a felony, and this act calls it a misdemeanor. I gm sur- 

rised that when the Senator from Kentucky felt that he was wrest- 

ing with this giant outrage against decency and law and order iri this 
country, it never occurred to him to write down this grave offense as 
of a higher grade than misdemeanor. It looks as if this bill had been 
gotten up in a hurry. It looks more as if it were born of heat and in- 
dignation, or perhaps the pressure of public clamor, than the deliberate 
act of a great lawyer to prescribe against these men in these two Houses 
an offense and call ita misdemeanor, when the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, who knows the Constitution so well, perfectly understood that 
no man could ever be arrested in the District of Columbia while he 
was here attending as a Senator or member of the House and put upon 


his trial. 

Mr. BECK. Now, will the Senator from Alabama point out any- 
thing in the bill that I presented which indicates that it authorizes 
arrests in the District of Columbia that were not authorized before ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, if it does not authorize arrest here, where 
will it authorize arrest? 

Mr. BECK. The Senator has argued for fifteen minutes that it was 
going outside of the constitutional limitation to authorize arrests not 
etter authorized. 

Mr. MORGAN. Notbyanymeans. I am arguing that the Senator 
from Kentucky brought in a bill here that can not be executed if put 
in the form of a law, and therefore I argue that the Senator’s bill is a 
response to mere clamor, and not the result of the deliberation of his 
own cool, quiet, and able mind. 

He calls the act denounced a misdemeanor; and yet, if any lawyer of 
this body should go into the Supreme Court of the United States and 
argue a cause there in favor of a land-grant railroad company, that law- 
yer could not be arrested during all the time he tin Washington 
city, or while he was coming here, or going away from the city. It is 
a mere tub to the whale. It is something that can not be carried into 
practice, after you have put it on the statute-book. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to remind him that he could 
not be arrested at home? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ofcoursehecould not. Iwas coming to that branch 
of the subject. The offense having been committed in the District of 
Columbia, you can not arrest him at home, unless you get up some treaty 
of extradition between the Government of the United States and the 
government of Alabama, it may be. 

So, then, this bill, over which so much hue and cry has been made, is 
a bill that comes to point-no-point. It is a bill evidently intended to 
gratify the public clamor; not to reform the criminal laws of the United 
States. Ido not want to legislate in that way. If there is any occa- 
sion here for calling Senators and Representatives to account in the 
courts of this country, let us have a bill that will do it; not one that 
pretends to do it, and has no possible chance of operating to do it. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator allow me to ask what he thinks of the 
bill so carefully prepared as a substitute by the distinguished Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary? Does he think they have improved the original 
bill by their deliberations? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not on the Judiciary Committee, and there- 
fore not responsible for a word of the committee’s amendment. I can 
see that the Judiciary Committee, following the same vein of power, 
has fallen into the same mistake and reached the same impotent result 
as the Senator from Kentucky has reached in his bill, if hereaches any 
atall. I am arguing against the original bill, and not upon the amend- 
ment. I want to make an analysis of this bill as expressed by a great 
lawyer and brought here, and see what it means; what public evil it 
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is going to correct. I will call attention to the language of it a little 
more: 

That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House of Congress to ac- 
cept employment as attorney-at-law, or payment for services of any kind, from 
any railroad company, or any officer or agent thereof, which obtained its charter, 
or any grant of lands, or pecuniary aid from the United States. 

A man who is the officer or agent of a land-grant railroad company 
under this bill could not employ the Senator from Kentucky to defend 
him for his life. If he was an agent of the company, a ticket agent or 
what not, he could not employ the Senator from Kentucky to assist 
him in putting a mortgage on his property or to try title to any species 
of personal property at all. Ifthe man is tainted with being an agent 
or officer of or in any way connected with a land-grant railroad com- 
pany he is so far under the ban of the law as it is proposed to enact it 
that he is not entitled to the services of a lawyer in any case of that 
kind where the lawyer happens to bea member of the Senate or House 
of Representatives. I will read it again: 

For services of any kind, from any railroad company, or any officer or agent 
thereof, which obtained its charter, or any grant of lands, or pecuniary aid from 
the United States, 

I have read severe bills in my life, but I have never read one before 
that had the reach which this thing has or is intended to have. Be- 
fore I came to the Senate I was employed by a land-grant railroad 
company. That railroad company had been obstructed just at the 
edge of a bridge by the putting of steel bars across the track where a 
bridge was at @ span higher than this Capitol. Upon that railroad 
train was the very dearest friend I had in the world who was not 
related to me. He was an ex-judge of the supreme court of my 
State and had been formerly my partner. He with other men and 
women and children, in consequence of this obstruction, were thrown 
into that gulf and destroyed. That railroad company tendered com- 
pensation to all the sufferers who would receive it, and then did me 
the honor to employ me to prosecute the miscreants who had inflicted 
this evil upon this land-grant railroad company and my friend and 
former partner. I took the employment and succeeded after a very 
hard struggle, covering six months of time, in getting the evidence to- 
gether and having those miscreants tried and convicted and carried 
into the penitentiary of the State for very long terms, some for life. 

There was a case that would be covered by this bill. Ifit had oc- 
curred since I have been a Senator of the United States, the Senator 
from Kentucky would have forbidden me to go into that cause and 
prosecute those criminals, because the road that I was working for was 
a land- t railroad. I can conceive of hardly anything more cruel 
than a law of that kind, and I am very glad to believe that the Con- 
gress of the United States has no power to impose any such restrictions 
upon me because I am a Senator of the United States. 

Suppose I had made that engagement, and it was pending to-day 
with that railroad company, and those men were still untried, what 
would be the effect of this act upon my contract? To destroy it, of 
course, for this bill makes no exception in favor of existing employ- 
ments; and it makes no difference what may be the motive of the law- 
yer, the Senator, or the member of the House who takes a fee, how- 
ever charitable and good it may be, or however it may address itself to 
the desire of every man to preserve peace and order and law in the 
land—if I had that contract to-day to try that cause with that railroad 
company, and you pass this bill, and I should leave the Senate Cham- 
ber and go to try it, I would do it at the risk of incurring this enor- 
mous penalty, not exceeding $5,000 fine and imprisonment not more 
than one year, in the discretion of the court. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would not bea very large risk in a constitutional 
point of view. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not much, and I am very glad to know that it is 
not a risk at all in a constitutional point of view, for although this law 
addresses itself to the cutting up of contracts of that sort, it fails no 
more in affecting the validity of a contract such as I have mentioned 
than it fails in other particulars to destroy the rights of men who have 
the honor of practicing at the bar of this country. 

I value my honors as a Senator of the United States, but I do not 
put them above the honors that I have enjoyed at the hands of the 
courts of this country from its highest Supreme Court down to its low- 
est. Neither do I put them above the honor of association with that 
splendid body of men, the lawyers of this land, who have controlled 
its destiny in respect of the preservation of human liberty from the 
time this Government was ordained and for many and many ages be- 
fore in the history of the Anglo-Saxon race. y 

What honors a man wins at the bar in controversy with his breth- 
ren of the bar are not conferred upon him by the favoritism of his 
friends. He wins every inch that he gains of reputation at the bar, 
under the criticism of a great body of lawyers and judges, with the 
world looking in upon his conduct, and his talents, and his learning, 
and his abilities, and well may he prize as the chief crown-jewel of the 
noblest life that can be led the approbation of the country which places 
him in a distinguished and honored position in the grand profession 
ofthe law. I have no taunts and jeers to fling at that body of men, 
for I would know that should I do such a thing the sentiment of the 
present age, and all ages to come, as well as those which have pre- 
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ceded us, would fall back upon me and crush me with the disgrace I 
sought to inflict upon the cloth. 

No, sir, I am notashamed to bealawyer. Iam proud of my position 
as a lawyer; and if I have a reasonably good reputation among that 
distinguished and glorious band of men, I have nothing to which I can 
point in life that I esteem to be so creditable to myself. If in my con- 
duct I pass muster with the bar of the United States asa man of worth 
and a gentleman, I need not fear the criticisms that may come from the 
mob or from any interested source whatever; I am safe, panoplied in 
their good opinion, against the touch of any malicious hand or tongue 
in this world. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] evidently forgot the glory 
which belonged to his State when Garland made his way into the capi- 
tal city of the United States, disbarred of his privileges as an attorney: 
He came the pioneer of the old liberty which had been covered up in the 
débris of the great conflict of the civil war, and addressed himself be- 
fore the bar of the Supreme Court, and asked the question whether or 
not the laws that disbarred him were constitutional. The Supreme 
Court took that important question, which was really the very first dawn 
of light upon the South after the war was over; they considered it; 
they weighed it; and they put words of gold into their opinion in re- 
spect of what belongs to a lawyer who has been admitted to a bar, 
not by an act of a legislature or a Congress, but by the judgment of a 
court. The man who holds a license to practice law in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, or any othercourt, by the judgment of that 
court holds a right of property of which nobody can deprive him except 
the court itself. No other co-ordinate tribunal of equal jurisdiction 
perhaps coulddo it. If any tribunal could do it outside of the one that 
granted the license, it would be such a one; but no legislature can re- 

a lawyer’s license to practice law, no legislature can disbar him; 
Congres can notdo it; no legislative power, and no executive power can 
o it. 


To prove that I am correct about this, I will read you the foundation 
of Garland’s right to practice law to show you that it did not rest upon 
the consent of Congress or anybody else except the Supreme Court of 
the United States. The opinion in this case was delivered by Mr. Jus- 
tice Field: 

The profession of an attorney and counselor is not like an office created by an 
act of Congress, which depends for its continuance, its powers, and its emolu- 
ments upon the will of its creator, and the possession of which may be burdened 
with any conditions not prohibited by the Constitution. Attorneys and coun- 
selors are not officers of the United States; they are not elected or appointed in 
the manner prescribed by the Co tion for the election and appointment of 
such officers. They are officers of the court admitted as such by its order, upon 
evidence of their possessing sufficient legal learning and fair private character, 
It has been the general practice of this country to obtain this evidence by an ex- 
amination of the parties. In this court the fact of the admission of such officers 
in the highest court of the States to which they ively belong, for three 
years preceding their application, is regarded as ent evidence of the 
session of the requisite legal learning, and the statement of counsel movin their 
admission sufficient evidence that their private and professional pein, Á fair. 

The order of admission is the judgment of the court that the parties 
the requisite qualifications as attorneys and counselors, and are entitled to ap- 
pear as such and conduct causes therein. From its entry the parties become 
officers of the court, and are responsible to it for professional misconduct. They 
hold their office during behavior, and can only be deprived of it’ for mis- 
conduct ined and declared by the judgment of the court after opportu- 
nity to be heard has been afforded. Theiradmission or their exclusion is not the 
exercise of a mere ministerial power, It is the exercise of judicial power, and 
has been so held in numerous cases. It was so held by the court of appeals of 
New York in the matter of the application of Cooper for admission. * Attor- 
neys and counselors,” said the court, “are not only officers of the court, but 

whose duties relate almost exclusively to proceedings of a judicial na- 
ture. And hence their appointment may, with propriety, be intrusted to the 
courts, and the latter in performing this duty may very justly be considered as 
engaged in the exercise of their appropriate judicial functions.” 

And so the court goes $n to argue the case still further. 

Mr. BECK. What has that to do with this bill ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Kentucky asks what that has got 
to do with it. I will answer the Senator, for it will give a more con- 
spicuous point perhaps to the remarks I was about to make. 

When the Senator from Kentucky received his license to practice in 
the Supreme Court of the United States he received a right equivalent 
to a right of property. The Senator never ownedatract ofland in the 
blue-grass region of Kentucky, or a splended blood horse in which his 
heart may have been fully wrapped up, he never had any possession 
anywhere, even his beautiful possessions in the west of Washington, 
for which we sometimes vote taxes and the like—the Senator never had 
a possession in his life which was more sedately fixed and further be- 
yond the reach of legislative enactment than his right to practice law 
in the Supreme Court of the United States, and his responsibility to 
that tribunal and only to that tribunal fixed by the law. 

Mr. BECK. Now, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 

_to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. MORGAN. sir. 

Mr. BECK. I did ask what has that to do with it, and I did it for 
this reason: While my right to practice law is absolute and I have a 
right to take a fee from any client who thinks that I can present his 
case well, if I accept the position of a judge to decide a case between my 
client and some other contesting party and retain a fee from my origi- 
nalclient, payable provided the case is won while I am acting as ajudge, 
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the law says I shall not be both judge and lawyer. I do not see that 
such a law is inconsistent with my right to practice law. 

Mr. MORGAN. The fault in the Senator’s argument is, that when 
orate accepts the position of judge he gives up his position as a lawyer en- 
tirely. 

Mr. BECK. SoI do as a Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means. 

Mr. BECK. If this proposed law passes I do as to the cases which 
it covers. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means. Your proposed law is to ope- 
rate upon you and me the moment it passes. Ifitdid not what would 
be the use of passing it? Are we passing laws here for the purpose of 
keeping the Government of the United States from under the control of 
corrupt men hereafter to be elected? No, sir; if this measure means 
anything at all, it means that the men here now are corrupt and can 
not be trusted. 

Hence it is that you put no word in your law to say that it shall have 
future application. You make it apply to me and to yourself and to 
every lawyer in this body from the present moment. Though I might 
have a case pending in court, and engagements of a most important 
character there in connection with land-grant railroads as clients, as 
pure as any act that ever characterized the conduct of a human being 
in the world, you cut that in two. If you do not cut it in two what 
does your proposed law mean? It can not possibly be contemplated 
that the generations of men hereafter to comein the United States in- 
tend to send aset of boodlers and swindlers into this body, but you 
mean to say they are here now and they must be denounced by the 
laws of the land, or else you do not mean anything. 

I could go into the Supreme Court of the United States with my 
brief, if you please (I do not have any of them; I have not got them; 
I am very sorry I have not; I would be very much better off if I had 
them), and I could conduct myself just as decently and as honestly 
with a land-grant railroad company as my client as I could in the Sen- 
ate of the United States. If I intended to do wrong your law on the 
statute-book could not keep me, or any other man who had half sense, 
from doing wrong, for after you put your law on the statute-book you 
have nothing to do but to step outside and make your contract and 
agreement a little dark and a little secret to cover it up; that is all. A 
man who will do a mean thing on the floor of the Senate of the United 
Status will do it in the Supreme Court or anywhere else. He is a cor- 
rupt man and not to be trusted, and you can not put him in harness 
enough by the criminal laws of this country to make an honest or a de- 
cent man out of him. When you are manufacturing harness for the 

of keeping a corrupt man in the right track in the Senate of the 
United States you are throwing away your work. Turn ponm out, 
or let the people turn him out; pay as body in that way; but 
never take it for granted, if you find a thief or member offending in 
this body that you can make thongs enough and harness enough to 
hold him; he will beat you at it. When he finds he has a law in his 
way he will turn around and make a little secret contract and get out 
of your reach; that is all. 

The reformers are doing a tremendous work in this country now, 
a wonderful work; they are at work everywhere, and I am glad that 
some persons who think reformation is needed have at last commenced 
upon themselves, for I have always understood that the reformer who 
begins his work upon himself is most apt to havea good job of it when 
he gets through with his reformation. 

I do not feel the need of it myself. I do not know who does, or 
whether anybody does; but instead of feeling that I ought to be re- 
formed by this act of Congress, I feel a little resentful and indignant 
that anybody should suppose that it was necessary. I can not help it. 
Iam just like all the rest of the gentlemen of the bar in this body. 

The other day this body by a tremendous majority passed a bill in 
which it was said that these railroad companies, which are made the 
butt of this proposed act, were to be controlled, that you were putting 
a hook in the nose of behemoth and going to lead that marine animal, 
or beast, or whatever it is, around through the waves at your will and 
pleasure. I noticed then that there was a vote of 43 to 15. I think 
the railroads of this country were probably as much interested in the 
defeat of that bill as they have ever been interested in the defeat of 
any bill that came into this body; and I am afraid that the people 
themselves were as much or perhaps more interested in it than they 
have been interested in any bill that has been here for a long time. 
Forty-three votes were cast for it, and 15 against it. Outof the 43 
votes cast for that bill 35 were the votes of lawyers. Outof the 15 
votes cast against the bill only six were cast by lawyers. The rest 
were the votes of laymen, gentlemen engaged in manufactures, com- 
merce, 

I plead that in answer to this bill, for I consider that this bill is an 
attack upon the reputation of thisbody. It originated here. It must 
have had some motive. It is connected with land-grant railroads, and 
no other kinds of railroads, and the connection of course, in the public 
mind, will be natural and necessary that the framers and promoters of 
this bill had found some scandalous evil in this body which it was 
necessary to correct by the enactment of a vigorous penal statute, 
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In the face of that vote let me appeal to the people of this country, 
to their generous hon: and magnanimity, and ask them the ques- 
tion, ‘* Do you believe that the thirty-five lawyers who voted for that 
bill are men who can be corru by railroads, or do you believe that 


the six lawyers who voted the bill are men who can be cor- 
rupted by railroads and have been corrupted by railroads? Is that 
your judgment??? 


I shall not promote by anything I have to do or say, nor by my in- 
difference nor my inattention to what is going on in this body, any 
unjust accusation against members of the bar who have been honored 
with seats in this great body. The people of the United States, if it 
were left to them to pass through this body and purge it, would not 
take the lawyers out of it. They put them here. 

So far as I am concerned, sir, I have been a railroad lawyer for the 
most part of my professional life, and yet I have been twice sent to 
thisaugust body. I can say what perhaps very few gentlemen can say: 
I never even mentioned to a member of the Legislature the fact that I 
was a candidate for the Senate on either occasion; not that I did not have 
conversations with them about it when they came to see me, but I can 
state in my place in the Senate, being a railroad lawyer, that I never 
spoke to a member of either house of the General Assembly of Ala- 
bama, on either occasion about my election, nor did I ask anybody else 
to do it. So the people of the Statewho sent me here understood 
whether I had made a sufficient character at the bar and among my fel- 
low-citizens to be intrusted in this body with legislative power, not- 
withstanding it had been my fortune in the course of my practice to 
have hadsome important engagements for land-grant rai I dare 
say many Senators here have had much the same experience. 

Until it was suggested by this bill I believe nobody in the United 


States had made an accusation against any gentleman in this body that | its 


because he had fees and retainers as a land-grant railroad lawyer, there- 
fore he was not only not fit to be in the Senate of the United States, 
but if he persisted on carrying out his contracts and doing what his 
engagements required him to do as a lawyer, he ought to be fined and 
put in jail, snatched out of this body and beyond its power, carried to 
the dungeons of the country and there immured for the crime of hay- 
ing done that which the Supreme Court of the United States would 
never question him about. 

Suppose after you have passed this measure I should take my brief 
into the Supreme Court of the United States for a land-grant railway 
and say tothe court, ‘‘ Before I proceed to argue this cause itis my duty 
to state to this court that my employment brings me with a client 
here that isa land-grant railway company, and the controversy between 
that railway company and the other party is with the United States 
Government. I controvert the constitutionality of a law by which the 
grant has been taken away from it and I am here to te my case. 
In view of this statute, in view of the judgment of the courtadmitting 
me to practice at this bar, in view of what I have said about the char- 
acter of the question in issue, as I am here to attack the validity of an 
act of Congress upon constitutional grounds by which this land-grant 
was broken down, I ask this honorable court before I proceed, am I in 
my line of duty or not? This act has been declared unlawful by the 
Congress of the United States and made penal and punishable. Am I 
in my duty or not?’ They would say to me, ‘‘Sir, you are an Amer- 
ican citizen; you are one of the counselors of this court, admitted to 
its bar by its judgment. That judgment has not been reversed; it 
stands as the guarantee of your right here to appear and to prosecute 
this plea. Do your duty to your client as a lawyer ought, and as law- 
yers often have to do, take the risk of your position. Proceed, sir; 
you are not ont of order,” 

There is not a court in the United States that would disbar such a 
man or prevent him from Reign fora land-grant railroad case, even 
though the controversy were di sari with the United States. When 
he could come and show that he the judgment of that court of his 
right to appear, the court would never question him about the charac- 
ter of the case which he was proceeding in. It could not do it; forin 
the case of a thief, of a criminal of the deepest dye possible, even the 

now under condemnation of death in Chicago, against whom 
there is not merely a public impression of inexpressible guilt but a sen- 
tence of conviction and condemnation of the same, would a court, look- 
ing into that record when it was presented, ask the attorney who had 
the manhood and the intrepidity to stand there in defense of his client, 
“Do you dare to appear here in defense of a set of men who are under 
condemnation of the law, who have committed these great outrages 
against the people of Chicago?’ No, sir; no judge who ever sat on the 
bench would put such a question. He would say, ‘‘Mr. Attorney, 
proceed to state to the court the grounds why you think a reversal of 
this cause ought to take place; why these parties are not guilty upon 
the evidence.” 


Soit would be after Peg pass yourlaw. No court would prevent you |” 


from standing up in t court and proceeding with your plea against 
the United States in favor of a land-grant railroad, because they would 
be obliged to say, ‘‘ You have the right as a counselor of this court to 
argue cause, and we can not see that we have a right to discrim- 
inate in respect of the class of causes in which you shall appear.’’ 
That is precisely this act. Pass it and you do not control the court; 


you affect nobody. Pass it in the language in which it was brought 
in by the Senator from Kentucky and you can not even make an arrest 
under it. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to submit at this time a proposed amendment 
to the bill and ask that it may be printed. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read, if there be no objection. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House of Co: to ac- 
cept employment as an attorney-at-law,or receive compensation fer sarviess 
rend in opposition to the interests of the United States in any suit, action, 
Soc ee hg pe gee 
a: respect to pno — member hes AGADIS Sys to believe legislation by 

SEC. 2. ‘That any DOON who violates the provisions of this act shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and may be punished imprisonment not exceeding one 
year, or by a fine not exceeding $500, or by , in the discretion of the court. 


Mr. HOAR. Before having the question put upon the substitute re- 
ported from the committee, I desire to move an amendment to the text 
of the bill. I move to amend by striking out after the word “kind,” 
in the fifth line, and by inserting the words beginning with the words 
‘ttin opposition”? in the printed matter which I send to the desk. 

The: PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
sta 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5 of the original bill, after the word 
“kind,” strike out all down to and including the word “court,” in 
line 11, in the following words: 

From any railroad company, or any officer or agent thereof, which obtained 
charter, or any grant o! lands, or ni aid from the United States; and 
any person who violates this provision shall uani or a misdemeanor, and. 


on conviction, be fined in any sum not exceeding $5, and imprisonment no! 
more than one year, in the discretion of the court, 


And insert in lieu thereof: 


pany which obtained its charter, or any pecuniary aid trom 
the United States, if such members shall have reasonable cause to believe that 
measures specially affecting the interests of such railroad are pending before 
Congress, or are about to be so pending during his term of office. Any person who 
violates the provisions of this act be guilty of a misdemeanor, and may be 
unished by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by a fine not parteras fa 
$500, or by , in the discretion of the court, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I voted against this bill as it was orig- 
inally proposed to the Senate, and I wish to state, in two or three min- 
utes only, my reasons. 

My relation to this subject is as absolutely im 
sibly be to any question which can come before the Senate. There are 
no land-grant railroads in Massachasetts, or in any of the States which 
borderupon Massachusetts. Itnever has been, and it never will be likely 
to be my fortune to be employed or applied to for employment by that 
class of clients. I live in a city where there are five or six caliente 
converging, and it has of course happened to me occasionally to be em- 
ployed by one or the other of those roads in times past, as it has a good 
deal more uently to be employed against them. 

The principle which lies at the bottom of this legislation is a ques- 
tion which affects the legislative policy not only in the National Leg- 
islature but in all the States. We do not make our legislators or 
members of of monks. The theory of our Government, as of 
the English Government, from which we take most of our institutions, 
is that that is the best legislative body which contains the representa- 
tives of all the great interests of the countr§; that men are fitter to 
legislate who have by personal experience and the course of their lives 
that intimate knowledge which comes only from close interest of the 
things in which the people of the country or of the States they repre- 
sent are interested. And it is especially the policy of this country, as 
of all free countries, to employ largely and chiefly in the framing of 
laws men whose life has been devoted to the study and to the admin- 
istration of law. 

As has been said so eloquently by the Senator from Alabama [Mr, 
Montan) Sne liberties of the Anglo-Saxon race in this country and in 
England have been won and vindicated and maintained through law, 
and through the instrumentality of men who are trained to administer 
law in the courts. Of about forty signers of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence in this country over eek Sie lawyers; of about the same 
number of men who framed the itution of the United States 
thirty-three, I think, had been practicing lawyers in their several 
States; and the great names, at the mention of which the heart of the 
American people is stirred, would nearly all disappear from our his- 
torical roll if the names of the great lawyers of the country were 
stricken from it. i 
I suppose also it is true that no reasonable man expects that men who 
come to this body or to the State legislative bodies will at once and for- 
ever abandon all the lucrative occupations and employments of life. 
The salary which we receive is not graduated by any such principle. 
It may be that a decent and moderate and 


mal as it can pos- 


living can be had upon 
the which we provide for ourselves, and which the people of the 
country leave to us to fix for ourselves. But that is not that we 
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have a right to expect. Men expect to be able to leave something to 
their children; to make a provision for their old age. It is not to be 
demanded of a man who accepts the place of Senator or Representative 
that he shall condemn his wife and children to step down from the con- 
dition in life to which they have been accustomed. We have a right 
to do our share in the charities of the community to which we belong; 
and we are expected, more than any other class of men, as the experi- 
ence of every one here shows, to contribute our full share. We havea 
right, and are expected to takea lead, notmerely by labor and by influ- 
ence, but by contributions, in building up those thousand institutions 
of education, of charity, of ornament to the public which are built up 
by governments in other lands, but which it is the pride and glory of 
the American people are due to private charity and contribution and 
effort here. Twelve years ago the statistics of the Commissioner of 
Education showed that for educational purposes alone in this country 
there had been, I think, more than $11,000,000 contributed in a single 
year by private contribution. Is the member of Congress to condemn 
himself never to take apart or do a share in the things which all other 
good citizens so delight to do for the benefit of their generation and 
their race? 

Mr. President, if that be true, you can not look in any single direc- 
tion of employment or occupation from which the State or national 
legislator ought not to be excluded if the principle and the policy of 
this bill is to prevail. In my Commonwealth there are $290,000,000, 
according to the statistics published a week or two ago, owned in the 
savings-banks. The question of the taxation of those banks is an im- 
poros one always, and their administration and their management, 

it to be prohibited toa member of the Massachusetts Legislature 
or to a member of Congress, which has had to deal with the same sub- 
ject within recent years, to be counsel for asavings-bank? Here is the 
whole national-banking system coming constantly before this body; 
there is the question of the taxation of the banks. Does the Senator from 
Kentucky propose to exclude every member of Congress froni the op- 
portunity to give advice as counsel to a national banking corporation 
inhisState? Here arethe great manufacturing interests. Mustevery 
manufacturer in the United States lay down his occupation so long as 
he remains in Congress, from the fear that he will be charged with bias 
when he comes to perform the duty of dealing with the tariff or the 
tax on the manufacture of tobacco? Here is the commerce of the 
country, Are men engaged in the commerce of the country to be ex- 
cluded also from legislation? 

Mr. BECK. Does the Senator understand that I propose that? 

Mr. HOAR. I say that the policy, the principle, the ground on 
which this bill proceeds, involves by its effect logically that result. 
That is my argument. 

Mr. BECK. Now, to carry that into practical effect would result 
from the wisdom of the Judiciary Committee, to which I object. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator was not listening to what I said or he 
would not have made the interruption. Senators who did me the 
honor to listen understood the proposition. 

What I say is this: That unless our National Legislature is to be 
made up of monks, or men condemned to withdraw themselves from 
all the occupations and employments of life, it is impossible that the 
principle on which this bill rests can be carried into practice. It ap- 
plies equally to the same lines in the States; it applies equally to men 
engaged in manufactures; it applies equally to men engaged in com- 
merce; it applies equally to the national bankers of the country. 
‘Whenever one of those vast interests comes before us for regulation, 
or for legislation, the man who has been engaged as counsel for any of 
the persons connected with any of these institutions, and the man 
whose own business is connected with any of those interests of manu- 
facture or commerce has the same bias and a still larger bias than that 
which rests upon the mind of a counsel who happens to be employed 
for a particular class of railroads, 

Why, Mr. President, one thing infinitely stronger in principle than 
that of this bill is the regulation of real estate in the District of Co- 
lumbia. Here is this little ten-mile square District in which Con, 
by the voluntary act of our legislature, relieves the holders of real 
estate altogether from one-half their tax. We lay out the roads; we 
pave the streets; we bring in the water; we regulate the gas, and the 
sewers, and the sidewalks on which these values depend. If any one 
thing ought, on the principle of this bill, to be punished, and to con- 
demn & man to be sent to the State prison, it would be the holding of 
real estate within the limits of the District of Columbia; but nobody 
has ever yet thought of prohibiting that to the members of the Senate 
or the House of Representatives. 

Mr. President, the one thing that we can do is exactly what my 
amendment proposes; and that is, where there isa personal interest dis- 
tinct from that of the general public, to prohibit by the general parlia- 
mentary rule the Senator so interested from voting on the particular 
question; and where there is an interest so constant, so weighty, like 
that of being at the time the employed counsel of a particular client, 
to exclude his dealing with a question in which that client is concerned, 
and to leave the rest to the sense of propriety of the individual Senator 
and his regard for public opinion. There is not a suggestion that any 
member of either Honse of Congress at this moment anywhere is likely 


to undertake, ever has undertaken, ever will undertake an obligation 
which will be in violation of his duty or will put him under a condi- 
tion of bias in regard to his legislative duty. 

This bill is aimed wholly at a non-existent state of things, a state 
of things not existing and not likely to exist, and I object toit. I 
think it is an affront tothe Senate of the United States and to the House 
of Representatives of the United States to pass a Jaw which implies 
that there is a public evil of this kind which, if it exists, dishonors 
ay individual Senator and dishonors the body to which that Senator 

ongs. 

The Senator from Kentucky quoted the other day certain legislation 
on our statute-book prohibiting the bribery of voters and the other of- 
fenses which are the great temptation of legislation and political life. 
Unquestionably those legislative provisions are entirely proper, but 
what would be thought of it if some Senator should get up here and 
introduce a bill setting forth that if any Senator of the United States 
should pick the pocket of another Senator he should be sent to the 
penitentiary? The answer would be that you leave those things to 
the regulation of the general law of the land, and that the picking out, 
the singling out for infamous punishment members of the highest 
legislative body in the world is of itself an affront. Supposing such 
legislation to be ni is an affront not only to that body but to 
the people who elect them and the nation whom they represent. 

Mr. President, I am willing to go as far as to poui; with a mod- 
erate penalty, that when a land-grant railroad has legislation before this 
body the Senator who passes on that legislation shall not at that time 
hold to that particular road the relation of counsel and client. I think 
that is entirely unnecessary; I think that may be left with absolute 
safety to the sense of propriety of the members of this body, and to pub- 
lic opinion, and to the expulsive power of the Senate; but the question 
has been mooted, and as there has got abroad in consequence of what 
has been said here a feeling that there may be some such instances as 
that, I am perfectly willing to join with the Senator from Connecticut 
in passing an amendment like his or one like that I have myself pro- 
posed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 8976) to in- 
corporate the Washington Cable Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


BENJAMIN OBEKIAH—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
some executive m if the Senator from South Carolina will yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


EXECUTIVE MAnsIon, January 27, 1887, 
To the Senate: f ? 


I hereby return without approval Senate bill No. 2173, entitled “ An act grante 

ing a pension to Benjamin Obekiah.” 
his bill directs that the beneficiary named therein be placed upon the pen- 
sion-roll subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

In July, 1886, the person named in this bill was placed upon the pension-roll 
ata rate determined upon by the Pension Bureau pursuant to the provisions 
and ms of the pension laws; and it is entirely certain that the 
si bite presented to me would give the claimant no new rights or addi! 

n 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there beno objection, the message 
will be printed and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


H. K. BELDING—VETO MESSAGE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 27, 1887. 
To the Senate: 


I herewith return without approval Senate bill No. 127, entitled “An act forthe 
relief of H. K. Belding.” 
This bill directs the sum of $1,566 to be paid to the said H. K. Belding “for 
ing the mails of the United States between a 1858 and 1862.’ 


and the contractor on account of said reduction. 
It is conceded that payment was made in full according to the terms of the 
contract up to the 10th day of May, 1859, but it is claimed notwithstanding 


the reduction of the service to two trips per week and the receipt by the con- 
tractor of one month’s extra pay by reason thereof, he continued to perform the 
full service of three trips per week from the 10th er bad May, 1859, to the 30th 
day of TAR E K ing seventeen months, Of the sum directed to be paid 
to him in the bill under consideration $850 is allowed him on account of this 
service, he having been paid a oe prion stated at the rate of $1,200 per an- 


num, The contractor claims that full service was performed after the re- 
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duction by the Post-Office rtment because he had received an intimation 
from the neral if the full service was continued after such re- 
duction there was no doubt the Congress would at its next session make 
provision for the payment of the sum dedneted. 

Of course no claim in favor of the contractor can be predicated upon the 
facts which he alleges; and if he did continue full service under the circum- 
stances stated, it must be conceded that his conduct was hardly in accordance 
with the rules which late transactions of this kind. 

Buta thorough search of the correspondence and records in the Post-Office 
Department fails to disclose any letter, document, or record giving the least 
support to the all ion that any such intimation or assurance as is claimed 


was given; nor is there the least evidence in the Department that the full serv- 


ice was actually performed. There is, however, on the files of the De: ment 
a letter from the claimant, dated August 25, 1860, containing the follow state- 
ment: “ When I received official information of the cu ing service, the rea- 


sons why, I wrote to the Department that I would, if allowed, continue service 
three times a week,and take certificates if I could be allowed to connect with 
La Crosse at pro rata rates. That letter was never answered, and I continued 
pretdag three times a week till 3d of September following, then run twice a 
week, 

Thus it appears that this contractor who in August, 1860, claimed that he con- 
tinued full service upon the invitation of his own unanswered letter for less 
than four months, insists, twenty-seven years after the date of the alleged service, 
that he performed such service for seventeen months and up to October, 1860, 
Not only has he himself in this manner almost conclusively shown that the 
claim now made and allowed is exorbitant, but the evidence gives rise to a 
strong presumption that it is entirely fictitious, 

remainder of the amount allowed tothe claimant in this bill is based u 
an alleged performance the contractor of the same mail service which 
been referred to, from October 1, 1860, aieri 14, 1851, a period of four months 
and fourteen days. Prior to October 1, 1860, the claimant’s contract was an- 
nulled,and a new or more extended route established entirely covering that 
upon which he had carried the mails. Thereupon a month’s extra pay was 
allowed to him,and new contractors undertook the service, and were paid 
therefor by the Government for the period covered by the claimant’s alleged 
service. m the I4th day of February, 1861, Mr. Belding’s contract with the 
Government was reinstated, but if he rformed the service alleged during the 
period of four months and fourteen days immediately prior to that date it is 
quite clear that he did so under an arrangement with the new contractors and 
not under ces creating any legal or equitable claim against the Goy- 


ernment, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to makea motion in regard to the veto message 
on the on bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was ordered to be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say with reference to it that the ground of 
that veto message—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask what right the Senator from New Hampshire 
has to take me off the floor without permission? If he asked my per- 
mission very likely he would get it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I donot understand the position of the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object to the Senator’s proceeding. 

Mr. BLAIR. I inquire the ground of objection, and ask for order so 
that I can hear, 

Mr. BUTLER. On the ground that I had the floor and the Senator 


from New Hampshire interposed without asking permission to pro- 
ceed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 


was recognized. 

Mr. BLAIR. I didnot understand any such statement by the Chair. 
I do not wish to trespass on any of the rights of the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask permission at this time to introduce a bill 
with a view of having it referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from New Hampshire—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to make a statement with reference to the 
veto message, which I move to have referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order has already been made. 

Mr. BLAIR. I didnot understanditso. I rose to make the motion, 
but nobody did make the motion that I am aware of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, as is customary, when the 
message was read, said, ‘‘If there be no objection the m will be 

rinted and referred to the Committee on Pensions.” The order has 
een made. The Senator from South Carolina asks unanimous consent 
to do what? 

Mr. BUTLER. To introduce a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive it. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3239) for the relief of the heirs 
of Thomas Black; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


BENJAMIN OBEKIAH—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move to reconsider the vote by which the veto mes- 
sage in the Obekiah case was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. And on that motion I desire to be heard. 

It will be observed that the ground of the veto of this pension bill 
is that some time in the month of July last, the bill being pending in 
Cong the Pension Office allowed the claim, and that consequently 
as the claim has been allowed by the Pension Office there is no occa- 


Pending that question the Senator 


of this bill, which very recently has been passed 
and has ed the Executive. This is the ground upon which sev- 
eral special acts that have been passed by Congress have been vetoed. 
I desire to say that these cases thus allowed by the Pension Office are 
cases which once have been disallowed by the Pension Office, and 
which having been disallowed by the Pension Office the claimant was 
obliged to come to Congress for relief. Whereupon the committees of 
Congress called upon the Pension Office for the papers and for the 
ground of the rejection; and it has been found that the attention of the 
Pension Office thus being called to the cases—which in many instances 
have been most grossly and absurdly rejected upon the evidence in the 
possession of the Pension Office—their attentidn having been called to 
these cases, and to the fact that the legislative power was overhauling 
their past work, have proceeded toallow the claims after bills have been 
pending in the two Houses. And then, after action by the two Houses 
or by one of the Houses, the bills being pending, the Pension Office 
having corrected its work and allowed these claims, has failed to give 
notice of its subsequent action. 

The action of Congress in the first place being made necessary by the 
misconduct of the office, or of those who have dealt with the evidence on 
file there, the office confessing its error by reviewing and allowing the 
claim which had already been rejected, is then lacking in the ordinary 
courtesy of giving official information to Congress of the allowance of 
the claim. Thus these bills proceed to the Executive, who in several in- 
stances has veteod the bills, alleging the subsequent allowance by the 
Pension Office, and somewhat glorying in the fact that a large amount 
of money is saved by the action of the Pension Office and the Executive 
Department, and these claimants get that which they would fail to re- 
ceive should the special acts become laws. 

I call attention to this because it is a common practice, and I desire 
in this public way to call the attention of the Pension Office, of the 
Commissioner of Pensions particularly, to the propriety of his giving 
information to Congress of his own action in allowing these claims 
when his attention has been called to them by the endeavor to obtain 

ial legislation, in order that it may not proceed to the extent of 
making it necessary for the Executive to veto these bills to the extent 
thathe does. If we received notice of the allowance of these claims 
immediately after their allowance of course these bills would be dropped 
from the Calendar. 

I now withdraw my motion to reconsider, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before that motion is withdrawn I wish to ask 
one question of the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I have been claiming the floor for some time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well; go on. 


PENSIONS OF DISABLED SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT PARENTS. 


Mr. HOAR. Last night I entered a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate the bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of de- 
pendent mts and honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who are 
now disabled and dependent upon their own labor for sup 

The reason for entering that motion was this: That pension bill con- 
tains a clause providing a pension to the dependent parent of a de- 
ceased soldier provided such parent receives no contribution for his or 
her support from other than those bound by law to contribute 
thereto. In the New England States every lineal descendant and 
every lineal ancestor being of sufficient ability is bound to contribute to 
the support of the descendant or the parent or other ancestor—not 
necessarily bound to provide for the entire support, but bound to con- 
tribute according to his or her ability. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To the extent of his or her capacity. 

Mr. HOAR. To the extent of his or her capacity by legal process 
in the courts. In many of the States in the West and South there is 
no such law. The result is that the dependent Massachusetts mother 
or father who was formerly dependent on a deceased soldier to whose 
support a son who may be poor and illiterate contributes $10 a year, or 
$5, can not geta pension, while the mother of a millionaire in lowa—— 

Mr. ALLISON. We do not have any millionaires in Iowa. 

Mr. HOAR. May receive a pension although that son is furnishing 
an abundant and ample support and is able to doit. Itisa great in- 
justice therefore to those States, and I had proposed to move to amend 
the bill in that respect; but after consulting with my colleague and 
some other Senators it has been thought best at this late period of the 
session not to imperil the passage of this bill, which was passed by al- 
most a unanimous vote through the Senate, by sending it back to the 
House amended. I desire, however, to have it appear that the repre- 
sentatives of the community that is interested did not overlook their 
interests in this respect. I therefore will withdraw the motion and 
look to some subsequent legislation to remedy this evil. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider is with- 


sion for the 


drawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does not the withdrawal require unanimous con- 
sent? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
a question about the veto. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield toasingle question for a single minute. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Iwill not take advantage of anything like that. 
I will reply in the morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move an adjournment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we are to have a slur cast on the President 
and the administration—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks the Senator from 
Towa to yield a moment, till he lays before the Senate—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ifthe motion to adjourn is pending, let it be put. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair can lay that House bill before the Sen- 
ate to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One veto message of the President 
has not been disposed of; it will lie on the table. The Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5o0’clock and 21 minutes p. m.) 
no Fonie adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, January 29, at 12 
o’clock m, 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 29, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. _ 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. PLATT presented the credentials of JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, chosen 
by the Legislature of Connecticut a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1887; which were read, and ordered to be placed on 

le, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy relative to the acceptance by Capt. Edward P. Lull, 
United States Navy, of a diploma presented to him by the President of 
the State of Panama; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of January 21, 
1887, a report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office as to the 
withdrawal from settlement of certain public lands in Oregon and at- 
taching them to the Warm Springs Indian reservation; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, was, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8976) to incorporate the Washington Cable Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia, received yesterday from the House 
of Representatives, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT LEWES, DEL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2256) to create a port of 
delivery at Lewes, Del., which was, in line 4, before the word ‘‘clear,”’ 
to strike out the words ‘‘enter and;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Lewes, in the State of Delaware, shall be, and is here- 
by, constituted a port of delivery within the collection district of Delaware; 
and the deputy collector of customs stationed there shall have power to clear 
all vessels, whether foreign or domestic, coming to that port. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment of 
the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GORMAN, 
Mr. McMILLAN, and Mr. GRAY were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
National Board of Tradein favor of a world’s exposition in 1892in honor 
of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America; which 
were referred to the Select Committee on the Centennial of the Con- 
stitution and the Discovery of America, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Huron, Ohio, praying for 
the passage of the bill conferring upon the people of the District of 
Columbia the right to vote on the question as to whether liquor shall 
be manufactured and sold in the District; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of William McDaniel, late a private 
in Company F, Fifth Regiment United States Colored Troops, praying 
for an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of George H. Blair and 20 


citizens of Alsey, Ill.; the petition of Jasper Johnson and 17 citizens 
of Greenfield, Ill.; the petition of L. F. Houck and 7 citizens of Har- 
ristown, Ill. ; the petition of ge Rea and 10 citizens of Carrollton, 
Ill.; and the petition of W. S. Wilkerson and 8 citizens of Medora, 
Il., praying for the reduction of the special taxes on oleomargarine, 
and asking-that the same may be equalized so that the wholesale deal- 
ers shall not pay $480 a year while wholesale tobacco dealers pay only 
$12 a year; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I present the petition of Mansfield Post, No. 75, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Red Bluff, Cal., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Edmunds-Tucker bill on the subject of polygamy. As 
the bill is in conference, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Ralph Fluent and 54 other 
citizens of Cadillac, Mich., praying for a reduction of the special taxes 
and for the repeal of ‘‘the monopolistic and prohibitory features *’ of the 
oleomargarine bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

Mr. SABIN. I present a joint résolution of the Legislature of Min- 
nesota, relating to the improvement of water-ways, &c., in which they 
ask that Congress, at the present session, shall make liberal allowances 
for the work on the upper reaches of the Mississippi, the reservoir 
system, the Minnesota River, the Red River of the North, the Saint 
Croix and Chippewa Rivers, the harbors of Lake Superior, the Sault 
Sainte Marie Canal, Hay Lake Channel, and Saint Clair Flats, together 
with such other works as shall tend to open up our water routes to and 
from the markets of the world. 1 move the reference of the petition 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of the J. C. Ayer Company, of 
Lowell, Mass., praying for the reduction and repeal, if possible, of all 
internal-revenue taxes; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. PAYNE presented the petition of Rev. Walter Ross and 34 other 
citizens of Bolivar, Ohio; the petition of J. E. Hopkins and 28 other 
citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio; and the petition of C. B. Ramser and 19 
other citizens of Youngstown, Ohio, praying for a reduction of the spe- 
cial taxes on oleomargarine, and that the same may be equalized so 
that wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall not pay $480 a year while 
wholesale tobacco dealers pay only $12 a year; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Rey. R. S. Ball and 24 other citi- 
zens of Huron, Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill introduced by 
Senator COLQUITT providing for local option in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL. Ipresent a petition, with accompanying papers, from 
citizensof Key West and the Key West Board of Trade, praying for an ad- 
ditional appropriation forthe construction of a public building provided 
for by act of Congress at that place. 

The petition states, and has data showing the fact, that there was 
collected in 1886 $613,609.75 of customs dues, having increased from 
1883 to 1886 nearly three times in amount. It also states that there 
is a large amount of public business done there in the admiralty courts 
and a large amount of shipping congregated there, having business at 
the custom-house, it being a place of stoppage for vessels navigating 
the Gulfof Mexico. Itstates that the present appropriation by reason 
of these facts, and for other reasons is entirely inadequate for the con- 
struction of a building suitable for the public business at that place. 

I move the reference ofthe petition, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of presidents of banks, land com- 
panies, real-estate agents, capitalists, merchants, and business firms of 
Birmingham, Ala., praying that an appropriation be made in aid of 
the Colored People’s Exposition, to be held at Birmingham, Ala., in 
1887; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8597) for the relief of Henry Neal, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3084) for the protection of the morals 
of minors in the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 3240) making an 
appropria Aon for the establishment of a life-saving station and pro- 
viding for a life-saving crew at Yaquina Bay, in the State of Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 3241) granting to the Denver and 
Rio Grande Railway Company the right of way through the United 
States military reservation at Fort Crawford, in the Uncompahgre val- 
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ley, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Sn gaia 

. Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 3242) to increase the pension of 
Daniel Fike; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee om Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 5190) to enlarge the powers and duties of the 
Department of Agriculture and to create an executive department to 
be known as the department of agriculture and labor; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and lie on the table. 

Mr. BOWEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, it was 

Ordered, That Franklin Jordan have leave to withdraw his papers from the 
files of the Senate, subject to the rules. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Henry J. White, with the accompanying papers, 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions, 
NAVY REGISTER FOR 1887. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the Navy Register for 1887 be printed 
for the use of the Senate. p 


ARMY REGISTER FOR 1887. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the Army Register for 1887 be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 
CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS. 
Mr. HARRIS. I offer a resolution and ask that it be printed and 
lie on the table, and I shall ask the Senate to consider it on Monday 


rning. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That at the conclusion of the morning business for each day the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of House bills and joint resolutions favorably 
reported on the Calendar, and continue such consideration until 2 o’clock, 

Calendar of such bi 


under the provisions of Rule VII, until the and reso- 
lutions has been completed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 


lie on the table. 
REJECTION OF PENSION CLAIMS. 


Mr. CALL. If it be in order now, I move that the Senate to 
the consideration of the resolution which I have discussed before the 
Senate on several different occasions, relating to a Florida land grant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before that motion is put the Chair 
is required by the rules to lay before the Senate a resolution which 
comes over under objection. The resolution submitted yesterday by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether there is any rule of his Department applied in the Pension Bureau or 
any rule of said bureau existing and applied with his knowle or consent 
whereby any applicant for pension is denied a g in said bureau con- 
corning his claim by reason of said applicant having petitioned Congress for 

ef. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Florida will not interpose 
his motion until 2 o’clock, and let us proceed with the Calendar. 

Mr. CALL. Ihave no objection if it can be agreed to take up my 
resolution at that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution now before the Sen- 
ate is the one offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] yester- 


ay. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas addressing myself to the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to suggest an amendment to the resolu- 
tion. I should like the information to be a little more specific. The 
resolution reads: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether there is any rule of his Department applied in the Pension Bureau, or 
any rule of said bureau existing and applied with his knowledge or consent, 


The question is on agreeing to the 


tearing d any applicant for pension is denied a hearing in said bureau concern. 


his claim by reason of said applicant having petitioned Congress for relief, 


I move to amend the resolution by adding to it: 

And if there be no such rule, then toinform the Senate who wrote the letter 
of January 24, 1887, touchin; e pension claim of David O. Cunfield, and when 
such employé was appointed to a position in the Pension Office, 

Mr. McMILLAN. May I inquire if that letter is not signed by the 
Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir; it is signed by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is there any doubt about his signature? 

Mr. COCKRELL. None in the world, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] is not in 
his seat, and I do not know why—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. But I would presume that the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Minnesota knew enough about the business in the Pension 
Office to know that the Commissioner of Pensions does not write or per- 
sonally read one out of a hundred of the letters which are sent out from 
that office; that they are prepared by subordinates in the office and go 
through the division, and when they have thus passed they are signed 
as a matter of course by the Commissioner. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My attention was called to the subject of these 
communications from the Bureau of Pensions by some remarks made 
in the Senate the other day by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
BLAIR]. I thought from the tenor of those remarks that this letter 
was just in the same line, and I could see no reason why we might not 
presume that the letter was written by the Commissioner, or that he 
knew its contents at the time he signed it, as I suppose he did. 

Mr. INGALLS. May Laska question, having been out of the Cham- 
ber fora moment? Is this the resolution offered by my colleague yes- 
terday ? 

Mr COCKRELL. Itis. 

Mr. INGALLS. My colleague is unavoidably absent this morning, 
and requested me yesterday if this resolution came up in his absence to 
ask that if might go over until his return on Monday; and as an 
amendment is to be proposed, I ask that that course may be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will go over without losing its right to be laid before the Senate 
on Monday. x 

Mr. BLAIR. Upon this point I will say to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, and to the colleague of the Senator from Kansas, who is 
absent, that the resolution does not cover the real point at which the 
Senator from Kansas is aiming. 

There is no regulation in the Pension Office which prevents the con- 
sideration of an application for a pension there by reason of the appli- 
cant having petitioned Congress for a hearing; but when a special act 
granting relief has been allowed, I understand by a new ruling, by new 
action instituted during the present Administration, the fact that a 
special act has been passed, taking effect from its passage, cuts off the 
applicant from any prosecution for his arrears under the application 
pending in the Pension Office. Hitherto it had always been the cus- 
tom where a special act was passed giving relief from the date of its 

to still permit the prosecution of the original claim in the Pen- 
sion Office, and if the proof was supplied them the claim for arrears as 
covered by the original application in the office was allowed. Thereal 
grievance is the introduction of this new rule, which works injustice in 
a great many cases. 

Mr. TELLER, I think the Senator from New Hampshire has not 
looked into this resolution. This resolution is directed at a different 
thing from what the Senator is ing of. The question is, is there a 
rule in the Department which will prohibit the Department from taking 
up and examining a case where the applicant has petitioned Congress; 
and nothing more. 

Mr. BLAIR. I stated that—— 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say, if the Senator will wait, that 
there is no such rule that I know of in the Department. There was 
none when I was engaged in that Department. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

4 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado has the 
oor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was suggesting that there was no such rule and no 
such practice when the Senator had charge of the Department; but 
the case is this—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado has the 
floor. 

Mr. TELLER. [I ask the Senator to wait until I getthrough. The 
Senator says there is nosuch practice, when aletter was read here yester- 
day, signed by the Commissioner, saying that because the party had pe- 
titioned Congress to have a special act passed he had forfeited his right 
to be heard in the office. The resolution is directed to that inquiry, 
to determine whether that is the result of some order in the office or 
some misadventure in the office. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not believe there is any such rule in the office as 
that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is laid upon the 
table for the present. 
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BENJAMIN OBEKIAH—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the President’s message vetoing the bill (S. 2173) granting a 
pension to Benjamin Obekiah was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. I wish to have the motion entered that action may be had upon 
it hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri enters a 
motion to reconsider the vote referred to, which he has a right to do 
under the rule. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALL. I now move to proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution instructing the Attorney-General to bring suit for an injunction 
against the Florida Railway and Navigation Company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business having closed, 
the Calendar is pending under the eighth rule, and the Senator from 
Florida moves—— 

Mr. VEST. What has become of the bill that was pending yester- 
day at the close of the morning hour ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that that 
is the first case on the Calendar to be called. Pending that question, 
the Senator from Florida makes a motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of a resolution heretofore submitted by him. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator from Florida to say thatif 
he could have an understanding that his resolution would be considered 
after 2 o’clock he would not insist upon his motion now. I should be 
very glad if the Senate would consent to consider the Senator’s resolu- 
won he 2 o'clock, so that we may proceed with the Calendar until 

at time. 

Mr. BERRY. In the absence of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck] I shall have to object to any arrangement which would displace 
the railroad attorneys bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. CALL. Ido not, unless I can have such an understanding. I 
only desire to say that this is a resolution of great importance—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itis utterly impossible to hear the Senator on 
this side of the Chamber. I desire to know with what bill he proposes 
to antagonize the bill that was under consideration during the morn- 
ing hour yesterday. 

are PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will please come to 
order, 

Mr. CALL. Iam asking for the consideration of the resolution which 
I have discussed before the Senate, instructing the Attorney-General to 
bring suit to prevent the sale of the lands contained in the Florida Rail- 
road land grant of 1856, pending the consideration of a forfeiture bill 
in Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion submitted by the Senator from Florida. À 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to inquire whether the Senator from Florida 
simply wants to continue his remarks or whether he expects a vote on 
the resolution, 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like to have a vote upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAn], who is not in the Chamber at this time, desires to make 
some remarks on the resolution. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] is part of 
the way through his speech. He was taken off the floor on this very 
resolution, and he claims the floor when the resolution comes up for the 
perpos of continuing the debate. That is the state of the case. 

r. TELLER. Certainly. I understood that he was ready to go 
on, andit would not be fair to take up the resolution in his absence. 

Mr. CALL. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn, and the 
first bill on the Calendar under the eighth rule is before the Senate for 
consideration. 

YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2436) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no amendment be proposed, the 
bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was read in full yesterday. 

Mr. INGALLS. Are we now on the Calendar of General Orders ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘This bill was taken up by a vote of 
the Senate, having been reached on the Calendar under the eighth rule. 
It was taken up by a vote of the Senate after objection, and has been 
read at length. 

Mr, INGALLS. I thought it fell at 2 o’clock yesterday. 
pens PRESIDENT pro tempore, Still, it retained its place on the 

endar. 
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Mr. INGALLS. Certainly; but the fact of its having been taken up 
yesterday did not make it the unfinished business this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not at all, except that it is first on 
the Calendar, Ifno amendment be proposed, the bill will be reported 
to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I did not understand from the 
consideration of the bill yesterday, for it was considered but a little 
while, to what extent this realignment affects the surface or the terri- 
tory of the park—whether it increases or diminishes it. Do I under- 
stand that it diminishes or increases the quantity of land within the 
park? 

Mr. MANDERSON. As was explained quite fully yesterday, I will 
say, in answer to my colleague’s question, that the bill does extend the 
limits of the park about 30 miles to the eastward and about 20 miles 
to the southward, on the recommendations made by the Interior De- 
partment, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Inthenortheyn section does it increase or dimin- 
ish it? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It diminishes it in the northern section. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It increases it on two sides and diminishes it on 
the north? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; it diminishes it to a small extent on the 
north. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There was, perhaps, so much noise in the Cham- 
ber yesterday that I could not understand the reason or necessity for 
this diminution of territory upon the north. Why diminish it on the 
north? I do not understand the reason given. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall be much pleased to explain my own 
view of the matter to the Senator, if he desires it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. But I thought there was some reason given for 
diminishing it. What was it? 

Mr. ERSON. ‘There is abundant reason, which can be read- 
ily suggested if desired. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ishould like to know why the boundaries of 
the park have been interfered with. That I can not understand. We 
have been admonished time and again in this Chamber that there is 
something sacred, as there may be, about this park, either to enter it 
or to go out from it. If that be the case, and it was so important that 
it should not be invaded or attacked anywhere, I do not know why the 
proposition is now made to realign the park and make it larger on two 
sides and diminish it upon another. Ido not understand what is the 
necessity for it. I might understand why it should be increased on 
the east and the south, as has been stated, but why the line should be 
withdrawn on the north I can notunderstand. Iknow there has beenan 
effort made to obtain privileges for a railroad to enter the park. Is the 
line withdrawn on the north so as to give room there that the railroad 
may enter and not be compelled to come within the lines of the terri- 
tory of the park? Has the Senator from Missouri a map? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; here isthe map. [Exhibiting. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Where isit onthe map? [Examining.] 

Mr. VEST. It is about 2 miles. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Itisabout 2 miles, There has been very much 
discussion on the subject of the Yellowstone Park; there has been very 
much legislation about it, and very much proposed legislation. When 
we supposed the 1 n was complete, when there was a Jaw to 
protect the territory, to protect the animals, and to protect the scenery 

laced under the control of the Secretary of the Interior, to protect the 

easing of certain portions for hotel accommodations, and the attention 
of the nation time after time directed to it and legislation of Congress 
time after time, and when application was made, however justly I 
know not, I do not pretend to say, that railroads should enter there, 
we have been told that the park was so sacred that it must not be in- 
vaded or interfered with in any particular. 

Now we have a revising of the line, and there must be some pur- 
pose and object init. It was before. Now it has been extended 
30 miles, I understand, on one side and 20 miles upon another. If 
the park required additional size, why is it that the line has been 
drawn down 2 miles on the north? Why 2 miles? Why isit drawn 
down at all is the question that I certainly should like to understand. 
If the see was perfect before in all its proportions, perfect in size, 
with all the natural scenery that should be preserved, with territory 
for animals to roam in, why is it necessary upon two sides to enlarge 
it and upon another side to diminish its area? 

I should like to know whether the purpose of this measure is that 
2 miles are taken off from the north, and the park is to be dimin- 
ished that much in territory in order that the proposed railroad which 
Congress thought ought not to enter the park may comein? If that 
be so, it certainly is as dangerous to the park to have it there without 
as within the limits of the park. If the railroad is calculated to burn 
the | pore to burn the forest, and the whistle ofits engine to scare off the 
wild animals from the territory, it is just as nep able of that criti- 
cism whether these 2 miles are run down out of the park in order 


1144 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY. 29, 


to enable the railroad to enter the territory. If 30 miles there are nec- 
essary upon the east and 20 miles more upon the south, why is it nec- 
essary to withdraw from the north 2 miles ? 

As I said before, an explanation may have been made but I did not 
so understand it, and I should like to know before voting on this prop- 
osition whether it is really to give this railroad what it could not get 
before, an entrance substantially into the park ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I feel like responding to the very proper in- 
quiry of my colleague in reference to this matter, although my response 
would be largely a repetition of what was suggested by me yesterday 
on the subject. 

The Yellowstone Park was laid out by virtue of the act of March 1, 
1872, and if my colleague will refer to sections 2474 and 2475 of the 
Revised Statutes he will see that when the act was passed there was a 
very indefinite description of the boundaries of the park—one so in- 
definite that it would be extremely difficult to decide in the event of 
a crime or misdemeanor committed whether it was within or outside 
the limits of the park. I will read the description which we seek to 
remedy. The statute says: 

Src. 2474. The tract of land in the Territories of Montanaand Wyoming, lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River, and described as follows, to wit, 
commencing at the junction of Gardiner’s River with the Yellowstone River, 
and running east to the meridian passing 10 miles to the eastward of the most 
eastern point of Yellowstone Lake; thence south along said meridian to the 
parallel of latitude passing 10 miles south of the most southern point of Yellow- 
stone Lake; thence west along said parallel to the meridian per 15 miles 
west of the most western point of Madison Lake; thence north along said merid- 
jan to the latitude of the junction of the Yellowstone and Gardiner’s Rivers; 
thence east to the place of beginning. 

That was the description, and because of its reference to the eastand 
southern points of the Yellowstone Lake and the western point of 
Madison Lake, it described a movable boundary; one that might vary 
with the receding or the increase of the waters of those lakes, and it 
was, therefore, clearly objectionable. It was the best description per- 
haps that could then have been given, because of the fact that the 
boundary line of the Territories of Idaho, Wyoming, and Montana had 
not at that time been surveyed by the officers of the Government of 
the United States. Therefore it was that this indefinite description, 
being the best that could then be given, was supplied in the law. It 
was believed at the time that all of the park was contained within the 
limits of Wyoming, but it was not so. 

This proposition to change and more clearly define the boundaries of 
the park is no new thing. The effort has been made for many Con- 
gresses, and I think in every one of the numerous bills relating to the 
park presented by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] this change 
of boundary, or one very similar, has been suggested. 

The change has been considered advisable by the Interior Department, 
and I believe it to be very desirable that whatever is reserved from the 
public domain for the purposes of this park shall be within only one of 
the Territories of the United States. Under this indefinite description it 
was found that asmall strip of land, about one and a half miles in width, 
was in the Territory of Montana, and a small strip of land, about half a 
mile in width, was between the eastern boundary line of the Territory of 
Idaho and the western boundary of the park; and my colleague, having 
a map before him, can readily see that here was this large body of land 
constituting the park with this small strip of half a mile between its 
western boundary and the boundary line between Wyoming and Idaho, 
and apiece of land, perhaps 20 miles in length by oneand ahalfin width, 
in Montana. Therefore there came about a constant conflict of jurisdic- 
tion, and both Montanaand Wyoming Territories have been seeking to 
extend their criminal laws and the jurisdiction of their courts over this 
park. 

It certainly seemed well, by reason of this jurisdictional difficulty, 
that if it was possible to confine this excluded territory, this reserved 
portion of the public domain, within the limit of one Territory, it was 
desirable to do so. 

I might further say that this strip of one and a half miles contains 
nothing of interest to the sight-seer or the tourist. There are none of 
the great natural curiosities of the park in this strip, and its cutting 
off has nothing whatever to do with railroad legislation, as suggested 
by my colleague, which railroad legislation I have heartily opposed. I 
do not see how it affects railroad construction in the least degree. The 
park is extended to the south and east because there is a body of land 
there which is the natural resort of the game, which is greatly increas- 
ing, if we are to believe the reports of the superintendent of the park 
me of the cavalry captain who has had the park in charge during the 

year. 

During the late fall and winter seasons of each year the game leaves 
the higher elevations, the broad plateaus 7,000 or 8,000 feet above the 
sea level, goes to this lower territory to the east and south, and there 
enters into the valleys and cañons of that wild regiòn. This matter is 
very fully as well as succinctly explained in a letter I have in my hand, 
written by Mr. Arnold Hague, of the Geological Survey, a gentleman 
who has more detailed information with reference to this park and of 
the means proper for its preservation than any other man. He suggests 
that which, it seems to me, every settler upon the Missouri River will be 
interested in, that it is absolutely n , to protect those who live 
upon the banks of these great rivers of the West, that this park with 


its many square miles of forest should be retained; that if the sides of 
the mountains and the high plains shall be denuded of forest trees the 
result will be occasional floods by reason of the rapid melting of the 
snows that will work great destruction to the inhabitants along the 
Missouri River. I will read his letter, as it gives more particularly the 
a for the extension and the change in the boundary line of the 
park: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


USITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1886. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK SURVEY. 


Sır: A bill for the protection and better regulation of the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park has recently been introduced by Senator VEsT into the United States 
Senate. Knowing your keen appreciation of the value of the park, I desire to 
call your oe bevy or two pons — pona s be of the karpas conse- 
quence in carrying out the purposes for which the park was origi y set apart 
and has since been maintained, 

In order to accomplish these purposes the most essential features in the new 
bill are those which relate to the enlargement of the park and the sharper defi- 
nition of its boundaries. In the original bill creating the park the boundaries 
are loosely stated. A better acquaintance with the country enables us to say 
more intelligently where the boundaries should be drawn, while experience 
shows that to avoid en ments on the reservations they should more 
sharply defined by law and the lines accurately run. 

In this respect the S enoa bill meets all the requirements of the park. For 
the purposes for which the park was set aside the present area is far too small. 

In my opinion the object of first importance in maintaining the Yellowstone 
Park is the preservation of the forests. The question of timber rvation is 
one which is sradoally attracting more and more attention in the more set- 
tled parts of the country. The necessity for some proper restrictions rigidly 
enforced is now very generally admitted. Inthe far West, where such immense 
tracts of country are treeless areas, it is all the more ap en ated a se some care- 
fally-consid restrictions should be placed upon the indiscriminate cutting of 
timber from the public domain. It seems equally necessary that certain areas 
favorably situated for the Laos of trees should be set aside forever as forest 
reservations. In the settled parts of the country, owing to the many conflicti: 
interests, proper protection by legislation is a matter of greatdifficulty. It is suf- 
ficient to call your attention to the long struggle going on in New York State in 
the attempt to preserve by legislative enactment the forests of the Adirondacks, 
That there should be some additional restrictions in the cutting of timber has 
been very generally admitted, but to control the matter with due regard to the 
rights of all is by no means easy to accomplish. Commissioners appointed by 
the State of New York to investi the present condition of these forests and 
the needs of the country urgently recommend immediate action placing the 
timber region under State control in order to maintain an equable supply of 
water for the Hudson River. 

To-day no such difficulties exist against forever setting apart the country in 
the immediate vicinity of the park, while the reasons for so doing are manifest 
to all who have given the subject any attention. 

The Yellowstone National Park is most admirably adapted for a forest reser- 
vation. Itis a broad, aialadng plateau, v: ing in altitude from 7,000 to 8,000 
feet above sea-level; surrounded on nearly all sides by mountains rising from 
2,000 to 4,000 feet above the general level ofthe country. Across this plateau the 
continental watershed runs with a very winding course from the southeast to 
the northwest. Two great rivers, the Yellowstone and the Snake, which ulti- 
mately drain into the Missouri and Columbia, have their sources here on the 

lateau; the former in Yellowstone Lake, and the latter in Shoshone Lake. 

Yellowstone Lake covers nearly 125 miles of surface, while Shoshone, with very 
irregular outlines, measures more than 6 miles in length. 

Hundreds of smaller lakes lie scattered over the plateau and mountains, and 
innumerable springs feed these lakes and rivers. Over three thousand thermal 
springs are known within the park. No ion in the Rocky Mountains is 
better favored in its supply of water, the rain and snow fall being u 
in any area of equal extent. Nearly all precipitation between the middle of 
September and the first of May falls in the form of snow, which lies upon the 
ground wellintothesummer. This broad, elevated mountain mass is so situated 
as to gather the storms which center in the northern Rocky Mountains, and the 
topographical structure of the region enables it to retain the waters. For the 
storing up of this water and regulating its flow the forests are of immense value, 
It is unnecessary here to enter at length into a discussion of the influence of the 
forests upon the supply of water. In a few words, this great body of snow is 
largely protected from the direct rays of the sun and sheltered from the dry winds 
blowing from the westward. In consequence the snow melts ually and the 
water percolates through the soil and vegetation, slowly finding its way to the 
springs and large reservoirs. 

Remove the forests the snows would rapidly disappear. Damaging freshets 
would carry off the water in the early spring, leaving the country arid and 
parched. Dry westerly winds would take up the snow, precipitating the mois- 
ture farther to the eastward over country already supplied. ithout the trees 
the soil would soon be washed away, leaving the country unfit for vegetation. 
The report of the recent forestry commission for the State of New York says 
“that the summer flow of the Adirondack rivers has decreased within the 
memory of men now living from 30 to 50 per cent. Many of the small streams, 
which a quarter of a century ago were abundantly supplied with water during 
the entire summer, are now usually dry during many months.” In my opinion, 
owing to the extreme dryness of the atmosphere, the disafforesting of the 
country around the sources of the Missouri and Columbia would cause, relat- 
ively,a far greater diminution in the fow of water than observed near the 
sources of the Hudson. 

Every precaution, then, should be taken to preserve the natural reservoirs of 
these great rivers sending their waters to the Atlantio and Pacific. If, in the 
future, the lower Yellowstene Valley is ever settled with any Lees poran bane Py 
niation they will uire all the water stored up in this favored region. It is 
not only necessary, then, that the forests within the limits of the park should 
be preserved, but that the area of the park should be enlarged so as to include 
the immediate country along the sources of all streams draining into Yellow- 
stone Lake, the east fork of the Yellowstone River, and the headwaters of the 
numerous southern branches of Clark Fork and the Stinking Water. — 

The country to the eastward of the present sarge of the park, which, by 
the bill now before Congress, it is intended to add to the reservation, is one of 
the most Alpine and rugged a isang ofthe West. It consists mainly of a single 
mountain range with peaks rising from 11,000 to 12,000 feet above sea-level. It 
is one of the principal ranges of the Rocky Mountain system. Snow lies on the 
higher summits all the year. It isa country of great natural beauty, but useless 
for agricultural pu Although the eastern foot-hills were among the fre- 
quented resorts of the earliest trappers and fur-hunters, the mountains, owing 
to their inaccessible nature, re: n to-day one of the least visited regions of the 
Northwest, So faras known the mountains carry no minerals of economic ime 
portance, and, judging from the volcanic character of the country, the indicas 
tions are against any discovery of valuable ore-bodies. These mountains ara 
useless for settlement, and should be withdrawn from the public lands. 
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On the other hand, the end re are densely covered with timber and forest 
vegetation on the west side, an: R SAA ro of water pour into the teper Yel- 
lowstone through Soda Bu , Calfee, and Miller Creeks and East 
Fork, On the east side, Crandall, Sunlight, and Dead Indian Creeks contribute 
to Clark’s Fork, while the Stinking Water drains a large area of country for the 
Big Horn, the water ultimately reaching the Lower Yellowstone River. En- 
croachments upon these forests will soon be made if not immediately protected 
by Congressional legislation. 

According to the report of the special t of the last census upon the forests 
of the country nearly 60,000,000 railway ties are annually consumed by the old 
and new lines of way. In the far West they are usually dependent upon 
young trees, from ten to twelve inches in diameter. It is estimated that each 
tree furnishes, on an average, only twoties. In Montana and Wyoming the de- 
mand for railway ties is largely nea per by the tamarack or black pine (Pinus 
Murrayana), the variety most abun t in the country immediately adjoining 
the Yellowstone Park. Ina year of active railway bu ding in the West the de- 
struction of vigorous young trees must be counted by ons. By the same 
authority it is estimated that the injury to woodlands destroyed by fire during 
the census year in Montana amounted to $1,128,000and in Wyoming to $3,255,000. 
In this wholesale destruction itis not easy to calculate the permanent injury to 


the country, 
to the forest near mining centers of the West is the 


plied with a furnace. If the place should ever develop into a us 
A aaia a an important p asana 
The need of forest conservation is so t 
Park that every 
timber within area pro) 
tracts of timber to the north and east of Cooke City, 


there are large 
could be done without 


Rocky Mountains during the last Soniy yora must be 


the Hot Springs, the basins, and the plateau between the geyser basins 
and the Yellowstone e affords insufficient grazing ground for any large num- 
ber of game. This country never was an attractive haunt for game. On the 


other hand, such pend mountains as Mount Sheridan and Mount Washburne, 
rising out of the p! u, and the high country Panic seta: AS park afford one 
of the finest e regions of the West. The Absaraka or Shoshone range, just 
to the east of the present park boundary, is a favorite resort for deer, elk, bear, 
and mountain sheep. The latter are rarely seen on the pak plateau, but are 
abundanton the high peaks and crags to the eastward. great deal of shoot- 
ing has been done here within the last two or three years. Its protection is cer- 
tainly very desirable. 

The country immediately to the south of the present southern boundary 
abounds in sheep and elk. It seems to be a favorite breeding ground for elk. 
This past season a thousand or fifteen hundred cows and young elk were feed- 
ing there throughout the summer, Buffalo are rapidly disappearing from the 
northwest country. All trustworthy accountsagree that there still remain only 
a few small struggling herds. There are at present, and have been for several 
years, two or three herds of buffalo, of not more than sixty each, roaming inthe 
park. MThey-are at ranged remnants of much larger herds,driven from the 
plains and valleys below, seeking protection in less frequented resorts. They fre- 
quently cross the border, traveling short distances for grazing purposes, always 
returning to the pee for protection. To protect them the country where they 
roam should be included within the park area. A few small bands of moose, 
although rarely seen, inhabit the marshes on the headwaters of Fall River, in 
the southwest corner of the park. They can easily be protected if the park is 
extended southward to the forty-fourth parallel of latitude, as contemplated by 
the new bill. By rigidly enforcing the game laws the park will, in a few years, 
become so densely stocked that the surplus, seeking new haunts, will run outside 
the limits for its own protection. In way ample sport will be afforded the 
hunter shooting under torial game laws. 

One of the objects in creating the Yellowstone Park is stated in the original 
law in these words, “dedi and set apart as a public park or pleasure ground 
for the benefit and enjoyment of the people.” To accomplish theese in 
their fullest extent it is necessary that the park should be enlarged to ude the 
high mountain country to the east and south. The eee area, while in- 
cluding some very d scenery, and containingall the phenomenal objects of 
interest to be found in this region, lacks that alpine which is so desir- 
able in a mountain country visited by tourists and lovers of nature seeking rest 
and recreation. 

For these reasons it seems to me important that the bill now before the Senate, 
amending the original act setting apart the National Park, should receive the 
favorable action of Congress at an early date. 

Very ‘ully, your obedient servant, 


Hon, CHARLES F, MANDERSON, United Slates Senate. 


I will state to my colleague that this change of boundary is one that 
not only meets with the approval of the Committee on Territories, but 
it is urged by strong indorsing letters by the Interior Department. It 
was urged by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], formerly Sec- 
retary of the Interior, when he was at the head of that great Depart- 
ment, and I hope this very valuable section will be retained. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understand my colleague to say that the Com- 
mittee on Territories approve of this. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of this extension of the Yellowstone Park. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ishould like toask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER], a member of the Committee on Territories, a ques- 
tion. My colleague has stated that the Committee on Territories ap- 
prove this addition to the park. 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. President—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. IfI may beallowed, with the permission of the 
Senator from South Carolina, to repeat my statement in my own way 
rather than as stated by my colleague, I will say that my statement 
was that all the Committee on Territories approved the extension of 
the area of the park as recommended by the Interior Department. 


ARNOLD HAGUE. 


Mr. BUTLER. I was really not aware that this bill had been re- 
ported to the Senate. My last information in relation to it was a dis- 
cussion which took place in the committee in regard to the power pro- 
posed to be confi upon the commissioner provided for in this bill, 
and I made some objection to a certain provision in the bill as it then 
stood. I remember my friend from Mississippi, who was a member of 
the committee at that time, made some objection to the powers con- 
ferred on this commissioner; and the understanding was that the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska was to perfect the measure. I have not seen it 
since in the committee, that I remember. It may have been reported 
in my absence. 

I can not give my assent to this bill in its present form. Ido not 
know that I care so particularly about changing the limits of the park, 
but powers are conferred on the commissioner created by the bill which 
I think he ought not to have. The second section provides— 

That the said park shall hereafter be under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United mae, and that all of the laws applicable to places under the sole 
and exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, except so far as modified by this 
act, shall be in full force and effect in said pa That nothing in this act shall 
be construed to forbid the service of an vil or criminal i prae of any court 
having jurisdiction in the county or d in which sai: is lo- 
cated, or may hereafter be located, in the said Territory ae If any 
offense shall be committed in said Yellowstone Park, which offense is not 
hibited or the punishment thereof is notspecially provided for by any law of the 
United States, or by any lation of the Secretary of the Interior as provided 
by this act, the offender s be liable to and receive the same punishment as the 
laws of the Territory of Wyoming in force at the time of the of 
offense may provide for a ike offense in the said Territory. 

Let us see what powers the Secretary of the Interior has under this 
bill. Section 4 provides— 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall make and publish such rules and reg- 
ulations as he may deem necessary and proper for the management and care of 
the park, y for the preservation from injury or spoliation of all timber, 
mineral deposits, natural curiosities, or wonderful objects within said park, and 
for the protection of the —— an wee found in the park, to peera rag 
capture or ion. He cause al tied par rego upon the 
be removed Seer and mee aes a measures fi ich he may z r neces 
sary to carry out the purposes o ; an e Secretary ar ere 
directed to make such detail of troops as the Secretary of the Interior, with the 
approval of the President, may require for the purpose of preventing trespassers 
or Spiraders from entering the k with the object of destroying the animals 
and birds therein, or for other persons 
from the park. 

In section 5 there is this provision among others which I think very 
objectionable: 

Any person willfully violating the provisions of this section shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be fined for each offense 
not less than twenty nor more than one hundred ey: or by imprisonment 
for not more than three months, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

That is one of the penalties inflicted upon a person who, in the lan- 
guage of this act, willfully violates the provisions of the law. It goes 
on to provide further: 

Possession within the said park of the dead bodies, or any part thereof, of 
=. dah animal or 2 Ny oe o bgt the person or persons 

ing the same are yotv n ny person or persons, or stage, 
express, ‘or railroad company, receiving for transportation any of the’ said ani- 
mals, birds, or fish, knowing, or having reasonable cause to believe, that such 
animals, birds, or fish were killed or captured in violation of this act, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall forfeit and pay for every such of- 
fense the sum of $250, to be recovered by a proceeding in the nature of an in- 
formation before any Territorial or United States district court within whose 
jurisdiction such offense was committed, &c, 

Section 7 provides: 


That the President shall appoint, es tego with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, a commissioner, learned in the law, who shall reside in a and 
who shall have jurisdiction to hear and act upon all complaints made of any 
and all violations of the law or of the rules and regulations made by the Secre- 
tary ofthe Interior for the government of the park and the protection of the 

me and objects of interest therein. He shall have the power, upon sworn 

formation, to issue process, in the name of the United States, for the arrest of 
any person charged with the commission of any misdemeanor within the park, 
and to summarily try the person so charged, and, if found guilty, to fix the pun- 
ishment as in the next section provided. 

This commissioner will have the power under this act to arrest you, 
Mr. President, or arrest any Senator on this floor, and to summarily try 
the party arrested without the intervention of a jury, but upon his own 
motion, and to fine in a sum not more than $100, and to imprison not 
more than three months. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does he not know of other magistrates who 
have that power? 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not say that I do. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is not the Senator aware that in the District 
of Columbia a police judge has exactly the power to arrest on view or 
upon information, to try summarily and without the intervention of a 
jury those who are guilty of violations of the law of the District? 

Mr. BUTLER. That may be so, and I believe it is, but the party 
so tried has a right to appeal to the circuit court of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and so I believe in all other instances. Here the judgment of 
this commissioner trying the party without the intervention of a jury 
is absolutely final without the right of appeal; and that, in my judg- 
ment, is in the very teeth of that provision of the Constitution which 
guarantees to every citizen the right of trial by jury. ` 

Mr. VEST. ‘The constitutional provision, it has been decided over 
and over again, does not apply to such a case as this. 


legal purposes, and for removing such 
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Mr. BUTLER, Here is the provision of the Constitution : 

In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and 
publie trial by an im i of the State district wherein the crime 
shall have been committed, w. district shall have been previously ascertained 
by law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation. 

My friend from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] suggests that that applies 
- to informations as well as indictments. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator from Alabama’s pardon; but the 
question has been adjudicated. Hereis the provision of the Constitu- 
tion that settles this question, found in section 2 of Article III: 

The trial of all crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall be by jury, 


Every lawyer knows the distinction between crimes and misdemean- 
ors. In the Revised Statutes, section 4558, in regard to seamen, au- 
thorizes a justice of the peace to arrest a seaman and try him summarily 
and put him in jail for six months without any jury intervening, with- 


out any ae of a TG 

Mr, BUTLER. . President, there is another provision of this bill 
that I should like the Senator from Missouri or the Senator from Ne- 
braska to explain, and it is this: 

8 

gun te Daa aaia be oea by the commana See 
partment of Justice, and, if spre by the proper officers of that De ment, 
shall be paid by the marshal of the United States for the Territory of Wyoming, 
as other such costs in the United States courts. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate, and of the Senator from 
Missouri and the Senator from Nebraska, to this provision of the bill, to 
see if they can find any parallel for it: 

The violation of any regulation made and published 
Interior in regard to the control and management of the park, and the pro- 
tection of the animals, birds, fish, and property therein, is hereby declared to be 
a misdemeanor, and the party convicted shall be unished for each offense by 
a fine of notmore than $100, and be committed until such fine is paid, or by im- 
Tenement A not more than three months, or by both such fine and impris- 
onmen! . 

Now, sir, recurring to the provision of the bill which places this park 
under the jurisdiction of the Territory of Wyoming, we see this pro- 
vision: 

If any offense shall be committed in said Yellowstone Park, which offense is 
not prohibited or the punishment thereof is not specially provided for by any 
law of the United States, or by any regulation of the Secretary of the Sateen 
as provided by this act— 

Which I have just read in section 8—then he shall be liable to a fine 
of $100 and imprisonment for three months, or both fine and impris- 
onment, in the discretion of the tribunal. In other words, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior is empowered by this act to declare pains and 
poeu, and he is to determine what shall be law and what shall not 

law in the Yellowstone Park; and this bill declares any violation of 
whatever the Secretary of the Interior may determine shall be a mis- 
demeanor, and punishable as I have indicated. 

Now, sir, if there is any good reason, if there is any exigency why 
these extraordinary powers should be conferred upon a commissioner 
of the Yellowstone k different from all other parks of the United 
States, where the jurisdiction of the United States Government is un- 
questioned, I should like to have it explained. 

Mr, GEORGE, Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me to 
read a part of the Constitution of the United States pertinent to that 

int? 

ENE BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. ArticleI, section 1, of the Constitution reads as fol- 
lows: 

wers in ted be ina 
Ville Sie aR ta Sone eta Sonate ant Hensel EE 

The making of a law or rule fixing a penalty for the commission of 
any crime is a legislative power. 

Mr. BUTLER. Which this act undertakes to delegate to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior; and that we have no right to do, I submit. 

In addition to the objections which I have pointed out, and which I 
might u the passage of this bill will entail an expense on this 
Government which, I undertake to say, none of its advocates have ever 
estimated. I shall be very much instructed, and very much obliged to 
the Senator from Nebraska, if he will inform me what additional cost 
the passage of this bill will entail upon the Government of the United 
States. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iwill answer the inquiry of the Senator from 
South Carolina, but first I desire to address myself to his criticism of 
that section of this bill which provides that the Commissioner, learned 
in the law, who is to act as a magistrate or judge, has the right to 
summarily try misdemeanors, violations of law under the grade of 
crimes, or violations of the rules and regulations made by the Interior 
Department. I submit that this provision is no infraction of the con- 
stitutional right guaranteed to every citizen of a trial by jury fora 
criminal offense, and, as was suggested by the Senator from Missouri, 
the courts of this country have repeatedly, in hundreds of instances, 
decided that there can be a trial of a misdemeanor by a jury of less 
than twelve men, which certainly is the jury contemplated by the 
Constitution of the United States, or without the intervention of a jury 
at all; and the courts have defined, so that it seems now quite clear, 
however it may have been in the early jurisprudence of the country, 


the Secretary of the 


what is acrime or felony and what isa misdemeanor. A crime of 
felony means that which is punishable by imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary according to many decisions ; and by the decisions of other 
courts a crime is an offense that is punishable under the laws by some- 
thing in the nature of infamous punishment, as the deprivation of cit- 
izenship or of the right to vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. Wouldthe Senator from Nebraska hold thatit would 
be incompetent for a judge to sentence a party convicted of a misde- 
meanor to a penitentiary ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It certainly would be incompetent to sentence 
an accused person, found guilty of an offense, to penitentiary if 
that was not the punishment inflicted upon the commission of the 
offense by law. What I suggest to the Senator is that the penalty 
fixes the nature of the offense as to whether it is a crime or a misde- 
meanor. If it is punishable simply by fine or by imprisonment in the 
common jail, it is, under the authorities, a misdemeanor. If itis an 
offense so grave that the legislative body has said it shall be punished 
by imprisonment in the penitentiary, by deprivation of citizenship, a 

unishment that is infamous in its , thenitis a crime or felony. 

e distinction is clear and now well understood mae courts. 

I have sent to the Library and obtained somewhat hurriedly a few 
references to the authoritieson this question, which may be considered, 
I think, as fully settled. I read from Proffatt on Trial by Jury: 

Not all crimes which were felonies at common law must be tried by a jury. 
od T REE AN Jury tela tn ETA EAS AEE in Enzian 
an 
section 96; 2 Cowen, 815; 5 Wendell, 250.) > a 

This law certainly no further than these cases, and I read the con- 
clusion of an eminent legal writer treating of the subject of trials by jury. 
He cites the two well-known New York authorities in support of that 
proposition. I read further: 


But in 20 Barbour it was 


ature to prescribe 
by statute which was not indictable at common law, 
and for which no infamous punishment is provided. But the limit must be care- 
fully observed.”’—Proffatt, +] 97. 


Further, he says: 


n what e or class of offenses was so p: .—Ib., 
For an offense rendering a person liable to “ infamous punishment,” he is en- 


titled to poche Then the question arises, What is “infamous?” Generally it 
is such as will entail, as a punitive pa ery Sega after sentence the forfeiture of 
certain political ts, such as the right to vote, 


Not all crimes which were felonies at common law must be tried by a jury. 


And he cites the case of petit larceny, which was a crime at common 
law, but is not so now by reason of the substitution in many States 
of the milder punishment by statute; and says ‘‘ the crime of petit lar- 
ceny does not require a jury, but may be punished by a magistrate.’’ 

Iam no stickler for any provision of this bill. I think it is per- 
fectly legitimate, within the limits of a strict construction of the Con- 
stitution for the Congress of the United States and good legislation to 
prescribe, as this bill prescribes, that these misdemeanors may be sum- 
marily punished by a te, learned in the law, appointed by the 
President of the United States, and confirmed by the Senate. But if 
it is considered desirable that there should be an appeal from his de- 
cision to the district court, which by the second section of this act is 
charged with the jurisdiction of crimes or felonies committed in this 
park, I certainly shall not object to it; and that amendment could very 
readily be made to this bill. Iwould not prefer it surely, but I would 
not object to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator a question? If I under- 
stand the second section, it really extends the laws of the District of 
Columbia over this park. Is there not likely to be some conflict be- 
tween the laws of the Territory of Wyoming and the laws of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia? 

Mr. MANDERSON,. I do not understand that it extends the laws 
of the District of Columbia over the park. 

Mr. ALLISON. I made my inquiry more to know whether that is 
true or not. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This is what I understand it to mean and 
what the language imports, that it extends such laws upon the statute- 
book of the United States as pertain to reserved public lands over the 
park, and that where there is not legislation in the general statutes 
with reference to crime, for instance petit larceny, or assault and bat- 
tery, in those cases where our statutes are silent, the criminal laws of 
the Territory of Wyoming shall apply. 

Mr. ALLISON. What does this phrase mean: 

And that all of the Jaws applicable to places under the sole and exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States,except so far as modified by this act, shall be 
in full force and effect in said park. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that language does not apply 
the laws of the District of Columbia. All laws pertaining to the Dis- 


trict of Columbia are by express terms applied to it. The Jaws that I 
have referred to are those which extend over reservations of the United 
States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator should change the phraseology; 
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otherwise it seems to me clear that the laws of the Distriet of Colum- 
bia would apply to this park. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not. think that is so, any more than that 
the laws of the District of Columbia would apply to any of the Terri- 
tories of the United States, or its reservations. 1 do not think the bill 
is indefinite or uncertain in that regard. 

But, Mr. President, another objection made by the Senator from South 
Carolina to this bill isthat it provides that for infractions of any of the 
rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior there 
shall be punishment by fine or by imprisonment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Just on that point I should be very glad if the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska would inform the Senate whether in his profes- 
sional or legislative experience he has ever known that the violation of 
arule or regulation of an executive officer has been made a misdemeanor. 
In other words, has he ever known anything made a misdemeanor which 
was not the violation of a statute? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that is soin the internal-revenue laws 
and the rules and regulations prescribed by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue as to the conduct of breweries and distilleries. I think 
violations of those rules and regulations are declared to be misdemean- 
ors under the law. 

But I submit to the Senator from South Carolina that a provision un- 
questionably far more seyere and objectionable is found in the original 
park act, passed in 1872. By the terms of that actit was provided that 
any visitor to the park who should violate any of the rules and regu- 
lations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior for the park, might 
be summarily ejected fromthe park. That meant all that it 
imports. He might be invited or ordered by the superintendent or one 
of the police officers of the park to leave, having violated one of the 
rules and regulations prescribed for the park by the Secretary; and ifhe 
refused to do it, I submit that he could be ejected from that park with 
violence, and ifit was n to maim, cripple, or kill him to produce 
that result, it could be done. in the interest of those who are to visit 
this park, and of those who violate the rules and tions of the 
Interior Department, it seems to me that this is the milder and less ob- 
jectionable legislation, and is a decided improvement in permitting a 

to be taken before a magistrate and have an investigation before 

im as to whether there has been a violation of the rules and regula- 
tions applicable to the park; and I submit that there might be very 
much less punishment in the latter case than if he was to be thus sum- 
marily and violently ejected under the requirements of the act of 1872. 

But it is suggested that this is objectionable because it entails con- 
siderable expense for the maintenance of the park. The increased ex- 
penditure over that which has been required for the government of the 
park paor to the last year since 1872 is for a small increase of the num- 

police officers and an increase of the salary of the commissioner 
who is to act as a magistrate. I have notfigured it up, but it is by no 
means a sum, and I really think the passing of this bill would 
not require beyond five to ten thousand dollars more per annum than 
um veen siroa to be expended under the old manner of controlling 

© par. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Nebraska has overlooked a pro- 
vision in section 10, which provides for the appointment of a superin- 
tendent of the park, with a of $2,500, and fifteen park police, 
with a salary, I believe, of $900 each. It also provides, in section 9: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be erected in the park a suit- 
able building to be used as a jail, and also an office for the use of the commis- 
sioner, the cost of such buildings not to exceed $5,000, 

This section 11 provides: 

That the Secretary of War shall detailan officer from the Corps of Engineers, 
whose duty it shall be to survey and lay out suitable roads in said park and se- 
lect the proper location for bridges therein, &c. 

That would entail quite an additional expense. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Over what we have expended heretofore? I 
think not. 

Mr. VEST. May I say a word? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr, VEST. Anamendment which I had the honor to submit to the 
sundry civil bill increases the appropriation made for the Yellowstone 
National Park as it was made by the House of Representatives in the 
bill now pending before the Senate, reported yesterday, from $20,000 
to $40,000, so that the whole amount of the increase under this amend- 
ment, which I made up on an estimate, the very lowest that could be 
made by consultation with the Secretary of the Interior, was $20,000. 

Now, I hold in my hand the report of the military officer who was 
made the acting superintendent of the park by the amendment to the 
sundry civil bill passed against my opposition and the Senate’s opposi- 
tion at the last session of Congress, and here is his estimate. Captain 
Harris says under the present management $200,000 will be required. 
We have now a company of cavalry located in the park, stationed at 
different points in it. Instead of fifteen assistant superintendents and 
one superintendent there is a company of cavalry with its officers in 
different parts of the park, and doing no earthly good in regard to its 
preservation. 

Mr. BUTLER. Butthis bill provides also for the sending of soldiers 
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to the park i ag requisition by the Secretary of the Interior on the 
of War. 


Mr. '.. That has been in the law since 1872; it was in the orig- 
inal act. Whenever marauders upon the park defy the whole power of 
the superintendent and his assistants, and difficulties occur there, as 
they have time and again, then the Secretary of the Interior, who has 
charge exclusively of the park under the original act, can make a requi- 
sty on the Secretary of War for troops. That has always been the 

win to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. But that, I say, might be an additional expense. 
Then I would call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to section 
8, which provides: 

Serc, 8. That all costs and expenses arising in cases under this actand properly 
chargeable to the United States shall be certified by the commissioner to the De- 
partment of Justice, and, if Sere by the proper officers of that riment, 


shall be paid by the marshal of the United States for the Territory of Wyoming, 
as other such costs in the United States courts. 


I should like to inquire if any estimate or calculation has been made 
by which we can arrive at what the probable costs in those cases will be. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ihave said to the Senator from South Carolina 
that I do not believe the ranning expenses of this park will be in- 
creased more than somewhere between five and ten thousand dollars 
per annum by the of this bill over what the expenses of the 
park have been year since the year 1872. 

The arethese: We still maintain asuperintendent at the park. 
We increase his salary $500 per annum. We increase the number of 
police from ten at $900 to fifteen at $900 each. We provide for a com- 
missioner, who shall act as magistrate, with a salary of $2,000 a year. 
That is all the increase there is in force. The expenditure for a suit- 
able building, to be used as a jail and an office for the use of this mag- 
istrate or commissioner, at an expense of not to exceed $5,000, is not an 
annual incident of expenditure, but when once spent it will be all, per- 
haps, that will be required so long as the park shall be maintained; 
and I suggest to the Senator from South Carolina that if we could get 
at the actual cost of maintaining during the last year the company of 
cavalry ordered there by the Secretary of War, at the request of the 
Secretary of the Interior, we should find, probably, computing the cost 
of maintaining these troops, the cost of their transportation, the cost 
of the erection of barracks for their protection, that the Yellowstone 
Park had cost far more during the present fiscal year than any year since 
it has been maintained as a reservation. 

Now, as to what will be the costs or the expenses incident to trials 
that shall arise in cases under this act I do not see how it is possible 
for any one to make an estimate. I have no idea that it will be avery 
large sum. The number of those who depredate is not very great. 
Most of the violations or offenses will be of a minor character: 

But this is the present difficulty: Here is a part of the public do- 
main of this country in which a man to-day may commit any misde- 
meanor, or any crime even to the extent of murder, and there is not 
the power in any court in this country to punish him. He can not be 
arrested and placed on trial; there is no court before which he can 
be taken. I suggest tothe Senator from South Carolina that in the 
presence of the fact that from six to ten thousand people every year go 
to visit this wonderful the most wonderful in the world—it is 
right that they should have protection, and that there should be that 
character of protection which comes from the speedy punishment of 
offenses committed. While I do not believe the cost would be much, 
yet however great it might be, I would be in favor of the Congress of 
the United States affording that protection to life and property, and 
not higgling over the few dollars it might cost. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me for interrupting him 
just there, let me say that if he brought forward a measure which 
would establish a full-fledged government in the Yellowstone Park, 
protecting the rights of all the citizens, or inhabitants, o7 residents, or 
whatever you choose to call them within that park, properly guarded 
and protected, I do not know that I should object to it. What I do 
object to is that extraordinary powers, certainly unknown in our insti- 
tutions, should be conferred upon any official in a part of the national 
territory which appears to be nondescript, as it is not a military reser- 
vation, or a Territorial government, or a State, but a parcel of land in 
those mountains which seems to have no very well defined position. I 
confess that I am not able to arrive at that point where I am willing to 
confer these powers on this commissioner and on thissuperintendent and 
on the Secretary of the Interior unless it becomes absolutely necessary. 
I do not believe it is necessary, and I now make this prediction: thatin 
less than five years’ time we shall be called upon to appropriate not 
less than $250,000 for the preservation of this national park, and per- 
haps a half million. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Even if it should be so, I would consider it 
money exceedingly wellexpended. Not that this park shall be main- 
tained as a pleasure ground—— 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a very expensive luxury. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I say it is not for that purpose, but it is for the 
greater and broader purpose of the preservation of these great forests, 
the existence of which is an absolute necessity to the communities that 
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live along the borders of the great rivers—the Yellowstone, the Mis- 
souri, and the Mississippi—that rise in the mountains of this reserva- 
tion. I place it upon that ground. I might be ing to place it on the 
mere fact that this is the wonder-land of the world; that within its 
limits are those great geysers, those deep cafions, those lofty mountains 
that combine to make it the grandest picture that nature affords on the 
face of the earth. If the Senator from South Carolina would visit the 
Yellowstone Park and see them, I think he would come back here a 
convert to this bill and to the expenditure of even a greater amount of 
money than he predicts will be necessary to preserve it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have been informed up to this time that the object 
of these police regulations and of the occupation of the park has been 
~ to preserve the great game. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is part of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not aware of the fact that the mere presence of 
a commissioner, a superintendent, and fifteen park police is going to 
help theseenormous cafions and high mountains remaining where they 
are, and I do not suppose that their being withdrawn from that park 
would cause these great curiosities to disappear, so that tourists com- 
ing from all parts of the world might not see them just as well without 
the presence of these officers as with it. 

I must say that I have not much faith in the preservation of the game. 
If we would build an insurmountable wall around the Yellowstone 
Park perhaps we might to corral this game within the limits 
of the park. But I understand that the classes of game that frequent 
the park are migratory, and when once they cross the designated line 
I do not know that there is anything that would prevent my friend, 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], going and taking a shot at 
one of them. Therefore I doubt very much if any legislation will ena- 
ble the Government of the United States to preserve the game. So far 
as the natural curiosities are concerned, the geysers and mountains and 
cafions and rivers and glens, they have been there I will not undertake 
to say how long, and I suppose will remain there till the end of time; 
and we are expending a vast amount of money, it strikes me, simply 
to preserve the right of people to go there under certain restrictions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from South Carolina will allow 


me— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON] has the floor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I yield to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I simply wish to say to my honorable and dis- 
tinguished friend from South Carolina, who alludes to game, as he al- 
ludes to me very properly as being about the only wild man left in the 
Senate, that it is a curious fact in natural history which is known 
everywhere that they have an instinct for finding an asylum where 
they are not to be harassed that is as strong, whether you call it in- 
stinct or intelligence or intellect, as that of human beings. You may 
take a square in this town or a garden where the birds are never al- 
lowed to be disturbed, and you will find a large number of birds there 
to-day carrying on the operations which their nature teaches them how 
todo. The same is true in respect to the great game in the Rocky 
Mountains. Wherever you can have a territory as large as this Yel- 
lowstone Park territory is that is safe against the hunting and pursuing 
and harrying of these creatures, there they will be, and they will be 
scarce everywhere else where there is free shooting. 

Mr. BUTLER. But, while that may be true, the Senator will cer- 
tainly not deny the fact that, within certain limits, with the full oper- 
ation of that law, all the animals can not concentrate in this asylum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not expect them all to concentrate there. 

Mr. BUTLER. The result would be their own extermination. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I expect that enough of them in that large 
and wild region where I have been, as I presume my friend has—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish he had been there, for then he would feel 
differently about this business. Itis large enough, and hasample scope 
and verge enough to make an asylum for an indefinite number of years 
to come for this large game, which would otherwise be entirely extir- 
pated. That is nota matter of profit; I admit the United States is not 
going to getanything into the Treasury out of it; but in respect to pre- 
serving some of those things that belong to the well-ordered considera- 
tion of mankind, relics of the past and so on, it is a good thing. 

Now when you come to the other part of it in respect of protecting 
the woods, protecting the geysers, and the most wonderful formations 
that the water brings up, cooling and running down over the hill sides— 
formations, if the Senator had only been there he would know from his 
own personal observation and experience that unless conserved and 
controlled and watched just as this Capitol has to be watched, made of 
hard marble, against knocking out chips here and corners there, andso 
on, the whole beauty that nature builds up there would be entirely de- 
stroyed, because it is not adamant that comes out of the water and set- 
tles itself with these wonderful colors and wonderful forms. It is some- 
thing fragile. And the same with the woods, unless you keep disrep- 
utable people—I mean vicious people, careless people—from building 
camp fires in dry times and then starting a fire that destroys all these 
woods, all of which are of the coniferous kind, and having pitch, &c., 
in them burn rapidly and are easily destroyed, you will only have a 
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desolate waste there of bare ground, and when you have got that deso- 
late waste of bare ground you will have neither forest nor grass nor any- 
thing other than an immeasurable torrent of mud, &c., that the rains 
and the snows and the thaws bring down into the rivers to go down into 
the lower regions to vex everybody there. 

Therefore it is that it has seemed to me that the efforts of the gen- 
tlemen in charge of measures of this kind to conserve and protect that 
park, as well as the other great headwaters of these great continental 
streams, in regions where there is no need that farmers or anybody 
should go—there is room enough for them, but it is not suitable for 

i d keep them as nature has preserved them, to have the 
waters retained by the forests and going off slowly, and to leave the 
wondérful beauties of nature as they are, and take care of them, is a 
good expenditure of the protio money. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not know but that the suggestions of the 
Senator from South Carolina have been very properly and fully an- 
swered by the Senator from Vermont; but I desire to call his attention, 
as he is desirous of enlightenment on this subject, to the report lately 
made, printed but two or three days ago, by Captain Harris, of the First 
Cavalry, United States Army, who has been in charge of the park for 
the last year. As to whether the geysers can be destroyed by the van- 
dalism of tourists, I commend my friend from South Carolina to this 
extract: 


It may be said without ration that not one of the notable geyser forma- 
tions in the park has esca; mutilation or defacement in some form, Those 
that have been most fortunate are covered with lead-pencil inscriptions record- 
ing the names of those shallow-minded visitors to whom such a distinction is a 
pleasure. A lead-pencil mark seems to be a very harmless defacement, but 


names bearing date of 1880 are still discoverable through the thin de; t of 
silica, and if this marking should go on unchecked, in a very few oos n 
veol È 


once beautiful formations will have become rape, weed and unat 
At the Upper Geyser Basin names with date of June, 1886, have been chiseled 
in the solid, te so deep that, in the slow process of nature, many years 
must elapse before this mutilation will be obliterated. Not content with the de- 
facement of the formations, efforts are constantly being made to destroy the 
geysers themselves by throwing into them sticks, logs of wood, and all sorts of 
obstructions. The eruptive force of several of the geysers has m totally de- 
stroyed by vandalism of this character. The footsteps of the throngs of visitors 
are wearing away the delicate and lace-like tracery ot the silicious its, and 
in a few years the formations surrounding the gorn will present appear- 
ance of the worn pavements of a city street. The willful defacement of these 
beautiful Aar Soo can only pe pravoniea by watchful supervision, supported by 
the rigid enforcement of la l penalties. A certain amount of wear and de- 
terioration, incident to the multitude of visitors, is probably unavoidable. 

It seems to me this very fully answers the suggestion, the guess 
rather, of the Senator from South Carolina. We have here an intelli- 
gent officer of the Army familiar with the facts who says to us that 
this vandalism is proceeding to the destruction of these great curiosities 
that attract the intelligent men of the world. I was greatly astonished 
when there two years ago to see the number of foreigners, intelligent 
Englishmen, Germans, and Frenchmen who visit the Yellowstone Park, 
and who having seen the rest of the world, give it the palm as being 
the greatest collection of wonders that there is anywhere in the world 
within the same extent of territory. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, the letter which my colleague 
read from Mr. Hague, of the Yellowstone Park survey, seems to give 
his reasons fully why this park should be increased, but none why it 
should be diminished, in itsarea. That was one point to which I called 
the attention of my colleague, and which does not seem to have been 
satisfactorily answered. ‘ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask my colleague whether he did not hear 
me explain why ? 5 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I did hear, but the statement made was not sat- 
isfactory to me. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It may not have been satisfactory, but I at- 
tempted to answer the inquiry. I feared that my colleague did not 
hear me on account of being at the time engaged in something else. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In the letter on this matter Mr. Hague says: 


aor the purposes for which the park was sct aside the present area is far too 


And then he mentions the reasons why this park should beincreased 
as a home for the animals roaming there and as a protection to the tim- 
ber. That isthe argument. Now, it seems that while this park has 
been increased on the south and the east by this bill, it has been di- 
minished on the north; and that point, even with the explanation of 
my colleague, Ido not fully understand. , 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the enlarged area in square miles? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask my colleague to give an answer. What 
is the area in square miles, the Senator from Kansas asks? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It extends east a distance of about 70 miles in 
width, and south a distance of about 20 miles in width. 

Mr. INGALLS, What would be the area in square miles with the 
enl boundaries ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ican not give the present area in square miles. 
It would be about 70 by 50, I think. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the area? I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. MANDERSON. With this addition it would be, I think, about 
70 miles by 50. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now, Mr. President, the Senator says that he 
deemed it advisable that this park should all be within the limits of one 
Territory. Certainly there can be no force in that proposition, for all 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1149 


these Territories are under the control of the Congress of the United 


States, and under the control of its laws passed by Congress, and it is 
competent for Congress to put that part of this park within the Terri- 
tory of Montana under the control of the Territory of Idaho, or of Wy- 
oming, where most of the territory of the park is located. : 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood that the scheme and design of this bill 
were to withdraw the park practically from Territorial control and make 
a separate government for it. That being the case, the idea that it is 
necessary to make its limits coextensive or commensurate with the 
boundaries of any existing Territory necessarily must be fallacious. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That is as I stated. That was the point I de- 
sired to make when I said that the position of my colleague was not 
satisfactory on that subject, because the reason given in substance, as 
explained by the Senator from Kansas, did not exist, and there was no 
obstacle or barrier in the way of the Government having full control 
of this country, whether it lies partly in one or partly in another of the 
Territories of the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. It can be withdrawn from both. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; just as completely as if it were a military | Berry. 


reservation, and I take it for granted there can be no reason such as that 
stated by my colleague, because the control of the United States is ab- 
solute, is complete, and by this bill with its extraordinary powers it is 
having absolute control as against any of the Territories, which are only 
dependencies of the United States. So there must be some other rea- 
son outside of the knowledge of this committee. 

Therefore it was that I remembered the contest which has been here 
year after year to introduce a railroad into the Yellowstone Park. Ire- 
membered that it had been antagonized year after year, and it has been 
stated that all the railroad company asked was a shert distance of this 

k upon the north; and, remarkable as it may appear, this reservation 
is not circumscribed except upon the north, where it has been claimed 
that a railroad ought to enter, against the wishes of Congress and in dero- 
gation of the rights and privileges supposed to be given to this park. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Does not my colleague know, as a matter of 
fact, that as one of the Committee on Territories it became my duty 
to make a minority report protesting against the building of the pro- 
posed railroad ? he not also know the fact that goal porns 
road proposed to enter the park for a distance of about 12 miles from 
its northern limits? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I know the fact stated by my colleage, but I am 
fearing that even so vigilant a committee as this have been overreached 
by the designs of this railroad company, unwittingly, of course, and I 
desire to guard them as well as the Senate of the United States against 
a covert attack on the part of this railroad company. That is what 

esire. - 

Evidently there was a reason for changing the northern line for some 
purpose. The lines of these Territories remain as now, and certainly 
there was some reason, at the inception, when the lines of this park 
were first established, why it should have been run north of the south 
line of Montana. Itwas deemed advisable that that aor whether itis 
a mile and a half or three miles, lying in Montana, should belong to the 
Yellowstone Park. It has been sacred from that time until now. It 
was not placed there inadvertently. There was an object. It was be- 
lieved that it required that much of Montana Territory to make this 
park perfect and complete, and now there should be some other reason 
for curtailing the northern boundary when this letter says the area is 
by far toosmall. There should be some other reason for diminishing 
it on the north than the fact that the park lies partly in one and partly 
in another of the Territories of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska will 
pause. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair will lay before 
the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday, being the bill (S. 2578) 
to prohibit members of Congress from acting as attorneys or employés 
for railroad companies holding charters or having received grant of 
lands or pecuniary aid from the United States. The pending question 
is on the amendment eo geese by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoax] to perfect the bill. 

Mr. VEST. I move to lay that bill aside temporarily, to finish the 
consideration of the park bill. 

Mr. BECK. I object to any postponement of the bill. I suppose 
the motion has to be put to a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to lay aside informally 
can only be adopted by unanimous consent. 

Pow VEST. Then I move to postpone the unfinjshed business until 
onday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

Piso uu and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e ro 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], who is not in his seat, 
but understanding from his remarks a while ago that he is in favor of 
the park bill, I vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the yea-and-nay vote called was on the 


passage of the Yellowstone Park bill. I withdraw my vote and an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] is generally 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. If my col- 
league were here he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FAIR. Iam pai è 

Mr. COKE. I announce that my colleague [Mr. MAXEY] is paired 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs]. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 

Bowen, Cullom. Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Brown, Farwell, McMillan, Ransom, 
Call, Frye, Manderson, Sabin, 
Cameron, Gorman, Mitchell of Oreg., Sawyer, 

Gray, Palmer, Teller, 
Conger, Hampton, Platt, Vest. 

NAYS—20. 
Allison. Coke, Morgan. Van Wyck, 
ses Dolph, Morrill, Walthall,” 

Geo: Saulsbury, Whitthorne, 
Blair, Hawley, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 
Butler, In; G Spooner, Wilson of Md. 

ABSENT—32, 

Aldrich, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Camden, Fair, Kenna, ddleberger, 
Chace, Gibson, McPherson, Sewell, 
Cheney, sree Mahone, ford, 
Colquitt, Harris, Maxey, Vance, 
Dawes, Harrison, Miller, Voorhees, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Mitchell of Pa., Williams. 


So the motion to postpone was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question now is on the motion 
to proceed to the consideration of the Yellowstone Park bill.- 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays on that. I desire to ask a 
question. I understand the Senate by the vote just taken has displaced 
the railroad attorneys bill altogether, and that it now stands at the foot 
of the ial orders instead of holding its place at the head. AmI 
correct in that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that that 
is the effect of the vote. It places the bill on the Calendar subject to 
motion, like any other bill. 

Mr. BECK. `I now desire to give notice that on Monday and every 
other day until a fair vote is I shall, whenever I can get the floor, 
make a motion to take it up. The Senate have seen fit to displace it 
and put it at the bottom of the Calendar, and now.it shall be voted on. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will allow ap- 
propriation bills to intervene, as they are ready. On Monday I shall 
ask the Senate to proceed with the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. BECK. I have no doubt that this bill will be antagonized in 
every form and from every quarter. I shall move every day to take it 


Do I understand the Senator from Kentucky to 
assume that because I suggest an appropriation bill, of which I gave 
notice several days ago, I mean to antagonize his bill ? 

Mr. BECK. I nt, prion the Senator from Iowa agreed to see me 
through in regard to my bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not like to be quite committed to the extent 
the Senator from Kentucky supposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vrst] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Yel- 
lowstone Park bill. 

Mr. BECK. I desire the yeas and nays on that. 

Pies oe and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] generally. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I suppose he would vote ‘‘yea.’? 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Arkansas] informs me 
that he is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 
My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CHACE. I was not aware that I was paired; but if that is the 
case I transfer my pair to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MrrcH- 
ELL], and I vote “yea.” 

Mr. HOAR, I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES], as I was also on the previous vote postponing the attorneys 
bill until Monday. If I had been present and voted I should have 
voted ‘* nay ” on that test question to postpone. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hawley, Sabin, 
Allison, Eustis, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Bowen, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Brown, Farwell, Manderson, Stanford, 
Call, Frye, Morrill, Teller, 
Chace, ` G : Platt, > ve 
Cockrell, Hale, Pugh, Williams, 
n Hampton, Ransom, 
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NAYS—17, 
Beck, Coke, Morgan, Wilson of Iowa, 
coo A Dolph, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md, 
B urm, Geo Van Wyck, 
Blair, M lan, Walthall, 
Butler, Mitchell of Oreg., Whitthorne, 
ABSENT—24, 
Camden, Gibson, Kenna, Payne, 
Cheney, Harris, McPherson, Plumb, 
Colquitt, Harrison, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
wes, Hoar, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Miller, Sewell, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Mitchell of Pa., Voorhees. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2436) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States setting apart a certain tract of land 
lying near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I had stated all I desired on the 
question of the invasion of this territory hy the withdrawal of the 
northern line of this park to the south, but I desire now to make asug- 
gestion as to another branch of this case. I desire that Congress shall 
not repeat the injustice it did to some of its citizens in the establish- 
ment of the park in California when they were ruthlessly legislated 
out of their rights. I refer to the Yosemite Park. Therefore it is in 
case there should be any settlers now in the country proposed to be ab- 
sorbed by this bill asa part of the Yellowstone Park, I desire that their 
rights shall be fully respected, and hence I propose this amendment: 

Provided, That se settlers on the territory newly added to said park by this 
bill shall be entitled to all the rights and privileges now given by any of the 
present laws of the United States and Territories. 

Mr. MANDERSON, That amendment meets with my hearty ap- 
proval. There are no settlers in fact upon the territory proposed to be 
added, but in the event that there should be any I am heartily in ac- 
cord with the proposed amendment; but I should like my colleague to 
fix a time, say the 1st of January of this year—January, 1887—because 
pending the bill in the two Houses parties not proper settlers might 
come in. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will accept the suggestion, and say so on the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The trouble is, then, that pending the bill in 
the two Houses parties might enter. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; but if an honest settler roaming through 
that country and looking fora home honestly settles, why should he not 
be protected? Thedateof the passage of the bill would be the proper 
time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). At what 
point in the bill does the Senator propose that his amendment shall be 
inserted ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. As anew section, instead of a proviso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentof the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Src. 12. That any settler on the territory newly added to said park by this 
bill shall be entitled to all the rights and privileges now given by any of the 
present laws of the United States and Territories. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to call the attention of my colleague to 
another matter in this bill, which possibly was an oversight on the part 
ofthecommittee. Thep! is that the timber shall be protected —— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before my colleague passes to that point, I sug- 
gest to him that by the amendment as just passed by the Senate there 
is no limit of time, even the date of the passage of the act. I under- 
stood that to be his suggestion. So I ask unanimous consent to insert 
into the amendment already adopted, after the word ‘“‘ till,” the words 
“who shall have settled upon the public domain before the passage of 
this act.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment just adopted will 
be so modified, if there be no objection. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now, I desire to call the attention of my col- 
league to the words contained on page 10, section 10: 

And provided also, That no growing timber in said park shall be cut— 

That, of course, is plain, no timber shall be cut— 

— for ee Bs Bash for cate Yee nor pap teps e cut, except oe 

e on, a) e su ndent oi rk, specifyin 
place at which said Gaba or hay Ba a i cut, ona the quantity thereof. fury 

I propose to strike out the words “‘ said timber” there, because it 
is the purpose of the bill that no timber shall be cut. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It may be— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think the word ‘‘timber’’ has been intro- 
duced without judgment in the last clause. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps so. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator does not want to prevent the cutting of 
timber for firewood, does he? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir. You specially provide— 


Wo growing timber in said park shall be cut, either for building purposes or 
for firewood, nor shall hay be cut, except by the permission, ATAR, of the 


rene naani of said park, specifying the place at which said timber or hay 
may cu 

It means that hay may be cut by permission. 

Mr. PLATT. Isit not the meaning that timber may be cut for fire- 
wood, and also hay? 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that if we are to build a jail there 
and erect some other buildings for the use of the Government, the Goy- 
ernment onght to be allowed to cut timber for that purpose at least. 
It Will be practically impossible to carry timber in there. It could 
only be done at very great expense. Not much of a jail can be built 
for $5,000, as it is provided it shall be in section 9, if the timber is to 
be transported from abroad into the park. Ithinkit should be limited. 

Mr. DAWES. There is fallen timber enough in the park to last fifty 


years. 

Mr. TELLER. The Government does not want to build a jail out 
of fallen timber. 

Mr. DAWES. They can not get any better timber by cutting it 
down. The timber that falls there is by acres. There is a clean sweep 
of all the timber there is lying there, and it has lain there without de- 
cay for years. Thereis no more occasion to cut timber there than there 
is to carry coals to Newcastle. 

Mr. TELLER. If the friends of this bill are satisfied to confine the 
timber to be used to dead timber, I have no objection; but it seems to 
me that would be a mistake. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The timber referred to can hardly be called 
dead timber. There is hardly any timber in the park that comes un- 
der that designation. It is timber that because of fires has been so 
burned and scorched upon the outside that it is likely to be destroyed, 
and yet is available for building purposes; and many of the houses, I 
think all of the houses erected in the park for hotel purposes, are built 
of that sort of timber. So it is not necessary, I take it, to cut any 
of the growing timber in the park. I think the verbal suggestion 
made by my colleague a proper one. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not understand that amendment at all. The bill 
reads, as amended by the committee: 

And provided also, That no growing timber in said park shall be cut— 

That is very plain— 
either for building purposes or for firewood, nor shall hay be cut, except by the 
permission, in writing, of the superintendent of said park, g the place 
at which said timber or hay may be cut, and the quantity thereof. 

The meaning of the committee unquestionably was that no person 
for any purpose should cut any growing timber or any hay there with- 
out the express permission of the superintendent. There are hundreds 
of acres of fallen timber there, because when one of these forest fires 
starts itis almostirrepressible, and it destroys for miles and miles. This 
provision ought not to be amended or stricken out. It is one of the 
most important in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 10, line 24, after the word ‘‘ which,” 
strike out the words ‘‘said timber or;’’ so as to read: 

Specifying the place at which hay may be cut, and the quantity thereof. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. BUTLER. Upon that question I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I desire to say, without entering 
into a discussion of the merits of this bill, that I can not vote for it. 
This reservation embraces certain natural curiosities and points of in- 
terest which will be visited from time to time by citizens of our own 
country from every State in the Union and every part of the continent. 
Strangers from other countries will visit this park. Under the regu- 
lations already established power enough is vested in the Secretary of 
the Interior to protect the reservation so far as the public interests are 
concerned. 

The bill imposes restrictions and limitations and prescribes restraints 
and commits authority to individuals in provisions which I do not be- 
lieve to be wholesome. I therefore shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I presume, Mr. President, this bill will be passed, 
as upon a test vote it had a majority. Ido not propose to discuss it 
at any length, but merely to record my dissent and opposition to the 
bill. A 

Iam opposed tosetting aside 3,500 square miles of the public domain, 
almost twice the size of the State of Delaware, nearly as large as the 
State of Connecticut, about three times as large as the State of Rhode 
Island, as expressed in the bill—I read from it now—to be ‘“‘ dedicated 
and set apart as a park or pleasure ground for the benefit and enjoy- 
ment of the people of the United States.’ 

I do not think, in fact I know, that ninety-nine one-hundredths of 
the people of the United States, I may say nine hundred and ninety- 
nine one-thousandths of the people of the United States, will never 
have the privilege, or rather the power, to enjoy this pleasure ground. 
It will cost more money to reach it and to enjoy the sights which are 
to be seen there than nine hundred and ninety-nine men in one thou- 
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sand of our people will ever be able to have to spend in that way. I 
am opposed, therefore, to the end which the bill seeks to attain. 

I am equally opposed to the means by which this end is sought to be 
attained. I believe that it is in violation of the plain provisions of our 
Constitution in one or two particulars. , In the first place, the 
ous power is conferred upon the Secretary of the Interior to enact crimi- 
nal laws for the infraction of which citizens of the United States are 
liable to be proceeded against criminally, fined, and imprisoned. Ibe- 
lieve that all the legislative power which the United States possesses is 
vested in Congress. Ido not believe that it isinthe power of Congress 
to abdicate the performance of duties arising under that investiture of 
power and confer it upon an executive officer. If we had the power, I 
think it would be very unwise to exerciseit. Iam unwilling thatany 
one single man in this country shall possess the royal prerogative of mak- 
ing laws for the infraction of which fine and imprisonment are imposed. 

There is another objection, I think, to this bill upon constitutional 
grounds, the one urged by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuT- 
LER]. ‘The bill declares that certain acts done in violation of the pro- 
visions of this measure shall bea misdemeanor. It has been stated 
here that misdemeanors are not crimes. The very first thing that the 
student learns in reading criminal law is that crimes are divided into 
felonies and misdemeanors. Felonies, under the old common-law def- 
inition, were such offenses as were punishable with death and the for- 
feiture of the goods of the party. Misdemeanors were all other crimes, 
all other violations of law for which a penal sanction was provided in 
the statute. At common law the very high crime of perjury was but a 
misdemeanor. Under the present legislation of the States of this Union 
and of Great Britain nine-tenths of the criminal offenses are those which 
are merely misdemeanors. 

So the clause of the Constitution read by my friend from South Caro- 
lina, which guarantees to every party who is a defendant in a criminal 
prosecution the right of trial by jury, in my opinion, is violated by the 
provisions of this bill. There are many provisions in State laws allow- 
ing summary convictions without a jury, but which are held to be 
constitutional upon the ground by the Senator from South 
Carolina, that although the party was subject in the first instance to a 
summary trial without a jury, yet he was entitled, if he saw fit to exer- 
cise that right, to an appeal to a court in which he was to be tried bya 


jury. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to interrupt the Senator from 
Mississippi long enough to call his attention to a bill which received 
his hearty support and his vote at this session of Congress. I submit 
to him that if the provision that permits the Secretary of the Interior 
to make rules and regulations which shall have the force of law, vio- 
lations of which shall be punished, is an infraction of the constitutional 
provision he refers to, then certainly a provision in the interstate-com- 
merce bill, that received his vote, is a similar infraction, for it provides 
that the commission appointed by the act may from time to time make 
general rules exempting ‘‘such designated common carrier” in special 
cases from the operation of the act; and when such exceptions shall 
have been made and published, they shall, until changed by the com- 
mission or by law, have like force and effect as though the same had 

been specified in the section. Thencomes the penal part of the section, 

that any common carrier who shall violate the provisions of that sec- 

tion of the act which includes the rules shall be liable to the person or 

pomosi whom such excessive charge was made for all damages 
by such violation. 

mo seems D me that if this case is an abrogation of the right of legis- 
lation that I admit is in the Congress of the United States, the other 
was Piao a violation of that right. 

RGE. If the Senator was right in supposing that the pro- 
vite ia the interstate-commerce bill was like the provision in this bill 
he would only convict me of an inconsistency, and not disprove the 
force of the argument which Iam making. But the provisions are dis- 
similar. In this case there is an express provision declaring—and I 
call the attention of the Senate to that—the violation of a rule laid down 
by the Secretary of the Interior to bea misdemeanor, which is a crime, 
declaring that violation to be a misdemeanor and punishable by fine 
and imprisonment. In the interstate-commerce bill, while rules and 
regulations are authorized to be made by the commission, there is not 
a single provision which declares the violation of any of those rules to 
be a misdemeanor and punishable. 

The Senate will observe that when the Senator from Nebraska un- 
dertook to convict me of an inconsistency in that behalf he had to rely 
upon the inference which he drew from words substantially such as 
these: ‘‘any violations of the provisions of this act;’’ and in order to 
make that fit the case he had to assert that “ any violations of the pro- 
visions of this act’’ meant not only a violation of the provisions of the 
statute but also a violation of the rules and regulations which were to 
be framed by the commission. So I stand without the conviction of 
inconsistency, which would amount to nothing if it existed. The in- 
terstate-commerce bill is no precedent for this bill. 

I did not intend to say so much, butsince the Senator from Nebraska 
challenges me by interruption I shall read and comment a little upon 
that, I admit, somewhat antiquated instrument; but it possesses some 


interest, at least to the archxologist if it does not to the legislator, the 
Constitution of the United States: 

In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right toa aeeey. and 
ublic trial, by an napata jury of the State and district wherein the crime shall 
ve been committed, 

Is this a criminal prosecution? There are but two kinds of prosecu- 
tions which can occur in a court of justice; one is criminal and the other 
civil. A civil suit is an action brought by one citizen against another 
for the redress of a private wrong; and that is all there is in it. A 
criminal prosecution is a prosecution instituted on behalf and in the 
name of a State or government for the violation of a law imposed by 
that State. 

I said when I first got up that the Senator was mistaken in suppos- 
ing that misdemeanors were not crimes. Every prosecution for a mis- 
demeanor is criminal prosecution, and the redress had is, asin all crim- 
inal cases, the punishment of the offender. The essential test between 
a criminal prosecution and a civil prosecution is that in the one the end 
of the suit is to get redress, to get damages, to get compensation for the 
wrong which the defendant, a private person, has done to the plaintiff, 
and when you get to the measure of that wrong you have got all you 
can Ina prosecution the object is not to get redress; 
the fine or other penalty is not inflicted with a view of compensating 
anybody; it is inflicted as a penalty to punish the party for doing the 
act. For instance, if under this bill a man shall in this park shoot a 
bird worth 5 cents or 10 cents he is to be fined $100 and imprisoned 
for three months. Thatshows the essential difference between the two. 
One is punitive; one is intended to punish what has been done, not 
gauged by the amount of damage done, but for the purpose of deterring 
others from acting in the same way. 

‘So, if we are to read the Constitution of the United States in the 
plain language in which it is written, if we are to understand the En- 
glish common-law and the American common law as everybody under- 

stands it, and interpret this bill as including crimes, which is 
perjury, including among crimes the class of INA, and as this 
declares that all infractions of this act are misdemeanors, I think I 
have made it out beyond controversy that that provision of the bill is 
in violation of constitutional rights. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am very anxious to secure a vote one 
way or the other on the bill. Therefore I shallnot detain the Senate 
at any le The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is opposed 
to the biJl in any shape, as he very frankly states. 

Mr. GEORGE, That is true; in any shape. 

Mr. VEST. He is opposed to this park being retained there asa 
park in any form whatever. 

Mr. GEORGE. Except for the preservation of natural curiosities. 

Mr. VEST. If we are to take the unanimous opinion of all disin- 
terested who have visited the park, and of the captain of cav- 
alry sent there to take the place of the superintendent, we must believe 
that without some form of government as provided in this bill those 
curiosities can not be preserved atall. Captain Harris states in his re- 
port, which I have before me, that persons are going there now and 
mutilating the cones around the geysers, which are really beautiful 
and artistic works of nature, for the purpose of carrying off specimens 
to the different portions of the Union. 

More than ten thousand persons visited the park during the last 
summer, and unless there is some surveillance over the movements of 
tourists all the objects of beauty in the park will inevitably be muti- 
lated and destroyed. Itis asingular fact, known to every one who has 
been in the Yellowstone Park, that by writing in a pencil mark, as 
Captain Harris says in his report, the name of any person, in an in- 
credible space of time, as the silica is transparent which you can see is 
formed above it, in a day or two ora week afterwards the visitor comes 
back, and by cutting or chipping out that block he carries home a per- 
petuation of his own name for his family, done by nature itself. With 
the thirst for immortality and publicity on the part of the American 
people at large, we can very well see how it is manifestly impossible 
to prevent them from carrying away, if within their power, these rare 
and wonderful specimens, perpetuating, as I have said, their own 
au 

But the principal objection of the Senator from Mississippi is the 
constitutional one. I say that the law-writers and the courts as to 
State constitutions having identically the provision of the Constitution 
of the United States, using the terms “‘crimes’’ and ‘‘criminal pro- 
ceedings,” construe that provision not to apply to misdemeanors, Ta 
the last work upon the right of trial by jury, Proffatt on Trial by Jury, 
the author says: 


It is evident that a jury trial can not be demanded in every case where epa 
son is punished for a criminal offense. Such was not the practice at any 
at the common law and before the ado: mormon of our Constitution. 

For an offense rendering a person le to “infamous punishment” he is en- 


titled to a jury. Then the question arises, what is “infamous?” Generally, it 
is such as will entail, as a primitive consequence after sentence, the forfeiture 
of certain political rights, such as the right to vote. 

Not all crimes— 

He says— 


which were felonies at common law must be tried by a jury. Petit larceny 


1152 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY. 29, 


was afelony at common law, yet it has been punished in England and here with- 
out a jury trial in a summary manner by a magistrate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And he cites two New York authorities in favor 
of that proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; anumberofthem. But the Senator from Missis- 
sippi says that this is a delegation of the legislative power by Con- 
gress toa commissioner. Under the internal-revenue law such power is 
delegated to a commissioner. I read asection of the statutes in which 
the power is given toa magistrate to have a seaman seized and pun- 
ished in a summary manner. 

Mr. GEORGE. For what? 

Mr. VEST. For refusing to go on board his ship. 

Mr. GEORGE. That was to carry out his contract. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose it was in violation of his contract; it isa 
penalty, itis punitory. They have had the right to inflict a punish- 
ment upon him of six months’ imprisonmentin jail. That has beena 
clause of the Revised Statutes for fifteen years; yes, for twenty-five 


years. 

Mr. BUTLER. May Iask the Senator from Missouri a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask him, if, in his experience as a lawyer, he has 

ever known an instance in any State in this Union where trial by jury 
posse denied unless the party tried in that way has had the right of 
ap) ¥ 

Mr. VEST. I undertake to say that there are not halfa dozen States 
in this Union where a police judge does not inflict this punishment 
without a jury, and I challenge any contradiction of that statement. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not without the right of appeal. 

Mr. HOAR. Not without the right of appeal. 

Mr. VEST. In New Yory city prisoners are taken before a police 
judge and punished by imprisonment in the jail for months, and even 
for a year at a time, without a trial by a jury. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would not one of those prisoners be entitled to the 
right of appeal? That is the point. 

Mr. VEST. What has that, logically, to do with trial by jury ? 

Mr. BUTLER. It has this to do with it: You not only deny the 
party accused in the Yellowstone Park trial by jury but you deny the 
right of appeal. I submit it has a great deal to do with the question; 
it is the very gist of it. 

Mr. VEST. I can not see how, logically, the right of appeal to a 
superior court has anything in the world to do with trial by jury. 

Mr. MANDERSON, If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, 
I will call his attention to the provisions of the statute pertaining to 
the police court of the District of Columbia. This is the provision as 
to jurisdiction: 

acai ies a re ca end ee Peete oat oe 
e comm: n C3 no! cay r 1er- 
a infamous crimes; that is to say, of all simple PA TRAE en eeng and all 


other misdemeanors not punishable by imprisonment in the penitentiary ; and 
of all offenses against the laws and ordinances of the District in force therein. 


Then the law goes on to provide in section 1064 of the Revised Stat- 
utes for the District of Columbia: 

Prosecutions in the police court shall be by information under oath, without 
indictment by grand jury or trial by petit jury. 

It seems to me, if the Senator from Mississippi is correct, that is 
plainly an unconstitutional provision as he construes the Constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to call his 
attention to a high authority? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. In opposition to the statement made by the Senator 
from South Carolina, the Senator from Missouri has just said that the 
appeal has nothing” to do with it. I read from Bishop on Criminal 
Procedure, section 893, as follows: 

This constitutional right— 

Referring to trial by jury— 
must necessarily,in some degree, be under seers regulation and control, 
though the substance of it can not be i Eai a hus: Providing preliminary 
steps to i ury trial is not unconstitutional; as, its a statute directs a trial with- 
out ju en permits to convicted defendants an unobstructed appeal to a court 
p ine de novo by jury, it does not violate the Constitution by erecting this 
vestibule to pass through to the jury beyond. If, on the other hand, one does not 
choose to appeal, or to prosecute his appeal, after it is taken, he waives his right 
toa jury ly 

So the statement of the Senator from South Carolina is vindicated by 
the highest authority known in this country on criminal law. 

Mr. VEST. Then the position of the Senator is that you can not ap- 
peal except to a court where you can have a jury? 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course. - 

Mr. VEST. Thereare courts, and plenty of them, to which there are 
appeals taken where there is no jury trial. In the city of New Yorka 
police judge inflicts the punishment, and if he inflicts a fine below a 
certain amount there is no appellate jurisdiction. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to a very im- 
portant fact to which his attention has not been called, I presume. 


„came in and resumed his operations. 


There is a difference between the language of the constitutions of the 
several States under which these decisions are made and the language 
of the Constitution of the United States. In most of the States the 
language is, ‘The right of trial by jury shall remain inviolate;’? and 
the courts have held that the word “remain” refers to an antecedent 
and existing state of facts or law; or, in other words, that in deter- 
mining the right of trial by jury under provisions of that sort they es 
fer to England; and if it can be shown that in England the party was 
not entitled to the right of trial by jury, then as the word ‘‘remain ” 
is used, guaranteeing simply the existence of a state of law which was 
already in existence, it did not apply. But the language which I read 
from the Constitution of the United States is very different from that. 
Mr. VEST. I thought that the law had been read here from this 
elementary work sufficiently to show that this authority covers the 
very point now made by the Senator from Mississippi: 


In the constitutions of other States there are no express provisions for the trial 
in criminal cases beyond the general provisions securing the trial forever invio- 


late, which, of course, gives it in alle vil and criminal cases, = 


Jt is evident that a jury trial can not o dianid in every cake where a per- 
son is punished for a criminal offense, 
Nothing can be more distinct than that. The author proceeds: 


It would be manifestly impracticable. There must be some speedy, summary 
way to deal with a large class of minor offenses. 

Not long ago Chief-Justice Waite addressed a letter to Mr. W. A. Phil- 
lips, an attorney in this city, who has taken great interest in the Yellow- 
stone Park, in which he expresses his opinion in regard to the identical 
bill now before the Senate. Chief-Justice Waite has been to that park 
and is familiar with it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Whose opinion are you reading? 

Mr. VEST. That of Chief-Justice Waite, of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. He says: 

I have read the Yellowstone Park bill, and it seems to me to meet the re- 
quirements of the case. To accomplish what is needed there must be a gov- 
ernment, and I do not see how any less than is provided for can be made suffi- 
cient. If it is worth while to haye the park, it is worth while to see that it is 
preserved for the purposes for which t was intended. It should either be 
abolished altogether and be permitted to go into the hands of private owners 
for the marpo of sens or else it daca be kept as a national institution 
and cared for as such, 

This opinion does not come from Chief- Justice Waite voon the bench. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from uri what 
is the objection of the committee to providing that where the sentence 
is to an imprisonment there may be an appeal to the district court of 
the adjacent Territory ? 

Mr. VEST. I was about to say, in the very next sentence, that so 
far as an appeal was concerned, I had not the slightest objection to it. 
But the point of this whole discussion has been the jury trial, and that 
is equivalent to saying that there shall be no punishment there at all, 
because it is impossible to get a jury in that park. Nobody is permit- 
ted there except tourists and officers of the Government. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator will pardon me for suggesting that if the 
bill provided that when the sentence of the inferior magistrate was im- 
prisonment there might be, at the discretion of the defendant, an ap- 
peal to the district court, that would answer the argument which has 
been made against the bill, because there they would have a jury trial. 

Mr. VEST. I understand not. I understand we commenced the 
discussion with trial by jury, and now have got on to the appeal. 
I have no objection to anybody taking an ap to the district court 
of Wyoming. Ifany gentleman opposed to the bill will offer such an 
oe so far as I am individually concerned I shall not op- 


vere GEORGE. I suppose the object of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts in providing for an appeal is that there may be a jury trial in the 
court to which the appeal is taken. 

Mr. VEST. I understood that the point made against the bill is 
that it does not provide for a trial by jury as to every misdemeanor in 
the park, and that is equivalent to having no jurisdiction to try any 
case summarily; it is equivalent to saying that nobody shall be pun- 
ished for any misdemeanor in that park at all. 

Mr. GEORGE. We agree that in the preliminary trial if an appeal 
be allowed to a court, the case to be tried de novo there with a jury, 
jury trial will be secured if there is no onerous or burdensome con- 
dition imposed upon the appeal. 

Mr. VEST. Speaking for myself, I have not the slightest objection, 
and never have had, against any provision in the bill that would give 
the right of appeal on conviction for a misdemeanor; but what I do 
oppose is the contention that there must be a jury in every trial for a 
misdemeanor in the park, because in the very nature of things that 
does away with punishment altogether. 

Under the act of 1872 the Secretary of the Interior was authorized to 
make such rules and regulations as he thought proper, but under that 
act if a man went in there with an axe and commenced knocking to 
pieces the cones around Old Faithful or the Queen geyser, all you could 
do with him was to take him and his axe and put him outside the 
park, and as soon as he was released he just took another cañon and 
That will not do. 

As Chief-Justice Waite says, if you propose to have the park at all, 
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you must have a government for it. You must either repeal the act 
of 1872 and all amendatory acts and throw this whole magnificent 
reservation, magnificent in the view of natural curiosities and the won- 
ders of nature, back into the public lands, and let the first man who 
can grab Old Faithful take it for a laundry, and bring in a few China- 
men and commence washing out dirty clothes. It does wash all sorts 
of cotton in the most effectual manner, but it has a democratic disre- 
gard for linen; it tears it to pieces. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is a simple proposition I wish to suggest 
to the Senator from Missouri. Ido not think he has any particular 
pride in this bill. He desires that which shall be most efficient for the 
government of the park. 

Mr. VEST. That is all. 

Mr. MANDERSON. To meet these views I suggest that an amend- 
ment be made by adding, in section 7, line 13, after the word ‘‘ pro- 
vided,’’ this provision: 

Provided, That whereas part of the sentence there shall be 
prisonment, an appeal shall be allowed to the district court 
under the second section of this act. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection in the world to that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That, it seems to me, will reach the objections 
which have been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill having been ordered toa 
third reading and read the third time, before it can be amended the 
Senate will have to reconsider the vote by which it was ordered toa 
third reading. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it can be done by unanimous consent. 
I do not think there will be any objection to the amendment I propose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to inserting the 
amendment read by the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, one I have just written 
is exactly like his, but I think contains alittle more, I propose to in- 
sert, after the word “imprisonment,” in the thirteenth line of section 
5, the words: 


Provided, That where the sentence is to imprisonment, the defendant may, if 
he see fit, appeal therefrom to the district court of Wyoming on recognizing 
adrt sufficient sureties to the satisfaction of said commissioner to prosecute 

appeal, 


Mr. MANDERSON.. Thatisbetter. Iwithdraw my proposed amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to inserting the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts in the bill as 
indicated? The Chair hears none, and it is inserted. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to hear that part of [the bill read as 
amended, so that we can understand it. 

Mr. VEST. Let the section be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section as amended will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That all hunting or the killing, wounding, or capturing, at any time, 
of any wild animal or bird, except dangerous animals when it is necessary to 
prevent them from destroying human life or inflicting an injury, is prohibited 
within the limits of sald park; nor shall any fish be taken out of the waters of 
the park by means of seines, nets, traps, or by the use of drugs or any explosive 
substances or compounds, or in any other way than by hookand line. Any per- 
son willfully violating the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be fined for each offense not less than 
320 nor more than $100, or by imprisonment for not more months, or 
by both such fine and imprisonment: |, That where the sentence is to 
imprisonment the defendant may, if he see fit, appeal therefrom to the district 
court of Wyoming on recognizing, with sufficient sureties, to the satisfaction of 
said commissioners to prosecute said appeal, 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am as anxious as anybody to come to 
a vote, but some things have been said about this park that I do not 
choose to allow to go into the RECORD without contradiction. I have 
not the slightest interest in the world in the park, except as a Senator 
here and as a citizen of the United States. I have visited it, and I 
have taken great interest in it, simply because it is the most wonder- 
ful region upon this continent. 5 

It has been said here by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
that he was opposed to taking this enormous amount of the public do- 
main out of the public territory. It must be understood that this 
enormous extent of country, nearly 3,400 square miles, under the pro- 
yisions of this bill, is utterly useless except for the purposes of a park. 
I have traveled, not through the entire extent upon the east, but upon 
the south I have, and upon the south it is a volcanic country, ccvered 
everywhere with lava deposits. There are no minerals there, no agri- 
cultural resources, no grazing lands. It is simply fit for the purposes 
of a park and nothing else. Upon the eastern side is the habitat of the 
large game in the summer months, when they go even above the tim- 
ber line to escape the flies. But in the winter time comes the great 
destruction of game, when the snows fall to the extent of 6 or 8 feet, 
and the skin-hunters and pot-hunters put on their snow-shoes and go 
in and find the elk and deer parked in the caiions unable to escape, 
and then they shoot them down at their own pleasure. In one in- 
stance of which I happen to know, a man found a band of elk in this 
condition and with a revolver and knife killed forty-six before he left 
them. He cached the meat; he put it in under the snow in a cache, 
and it was there found by one of the assistant superintendents, and all 
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unishment by im- 
ving jurisdiction 


that they could do with the man was to take him outside of the park 
and turn him loose. 

To-day there is no jurisdiction there to punish murder or robbery or 
any sort of felony. ‘There have been a dozen murders committed in 
the park, and the criminals have gone unwhipped of justice and un- 
punished; for the simple reason that there was no power which could 
punish them. ‘The Territory of Wyoming has claimed jurisdiction 
there, but in my judgment asa lawyer, without the shadow of a pre- 
tense to any such authority. As Chief-Justice Waite says, if we pro- 
pose to keep the park let us put some law over it. If we propose to 
destroy it, to allow it to become a portion of the public lands, let us 
do that by a direct vote. All that is asked here now is simply to give 
it such government as will prevent crime and protect property, and 
that is the whole of this bill. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the Senate 
upon this bill. I only wish to say that I am heartily in favor of the 
general object of the bill. I think that we might very well reserve not 
only 3,400 square miles, but twice that number for the pleasure and 
the amusement of the American people now andin future generations. 
I look forward to the day when cheap transportation and wiser econo- 
mies than now prevail will enable the great majority of the American 
people to visit this great natural curiosity, and I take pleasure in doing 
anything in my power to advance that object and preserve this park 
for their amusement and pleasure. It isa marvelous natural phenom- 
enon and is doubtless intended by a kind Providence for the observa- 
tion and the delight of mankind. Its animal life is equally wonderful 
and curious. We shall be false to our duty and the great trust reposed 
in us to use the public powers intrusted to us not only for the benefit 
of the present but also of future generations by preserving both for 
their delight and their study. 

But it seems to me that the provisions in this bill which have been 
criticised are justly subject to condemnation. I know that the Con- 
stitution has been refined away until there is no intelligible rational 
interpretation to be put upon it if we follow the decisions of the courts. 
The Constitution says in very plain terms that the trial of all crimes 
shall be by jury. It is quite manifest that all punitive offenses are 
crimes. The reasoning which has been submitted here of courts de- 
ciding that an offense which was punishable, which confined a person 
and deprived him of property, was not a crime, has no force, and there 
is noreasoninit. Therecan be nosuch distinction. Crime consists in 
the wrong andin the poe but when we go further and see how it 
is that the person who is to be tried for a crime shall be arrested and 
held for it, we find that— 


No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, 
unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising 
in the land or naval forces, or in the militia, 

But he may be arrested for anything that is not an infamous crime 
and held to answer. The crime must be tried and punished by ajury. 
The person may be arrested and held to answer. A 

I do not see why the authority of a magistrate in this park, and the 
authority of a judicial officer with power to punish, with power to hold 
answerable to the jurisdiction of the district court, and with special 
authority, might not have been inserted in the bill. I think that the 
liberty of the citizen should be guardedeverywhere. The jurisdiction 
of the courts should be extended over this park, and there should bea 
committing magistrate there, and bailin a amount should be re- 
quired; and if necessary there should be an immediate trial and the 
person transported to such place as is convenient within the district for 
his trial. 

I think the interstate-commerce bill is quite as much subject to this 
criticism as this bill. No legislative power can be delegated, no judi- 
cial power can be conferred on any person who is not a judicial person 
in the sense of the Constitution; and no judicial power can be exercised 
except subject to the guarantees of personal right contained in the Con- 
stitution. But why talk about the Constitution? _ It is a forgotten in- 
strument. The Constitution and the law is the varying opinion of men 
clothed with judicial power. Whether capable of reasoning or not, 
whether ignorant or not, whether honest or not, their opinions and their 
actions are the constitution and the law under our present system and 
our present habitsof thought. Ionly wished to present these thoughts 
as the impressions which occur to me. The interests of the public 
peace, the interests of the preservation of this park, might all be pre- 
served by a provision of the character I have mentioned. I think it 
is a subterfuge to say that a man may be punished for a crime without 
a jury, and give him an appeal tosome other court. What becomes of 
the Constitution, that he shall not be ‘‘ deprived of his liberty without 
due process of law,” and of the fact that due process of law is that 
process issued subject to the provisions of the organic law? 

I shall vote for the bill, and should like to vote for it with such an 
amendment in it; but this is one of the refinements which take away 
theright of the citizen and authorize his punishment by tribunals which 
have no power, and ought not to have any power to deprive him of his 
life, his liberty, or his property. Still I shall vote for it, notwithstand- 
ing these objections, inasmuch as if courts do their duty they will pro- 
tect the citizen against any abuse of power under it. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
Mr. McMILLAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been already 
ordered on the passage of the bill. 
The Secretary called the roll. 5 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the vote is announced, and contrary to all 
rule, I wish to ask unanimous consent that in section 10, in line 16, 
the phraseology may be changed so as to describe technically and prop- 
erly the persons who are to exercise the power of arrest. It now reads: 
And shall for that purpose have all the powers and duties conferred by law 
ppo the marshals and deputy marshals of tbe district courts of the United 
Technically, there is not any such office, and, therefore, I ask unan- 
imous consent to make it read : 
Upon the marshals and deputy marshals of the United States of the judicial 
districts of the United States. 
Mr. VEST. Let those words be inserted by unanimous consent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate, pending the call of the roll, to sub- 
mit the amendment which he has indicated to the bill now under con- 
sideration. Isthere objection? ‘The Chair hears none, and the amend- 
ment is made. 
Mr. CONGER. My colleague [Mr. PALMER] was temporarily called 
away from the Chamber. If my colleague were present he would vote 


“ec ” 

yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 49, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS—49. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmun Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Beck, Eustis, Kenna, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Mahone, Stanford, 
Blair, Fair, Manderson, Teller, 
Bowen, Farwell, Miller, Vance, 
Brown, Frye, Mitchell of Oregon, Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Morrill, Walthall, 
Cameron, Gray, Payne, Williams, 
Chace, Hampton, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cockrell, ugh, 
Conger, Hawley, nsom, 
Cullom, ‘oar, Sabin, 
NAYS—8, 
Berry, Coke, McMillan, Whitthorne, 
Butler, George, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 
ABSENT—19. 
Camden. Hale. Maxey, Sanulabury, 
Cheney,” Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, E 
Ingalls, mer, an Wy 

oa Jones of Florida, Plumb. A Voorhees. 
Gibson, McPherson, Riddleberger, 

So the bill was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1280) to authorize Frank W. Hunt to erect 
and maintain a ferry across the Missouri River at the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Buford, Dakota. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7218) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,’’ approved February 25, 1885, d to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. SNYDER, Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, and 
Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, managers on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 10203) to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to make a special 
distribution of seeds in the drought-stricken counties of Texas, and 
making an appropriation therefor; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the next special order the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1200) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an 
act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned 
act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue 
of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to 
secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain 
of the companies therein mentioned. j 

Mr. TELLER. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to call 
up a bill that is general in its character. 

Mr. BECK. I object to any consent. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe it will create any discussion. 

Mr. BECK. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kentucky objects. 


Mr. BECK. Ido not know what it is, but I object. á 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves an executive session. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

Mr.CULLOM. I suppose the Senator from Kentucky desires to get 
his bill before the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. I desire that it be not displaced. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator has a right to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator from Kentucky ought to be 
allowed to get his bill before the Senate, at any rate, before we adjourn. 

Mr. BECK. Al I ask is that it may be taken up and left as the un- 
finished business, and then anything else may come up. 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall not object to that if the Senator will con- 
sent to my motion immediately after that. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to call up Senate bill 2578, so that it may be 
the unfinished business for Monday. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. CAMERON. Temporarily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. 
Beck] moves that the Senate proceed to the cousideration of the bill 
(S. 2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting as attorneys or 
employés for railroad companies holding charters or having received 
grant of lands or pecuniary aid from the United States. The effect of 
this bill will be to postpone the special order. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. HOAR May I ask the Chair to repeat his statement about the 

ial order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special order being now before 
the Senate, if a new proposition be taken upit will displace the special 
order. s 

Mr. HOAR. What special order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 1200. 

Mr. HOAR. Displaces it of its right as a special order ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No; but displaces it for the moment. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the Senator from Kentucky withdraw his motion 
for a moment, and I will then let this special order be postponed one 
week. That will take it out of the way. Ido not wish his bill to 
displace the special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
withdraw his motion for the time being ? 

Mr. BECK. If my bill does not lose its place. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the I onda now before the Senate be postponed for 
one week. 

Mr. HOAR. I will say until Monday, February 7, retaining its 
right as a special order, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 10203) to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to 
make a special distribution of seeds in the drought-stricken counties of 
Texas and making an appropriation therefor, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

RAILROAD ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. BECK. Now I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2578) 
to prohibit members of Congress from acting as attorneys or employés 
for railroad companies holding charters or having received grant of 
lands or pecuniary aid from the United States. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask the Senator from Kentucky to yield to 
me that I may ask the Senate to pass a little bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. Ihopethe Senator from Kentucky will stick 
to this bill and have it settled one way or the other. 

Mr. BECK. I want to give a chance to the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Evarts] and other gentlemen to speak on Monday at 2 o'clock. 
The bill will be subject, of course, to appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
50N] asks unanimous consent, pending the railroad attorneys bill, to 
proceed to the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. It willtake but a moment, Itis Order of Business 
1701, being the bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of William H. Morhiser. 

Mr. HARRIS. The unfinished business being informally laid aside. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to anything but the regular business. 


Mr. CAMERON. I renew my motion for an executive session. 
Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to withdraw his 
motion while I ask unanimous consent to allow the Senate resolution, 
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which I have discussed on several occasions before the Senate, to be the 
special order after the bill of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that resolution were referred now to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, it might be reported back on Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama objects 
to the proposition of the Senator from Florida, 

Mr.CALL. Iask the Senator from Pennsylvania to allow me to make 
that motion? 

Mr. CAMERON. But the Senator from Alabama objects, as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the resolution be taken up. 

Mr. CAMERON, I think Ihad better insiston my motion. I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 31, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 29ih day of January, 1887. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Edward W. Mealey, of Hagerstown, Md., to be consul of the United 
States at Munich, to fill a vacancy. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Gilbert B. Foster, to be postmaster at National Stock-Yards, Saint 
Clair County, Illinois, in the place of Samuel Bucknell, whose commis- 
sion expires February 5, 1887. 

John H. Havighorst, sr., to be 
Illinois, in the place of Oliver 
February 15, 1887. 

Emily T. Helm, to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, Hardin County, 
fats rae in the place of herself, whose commission expires March 1, 

887. 

Frederick E. Towle, to be postmaster at Arlington, Middlesex County, 
Massachusetts, in the place of Frederick E. Towle, whose commission 
expired January 2, 1887. 

George H. Morgan, to be postmaster at Newton, Middlesex County, 
Massachusetts, in the place of John G., Latta, whose commission expires 
February 5, 1887. 

George L. Rice, to be postmaster at North Adams, Berkshire County, 
Massachusetts, in the place of John B. Tyler, whose commission expires 
February 5, 1887. 

Charles H. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Swanton, Franklin County, 
Vermont, in the place of Jason P. Jewett, whose commission expires 
February 5, 1887. 


r at Havana, Mason County, 
Easton, whose commission expires 


The following messages were received from the President of the 
United States? 

I nominated George G. Rodman to the Senate on the 15th December, 1886, to 
be ener a at Washington, Washington County, Iowa, vice William B. Bell 
suspen: 

‘On the 16th January, 1887, the term of office for which said William B. Bell 


was originally wegen Take icegpery 
And I renew the nomination of G. Rodman, heretofore communicated 
gton, Washington County, Iowa, vice 


at Wi 
, Whose term of office has expired as aforesaid. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

I nominated Richard Burke to the Senate on December 15, 1886, to be post- 
master at What Cheer, Keokuk County, Iowa, vice Byron S. Brainard, suspended. 

On January 16, 1887, the term of office for which said Byron S. Brainard was 
originally appointed expired. 

And I renew the nomination of Richard Burke, heretofore communicated to 
the Senate, to be postmaster at What Cheer, Keokuk County, Iowa, vice said 
Byron S. Brainard, whose term has expired as aforesaid. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

I nominated John S. Preston to the Senate December 15, 1886, to be postmaster 
at Shelbina, Shelby County, Missouri, vice John S. Chandler, suspended, 

On December 20, 1886, the term of office for which said John S, Chandler was 
originally appointed expired. 

And I renew the nomination of John S. Preston, heretofore communicated 
to the Senate, to be postmaster at Shelbina, Shelby County, Missouri, vice the 
said John S. Chandler, whose term of office has so expired as aforesai 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 29, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Syurpson, one of its clerks, re- 


turned to the Honse the bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of dependent 
parents and honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who are now dis- 
abled and dependent upon their own labor for support. 


CAPT. EDWARD P. LULL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, and recom- 
mending that permission be granted by Congress to Capt. Edward P. 
Lull, United States Navy, lagging tendered him by the Presi- 
dent of the State of Panama; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

PAY OF CUSTODIANS AND JANITORS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, recommending an appropriation from the unex- 
pended balance for the year 1886 to meet the deficiency in the appro- 
priation for pay of assistant custodians and janitors of certain public 
buildings for the fiscal year 1885; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-STATION KEEPERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Light-House Board, 
recommending appropriations for the erection of structures for the com- 
fort of light-house keepers at certain light-houses; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SEA-OTTER HUNTING GROUNDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a deficiency estimate of an appropri- 
ation for the protection of the sea-otter hunting grounds and the seal 
fisheries, and for enforcing laws in Alaska; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


FEES IN FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVER CASES, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an account‘of the clerk of the circuit 
court of Columbia County, Wisconsin, for fees in the Wisconsin River 
damage cases; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE, SAINT MARY’S FALLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of War, transmitting a report upon the commerce passing 
through the Saint Mary’s Falls during the year 1886; which was 
pcs to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
print 

RECORDS AND FILES OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, recommending that an AE TTS be made for arranging and 
filing the records and files of United States courts; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS OF WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before ihe House a report of the receipts 
and disbursements of the Washington and Georgetown Rai Com- 
pany for the year ending December 31, 1886; which was referred to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIO BUILDING, CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7218) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act for the erection of a public building at 
Chattanooga, Tenn., aj ved February 25, 1885; upon which a con- 
ference was requested by the Senate. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House non-concur in the Senateamendment, and agree to the committee 
of conference asked for. : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will appoint the managers of the con- 
ference on the part of the House during the day. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House an act (S. 372) to estab- 
lish agricultural experiment-stations in connection with the colleges 
established in the several States under the provisions of an act ap- 
proved July 2, 1863, and of the acts supplementary thereto; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 


REAR-ADMIRAL CARTER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the act (S. 729) for the 
relief of Rear-Admiral Carter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

FERRY ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls attention to the fact that the bill 
(H. R. 1280) to authorize Frank W. Hunt to erect a maintain a ferry 
across the Missouri River at the military reservation of Fort Buford, 
Dak., has been returned from the Senate with a verbal amendment to 
the title, inserting the word “and” in place of “‘a.’’? If there be no 
objection, that amendment will be concurred in. 

Mr. STRAIT. I hope that will be done. 

oe being no objection, the amendment of the Senate was con- 
cw in. 


1156 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 29, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BENNETT, for one day, on account of sickness, 
To Mr. DINGLEY, for to-day, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. OUTHWATTE, for two days, on account of sickness. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. WILLIS. At the request of a number of gentlemen, I ask 
unanimous consent that any member be permitted to print remarks in 
the RECORD on the river and harbor bill. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


MRS. LOU GOBRIGHT M’FALLS. 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] asks unanimous consent that the bill (S. 1267) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Lou Gobright McFalls be taken from the 
table with the accompanying report, and recommitted to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. If there be no objection, that order will be 
made. The Chair hears none; and it is ordered accordingly. 


DISTRIBUTION OF SEED IN TEXAS. 


Mr. LANHAM. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further consid- 
— of the bill which I send to the desk, and that it be now consid- 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10203) to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to make a 
ciald bution of seeds in the drought-stricken counties of Texas, and making 
an appropriation therefor, 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr, Speaker, this bill was read on a previous day, 
and perhaps there is no necessity for reading it again. I ask unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas states that the bill has 
been heretofore read. Does any gentleman demand the reading of the 
bill again ? 

Mr, WILSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas whether the 
Legislature of his State is not now in session. 

Mr. LANHAM. That is true. 

Mr. WILSON. What is the necessity for Federal appropriation? 

Mr. LANHAM. I will state that heretofore, in two instances, appro- 
priations of this sort have been made by Congress. In 1875, when Kan- 
sas had suffered from ravages of grasshoppers, an appropriation of $30,- 
000 was made. In 1882, when there had been an overflow of the Mis- 
sissippi and its tributaries, Congress made an appropriation of $20,000. 
The object of the present bill is simply to enable the Commissioner of 
Agriculture to make a special distribution of seed in a large section of 
country which has suffered from an unprecedented drought, and is in 
keeping with the precedents thus established. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Agriculture, tostrike 
out ‘‘50” and insert ‘'10,’’ so as to make the appropriation $10,000, 
was read and to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

WT COWLES. Idemand the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 13 voting in favor thereof. 
The bill was # 

Mr. LAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER, COLO. 

Mr. SYMES. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1592) to change the limit of appropriation for 
the public building at Denver, Colo., and that the bill be now consid- 
ered 


The bill was read. 

Goan ieee Is there objection to the present consideration of 
e 
Mr. COWLES and Mr. BYNUM called for the regular order. 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFATRS. 


Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee on Rules, to which was re- 
ferred a resolution relative to the consideration of business reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported as a substitute for 
that resolution the following: 

Resolved, That the order made by the House on the 19th day of April, 1886, 
setting spart a day for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs be, and the same is hereby, rescinded; and that Thursday, 

3, the hour for the consideration of bills, is hereby set a 
of such measures as may be presented by the said Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs; no other business to be transacted on said day until 
the consideration of measures so presented is completed. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is that a continuing order? 


The SPEAKER. The resolution proposes to vacate an order here- 
tofore made, and to substitute another day for the one previously fixed. 

Thesubstitute wasagreed to, and the resolution as amended adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee on Rules, also reported the 
following resolution, with a recommendation that it be adopted: 

Resolved, That on Tuesday, February 1, 1887, the House will take a recess 
at 5 o'clock E m, until half past 7 p. m., and that the evening session shall be 
devoted exclusively to the consideration of such measures as may be presented 
by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHATTANOOGA. 


The SPEAKER announced as managers on the part of the House at 
a conference to be held on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 7218) for the erection of a public building at Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., Mr. SNYDER, Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, and Mr. 
Brown, of Pennsylvania. 


OATH OF OFFICE OF HON. D. WYATT AIKEN, 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I present at this time a privileged 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary. I am instructed by the 
committee to report back the resolution which I send to the desk, with 
amendments recommended by the committee. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the original resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas D. WYATT AIKEN, a Representative for the State of South Carolina, 
from the third district thereof, has unable from sickness to appear in per- 
son to be sworn as a member of the House, but has sworn to and subseri the 
oath of office before an officer authorized by law to administer oaths, and the 
said oath of office has been presented in his behalf to the House: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the said oath be accepted and received by the House as the 
oath of oftice of the said D. WYATT AIKEN as a member of this House, 

Mr. HAMMOND. Unless some gentleman desires the reading of 
the report, Iam not inclined to occupy the time of the House in re- 
gard to this matter. 

The committee recommend that the preamble of the resolution be 
amended, and I ask the Clerk to read the amendments suggested by 
the committee, which oppast in the concluding sentences of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

We recommend that the preamble of the resolution be amended by adding 
after the words “ has been,” in the second line, the words “ and in all probability 
will remain until the end of this Congress.” And also by adding before the word 
" therefore,” at the end of the pream le, the words “ and there being no contest 
or question as to his election.’ 

Mr. HAMMOND. With those amendments we recommend that the 
resolution do pass. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to 
be heard in opposition, I will yield to him such time as he may wish. 


Mr. BAYNE. I only wish to occupy four or five minutes. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I yield to the gentleman five minutes, 
Mr. BAYNE. I do not desire, Mr. Speaker, to an nize the res- 


olution exactly, and yet I think it is one that should not pass the 
House. I have always regarded the gentleman from South Carolinaas 
a most faithful Representative of his constituency, and the misfortune 
which has befallen him by reason of this long-continued sickness, ren- 
dering it impossible for him to come here, is a reason why I am very 
loath to oppose in any way the adoption of this resolution. Itisa 
matter over which he had, of course, no control; and I regret, there- 
fore, that my sense of duty compels me to interpose my objection to 
this resolution. 

I think that, owing to the peculiar circumstances attending this case, 
it should not perhaps be opposed so seriously or vigorously as would be 
appropriate on many other occasions; and yet the principle involved is 
identical. Ithink it an exceedingly dangerous precedent to set thata 
member of theSenate or a member of the House of Representatives may 
be sworn as a member of either body when not present as required by 
section 30 of the Revised Statutes. Itisa precedent which would mani- 
festly be susceptible of great abuse. Occasions may arise in the history 
of this Government when such a precedent would be abused. 

I do not see, Mr. Speaker, that this resolution is necessary to enable 
the payment of the compensation of the member, because I believe the 
Committee on the Judiciary could have reported a resolution author- 
izing the Representative from South Carolina to be paid in full his com- 
pensation; and I do not see that the passage of this resolution requir- 
ing him to be sworn was necessary at all as a means of enabling him 
to receive his pay, mileage, and whatever may be due to himas a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOPKINS. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Has not the Representative in question been draw- 
ing his pay regularly, the same as any other member of the House? 

Mr. BAYNE. I know nothing of that personally, but presume of 
course that he has. I assume, however, that the object of this resolu- 
tion was more to ratify and sanction the act of the disbursing officers of 
the Government in paying him—because he was not entitled to pay, as I 
understand it, until he had subscribed to the oath fixed by law—than 
for any other purpose. But the Committee on the Judiciary, I repeat, 
could have reported such a resolution authorizing his pay, and at the 
same time have kept the House free from establishing such a precedent. 

I make this statement, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of presenting a 
protest against the acceptance of this oath as one equivalent to that ad- 
ministered on the floor of the House to the members-elect when they 
appear in person to be sworn, so that it may appear on the RECORD that 
this motion did not go unchallenged in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. If the gentleman from Ohio desires time, I will 
yield the floor to him. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I only rose to ask that the report be read. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have no objection to that. 

The report (by Mr. HAMMOND) was read, as follows: 


The proposed resolution is in the following words: ‘| 
“Whereas D. WYATT AIKEN, Representative for the State of South Carolina 
from the Third district thereof, has been unable from sickness to appear in per- 
son to be sworn as a member of this House, but has sworn to and subscribed the 
oath of office before an officer authorized by law to administer oaths, and the 
said oath of office has been presented in his behalf to the House: Therefore, 
“Resolved, That the said oath may be accepted and received by the House as 
the oath of office of the said D. WYATT AIKEN as a member of this House.” 
The reasons given for it are that Mr. AIKEN was duly elected and returned asa 
member of this House from said district in South Carolina, but by reason of 
severe illness has been unable to ap and take the oath of ofice, and must 
remain so unable at his home, 600 miles away, during the remainder of this Con- 


The oath presented with the above resolution is the legal oath of office, duly 
taken and subscribed before a judicial officer of South Carolina, authorized to 
administer oaths, and whose judicial character is certified over the seal of that 


State. < 

‘The Constitution of the United Statesin Article VI, paragraph 3, requires that— 

“The Senators and Representatives” [and all officers, State and Federal] 
“shall be bound ce Misra or affirmation to support this Constitution.” 

Under that requirement the Representatives in the First Congress took said 
oath, pursuant to a resolution of the House, administered by the chancellor of 
New York. (See House Journal, First Congress.) 

Afterwards that Congress passed the act of Ist June, 1789, containing what is 
found in sections 28, 29, and 30 of the Revised Statutes, namely : 

“The oath of office shall be administered by the President of the Senate to 
each Senator who shall hereafter be elected previous to his taking his seat. 
When a President of the Senate has not taken the oath of office, it 1 be ad- 
ministered to him by any member of the Senate. 

“Src. 30. At the first session of Congress after every general election of Rep- 
resentatives, the oath of office shall be administered by any member of the House 
of Representatives to the Speaker and by the Speaker to all the Members and 


Del es present, and to the Clerk previous to entering on any other business; 
and to the Members and Delegates who appear, previous to their 
taking their seats.” 


‘Two questions arise under that statute: 
First, whether any officer but the Speaker can administer that oath; and 
second, whether it can be administered until the member is * mt” or “ap- 
” in the House or elsewhere than in the House. In En d the oaths of 


repeated after 
elected and pas se by the Crown, and this was “required 
‘all House of Commons is there duly si 
in his chair.” (Jb.,194.) As we derived our laws from 
observe how our statute differed from theirs. 

The Constitution, Article I, section 2, h 5, declared: “The House of 
Representatives shall choose their Sisco ened other officers.” Their choice 
was absolute. Here the chief executive did not name a commission or other 
officer to admit and swear them. Our statute of 1789 em 


be an intention to exclude others not so authorized. ‘Thus section 2617 allows 
the collector of customs to besworn by any authorized officer, and adds thatall 
other persons appointed under “‘ this title” shall be sworn before the collector. 


This apposition may require such a construction as to these last. But more in 


point is the act of 1868, in Revised Statutes, section 1921. It says: 
“The cower iya af of New Mexico Territory, upon the convening of the Legisla- 
ture thereof, 1 administer the oath of office to the members elect of the two 


honses and the officers thereof when chosen; and no other person shall be com- 
petent to administer such oath save in the absence of the secretary; in which 
case any one member of either house may administer the oath to the presiding 
officer elect and he shall administer the same to the members and other offi- 
cers.” 

We find no other instance in this regard in our statutes ofdeclaring incompe- 
tent all others than those specifically so authorized. Being upon the very sub- 
ject of administering the oath of office to legislators the use of the excluding 
oe. moons a legislative construction that without them others would not be 
excluded. 

A construction which would require thatjnone but the Speaker can swear in a 
member might prove seriously inconvenient in case of his absence. It isa rule 
of the House only which authorizes him to temporarily appoint one to the chair. 
Such a construction would give the Speaker the dangerous power to refuse to 
administer the oath and thereby exclude members from the House. No such 
construction should be allowed, 

It may be proper to call attention to an English case. Before 1853 the House 
of Commons could not sit at all in the absence of the Speaker. They passed a 
standing order that in his absence the chairman of the ways and means commit- 
tec “ perform the duties and exercise the authority of Speaker in relation to all 

ings of this House, as deputy speaker,” &c. (May’s Par. Pro., 239.) 
Speaker was so absent from June 4 to June 11, 1855, and during his nce 
two members were sworn in with such deputy speaker in the chair. 


Speaker returned, he suggested whether any doubts as to the validity of the 

oe eee not taken while the Speaker was inthe chair) should not be re- 

m Whereupon it was deemed advisable to pass an act to declare these 

p to be valid, &c. (Ib.. 229, 230, 231, 203.) An act for that purpose was 

— and approved Lith of Au , 1855. It does not appear, in Hansard’s De- 
es, to have called forth any rvations, 

‘This seems to have been done out of abundant caution. Caution was needed; 
for by statute one then taking his seatand voting in the House of Commons 
without having duly taken the outh of office subjected himself to severe pains 
and penalties. So sitting and voting he could be fined £500, “and his seat is 

vacated in the same manner as if he were dead.” (May’s Par. Pr., 199. 
Even without that, one might well have feared that so positive a statute coul 
be repealed only by a statute and that such standing order did not authorize 
the deputy speaker to swear in a member. But as our statute is not exclusive, 
as was England’s, this case is no obstacle to passing such resolution. And it is 
well to observe that in England Parliament is hedged about everywhere by 
statutes, but not so here.” Our proceedings and almost everything pertaining to 
our business rest on the constitutional declaration that “ea h House may de- 
termine the rules of its proceedings.” 

Next, must the oath be administered only in the House with the Speaker in 
the chair? The failure so to enact, in the light of the English statute, signifies 
that we did not wish to be so hampered. No words fix the place of swearingin 
Senators in the act of June 1,1789, above quoted. The sections 28, 29, and 30are 
all parts of that act. The reasons applicable to one House applied also to the 
other. Therefore the words * present” and “ ap: 1! in section 30 do notseem 
to fix any place as the only place for this work. Every citizen is bound by law 
to support the Constitution. The purpose, and sole purpose, was to add the 
solemn obl m of religious pledge where one became an officer. That was 
or a g, without regard to the person before whom or the place where 
it was taken. 

When William Rufus King was elected Vice-President in 1855, and was de- 
tained at Havana, a special act was passed to allow him to take the oath of office 
there. In that case a statute was necessary to authorize the officer abroad to 
administer that oath. It isa precedent for swearing in a member away from 
his House, but further has no weight. It does not appear what course would 
have been adopted had he been confined at home in this country. We have 
found no other precedent on the subject. 

It does not require the oath to make one a Representative; that is determined 
by his election forthe term. It is the election which disqualified him for hold- 
ing certain offices under Article I, ion 6, h 2 of the Constitution. 
The President alone is required to take the oath of office “before he enter on 
the execution of his office.” (Article II, section 1, paragraph 7.) Representa- 
tives perform the all-important duty of electing their Speaker before they are 
sworn, Indeed, neither the Constitution nor the statute of 1799 fixes any time 
for their taking the oath of office. 

In England, while a member-elect of the House of Commons must be sworn 
in before he can “sit within the bar” or vote, that is only because of the statute 
before stated. He has all other privileges of a member. Thus, in 1715, the 
house resolved “ that Sir Jos. Joby wee capable of being chosen of a commit- 


tee of secrecy, though he had not nm sworn at the clerk’s table.” Acting on 
Ley pne 7 ems in 1858, Baron Rothschild was put on a committee as to the oaths 


rwards as one of the managers of the conference, though for eleyen 
years he had refused to take the oath because it required him to affirm “upon 
the faith of a Christian.” {May's Par. Pro., 200.) 

Mr. AIKEN has been appointed on the Committee on Agriculture and on that 
on Education in this House. This House has granted him leave of absence in- 
definitely because of his illness; he has his quota of documents, &c., and franks 
the same through the mails as a member of Congress, None would contend 
that he can practice in the Court of Claims, accept fees to procure offices, or be 
interested in Government contracts simply because he has not taken the oath 
of office, Yet sections 1055, 1780, and 3739, Revised Statutes, forbid those things 
being done by members of Congress only, and thus prohibit him, and he may 
not have a rightto his section 38, Revised Statutes, makes it pay- 
able “after he has taken and subscribed the required oath.” We never “si 
scribe ” the oath. 


by the 
of our reporters. (1b., section 54.) Yet those thin 
speaker,” named by him with the approval of the 
swears in members also, not by statute, but only by our rule, w: 
him to “ perform the duties of the Chair.” 

The Constitution declares that when sitting to try impeachments Senators 
“shall be under oath or affirmation.” No statute has prescribed the form and 
mode of taking that oath. In all impeachment trials the Senate has for itself 
determined those things. Itmay be well to call attention to an act of 18th April, 
1876 (Suppl. Rev. Stats., 204). It simply authorized the presiding officer of the 
Senate for the time being, the Secre! and ‘chief clerk thereof, to administer 
the oaths therein mentioned, and was doubtless passed expressly to allow the 
presiding officer to administer the oath on impeachment trials, but that it was not 
thought paoe except to empower those officers to administer the oath. Mr. 


Such statutes, authorizing certai. 
are convenient and proper; 
powers of either House. The question of how the oath of office in each House 
shall be taken is so near akin to the “elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members,” and so like one of the “rules of its own p .? which 
constitutionally belong to "each House” to “judge” and "“ determine” for it- 
self, that we think no statute is necessary for purpose. 

We put these reasons fully because of the importance of the matter. We be- 


lieve this House can, and under the circumstances should, accept the oath of - 


office sent here by Mr. AIKEN. 

We recommend that the preamble of the resolution be amended by adding 
after the words “has been,” in the second line, the words “and in all proba- 
bility will remain until the end of this Congress,” so that his permanent disa- 
bility may appear as the reason for this action; and also by adding before 
“therefore,” at the end of the preamble, the words “‘and there being no contest 
or question as to his election.” 

And we recommend that when so amended the resolution do pass, 


Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me to have 
a substitute, which I ask leave to offer, read for information? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I shall not permit any substitute to be offered if 
I can help it. I intend to ask for the previous question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Can I have it reported at this time for information? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. 


1158 


RES a is ec ae ea ee ee 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 29, 


The Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 

Resolved, That the said D. Wyarr AIKEN shall be entitled to the salary, mile- 
of th comniutation, and station of aa member of the House of Representatives 

the Pht gra r Con, Arari had appeared and the oath of office had 

uly admin “rari by section 30 of the Revised Statutes. 
ye HAMMOND. > would object to that resolution if it were anin- 
dependent matteratany time. In the first place, we cannot take money 
out of the Treasury by resolution. In the second place I would not 
vote to give Mr. AIKEN mileage when he has never been here to earn 
any mileage. Inthe third place, he has drawn his salary up to date. 
And the only person interested in the law as to the salary is the official 
who has paid it. 

The Committee on the Judiciary very carefully looked into this mat- 
ter. Idevoted as much as eight or ten days of diligent study to it. 
There was no dissent in that committee of which I am aware, except 
that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] reserved the 
right to make a minority report. He is detained from the House to- 
day, but sent me word to go on with this resolution. 

it will be observed the resolution simply accepts an oath made else- 
where than here. It is perfectly plain from a of the statute 
that the right to swear in a member is not exclusively in the Speaker. 
He is simply authorized to do it, as the Speaker of the House, in the 
presence of the House when a man a This House might now 
authorize somebody else to do it by resolution even in the presence of 
the Speaker, as we believe. Certainly that statute does not cover the 
case. 

The very fact that an English statute existed at the time that we 
passed this one, which declared thata member should not be sworn in 
except in fall house in the presence of the speaker, and we declined to 
put those words in our act, is an argument very conclusive that we de- 
clined because we did not intend to have that Jaw in force here. Ido 
not think that there need be any further argument about the matter. 
We put all the ent we had in this report. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Georgia a 
question for information. The noise and confusion on the floor during 
the reading of the report were so great that I was only able to catch a 
few lines of it. I wish to ask whetherthe Committee on the Judiciary 
discovered any precedent directly in line. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The Committee on the Judiciary did not. The 
nearest thing that we discovered was that William Rufus King, when 
elected Vice-President, was sick in Havana, and could not come here. 
Congress passed a statute, without discussion either in the Senate or 
the House, to empower theconsul at Havana toswear him. ‘There was 
no question about his being sworn away from the Senate. But there 
being no American officer authorized to administer the oath, by unani- 
mous consent in the House and in the Senate a statute was passed to 
empower a consul to administer that oath. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me a 
question? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What purpose is expected to be accomplished by 
this resolution, beyond giving Mr. ATKEN his and emoluments? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. ATKEN has obtained his salary. So faras 
there isa legal purpose in the resolution, itis to the officer who 
has paid itto him. But a hase bogentandnenes © desire to do what Mr. 
ATKEN has a right to ask us to do, to accept his oath of office. Other- 
wise he is not a member of this House in the full sense of being a 
member. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Would not a resolution of indemnity answer the 

? 
Per, H. HAMMOND. I do not know how the House bya resolution 
could indemnify any officer for paying out money contrary to a statute. 
I demand the previous question on the passage of the resolution and 
amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I presume the first question is on the amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments have been agreed to. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the resolution be recommitted to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to report back, in the 
form of a bill or joint resolution, the provision contained in the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the said D, Wyatr ATKExN shall be entitled tothe salary-of a 
member of the House of Representatives of the beh, Aaa Congress as if he 
had appeared, and the oath of office had been duly administered to him, as re- 
ured by section 30 of the Revised Statutes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit the 

resolution with the instructions as read. 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER stated that the “noes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I call for a division. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 33, noes 84. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion to recommit with 
instructions was not agreed to. 

The resolution reported by the Committee on the Judiciary as 
amended was agreed to, 


Mr. HAMMOND moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


= ORDER TO PRINT. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will order the 
bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural experiment-stations in connection 
with colleges established in the several States under the provisions of 
an act approved July 2, 1862, and of an act supplemental thereto, to 
be printed. There is no print of the bill-as it passed the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
this day on account of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask the gentleman to modify his motion so as 
to allow gentlemen who have reports to make to-day to send them up 
informally. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will agree to that. I ask unanimous consent, 
then, that gentlemen having reports to make be allowed to do so. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, is it nota shorter process to call the 
committees? 

The SPEAKER. Therequestis that gentlemen be ‘permitted to file 
their reports, and the call of committees be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was omlered accordingly. 

Under this order the following reports were filed: 


SOLDIERS’ HOME AT FORT RIPLEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 


On motion of Mr. BRAGG, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of a bill (H. R. 10801) ced- 
ing to the State of Minnesota the Fort Ripley Military Reservation, for 
the purpose of erecting and maintaining a soldiers’ home thereon, and 
the same was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee:on Commerce, back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. 10098) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at Fort 
Madison or Keokuk, or between those points; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER IN STATES.OF IOWA AND ILLINOIS, 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 10412) to ponos the construction 
of a high wagon and foot- r bridge ov: pi River be- 
tween the city of East Dubuque, in the State of Tilinois, and the city 
of Dubuque, in the State of lowa; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS EAST RIVER, NEW YORK. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee.on Commerce, also reported back 
the bill (H. R. 10044) authorizing the Soniai of a bridge across 
the East River between the city of New York and Long Island; which 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 10044, a bill (H. R. 10914) authorizing the con- 
struction of ‘a bridge across the East River between the city of New 
York and Long Island; which was read a first and second ‘time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER NEAR YANETON, DAK. 

Mr. BYNUM, from ‘the Committee on Commerce, with 
amendment a bill (H. R. 10055) to authorize the praen ofa bridge 
across the Missouri River at-a point to be selected within 5miles of the 
city of Yankton, Dak.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE -ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT PIERRE, DAK. 

Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on Commerce, also back 
favorably with amendment a bill (H. R. 10023) for the construction of 
a bridge by the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company 
across the Missouri River at Pierre, Dak.; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with amendment ‘a bill (H. R. 10664) authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Red River of the North; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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GENERAL SPEED S. FRY. 
Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, : 
back favorably a bill (H. R. 6732) for the relief of General Speed 8. Fry; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the acecompanylng report, ordered to be printed. 
INTERCHANGE OF JURIES. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (8. 12) to authorize the juries of the United States cir- 
cuit and district courts to be used interchangeably, and ‘to:provide for 
drawing talesmen ; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN P. HAGEMAN. 


Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign A fluirs, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 10545) for the relief of John P. Hageman; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BINGHAMTON, N. Y. 


“Mr. WILKINS, fromthe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 10731) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Binghamton, N. Y.; which was-referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa-. 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 


‘PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSON, MICH. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back the bill (H. R. 1227) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a public building at Jackson, in'the State of Michigan; which 
was referred ‘to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

‘ALLEGED ‘VIOLATIONS OF RULE XXXIV. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, asa matter ‘of privilege, preserited a report of 
the Select‘Committee on Admissions to the Floor in relation to alleged 
violations of Rule XXXIV ; which, with the-aceompanying testimony, 
was referred to the'Committee on Rules, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TUCKER. I.ask unanimous consent tointroduce:a bill for ref- 
erence, 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the gentle- 
man’s- State will be called'on Monday morning. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the Housereso!veitself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union—— [A pause.(] 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I :desire‘to:call up the special order, 
House bill 7634—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chairunderstood the gentleman from Georgia 
ito abandon his: motion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thad :not:doneso, but I was interrupted by several 
gentlemen around me whowere making suggestions as to what I should 
‘do. Inow move that the House resolve itself into Committee of ‘the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering general 
appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. That motion has :precedencee <over the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana |[Mr. STEELE], and the question must be 
‘first taken on the:motion of thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. HATCH. hope the gentleman ‘from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
will not-make that motion at ‘this ‘time. I understood ‘him ‘to agree 
not tomake it until we got through with ‘the pleuro-pneumonia bill, 
‘but I may have misunderstood him. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I prefer to let the House determine whether it will | 
‘take up the:appropriation bills or the ‘bill which ‘the gentleman ‘from 
‘Missouri indicates. | 

Mr. HATCH. But Ican notmakea motion antagonizing the mo-| 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia until the close of the second ‘hour. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ihope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
will insist upon his motion, Weare already unusually late with the 
appropriations of ‘the ‘session, and it is absolutely necessary that we 
take action upon ‘them if an extra session is ‘to he avoided, 

Mr. STEELE. I suppose ‘the House knows that war has ‘been ide- 
clared, and it is very necessary to increase the éfliciency of the Army. 
‘ELaughter.] The bill I desire'to call-up is for that purpose. 

Mr. HATCH. I riseto a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH, The special-order reads: 


That Thursday, the 13th day of May, 1886, after the second call of committees, 
beset apart for the consideration of such business as may be presented by the 
Committee on Agriculture; this order not to interfere with general appropria- 
tion or revenue bills, and whether so interfered with on that day or not, shall 
bea oe order until the bills presented by said committee shall be dis- 
posed of. 


iI desire‘to:ask whether the construction placed ‘by the Speaker upon 
‘this order is that the words ‘not to interfere with general -appropria- 


tion bills” applied only to the 13th day of May, or'that they have a 
continuous application? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the latter part of the order just 
read continues the entire order. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] will see 
the attitude in which this places me; he will see that I can notin good 
faith interfere with his motion or raise ‘the question of consideration 
at this timeand keep faith with the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] moves 
thatthe House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of ‘the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. If 
that motion is rejected the hour for the consideration of bills will bein 
order. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BLOUNT, and it was 
agreed to—ayes 98, noes 46. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state ofthe Union, Mr. MoMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole forthe 
consideration of general appropriation bills. The Clerk will report the 
title of the first- bill in order. 

The Clerk:read as follows: 

R. 1 ropriations for the jomatic and eonsular 
Peter 7 oa pemeen ease t A A ending hen 30, 1888, and-for other 
purposes, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Task that this bill be passed over for the present. 

The: CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection ‘the bill will he passed 
over. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made to passing over this bill, 
the ‘Committee of the Whole, in accordance with the rule, will rise 
and ‘report the objection tothe House. 

The committee accordingly rose;and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MOMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, having under consideration general -appro- 
priation ‘bills, and ‘having reached House bill 10396, objection was 
made'to the proposition that the bill be passed over, and -pursuant to 
the rule, the committee rose and now reported the objection to the 
House. 

Mr. McCREARY. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign AT- 
fairs [Mr. BELMONT] is absent at ‘this time, and I ‘think the diplo- 
matic and ‘consular appropriation bill had better be passed over forthe 
present. I understand that it will not lose its place, but-will come up 
after‘the Post-Office appropriation bill is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is not debatable. 

‘The question being taken on the motion that the Committee of the 
Whole be directed to pass over House bill 10396, it was agreed to. 

The House ‘again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. 
McMrnury ‘in the chair. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the title of ‘the next gen- 
eral appropriation bill in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.10793) making appropriations for the services ‘of the Post-Offico 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I-ask:unanimous consent to dispense with the first 
reading of this ‘bill. 

There being no objection, it -was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the change of therules of the House 
narrowing ‘the limits of legislation on general appropriation bills has 
left to the committee very little to do beyond a consideration of the 
wants-of ‘the service under existing laws. ‘Thatis our situation to-day 
with respect ‘to this bill. Itembracesno legislation of any consequence 
upon which it-will'be necessary to take up the time of the House. Tt 
may ‘be ‘stateil‘in general that ‘the appropriations asked in ‘this bill for 
the fiscal year 1888: are about equal-to and in many instances less than 
the:amounts appropriated forthe current fiscal year. ‘So close have'the 
estimates of the Department approached its actual needs forthe coming 
fiscal year that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, taking 
upitem after item, have come to the conclusion that no’more has been 
-asked ‘for by the Department'than the needs of the service absolutely 
require. ‘Henee we have ‘reported the amounts suggested in the esti- 
mates and in addition assum made necessary by the act:extending the 
free-delivery system to cities where the population is 10;000 or where 
the gross postal receipts reach the sum of $10,000. 

In these estimates there are two or three propositions to which I 
deem it proper‘to call ‘the attention of the Committee of the Whole. 
For'the present fiscal year there was provided at the last session of 
Congress $200,000 ‘“for mail depredations and post-office inspectors, 
and fees to United States marshals, attorneys, and the necessary inci- 
dental expenses connected therewith.’? The Postmaster-General ‘has 
asked for an extraordinary increase in this item; that is to say, he has 
asked an appropriation of $300,000, an increase of one-third upon the 
usual expenditure for this service. Of course there must have been 
some tmnusual reason for this request; especially when we consider the 
exceedingly close estimates for all other items in the bill. It is proper, 
therefore, that I should in a brief way state the reasons which in- 
duced the request of the Department for this additional $100,000 and 
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the reasons which actuated the committee in assenting to this recom- 
mendation. 

It will be remembered by many gentlemen that prior to June 17, 
1878, postmasters of the fourth class were compensated by allowances 
on the quantity of stamps sold. The resultof thatsystem is well known 
to the country. Stamps were hawked about in various places at rates 
below those fixed by the Government. Enormous frauds grew up; so 
that on the 17th day of June, 1878, a statute was passed changing the 
basis of compensation from the quantity of stamps sold to the number 
of stamps canceled. The very next year there appeared, by reason of 
this statute, a saving of $800,000. Yet frauds have been continuously 
practiced upon the Government under the present system. An inspec- 
tion by the present Postmaster-General has disclosed to an alarming 
extent the evils now existing in this regard. With the small inspec- 
tion force at his command the Postmaster-General has been able, from 
April 1, 1885, to December 29, 1886, to recover, in two hundred and 
thirty-seven cases, the sum of $102,255.81. 

The recoveries from February 11, 1879, to January 30, 1885, in thirty- 
seven cases, were $19,380.45. It wasnaturally suggested to the Post- 
master-General that with a larger force there might be a much greater 
recovery to the Government. In order to disclose the existing evils it 
is well, perhaps, I should give from a letter of the Postmaster-General 
a few illustrations of the frauds which have been practiced by fourth- 
class postmasters. In Exhibit A, attached to this report, case No. 1 
discloses that at a small post-office in the State of Maryland the post- 
master reported as the amount of stamps canceled by himself for the 
first quarter of 1884, $261.47; for the second quarter, $289.59; for the 
third quarter, $298.35; for the fourth quarter, $240.27; and for the 
first quarter of 1885, $297.35. Aninspector was directed to investigate 
the affairs in that office. Upon investigation it was estimated that the 
legitimate cancellations for all these several quarters reached only the 
sum of $12. 

For instance, for the first quarter of 1884, reported canceled by the 
Srna in his returns, $261.47; estimated legitimate cancellations, 

12. 

Again, in the case of Utah upon the adjustment of the accounts of 
the postmaster on the estimated legitimate business of the office, it ap- 
pears that he received for compensation from February 5, 1879, to De- 
eember 31, 1885, $3,691.30, or $2,341.30 in excess of what he was law- 
fully entitled to. 

In case No. 4, in the State of Minnesota, the compensation of the 
postmaster from July 1, 1878, to March 31, 1886, amounted to $2,715.72, 
while, reducing it to $25 per quarter, the sum to be refunded to the 
Government is $1,940.72. 

I will call attention next to a case in my own State. Itiscase No. 8. 

The quarterly accounts from the newly-appointed postmaster at 
A , Ga., beingso much less than those of his predecessor in office 
that an inspector was directed to examine into the cause of decrease. 
The inspector informs the Department that the late postmaster resided 
in the city near A , Ga., and in making up his reports of cancel- 
lation at his residence in the city he added to the amount of cancella- 
tions reported by his assistant all letters, cards, circulars, &c., 
mailed by himself at the L office (a Presidential office), in the 
railway post-office or elsewhere, and counted the same as if actually 
mailed at and canceled at the office where he was postmaster. 

The inspector also states that the present postal business represents 
the probable amount done by the former postmaster, and that the ac- 
counts be adjusted on that basis. The late postmaster was arrested 
and held for trial. Upon adjustment of his compensation from July 
1, 1878, to September 14, 1885, the sum of $1,510.50 was found to have 
been allowed the postmaster more than he was entitled to receive. 
This amount the has refunded to the Government. 

Mr. Chairman, I might go on with case after case, and they disclose 
this state of things: That the Government in the compensation of these 
officers depends primarily on their own sworn returns, and human 
nature is such that, by reason of perjury, the Government is defrauded 
of hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

In this connection I beg leave to say that, by reason of the unusual 
inspection of postmasters which have already taken place during the 
last fiscal year, there was not an increase of 1 per cent. in their compen- 
sation; and under the estimate for the year 1888 the calculation is there 
will not be an increase of more than 1 per cent. 

It is not at all improbable if this item is allowed, and all fourth-class 
offices of the country understand the Postmaster-General has a force 
constantly to visit their offices, constantly to examine their business, 
there will be such a reform as perhaps will decrease the item of com- 
pensation of postmasters; and, so believing, the committee have unani- 
mously recommended this increased allowance. 

The next item to which I will call attention —— 

Mr. MCRAE. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I would like to ask 
him to explain to the House how it can be possible for the Government 
to be defrauded upon the old plan, that is, in paying for stamps sold ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Under the old system of compensation of certain 
percentage upon stamps sold stamps were sold all over the country, and 
offices which did not pay $250 a year you will find rose up to $3,000 a 
year, based upon the sales of stamps. 


Mr. McRAE. These stamps were accounted for by the postmasters 
who sold them, were they not? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ofcoursethey were; and the postmaster was entitled 
Lg ta in $200 of stamps sold. He was entitled to a percentage on all 

e sold. 

Mr. MCRAE. It seems to me it would be easier to detect fraud under 
the old than under the present system. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Weare not in the dark on the questions suggested by 
my friend. The Department is full of experience in reference to all of 
them. Frauds have been much greater under the system of allowances 
on stamps sold than stamps canceled. 

I will call the attention of the committee to the following item in refer- 
ence to inland transportation on railroad routes. After stating the sam 
allowed, this provision is appended: 

CB aar = Mapes ON prom = bop re! rte Da7 vate Soleat on 
S m o posta! cards, 8! envelo p an r irom the 
aienea to post-offices and daoti of distribution. aT 

It is now carried on postal cars at a great cost to the Government, and 
it is said with great inconvenience to the postal clerks who have to han- 
dle these enormous packages, sometimes resulting in disturbing the 
distribution of the mails. By allowing the payment of this sum and 
paying for the transportation of these packages as freight there is in the 
outset a saving of $55,000 and the relief of the Post-Office Department 
from the inconvenience to which I have referred, relieving the mails 
of the delaysin the distribution. It will take $95,000 for two additional 
postal cars which will be needed to transport this matter unless this is 
done. 

This matter is so patent that I do not think there is any occasion to 
make a further addition to the statement I have already made upon 
the subject. 

I will reserve now what I have to say for the five-minutes’ debate, 
when I will call attention to certain paragraphs of the bill as we pro- 
ceed. Before taking my seat, however, I would like to ascertain, if 

ible, whether there is any disposition to prolong the general de- 
te, and, if so, what length of time gentlemen would wish. 

Mr. PETERS. I will state to the chairman of the committee that I 
should be glad myself to occupy fifteen or twenty minutes; possibly I 
shall not consume all of that time. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that all general debate 
be closed in one hour. 

Mr. PETERS. I do not know, of course, whether anybody else 
wants to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthere be no objection the general debate on this 
bill will be closed in one hour. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, my only object in taking the floor is 
to call attention to one or two features of the bill, not with the object 
of opposing the passage of the bill, or even for the purpose of offering 
any amendments to it, but simply to direct attention to the present con- 
dition of the postal laws with regard to certain offices throughout the 
country. The bill presented here by the committee is, in my opinion, 
a very fair one, and I think under all the circumstances quite a liberal 
bill. The appropriations asked for by the Post-Office Department have 
in the main been conceded as necessary, and the amounts recommended 
placed in the bill. 

I regret very much that certain legislation in relation to third and 
fourth class post-offices has not been enacted by this House, so that pro- 
vision for the money necessary might have been paced in the bill at 
thistime. Butthe committee has not as yet been able to act upon a bill 
for the relief of these classes of officials, and hence whatever amend- 
ments might be suggested or requisite to the amounts allowed in the 
bill would be subject to the point of order, and perhaps ruled outif the 
point of order should be made. 

I think there is no class of officials under the Post-Office Department 
who are so inadequately compensated as the third-class postmasters. 
The third-class postmasters are those in charge of offices where the gross 
receipts are $1,900, and not exceeding $8,000, and their salaries are reg- 
ulated by the gross receipts. These third-class postmasters are allowed 
this salary based on the receipts, but are required to provide their own 
rooms in which to on the business of the Government, and are also 
required to provide post-office facilities, fuel, light, and any clerk-hire 
that may be necessary for the carrying on of the business of the office 
itself, unless it be a certain allowance for clerk-hirein offices where there 
are star routes, in which cases a small allowance is made by the Depart- 
ment for clerk-hire for the distribution of the mails under the star-route 
system. 

It therefore frequently happens that a third-class postmaster having 
a salary of a thousand, fourteen hundred, fifteen hundred, or nineteen 
hundred dollars a year, is required, in order to render efficient service 
to the immediate locality in which the post-office is situated, as well 
as to the Government, to pay out a large proportion of his salary by 
way of clerk-hire, rent, and for lights and fuel. Itshould be borne in 
mind in this connection that there is not a third-class post-office in the 
United States that does not furnish to the Government a revenue from 


its receipts greater than the expenses incurred in conducting the office. 


In other words, there is not a third-class post-office in the United States 
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but what the Government derives a net revenue from the business of 
the office; and therefore there is no great need for saying that it is un- 
just, that it is not right, to increase the compensation at those offices. 

I do not remember the exact figures, but I think the net revenue from 
third-class offices in the United States amounts to the sum of between 
one and two millions of dollars annually. 

But aside from this, as I have contended heretofore, there is no reason 
bac third-class postmaster should not be allowed his rent, his light, 
and fuel the same as a second and first class postmaster, provided it can 
be paid out of the revenues of the office. If it became necessary to 
draw upon the Treasury of the Government for the purpose of meeting 
the expenditures of such offices, then the objection might reasonably be 
urged that the Government could not afford to do this; but certainly 
where the revenues of the office itself are in excess of the expenditures 
it is nothing more than just and right that rent, fuel, and light, as well 
as the necessary clerk-hire, should be allowed to the third-class post- 


masters. 

I had intended, Mr. Chairman, to press this matter vigorously before 
the Committee of the Whole when this bill was under consideration; but 
I am glad to state that a bill has been prepared, covering not only this 
question but also the question of fourth-class offices, which is now pend- 
ing before the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and I think 
a day will be secured for the consideration of that bill. If it is consid- 
ered and passed then a large amount of the complaints made by the 
people, and by third and fourth class postmasters themselves, will be 
done away with, because the bill that the committee now have under 
consideration meets the objection to which I have called attention. 
For this reason, therefore, I did not deem it important or necessary at 
this time to detain the Committee of the Whole in discussing at length 
the points I have briefly suggested. 

I desire, however, before taking my seat to call the attention of the 
members on this floor (and large numbers have probably received letters 
from third and fourth class postmasters on the same subject) to the fact 
that this bill will be presented to their consideration, provided a day can 
be secured by the committee for that purpose; and when so presented 
I hope every man who feels an interest in the third and fourth class 
offices will take it upon himself to urge prompt action in reference to it. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman permit me to inquire if it is not 
the fourth-class postmasters whose offices are money-order offices from 
whom complaints of the meagerness of the salary comes as a well- 
founded complaint? Itis that class, the fourth-class, which are money- 
order offices, is it not? 

Mr. PETERS. A large portion of the complaint comes from that 
class of offices. But there is still another class of fourth-class post- 
masters who have a just right to complain, namely, the postmaster at 
the small country office at the farm-house, where the post-office is 
located for the convenience of the neighborhood, and where the incon- 
venience of the office to the family as well as to the person is very 
great; and yet there is not sufficient compensation allowed your fourth- 
class postmaster in such a case to even pay him for keeping the room 
elean in which he has his office. 

Mr. OATES. Isympathize with the statement the gentleman from 
Kansas has made, and put the question merely to call distinct atten- 
tion to it. Is there not this difference as to these small offices that a 
small office on a daily line is a t deal more trouble to the postmas- 
ter than one where the mail only comes once, twice, or thricea week? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. And there ought to be a difference in compensatidn? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And does the gentleman not think where 
the office Fd its way that is all the Government ought to ask? 

Mr. PETERS. I have taken that position all the while. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Otherwise it amounts to a tax on that of- 
fice for the benefit of some other office. 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. The Government can not complain or 
the people can not complain if a third-class office pays its way. No 
one has a right to complain of an expenditure which will render to a 
community efficient service and to the third-class postmaster adequate 
compensati6n, provided the Government is not called upon to pay any 
portion of that compensation. 

I might add, in relation to these money-order offices, what is probably 
pretty well known, that the Government only establishes money-order 
offices once a year, namely, on the Ist of July. There has not been, 
under the present law, proper compensation to postmasters for the money- 
order business in a large number of offices. But that difficulty is also 
to be remedied by the bill to which I have called attention, and which 
I hope will be brought up for consideration. 

I might state, Mr, Chairman, by way of information, that on July 1, 
1886, there were 1,769 third-class post-oflices. The largest number of 
these was in the State of New York, namely, 163; the néxt largest num- 
ber was in Illinois—145; the next in Pennsylvania—120; the next in 
Towa—101; the next largest number was in Ohio—95; the next in Mas- 
sachusetts—92; and the next in Kansas—83, 

I simply call attention to these leading features so that it may be 
impressed upon the minds of members of the House that there is a 


very large class of these officers who have been rendering efficient service 
without an adequate compensation, and they have the right to demand 
of the Congress of the United States such compensation as will pay 
them reasonably for the services they render. 

If any other gentleman of this side desires to any further in 
the general debate I yield to him, as I have said all I desire to say in 
relation to the matter. 

I reserve, however, the balance of my time. 


THE EDUCATION BILL. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the Blair educational bill 
pro to distribute among the States, the Territories, and District 
of Columbia, according to the illiteracy of their inhabitants, $79,000,000 
within eight years under the conditions defined in the bill. - This, in my 
opinion, is the most important measure brought before this Congress, 
and one that deserves most careful and deliberate investigation. The 
first question to be determined is, whether Congress has the power, under 
the Constitution, to pass this bill? Itcan not be questioned that if the 
Federal Government have power to provide, by an appropriation of 
money from the Federal Treasury, for the education of the illiterates in 
the States, it has also, and it becomes its duty, to follow up the money 
and see that it is properly and legitimately used. 

From the power to appropriate springs, necessarily, the power to di- 
rect how the appropriation shall be expended, and in this bill both the 
power to appropriate money and direct how it shall be used by the 
States is asserted. If the General Government have the power to pro- 
vide for the education of the people of the States and education pro- 
motes the general welfare of the United States, then it becomes the duty 
of Congress to levy and collect taxes for educational purposes in the 
States, and adopt a system of enforced education, if necessary, as well 
as to pay the debts and provide for the common defense. 

But the inquiry arises, has the Federal Government such power? 
I think not. The taxing power of the Federal Government is limited 
to the purposes of paying the debts and providing for the common de- 
fense, for the promotion of the general welfare of the United States. 
But it cannot be exercised for the collection and distribution of money 
among the States for local benefits, nor for the general welfare, for that 
implies the power to compel the States to accept the trust and execute 
it under laws enacted by the taxing power. The general welfare-clause 
in the eighth section of the first article of the Constitution is not a sub- 
stantive general power, but is a limitation on the grant of power to 
raise money by taxes, duties, imposts, and excises to pay debts and 
provide for the common defense. 


The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
hibi : by it to the States, are reserved to the States, respectively, or to the 
people, 


It therefore follows that the powers that the States may constitution- 
ally exercise the Federal Government can not constitutionally exer- 
cise. It can not be said, with any legal propriety, that the States did 
not reserve to themselves the great mass of the business of government. 
The care and regulation of the social relations, the mental and moral 
culture of their inhabitants, the development of every local interest 
within their borders, the preservation of order and peace among their 
people, the right and duty to provide for the weak and unfortunate 
members of society are powers and duties thus reserved to the States. 
The Constitution does not expressly or by implication prohibit the States 
from exercising the fullest control over these matters. Nor are any of 
these powers or duties, by express or implied grant in the Constitution, 
transferred from the States to the General Government. No one of the 
enumerated powers in the Constitution touches the subject under dis- 
cussion or has any relation to it. 

The powers granted to the United States and the powers prohibited 
to the States were such as were necessary for the preservation of the 
harmony and friendly relations that should subsist between the States 
and for the protection of their common interests against a foreign enemy 
or insurrection at home. Mr. Madison, in the Federalist, said : 

The powers delegated by the proposed Constitution are few and defined. 
Those which are to remain in the State governments are numerous and indefi- 
nite, Its (the General Government’s) jurisdiction extends to certain enumerated 
objects only and leaves to the several States a residuary and inviolable soy- 
ereignty over all other objects. 

The States conferred no power in the Constitution on the General 
Government over local subjects. They did not intend that there should 
be a doubt about the powers conferred, but they ‘‘defined ’’ the powers 
they intended to grant to the General Government. It is a violation 
of the rights of the States and a usurpation of power for Congress to 
legislate on local subjects. If the States were all consenting and ask- 
ing for the passage of this bill, in the absence of constitutional power 
in Congress to make the appropriation, our votes should be ‘*no.’? 
We should remember that this is a Government of law and that ‘‘ con- 
sent can not give jurisdiction.” It will produce friction and disturb 
the harmony of our dual system and weaken it. 

President Jackson said: 

That our true strengthand wisdom are not promoted by invasions of the rights 
and powers of the several States; but, on the rang rg i that they consist not in 


binding the States more closely to the center but eaving each more unob- 
structed in its proper orbit, 
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In the case of the United States vs. Cruikshanks (92 U. 8. R., page 
550) the court say: 

‘Whe people ofthe United States, resident within a State, are subject to two 
governments—one State, the other national. Bnt there need be no conflict be- 
tween the two. The powers which one possesses the other does not, They are 
established for different purposes. 

The same power can not exist in both the General Government.and 
the States at the same time. Will it be contended by the friends of 
the bill that the General Government, the mere creature of the States, 
acting under limited powers, at least without any express power in the 
Constitution, can distribute to the States, money raised by taxation to 
educate the people of the States, and therehy entirely reverse the rela- 
tions that the States ibear to the Union without injury to our system 
of. government? Itis:a new and @dangerous experiment. 

It is. contended that the general-welfare clause in the eighth section 
of the first -article .of ‘the Constitution was ‘inserted to authorize the 
Federal Government to provide ifor emergencies and purposes not 
enumerated>in the Constitution, but which might arise in ‘the future 
development:of the country. This construction makes the will of 'the 
law-making power supreme, and totally destroys the autonomy of the 
States, and breaks down ‘tho barriers ‘that have been hitherto relied 
on and deemed sufficient to protect the States in the exercise of ‘the 

they reserved to themselves. But it is nowa grave ques- 
tion, What powers, if any, did the States reserve to themselves? 

‘The bill prescribes what the States shall do to entitle them to ashare 
ofthe bounty to be conferred. Ifthe States make no appropriation or 
provision for;public free schools they will get no money. It proposes 
that the General Government will help the States.if they adopt.a policy 
dictated by it. This bill puts the Federal Governmentin the attitude 
of a capricious ruler having authority over the States, his dependents, 
in which he has no confidence. It says to ithe States: If you do not 
comply with:all the conditions I impose, I will withhold the appropria- 
tion from you-and you can remain steeped in illiteracy, however dan- 
gerous that-condition, although the general welfare of the United States 
be violated or endangered. 

(his bill authorizes and empowers the Secretary of ‘the Interior to 
armign and try a sovereign State for misapplying the money assigned 
toit. -After unnecessarily and illegally taking more money from the 


people of the States ‘than it should have done, it says: I will restore it, : 


mot toibe used.as you may choose, but:as Iwill prescribe, and if you 
wviolate the conditions upon which I give it I will arraign and try you, 
and if I find you guilty Iwill withhold from you the residue of the 
appropriation. This is adding insult to injury. 

f this billshould become:a law, in view of the.efforts that have been 
made ‘to get rid:of thesurplus in the Treasury, and thereby conceal 
from the oppressed tax-payers of the Government that the burdens 
‘they have ‘been carrying were really unnecessary ‘for the legitimate 
‘purposes/of Government economically administered, I fearthat it will 
prove to be the extension of a policy of reckless and unwise expendi- 
tures of money that will in'time destroy the symmetry and harmony ot 
‘our dual system, obliterate State lines, ignore the functions of the State 
governments, and eventuate in centralism. 

‘The advocates of this bill assert that the millions of dollars to be 
spaid out to the States and Territories are intended ‘to aid them insup- 
porting the commonschoolsthatexist or that may be established, because 
ithe poverty of the people will not allow them to organize and sufii- 
‘ciently provide for the needs:of education. But it is not proposed to 
aélieve these same poor people from the heavy taxes they pay which 
‘have contributed ‘to ‘their poverty. It is not even proposed ‘to dis- 
tribute money that the United States do not need to pay their debts 
with, for which it was collected. 

But the proposition isto collect more money ‘from the people already 
‘so ‘impoverished that they can not provide for the educational wants of 
their children, and then withhold it from them unless they tax them- 


selves still further ‘to raise an additional amount of money equal to the 


share that each ‘State will be-entitled to under the provisions of this 
bill. Arethe people capable of self-government? Is it a fact thatthe 
poor people are really ‘benefited pecuniarily by taxation? Are not the 
fatners:and mothers.of the children of this.country as capable of pro- 


viding for their educational wants as we are? Theyfurnish themoney. | 


They electus. They pay our salaries. We donot furnish the:money. 
We-extort it from them and then propose ito give it back after deduct- 
ing the expense of collection, on conditions that involve a surrender of 
every pretense that each manis a sovereign and capable of providing 
for himself anq the wants of his children. 

The bill-is unconstitutional. Jtis un-American, It is inconsistent 


with, and is even. at war with, ‘the spirit and.genius of our institutions. | 


It:assumes that local self-government is.a failure. It exalts the crea- 
ture, the Federal agency, above the creator, the States, and declares 
that the taxing power of the United States is limited only by the will 
of Congress. It can in no proper sense be called.a benefaction. It is 
an oppression, and will be a hinderance to ‘the educational interests 
that individuals, communities, and States are laboring to develop and 
permanently establish. 

‘How can a'Democrat vote for this bill and claim to be a strict con- 
structionist of the Federal Constitution? How can a revenue reformer 
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consistently vote for this bill, that diverts $79,000,000:from channels 
of legitimate expenditure to a new enterprise of at least.doubtful con- 
stitutionality, and thereby create a necessity to continue the present 
ruinous system of taxation? ‘How can the anti-national-bank advo- 
cate vote for so large an appropriation .of money for local school pur- 
poses in the States when it is .so much needed to pay the interest- 
bearing bonded debt of the United States ‘that is now due, when he re- 
members that the payment of the bonds of the Government destroys the 
national banking system of the Government, a consummation infinitely 
desirable? 

We (I mean Democrats) declare that Federal taxation shouldbe for 
the public purposes of the Government exclusively, and not'to exceeil 
in amount the demands of the Government economically administered. 
Is the distribution of money among the States for educational pur- 
poses, under the provisions of this bill, for national or public purposes 
or for State.or local purposes? Is there any power in Congress todi- 
vert from a public to a private use money acquired by taxation for any 
of the purposes enumerated in the Constitution? Has Congress the 
power under the Constitution to levy a ‘tax except ‘for Federal pur- 
poses? Ifso, is there any limit to its power to ‘tax? 

The Federal Government ‘has no power except that which has ‘been 
given it by the States by express grants in the Constitution. “What 
powers, if any, did the States.or people ‘reserve ‘to themselves when 
they created the General Government? Did the States, afterenumer- 
ating thespecific powers granted to the United States Government in the 
Constitution, and after declaring how and for what purposes the grants 
of power might be exercised by it, and after declaring in the ‘tenth 
amendment to the Constitution ‘‘the powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by ‘it to the States, are Te- 
served to the States respectively or to the people,’? mean that ‘the‘Gen- 
eral. Government should have, under the “‘general-welfare’’ clause in 
the eighth section .of the ‘first article of the Constitution, additional 
powers to legislate for local interests whenever the States ‘from any 
cause should fail to do so, the promotion.of which might in the judg. 
ment of Congress‘mediately or immediately promote the general 
fare of the country? ‘We should hesitate long before we adoptso broad 
a construction of the Constitution. 

But if the authority could be ‘found in ‘the ‘Constitution ‘to provide 
for the education of the people, as contemplated in this ‘bill, would it 
bewise to do soin the present. condition of the country? ‘Why, ifitbe 
the fact, is illiteracy increasing? ‘Did it increase before the late civil 
war? Where illiteracy abounds now it must continue till the negroes 
that were emancipated from slavery and their immediate descendants 
die, and until the oppressions.and heavy burdens that are upon all the 
peoplefrom taxation are taken off and economy takes the place of waste- 
ful extravagance in ‘the administration of the Government. We have 
a legitimate use for all the money in the Treasury. ‘Pay the debts:we 
owe and stop the millions of dollars in interest ‘these tlebts.are bearing 
annually. Reduce taxes on the necessaries of life and make the luxu- 
ries bear the burden.of taxation for the legitimate needs of ‘the'Gov- 
ernment economically administered and leave the surplus millions with 
the people. Then hope and thrift will again inspire and comfort ‘the 
poor and illiterate. Then ‘they will have the means to provide for all 
their wants, whether mental, moral, or physical. 

The danger to ‘the stability of our Government. does not arise from 
illiteracy, but from unwise and unjust revenue laws. Our ‘fathers of 
revolutionary memory were not remarkable for ‘their learning. ‘They 
loyed personal and local liberty, and hated unjust, oppressive revenue 
laws. They threw off the yoke of the oppressor. They were poor and 
generally illiterate. They were self-reliant, and ‘grew in wealth and 
learning and in the arts and sciences under just and equal laws ‘that 
commanded their observance and devotion. ‘All of their grand achieve- 
ments were the result of efforts unaided by contributions from the Gov- 
ernment. Their growth, though rapid, was natural,‘the result of indi- 
vidual effort. 

Illiteracy (except that which exists among ‘the emancipated negroes 
and their immediate descendants) has resulted mainly from the heavy 
foreign pauper population that has immigrated into our country since 
the late war, and the poverty of the masses caused by the late war; and 
their poverty is aggravated, and will ‘be continually aggravated, with 
all attendant woes and ills, until the taxes are reduced and class legis- 
lation is abandoned, and until just and constitutional laws are-enacted 
and the Government is administered in the interest of all’ the people, and 
not in the interest of the favored few. 

Unfetter the manhood of Americans and give them equal ‘opportu- 
nities in the battle of life. Protect them in their lives, liberty, and 
pursuit of happiness, and ‘they will, as their fathers did, demonstrate 
in their devotion to constitutional liberty, in their prosperity, and in 
their intellectual, moral, and social elevation, the Jeffersonian doctrine 
that the people are.capable of self-government. Further protection or 
assistance is not needed, nor is it wise. ‘The ‘protection given to the 
capital investeil in favored industries in our once happy country has 
cursed our land, impoverished millions of the people, and increased il- 


literacy. 
Apply the millions of dollars proposed to be ded under this 


expen 
bill to the States that are too poor to educate their illiterates, and teach 
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the people to look from themselves for the means to educate their 
children to ‘the United States Government, and then withhold assist- 
ance, if it be possible, and the educational interests in the States will 
as certainly decline as the profits of protected industries will decline 
when they are deprived of protection. This result will be inevitable : 
“That government is best that governs least,” 

Let us return to the old constitutional methods that were observed 
in the earlier and happier years of the Republic, and perpetuate our 
dual system of government, and this can only be done by respecting the 
division of powers made between the States and their agent, the Fed- 
eral Government, by our fathers in the Constitution of the United 
States. And if we are faithful to the old time-honored doctrine of 
‘strict construction,” our Government will be, what it was intended to 
be, a tual inheritance and blessing to the descendants of its au- 
thors. [Applause.] : 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT. If noother gentleman desires the floor in general de- 
bate, Iask that the bill be read by paragraphs for amendment under 
the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the Clerk will pro- 
ceed onn A paa ppc mee 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $295,987.53. ` - 

Mr. WALLACE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the paragraph just read the following: 

“Provided, That all sums expended for special facilities shall be expended within 
the discretion of the Postmaster-General, soas to confer the greatest benefit upon 
the business and postal interests,and when two or more trunk-lines are in oper- 
ation having the same general direction and terminal pointssuch facilities 
be exten tothe lowest bidder after advertisement.” 

Mr. WALLACE. It might motappear at first blush that.a proviso 
of that sort was ina ph like this. Butin the distri- 
bution of that money the Postmaster-General has. found himself bound 
by such remarks.and statements in debate here as indicated the carriage 
of ‘the mail over certain lines.and trunk roads; and it is ;with.a desire 
to-entirely nnhamper him in the distribution of this appropriation that 
I have offered this amendment; so that in his discretion he can distribute 
this money for the specific purpose for which it is appropriated in such 
way as he may think for the general public good and public benefit. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The sum for special :facilities contained in this bill 
appears on the estimate of the t. While general in its 
terms it is quite well known that it relates mainly to what is known 
as the fast-mail line on the Atlantic coast looking toa rapid connection 
with Havana. On page 84 of the report of the Postmaster-General is 
to be found the expenditure on account of this fand during the past 
fiscal year. Most of it, as I have said, relates to the Atlantic:coast 
line. A small portion of the appropriation is used for the line from 
New York to Springfield, an another portion on the New York Central 
and Hudson River Railroad:to Buffalo. The balance of it is used on 
what is known-as the fast-mail line on the Atlantic coast, or rather the 
fast Cuban line. 

The committee are well aware that the law provides, for carrying the 
mails, a compensation by weight, with the addition of an allowance 
for postal cars. Itis not the policy of the Government to allow any 
‘special facility fund, becanse such a fund is well calculated to be abused. 
It‘has ranged from $45,000 in 1878, when it began,-to $99,000 in 1879, 
$92,000 in 1880, $267,000 in 1881, $374,000 in 1882, $185,000 in 1883, 
$184,000 in 1884, $249,000 in 1885, $251,000 in 1886, and $291,000 in 
1887. From which the House will see that the per cent. of money al- 
lowed in the discretion of the Postmaster-General for compensation of 
vailroads for carrying the mails is exceedingly small. There has been 
great reluctance to make any allowance at all. 

This:appropriation for the: coast line has been voted for years by the 
‘two Houses with a distinct understanding as to where it was to be 
msed—so distinct that while, under the general law, the Postmaster- 
“General had the right:to exercise his discretion, he felt that such dis- 
cretion was denied him in regard to this by the estimates, and by the 
unilerstanding of the two Houses when the appropriation was passed. 
At this time, by-virtue of this appropriation facilitating railroads, and 
by virtue of the general statute authorizing the Postmaster-General to 
make contracts out of the.steamboat fund where the foreign office is 
swithin'200 miles of our-coast the Postmaster-General has made a.con- 
‘tract for a ‘tri-weekly mail from Tampa, Fla., to ‘Cuba. 

By virtue of that contract the contractor was induced to construct 
and has constructed (perhaps it is not quite completed) .a vessel to 
ply between those points. That-contract is absolutely useless unless 
this special facility fund is to be continued. Now, as ‘to the advan- 
tages of it. Our immense trade with Cuba is well known; but, in 
‘the absence of this fund, under ‘the mode of transporting the mails 
which has prevailed heretofore, a merchant in New Orleans desiring to 
‘communicate with Havana ‘had to-send his mailto New York:and by 
sea to Cuba; and ‘the same was true-of ‘the mail from all other parts of 
the country, it had to:start at New York. Under the present system, 


instead of the mail from Arkansas or from Minnesota, or that section 
of the country, coming to New York, it goessoutheast to the coast and 
istransmitted promptly. In this way celerity and certainty are secured 
by ‘the use of this fund. having by repeated allowances of 
this fund recognized ‘the necessity of it, I trust there will be noinser- 
ticn here of language which will indicate to the Postmaster-General 
the abandonment of that service. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LONG. It also leads, I suppose, to the building of this vessel 
which the gentleman has mentioned ? 


Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. LONG. Doyou not:think it would be well to extend the prin- 
ciple? 


Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, in offering this amendment I had 
no desire or expectation that it would change the ultimate intention of 
this appropriation. I-understand that a large proportion of this fund 
is intended for facilitating the Cuban mail, and my object in offering 
this amendment is to leave it to the discretion of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral as to what route he shall select for carrying the mail to Tampa. 

The present route is by the Atlantic Coast Line through a compara- 
tively sparsely-settled country; whereas the same money eould be ap- 
propriated to carrying the mails over trunk lines where the advantages 
of the service along the route would be enormously increased. ‘For 
example, suppose this mail were carried over the Richmond and Dan- 
ville road,there would be asaving of twenty-four hours in the distribu- 
tion of the-:mail to Mobile, to New Orleans, and ito the whole State.of 
Texas, and at the same ‘time ‘all the present.advantages in connection 
withthemail service toCuba would besecured. Inoffering the amend- 
ment I simply desire to leave it tothe Postmaster-General to select 
such route as he deems best for the public. I have-no desire to inter- 
fere in any way with the transportation of the Cuban mail, but I do de- 
sire to get forthe country-intervening between Washington and Tampa 
as large.a‘share of the benefits of ‘the fast-mail service as I:can. 

As I have:already’said, this mail is carried now over a road, on one 
side of which there is nothing but water, and on the other.a fairly-set- 
tled country, whereas on both sides of the line I havesuggested there isa 
well-settled country with many towns rapidly increasing in population 
and importance. As Ihave understood from the Postmaster-General 
himself, ‘he feels that the debate which has heretofore taken place ‘on 
this appropriation has rather dictated to him the necessity of sending 
the mail by this particular line. I-domot desire to have it:taken ‘from 
that line unless, in the opinion of the Postmaster-General, it can be 
carried to greater advantage over some other line.at ‘the same cost. 

Certainly this House does not desire to tie down appropriations to 
any particular lines of railroad or to require that the mails shall ibe car- 
ried through any particular portion of country, provided the.sections 
interested can be benefited by transportation over some.other part.of 
the great railroad arteries.of the nation. 

In theamendment which I have proposed there can:certainly'benoth- 
ing objectionable. No argument.can be raised against its fairness. It 
leaves to the chief officer of the Post-Office Department the option ‘to 
select at his discretion what inay be considered the best route for the 
Government and the people. This:amendment will not interfere with 
the facilities for the delivery of mailto Cuba. It extends the distri- 
bution of the mails into Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana,.and Texas with- 
out interfering in any way with the accommodation:of the people of 
South Carolina, North Carolina, and Florida,whose mails are at present 
facilitated by the appropriation of this money. ‘The only object I have 
in view in this amendment:is that the Postmaster-General may have 
this discretion, that he may be allowed some freedom in the exercise.of 
this authority in the distribution of this large-amount of money. 

Mr. BLOUNT. “Mr. Chairman, up toa few months ‘ago ‘the Rich- 
mond and Danville road took the northern mail from this place. The 
mail facilities:in that direction were satisfactory, so far as lam informed, 
to the sections of country interested. Butthe schedules werechanged 
by the railroad authorities, making a break atthe city-of Washington, 
doubtless for the purpose of creating confusion and extorting from 
Congress.an -appropriation of $125,000 for facilitating mailtransporta- 
tion to New Orleans. 

Therein lies the dangeriof this ‘‘special-facilities’’ fund. Weare 
liable in this way to combinations of railroad companies allover this 
country, resulting in great embarrassmentin the distribution of the 
mails, because under present legislation the administration is power- 
Jess to control the wantonness of the railroad companies in matters 
ofthis kind. I trust, sir, that as onlya few days since the two Houses 
of Congress saw fitto adopt a-measure of protection for the people in 
the matter of general transportation, the time will come when weshall 
silence such clamors as this by legislative provisions.compelling rail- 
road companies to do justice in the distribution of mails which tend 
to facilitate business along their own roads.and out of which they re- 
ceive profit. This I believe to be the key to the situation. If Con- 
gress shall fail to agree to any proposition compensating the line re- 
ferred to, I believe it will not be sixty days after the adjournment of 
Congress before this difficulty will have been solved. 

My friend from Louisiana [Mr. WALLACE] says that over the line 
referred to we shall have. under his amendment. a distribution ef the 
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Cuban mail as satisfactory as we are having under present arrangements. 
I submit to this Committee of the Whole whether it is not wiser 
to take the opinion of the Post-Office Department, which has seen fit 
to recommend this particular line than to adopt another provision 
which can only lead to the annoyance of the Department by creating 
controversy as to which is the proper line. 

Mr. WALLACE. Can the gentleman tell me how the amendment 
will interfere in any manner with the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General in the selection of a line ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave not said that it did so; but the two Houses 
of Congress on these estimates have from year to year voted this appro- 
priation with the understanding that it was to be used along the coast 
line, used for the purpose of transporting the mails to Cuba, used in 
connection with the enormous trade which we have with that country. 
Ido notwish to see introduced into this bill a provision which, though 
seeming in terms to be harmless, may be calculated possibly to thwart 
the purposes of the Department. For this reason I hope the amend- 
ment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. WALLACE. Will the gentleman tell us in what way the pur- 
poses of the Postmaster-General will be thwarted by this amendment? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] © 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will take pleasure in doing so when I have an op- 
portunity. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is objectionable, 
and very objectionable. It illustrates how a gentleman intending to 
do one thing which he may understand may interrupt the transaction 
of business which he does not properly apprehend. The amendment, 
as read, and as its purpose is avowed by the gentleman from Louisiana, 
seeks to change a small section of this general route of ‘‘ fast-mail fa- 
cilities,” This system extends over fourteen different railways, and em- 
braces in extent 1,400 miles. The gentleman may or may not be right 
(I do not know whether he is or not) about the little segment of the 
half circle extending southward in the manner he has indicated; but 
in the great system which from New York northward and westward 
expedites the transcontinental mail, and from New York southward, 
southeastward, and southwestward expedites the other great mails of 
the country, the gentleman selects one small gap and proposes to apply 
toit the star-route method. What does his proposition require? Ac- 
cording to his amendment the only thing requisite is that there shall 
be two trunk lines connecting the same terminal points. That might 
do for a star route; but the proposition ignores the whole purpose of 
the provision for special mail facilities. Why, sir, perhaps the gentle- 
man is aware, and perhaps he is not, that under this system, which 
has grown up in past years, the Postmaster-General has power tofix the 
schedule, to say when a train shall start, to fix the speed of that train 
to require the making of certain connections. He may make general 
ehanges in the entire control of the train as a mail train. If thisamend- 
ment should prevail the Postmaster-General would be to that extent 
deprived of the power to hasten these mails by special facilities, and 
would be required simply to give the transportation to the company 
making the lowest bid, although that road might not make the neces- 
sary connections, although it might not run on proper time, although 
it might not subserve the p of expediting the great mass of the 
fast mails. If between two terminal points there should be two rail- 
roads, the lowest bidder must do the work, although thereby there 
might be six or twelve hours’ delay in the fast-mail schedule. 

That is the trouble. The present system has grown up during the 
past ten years. It embraces, as I have said, a service of 1,400 milesover 
all these railroads. If gentlemen want to make a change let them go 
to the Postmaster-General, and if they can show that, as between two 
existing lines, ‘‘one should be taken and the other left,” he will have 
power to adopt their suggestion. But it is vicious legislation to under- 
take in this way, without experience or knowledge, to disturb the 
whole system by a general amendment so badly worded, and calculated 
to affect so injuriously the existing arrangements. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, I apprehend every gentleman 
on this floor knows the object of Congress in making theseappropriations, 
and will do justice to the Post-Office Department in believing its object 
is to have the mails of the United States, as well as foreign mails, car- 
ried to and fro between the points of destination as quickly as possible. 

No matter what may be the object of the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. WALLACE], it is utterly impossible for him to get a mail from the 
city of New York to the city of Havana, by the way of New Orleans, 
within twelve hours as quickly as the mail now goes over the present 
route It isa great many miles farther, as there is no direct commu- 
nication. ` 

Mr. WALLACE. Idid notsay by way of New Orleans. I acknowl- 
edge the mail should go by way of Tampa. 

_ Mr. DOUGHERTY, What is the object of the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana? : 

Mr. WALLACE. I have stated it already and do not wish to take 
up the gentleman’s time repeating it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I will yield to the gentleman to state it. 

Mr. WALLACE. The object I have in offering this amendment is to 
have the $223,000 of money which isnow appropriated to facilitate a fast 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 29, 


mail service to Havana spent in such a way that the mails will arrive 
at Tampa on time and with all the facilities for the Havana mail ser- 
vice, while at the same time extending such facilities to the balance of 
the country for that appropriation of money as will be tenfold what 
they are to-day going by coast line, on one side being the broad ocean 
and on the other a sparsely settled country. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Why, then, does the gentleman not attempt to 
make an increased appropriation in this bill? 

I do not intend to take up the time of the House by any further dis- 
cussion of the question. So far as the mail upon which the people of 
my country are dependent are concerned, it is run by a schedule as 
nearly perfect as time and space will permit. I hope the gentleman’s 
amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. WALLACE. I may say, Mr. Chairman, that the main feature 
of the amendment which I have offered seems to be ignored; thatis, 
that the entire power and discretion in the distribution of this service 
and the expenditure of the money for this facility, that the whole dis- 
cretion rests with the Postmaster-General. That amendment does not 
dictate how he shall spend the money, but simply gives him authority 
to disburse it as he may think best with the view of securing additional 
mail facilities. If in his judgment it is possible to secure mail service 
with the city of Havana in the expenditure of this $223,000 by another 
line of railway which will give the same time to Havana, and at the 
same time give fast mail service to the States of Alabama, Louisiana, 
and Texas with very large increase of service, why surely there can 
be no objection to the head of the Department doing so. It is left 
entirely within his discretion. He can select whatever railroad he 
chooses. 

It seems to me to be extraordinary legislation to confine it to one 
little railroad, one ial line, when we have so many competing 
lines which can offer better facilities. If they can not offér better fa- 
cilities it is within the discretion of the Postmaster-General to continue 
the service over the present line of road. If there is no necessity 
for making a change the present service will not be interfered with; 
but if a better service can be offered, and the money here appropriated 
ean be so used as to accommodate thirty or forty thousand more people, 
wealthier communities, larger business interests, and with an empire 
at one end like Texas, I do not see where the opposition comes from 
unless it be in behalf of this little line of railroad. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads how much there is paid for carrying 
the mail from Tampa to Havana? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itis paid out of the steamboat funds, some $30,000, 

Mr. BURROWS, Isit not $29,000? 

Mr. BLOUNT. About. 

Mr. BURROWS. How far isit? 

Mr. BLOUNT. What distance? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not remember the exact distance. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman from Florida can tell. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is not that foreign-mail service? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It isimpossible to hear what is going on, there is 
so much confusion on the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam told by the gentleman from Florida that the 
distance is 240 miles from Tampa to Havana. 

Mr. BURROWS. For which $29,000 is paid. Is not that foreign; 
and I should like to ask the gentleman upon what principle it is paid? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will remember when I call his at- 
tion to it that there is a general provision of Jaw to the effect that 
when a foreign port is within 200 miles of our coast, that in such case 
the Postmaster-General may make contracts for the carriage of that 
mail under the law relating to contracts for steamboat service, and in 
that way this was done. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then the shorter the distance the greater the pay. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That may be the gentleman’s argument based upon 
the facts; but Ido not want to enter into a discussion of the reason 
for that provision of law with him now. I think the present Post- 
master-General has demonstrated to thepeople of this country his ca- 
pability, and that he has administered the postal affairs of the country 
with a degree of credit that may be envied by any one. 

Mr. BURROWS. Nobody raises that question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iknow; but I understood the gentleman to say that 
the shorter the distance the greater the pay, and the inference natu- 
rally was that there was some mismanagement on the part of the Post- 
Office Department, if not something worse. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wasonly referring to this policy. Here isa serv- 
ice of only 200 miles, for which we pay $29,000, while for another service 
of 5,000 miles distance we pay less than $1,000. I was wondering upon 
what principle the pay was regulated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will say to my friend from Michigan that that 
provision of law was during the last administration. Upon what 
principle it rests I am not able to state to him, but it is on the statute- 
books, and I am not responsible for it. It was a law of Congress, and 
in obedience to that law we have prepared this appropriation bill. 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1165 


Mr. DUNHAM. I ask that the amendment be again reported. 

cri CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will be again 
read. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then I take the floor to discuss the amendment, 
i yu occupy the time by having the amendment again read from 
the desk. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I withdraw the objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ cents,” in line 57: 

“ Provided, That all sums expended for special facilities shall be expended 
within the discretion of the Postmaster-General so as to confer the 
benefit upon the business and postal interests; and when two or more trunk 
Tines are in operation, having the same general direction and points, 
such facilities shall be extended to the lowest bidder after advertisement.” 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. WALLACE, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 90. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of the Superintendent of Foreign Mails: 
For transportation of foreign mails, $450,000. 
For balance due foreign countries, $75,000, 

Mr. BURROWS. Under the head of ‘Transportation of foreign 
mails” an appropriation of $450,000 is made. I think that is an in- 
crease over last year’s appropriation of $75,000. What is the reason 
for the increase? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It grows in part out of the matter of compensation 
paid for the transportation of the foreign closed mails. Heretofore, not- 
withstanding the law authorized it, there has never been any compen- 
sation to vessels for carrying the foreign closed mailsatall. Duringthe 
current fiscal year the steamboat lines carrying the mails, say from New 
York to Panama, claimed to be entitled to compensation for the service. 
The Department undertook to examine into the question and found 
the law perfectly clear and that they were entitled to it. They were 
astounded that it was never allowed before, but were convinced that it 
was allowable under the terms of the law. Therefore there will be a 
deficiency this year of $25,000 from that suurce, accounting for twenty- 
five of the seventy-five thousand, and there is an increase in this bill of 
that amount where provision is made for this sum. 

The residue of the seventy-five thousand grows out of an increase of 
the mail matter itself based on calculation; Imean calculation in part, 
because the gentleman from Michigan well knows that the percentage 
which is established in calculating the increase is adduced from con- 
siderations based upon averages taken from year to year, and there 
have been taken 64 per cent. on the expenditures of 1886, to be added 
to the expenditures for 1887, and 6} per cent. added to that for the 
coming year, in which way this amount has been reached. 

There is a reduction, the gentleman will observe, in the matter of 
balances due to foreign countries to the extent of $25,000, the Postmaster- 
General disagreeing with the estimate of the Superintendent of Foreign 
Mails in that regard, based upon an examination of the reports of the 
Anditor for several years. 

Mr. BURROWS. Can the chairman of the committee state—I have 
not the figares now in mind—how much of this sum of $450,000 is paid 
to foreign vessels for carrying the mails. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will find it embodied in the report. 
I have not undertaken to the in mind, as it did not illus- 
trate the debate; but in the report of the Superintendent of Foreign 
ues it is itemized, and the name of every vessel paid under it has 

n given. 

Mr. BURROWS. I did not know but that the gentleman had the 
exact figures at hand. It is somewhere over $300,000, is it not— 
$320,000 that went to foreign ships? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think it is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And for the reason that there were no American 
vessels to carry the mails. 

The Clerk resumed and -concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the committee now rise and report the 
bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the Post-Of- 
fice appropriation bill, had directed him to report the same to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the previous question on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be en; and read a third time; and being 

it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pes; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of dependent parents and honor- 


ably discharged soldiers and sailors who are now disabled and depend- 
ent upon their own labor for support. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering general appropriation bills. The Clerk will 
report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10896) makin; ropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service Si the paa desem for the fiscal year ending June 30,1888, and for other 
purposes. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be laid over 
for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. The object being to take up the District appro- 
priation bill. 


The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to passing over for the pres- 
ent the bill the title of which has been read ? 
There was no objection. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Clerk read the title of the next general appropriation bill on the 
Calendar, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10802) making ropriations to provide for the expenses forthe 
government of the District of Columbia for the year ending June 30, 1888, 
and for other purposes, 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to consume the time 
of the committee with any special statement explanatory of the pro- 
visions of this bill, but I shall endeavor to answer frankly and fully 
any questions that may be asked by any member of the committee 
pending the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman will explain at the 
outset what increase there is in the bill, if any, over last year, and 
what for? 

Mr. WILSON. In reply to the question which has been asked me 
by my friend from Ohio, I will state that the increase in this bill over 
the bill for the present year is, in the te, $100,000. As the 

tleman from Ohio is aware, one-half of this sum will be paid out 
of the general Treasury, and the other half will be paid from the pro- 
ceeds of local taxes in the District of Columbia. 

In the report of the committee which accompanies the bill will be 
found an accurate statement of the increase and decrease in the appro- 
profon ions for the several departments of the District government in the 

ill now reported as compared with the bill for the current year. 

The increase in the item of improvements and repairs to the streets 
and highways of the District, and the repairs, construction, and main- 
tenance of bridges over the bill for the current year is between $58,000 
and $59,000. The chief increase in the bill, however, I will state is an 
increase of $63,670 for the public schools of the District. That repre- 
sents an increased appropriation for the maintenance of the public 
schools according to the average annual growth of the District, also an 
increased appropriation for the building of new school-houses in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
where? 

Mr. WILSON. There are no salaries increased in the bill at any 
point; but I believe in one or two cases the pay of laborers, where it 
was not supposed to be enough, has been slightly increased. 

I yield now to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL]. 
How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Forty minutes. 

_Mr. WILSON. I yield forty minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. 


Does the bill increase any salaries any- 


EDUCATION BILL. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, I shall avail myself of the rules 
of this House to present my views upon a bill not now before the com- 
mittee, but which I sincerely hope will receive consideration before this 
session shall close. 

The bill to which I refer is the bill ‘‘to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools,” and which passed the Senate 
during the first session of this Congress, and is now sleeping in the Com- 
mittee on Education of this House. 

I believe the only safeguard of our rights and liberties is in a strict 
adherence to the Constitution. I believe that just as soon as we depart 
from the plain, written compact under which this union of States was 
formed we endanger the perpetuity of our institutions, now the admira- 
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tion and wonder of the world. I am in every sense of the term a 
strict constructionist. 

But, sir, I shall give this bill my earnest support as it came to us 
fom tne Senate, without any compunctions of my constitutional con- 


E oah Dan bees wel Booms aoe to time by the opponents of the bill 
calculated to create wrong impressions as to its scope, design and ef- 
fects. Its provisions have been held up by some as a curse in ise, 
and not a blessing, and numerous calamities have been predicted to 
follow in the wake of its passage. 


WHAT IS THE BILL? 


Now, sir, what are the provisions of the bill? Permit me to state 
them in plain and simple language. It proposes to appropriate from the 
peaked of the United States for a period of eight years the following 


Mo irst year, $7,000,000; second year, $10,000,000; third year, $15,000- 
000; fourth year, $13, 000, 000; fifth year, $11,000, 009; ; sixth year, $9,000, - 
000; seventh year, $7,000,000; and eighth year, $5,000,000, making in 
the aggregate $77,000,000 in aid of the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools in the States and Territories and District of 
Columbia, and to distribute the same year by year in the proportion that 
the number ofpersons of each State and Territory and District of Colum- 
bia who, being of the age of ten years and over, can not write may bear 
to the whole number of such persons in the United States, providing, 
however, that no more shall be paid to any one of them than she ap- 
propriates from her own revenues for common-school purposes. It pro- 
vides that the money shall be expended to secure the benefits of com- 
mon-school education to all children of school age, without distinction 
on account of race or color, but that separate schools for white and col- 
ored shall not be considered asa distinction. It provides that no State 
shall become a beneficiary under it until her Legislature, by bill or 
otherwise, accepts the provisions of the act. These are the main and 
important features of the bill in my opinion. 


IS THE BILL CONSTITUTIONAL? 


I have said in effect that I believe the bill to be constitutional, and 
I shall endeavor now to give the reasons for the faith that is in me. 

The Constitution was intended by its immortal framers as an instru- 
ment carrying with it an inherent power to meet every demand that 
the mutations of time might bring for the peace, welfare, and Space 
of the land over which its benign blessings might extend. It was de- 
signed to be broad enough to preserve this Government and protect it 
against every danger, seen or unseen, immediate or remote, direct or 
contingent. 

It was designed to be strong enough to this Government against 
all evils that might then or in the one tend to colores or weaken its 
framework or mar the beauty of its i 

Then, if such were the designs o ae adhe, soy faith in their al- 
most inspired wisdom leads me to the irresistible conclusion that some- 
where within the wide and comprehensive scope of the Constitution 
authority can be found to stamp out an evil which, like a miserable 
pie, Eden li ah the very vitals of the body-politic and poisoning 
every 

Consulting the census statistics of 1880, we find in a population at 
that time of 50,155,783 that there were 6, 239, panao the age of 
ten years and over who could not write; we find that in a total vote of 
9,210,970 that year there were 1,872, 017 illiterate voters, assuming 
that all the the illiterate meager yO voted. ting course all of them did not 
vote, but th tage o. ose not vo was small. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it not a fact that a large proportion of those 
who were emancipated by the war and who are above theschool age can 
never be reached by any yi Baal bill you may pass here or elsewhere ? 

Mr. O’FERRALL, If the gentleman will only have patience he 
will find I will refer to all those questions before I take my seat, if 
sufficient time is allowed me. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I know that to be the fact. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Now, Mr. Chairman, when we come to reflect 
that this isa representative Government, and that it is directed into the 
channels of weal or woe by the hands that hold the ballot, that they 
can preserve or destroy it, that they can carry it forward until itreaches 
the sublimest pinnacle of national power or they can carry itdown, down 
until it sinks beneath the waters of abject degradation—are not these 
statistical facts alarming in the extreme, and do they not admonish us 
of threatening dangers and arouse our most latent energies in behalf of 
our land and country ? 

We have to-day a grand heritage. Well, indeed, can we say, “The 
lines have fallen unto us in pleasant places; yea, we havea goodly herit- 
age.” Our nation’s flag now floats over a people settled from ocean to 
ocean. The hum of our industries is heard from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific, and from the Saint Lawrence to the Rio Grande. Within our 
borders science has unfolded her spacious volumes in which are written 
the secret laws of nature. Inventions and discoveries crowd upon each 
other and fill every space. Our country stands forth in its physical 
beanty, material greatness, military renown, and statesmanship the su- 
perior of any land upon which the sun shines in its meridian brightness. 

All this has been the result of the strength of our institutions and of 


the theory of our federative system. It will not do, however, to as- 
ue that because we have attained to so high an eminence and ac- 

mplished so much there is no danger lurking in our system. It will 
aea o to argue that because we have passed safely so many rounds in 
the ladder all above us are safe and sound. 

It is our duty to look forward and ever be watchful lest somedanger 
may suddenly appear and find usunable to avertit. Itis our duty to 
test the strength of every round before planting our feet firmly upon it. 

This is true statesmanship. Vigilance and watchfulness constitute 
our only safety, andno free people can be too vigilant and watchful. 

No nation ever stood still, and our feet mustgo forward or slip back- 
ward. It should be, as itis, the high aim and p of every Amer- 
ican patriot to lead his country on to higher national renown and diz- 
zier summits of national glory. But, sir, to do this the hand that 
directs and controls the march must be guided by a mind-power of in- 
telligence and virtue. That hand, as I have said, is the all-sovereign 
hand of the people, directing and controlling our destinies, and with its 
index-finger pointing forward and backward through the medium of 
the ballot-box. Intelligence at the ballot-box and virtue resulting 
from enlightenment is the cause I stand here to plead. 

Education of the people, high and low, rich and poor, white and col- 
ored, as the only assurance we have that our Republic will stand the test 
of time, and not relapse into degradation and ruin like so many of which 
it isin its organism much ofa prototype, is what I here now, surrounded 
on all sides by emblems of our national power and greatness, stand to 
advocate in my weakness. Sir, the views just advanced are not new. 
The ideas I have just expressed sprung not from my brain, but from the 
brain of men whose fame is coextensive with the domain of civilization, 
and is written upon the tablets of history with its pen of steel. 

W: in his farewell declares that ‘in proportion as the 
structure of a government gives force to public opinion, it is essential 
public opinion should be enlightened.” 

Jefferson, in a letter written in 1816, says: 

Ifa nation eè to be ignorant and free in a state of civilization it expects 


what never wi The functionaries of vernment haye propensities 
to command at vith the liberty and and propery ausa git constituents. toh iy is no 
safeguard for them without information. the press is free and every 
man able to read all is safe. 


Madison, in a letter written in 1826, says: 


A gy government without popular information, or the means of acquir- 
in but a prol to a farce or tragedy, or haps both. Knowledge 

1 forever govern orance, and a people who mean to be their own gov- 
pranin mustarm themselyes with the power which knowledge gives. 


ia another letter he says: 


e best be to a country, next to that of giving it 
liberty ie inna Amp 


that can be rendered 
ape mental improvement essen essential to the preservation and 


enjoyment of the blessing. 

Monroe, in his inaugural address, in 1817, after speaking of the dan- 

gers of ignorance, said: 
us by all wise an tional measures promote intelligence 
aane yh the best cero pe g our liberties. =e 

I do not quote these writings and expressions with a view of giving 
information to this House, but I quote them as warnings coming with 
sage-like force and with the solemnity of from the tombs of 
men who in life devoted all their splendid energies in working out a 
system of government which would stand the test of time and in grow- 
ing older grow stronger. I quote them, too, in the pardonable pride of 
a son of the State that gave birth to these master-builders in the con- 
struction of this governmental edifice and whose venerated ashes 
are inurned within her borders and sacred keeping. 

I quote them, too, to show that these illustrious men, never dream- 
ing of the mighty events that transpired fifty years and more there- 
after, which increased with the dash of the pen illiteracy at our ballot- 
box and in our citizenship to an extent unequaled in history, sounded 
a we in most impressive terms against ignorance in the body- 
politic. 

Not only have these immortal sages thus spoken and written, but 
also others distinguished in governmental science and learn- 
ing have spoken. 

Burke insisted that— 

Education isthe chief defense of a nation. 


Horace Mann said: 

Education is our only political safety; outside of this ark all is deluge. 

Macaulay uses this language: 

The education of the common people isa most effectual means of securing 
our persons and our property. 

Kossuth considered that— 


On instruction and education the future security and direction of the destiny 
of every nation chiefly and fundamentally rest. 


Edward Everett declared that— 

Education is a better safeguard of liberty than a standin, 
en the wages of the school-master, we must raise those 
geant. 

And thus I might continue to quote like expressions from others no 
less distinguished, but I shall assume as a maxim that the intelligence 
of a people isa national blessing and the ignorance of a people is a 


army. If were- 
the recruiting ser- 
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national calamity; that the one is a safeguard of republican institu- 
tions, the other an ever-threatening danger. 

Is there authority in the Constitution to relieve us of a national ca- 
lamity, an ever-abiding menace to our institutions? Is there author- 
ity to shed the halo of a national blessing over our land ? 

This brings me to the consideration of one particular clause in our 
Constitution, for it is under this clause I claim authority forthe pas- 
sage of this important measure. It isknownasthe “‘ general-welfare”’ 
clause: 

dati 
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fare of the United States; but all duties, imposts,and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States. 


“Congress shall have power to provide for the general welfare of the 
United States.” 

I plant my feet upon that provision. 

I care not whether the general welfare of the United States consists 
in stamping out human plagues and diseases like small-pox or yellow 
fever, or guarding against their inroads; meeting the calls of cold and 
hunger, coming up from a people upon whom the hand of God has been 
suddenly and heavily laid like those in the Mississippi Valley, when the 
flood-gates of heaven were recently opened upon them; arresting a 
cattle distemper which threatens to spread over the country; relieving 
the general business interest of the country of the oppression of railroad 
kings; acquiring territory to extend our domain and give greater scope 
to the enterprise of our people, or in enlightening a class of citizens 
too poor to acquire sufficient knowledge to enjoy the blessing of lib- 
erty, and who, as time rolls on, in their ignorance will be fit only for 
the stratagem of designing demagogues and thereby threaten the peace, 
prosperity, and happiness of thisland, whose independence was secured 
through travail and blood. Yes for any and all of these purposes I find 
in this clause sufficient authority for me to give them my support, 
and in doing so thank God for such a provision. 

Of course I know that the opponents of this bill deny that this clause 
is authority for this measure, but I will make a wager that the very gen- 
tlemen who have so suddenly been seized with constitutional cramps, 
voted for one or more bills in the nature of the measures I have just de- 
scribed. 

But, sir, a simple denial is not argument. 

Let them define the limits of this provision; let them tell as to what 
it applies or low far it reaches; what itincludes and what it excludes. 

This clause was inserted fora purpose, and that purpose was far-reach- 
ing; it did not get there by accident, nor was it mere surpl 

After prescribing specific powers, the powers to lay and collect taxes, 
to pay the debts and provide for the common defense, the framers 
added, and ‘‘ general welfare of the United States.” They then ed 
further to confer the power to borrow money on the credit of the United 
States; to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the States, 
and with the Indian tribes; to establish an uniform rule of naturaliza- 
tion, and uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcy; tocoin money, &c, ; 
to provide for the punishment of counterfeiting the securities and cur- 
rent coin of the United States; to establish post-offices and post-roads; 
to promote science; to define and punish piracies and felonies commit- 
ted on the high seas, &c. ; to declare war, grant letters of marque and re- 
prisal, &c. ; to raise and support armies; to provide and maintain a navy; 
to make rules for the government and regulation of the land and naval 
forces; to provide for calling forth the militia; to provide for organizing 
armies and disciplining the militia, &c.; to exercise exclusive jurisdic- 
tion over such district as might become the seat of the Government of 
the United States, &c., and to make all laws necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the powers just enumerated and all other powers 
vested by the Constitution in the Government of the United States, or 
in any Department or officer therof. 

The framers endeavored to provide in specific terms the powers of 
Congress over all questions which history and experience had taught 
them would necessarily arise in the organism of this Government and 
its administration. But these wise men were building a structure for 
generations unborn, and, as they hoped, forages to come. ‘They could 
provide specifically for what history and experience taught them was 
absolutely and plainly essential, but they knew not, nor could they 
conceive, what was beyond the reach of their view far down the vista 
of the future. The light they had was like the stern-light of a ship at 
sea; it illumined the track behind them, but penetrated not the dark- 
ness before them. With that acumen, yea, wisdom that seems to have 
been more than human, and marked their actions in all that pertained 
to the great structure they had in hand, and impressed with the idea 
that however well they might provide for its welfare and guard it against 
dangers and evils apparent at its building period, they could not fore- 
tell what might be lurking along down the future, and they inserted 
the general-welfare clause, and committed to Congress the power to pro- 
vide for the general welfare. Inmy opinion, sir, thatinstrument, great 
and wise as it is in every line, and I revere it next to the writings of 
inspiration, would be imperfect indeed for this age and this people if it 
were not for this provision. The future to it has brought dangers and 
evils that were not and could not have been anticipated. 

This land of the fathers has been bathed in the commingled blood of 


its sons, and while more than twenty years have come and gone since 
the last roll-eall and last conflict, and all are again united under a 
common flag, and now sit together under their father’s roof, in their 
father’s house; though these once divided sons have pS ge hands and 
buckled hearts and are stepping together to the music of our reunited 
Union in the march of progress, one resulting evil of that unfortunate 
period still exists, 

That strife liberated with the quickness of the magician’s wand from 
years of servitude a race of people numbering among us over six mill- 
ions; it invested them with the rights and imposed upon them the 
duties of citizenship; it left them among those with whom they had _ 
been reared and whose substance had been expended in this lamenta- 
ble internecine struggle, rendering them too poor to give to the young 
of this race the instruction necessary to enable them fully to enjoy 
their rights, comprehend their duties, or appreciate their responsibili- 
ti 


es. 

This I'say was more than twenty years ago, and yet during all this 
time this Government has looked with careless eye upon these ‘‘ wards 
of the nation,” and never extended the helping hand to raise them up 
in the scale of humanity; it has allowed them to plod their way with 
only such aid as a weak and prostrate people could give them; it has 
suffered the children of this race to follow along in the same path of 
ignorance trodden by the parents; it has never sought in any substan- 
tial manner to improve them as citizens or enlighten them as voters. 
Millions upon millions have been expended in the acquirement of ter- 
ritory, the erection of public buildings, and in making a display of na- 
tional greatness, and in every other conceivable way since emancipa- 
tion, but not one dollar has been devoted to the discharge of the national 
obligation to these people. 

I say national obligation, for in making them citizens and imposing 
duties on them this Government incurred an obligation to invest them 
with the power of discharging these duties, not after the fashion of a 
horse in a tread-mill or as dumb cattle, but as beings of intelligence. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Will the gentleman from Virginia permit me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr, O’FERRALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not suppose the gentleman means to be un- 
derstood as charging that any portion of the North desires the South 
should alone do this work. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Which work? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The education of the colored people. I thought 
that the gentleman’s words might imply that, but I was confident he 
did not mean to assert it, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No, Mr. Chairman. But as the matter stands 
now the South is bearing the burden of the education of the colored 


ple. 
ana BUCHANAN. I understand that. But does not the cry for 
this bill come largely from the northern portion of this country, the 
father of it petn e Senator from a Northern State, New Hampshire? 
Is it not a fact that the prevention hitherto of the consideration of this 
bill in the House has been by the efforts of the gentlemen not from 
the Northern States? 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I can not agree with my friend in regard to the 
assertion that the consideration of this bill has been objected to only 
by gentlemen on this side of the House. I think in the last Co 
when opportunities presented themselves for the consideration of the 
measure, ohjection came not only from gentlemen on the Democratic 
side but from gentlemen on the Republican side. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I speak of the present Congress. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. There has been no opportunity as yet, so far as 
I know, in this Congress to get a consideration of this bill. I hope, 
however, before the session shall close there will be a consideration 
of it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And you will then find us on your side. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Iam glad to hear that. 

Mr. Chairman, every year Congress appropriates money to instruct 
andeducate the Indian. Why? With the view of elevating him and 
making a better man out of him. I have heard much on this floor as 
to the hope indulged that the system inaugurated would lead to good 
results, and that our Indian educational policy would ultimately prove 
a success. Butinstead of looking to the wilds of the far West, where 
the foot of civilization has scarcely more than made its impress, I 
have but to look from the window of my own home in the heart of 
civilization, enlightenment, and Christianity, I have but to stand here 
in my place in these Halls,to see implied faith broken, implied obliga- 
tions disregarded, and implied promises violated in the case of a class 
that fill our avenues and even gather about our door-sills. 

Sir, it is no answer to the position I take to say, as I have heard it 
said, that these people were held in slavery for generations by the South, 
and that the South derived the profits of their labor, and should now 
bear the burden of their education. Slavery represented capital, but 
unprofitable capital. If the institution of slavery was wrong, which I 
shall not discuss, it was a national and not a sectional wrong. The 
Southern States were no more responsible for it than the Northern 
States. But suppose the South was not only responsible for slavery 
but for the war; emancipation came through the General Government, 


SE Pelee yaa BUG Ete gsi PIED ee RS eT 


1168 CONGRESSIONAL 


and the Government by emancipation incurred an original obligation 
to these people. 

I simply repeat an historical fact when I say that the Southern States 
did not participate in any wise in the abolition of slavery. They rati- 
fied an accomplished fact when they ratified the fourteenth and th 
amendments to the Constitution. But while the hand of the Southern 
people did not give emancipation, I speak their sentiments when I de- 
clare that they would not return the colored man to slavery if they 
could, and that they have an earnest desire to see him happy and pros- 
perous in his freedom. i 

. Emancipation was the act of the Government, and it thereby incurred 
an obligation which, as a great and just Government, it must discharge, 
and in discharging it promote the general welfare. But while I insist 
the Government should perform this implied obligation to the colored 
race, I insist more strenuously it should perform its obligation to itself. 

I insist it is under an obligation to itself to guard itself against the 
great evil of illiteracy, and to stamp it out as far as possible in the ris- 
ing generation, both white and colored, and that nothing will excuse 
it unless it be found that the Constitution will not warrant it. Iask 
again, then, is the bill constitutional? 

If education affords, as Burke says, ‘‘our chief defense,’ as Mann 
says, ‘our only political safety,” as Macaulay declares, ‘‘our most 
effectual means of securing our persons and property,” as Kossuth con- 
sidered, ‘‘the future security and direction of the destiny of every na- 
tion,” and as Everett insisted, ‘‘our safeguard, better than a standing 
army,” need I ask, will education inure to the general welfare of this 
nation? An affirmative answer irresistibly forces itself upon every 


man. 
Alexander Hamilton, in the early days of the Republic, said: 


It is, therefore, of necessity left to the discretion of the National Legislature 
to pronounce upon the objects which concern the general welfare, and for which 
uuder that description, an appropriation of money is requisite and proper; and 
there seems to be no room for a doubt whatever concerns the general in- 
terest of learning, of agriculture, of manufactures, and of commerce is within 
the sphere of the national councils as far as regards appropriations of money. 

So much, then, upon the question of general welfare. 

Now, let us go a step farther. Some gentlemen contend that it in- 
fringes upon the rights of the States. I defy any gentleman to refer 
to any provision of the bill which can be even tortured into an infringe- 
ment upon any right reserved to the States. 

The States are not interfered with in their right of self-government, 
in managing their local affairs, in levying as little or as much as they 
deem proper for educational purposes, or instructing their children as 
in their judgment may seem best. No books are prescribed, no system 
or course of study laid down, nor even a suggestion made as to the 
mode or manner of conducting the schools. All that is required in or- 
der to avail herself of the benefits of the bill is that the State shall have 
a free common-school system. She can receive no more from the na- 
tional Treasury than she appropriates from her own revenues; but the 
amount received, whatever it may be, she will use with the same free- 
dom that she uses the funds raised by her own system of taxation for 
school purposes. In a word, the national fund will be simply and 
purely supplemental to the State fund. 

Now, sir, under this plain and correct statement of the provisions of 
the bill, pray tell me what State right will be infringed, what right 
will be lost to the States, what right will be acquired by the National 
Government should this bill become a law? Why, sir, so absolutely 
free of infringement is this bill that it leaves each State to determine 
for itself whether she will receive the money. It, in fact, recognizes 
the supremacy of the States over their schools, for no State isin any 
manner required to receive a single dollar of the fund. She can de- 
cline in terms or by mere inaction refuse to receive it. Mr. Madison, 
in his discussion of the Constitution, said: 

The powers reserved to the several States will extend to all the objects which 
in the ordinary course of affairs, concern the lives, liberties, and p rties o 
the people, and the internal order, improvement, and prosperity of the States. 

Does this bill interfere with any of these reserved powers? Notone, 
directly or indirectly, remotely or contingently. I am now done with 
the constitutioual question, and will consider other objections which 
have been presented. 


WILL IT LEAD TO NATIONAL CONTROL OF THE SCHOOLS? 


I have heard it urged that this bill is only the fore-runner of a na- 
tional system of education, and that in time the Federal Government 
will assume control of the schools in the States. 
` Sir, while vigilance is well, and I would earnestly urge it, as I have 
urged it in all our affairs, we should take care also not to be timid, nor 
suspect some unseen danger in every bush. Constant forebodings of 
evil may prevent a people from taking advantage of opportunities for 
profit and gain, or of securing blessings which may lie at their doors. 

I take this bill as I find it. I pass my judgment upon it as upon 
any other matter of legislation. 

Why should any one conclude from the introduction of this bill that 
there is a preconcerted scheme to secure Federal control of the schools 
in the States, any more than that the of the cattle-disease bill in 
the last session was intended as a step in the direction of securing Fed- 
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eral control of all the cattle in the various States, or that the inter- 
state-commerce bill was designed to bring about a system of Federal 
railways, or the establishment of the National Board of Health was a 
scheme to give the Federal Government hygienic supervision over all 
the States? Is there more reason for one conclusion than the other? 
I think not. 

During the Forty-first Congress a bil] was introduced to establish a 
national system of education. It was, however, defeated, as it ought 
to have been, for it was without even the color of authority. It would 
have been an usurpation of power, the destruction of I self-govern- 
ment, and centralization in its most dangerousform. It was intended 
to su e all State systems of education, place the schools under 
Federal control, and educate the children according to the peculiar 
ideas, political or religious, or both, of the commissioner of education, 
an officer to be created by the bill. 

Wise heads and patriotic hearts in that Congress secured its defeat. 
It had really few advocates. If this bill were similar in any respect 
to that; if it encroached in any manner upon the autonomy of the 
States; if it sought in an to put the plastic mind of the youth of 
this land in the Fed mold, no matter what party ht be in 
power; if it p to inaugurate a system by which the children of 
a State were to be taught an rules of etchics or morals, or 
trained in any special line of thought; if it directly or indirectly, re- 
motely or contingently, suggested even an interference with the sole, 
exclusive, and absolute jurisdiction of each State over its own schools, 
my voice should be raised in opposition to it, and my tongue should 
rest paralyzed in my mouth before it should give an affirmative re- 
sponse upon the roll-call of my name on its passage. But, sir, it is as 
free of any such objections as the most careful language can make it. 


WILL IT PLACE THE STATES IN THE POSITION OF MENDICANTS?T 


I have read in some journals, and I have heard it stated by opponents 
of this measure, that the passage of this bill would place the States in 
the position of mendicants, beggars. 

Sir, I stand here on behalf of Virginia, along with my colleagues, to 
lead at the bar of this House for aid in the great cause of education; 
ut I spurn the charge that Virginia appears as a beggar. She comes 

rather like a queen, though not in royal robes, to raise her voice in 
these legislative halls of the nation in behalf of her children who are 
suffering with the blindness of illiteracy, and thereby threatening not 
only her weal, but the weal of the nation, and she asks that the obli- 
gation of educating them may be shared by the nation, who will at 
least be an equal beneficiary in the results. Whatever may affect the 
body-politic of Virginia will affect the body-politic of the nation, for 
they are indivisible, and one is a part of the whole. 

Mendicant! No. Virginia never has been a beggar. She may have 
appeared in tattered garments, bedraggled in the mire, in rags in her 
recent years, but her step was as proud and her head was as erect as 
when her voice was the most potent in the councils of the land and 
throughout the borders of the land. In her prosperity she gave freely 
of her patrimony, and with a lavish hand showered her blessings into 
the lap of the nation. She contributed of her substance for the com- 
mon defense, and permitted mighty States to be carved out of her side; 
and now, when she comes knocking at the door and seeking not alms, 
but simply asking that the nation will unite with her in enlightening 
her children, in whom the nation has a common in she is met 
with the rebuff from some, ‘‘ Depart, ye mendicant, ye 7 bE 
hurl back, in her name, the insult, and stamp under my feet the 
charge or insinuation. 

NO TAXATION NECESSARY—MONEY NOW IN THE TREASURY, 


Again, it is urged that Congress has no power to tax the people for 
the benefit of theStates, and that this being a tax for their benefit Con- 
gress cannot impose it. 

If education is for the general welfare Congress has the same power 
to tax for educational rapan as for the many other purposes for which 
for the general welfare it assumed the power to tax. But, sir, the 
imposition of no tax is necessary; the money is now in the vaults of the 
Treasury, in amount, perhaps fivefold the amount, which will be ap- 
propriated duri ine period for which this bill will be enacted. 

Whose money is it? Itis the people’s money; it belongs to them to- 
day, and ought to be in their pockets. the ple ask that their 
money shall be returned to them in educational blessings for their chil- 
dren, who has the right to object? 

Will the Government collect from them hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars more than necessary to pay the expenses and meet the demands of 
Government, and when they ask that a portion, at Jeast, shall be re- 
turned to them for the purposes of education, only tighten its grip upon 
the purse-strings or strengthen the bolts upon its vaults? 

Sir, this is no demand for taxation; it is simply an appeal in behalf 
of as noble a purpose as could inspire a people, for a restoration of 
money unjustly collected, yes, extorted from them, and now hoarded 
upin the Treasury. But, sir, suppose the Treasury were empty in- 
stead of plethoric. I insist the taxing power for the purposes of this 
bill could be directly exercised. s 

I desire now, Mr. Chairman, to present inas forcible a manner as my 


JANUARY 29, 


1887, * 


ability will admit another phase of the important question involved 
in this bill. 
INEQUALITY OF BURDEN IMPOSED BY THE ACT OF EMANCIPATION, 

Discarding for the present the idea I have heretofore advanced, that 
the National Government is under an implied obligation to the colored 
race to educate its young, let us look at the subject in another light 
and from another standpoint. 

At the threshold of the remarks I am about to submit, I desire to ex- 
press my exceeding gratification at the spirit which has generally per- 
vaded discussions on this floor during the four sessions I have had the 
honor of sitting here. Northern men and Southern men with rare ex- 
ceptions have met each other in debate without an exhibition of the 
partisan spirit and sectional bias which at one time characterized the 
proceedings of this body. 

Times have changed, and augur well for the peace and harmony, 
prosperity, and growth of our priceless heritage. Greater intercourse 
and intermingling, increased community of interests and comparison 
of opinions, have opened up the well-springs of the heart and directed 
them into the natural channels of fraternal feeling and brotherly love. 
We stand more closely allied than ever as one people, not only in 
name but in fact, not only in mind but in soul. 

A new era has dawned; a brighter day has thrown wide open its 
gates. The season of crimination and recrimination has passed with 
patriots, I trust never to return; the spirit of that broad catholicism 
that teaches to forgive and forget, to anoint wounds with the oil of 
love, and to tread tenderly upon the graves of those who fell in de- 
fense of what each had been taught was right, is abroad in our land, 
shedding the warmth of its infiuence from center to circumference, and 
tending to melt any remaining iceberg in every heart. $ 

Questions which may peculiarly affect any particular section of this 
Union can now be discussed here freely, frankly, and kindly, on their 
merits. 

The most powerful agency in working this pleasant, happy, and for- 
tunate change has been the soldier element of both sides. They had 
felt each other’s steel and heard each other’s shouts of victory, and 
knew they were foemen worthy of each other. When the confederate 
surrendered his sword or stacked his musket he did so without shame, 
for he had done his best, and when the Federal received it he received 
it in the pride of his courage, that had wrested it from such a foeman. 
‘True soldiers are always magnanimous and never cruel. A brave man 
never kicks, but always raises up a fallen enemy. 

When the funeral knell of the Confederacy was sounded, filling the 
souls of the South with anguish, bowing the heads of her aged men in 
despair, striking down the energies of her young sons, and dropping 
her daughters to their knees in prayer for her deliverance from the 
throes of defeat, her soldiers, with heads erect and conscious pride in 
their yalor, looked with the eyes of confidence to the soldiers of the 
North, knowing full well that men who had shown such valor on the 
field would not mar their glory by oppressing a brave, but conquered, 
an heroic, but subjugated, people. Their confidence was, indeed, well 
founded, and, weighing every word I utter, Isay if the South has reason 
to complain of any treatment she has received since Appomattox, her 
complaint does not lie at the door of the Federal soldiers. 

The wheel of time has placed many years between us and Appoma- 
tox, but during all these years, more and more with each year, the sol- 
diers of the two sections have been cultivating fraternal feelings and 
healing the wounds and obliterating as far as possible the scars inflicted 
by one upon the other. They have enjoyed each other’s hospitality; 
they have met together where their bayonets bristled and crossed, their 
swords flashed and slashed, their muskets rattled and their cannons 
roared, and under their pitched tents and around their camp-fires have 
fought their battles o’er, smoked the pipe of peace, drank to the mem- 
ory of the brave fellows who fell wearing both the blue and the gray, 
and in their hearts repeated the lines of the poet: 

The ws 

Ge kawers tasom silks ofee Douo and OORA 

And tears of loved ones are mingling with dew, 

While with it God blesses the gray and the blue— 
and unitedly consecrated themselves to this union of States, and, like 
Hannibal at the altar of his gods, sworn eternal allegiance to their coun- 
try: eternal hatred of its foes. 

Then when their tentshave been struck and their camp-fires put out 
they have returned to their homes better men and truer patriots by 
reason of the contact and intermingling, and each has devoted himself 
to the cultivation of fraternal feelings, and thus, as wave upon wave, 
their influence has spread over the whole land. It is felt in the family 
circle and social circle, in business relations, and in the State and 
national councils, It is felt here in these Halls. As one who wore 
the gray for four years, and with no tinge of shame now upon my 
cheek, I thank God I have lived to see wounds healed, scars effaced, 
waste places restored, and, better than all, malice plucked out and 
souls swelling with fraternal feeling. 

Returning now, Mr. Chairman, to the thread of my remarks, I in- 
dulge the flattering hope that I will strike that high sense of right and 
justice, equity and fair dealing, which has been kindled in each section 
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toward the other, and that the heavy burden now resting upon the 
people of eleven States, the result of that war, will be raised from their 
shoulders and distributed among all the States. 3 

That burden, I need not repeat, is the great burden of illiteracy. 

Let us look at plain and unvarnished facts. In 1880, according to 
the census reports, within the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, 
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Ten- 
nessee, Texas, and Virginia there were 3,918,967 illiterates, white and 
colored, of the age of ten years and over. They were distributed 
among these States, as follows: 


| White, | Colored. | Total. 


w | 128,934 
seee 95 
777 
seve = § 94, 
TEXAS ... 0100 s. 92,520 
| “” 


Of this number it will be observed 2,740,926 were colored. 

In the other twenty-seven States and all the Territories and District 
of Columbia there were 2,520, 989 illiterates, white and colored, of the 
age of ten years and over. 

They were distributed as follows: 


| 
Colored.| Total. 


States. | White. 
| 26, 090 27,340 430 
, 906 568 10, 474 
| 26, 763 1,661 434 
8, 346 11, 068 19,414 
ave 182, 426 12,971 135, 407 
100, 398 10, 363 110, 761 
44, 337 2, 272 609 
24, 888 14,588 39,476 
214,497 | 133,895 392 
21,758 412 22,170 
44,316 90, 172 134, 488 
90, 658 2,322 92, 980 
58, 932 4,791 63,723 
33, 506 1,040 33,546 
152,510 | 56, 244 208, 754 
10, 926 602 11,528 
1,915 2,154 4,060 
14, 208 94 14,302 
44, 049 9,200 53, 249 
175 11,425 219,600 
115,491 16,356 131, 847 
343 3,080 7,423 
209, 981 18, 083 228, 014 
23,54 1,249 24, 793 
JPEN 15, 681 156 15, 837 
75, 237 10,139 85, 376 
, 233 1,325 55, 558 
4,824 1,018 5, S42 
4, 157 664 4,821 
784 994 1,778 
Se 631 1,076 1,707 
49, 597 7,559 57,156 
8,137 689 8, 826 
ingto 1,429 2, 460 3,889 
Wyoming... 374 182 556 
District of Columbia .......sessessesnsnssenesnsennersores resres 3,988 21,790 25,778 
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1,841,037 | 679,952 | 2,520,989 


Of this number only 679,952 were colored, and to this fact I call es- 
pecial attention. 

Tbe population of the first-named eleven States was 12,990,146; of 
this number there were 7,622,852 whites. The population of the other 
twenty-seven States and the Territories and the District of Columbia 
was 37,165,637; of this number there were 35,780,118 whites. 

So 7,622,852 white people in the first named eleven States have cast 
upon them 2,740,926 colored illiterates, while 35,780,118 white people 
in the other States and the Territories and the District of Columbia 
have only 679,952 colored illiterates. 

Of course all of these illiterates are not of school age; many of them 
have passed it, and the bill can do them no good; but these figures are 
given to present the relative number of illiterates and thereby show 
the relative number of children of school age among them. 

In other words, a little less than one-sixth of the white people of 
the country have the education of about nine-elevenths of the colored 
illiterates thrown upon them, while the residue of the white people, 
a little more than five-sixths, have only about two-elevenths, Is this 
just? 

But let us not stop here; let us go further. 

The assessed wealth in realty of the first named eleven States was 
$1,870,736,584; the assessed wealth in realty of the other States and 
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the Territories and the District of Columbia was $15,032,019,308. So 
one-eighth of the assessed value in realty of the country is required to 
provide for the education of nine-elevenths of the colored illiteracy, 
while seven-eighths escape with two-elevenths, 

Ts this equitable? . 

In the first named eleven States there were 1,741,524 white male 
adults; in the other States and the Territories and the District of Co- 
lumbia there were 9,601,481. So that in the one there were eight col- 
ored illiterates to every five white male adults; in the other, one col- 
ored illiterate to every sixteen white male adults, and the relztive pro- 
portion, I assume, is kept up in those of school age. 

Does not this strike every reasonable mind as a crying inequality ? 

It seems to me with this array of statistical facts I can not appeal in 
vain to the sense of right and justice, equity, and fair-dealing of this 
House. ‘Do untoothers as you would have others do unto you”? is 
one of the precepts of that religion under whose teachings we profess 
as a people to square our actions. As the burden rests now it is most 
grievous. Remember I beg, that this burden resulted from a struggle 
which did not originate with the men who participated in it, for the 
seed were sown long before most of the participants were born. This 
conflict was the result of education—education in different schools, 
taught by different teachers. The boy of the South followed the teach- 
ings of his father, the boy of the North as naturally absorbed the doc- 
trines of his father, and each carried them into practice in manhood. 
It was a contest for principle, not for conquest or plunder, glory or 
renown. The South failed, and the arbitrament of the sword settled 
for all time the principle out of which the conflict sprung. ‘The South is 
as truly loyal this day, as true to the flag this hour, as the North. 

Southern men sit in this House and vote day after day and session 
after session for the relief of those who suffered in person or property 
on the Union side in that war of principle; they vote for appropriations 
to erect monuments to the memory of the dead Union heroes of that 
struggle; they vote money to build and support soldiers’ homes and 
to pension the brave survivors who were maimed or crippled or broken 
in health in the line of duty, and the widows and children of those 
who fell with their uniforms on, or whose soldier spirits have taken 
their flight to meet a soldier’s God since the Angel of Peace spread its 
white wings over us. 

‘When Southern Representatives thus vote they vote money raised by 
their poeple as wellas the people of the States wherein the bones of the 
Federal dead repose. They have in their midst soldiers’ widows and 
orphans, too, and they seearound them on every hand the wooden leg and 
armless sleeve, the sunken cheek and emaciated form of the confeder- 
ate veteran, too, with no strong governmental arm to support them, no 
open governmental hand to comfort them. 

Now, these Representatives of the South come appealing simply that 
an appropriation, inconsiderable indeed, when we compare it with the 
ability of this Government, may be made to lighten the burden on the 
shoulders of their States, and aid them in educating their children so 
they may become better citizens as they grow up, possess greater ca- 
pacity for good and less inclination to evil, increase the enjoyment of 
their rights, and more fully comprehend their duties. 

I here submit a statement of the amount each State will receive in 
the eight years under the provisions of this bill: 


r seeee 


WHAT VIRGINIA HAS DONE FOR EDUCATION AND WHAT SHE HAS PAID INTO 
THE UNITED STATES TREASURY, 

Standing here now and speaking particularly for Virginia as one of 
her Representatives on this floor, I declare that to-day her people, with- 
out regard to race or color, send up as with one voice their petitions for 
the speedy passage of this bill. 

Party lines are obliterated and partisan feeling buried when Vir- 
ginians come to consider the blessings it will bring and the fruits it will 
bear throughout the borders of their State. Virginia points with sat- 
isfaction to what she has done for the education of her children; she re- 
fers to the flattering report of the Commissioner of Education upon the 
efficiency of her system; she reverts to the fact that though in 1870 her 
waste places and charred ruins still filled every landscape and the grass 
had not returned to her fields trodden and beaten out by the hoof of 
war; that though gloom hung over her homes like a pall and desola- 
tion was seen around every homestead and poverty at every hearth- 
stone; that though her people were involved in private debt and loaded 
down by State debt, she determined even amid all these surroundings 
to do her duty to her children as far as in her power, and she inaugu- 
rated a system of free common schools for the education of all without 
distinction on account of race or color, and this, too, five years before 


sequined to do so under the provisions of her ‘‘ reconstructed ” consti- 
ution. 

In 1880 her school fund amounted to $1,335,984 and each year since 
it has been as much. Other Southern States have done perhaps as well, 
some of them it may be better. I have seen it stated, and I think cor- 
rectly, that the Southern States pay annually for school purposes $13,- 
000,000, $5,000,000 of which is ded in the education of colored 
children. So the Southern States in seeking this aid come exhibiting 
a record of earnestness and zeal in their efforts to do their whole duty. 
But, with all they have been ableto do, they have not met the demands 
of education. 

I may be pardoned if I refer to the fact that Virginia has been no 
dependent province nor unproductive territory so far as paying revenue 
into the national Treasury is concerned. She has had her tobacco fields 
and her distilleries, and though she has felt keenly the injustice and in- 
iquity of the internal-revenue system, being trained in the school of 
forbearance, she has borne the wrongs and suffered the oppression re- 
sulting from it, and has met every demand, only entering her protest 
against the system. 

According to a statement I have from an authentic source, from 1865 
to 1886 inclusive, she paid over $9.000,000 on distilled spirits and about 
$90,000,000 on tobacco, making in the aggregate about $100,000,000, or 
about $5,000,000 annually. 

Should this aid be given her she will only have returned to her 
something over $5,000,000 in all the years it will continue on the sum 
the Government has drawn each year from her for the last twenty years. 

I have now nearly concluded my remarks. 

My only apology for consuming so much time in the dying hours of 
this Congress is the deep interest the people of my State feel in this 
matter and my belief in its almost God-given justice. 

There is not in my opinion any measure pending now or that has been 
before Congress during my service so far-reaching in its importance, 
fraught with so much good, ladened with such blessings and promising 
such results as this bill. There is nothing that so appeals to the hu- 
manity and heart of this nation or to the manhood and sense of right 
of its people. 

Let it not be said that this Government will unlock its vaults to ar- 
rest a cattle disease, but not to stamp ont the plague of illiteracy in 
her body-politic. : 

Let it not be said that this Government regards the health of the 
bodies of her dumb cattle with more consideration than the health of 
the minds of her children. 

Let it not be said that this Government looks with less concern upon 
her citizens possessed of priceless souls, than upon her chattels, whose 
value is weighed in the scales of money. 

Hand it not down in history that this Congress, representing the ad- 
vanced enlightenment of the nineteenth century, now near its close, 
and a land unlimited in resources, turns a deaf ear to the appeals of 
the rising generation to throw the light of education into the darkened 
recesses of their minds. 

Hand it not down in history that eleven States representing alittle less 
than one-sixth of the white population, one-eighth of the assessed value 
in realty, and one-seyenth of the white male adults of this Union shall 
struggle on as they have been doing for years under the weight of about 
nine-elevenths of the illiterates of that class who w ere made citizens 
by the powerful hand of the Government. 

Let not these things be said; let not these things be recorded; but 
rather let it be said and recorded that this Government is parental in 
the consideration of her children, and her people, and in the discharge 
of her duties. 

Tn thus acting she will not depart from the lighted way of the Con- 
stitution; she will not violate State rights nor run upon the shoals of 
consolidation and centralization. Many of her ablest constitutional 
lawyers in both political parties and in both branches of Congress, men 
whose opinions flash like coruscations in the clouds, have so advised her, 

Less than two years ago a monument was completed and dedicated 
in this capital city to the memory of him who was the father of his 
country, and whose name is resounded by the deep peal of human voices 
like the heavings of the great ocean. 

He liberated his country from the thraldom of tyranny, and declared 
that for his people enlightenment is essential. 

How appropriate, then, it will be to follow up the erection of this 
marble pile with the passage of this measure and the erection in the 
hearts of the people to whom Washington gave liberty of a monument 
of gratitude, which will last even when that marble pillar shall have 
crumbled to the earth! 

I make one last appeal for the instruction of the children of this 
land, for the education of the poor and the enlightenment of the igno- 
rant; and I indulge the hope that this House, following the example 
of the Senate, will send a thrill of joy and gladness not only into the 
cottage of the hunible and the cabin of the poor but into every house 
wherein a human heart beats in the great cause of education. 

I return my thanks to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WIL- 
son] a hoe kindness in yielding so much of his time tome. [Ap- 
plause. 
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Mr. WILSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as I submitted the 
minority report by means of which this bill is des the Calendar, I feel 
that I ought to say something about it; but I will not occupy the time 
of the Committee of the Whole if I can have permission to print some 
remarks upon the bill in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in 
formed the House that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of the 
House to a bill (S. 2256) to create a port of delivery at Lewes, Del., 
asked for a conference upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed Mr. GORMAN, Mr. MCMILLAN, and Mr. GRAY as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk proceed with 
the reading of the bill by paragraphs under the rule. 

The Clerk, reading the bill by paragraphs, read as follows: 

For improvement of streets and avenuesnamed in the schedule of work oncity 
streets and avenues pro; for the fiscal year 1888, contained in House Execu- 
tive Document No, orty-ninth Congress, second session, as follows: In 
ewes, pice $40,000; in the northwest section, substituting New Jersey avenue, 
from M street to the Boundary, for New Hampshire avenue from Q street to Six- 
teenth street, $115,000; in the southwest section, $40,000; in the southeast section, 
$55,000; in the northeast section, $40,000; and for filling streets below grade, at 
not exceeding 10 cents per cubic yard, $10,000; in all, $300,000. 

Mr, BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I make that motion for the purpose of asking the chairman of 
the committee having charge of this bill, whether in this, or in any other 
paragraph in the bill, authority is given for the extension of Massa- 

cusetts avenue? 

Mr. WILSON. No authority exists in this bill, Mr. Chairman, for 
any expenditure for the extension of Massachusetts avenue. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it is due to the com- 
missioners to say also that they have not asked for any expenditure for 
that purpose. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, whether it is 
injorder to move to strike out the enacting clause and insert an appro- 
priation of $248,201.60 to be expended under the direction of the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, as was done in the river and 
harbor bill the other day? [Langhter. ] 

Pikes OTATHAN cen is not in order until the bill has been read 
rou, y paragraphs. 

z M: r STEELE. That bill had not been read through. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For current work on county roads and suburban streets, including any road 
that may be opened by reason of the building of a bridge over the Eastern Branch 
at the termination of Pennsylyania avenue, $40,000. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting after 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 189, the following: 

Provided, That the Tennallytown, Seventh street, and Bladensburg road be first 
completed up to the limits of the District of Columbia, out of this sum. 

I offer this amendment because it expresses in terms what I under- 
stand to be the purpose of the appropriation, and simply makes it so 
explicit that it can not be misunderstood. I am confident that that is 
the object of the item in the bill, and I think this proviso will be ac- 
ceptable to my colleague in charge of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I am not authorized, Mr. Chairman, to accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland. I willsay to him, how- 
ever, that both in last year’s bill and in this, the appropriation has been 
increased for the very purpose indicated in his amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For harbor and river front: For the improvement and protection of the har- 
bor and river front, the enforcement of laws and regulations, construction and 
maintenance of wharves and buildings, $10,000: Provided, That the amounts col- 
lected for leases and wharf shall be paid to the collector, for payment 
into the Treasury to the credit of the United States and the District of Columbia 
in equal parts, 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that paragraph 
by inserting, after line 224, the following: 

And provided further, That the additional sum of $10,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated to be disbursed by the Commissioners of the District for 
the purpose of keeping the Potomac River open when blockaded by ice. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I must raise the point of order upon 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. WILSON. My point is that there is no law authorizing any 
such expenditure. I will also say to the gentleman from Maryland 
that there is in this bill an emergency fund which can be used in case 
of flood or other disaster. 

Mr. COMPTON. Will the gentleman indicate how that fund can 
be used for such purpose ? 

Mr. WILSON. If the gentleman will turn to line 550 of the bill, 


page 23, he will find a provision for an emergency fund, ‘‘to be expended 
in case of emergency, such as riot, pestilence, calamity by flood or fire.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will take the uncontradicted asser- 
tion of the gentleman from West Virginia that there is no law author- 
izing this expenditure, and will sustain the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For teachers: For teachers, not to exceed six hundred and fifty-four in num- 
ber, to be employed at a rate of compensation not to exceed the rate provided 
by the present schedule of salaries, and at an average salary not to exceed $670, 
$438,270: Provided, That not exceeding $1,500 shall be paid to adirector of music. 


Mr. LONG. I raise a question of order on the last clause of the par- 
agraph just read— 

Provided, That not exceeding $1,500 shall be paid to a director of music. 

The salary paid to this officer under the present schedule is, I under- 
stand, $2,000. If this proviso should become law it will practically 
fix the salary for the coming fiscal year at not exceeding $1,500. This 
is a change of law, because, under the present law, the salary paid is 


000. 

Mr. WILSON. I believe it is true that the present incumbent of the 
office of director of music receives a salary of $2,000. But the office is 
not one established by law; and there is no law which fixes the salary 
to be paid to him. 

Mr. LONG. But, under the present law, the commissioners have the 
right to employ a director of music, and to pay him, as they now do, 
$2,000. If this proviso becomes law they will not have power to pay 
him more than $1,500. Hence this is a change of law, because it de- 
prives the commissioners of a power they now possess under the law. 

Mr. WILSON. This is merely a restriction upon the appropriation. 
There is now no law bearing upon the subject at all, as I understand. 
This restricts the discretion of the commissioners, and limits the amount 
which can be paid for this pu: 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. It notonlylimitsthe appropriation, but, as 
the gentleman states, restricts the discretion of thecommissioners. It 
provides that they shall not have the power they now have to pay this 
officer $2,000. Therefore it is a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. OHARA. I move to amend by inserting after the word ‘* dol- 
lars,’’ in line 256, this proviso: 

Provided, That no discrimination shall be made in salary between male or fe- 
maaie teachers holding the same grade of certificate and performing similar du- 
Mr. WILSON. I make a point of order against this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For buildings for schools: For building an addition to the Columbia road 
school, $3,000; for punang an addition to the Hamilton road school, $3,000; for 
building an eight-room ool building on the lot adjoining the Wallach school 
building, $25,600; for building an eight-room school building on the lot adjoin- 
ing the Sumner school building, $28,400; for building an eight-room school build- 
ing in school division No, 4, $25,000; and the commissioners are authorized to 


sell any lot now owned by the District in said division and to apply the p: 

of such sale to the purchase of a more eligible peng J lot, ifin their judgment 
expedient; and for such purpose the additional sum of $3,000, orso much f 
as may be n , is also appropriated; in all, $88,000: the 


ecessary, i : Provided, 
plans and specifications for each of said buildings, and for all other buildin: 
rovided for in this act, shall be prepared by the inspector of buildings of 
District of Columbia, and shall be approved by the architect of the Capitol and 
the commissioners of the District, and said buildings shall be constructed by 
the commissioners in conformity therewith. 


Mr. WILSON. I desire on behalfof the committee to move a verbal 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ building," where it occurs in lines 296, 295, 296, 298, and 301, 
insert “and furnishing.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘sell,”’ 
in line 303, the words ‘‘and convey.”’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FOR THE FIRE DEPARTMENT. 


For one chief engineer, $1,800; one fire-marshal, $1,000; one clerk, $900; two 
foremen, as assistant engineers, at $1,200 each; seven foremen, at $1,000 
each; seven engineers, at $1,000 each ; seven firemen, at $840 each ; two 
at $840 each; nine hostlers, at $840 each; sixty privates, at $780 each; three 
watchmen, at $600 each; one veterinary surgeon for all departments of the Dis- 
trict government, $400; repairs to engine-houses, $2,000; repairs to ap tus 
and pen | May tare 000 ; purchase of hose, $2,000; for fuel, $2,000; pu: 
horses, $2,000; forage, $5,000; contingent expenses, ineluding office-rent, horse- 
shoeing, furniture, fixtures, washing, oil, medical and stable supplies, harness, 
blacksmithing, labor, gas, and other necessary items, $7,500; in all, $108,920. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to amend by striking out, after the words 
‘sixty privates,” in line 367, the words ‘‘at $780 dollars each,” and 
inserting ‘‘at $800 each.” This is the amount now paid; it was not 
the intention of the committee to make any change in this respect. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows, under the head ‘‘For Reform School:’’ 

For construction of greenhouses, with necessary heating apparatus complete, 
Patatin pits $a gracing sting ol amsatenty tapering ts 

ratus com 7 ; for 5 i 
Sheol pion ey $500; in all, $9,700. . . z = 

Mr. STEELE. Imovetoamend by striking out, in lines 503 and 504, 
the appropriation for the construction of greenhouses. I would be in 


lermen, 
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favor of turning over the Botanical Gardens, superintendent and all, to 
this Reform School. It is “‘a thing of beauty.” 

Several MEMBÆRS. And ‘‘a joy forever.” 

Mr. STEELE. But at the same time I would like to dispense with 
it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON. I make a point oforder upon the amendment. . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The point of orderis good. Read on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the committee rise, and report the bill 
as amended to the House. 

Mr. HATCH. Ihope the gentleman will not insist on that motion, 
but will simply move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House. Let us then take up the agricultural appropriation bill. It 
will not take fifteen minutes to read it and dispose of it. It contains 
no new legislation, and makes no increase of salaries. There is nothing 
in it that any gentleman will object to. 

Mr. WILSON. After this bill is by the House the gentle- 
man aa aore to go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of his bill. 

Mr. HATCH. To report this hill now, and then go back into com- 
mittee, would be simply a consumption of time for no purpose. 
We ought to take up the agricultural appropriation bill now, so that 
it may be promptly in the hands of the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask fora vote on my motion. 

The motion of Mr. WILSON was agreed to; there being—ayes 45, 
noes 31. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 10802) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, had directed him to report 
the same back with amendments. 

Mr. WILSON. I move the cos question on ing to the 
amendments and ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time, 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Ifa separate vote is not demanded on any amend- 
ment the question will be taken on the amendments in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. WILSON. I call the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The vf provions question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
ji ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I ask, by unanimous consent, to report from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs a joint resolution in these words: 

That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to readvertise for bids for 
the construction of cruiser No. 1, known as the Newark, and to contract for the 
construction of the same for any sum which, together with aioe cost of equip- 
ment, not including the armament, shall not exceed $1,300, 

Mr. RANDALL, Let it be printed in the aren) so we may see it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair hears no objection, and the resolution 
is ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 1286) to au- 
thorize Frank W. Hunt to erect and maintain a ferry across the Mis- 
gouri River at the military reservation of Fort Buford; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. Imove that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
taking up and considering the agricultural appropriation bill. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

The House divided on the motion to adjourn; and there were—ayes 
60, noes 52. 

Mr. HATCH demanded tellers. 

eae were ordered; and Mr. HATCH and Mr. MCMILLIN were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. HATCH. It will not take up fifteen minutes. 

The tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 45. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


* PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Joe Hooker Post, No. 32, of Atlan- 
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tic City, N. J., favoring the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of Charles E. Mills Post, No. 491, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Fort Edward, N. Y., requesting the 

of the so-called Edmunds-Tucker bill, relative to the abolition 
of the Mormon Church—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Perry Rennoe, administrator of R. 
A. Rennoe; and of Thomas Skinner, of Doncaster; and of T. B. Burgess, 
administrator of F. B. F. Burgess, of Riverside, Md., for reference of 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Michi- 
gan, relative to the acquisition’ of canal connecting Keweenaw Bay and 
Lake Superior—to the Committee on Railways and 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of the Board of Trade of Tampa, 
Fla.; and of the Chamber of Commerce of Atlanta, Ga., for an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the harbor of Tampa, Fla.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

* By Mr. DORSEY: Resolution of the State Medical Society of Ne- 
braska, in reference to appropriation for a medical congress—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of Rev. S. C. Bartlett, president of 
Dartmouth College, and others, citizens of Hanover, N. H., praying for 
an appropriation for a public building in that town—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Petition of the Society of Friends of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., for legislation to promote peace—to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of George H. Lewis and 49 others, citizens 
of Huntington, Vt., asking for repeal of limitation of arrears of pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: Resolution of the New Jersey State Board of Agri- 
culture in favor of the experiment-station bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of F. C. Johnson and others, citizens of Kish- 
waukee, Ill., in favor of the bill (H. R. 9733) to regulate the manufacture 
of cider from grain—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial and resolutions of the trade assembly of Chicago, Tl., 
against Senate bill 925, ceding Dearborn Park to ae Public 
Library—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Gro 

Also, petition of J. M. Wise and 6 others, of Freeport, I., for the pas- 
py of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee on Agri- 

ture. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition ofcattle-raisers of Clark County, Indiana, 
asking for the passage of the Miller bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr, IRION: Papers in the claim of Samuel N. White, of West 
Feliciana Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Christian M. Reedy, George W. Reedy, 
Thomas J. Reedy, executors of John J. Reedy, deceased, for payment 
of claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Columbiana and Stark 
Counties, Ohio, spo pyas the passage of the bill (S. 1636) to reduce 
the postage on heuer plants, &c—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Road: 

By Mr. McRAE: Raola of the County Agricultural Wheel of 
Little River County, Arkansas—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Resolution of Walter Dwight Post, No. 230; of 
W, A. Miles Post, No. 442; and of Alfred A. Morse Post, No. 268, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of New York, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEGLEY: Two petitions of citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., to re- 
duce internal taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of the Minnesota Legislature, urging 
liberal appropriations for the improvement of certain Northwestern 
rivers, lakes, and canals—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mı. O’FERRALL: Petition of S. M. Hammen & Co. and others, 
citizens of Rockingham County, Virginia, for the passage of the local- 
option bill for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Resolutions of the Legislature of Michigan, 
in favor of the United States acquiring title to and ownership of ship- 
canals connecting the waters of Keweenaw Bay with the waters of Lake 
Superior, for a harbor of refuge, and making same free for navigation 
and commerce—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of Sanford Post, No. 473, of Nicholville; 
of F. F. Wead Post, No. 363, of Brushton; of W. A. Rice Post, No. 169, 
of Hermon; and of Marsh Post, No. 214, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Potsdam, N. Y., in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker anti-polygamy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of F. F. Wead Post, No. 363, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Brashton, for the granting of pensions as advised by the national 
committee, Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of D. W. Shannon and others, of Girard, 
Kans., asking for the passage of the bill (S. 1636) to reduce the port- 

age on seeds, scions, plants, &c.—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 
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Also, resolutions of E. M. Stanton Post, No. 23, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Howard, Kans., asking for the passage of the Edmunds- 
FErTF bill for the suppression of polygamy—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Caldwell, 
Kans., favoring the passage of the Oklahoma bill—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also, petition of J. N. Salmon and 6 others, citizens of Stafford County, 
and of John Tillman and 7 others, citizens of Sedgwick County, Kan- 
sas, favoring the passage of Senate bill 1636—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of citizens of Pleasant Plains, Il., in 
favor of Senate bill 1636—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Herman Weitekamp and others, of Morrisonville; of 
A. C. Vandewater & Son, of Pana, Ill., and of J. B. Spaulding & Sons, 
of Springfield, Ill., for relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, for the 
improvement of certain rivers and canals—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Noyes Brothers & Cutten, of Saint Paul, Minn., for 
repeal of internal taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STORM: Memorial of the Free Trade Club, New York, in favor 
of tariff reform—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of James Bostick, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ohio, for the passage of Senate bill 1636— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of the Leaf-Tobacco Trade of Louisville, 
Ky., the pees of section 4 of the interstate-commerce bill— 
to the Committee on merce. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of P, Doran, asking an appropriation to pay 
him one month’s pay under joint resolution offered March 3, 1879—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of Alfred R. Bufñn, of Henrico County, Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Michigan, praying for the passage of the Blair educational bill. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Of 346 citizens of Saint Augustine, Fla. - 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Of officers of the Women’s Christian Temper- 
so Union of Michigan, asking for the passage of the Blair educational 
bill. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Of Edwin Vaughan and 270 others, citizens 
of New Hampshire. 

Rod Mr. an FOLLETTE: Of the Presbyterian and Methodist churches 
of Oregon, Wis. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Of officers of the Women’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Michigan, asking for the passage of the Blair educa- 
tional bill. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of 135 citizens of Hackensack and Passaic, N. J. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 31, 1887. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 


THE JOURNAL, 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa matter relating to the Journal. The mo- 
tion in regard to the Pacific railroad funding bill was that it be 
poned until next week, Monday, February 7, with the same rights 
that it already had. I see the clerks have journalized it as a new 
special order, which would give it a right later than the other special 
orders which have been made in the mean time, although it was an 
earlier order. I ask that the Journal be corrected in that 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the order 
the same as the Senator from Massachusetts does, and the clerks un- 
derstand that that is the effect of the present entry. However—— 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that where there are several special orders 
they come up in their right, in the order of the date at which they were 
made special orders under the rule. This bill is the earliest i 
order on the Calendar, and if it is journalized as a new special order 
made on Saturday for the first time it will stand later than the others. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Does the Senator desire to have it 
stand at the head of special orders, or the second, on the Calendar ? 

Mr. HOAR. With its present rights. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be observed. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not suppose the bill will then be taken up, but 
age ao want it to lose any rights if it should be deemed advisable to 

e it up. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will beso entered. The Journal 
will stand approved, if there be no objection. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Super- 
vising Architect of that Department as to an additional appropriation 
for a pile foundation for the custom-house building at Key West, Fla. ; 
and also as to an appropriation of $250,000 for the construction of an ad- 
ditional story on the custom-house building at New York city; which, 
with the accompaning was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submi a statement as to the census of the State of 
Florida, taken by the State authorities under the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1879, making an appropriation for taking the tenth and 
subsequent censuses of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Skillen Post, 
No. 47, Grand Army of the Republic, Rome, N. Y., praying for the 
passage of the anti-Mormon bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ted the petition of Electa W. Jacobs, of Mount Airy, 
Ohio, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


A joint memorial to Congress relating to the improvement of water-ways, &c. 
mn the Congress of the United States in Senate and House Slana ye 


The Legislature of Minnesota, in snas and house assembled, sends greeting as 


Whereas the State of Minnesota, located in the heart of the continent, remote 
from the seaboard, and its million and a quarter of le y dependent 
on the production of wheat, which must finda market distant orforeign 
PEATA is over long railway routes or unimproved water-ways, and meet com- 
petition in the ets of the world from the products of the p labor sys- 
tems of other countries, ee peeved from India and Russia; and 

Whereas the expenses of transporting our product under the ayo system 

way transportation, or the imperfect water-ways are such as to render 
production unprofitable as well as expensive to the consumers, and at the same 
time affording undue advantages to our competitors in other countries; and 

ereas we firmly believe the natural water-ways which extend from 
our State to the markets of the world by the lake routes to the East and the 
Mississippi River to the South, when properly improved, the cost of transporta- 
tion wo obverse er Rep aeaa e Dee aa people to command a reason- 
able recompense their labors; and 

the meager SECOS heretofore made by Con for the im- 

provement of our rivers and harbors, as well as the canals w) connect us 
with the markets, have resulted in the constant decrease in the expenses of 
tra: n, until the bulk of all our products now find their way to market 
by water, at less rates than would be possible to expect on railways without 
water competition; and ; 

Whereas we further believe that by more liberal allowances to enable the en- 
pa of the United States Army to carry out their well-devised plans for the 

mprovement of these several water routes, as contained in their several reports, 
= — further reduce the cost of transporting all that we send outor bring in: 
erefore, 

Be it resolved, That, in the name of the people of Minnesota,we do moet earn- 

rialize <I. the Congress of the United States to make such 
or the mops 3 of these much-needed works and enable 


the engineers to complete them within the shortest possible time, and thus af- 


the Mississippi, the reservoir sy hace the Minnesota River, the 
Saint Croix and Chippewa Rivers, the harbors of Lake Superior, the 
Tale uch 


Wie e an mre 
Speaker ouse of representatives, 
A. E. RICE, 

President of the senate, 
Approved January 22, A. D. 1887. 
STATE or MINNESOTA, Department of state: 
I hereby certify that I have carefully com 


the foregoing with the origi- 
nal now on file in this department, and that it isa true ene pings thereof, 
and of the whole of the same. 


oe my hand and the great seal of the State this 26th day of January, A. 
[seax.} H. MATTSON, 
Secretary of state, 
Mr. CONGER presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Michigan, favoring the purchase by the Government of the ship- canal 
across Keweenaw Point, Lake Superior, known as the Portage Lake 
Canal, creating a harbor of refuge, &c.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. d 
He also presented a petition of leading officials and citizens of Han- 
cock, Mich., praying for the reduction of the special taxes on oleo- 
margarine, and that the same be equalized so that wholesale dealersin 
oleomargarine shall not pay $480 per year while wholesale tobacco 
dealers pay only $12 a year; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr. CONGER, I present two petitions of citizens of Detroit, Mich., 
praying for the passage of laws to punish crimes against women and 
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girls, and raising the age of consent. I move that the petitions be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as they relate to the sub- 
ject generally, and are not particularly in reference to the District of 
Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a joint resolution of the Massachusetts Leg- 
islature concerning the unjust treatment of American citizens in Can- 
adian waters. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts desire to have the memorial read ? 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose it should be read, according to the custom 
of the Senate. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, as follows: 


CoMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1887. 
Resolutions concerning the unjust treatment of American seamen in Canadian 
waters. 


Whereas American fishermen in Canadian waters have been, and are, sub- 
jected to unjust and in some instances inhuman treatment, at the hands of the 
officials of the Dominion Government, by which the comity of nations has been 
denied to vessels bearing the American flag; 

Whereas the Dominion Government has recently enacted non-intercourse 
and hostile legislation; has interpreted existing treaties to deny to our fisher- 
men the right to purchase supplies in Canadian ports, and other hostile acts 
unbecoming a friendly nation ; 

Whereas the just rights of our fishermen is a question of great and special 
moment to the people of Massachusetts; 

Resol That if the Canadian Government shall continue to refuse redress, 
the Legislature of Massachusetts, now in session, favor the retaliatory legisla- 
tion pro) in Congress by the Government of the United States, to the 
extent, if need be, of denying to the Canadian vessels in American ports the 
right to purchase supplies; and the further exclusion of all Canadian products 
by land or sea from being imported into the United States, until such offensive 
legislation and interpretation of existing treaties and violation of national com- 
ity shall have been withdrawn and discontinued. 

Resolved, That a copy of this preamble and resolutions, if adopted, be for- 
warded to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


SENATE, January 25, 1887. 

E. HERBERT CLAPP, Clerk. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 27, 1887. 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 


Adopted. Sent down for concurrence, 


Adopted in concurrence, 
Atrue copy. 
Attest: 


E. HERBERT CLAPP, 
Clerk of the senate. 


Mr. HOAR presented resolutions adopted by the city council of Bos- 
ton, Mass., remonstrating against the proposed reorganization of the 
aca navy-yard; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 


Ts, 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by the Reading (Pa.) 
Board of Trade; which were referred to the Select Committee ‘on Ord- 
nance and War Ships, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 


follows: 
Rooms or THE BOARD OF TRADE, 
Reading, Pa., January 29, 1887. 


Dear Sie: In accordance with the resolutions given below, your attention is 
respectfully asked to the following extract from the minutes of the annual meet- 
ing of the of Trade of ng, Pa., held Jan 27, 1887: 

following preamble and resolutions were offered by Mr. Heller, and after 
as thereon by Messrs. Heller, Lance, Wanner and others, were passed 
unanimously: 

Whereas it: is highly necessary that our seacoasts and harbors be placed in a 
condition to su ully resist fore invasion, and that our ships and forts be 
oea with guns capable of answo 
an 

Whereas we are convinced that the Wiard guns manufactured in this city, 
and that the Moe renee ae in projectiles and the plan of converting the old 

ns now owned by the Government into modern guns of great power, invented 

Norman Wiard, would, if adopted, furnish the country with ordnance equal 
to any in the world at an almost nominal cost; and 

Whereas the Haskell multicharge cannon, manufactured at the Scott foundry, 
has been shown by repeated experiments to be both in principle and practice a 
most important K aN inas in the art of gunnery; and 

Whereas weare informed that the Government has been preyented from mak- 
ing use of these inventions through the illegal action of the Bureau of Ord- 
nance: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we u upon Congress to speedily such laws as shall 
enable the manufacturers of these guns to have a fair official test of their merits, 
so that if they are equal in performance to what is claimed for them they can 
at once be adopted and our seacoasts be adequately armed. 

Resolved, That an investigation of the methods of the Bureau of Ordnance be 
at once begun, to the end that the parties who, through jealousy of civilian in- 
ventors, or from whatever motive, have been guilty of disobedience of the laws 
and of thwarting the will of Congress, niay be removed and the bureau reor- 

nized, so that it shall perform its duties impartially and with an eye single to 

e good of the country. 

Resolved, That these resolutions be printed and a copy thereof mailed to the 
Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, and to each member of the United 
States Senate and House of Representatives. 

ISAAC McHOSE, President. 


g and silencing those of foreign nations; 


E. F. KEEVER, Secretary. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Rosengarten & Sons and 
other citizens óf Philadelphia, Pa., a petition of druggists of York, Pa., 
and a petition of W. D. Wood and 194 other citizens of Pittsburgh and 
McKeesport, Pa., praying oy: a reduction of the internal-revenue taxes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of officers of the Women’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Michigan, praying that the Constitution be 
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so amended as to extend the right of suffrage to women ; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE presented the petition of W. G. Andrews, J. 
P. Street, and 42 other citizens of Tennessee, praying for the establish- 
ment of an armory at Columbia, Tenn ; which was referred to Com- 
mittee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. BERRY presented joint resolutions adopted by the General As- 
sembly of Arkansas; which were referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


OFFICE or SECRETARY OF STATE, LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 

I, E. B. Moore, secretary of state of Arkansas, do hereby certify that the an= 
nexed contain a true, complete, and full copy of House concurrent resolu- 
tion No, 3,as appears by com ng the same with the original roll of said con- 
current resolution now on file in this office. . 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal, 
at Little Rock, this 25th day of January, A. D. 1887, 

[sear] E. B. MOORE, Secrelary of State. 

[House concurrent, No. 3.] 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Arkansas, That we renew the re- 
quest made by joint memorial by the General Assembly in 1885 to our members 
in Congress of the United States, namely, that they use every honorable influ- 
ence to have the $67,000,000 of cotton tax, collected from the several cotton States. 
refunded to the States from which it was collected according to the number 
bales of cotton produced in each State in the year-the tax was collected. 

Approved January 20, 1887. 


Mr. BERRY presented a concurrent resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of Arkansas, instructing their Senators and requesting members to 
support the bill providing for the establishment of agricultural exper- 
imental-stations; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of the Historical Society of Delaware, 
praying for the publication of historical material connected with the 
colonies before the formation of the United States Government; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. EVARTS. I present a petition of the Association of the Bar of 
the City of New York, praying for the increase of the salaries of the 
judges of the United States courts in the second circuit, which I ask 
may be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and as it presents 
the view of a large body of lawyers, nearly a thousand in number, and 
is drawn hy a committee of distinguished lawyers, I ask that it may be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate oF the Untied Bios tm aed ; 


` The undersigned 


resent to your honorable body that on the 
18th ys bag January, Mars y M4 


ae aspecial call, a numerously-attended meet- 
ing of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York was held for the pur- 
pose of taking into consideration the inadequacy of salaries paid to the ju 
of the Federal courts in the State of New York,at which meeting the annexed 
resolutions were passed, and in accordance therewith the undersigned were ap- 
pointed a committee to present the same to Congress. 

ni yon Seii yep Turnee ESETE NaS opna miat hoka e anger 
and cogen ands for an increase o! cape peaa o e judges 
the courts of the United States in the State of New York. These grounds are 
three in number: 
ar The vastly greater amount of labor and service which is required of 

em. 

Second. The greatly increased expense of living in the State, cularly in 
the city of New York and its vicinity, in which much of their © is necessa- 


rily passed. 
Third. The scale of professional compensation in that State and city. 
Under the first of these heads it is scarcely necessary to su, that the city 


of New York is not only the financial center of the country, but also the prin- 
cipal center of foreign and domestic commerce. The great railway companies 
and other corporate bodies of the nation have their main or branch offices there, 


The great bulk of the financial transactions of the whole country is there car- 
ried on, The maritime commerce of the nation with all other parts of the world 
finds its center there, and it is the t port of entry for foreign ships. Its own 
enormous population is constantly swelled by large numbers of people from 
other States of the Union, and from regn countries, drawn thither by the ne- 
cessities of business, and who spend much of their time there. 

These circumstances necessarily give rise to a great number and variety of 
Federal questions, and also furnish the grounds, convenien: and facilities for 
invoking the Federal jurisdiction to a far greater extent than in otherStates of 
the Union, It has been recently estimated—and your memorialists have no 
reason to doubt the moderation of the estimate—that over 40 per centum of the 
entire litigation in the Federal courts of original jurisdiction in the whole Union 
3 brou, n ght before the courts of the United States in the city of New York and its 
vicinity. 

+ Under the second of the above heads, your memorialists believe that the fact 
of the increased cost of living in the city of New York is known to all, but per- 
haps all are not aware of the magnitude of the excess. An ordinary dw ng- 
house, suitable for a family of moderate habits and tastes, commandsan average 
rental of at least $2,000 per annum, while the more desirable such asare 
occupied by lawyers of distinction in their profession, can not be obtained for 
sums less $4,000 per annum. 

These great rental values of necessity occasion corresponding additions to tho 
cost of almost all other articles of necessary consumption in a family. 

These facts are true, with some slight qualifications, of the cities and suburbs 
surrounding New York, and diffuse their influence throughout the whole State, 

In the third yes partly in consequence of the ces already alluded 
to, the scale o; rofessional compensation is much higher in the city of New 
York than it is in other of the Union, especially in the more remote and 
rural districts. The professional incomes of lawyers, who possess the abilities 
and learning which fit them to discharge the duties of a Federal judge in that 
State, range from $10,000,to $40,000, and even above that amount per annum, And 
yet it is believed that it isnot easier with such incomes to gain a competency 
than it is with much smaller ones in other parts of the country. 

It should be remembered that all the judges of the United States district courts 
within the State are almost constantly engaged in the di eof their judicial 
duties in the city of New York, and this force is from necessity, from time to time, 
recruited by ing in the aid of the district judges of Vermont and Connecticut, 
No question can be made concerning the importance of these judicial rs, 
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and of the learning, ability, and incessant toil required of the judges, nor that a 
suitable compensation should be paid to those who are called upon to discharge 
such important functions, But there can be no doubt that the salaries at pres- 
ent paid are totally inadequate for the decent support of a reputable lawyer, 


and the insufficiency isd to the dignity, and, consequently, to the usé- 

fulness of the Federal tribunals. Nor does it furnish, as it should, any sufficient 

guaranty SA e aing of these important stations, with the requisite learning, 
grity, and ability. 

Your memorialists call attention to the fact that it was but a few years since that 
a most competent and highly esteemed judge of a district court in this State was 
obliged to resign his office in consequence of the insufficiency of his salary, and 
it was principally in consequence of a happy accident thata competent successor 
was found able and willing to accept the office. 

Your memorialisis think it entirely reasonable to say that when occasion 
arises for filling a vacancy in any of the offices alluded to, the salary should be 
such that numbers of com; nt lawyers should be found who would feel that 
they could accept such offices without making an absolute sacrifice of the pros- 

of obtaining a reward for their services adequate to a comfortable main- 
mance, 

As it is, upon the occasion of any vacancy, the Government is limited in its 
selection of a competent successor to those whose pecuniary condition renders 
the amount of salary a matter of comparative indifference, and the honorable 
ambition of those to whom judicial station is attractive,and who are best fitted 
to discharge its duties, is discouraged and repelled. 

Your memorialists are not in favor of any scale of compensation which would 
render these offices objects of desire and competition on account of the salar: 
alone, but they believe that they should be fixed at such sums as will make it 
easily possible to secure the learning, abilities,and character which are the 
n qualifications for such responsible and important places. 

Under the present scale of compensation, the district judges receive salaries of 
but $4,000, which is less than the salary paid to the district judge of California, 
who receives $5,000, and less than many salaries paid in the city of New York to 
clerks, book-keepers, cashiers, and salesmen in large mercantile and financial 
houses. The salary of the circuit judge is but $6,000, out of which he is com- 
peed to pay all traveling and other expenses in going from place to place 

n the three States of bis circuit. So that it may be said that his net income is 
less than that of the district judges, inasmuch as the latter, who reside out of 
New York city, receive a per diem allowance for expenses, and in one case 
extra compensation for services, The salaries are very much inferior to those 
paid to the judges of the courts of the State. The judges of the State supreme 
court in the city of New York receive $17, per annum. The judges of the 
superior court of the city, and of the court of common pleas of the county of New 
York each receive $15,000 per annum ; the surrogate of the county of New York 
receives $12,000 ied annum; police magistrates of the city receive $8,000, and 
judges of the district courts (exercising a civil jurisdiction corresponding to 
that of justices of the ) receive $6,000 per annum. 

The comparatively Loves kikti thus allowed to judges of the supreme and 
superior courts and the court of common pleas are indeed made up in part by 
sums paid by the city of New York in addition to the salaries allowed by the 
Jaw of the State, but the State pays to the chief judge of its court of appeals a 
salary and allowance for expenses amounting to $9,500 and to the associate 
judges $9,000, and to those of the supreme court outside of the city of New York 
salaries and allowances egg hance J to $7,500. 

Your memorialists think it would be entirely within the limits of moderation 
to pay to the circuit judge a salary equal to that allowed by the general law of 
the State to the chief judge of the highest court of record, and to the district 
judges salaries equal to those allowed by the same general law to judges of the 
supreme court, and they remap asin pray that your honorable es may take 


appropriate actionin the prem 5 
ted New,York, January 28, 1887, E, ELLERY ANDERSON, 
JAMES C, CARTE 


RLES ©. BE N, 
ARD, 


Committee. 


Ata 1 meeting of the Association of the Bar of the oe of New York, 
held at No. 7 West Twenty-ninth street, January 13,1887, Mr, Ellery E. Ander- 
son presented the following resolutions : 

Resolved by the Association of the Bar of the City of New York, That in the opinion 
of this association the salaries now paid to the Federal judges within this State 
are entirely inadequate and bear no relation to the characterand importance of 
the services rendered by them. 

Resolved, That the salaries paid to the judges of the courts of the United States 
within the State of New York are not only out of proportion to the salaries paid 
to the judges of the superior courts of record of the State for services of the same 
character and importance, but are insufficient to meet the cost of living and the 
suitable maintenance of their families; and that the disparity between the sal- 
aries paid to the judges of the State courts and those paid to the judges of the 
Federal courts tends to impair the dignity, independence, and usefulness of the 
latter, and makes it difficult to obtain men poms the qualifications required 
for the discharge of the duties of these high offices. 

Resolved, That the greatly increased volume of business performed by the 
judges ofthe Federal courts within this State, as well asthe responsibility forced 
upon them by the magnitude and complexity of the questions constantly 
brought before them for adjudication, demand that a reasonable discrimination 
in their favor should be made by Congress with respect to any legislation that 
e be roposed and adopted for the suitable and adequate compensation of 

eral ju " 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this association that the judge of the circuit 
court of the United States for the second circuit should be provided with and 
receive a salary of at least $9,000 per annum, with an additional allowance for 
traveling and other expenses of at least $2,000 per annum, and that the judge of 
the district court of the United States for the southern district of New York 
should be provided with and receive a salary of at least $7,000 per annum, and 
that the judges of the district courts of the United States for the northern and 
eastern districts of New York shouldeach be provided with and receive salaries 
of at least $6,000 per annum. 

Resolved, That a committee of five members of this association be appointed b; 
the president, with power to fill vacancies, and, in their discretion, to add to their 
number not to exceed seven in all, to present these resolutions to Congress and 
to advocate before that body and the proper committees thereof the correcticn 
of the evils herein referred to, and to promote the reform hereby sought, 

Which were unanimously adopted. 

Ex! from the minutes. 

Attest: 8. B. BROWNELL, 

[sEAL.] Recording Secretary. 


Mr. EVARTS. Ishall also introduce a bill to accompany the pe- 
tition to the Committee on the Judiciary, when that order of business 
is reached. i 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Pennsylvania Woman Suf- 


frage Association, praying for the passage of tion submitting to 
the States an cement of the Constitution of the United States 
giving the right of suffrage to women; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present a petition of the Yearly Meeting 
of the Religious Society of Friends, of Iowa, consisting of over 10,000 
members, residing and having churches in the States of Iowa, Ne- 
braska, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Texas, and California, and the Ter- 
ritories of Washington and Dakota, praying for the establishment of a 

ent high court of arbitration in which the civilized world ma; 
e represented, and to which may be referred those disputes whi 
have usually led to war. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of Leaksville, Rocking- 
ham County, North Carolina, praying for the repeal of the internal-rev- 
enue laws; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. CALL. I present resolutions of the Board of Trade of Jackson- 
ville, Fla., reciting that the Jacksonville Board of Trade has learned 
with much regret of the diminished appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the Saint John’s Bar, as reported by the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee of the House; that the expediency and economy of appropria- 
tions sufficient to continue this work without cessation until completed 
has been fully demonstrated in the progress of the improvement; and 
that the Chief Engineer has officially stated that at least four times the 
amount reported by the House committee could be advantageously ex- 
pended on this work during the next twelve months. The petitioners 
therefore pray that an adequate appropriation may be made for the im- 
provement of Saint John’s Bar. I move the reference of the resolu- 
tions to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN presented petitions of citizens of Baltimore and Vans- 
ville district, in the State of Maryland, praying for the repeal of sun- 
a internal-revenue taxes; which were referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

Mr. FRYE. I present the petition of Luther Maddock and 25 other 
fishermen of Boothbay, Me., praying that the mackerel close time 
shall not take effect until next season. As the bill has been reported, 
I move that the petition be ordered to lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Lyman Guinnip, late colo- 
nel Seventy-ninth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, praying for correction 
of his military record; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Smithfield, Il., praying 
that a on be granted to Amos Baccus; which was refe: to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange, 
in favor of the establishment of a Department of Agriculture with its 
chief a Cabinet officer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also — a resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange, 
in favor of granting to women the right of suffrage; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution of the Illinois State Grange, in favor of 
the people electing United States Senators; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented @ resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange, 


urging the passage of the agricultural experiment-station bill; which 


was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Illinois State Grange, 
remonstrating against proposed changes in the oleomargarine act; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MAHONE presented the petition of Richardetta Mason Ruggles, 
devisee of Georgeanna Seymour Hooe, d , praying for the pas- 
sage of an act referring her war claims to the United States Court of 
Claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS presented concurrent resolutions of the Legislature 
of Kansas; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Senate concurrent resolution, 

Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Kansas (the house of representatives con- 
curring therein), That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Represen- 
tatives Hig onon to use all Propet means to procure the passage of House bill 
No. 10359, being an act “to extirpate contagious pleuro-pneumonia, foot and 
mouth disease, and rinde! t among cattle, and to facilitate the exportation of 
cattle and the products of live-stock, and for other purposes;"’ and that a copy 
of these resolutions be forwarded to each of our Senators and Representatives 
in ee “iy by the secretary of state. 

I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on filein 
my Office, and that the same was adopted by the senate on the 19th day of Janu- 
ary, A. D. 1887, and concurred in by the house January 21, 1887. 

n testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, ne at Topeka this 25th day of January, A. D. 1887. 
[sear] E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of state. 


Mr. MILLER presented the petition of Peter A. Porter Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Wilson, N. Y., and the petition of Melyar Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Mexico, N. Y., praying for the passage 
of the anti-Mormon bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. STANFORD presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Eureka, Cal., the Chamber of Commerce, San Francisco, and the Board 
of Trade of San Francisco, Cal., and a petition of citizens of Eureka, 
Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement of 
Humboldt Bay; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of the State of Tennessee, requesting the Senators and Representatives 
from that State to favor such measure as will promote the world’s 
fair of the colored people, to be held in September next, in Birming- 
ham, Ala. Being a joint resolution of the General Assembly, I ask 
that it be printed in the RECORD, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The memorial was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


[House joint resolution No. 33.] 


Whereas there will be a‘ world’s exposition” held by the colored people of 
the United States at iA ego Ala.,commencing September 22, 1887, and 
continuing feur months, for the p of illustrating the progress of the col- 

ve-stock, field products, machinery, 
manufactories, and all other articles raised, fabricated, produced, or owned by 
colored L poopie he vrs throughout the United States of America, and inclu- 
sive of colo: race in all parts of the world; and 

Whereas this exposition would advance the interest of the race in many re- 
spects, and would also redound to the interest of the whole country: Therefore, 

Be it resolved gee seated papscian dry tiay Sek er rscaaiy t we com- 
mend the project to the favorable consideration of the public as one fraught with 
great interest to the colored race and the country at large. 

Be it further resolved, That we request our Senators and Re ntatives in 
Con to consider favorably any measure which may come before that body 
looking to the advancement of the exposition, by appropriation or otherwise. 

Be it further resolved, That the secre of state be directed to forward a copy 


ored race by a display of works of art, li 


of these resolutions to our members in Congress. 
Adopted January 12, 1887. ` 
seeker sf hh AB pa 
S e ves, 
Y. W. E fas i 
Speaker senate. 
Approved January 21, 1884. 
Kapp ROBT. L. TAYLOR, 
Governor. 


I, John Allison, secretary of state of the State of Tennessee, do certify that 
the gecko rap is a copy of house joint resolution No. 33, the original of which is 
now on file at my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my official signature, and, 
by order of the governor, affixed the t seal of the State of Tennessee, at the 
bas A Ni in the city of Nashville, this 29th day of January, A. D. 1887. 
SEAL.) t 
Becretary of state. 


JOHN ALLISON, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial should be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not aware that there is a bill pending on the 
subject. 

Mr.DAWES. The matter has been before the Committee on Appro- 

riations, 
$ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understood. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I ask that the joint resolution be sent to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done, I desire to say that a similar 
resolution of the Legislature of Alabama was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations inadvertently, and was reported back and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The memorials relate to a 
world’s exposition, and I think this one should take the same direction. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course, if the Committee on Appropriations has 
reported the former resolution back and asked its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, this resolution should go to that com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10091) for the construction of a 
stable for the use of horses and wagons for the use of the offices of the 
House of Representatives, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3234) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the purchase 
of asite and the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and other 
Government offices in the city of Scranton, Pa.,’’ approved July 27, 
1882, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3130) for the erection of a public building in Paterson, N. J., re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10040) to provide for holding terms of the 
United States courts at Mississippi City, Miss., reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 9642) to provide for an additional associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of New Mexico, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6974) to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States, asked to be Board from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims; which was agreed to. 
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Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3165) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North, reported it with amendments. 

He also; from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2930) authorizing the construction ofa bridge across the Red River of 
the North, reported it with amendments. 

Mr, McMILLAN. Iintended to ask the Senate to consider those 
bills immediately, butas the Senate is pressed with business this morn- 
ing, I shall request the Senate at an early day to take them up. 

Se PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn., reported it 
with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2983) to authorize the construction of a highway bridge across that 
part of the waters of Lake Champlain which separates the islands of 
North Hero and South Hero, in the County of Grand Isle, in the State 
of Vermont, reported it with amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5097) to regulate the use of the 
grounds of the Washington National Monument, known as public res- 
ervation No. 3, in the city of Washington, D. C., reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Library, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to report on the memorial of a committee representing the med- 
ical profession of the United States, in relation to an international con- 
gress to be holden in Washington in December, 1887, an amendment 
to be offered to the sundry civil appropriation bill favorably, and to 
move its reference to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The motion. was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2592) to provide for holding terms of United 
States courts at Texarkana, Ark., and for other purposes, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9116) to provide for holding terms of the United States courts 
at Texarkana, Ark., and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to . 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 88) authorizing the print- 
ing of 2,500 copies of the report of the health officer of the District of 
Columbia, to report it favorably without amendment. I ask for its 
present consideration. ` 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, It authorizes the Public 
Printer to print 2,500 extra copies of the annual report of the health 
officer of the District of Columbia; 100 for the use of the Senate, 350 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,050 for the use of the 
health offcer of the District. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


FLORIDA PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. MORGAN. I am directed by the Committee on Publie Lands 
to report back adversely the Senate resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr, CALL], December 21, 1885, for a special com- 
mittee of five Senators to be appointed to visit Florida and investigate 
the alleged unlawful appropriation of public lands in that State derived 
from the swamp-land grants, or from other grants to Florida, to the 
detriment of actual settlers or homesteaders. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution reported adversely 
by the Senator from Alabama will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators be, and are hereby, a 
poos who shall be, and are hereby, charged with an inves tion of all AA 

unlawful, unauthorized, or fraudulent appropriations of the public lands 
of the United States, in the State of Florida, to the detriment of actual settlers, 
or homesteaders, or purchasers for cash, or of the United States, under the sev- 
eral acts of Congress making grants of the publicdomain to the State of Florida, 
and otherwise. And that the Commissioner of Public Lands furnish said com- 
mittee with a competent clerk from the office of Public Lands, And that they 
have authority to send for persons and papers, and to employ a stenographer. 
And that said committee report to the Senate the evidence taken by them, and 
their recommendations on the subject. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, This resolution, with the adverse re- 
port, will be placed on the Calendar. 
Mr. CALL. I rose to ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report. 
FISHERIES REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing 
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to report back a concurrent resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] on the 21st instant, providing for the printing of 
6,000 additional copies of the report of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations on fisheries, with a recommendation that it be adopted with an 
amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of pe predios concurring), That there be 
printed for the use of the two Houses of Congress 6,000 additional copies of the 
report of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations touching our fisheries, 
num! 1683; one-third thereof for the use of the Senate and two-thirds for 
the use of the House, 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was to add 
to the resolution: 

And that there be added at the end of said report No. 1683, Senate Executive 
Document No. 55, and that said document be bound in paper covers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was concurred in. 


INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I report back from the Committee on Printing 
a Senate reolution to print 10,000 additional copies of the report of the 
committee of conference on the interstate-commerce bill with an amend- 
ment recommending that there be printed for the use of the Senate 
10,000 copies of the bill as it finally passed Congress. I may say that 
the copies of the bill are entirely exhausted; that there is a very great 
demand for them; and that the cost is but trifling. I ask for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 
rt ane Senate proceeded to consider the resolution; which was read, as 

ows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 10,000 copies of the 
corrected report of the committee of conference on the bill (S. 1532) to regulate 
commerce, with the detailed statement of the conferees on said Z 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Printing will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after ‘“‘the,” in the third line of 
the resolution, and insert ‘‘ interstate-commerce bill (S. 1532) as the 
same finally Congress.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BATTLE SWORD OF CAPT, 8. C, REID. 


Mr. EVARTS. I move that the President’s message, transmitting a 
communication from Mr. Samuel C. Reid, who offers to the United 
States the battle sword of his father, Capt. Samuel Chester Reid, who 
commanded the United States private-armed brig General Armstrong, 
at the battle of Fayal, in September, 1814, now lying on the table, be 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3243) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Andrew J. Gardner; which was read 
twice ra title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He introduced a bill (S. 3244) granting a pension to Hiram Bate- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3245) to regulate salaries and ex- 

of the judges of the circuit and district courts of the United 
tates within the State of New York; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 3246) making an appropriation 
for the improvement -of the naval hospital park at Portsmouth, Va. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 3247) to amend the laws relating to 
national banking associations; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3248) granting a pension to Ann 
Verneuil; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 

petition, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3249) granting a pension to 
Emma L. Chase; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3250) to provide for the exami- 
nation and possible purchase of certain manuscripts, comprising a re- 
vision and consolidation of the laws relating to municipal affairs in the 
District of Columbia, and also of certain manuscripts comprising a re- 
vision and consolidation of the criminal laws of said District; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by sores) introduced a bill (S. 3251) directing the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to establish streets and avenues 
in the county of Washington, D. C., and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
Mr. PUGH submitted amendments intended to be proposed by him 


to the river and harbor bill; which were ordered to be printed, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. VAN WYCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 3 


APACHE PRISONERS IN FLORIDA, 

Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate to the 
Senate a copy of any and all contracts made for educating the children of the 
Apaches now confined at Fort Marion, Saint Augustine, Fla.,and to comm 
cate what proposals or offers of gratuitous aid in educating said children have 
been made to the Department or any official having said Indians in charge, and 
all correspondence in the Department touching the same, Also the number of 


Apaches confined at Fort Marion and the dimensions of the building or build- 


ings in which they are held in custody. 
VIRGINIUS INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State is directed to furnish to the Senate a 
statement of the names of the claimants whose claims have been allowed under 
an agreement with the Government of Spain relating to their indemnity out of 
the money known as the “ Virginius”’ fund, with the amount allowed and the 
amount paid to each claimant; and that he also state what amount of interest 
on said d has accumulated during the time it was in the panei, ade De- 
pan of State, and in what way and from what sources such interest has 

received; and the amount of such increment that is now held in said De- 
partment, and for whose account, or benefit, the same is held, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate : 

A bill (H. R. 10793) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888; and 

A bill (H. R. 10802) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses for the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1280) to authorize Frank W. Hunt to erect and main- 
tain a ferry across the Missouri River at the military reservation of 
Fort Buford, Dakota Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of dependent parents and honora- 
bly discharged soldiers and sailors who are now disabled and depend- 
ent upon their own labor for support. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALL. If the order of resolutions is through, I desire to call 
up the resolution which I have discussed before the Senate, relating to 
Florida land grants. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of ‘‘ concurrent or other 
resolutions ” is still pending. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. MA- 
HONE] rises to a resolution. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Florida as soon as the call for ‘‘ concurrent or other resolutions” 
is concluded. > 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the 
lution introduced by myself on Saturday, which lies on the table, and 
comes up this morning in due course of business, That resolution I 
desire to have considered. 

CAMPBELL’S IMPROVED LEDGER. 

Mr. MAHONE presented the following resolution, which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: i 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized to purchase, for 
use in the Senate folding-room, Campbell's Copyright Improved Method and 


Distributing Ledger at a price fixed by said committee, the amount thus fixed 
to be paid out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund, 


GOLD PAYMENTS. . 

Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution, wħich was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 


whether any national banks are loaning money upon securities, or discounting 
bilis or notes which require payment in gold coin only. 


FLORIDA LAND FORFEITURE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions,” the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] moves that 


‘| the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution instructing 


the Attorney-General to bring suit for an injunction against the Florida 
Railway and Navigation Company. 
The motion was to; and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the following resolution, submitted by Mr. CALL, January 21, 1887: 
Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be instructed to bring 
giaet the district attorneys of the United SSE an injunction 


sui 
the Florida Navigation and Railway Corporation Pensacola and A tic 
Railroad Company, or their agents, attempting to sell, or selling, or advertising 
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for sale, the lands of the United States embraced in the t made to the State 
of Florida under the act entitled “An act gran public lands in alternate sec- 
tions to the States of Florida and Alabama to aid in the construction of certain 
” approved May 17, 1856, while bills for the forfeiture of 
the same shall be ng spor en show PEIO DANO DORN OK ARAIL DS TOORE 
mended by the committees of either House of Congress to be forfeited. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this resolution the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] has the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the persistence with which the Sen- 
ator from Florida presses this resolution is something that embarrasses 
me. The resolution is predicated upon a statement that the Pensacola 
and Atlantic Railroad Company, or their successors, are proceeding to 
sell lands granted to them by the Government of the United States, 
and I think the Senator from Florida said that the lands have been ad- 
vertised for sale. This morning the Committee on Public Lands had 
a meeting, and the receiver appointed by the circuit court of the United 
States in Florida appeared before that committee and stated that no 
lands were advertised to be sold, that the receiver was not intending 
to sell any lands, had no such idea or expectation, and that the first in- 
formation he had on the subject of the sale of the lands mentioned by 
the Senator from Florida was his speech in the Senate. 

I can not see why it is claimed that the Senate shall grant to any 
person special authority to proceed in the name of the United States to 
obtain an injunction against the sale of land that has not been adver- 
tised, that is not intended to be made, and of which the receiver of the 
road knows nothing. It onght to be remembered that this railroad is 
in the hands of a receiver appointed by the United States circuit court, 
and various orders and decrees have been made under which receiver’s 
certificates have issued upon the faith of this property to the amount, 
I believe, of about $600,000, and are in the hands of persons, of course, 
who claim that the certificates are a lien upon the property. If the 
statement made by the receiver who ap before the committee is 
true, that there is no such proceeding in Florida, I do not see why the 
Senator from Florida desires to press the resolution. 

I do not care about going into the merits of this case, or rather the 
question whether this railroad company has received a grant of land 
irom the United States Government through the action of the State of 
Florida, and my reluctance about it is simply because I do not want to 
take the time of the Senate. A letter written by Secretary Teller and 
another one written by Secretary Schurz, but more particularly the 
one written by Secretary Teller in affirmance of Mr. Schurz’s decision 
before that time made, which is found in Executive Document No. 
91, printed by the order of Congress, contain a clear and complete and 
perfect statement of the manner in which this land was derived from 
the Government of the United States through the statutes of Florida, 
leaving, in the opinion, I think, of most men who have ever read it, no 
doubt at all of the fact that these lands have gone from the Government 
of the United States into the possession of the railroad company under 
the grant. Ido not care, I say, to enter upon the discussion of that 
question, because it will occupy more of the time of the Senate than 
ought to be consumed with it, but I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate now to the resolution. 

The resolution started as a joint resolution to forfeit a land grant, 
and in the second resolve it took the ground that, pending any action 
by Congress on this subject, in the case of a favorable report upon any 
bill by either House for the forfeiture of this land grant, the Attorney- 
General of the United States should file a bill for an injunction to pre- 
vent a sale of any of the lands. The Senator from Florida modified 
the joint resolution in two particulars. First, he struck out the joint 
resolution and made it simply a Senate resolution. It is not evena 
concurrent resolution as it stands now before the Senate, but a mere 
Senate resolution; and of course, in that attitude it would amount to 
no more that a mere expression of opinion, or a mere request by this 
body to the Attorney-General of the United States to file a bill in 
equity to enjoin the sale of lands. 

The resolution is predicated upon the fact mentioned irt it that a bill 
shall be pending in either House, reported favorably by a committee 
of either House, recommending the forfeiture of this land grant. Now, 
let us see what would be the scope and operation of the resolution if we 
were to adopt it. I mentioned the fact that it was a mere request of 
the Senate, as the resolution now stands, that the Attorney-General 
shall file a bill. It is true it is in the form of an instruction. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. I will state that I changed the joint resolution at the 
suggestion of a member of the Committee on Public Lands that the 
whole committee would allow it to pass without objection in that shape, 
except the Senator from Alabama, and that I will amend the resolution 
and make it a joint resolution, so that it shall be an instruction to the 
Attorney-General, and thus remove that objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have a joint resolution, then, which of course 
amounts to a Jaw; and that joint resolution is that a bill shall be filed 
in the event that a committee of either House has reported favorably 


upon a bill to forfeit the land grant and that that bill is meg apea 
such a report. When this Congress adjourns on the third day of 

what becomes of all the bills thatare pending beforeit? Of course they 
are nothing more than mere history. 


Mr. CALL, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him again? 
Mr, MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. At thesuggestion of a very distinguished member of the 
Judiciary Committee, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], I 
propose to amend the resolution and make it imperative upon the At- 
torney-General to bring suit to ascertain and obtain a final decision as 
to a compliance with the requirements of this act by any of the railroad 
claimants. 


Mr. MORGAN. Should the Senate of the United States passa bill of 
that kind without a reference of this question to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands? 

Mr. CALL. I will state, if the Senator will allow me to interrupt 
him, that the Committee on Public Lands has had this question under 
consideration in all its details for a year, and that the resolution is sub- 
stantially the bill reported to the Senate by the Senator from Alabama 
two years ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave reported no bill in reference to any Florida 
land grant to this body. 

Mr. CALL. It was in reference to all land grants. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I have not reported any bill of that kind either. 
The only bill that I have reported on such a subject is one to give the 
judicial authorities of this country jurisdiction in the case of a forfeit- 
ure that has been declared. 

Mr. President, look at the condition of this resolution. It started 
as a joint resolution to forfeit the land grantand to have an injunction. 
It then, under the Senator’s own amendment, dwindled down to a 
resolution of the Senate upon the second proposition in the joint res- 
olution, merely to instruct the Attorney-General of the United States 
to present a bill and file it for an injunction. The Senator now pro- 
poses to restore it to a joint resolution, and not only so, but to restore 
it to the original proposition which was contained in his resolution, as 
I understand it, to forfeit the land grant, not this one land grant only, 
but all the land grants made to the State of Florida in 1856. That 
was the original resolution. I think the Senator from Florida ought 
to take some ground about this matter and stand to it. 

My motion to refer the subject to the Committee on Public Lands 
becomes more and more obviously correct every time that the Senator 
from Florida has an opportunity to meet an argument that is made 
against his proposition by suggesting that he can make an amendment. 
We do not know yet and the Senate has not before it now the proposi- 
tion in print that the Senator from Florida last stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, Mr. President, will not the Senator from 
oe S yield to me that I may ask the Senate to take up the sundry 
civil bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will do so if the Senator from Florida does not 
object to it. I do not want to disappoint him in any particular. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Florida to agree that I 
may call up now the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. CALL. IfI can obtain unanimous consent that this resolution 
shall come up for consideration at any designated time, say on the con- 
clusion of this appropriation bill, I give way for the appropria- 
tion bill, but I will state to the Senator from Iowa, if the Senator from 
Alabama will allow me, that this resolution is one of very great im- 
portance to the people of Florida. Of the 33,000,000 acres of arable 
land estimated in that State, over 23,000,000 are claimed under differ- 
ent grants to the State for the benefit of corporations; so that practically 
the entire area of the State is held now at prices regulated by private 
interest and at prices greater than the Government prices. Whatever 
land there is in the State, therefore, that really belongs to the United 
States ought to be declared open to entry and settlement, and this 
grant covers the largest portion of the remaining public land in the 
State suitable for settlement. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isit not true that most of these lands were granted 
to the Legislature of the State of Florida? 

Mr. MORGAN. All of them. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly they were under the swamp and overflowed 
and the internal-improvement land-grant acts, which I will not here 
discuss. There is no reflection upon the State of Florida in this mat- 
ter. This is simply a question which I make here, and in which I 
prove that the State of Florida has never granted this land to this rail- 
road company. Iam prepared to prove that by the journals and the 
acts of the Legislature of the State of Florida, the proclamations of its 
governor, and the acquiescence of this company for twenty years. I 
challenge denial and proof of any of those public records—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, I accept the challenge, and I will prove that 
the State of Florida has granted this land. 

Mr. CALL. I assert the contrary. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwantthat matter to go before the committee. 

Mr. CALL. Allow me to interrupt you. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not just atthis moment. TheCommittee on Pub- 
lic Lands this morning had a hearing of the receiver appointed by the 
cireuit court in Florida, who is now in possession of that railroad, with 
all its belongings, and of other interested in that railroad land 
grant. The Senate had heard the Senator from Florida. He had put 
in all his evidence, every bit. These gentlemen this morning produced 


the most satisfactory evidence that the State of Florida had actually 
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consented to this grant, and in a way that was irrevocable, that it 
could not revoke, and that this consent stands there to-day as the sanc- 
tion of the grant, 

Mr. Schurz, Mr. Teller, and Mr. Lamar, when they were success- 
ively Secretaries of the Interior, have gone over the field, absolutely, 
with the greatest possible care, and have affirmed that the action of the 
State of Florida was final in respect to this grant, and transferred the 
grant into the hands of this railroad company. 

Then the grant has gone into the hands of a receiver of a United 
States court—all the property of the railroad company—and that court 
has proceeded to administer it, has issued $600,000 or thereabouts of 
certificates on the faith and credit of this property, held by persons 
who are controverting with theSenator from Florida his position; and 
after hearing these parties this morning the Committee on Public 
Lands directed a special select committee to take the matter in hand 
and examine it through and through, and report on next Monday to 
that committee. It is a work of great labor, it is true, but some per- 
sons will have to investigate it, and this committee are instructed now 
to do this very thing that the Senator from Florida wants the Senate 
to do upon his last amendment to his resolution which restores it to a 
joint resolution to forfeit the land grant, he himself having withdrawn 
that resolution in the course of this debate and substituted a mere 
Senate resolution asking the Attorney-General to file a bill of injunc- 
tion. Now, how are we to get along with this matter ? 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam willing to indulge the Senator from Florida 
as much as possible, but I can not consent that either the Committee 
on Public Lands or the Senate shall stultify itself by passing upon a 
question of this kind, where there is a positive issue joined on the fact 
between the Senator from Florida and myself. I think at least the 
Senate ought to be willing to have this subject investigated. Here is 
Executive Document 91 that contains the whole history of the trans- 
action. There can not be any doubt about it, I think. 
ioe CALL, Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to interrupt 

im? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish to say, that it may go in the 
RECORD, that I deny specifically every statement made by the Senator 
from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not yield to the Senator for the pu of 
indulging in a criticism upon the veracity of the Senator from Alabama 
or the verity of his statement. 

Mr. CALL. I do not impeach the veracity of the Senator from Ala- 
bama. 

Mr. MORGAN. WhatI have stated is in the RECORD published by 
Congress, and more than that, it isin the acts of the Legislature of 
Florida, which I have at my desk. i 

Mr. CALL. I undertake to say, without in any degree assailing the 
veracity of the Senator from Alabama and making no impeachment of 
it at all, that there is nothing of that kind in that record. Secretary 
Lamar has never passed upon this case in regard to the propositions and 
facts I have stated. Secretary Teller has never decided upon the au- 
thority granted by the State of Florida. Secretary Schurz has never 

upon it; and the acts of the Legislature of Florida, the message 
of the governor of Florida, the opinion of the attorney-general of 
Florida, all deny in positive terms in 1858, nearly two years after it 
was possible for this company ever to have acquired any rights in this 
grant, specifically that they were entitled to any of the benefits of that 
grant under the internal improvement act, as to the part of the line be- 
tween Waldo and Tampa, and granted it to another company; and I 
aver that for twenty years there was an acquiescence in that legislative 
action. All this I have proven, and I will again prove it so clearly that 
even the Senator from Alabama will have absolutely nothing to stand 
on in his very confident and erroneous statements. 

Now, Mr. President, I have to say this: I have sought earnestly to 
obtain from the Committee on Public Lands a favorable report on the 
forfeiture of this grant and an opportunity for the Senate to vote upon 
the question whether the people of Florida and citizens of the United 
States emigrating there were to be protected in their rights to enter 
upon the public lands, and yet—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. The Senator will allow me to conclude. I thought this 
was a case so clear that it might at least be referred to judicial investi- 
gation, and that there would not be a dissenting voice to allowing the 
people to be heard, with the Government litigating and protecting them 
in their rights. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now I desire to speak about the action of this com- 
mittee, which, of course, seems to have some impeachment of it by 
the Senator—— 

Mr. CALL. I do not seek to impeach the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator ought not to say what he docs unless 
he seeks to impeach some person, because what he has said does im- 
peach them. 

Mr. CALL. I said that I have sought to obtain—— 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill of which I have spoken has been before 


the Committee on Public Lands for quite a while. It has been in the 
hands of a subcommittee, the distinguished Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. WALTHALL], who has frequently brought it to the attention of 
that committee, and who has all the time abstained from making a re- 
port upon the bill exactly in line with the criticisms made upon the 
bill itself by Commissioner Sparks of the Land Office, because he did 
“ld see to stop the Senator from Florida in his effort to forfeit these 


The Senator from Florida stated on the floor of the Senate, the other 
day, in reply to an assertion made by myself, that he did not know of 
the point he presents in his resolution until within the last twenty days, 
or about that time. 

Mr. CALL. I beg the Senator’s on. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The RECORD shows what the Senator stated, that 
hedid not know it; he might have had some idea about it, but he did not 
have any distinct idea of the facts upon which this question rested, un- 
less it was within a very brief period of time, and so he did not bring 
it to the attention of the committee before. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me? ‘ 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I want to get through with the statement of 
the conduct of the Senator from Florida toward this committee. 

Two years ago, or thereabouts, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], 
the chairman of the committee—and I desire his attention to my re- 
mark—introduced into this body a bill to forfeit the railroad d 
grants in Florida. I am not certain but that he referred that bill to 
me as one of a subcommittee. At all events I had some direct con- 
nection with it. The Senator from Kansas informed me that the Sen- 
tor from Florida went to him and complained that he should have 
brought this subject to the atteation of the Senate and be pressing a 
bill to forfeit all Jand grants in Florida, when he himself had not asked 
him to do it; and thereupon the Senator from Kansas abstained from 
pressing it. Now, here is this land grant upon which the Senator from 
Florida has made more speeches than upon any other question before 
the Senate, so far as I know—— 

Mr. CALL. Allow me to interrupt youn—— 

Mr. MORGAN. And the Senator from Florida, in reply to the sug- 
gestion that I made a few days ago, I distinctly understood him to 
say, had not known of this new condition of affairs embodied in his 
resolution until within a very brief period of time past. 

Now, is this committee delinquent about thisthing? The commit- 
tee have done all that they could in the world to bring forward his 
demands upon that committee, and now he suggests that for a year or 
two he has been endeavoring to get some action on the part of that 
committee on this question. That is my reply to his suggestion. 

Mr CALL- Now, will the Senator from Alabama allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Rider PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yi 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I will not. The Senator from Florida can 
proceed with his argument when I conclude. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I understand that the Senator in his remarks 
has made some reference to the Senator from Mississippi. Was he re- 
ferring to myself or to my colleague? 

Mr. MORGAN. I was referring to the Senator who is now on the 
floor. I said that this matter, according to my recollection, had been 
referred to the Senator from Mississippi asa subcommittee and that he 
had given as much attention to it as he found the subject required, and 
I gave it as my impression, not as coming from the Senator, that the 
answer given by Commissioner Sparks upon this bill when it was re- 
ferred to him was considered to be a full answer to the bill until it was 
materially modified or amended, and that the committee had not 
pressed the subject because they felt that if their decision was required 
it would necessarily be adverse to the bill. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The statement made by the Senator from Ala- 
bama is substantially accurate. As the matter has been mentioned it 
is perhaps proper that I should state what occurred between the Sena- 
tor from Florida and myself in reference to this bill, as it accounts for 
the delay in the action of the committee. 

The Senator from Florida several times approached me after he 
learned I had charge of the bill as a subcommittee, and asked me for 
areport. I stated that the committee had considered the bill and had 
not passed upon it, but that a majority of the committee would never 
consent to report favorably any such bill as this, and thatif he desired 
a report to be promptly made, an adverse report would have to be made, 
and I indicated to him that his preference with reference to that mat- 
ter would be consulted. He indicated to me, if I understood him 
aright, that he preferred the matter to stand as against an adverse re- 
port. That is the reason the adverse report has not been made. 


Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, we have the attitude of it. I 
do not see that the Senator from Florida has any right to make points 
on this committee under these circumstances; but the Senator from 
Florida, finding that the committee intended to make an adverse report 
on his bill, brings in a joint resolution to accomplish the same object, 
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stating to the Senate that the committee were putting off all the time 
their report when they were ready to make it, and could sustain it by 
competent authority. 

Now, therefore, I feel as a member of the committee no icular 
duty devolving on me about it; but when the Senate of the United 
States is asked to take this case out of the hands of a committee under 
these circumstances it seems to me to be very extraordinary, and what- 
ever may be the feeling the Senator has in regard to the forfeiture of 
these land grants in Florida it is only right to the Senate that the sub- 
ject should undergo, as it has undergone and is undergoing, a most 
scrutinizing investigation, for it must be remembered that there are a 
large number of people who are concerned in this matter to the extent 
of thousands and hundreds of thousands of dollars whose interests are 
quite as important as those of any of the persons who have written 
letters to the Senator from Florida to impress upon the Senator the 
idea that great wrong is about to be done them. 

And then when this receiver comes before us and assures us that he 
is not making any sale of the land, and not intending to make a sale 
of the land, not yas, to 20 it, and that the first information he had 
on the subject of a sale being about to take place was the speech of the 
Senator from Florida, I think it is time that this Committee on 
Public Lands, which I think is a tolerably faithful one, should be per- 
mitted to exercise its functions and its powers in conformity to the 
rules of the Senate. 

Having said this much, I shall wait until this matter has been 
further discussed; but I will state on before I take my seat that the 
evidence of record taken from the legislative history of Florida, and 
from facts proven by affidavits to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, has proved conclusively that this railroad company has been 
engaged im the building of the road and is entitled to the land grant, 
subject, of course, to forfeiture if there is any ground of forfeiture, and 
that the road is now built by a circuit court of the United States 
through the operation of the agency of this receiver, and is within about 
10 miles of completion; I believe it is about 10 miles. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Iowa, as this is a personal mat- 
ter, to allow me to say a few words. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Alabama commenced his speech by 
saying that this receiver stated that there had been no sales of these 
lands, and the first intimation of the fact he had was from my speech. 
Why, here is the record of the United States circuit court with a re- 
port there affirming that they had sold 140,000 acres of this land in the 
very institution of these proceedings. I read aletter from T. E. Tucker, 
purporting to be a land commissioner of this railroad company, which 
was ordered by the Senate to be put in the RECORD, dated Jacksonville, 
Fla., January 4, 1887, addressed to William Sultenfass, in which he 
says: 

Weare ready to convey title to the land whenever it may suit your conyen- 
ience to pu: 6 

What do you think of that? Is that the first time you ever heard 
of it in the committee? And this Mr. Sultenfuss is charged $75 an 
acre for his land. He is a citizen of Florida, an emigrant from a 
Northern State, I believe, of whom is demanded $75 an acre for his 
land by the agent of this railroad company. And yet they have never 
heard of any sales, and the Senator from Alabama says have no inten- 
tion of making any. 

There are, perhaps, a thousand persons whose letters and petitions 
have been referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thousands! Well, I have not seen one, 

Mr. CALL. I make noimputation uponthatcommittee. I did ask 
them to withhold that bill, and I asked it of the Senator from Ala- 
bama; and I would to-day oppose such a bill. Two years ago the com- 
mittee proposed to report at the heel of the session a bill which in fact 
confirmed the title, not forfeited it, to this company, which never had, 
not even a pretense of, authority from the State. Why, Mr. President, 
I have the acts of the iu gir of the State here, and I have the 
message of the governor of 1858 and the opinion of the ee 
eral expressly declaring that the Florida Railroad Company had no 
right, title, or interest to any part of the grant from Waldo to Tampa, 
and there has been twenty years’ acquiescence in that legislative decla- 
ration of the law of the State of Florida. Who ever heard, before the 
Senator from Alabama, any reasonable person assert that after twenty 
years’ acquiescence in an act of sovereign legislation without any loca- 
tion of the road under the authority of the State for the benefits of this 
grant, parties could come in and claim the benefit of a grant from the 
United States after twenty years’ acquiescence in this act of sovereign 
legislative power, in express terms denying it tothem? Who ever 
heard before any respectable tribunal any one contend that a written 
statement by a corporation that they accepted the benefits of a certain 
act of a Legislature could disprove the official decision of the governor 
of a State, that they had not accepted it as a valid, lawful acceptance; 
and the action of the Legislature granting the right to another com- 
pany, no action having been taken for twenty years before any court 
to annul and invalidate it. 


The bill they brought in was cunningly, I will not say intended—I 
believe the committee were honest about it, I believe they thought that 
a grant properly made should not be forfeited beyond the point of what 
they called completion, but this bill would have authorized every acre 
of land of that grant to be confirmed to people who never had a grant 
from the State of Florida. I do not in any wise reflect on the com- 
mittee. I differ broadly with them. Mysympathiesand my opinions 
of right in these railroad land grants are, and have always been, with 
the people, with the settlers, the men who cultivate the soil, and not 
with the rich corporations. The committee and I do not agree on this 
matter, but I do not in any wise reflect on them or their sincerity of 
conviction and purpose. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not understand why the Senator from Ala- 
bama should be so zealous in opposition to the people in this matter. 
This resolution asks for a judicial inquiry. This resolution asks that 
the question may go into the courts to ascertain whether or not there 
has ever been any grant from the State to this railroad company. I 
think that this matter ought to be heard and considered by the Senate 
carefully. I, of course, shall have to give way to the Senator from 
Iowa, who presses an appropriation bill, but I say it is the duty of the 
Senate to hear and examine these matters. I aver that the statement 
made by the Senator from Alabama is absolutely an error in all its 
parts, and there is not a shadow of pretense of a right in this railroad 
company, and that this Executive Document No. 91 does not show a 
single word of inquiry into the fact whether the State had ever made 
a grant or not. It asserts in one partofit that under the twenty-first 
section of the internal-improvement act, they have the right. Under 
the twenty-first section of the internal-improvement act the governor 
and the Legislature, upon the opinion of the attorney-general, declared 
that they had no right, title, or interest, and the Florida Railroad Com- 
pany submitted for twenty years to this decision. 

Mr. ALLISON, Now I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the po proceed to the consideration of the sundry civil appropria- 
tion i 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to change the form of the resolution and make 
it a joint resolution, and I ask that it may be received at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive it. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 99) in relation to the 
land grant, approved May 17, 1856, granting lands to the State of Flor- 
ida for railroad purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendment to the 
bill (S. 2256) to create a port of delivery at Lewes, Del., agreed tothe 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. O’FERRALL, Mr. Crisp, and Mr. 
O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR PIKE, 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask the attention of the Senate. I desire to give no- 
tice that on Wednesday, the 16th day of February, I will introduce and 
ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of resolutions paying fit- 
ing tribute to the life, character, and public services of Hon. AUSTIN 
F. PIKE, late a member of this body from the State of New Hampshire, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following House bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

A bill (H. R. 10793) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1888; and 

A bill (H. R. 10802) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses for the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 29th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 165) for the relief of William H. Gray, of Kentucky; 

An act 230) for the erection of a public building at Worcester, 
Mass. ; 

‘An act (S. 250) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamer Ashuelot; 

An act (S. 391) for the relief of A. A. Thomas; 

An act (S. 1386) for the completion of a public building at Fort — 
Scott, Kans. ; 

An act (S. 1654) granting a pension to Joseph Mayo; and 

An act (S. 2459) granting a pension to Eliza Wilkins. 

The message also announced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2730) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth S. de 


Krafft; 
An act (S. 1642) granting a pension to William F. Harmon; 
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An act (S. 2388) granting a pension to Alonzo Raymond; 
An act (S. 2420) granting a pension to Sidney Denton; 
An act (S. 2478) granting a pension to John Wines; and 
An act (S. 2699) granting a pension to Sarah E. Norton. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10072) making appropriations for sundry civil e; of 
the Government for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading of 
the bill be dispensed with, and that as the reading p the amend- 
ments may be acted on, considering first the amendments reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be pursued, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first Aral gait of the Committee on Appropriations was in the 
appropriations for ‘‘public buildings,” after line 8, to insert: 


For court-house at Aberdeen, eae for heating apparatus complete, $5,000. 


The amendment was 
» The next amendment was, bod line 10, to insert: 

For poras and court-house at Augusta, Me.: For heating apparatus com- 
plete, $8,560. aoe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 16, to insert: 

For custom-house at Charleston, 8. C.: For a down sone and brick work 
on east and west porticoes, restoring broken balustrade and other broken stone 
work, and rebuilding the same, including the replacing of slating, $11,500; for 

other exterior repairs, $500 

The amendment was 

The next amendment, was re line 22, to insert: 

For eustom-house and post-office at Chicago, Ill.: For furnishing and putting 
in place iron tie-rods to strengthen the buname: $35,000; for balance for repair- 
ing stone work, $35,000; for ventilation Pou bui ding, $9,000; and for necessary 
painting to interior of building, $5,000; in all, $34,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 29, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Clarksburg, W. Va.: For heating apparatus 
complete, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 32, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Columbus, Ohio: For heating apparatus 
complete, $14,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 37, after the word ‘‘ complete,’’ to 
strike out “fifteen thousand ” and insert ‘í twenty-one thousand two 

hundred and thirty-six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For court-house and post-office at Concord, N. H.: For approaches and heat- 
ing apparatus complete, $21,236, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 37, to insert: 

For post-office and court-house at Council Bluffs, Iowa: For heating apparatus 
complete, $11,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 41, after the word ‘‘ complete,” to 
strike out “ten thousand ” and insert “thirteen thousand and thirty- 
two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For court-house and pam omce at Dallas, Tex.: For approaches and heating 
apparatus complete, $13,082. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 43 to line 
45, inclusive, as follows: 


For court-house and post-office at Danville, Va.: For completion of building, 
fixtures, inclosure, and approaches, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 47, after the word ‘‘for,’’ to strike 
out ‘continuation ’’ and insert ‘‘ completion; in line 48, after the word 
“limit” to insert ‘including heating apparatus and approaches;’? and 
in line 49, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘one hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For custom-house, post-office, and court-house at El Paso, Tex.: For comple- 
tion of bonang under the present limit, including heating apparatus and ap- 


proaches, $100, 
agreed to. 


If there be no objection, that course 


The amendment was 

The next amendment was, after line 49, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Erie, Pa.: For approaches and heating ap- 
paratus complete, $19,511, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 56, after the word ‘*‘complete,’' to 
strike out “ ten thousand ” and insert “twelve thousand four hundred 
and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For ino” at Hannibal, Mo.: For approaches and heating apparatus com- 
plete, 


The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, after line 60, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Jefferson City, Mo,: For heating apparatus 
complete, $10,000, 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, sis line 65, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Leavenworth, Kans.: For heating apparatus 
complete, $12,140. 

The amendment was a; to. 

Mr. ALLISON. After line 68, the Committee on Appropriations in- 
struct me to offer the following: 

For court-house and a tee aaa at Los Angeles, Cal.: 
erection of building, $150. 

The amendment was TR to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 70, to insert: 

Forcourt-house and post-oflice at Lynchburg, Va.: For heating apparatus com- 
plete, $8, 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 74, after the word “ for,”’ to strike 
out ‘continuation ’’ and insert ‘‘ completion ;?? in line 78, after the 
word “limit,” to insert ‘‘ including heating apparatus and approaches; pa 
and in line 76, before the word pem po to strike out “fifty 13 
and insert ‘‘ one hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

For court-house and ffice at Manchester, N. H.: For completion of build- 
ing under present limit, including heating apparatus and approaches, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 78, after the word ‘‘ complete,” to 
strike out ‘‘ ten thousand’’ and insert ‘‘ thirteen thousand four hun- 
dred and nineteen;’’ so as to read: 

_ Forspurthous,and err es at Macon, Ga.: For approaches and heating 

The amendment was agreed. 

The next amendment was, in line 80, after the word ‘t for,” to strike 
out ‘‘continuation’’ and insert ‘* completion; ” and in line 81, after 
the word “limit,” to strike out ‘'$75,v00"’ and insert ‘‘ $167, 514.56: on? 
so as to make the clause read: 


For post-office at Minneapolis, Minn.: Forcompletion ofbuilding under pres- 
ent limit, $167,514.56. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 83, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Nebraska City, Neb.: For heating apparatus 
complete, $6, 000, 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, inti line 87, after the word ‘‘ complete,” to 
strike out “nine thousand” and insert ‘eleven thousand two hun- 
dred and forty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For court-house and ffice at New Albany, Ind.: For approaches and 
heating apparatus complete, $11,245. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 88, to insert: 

For court-house at Pensacola, Fla, : For heating apparatus complete, $10,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 90, to insert: 

For porge and court-house at Peoria, Ill.: For heating apparatus com- 
plete, . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 93, to insert: 

For custom-house at Philadelphia; For repairs to roof, $5,140. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 97, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘fifty ’’ and insert “two hundred;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For court-house and post-office at Pittsburgh, Pa.: For continuation of build- 
ing, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

om next amendment was, after line 98, to insert: 


‘io and court-house at Quincy, Il.: For heating apparatus com- 
piste. 10,500, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 102, after the word ‘‘limit,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘including heating apparatus and ‘approaches; ;’? so as to make the 
clause read: 


For post-office at Troy, N. Y.: For completion of building under present limit, 
including heating apparatus and approaches, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after-line 103, to insert: 

For oe at Reading, Pa.: For completion of building under present 
limit, including heating apparatus and approaches, $100,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “‘limit,’’ at the end of line 
111, to insert ‘‘including heating apparatus and approaches;”’ and in 
line 113, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out “ten” and insert 
“twenty-seven; ;? so as to make the clause read: 

For custom-house and post-office at Saint Joseph, Mo.: For completion of 


For purchase of site and 
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ppg under present limit, including heating apparatus and approaches, 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 113, to insert: 

For the building known as the old custom-house building at Saint Louis, Mo. : 
For necessary repairs and alterations, $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 116, to insert: 


For court-house and post-office at Saint Paul, Minn.: For the purchase of ad- 
ditional ground fron on Fifth street, adjoining the premises now owned by 
the United States, in t Paul, Minn., "$30,000; and the sum of $35,000 hereto- 
fore appropriated. for the purchase of ground adjoining the United States court- 
house and post-office building in said city is hereby made available for the pur- 
chase of the ground herein authorized. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 124, to insert: ` 
For pi bono and court-house at Shreveport, La.: For heating apparatus com- 


anes amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment wis, after line 126, to insert: 
at court-house at Sooo Mass.: For purchase of site and commencing 
the erection of building, 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert ‘‘ post-office,’”’ instead of ‘‘court- 
house,” in the first line of the amendment, and in the next line to strike 
out ‘‘commencing’’ and insert ‘‘completing;’’ so as to read: 


For post-office at ng oy Mass.: For purchase of site and completing the | $60,000. 


erection of building, $150. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 129, to insert: 
‘or hel eas and court-house at Syracuse, N. Y.: For heating apparatus com- 


the amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, after line 131, to insert: 
For post-office at Terre Haute, Ind.: For heating apparatus complete, $10,040. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 133, to insert: 
For custom-house and court-house at Toledo, Ohio: For heating apparatus 
complete, $17,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 135, to insert: 
For court-house and post-office at ee: For heating apparatus com- 
plete, 4,500. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, after line 138, to insert: 
pieta $1,000. court-house and post-office at Waco, Tex.: For heating apparatus com- 
The Aman was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 140, to insert: 
ad acer tease E E eae eee 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 149, to insert: 


For continuing the work of mbing, = the Treasury building in a proper sanitary 
condition by improved plum! ene Aea and e e $50,000, to ex- 
pended under the direction of 

The amendment was SRPA 
The next amendment was, after line 153, to insert: 

For vault in the Treasury building: For See a suitable vault in the 
Treasury building for the storage of silver dollars, as estimated for in Senate 
Executive Document No. 9, second foam Forty-ninth Congress, $27, 

The amendment was 
The next amendment was one line 159, to insert: 
For ‘Bureau of ee and Printing: For construction of a new sewer 
g the building of said Bureau to connect with the city sewer, $1,994.35; and 
vision of the sundry civil act of Anra. 4, 1836, appropriating $1,200 fora 
pod sewer for this building is rye repealed. 
The amendment was a; 
The next amendment was sees line 166 to insert: 
Pate proper sewer drainage to the buildings belonging to the Quartermaster’s 


t in square 232 in the city of Washington. $2, 445.30; the aforesaid 


sewers to be constructed under the direction of the Commissioners of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was after line 172, to insert: 


For the purchase = ge and buildings thereon, betag ol lots numbered li 
12 of the subdivision red 689 on the ori ai cos plat of lands i is 


avenue, and west by South Capitol reap ny ,000, or so ‘so mùch thereof as er be 
necessary ; said purchase to be made by the Secretary of 
use of the Treasury Department. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was spe line 188 to insert: 

For repairs and preservation of marine hospitals, $20,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think, before g from the public building 
items, I ought to say to the Senate Berar Committee on Appropria- 
tions have not added a single amendment in that portion of the bill, 
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except for public buildings, that have been authorized by law in sepa- 
rate statutes. Where they have added “‘for heating ap and 
ap » it is to complete buildings that are substantially finished, 
with the exception of the heating apparatus and approaches. But in- 
asmuch as this bill was reported from the House committee early in 
the session, even before the public documents were printed, many of 
these items were omitted in the House bill, and the Committee on Ap- 
proprigtions felt it to be its duty to insert them in the Senate. The 
total amount of these i I believe, is about a million anda half. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was in the appropriations for “‘ light- 
houses, beacons, and fog-signals,’’ after line 196 to insert: 

For steam-tender for the Western rivers: For a new tender for the mainte- 
nance of lights upon the Western rivers, $40,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 221, to increase the appropriation 
for ‘‘ Northwest Seal-Rock Light-Station, California: For continuing 
the construction of a light-house on Northwest Seal-Rock, off Point 
Saint George, California,’’ from = 000 to $120,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriation for ‘‘ revenue-cutter 
service,” after line 304 to insert 


For constructing a vanessa for Southern coast: =~ the AEE L 
of one revenue seamen for duty on the Southern coast of the United States, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in the appropriations for the Bureau of 
s e O and Printing;” in line 318, ‘t piece rates,” to insert 
? and in line 323, after the words ‘‘not more than,” to strike 
out “twenty-four” and insert ‘‘twenty-six;’’ so as to make the clause 


For wages of not gega than one hundred and eighty-seven plate-printers, at 

piece-rates or wages to be fixed by the Secretary fezi the’ Treanor. moe: coed 

the rates usually paid forsueh work, rere the wages of not more than one 

hundred and ninety printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each when employed, and 

for wages of not more than twenty-six Lapham assistants at steam- at 
for use of steam plaie-printing 


$1.50a day each when employed, and for 
machines, $366,500, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Provided, used for purchasing and 


Treasury: Thatany part of this sum may be 
operating new and improved printing presses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriations for ‘‘ light-house es- 
tablishment,’’ in line 369, to increase the appropriation from $215,000 
to $240,000 for ‘“‘ expenses of light-vessels: For seamen’s rations, 
repairs, salaries, supplies, and a expenses of light-ships.’’ 

‘The amendment was a; 

The next amendment was, in ine 373, to increase from $300,000 to 
$350,000 the appropriation ‘‘ for expenses sof establishing, replacing, and 
maintaining buoys, spindles, and day-beacons, and for incidental ex- 
penses relating thereto.” 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 383, after the word ‘‘ Hudson,” to 
strike out “river” and insert “and East Rivers;’’ in line 384, ‘afler 
‘New York,” to insert ‘‘the Delaware River between Philadelphia and 
Bordentown, N. J., the Elk River, Maryland;’’ in line 390, after ‘‘Ore- 
gon,” to insert “and on Puget Sound, W: Territory; ” and 
in line 391, before the work ‘ thousand, ” to strike out ‘one hun- 
dred and ninety” and insert ‘‘ two hundred and fifty;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

eae 

age otic De aenga pig ct mneee peg 
ia and Bordentown, N. J., the Elk iRiver, Maryland; Cape Fear River, 
Carolina ; Savannah River, Georgia; Saint John’s River, orida; at the 
mouth of Red River, Louisiana; on the Mississippi rosin Ohio, iğ 
and Great Kanawha Rivers; on the Columbia and Willamette Rivers, Oregon ; 
and on Puget Sound, Washington Territory, $250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriations for ‘‘ Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey,” in line 431, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out 
Bis tho and insert nen "twelve; so as to make the clause read: 


Foe “angulation, oj phy, and phy of the coast of Maine in 
Cabeook Ba y and Saint i kiven, and bya osko -shore soundings between 
inicus and Seguin lights, $12, 


The amendment was ait 
The next amendment was, after line 431, to insert: 


2. For hydrography of George’s Bank and Shoal, off the coast of New Eng- 
land, and for the speedy completion of an accurate survey of the portions ofthe 
bank most used by fishermen, $9,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 439, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ 
to strike out “‘ fourteen” and insert “twenty, ” and at the end of the 
clause, in line 440, to insert ‘“‘ to be immediately available;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 


3. For resurveys: For triangulation, to) phy, and h. phy in the 
TaT of the east end of Long Island, Island, Nantu Nantucket 
and approaches, and including Vineyard Sound, $20,000, to immedi- 

oo available. 


The amendment was 
The next amendment was, in rine 442, to increase the appropriation 


1887. 
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“ for physical hydrographic surveys on Monomoy Shoals ” from $2,000 
to $4,000, 


,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I notice that there are very large additions by the 
committee amendments to this*bill for what is apparently the service 
of this Coast and Geodetic Survey. I should like to inquire of the 
chairman of the committee just wherein the theory of the bill of the 
House infringes on the theory of the committee of the Senate. What 
is the occasion of this very large increase for the current expenditures 
for this work? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill say to the Senator from Kansas that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations recommend substantially the estimates for 
this work. ‘The House committee have cut down the estimates very 
largely, and, as was stated by the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey, the arrangement of appropriations 
which is presented in the bill sent to the Senate would result in very 
great loss from the fact that they are not properly apportioned. The 
Senate committee, after examination, believe that the estimates made 
by the Treasury Department were carefully and that an efficient 
working of the force, both in the field and in the office, would be pro- 
moted by making the changes suggested in our amended bill; and 
therefore the items were made substantially in accordance with the 
estimates. 

Mr. BECK. I hope the chairman of the committee will cause to be 
read, so as to be made a part of the RECORD, the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and of Mr. Thorn, the superintendent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree to the suggestion made by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). Does the 
Senator desire to have the letter read now? 

Mr. ALLISON. Both the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
that of the superintendent of the Coast Survey may be read. I will 
say, however, before they are read, that at an early day, after this bill 
reached the Committee on Appropriations, finding that the House bill 
reduced largely the appropriation for field-work, and finding, also, that 
it had changed materially the office force, increasing some and reduc- 
ing others, and dispensing almost entirely with a large branch of the 
office work, I addressed a letter, after consultation with the subcom- 
mittee having this bill in charge, to the Secretary of the Treasury on 
this subject; and the letters which the Senator from Kentucky desires 
to have embodied in the RECORD were in response to my communica- 
tion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let them be read. : 

Mr. BECK. They had better be inserted in the RECORD, unless the 
Senator from Kansas desires the reading. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not desire it specially, but I want to call atten- 
tion to one thing. The House of Representatives is in political accord 
with the Administration. The controversies between the two Houses 


S| 


heretofore have been largely as to what was absolutely necessary for a | P 


properadministration of the variousexecutive Departments. The Sena- 
tor from Iowa knows better than I do, and better than I could possi- 
bly state, the character of the controversies which have existed be- 
tween the two Houses about this question heretofore. The suggestion 
was always made, in fact the charge was made, that the Senate was 
promoting extravagance in the various Departments of the Govern- 
ment, was keeping up useless employés, was promoting what amounted 
to practically, if not actually, corruption; and after a number of years 
of that sort of contention the people of the United States thought they 
would take the Democratic party at its word, as expressed through the 
House of Representatives, and have put the Democratic party in power. 

I would be the last man to suggest that the wants of the service 
should be totally disregarded, but I should like to see the experiment 
of the House of Representatives tried. I should like to see a chance 
to demonstrate, if it can be demonstrated, that the Government can 
be carried on after the plan that they have marked out, and which is 
substantially the plan which they marked out for Republican Admin- 
istrations. I should be glad to have the Committee on Appropriations 
of the Senate, if they feel so minded, give the House of Representatives 
a chance to have their experiment upon this administrative work tried. 

Mr. BECK. Now, Mr. President, perhaps I am the member of the 
subcommittee charged with this bill who ought to say a word in re- 
gard to that matter, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and myself were the subcommit- 
tee who for three weeks carefully examined this whole bill. We found 
a great many things that we thought ought to be added to this bill in 
order to carry on the public service efficiently, and this case was one of 
them, as the letter of Secretary Manning and the statement of super- 
intendent Thorn, I think, conclusively show. We found—— 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator—— 

Mr. BECK. Onemoment. We found, for example, that there was 
2 provision for this item proposed as an amendment on line 305 of the 


For constructing a revenue steamer for the southern coast: For the construc- 
oy ond one revenue steamer for duty on the southern coast of the United States, 


>" 


We ascertained that there was really no steamer of the reyenue-ma- 


EE 


rine service from the mouth of the Mississippi River to the mouth of the 
Rio Grande, opposite the line of the West India Islands, from which 
smuggling has prevailed, and there is great necessity for some coast-guard 
there, and yet there was no provision made for it. We found a great 
many provisions in regard to public buildings that were not inserted. 
We found in regard to the Northwest Seal Rock Station in California, 
on the page preceding the appropriations for the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, that we had to increase that item, and so of many others. 

While I profess to be a Democrat, and my colleagues on the subcom- 
mittee are known to be Republicans, there was no question of politics 
in regard to what was needed for the good of the service. I think the 
House of Representatives made a mistake in leaving out that ship for 
the southern coast; in many other of their appropriations they made mis- 
takes; and we agreed that it was best that the Senate should disregard 
political questions altogether and do what was best for the good of the 
service, and if in conference the gentlemen on the other side of the Capi- 
tol see fit to insist, they must take the responsibility. 

I know that the Senate is apt to be charged with extravagance and- 
the other House lauded for economy. Iam one of the Democrats at 
this end of the Capitol who are perfectly willing to take the responsi- 
bility for whatever of extravagance is found in this bill as amended, 
because I believe there is not one dollar in it that is not for the benefit 
of the public service, and I do not think the gentlemen who object to 
doing what the public service requires will make any reputation before 
the country or any party capital out of an economy that is injurious to 
the public service, 

That much I have felt called on to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill 
(S. 2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting as attorneys or 
employés for railroad companies holding charters or having received 
grant of lands or pecuniary aid from the United States. 

Mr. BECK. I hope that the Senator from Iowa, who desires to go 
on with the sundry civil bill, will consent to have the unfinished busi- 
ness laid aside informally, not to be displaced, subject to call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the unfinished 
business will be laid aside informally. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB obtained the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. Excuse me; I want to have an order entered. 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield. 

Mr. PALMER. The bill (H. R. 5538) relating to the importing and 
landing of mackerel caught during the spawning season was made the 
special order for 2 o’clock to-day, and I move that 2 o’clock on Wed- 
nesday be fixed for its consideration, to be continued from day to day 
thereafter until dis of. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it is a special order it holds its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Michigan that if the bill is now a special order it will hold its 
lace and come up in its turn. 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion would not change its position. 
Mr. PALMER. The ruling of the Chair the other day was entirely 
different from that asserted by the Chair now. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was the case of a motion to postpone. This 
is a unanimous consent.- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a special order; it will follow 
the other special orders that are before it. 

Mr. PALMER. All I desire is to have it retain its place. If the 
Chair so decides, very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it will retain its 
place. The sundry civil appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘There is something rather touching in the non-par- 
tisanship of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], who has been for 
years in this body, especially when he is asking his Republican asso- 
ciates to give large appropriations to a Democratic administration; but 
I desire to say that I wish the Committee on Appropriations had not 
been so yielding, not, as I said before, that I would wantonly disre- 
gard the interests of the public service, but there are two theories 
about this service, and I think it has come to be understood that the 
least valuable of all the testimony which can be applied to that sub- 
ject as to what should be appropriated is the estimate of the Depart- 
ment having control of the expense. When I say that I say it with 
full knowledge that I have high Democratic authority in its support. 
The House of Representatives represents a theory of government, as it 
claims, and that the Democratic administration represents a theory of 
government which is economical as compared with the Republican 
theory of government, while the Senate, as the Administration has 
always claimed and had to claim in order to get into power, represents 
another theory and an extravagant theory. 

Iam willing, myself, to vote in regard to all matters of current ex- 
penses, in regard to all matters of mere administration, that this Demo- 
cratic administration shall have its own free will, and its own way. 
When I say “the administration,’’ I mean the executive department 
and the House of Representatives together; and I say that that is not 
only the proper the6ry, but it is the only one that will ever enable the 
country, either Republicans or Democrats, to find out whether the 
House of Representatives or the Senate isright. In other words, it can 
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not besettled by argument. It has got to besettled by demonstration, 
and the proper way to settle it is for the Senate to let the House, in 
regard to all matters which are administrative and which concern the 
carrying out of existing executive functions, have its own way. Yet 
I find here that this bill contains appropriations of hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars to be given toa Democratic administration for the pur- 
pose of carrying on this Government beyond that which the House of 
Representatives, itself Democratic, has deemed necessary for that same 
Pp . We shall never arrive at a determination of this question as 
to who is extravagant and who is economical until we try it on. The 
way to try it on is to let the House have its own way, and see what 
the result will be. 

If, as I believe, there can be a great deal of money saved in the 
earrying on of this Department, then it will be determined that the 
House is at least partly correct. If it shall be determined that the 
Government can not be carried on upon the basis of the appropriations 
p by the House, then we shall have shown that the Senate has 

‘been right all the time. But, as itis now, with the House pinching 
appropriations and the Senate crowding them on to the House, and the 
House yielding, of course—I have no doubt with a leer, as they think 
how agreeable the Senate is in insisting on giving them more than they 
want—we shall never arrive at any conclusion except the one conclu- 
sion which the House has already formed, that it is economical while 
the Senate is extravagant. 

Mr. BECK. I suppose in politics I am considered somewhat radical; 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] on his side I know is; but in 
business matters connected with the administration of the Government, 
he and I both being on the Committee on Appropriations, I think we 
have never allowed these questions to be discussed in that committee, 
or at least very seldom. 

I have served on that committee now for ten years in the Senate; 
we have had Democratic Houses and we have had Democratic Senates 
in that time, and Republican administrations during most of that 
time; and there never has been a time, as far as I know, no matter 
what the executive branch of the Government was, Republican or 
Democratic, that the Senate Committee on Appropriations has not en- 
deavored to the best of its ability, no matter whether the Republican 
House failed to give enough to carry on the Republican administration 
or not, to report what it thought was the proper thing to do. 

We have simply done this time what has been done for every admin- 
istration, no matter how the two Houses were divided; and I think this 
bill, as reported, will bear criticism favorably with any other. It cer- 
tainly has had fair and careful consideration for over two weeks by the 
three gentlemen who have had charge of it, and politics were never 
consid 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the suggestions made by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], respecting our duty here with reference 
to appropriations to carry on the Government, raise, of course, an im- 
portant issue. - I knowin past yearsit has been said that the appropria- 
tions are swollen from year to year because of the extravagance of the 
Senate, insisting each year that and extravagant appropri- 
ations should be had as compared with the Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives, and we have been compelled in this Chamber and else- 
where to confront the idea that the Senate ofthe United States from 
year to year was extravagantly wasting the public money. 

The remedy suggested by the Senator from is a practical sur- 
render of the powers of this body. We have a right, in our judgment, 
to say what we think is necessary to carry on the operations of the Gov- 
ernment. I confess that I have been many times tempted, since this 
administration came into power, to adopt the suggestions of the Senator 
from Kansas. l have seen this Senate held up and gibbeted on the 
cross-roads of public opinion, because last year we insisted upon an in- 
crease of appropriations as they came to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. ) 

Now a word in reference to this immediate appropriation. - Here is 
a non-partisan service, a service which has existed in this Government 
since 1807, organized in the early days of the Republic for the purpose 
of surveying the coast of the United States. e then had a narrow 
and insignificant coast compared with what we have now. That serv- 
ice has continued from that day to this as a non-partisan service, in 
one way or another. There have been different times when there have 
been contests in respect to which Department of the Government should 
have charge of this survey, and these contests have been renewed from 
year to year and were renewed two or three years ago, there being an 
effort to secure for the Navy Department this survey and another effort 
to dump this survey into the Geological Survey of the Interior De- 
partment, and that struggle has been going on between the two Houses. 

Without any reflection upon any particular person or body or com- 
mittee, I will say that that contest has found a lodgmentin a determina- 
tion in some portions of this Government to break up and destroy this 
Coast Survey as itis noworganized. Ido not believeindoingit. I be- 
lieve that this Coast Survey, composed as itis ofscientific gentlemen who 
have given their lives, many of them, to this service, has men capable of 
carrying on the operations of the survey, and itis perfectly known to 
those who have investigated the subject that if we will give them proper 
appropriations they will be enabled to carry on the field-work substan- 


tially as they have been carrying it on for three or four years, and the 
work will be completed, with the exception of Alaska, within from 
six to seven years, certainly not exceeding nine years. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator refer to the hydrographic survey 
or the work on land? 

Mr. ALLISON. I refer to the survey as it is being carried on now 
and as it has been carried on for fifty years, including the hydrography 
and the n topography of the shore-line sufficient to make a 
map which will enable this Government to know what its shores and 
bays and inlets are. 

‘When we came to examine these appropriations we found that the 
Coast Survey as provided for in the House bill was shorn of its powers 
and that it was so crippled that it could practically do nothing under 
these House provisions. For myself, if we were to rely upon these 
House provisions I should say it would be better for this year to aban- 
don the Coast Survey and have no appropriation. I could give illus- 
trations; they are given in these documents, which Senators can ex- 
amine themselves.. Take, for instance—— 

Mr. BECK. I want to interrupt the Senator from Iowa long enough 
to ask that the letter of the Secretary and the letter of Mr. Thorn, the 
Superintendent, shall be read at the desk now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me goon and I will send them up. 

For illustration, the House of Representatives have appropriated for 
the survey of Alaska about a sufficient sum to enable the Coast Survey 
vessel which we have to make a journey from San Francisco to Alaska 
and return. We have added sufficient to enable that vessel to go there 
and work the four or five months that a vessel can work. So with ref- 
erence to other work known as field-work in the Coast Survey. We 
have simply provided for the necessary expenditures to enable the 
Coast Survey to economically conduct this work and nothing more, so 
that the men who are in the field can work during the business season. 
That is all we have done here. 

Then we have provided in the office of the Coast Survey a sufficient 
force to enable those here to put upon paper and upon maps and charts 
the results of the field-work. 

For myself, I think in this particular appropriation there is not a 
question of partisanship, and I want to say—and then I will ask that 
the letter be read—I want to say here and in this presence that up to 
this time the Coast Survey has had at its head the most scientific men 
in our country because the work is essentially of a scientific character. 
We have had the brightest men, such as Professor Hassler, Professor 
Bache, and Professor Pierce, in control of this Survey, men who were 
able to sit in judgment on the work done by the officers in the field 
and in the office; but since this administration came into power, or 
within a few months after they came into power, there was some dere- 
liction or some charge of wrong-doing in reference to the head of the 
Survey, an eminent scientific man. He was removed or resigned, and 
aclerk in the Treasury Department drawing $1,600 salary, was placed 
at the head of the Survey, and is at the head of itnow drawing $6,000 
ayear. Iam bound to say for him that he discloses in the business 
management of this Survey a tact and ability far beyond what we had 
aright to suppose of him. 

But I say that this Government is derelict in its duty, and wherever 
that dereliction falls it must fall in not placing at the head of the 
Coast Survey what its object intended, namely, a highly scientific gen- 
tleman who could understand the intricate workings of this scien- 
tific survey. There are some people who think that this Survey 
should be crippled and destroyed because the President of the United 
States does not, in his judgment, place at its head a man who is suf- 
ficiently equipped for the arduous duties of the office. 

The Senate Committee on Appropriations, after careful consideration 
and investigation of this subject, deemed it too important to withhold 
appropriations either for that reason or for the reason that there might 
be in other quarters objections to the conduct of this Survey as it is 
now managed. 

Mr. President, [intended to saya word in reference to partisan ques- 
tions which are involved in these appropriations, and I will say it now. 
I noticed in the President’s message, which was laid upon our tables 
at the beginning of this session, a tabulation disclosing that in 1886 as 
compared with 1885 there had been a saving of $17,000,000 in the pub- 
lic expenditures and that saving was arrayed in a table which I have 
before me showing under the different departments how this adminis- 
tration had been able to save a sum amounting in the aggregate to 
$17,000,000 as compared with 1885. 

I undertook to analyze the expenditures for the purpose of seeing 
how it was that in former years we had appropriated from seventeen to 
twenty million dollars beyond what was actually necessary to carry on 
the operations of this Government. I found by an analysis of the ap- 
propriations of 1885 as compared with those of 1886 that this reduc- 
tion of expenditures consisted of lump sums which practically had 
nothing to do with the ordinary operations of the Government, but 
rested wholly, or materially, at least, upon separate and independent 
appropriations of large sums, which were necessarily expended in 1885, 


and were not necessary in 1886. For instance, I find a reduction of the 
legislative expenses of the Government amounting to $587,000. An 
analysis of the items discloses that nearly the entire amount arises 
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less than the judgments of the Court of Claims for 1885, amounting to 
about $500,000 difference in round numbers. 

So with the Department of State. According to the table which I 
have before me, submitted by the President in his message, there is dis- 
closed a saving of $4,100,000 in the expenditures of the Department of 
State. A casual observer reading that message would suppose that this 
new Secretary of State and this new Administration had inaugurated 
great reforms with reference to the administration of that Department. 
An analysis of the expenditures discloses that the expenses of the Ala- 
bama Claims Commission amounted to $40,000 in 1885, and by the 
lapse of time and the completion of its duties there was no expenditure 
for this purpose for 1886. I also find that there was expended on ac- 
count of the judgments of the Alabama Claims Commission $3,300,000 
in 1885, and nothingin 1886. I also find that there was an appropria- 
tion made for the French and American Claims Commission awards in 
1885, and paid in that year, amounting in round numbers to $600,000, 
So these three sums, arising out of treaty stipulations and appropria- 
tions made with reference to payments that we were bound to make, 
constitute the entire difference between the expenditures of 1885 and 
1886 in the State Department. 

So of the Treasury Department, made up of a number of different 
items, the chief one of which is an item of nearly $3,000,000—$2,931- 
000—charged to the sinking fund of the Pacific railroads, showing that 
in 1885 there was invested in the sinking fund of these railroads about 
$3,000,000, and which was consequently charged to the Treasury, 
whereas in 1886 that investment only amounted to about $800,000. 

I have the other items covering this difference in the Treasury De- 
partment; I have named the largestitem. I will give one other item— 
repayments to importers, $1,414,000 less in 1886 than in 1885. That is 
a sum which is not regulated by: any rule, except the rule of overcharge 
upon the assessment of duties, and it is Toa This very year I have 
no doubt it will amount to an immensely pani: netee it 
has amounted to as high as $7,000,000.. tisa a flexible and variable 
sum, depending upon overcharges of duties. 

Then there is the item of debentures and drawbacks, amountin 
1886 to only $486,000, as compared with a million and a half in 1 

There is no suggestion even of a reformatory system of administra- 
tion with reference to these matters. They donot depend in any sense 
on appropriations made by Congress. They are outside of and inde- 
pendens of any appropriations made here or in the other branch of 


Ingress. 

So I might go on with this analysis. Take the New Orleans Exposi- 
tion. In 1885 we spent a million dollars on the New Orleans Exposi- 
tion, and nothing in 1886, 

In the War Department a reduction of $9,000,000 is shown in the 
table in the President’s message. What is that made up of? There 
was no river and harbor bill in 1885; so that the expenditures in 1886 
for rivers and harbors were $6,460,000 less than they were in 1885, Is 
that fairly to be chargeable to Republican extravagance, simply from 
the fact that there was no appropriation for rivers and harbors, and the 
expenditure was less in 1886 than in 1885, two-thirds of the whole 
saving being in this one item? 

The rest of the saving is made up of different items which do not de- 

d at all on the current administration of the War Department; for 
instance, the refunding of the expenses of raising volunteers, a continued 
expenditure that has been paid in varying sums from the end of the 
war, refunding to certain States and Territories under the act of June 
27, 1882, $332,000, a specific appropriation to pay for Indian depreda- 
tions in the State of Kansas and other States. 

So I might go on giving itemsin detail showing the entire reduction 
in the expenditures. Take the Navy Department. The reduction 
shown is $2,000,000. Why was that? Last year we spent no money 
in building ships, or at least we spent $1,200,000 more in 1885 for the 
construction of ships than we did in 1886. 

So I might goon. I have analyzed this table for the purpose of 
showing, first, that it is not true in fact that this administration is any 
more economical than former administrations; and secondly, that it is 
not true in fact that the Senate of the United States in former years 
has appropriated money that was not necessary for carrying on the ordi- 
nary expenses of the Government, or at least is not more responsible 
for those appropriations than is the House of Representatives. Now 
and then such appropriations get into these bills in the other House, 
and now and then in the Senate. I now present my analysis of the 
table for insertion in the RECORD: 

The following statement shows the total net decrease in expenditures 
for 1886 from expenditures for 1885, also the net decrease by Depart- 
ments and the principal items which make up such decrease of expend- 
iture: 

Net decrease in expenditures for 1886 under 1885......c:c:ccssesessesees $17,743,796 61 


Net decrease yy Departments: 
Di TRA EE BEAR O AE va TA A E N A E AA 587,567 96 


This decrease is principally in the item: 
Payment of judgments of the Court of Claims........ccseessser senses 468, 000 00 
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This decrease in part is in the following items: 


nses, &c., of bama Claims Commission... 40,100 00 

Ju enis of Alabama Claims Commission.........++ woes , 300, 000 00 

Awards of French and American Claims Commission........ sages 594,200 00 

3, 934, 300 00 
3. Treasury Department. .........:..cccvcrsssssssesssccsscacecnse srnsserensserseqeresoes 8, 968, 

‘This decrease in is in ae despecadaterer N jers: 

Mints and assay oi asoveees Wane svevecooreeccevece 210, 
Territorial governments „ss. sesers. 45, 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing... 258, 
Internal-revenue service 437 


3| 2282888383 |£ 
s| 2838888888 |8 


Re 1,414, 
Lis ‘ht-houses, beacons, and fog-signal: 210, 
o and fog-s' s. 

I my Sow on the uli debt... e 803, 
Sinking funds, ifie railro: 2,931, 
New Orleans Exposition. Aor 996, 

7, 790, 

4. War Department... .s..sccoorssersseserecsssccerne*ssneecsoncnenes tneoneeens ssssseose 9,079, 993 53 


This decrease in part is in the following items: 
Building for State, War, and Nav fare ange gr vans yaa ensenblndoseseenavons 
Increasin water supply of Washington, D. 


8| 333333333388838 
S| sessssssssssss 


unty to Volunteers... s.s.. 250, 
Ba EEA of the A ao TER EEEN 262, 
Transportation and clothing Tor Arm: 324, 
National cemeteries, roads, and L ppe y 49, 
Fortifications.. Il, 


Improvin; ng rivers ‘and harbors........... 
Army and Navy Hospital, Hot Springs 
National Home for Disabled Voluntee 
Refunding to States expenses of raising volunteers... 
Refunding certain States and Territories, act June m 1882, 
Commutation of rations to prisoners of war.. 


ns 


BESS 


Horses and other property Jost in military service. .. 189, 
9,038, 
EE 
5. Navy Department ......essssssosoesesssoseco weoenecaveeeeosoaseoseoocovosssosossopes 2,134,782 2% 
SSS 
‘This decrease in part is in the following items: 
Increase of the Navy, MEW VeSSEIB......ce0sceressseersereresenneeenensenensnes 1,015,000 0t 
Construction and repair of vessels. 20,000 06 
Steam machinery........sseee++ 76,000 00 
Ordnance and pel pt stores 33, 000 OC 
Medical De ent, Navy... 25, 000 00 
Mileage under Graham decisi 208, 000 0€ 
1, 380, 000 00 
—SS Se 
6. Department of Agriculture...........0..0:sssseccsecssesseesssearocccssonsveessene 40, 542 12 
—== 
This decrease is in the general expenses of this Department. 
7. Department of Justice....... .ssseserovreessservererencnssse server sevsoscsessesoseeo 630, 243 17 
E 
This decrease in part is in the folowing items 
Fees of supervisors of election. ....sesessssessssesensorressuseossnesnssossesosnnea 257,000 00 
Expenses of United States courts. 000 


Expenses of courts in a ra EEE E SENN ROTEN EAO 


While there has been a decrease in the expenditures for 1846 from 
1885, as above enumerated, there has also been an increase in the ex- 
penditures for 1886 over 1885 in the following Departments of $7,813,- 
422.84. 

These Departments are as follows: 


1. Executive proper......... $16,534 96 
2. Interior Department... 5,176,218 16 
3 ice Departmen 2, 620, 669 72 

7, 813, 422 84 


Again, there are independent bills passed by both Houses, I call 
the attention of the Senator from Kansas to this fact. Take the ad- 
ditions we have made to this bill, in all $2,940,000. Of that sum 
$1,600,000, in round numbers, isfor public buildings. The Committee 
on Appropriations i in the House and in the Senate have no responsi- 
bility for these appropriations. They are appropriations made to carry 
out existing laws, and are made necessary by existing laws. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator will allow me a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. We increased several appropriations for public build- 
ings so as to complete them, to save rent by having them occupied. 
We propose to complete them in one year instead of two when the work 
can be as well done in one. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank theSenator for that suggestion, but we have 
made no appropriation in that regard which does not provide for carry- 
ing out an existing law. 

Mr. BECK. That is true, but our increases were for the reason I 
have stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have increased some of these appropriations, 
and why? We found this, as a rule—I make no charge against this 
administration or any administration—that the moment a law passes 
for the erection of and an appropriation is made for a public building, 
no matter whether the appropriation is $50,000, $100,000, or $150,000, 
that moment there grows up at the locality a little coterie of officials, a 
superintendent of the building, at $6 or $8 a day, a clerk to that super- 
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intendent, and a messenger, the rent of an office, all of which is paid 
out of the appropriation, a watchman, and so on, and if these appro- 
priations are made in driblets, asis proposed in the House bill, then these 
watchmen continue, these superintendents continue, and the clerks, and 
all the local force that is necessary to carry on a public building. 

TheSenate Committee on Appropriations believe that when the policy 
of erecting a public building in a particular place is entered upon it is 
true economy to appropriate if possible enough to finish the building 
in order that economical and prudent contracts may be made, in order 
that there shall not be an eternal prolongation of the official staff con- 
nected with the erection of that building, and in cases where these build- 
ings can not be constructed in a single year, that we should appropriate 
a sufficient sum of money to enable them to go on efficiently and rapidly 
tocompletion. By way of illustration, take the case of the public build- 
ing at Pittsburgh. Here isa building with alimit of appropriation of, 
I believe, $800,000. We found in this House bill an appropriation of 
$50,000 for it. TheSupervising Architect came before us and said that 
with that appropriation there would be a practical stoppage of the work 
on this building, on which we had already expended more than half a 
willion dollars, for a great portion of the fiscal year. We have added 
$150,000 to that appropriation for the purpose of enabling that build- 
ing to progress gradually year by year until it is completed. It is 
either a wasteful and extravagant expenditure of the public money to 
erect that building at all, or if we are to build it it is economy to com- 
plete it at the earliest possible time consistent with good work. 

Mr. BECK, We doubled the appropriation for the work in front of 
this Capitol so as to have it done in two years. 

Mr. ALLISON. For illustration, we have added to the House ap- 
propriation $157,000 for the terraces of the Capitol. Some of us who 
have been here for a good many years recollect perfectly well that the 
Capitol has been in an unfinished state ever since we have been here, 
and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] says always will be; but 
we can contribute our part to complete this building. Therefore we 
called before us the Architect of the Capitol, and said, ‘What will it 
cost to complete these terraces in order that we may not come here at 
the beginning of each session and find this whole Capitol torn up, to 
the inconvenience of Senators and Representatives?’? And we have 
proposed to appropriate in this bill, by way of amendment, a sufficient 
sum to complete these terraces. 

Soin reference to the Northwest Seal Rock. What is the fact in re- 
gard to that? There is a rock upon theCalifornia coast, situated 12 
miles from shore in mid-ocean—a rock upon which a light-house is 
necessary to the navigation of that ocean. We have appropriated in 
driblets for the completion of that light-house, which will cost $450,000 
to complete. We have appropriated for itin such driblets that a great 
portion of the sum has been expended in creatinga plant and in pro- 
viding means which were practically left to waste there because there 
was not sufficient money to continue the work. We have provided 
here what the Light-Honse Board have told us will enable them to go 
on during the working season toward the completion of this great light- 
house on this rock, 

We have adopted this policy with reference to all these appropria- 
tions, and that is the reason why this bill appears to be swollen above 
and beyond that which came from the House of Representatives. 

It isnot true economy to have fifteen, or twenty, or thirty public build- 
ings in hand with an appropriation of $50,000 a year for these buildings, 
$10,000 of which probably is used up in the pay of an official staff at 
the locality where the building is being constructed. Our true policy 
is to construct and complete these buildings without allowing them to 
run along on from year to year in this wasteful and extravagant way. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask that the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

Mr. BECK. It begins on page 17 of the report of the committee ac- 
companying the bill. 

I only desire to say a word. I am not going into politics now. If 
we should go into the question of economy as between different admin- 
istrations, this bill might run until the 4th of March, and we might 
have an extra session. 

The Superintendent of the Coast Survey is a young man whom I 
never saw except before the committee, as the chairman said picked 
up when perhaps there was not any assurance that he had the ability 
he has since developed as shown in the ment of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. As will be seen by his letter to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, he has the office in a condition that is highly creditable to 
him. The chairman said that, and I want to support it by asking the 
Senate to listen to the reasons why he wants it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 10,1887. 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the letter of the Com mit 
tee on Appropriations of the Senate, of the 4th instant, calling attention tothe 


provision m: in the sundry civil bill for the Coast and Geodetic Survey, as it 
passed the House of Representatives, and also to the estimate covering the same 
subject as transmitted to Con: 


gress, 

The committee wishes to know whether the appropriations provided in the 
House bill are sufficient to carry on effectively the work in the Coast and Geo- 
ame Survey, and if the arrangement there made is satisfactory to the Depart- 
men 
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I herewith transmit a letter of the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey dated on the 5th instant, together with a statement in relation to en- 
graving and printing in the Coast and Geodetic Survey. From these commu- 
nications it appears that the estimates made provision for the efficient and 

omical 


econ prosecution of the Survey during the ensuing year; it also a: rs 
that the provision made by the House bill will not secure such anata: Gomme: 
quently the arrangement there made is not satisfactory to this Department. 
Res: ally, yours, 
D. MANNING, 
Secretary. 


Hon. Wrirram B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Sate. 


Coast AND GEODETIC SURVEY OFFICE, | 
Washington, January 5, 1887. 
Sır: Referring to the letter of January 4th instant from T. P. Cleaves— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have been myself reading through this letter. 
It occupies three and a half pagesof rather finetype. Itis interesting 
and instructive and shows that the House bill was altogether inade- 
quate; shows it in detail, but it will take a good while to read it. 
Would it satisfy the Senator to have it printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. BECK. I have no objection to that, I but thought perhaps the 
Senator from Kansas would like to hear it. If he does not, let us go 
on with the bill and let the letter be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there he no objection, the letter 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The letter is as follows: 

Coast AXD GEODETIC SURVEY OFFICE, 
Washinglon, January 5, 1887. 


Sm: Referring to the letter of January 4th instant, from T. P. Cleaves, clerk 
of Appropriations Committee, United States Senate, asking whether “the a 
propriations provided for in the House bill are suficient to carry on effectually 
the work in the Coast and Geodetic Survey,” &c., which letter was referred to 
me for report, I have the honor to state that— j 

roy ja htm referred to are very much less than “sufficient to carry on 
_— y the work of the Coast and Geodetic Survey,” whether in the field or 

e office. 
(1) The reduction by the Honse bill from $214,000as estimated for all fileld-work 


(party expenses) to $125,450 is accomplished by the entire omission of some 
twelve items of important and needed work, and the arbi reduction, in 
twenty-five items, of the sums which had been carefully adj to rapid and 


economical performance of work imperatively needed in as many localities, It 
utterly ignores the capacity of the plant to the amount of work requiring to be 
done, makes no attempt to provide for continued work throughout the availa- 
ble working-season in any of the two-score localities, and therefore, as herein- 
after more fully explained, inevitably involves needless en cement in cost 
and indefinite delay in the completion of surveys which, in the interest of com- 
mares and of safety to life and property, ought to be pushed with the utmost 
rapidity. 

(2) The salaries of the field force of the Survey, whose compensation had al- 
ready been reduced (by my abolishment of certain allowances) in sums ranging 
from $200 to $900 per annum, were estimated for at the same rate for which Con- 
gress in July last appropriated. The House bill still further reduces their com- 
pensation by several hundred dollars, and places them at an average of $1,291 
each less than the same bill provides for the same grade rompigi in the Geo- 
logical Survey. Such a reduction is grievously unjust and invidious to a body 
of scientific and skillful men, organized, without ky braia to polities, under con- 
ditions as rigid as those forentry into the official grades in the military or naval 
service, and whose training and wide nee in topography, hydrography, 
and geodesy renders their service fully equal in value to the p fry estimated 


for. 

The estimates contemplate a “field force” of fifty-five members. The House 
bill further reduces the force to forty-cight members, which of course would in- 
volve a corresponding delay in the prosecution of work, te and 
pressing importance of which is nowhere disputed. 

(3) The House bill involves certain reduct in the office force, notably in 
the engraving and printing division, which would inevitably compel either an 
enormous increase in expenditure or else the practical cessation of the publi- 
cation of charts and the consequent absolute waste of a large partof the money 
appropriated for the Survey. 

(4) Not one position is estimated for the services of which are not urgently 
needed or which can not be sponi to excellent and useful purpose. In what- 
ever respect the provisions of House bill deviate from the estimates, to just 
that extent they are insufMient to carry on the work of the Survey effectually, 
economically, or with any approach to that rapidity which is essential to safety 
of navigation, to the intelligent improvement of tide-water rivers, bays, and 
harbors, and to due protection to life and property en: in commerce. 

To explain, item by item, the estimates and appropriations would be an inter- 
minable task, but the practical effect of the appropriations made by the House 
bill is perhaps sufficiently illustrated in the following statement: 

The estimates for the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the year ending June30, 

t 


1888, were upon a careful consideration of the relative ca of the 
plant (office, shops, vessels, and equipments), the office force and field force, 
and es with reference to the criticism which has imputed to the Bureau 


undue delay in the prosecution and completion of its work. Notonly were the 
uncom ed gaps along the coast duly considered, and care taken to 
direct field-work to the localities which imperatively required attention, but 
the estimates for the different items of work were the result of the judgment of 
the most com t and practical officers of the Survey as to the expenditure 
which would in such case produce the largest net result in proportion to gross 
expenditure. While it was intended to perform a larger amount of field-work 
with a somewhat smaller aggregate of salaries’ expenditure, the aggregate of - 
the estimates was less than the average annual appropriation of se years 


past. 
All of the estimates for every class of proposed expenditures were itemized 
to the minutest practicable detail. 

The estimates thus detailed, for se Sag am asked for, extended without in- 
terruption ovcr consecutive pages of Book of Estimates, so as to show ata 
glance ar expenditure contemplated, and, as far as possible, its nature and 
amoun 

The estimates contemplated the doing of more field-work at an expenditure 
of over $7,000 less for salaries—that is, the accomplishment of larger results for 
less pay—than was practicable under the current appropriation, 

The reduction in salary expenditure was intended to be accomplished by the 
retirement of seven ofthe least efficient members of the field force. 


REDUCTIONS BY HOUSE BILL, 


The estimates for field-work, aggregating $244,000, every dollar of which (and 
$100,000 additional) was recommended by the most competent specialists of the 
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bureau, for the prosecution of work gee aeeai 6 demanded in the interest of 
both economical and rapid completion, were met by appropriations aggregating 


400, 

This reduction not only compels the neglect of important localities and opera- 
tions, and ignores the capacity of the plant—in shops, instruments, vessels, equip- 
ment, &c.—for effective work, but it would, for lack of funds in many instances, 
compel the withdrawal of parties and vessels from the locality of work in the 
midst, instead of at the close, of the working season, thus not only delaying the 
completion of the work, but enhancing its cost by the increased spacer of 
dead expense (transportation to and from localities of work) to net results (f.¢., 
amount of work accomplished in the multitude of localities in the field). 

Obviously, the smaller the proportion of an appropriation expended in trans- 
portation, equipment, &c., the larger will be the residue of the appropriated sum 
available for actual work and results, the longer the parties can stay in the field 
on land or sea, and the larger will be the proportion and the less the cost of net 
results. It is desirable on the score of both efficiency and economy that parties 
should, as far as consistent with proper co-ordination of the different varieties 
of work, be kept in the field as a, ee conditions of season will permit, instead 
of being withdrawn, for lack of funds, in the midst of the season, ‘To illustrate: 
We have two steamers in San Francisco for work in Alaska—one built especially 
for it two years ago at a cost of $100,000. k 

The extent and value of the resources of that Territory, recently beginning to 
be widely recognized, require for their development a rapid survey of its coast. 
Its commerce is obstructed by the perils of thousands of miles of inland channels 
and passages, full of rocks, currents, tide-rips, and other dangers to navigation. 

There are said to be only two competent pilots, and the commerce of the fur, 
fish, lumber, and mininginterests is practically mon lized by two companies. 

The charting of those waters,as the result of rapid and reasonably accurate 
surveys, would speedily emancipate that commerce, develop those resources, 
and make them accessible to general toyed ire 

‘The House bas responded to an estimate of $12,000 pyan hpproprisoh of $5,000, 
which will compel the idleness of one steamer, being only sufficient to coal, 
equip, man, and transport from San Francisco to the Alaskan watersand return 
one steamer, with funds for abouttwo or two and one-half months’ work. The 
$12,000 asked for would have keptthe two steamers at work five or six months, 
equivalent to ten or eleven months’ work of a single steamer. In other words, 
$12,000 in a single appropriation secures in net results as much as four annual 
Spree of $5,000, and secures them four times as rapidly. 

What is said of the appropriation for Alaska is measurably true of twenty-five 
other appropriated items for field-work, which were reduced far below the point 
of economical and efficient prosecution, Twelve items of important field-work 
estimated for because the work ought to be done at once, were entirely omitted 
from the House bill. The inevitable result of the reductions and omissions will 
be extravagance and delay, 


REDUCTION IN FIELD SALARIES, 

The normal or field force of the Coast Survey is a trained body of skilled men, 
whoare required to enter the force after a mental and physical examination en- 
titling them to graduate at the best scientific schools, hey correspond in grade, 
requirements, character, and value of work to the “ scientific” force of the Geo- 
logical Survey, and have been selected without reference to partisan considera- 


ns, 

During the past year and long before the submission of the estimates for 
1887-'88, their emoluments, by the abolishment of certain subsistence allow- 
ances, had been reduced in sums ranging from $200 or $300 to more than $900 
per annum, and the estimates were made at such reduced rates, being the same 
as appropriated in July last (1886), 

Not one member of the “ field” or “scientific” force of the Coast Survey is 
engaged in, or paid for, any other pursuit, profession, or vocation, and the news- 
paper criticism alleging the payment of salaries to consult: scientists 
upon information alleged to have been given to Con; ional committees), was 
absolutely without foundation. It is the Geo! ogical Survey, if any, which pays 
a number of detached “scientific experts.” 

Notwithstanding the facts (1) that every member of the “field ” or‘ scientific” 
force was specifically estimated for; (2) that the force corresponds in quality and 
character and in the value of its service to the “scientific ™ force of the Geologi- 
cal Survey; (3) that the emoluments of its members (never as high as those of 
the members of the Geological Survey) had already been severely pruned, and 
that the estimates for their salaries ave $734 less than those for the corres- 
ponding ee the pba gt pey p ewi still further wile wre p09 — 

y appropriating an average salary of only making no uction what- 
pidm the estimates for salaries of the Geological Survey “scientific force,” 
but appropriating an ave: of $2,820), a difference in average salaries in fayor 
the Geological force of $1,291, involving a flagrantly unjust discrimination against 
the field force of the Coast Survey. 

The estimates contemplated a field force of fifty-five. The appropriations 
contemplate a field force of forty-eight. The reduction is made in disregard of 
the requirements of the work and necessarily involves dilatoriness in the pros- 
ecution of the work, 

REDUCTIONS IN OFFICE FORCE. 


‘The House bill isthe same as that of last session in relation to the office force, 
which was wey. much modified by Congress and in many involves un- 
desirable and injudicious changes, It neglects to appropriate for the present 

tion of the most eficient plate-printer in the service, who, in addition to the 

ediate supervision of the printing division, has actually performed more 
work than either of his three associates, Not to detail the objections to the re- 
ductions made by the House bill, it is especially injudicious and harmful in its 
reduction of the force of engravers from thirteen to seven. 

Even with the present force of thirteen the engraving division is inadequate 
to the prompt preparation of new charts, the correction of old charts, and the 
completion of work which accumulated during several years past. oy the 
conviction that an increase would not be permitted prevented an estimate for it. 

With the present force, there is available for the engraving of new charts the 
time of alittle less than nine men. The proposed uction would leave avail- 
able for new charts the services of two and one-half men. The bureau, there- 
fore, would be able to issue less than one-third ofthe usual number of new 
per year, which means that at least one-half of the surveys made could not be 
charted in time to be of use, the changes of localities during the enforced delay 
being so numerous as to render the accumulated data and drawings unreliable, 

Su ntially half the money expended by the Survey would be wasted by the 
crippling of a division indispensable to the publication of charts, the most im- 
portant result of its work, 

PHOTOLITHOGRAPHY. 


It has been intimated that the purpose of the reduction in engravers is to com 
pel the use of photolithography instead of copper-plate printing in the 
duction of permanent chart work. The experiment has been repeatedly tried 
and invariably found to be utterly ity womens and infinitely expensive, as 
shown by Commander Bartlett, of the Hydrographic Bureau of the Navy, and 
by the accompanying copy of the statement pre at this office in sues last 
for the information of the Senate Committee on Appropriations, For the rea- 
sons there detailed, the adoption of photolithography co: uent upon the 
dismissal of six engravers would necessitate the doubling of e force of two 


dozen draughtsmen now seg reed ed on new chart work, whilethe work of cor- 
uring the comparatively brief period during which 


recting charts would—even 


hand-corrections would continue practicable—require four times as many 


draughtsmen as is now required of engravers to make corrections on copper- 
plates. Even if this rapid multiplication of expense could be endured, the accu- 
mulation of corrections soon renders the task of making them manually im- 

Instead of retrenchment, the reduction of engravers is bound to bea 
measure of extravagance, either by delay in publication of charts until many 
of the surveys become obsolete (involving waste of the money expended in 
or Deere or by the greatly multiplied expense due to corrections of" pho- 


PLATE PEINTERS. 


Even ifthe engraving is reduced, the existing force of printers will need to be 
continued in order to supply charts from the existing plates, the printing from 
the nine new plates (w. is the average number 2 year) forming buta 
slight proportion of the printing from several hundred plates necessary to sup- 
ply the public demand for charts of all the localities. a considerable number 
of copies of each chart were kept on hand, their condemnation (owing to con- 
stant changes in the light-houses, beacons, buoys, channels, shoals, &c., com- 
pelling corrections of the plates) would result in large and constant loss. To 
avoid delay in serving the public, the — are run upon the different plates 
so as to keep on hand asmall number, duly corrected, of those most in demand; 
but with the utmost frugality and precaution some charts are sacrificed by con- 
demnation. These condemnations average four or five editions of an average 
af read copies per month. 

The on of the printers and helpers from six to four leaves us able to run 
but two presses in any emergency. It is Fy eg or for two presses to supply 
the product of last year as it was uired to be furnished—28,500 copies for dis- 
tribution from the chart-room, with 11,700 copies of proofs of current work, 
transfer proofs, and coast pilot-charts. aro ia a ’ can not be depended 
upon for any but the new, strong engraving, the old plates requiring to be wiped 
by hand or thrown aside until new electrotype copies are made, 

Accident, sickness, or leave of absence would reduce the bureau work to a 
single press, and during the summer, with the best efforts,the bureau would 
fall 30 or 40 per cent. behind in its orders for charts. 

It was intended to estimate for no position for which there is not ample and 
profitable employment, i 

To what has already been said in relation to fic reductions it is properto 
add, grea approp ations in the House bill effect a marked and unprofitable 

e v 


Mange fa e aby probe of the different classes of expenditure. 
of te expenditures the estimates contemplated as large an amount 
as practi: ‘or field-work or actual surveying, in proportion to the operatin; 


expenses, such as salaries, general office expenses, printing, &e. The appropri- 
ations by the House very materially reduce the proportion of expenditure for 
field-work or the accomplishment of net results, and correspondingly increase 
the proportion of expenditure for operating expenses, effecting a smaller pro- 
ion of productive and a larger proportion of unproductive expenditure than 
was contemplated by the est 
Forexample: The estimates provided for $244,000 of ficld-work or surveying, 
be! substantially 42 per cent, of the entire estimated expenditure of pe 
199, But the sppropranon provides for $125,400 of field-work or survey, be- 
srg mo pas cent, oi entire expenditures (including printing of annual report) 
of „M6 under the appropriation. 


Under the estimates all salaries would be but 42,4, per cent. of total expend- 
urea hee under the appropriation the salaries would be 48 per cent. of total 
expenditures. 

n a similar manner the proportion of rent and all general expenses is changed 
from 12 per cent., as estimated, to 16,4, per cent., as appropriated, and printing is 
chan from 3} per cent, to 4Yy per cent. 5 

Inclosed herewith is a copy of a statement heretofore made, showing with 
some detail the practical effect of the acy soo reductions in the engraving and 
printing division, Also the letter of Mr, Cleaves, clerk to Senate Committee on 


Appro; ons, 
Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. DANIEL MANNING, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


F. M. THORN, Superintendent. 


Copy of statement July, 1836, in relation to engraving and printing, Coast and 
a. å * "Geodetic Survey. R 


Analysis of the engraving work done during last three years and nine months, 
upon the basis of an average of 14 engravers employed, shows that miscellane- 
ous work (corrections of chart &c.) has taken the time of 3} men ; leaves, 
sickness, and holidays have the time of 1} men; total, 5men; leaving for 
new charts the time and work of 9 men, which 9 engravers have been e to 
engrave for the production of 9new charts and 9 new editions of charts per 
annum, 

If the number of engravers is reduced to 7, as proposed, their work would 
show: us correction by (time of) 3} men; absence, sickness, and 
holidays (time of) 1 man; total, 4; men; leaving for new work, 2} men. 

W: number proposed in the bill, therefore, the future capacity of the 
office to turn out new charts and editions, as compared with its capacity during 
the three and three-fourth years, would be as 2} is to 9, and the new charts 
in the future would be reduced in number to 3 per annum, in place of 9 per an- 
num, asat present. That means ay ge saas at the very least one-half of the 
surveys made would not possibly be ted in time to be of any use to the 
public; that there would be a constant accumulation of data and drawings, and 
that the charts thereof would be delayed until the changes of the localities would 
render them so unreliable as to be useless, In other words, it means a su! 
tial waste of half the mney, expended by the Survey, 

The only reason assi , 80 far as known, for the reduction in the force of 
engravers is alleged to be based upon the theory that onetime Bega can be 

rofitably substituted for copper-plate engraving in the production of charts, 

hotolithography is already Soiree for reproducing the drawings for charts, 
or of plane-table sheets of surveys, in important localities, so as to get the result 
of a survey before the public within from two to four months after the comple- 
tion of the field work. Those photolithographic charts serve very well during 
the few months further which must elapse before the bd RER argo engravings 
can be completed and printed; but even in that brief interval they become in 
many instances more expensive than the engravings, because of the fact that 
corrections can only be made on them by hund, sheet by sheet, instead of being 
made (as in the engraving) by putting the corrections on the plate and then 
printing the corrected sheets. 

The attempt to use the photolithographic charts, beyond a temporary pur- 
pose, would—it has always been found whenever and wherever attempted— 

ly make the cost of corrections many times surpass the cost of the original 
copper-plate engravings and of all subsequent corrections. Photolithography 
for permanent use was tried in the Hydrographic Bureau of the Navy. In 
his report for the year 1883 Commander Bartlett, the hydrographer, on pages 
4,6, and 7, ore some actual experiences with photolithography, from which 
some quotations are hereinafter made. 

It must be understood that in every locality along the coast, bays, harbors, and 
tide-water rivers, changes are continually seorsan hen which affect navigation. 
such as changes in shore lines, in depths, in location of shoals, of light-houses, of 
buoys, of bars, discovery of rocks or other dangers to navigation, all of w 
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necessitate constant, prompt, and systematic corrections on the charts. Those 
corrections not unfrequently begin before the original plate leaves the hand of 
the engraver. They can and are made upon that plate a. and cheaply, and 
the printed corrected charts, panes in any number u , at little expense. 
But on the photolithograph chart, the corrections can only be made on each sheet 
by the hand of a draughtsman, and the number of ions soon become so 
great that in an institution like the Coast Survey the prompt making of indis- 
pensable corrections, if hand corrections were practicable, would require the 
services of more than four times as many draughtsmen asare req to correct 
the copper plates. It is also twice the work to make drawings of charts for 
photolith that it is for engaving. The substitution of photolith would therefore 
meee double the number of draughtsmen now engaged in drawing charts. 
he Survey has charts to correct a single sheet of which up to date would in- 
volve the services of a good draughtsman ten days, costing from $40 to $50. If, 
at a very moderate estimate, only a third of an edition (200 sheets) remained on 
hand for correction, the cost of corrections for that would range from 
$8,000 to $10,000,or many times the cost of all the original engraving and cor- 
rections on copper-plate. To make the same correction on the ma ae er of 
the same chart would require the work of the engraver thirty s, costing 
$150 to $200, and the printing of 200 sheets at about $15 more—a total of $165 to 
$215 as against $8,000 or $10,000. This is why photolithography, which is less 
expensive at first, nevertheless from the frequent necessity of correcting the 
chart soon becomes immeasurably more expensive than engraving, and can 
only be used to advantage for a temporary oars After alluding to the fact 
that the cost of correcting a perolinares c chart by hand “ may amount to 
$25 a copy P Sons his office has since corrected a sheet at a cost of $40 and $50), 
Conen r lett, in his report for 1883, speaking of the copper-plate engray- 

g, Says: 

“They have, however, an advantage over the photolithographic copies, in that 
corrections may be made on the copper and new copies may be paa from 
the plate as corrected. The photolithographic reproductions, while less ex- 
pensive at the outset, can only be corrected by alterations on each copy of the 
chart in pen and ink. The waste of labor and waste of money in this d cor- 
rection of 83,000 charts (about 40,000 in the Coast Survey) is simply inconceiv- 
able, and, moreover, it could not be nag pe and accurately accomplished 
with even unlimited labor and money. The office has for some time made the 
attempt to perform this task, but after a protracted trial the conviction is formed 
that it is impossible, and that, if it were possible, it would not be worth the effort. 
* * © The latter method (photolithography) commended itselfas being at the 
outset a cheap and rapid method of chart- g, but for reasons that will be 
explained later it has e a source of expense and inconvenience. Its dis- 
advantages have been represented annually to the bureau, and in 1882 an appro- 
priation of $15,000 was made for the transfer of the photolithographic 
copper, s 

this explanation and quotation itis only necessary to briefly add that while 
it is difficult to state with exactness the increase in cost, by the substitute of pho- 
tolith hy for printing, it is no tion to say that the prompt correc- 
tions which are indispensable to the utility of the charts as guides to navigation, 
and which require the ices of an average of 3} engravers on copper-p! 
would require the services of not less than 14 to 17 draughtsmen on photolitho- 
graphic sheets. Instead of retrenchment, therefore, the reduction in the num- 
ber of engravers is bound to be a measure of extravagance either by delay in 
publication of engraved charts until the surveys become obselete (which would 
involve a waste of moneys expended in them) or by the waste of money in cor- 
rection of “‘ photoliths,”” 

It has been suggested that instead of hand-correction of photo-lithograph 
charts, the co ons can be made on the stones. That matter has been the 
subject of consideration not only in the Coast Survey but in the Hydrographic 
Bureau of the seit In fact, all similar institutions here and abroad are con- 
tinually searching for new or economical methods, and none of them ap to 
have utilized the scheme of correcting on the stone where any co arable 
number of charts are involved. But far beyond all question of cost or expedi- 
ency in production is that of preservation through long periods of time. per 
is perishable, and original work on it is not secured. o hundred or three 
hundred years will probably efface our best sheets. But these invaluable rec- 
ords on copper will last forever, and prove a store for future generations to read 
of our coasts, note the changes, and in turn A ey ra Se others. 

Inasmuch as some of those who criticise the Survey for its alleged ad- 
herence to expensive methods are wont to regard the hydrographer of the Navy 
as so worthy an exemplar of administrative efficiency as to make the transfer of 
the Coast Survey to his bureau desirable, it is deemed ws to quote his em- 
phatic statement, made in this office June 23, 1886, that the method of chart-cor- 
rection upon stone, except in Eldridge’s case, where the entire issue is limited 
to a half-dozen different charts, is neither feasible nor economical. The stones 
of the requisite size are rare enough to be as expensive as the copper plates, and 
their storage and use would require as much space as is now occupied by the 
entire bureau. 

Commander Bartlett has found that all foreign establishments, interested in 
the adoption of the best and cheapest methods, use the copper-plate engraving 
for permanent chart work and making of corrections. The on seton of 
an improvement of the methods in vogue in both the Fiediomraniie u and 
the Coast Survey was found in the case of the Danish government, where the 
engraving is done on copper-plate as it is here, and then transferred to stone, 
from which the actual printing is done. 

A trifle of expense is thus perhaps saved in the printing of sheets more rap- 
idly, but the quality is inferior, and the process requires steam-power and pow- 
er presses, so that even in the matter of economy the propriety of adopting 
that method is regarded as dubious. It requires just as many copper-plates, 
and just as much engraving as our methods, 

The experience, enterprise, and inquiries of Commander Bartlett have com- 
pelled his abandonment of other methods, and his adherence, in opinion and in 
practice, to the process of soppar pisie engraving as surpassing all others in 

uality and cheapness for publications involving any considerable number of 


If in spite of the suggestions of reason, experience, and the uniform practice 
of all institutions for national surveys, in their methods of chart production, it 
should be decided to reduce the force of engravers from thirteen to seven, the 
full complement of plate printers and helpers would still be uired to print 
from the plates already ved, if the public is to be farnished copies of the 
charts as rapidly as demanded. 

If the force of engravers is to be retained at an efficient number (and the thir- 
teen now employed are really inadequate to the sufficiently prompt completion 
of new work), the plate printer and helper, who are proposed by the bill to be 
dispensed with, ought to be retained for the same reasons, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, naturally enough from the location 
of the State I have the honor in part to represent, we feel a very con- 
siderable interest in the provisions of this bill that are under discus- 
sion, and in the character of the Coast Survey office in general. 

Now, I express here my very great disappointment that the superin- 
tendent of that office, for the first time, is not a gentleman of high 
scientific attainment. In fact he is not a scientist at all, as the word 
is understood. He was a clerk in the Treasury Department; and I 


supposed for a good while—not knowing the details—that he was 
merely detailed to take charge as an executive officer pro tempore of the 
Coast Survey office. It seems hehas been appointed superintendent, 
an office the appointment to which does not come here necessarily for 
confirmation. Isubmit that that is a most extraordinary departure 
from the uniform practice of the Government, referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, under which we have had men of the very highest at- 
tainments in the United States at the head of the Survey. Of course 
such a gentleman, who is undoubtedly a man of excellent character 
and is a fair executive officer, would in nineteen-twentieths of the 
points that come before him take the assertions of his subordinates. 
He is entirely at their mercy as to all thescientific details of his bureau. 
That is a great administrative mistake, I submit, and I hope it will 
not continue. 

I was right glad, having been considering these provisions here, to 
hear what the kontor from Iowa said concerning the unwarranted and 
extraordinary reductions made elsewhere in the appropriations con- 
tributed to the Coast Survey. It seems to be thought that it is some- 
thing we can amuse ourselves with, and can buy as we can a sealskin 
coat. Itis forgotten that it isa matter of daily necessity for the coast- 
wise service, a matter of common humanity as well as of national 
honor; and yet it is thought to be a smart thing and a brilliant thing 
which is supposed to be likely to gain votes at the polls before the 
groundlings to cut down this service to the starvation point. We might 
as well, as I think the Senator intimated, discharge the staff here at 
headquarters if we can not have the requisite persons in the field and 
the requisite draughtsmen and computers to carry out the work. I 
wire you an instance in point, one that concerns me more inti- 
mately. 


Long Island Sound had not been surveyed for nearly forty years. 
In the mean time it shallowed at points and the depths had changed, 
and the shore had changal, as well as the greatcentral channels of the 
sound. Some harbors, before of minor importance, had become of in- 
creasing usefulness in the coastwise trade. Forty years elapsed and 
we succeeded finally in getting the Government to begin a survey of 
Long Island Sound. The field-notes have been taken. What nextis 
necessary? That they shall be put on paper by the draughtsmen. 
There are sixteen draughtsmen in that office, eight of whom must go 
on upon certain current work, and eight of whom only are devoted to 
the work of enlarging or reproducing the field-notes, or working out 
the fie!d-notes, 

This survey, which is necessary to the comfort and safety of life and 
property along Long Island Sound, and which is ten or fifteen years 
behind-hand now, is to be delayed so that it shall take, with the pres- 
ent force of the office, three to four years to give us the statements 
that are provided for by the field-notes. 

The service is unbalanced. I hold in my hand a communication 
from the chief scientific gentleman of that survey showing that there 
ought to be during this coming year six more draughtsmen employed, 
and he tells me that none are provided for even in the amendments of 
the Senate Committee on Appropriations. He tells me we can not 
have our Long Island Sound charts under three years. Some of them 
are two or three years old now. That is only an example of the false 
economy. 

I sympathize with what the Senator from Kansas has said, and if 
Uncle Sam’s house can be kept in the style some of the people not in 
the Senate think it can, I agree with him that I would like to try it 
for awhile; and except for the fact that I am a boarder or one of the 
householders myself, I would be content to let us Jive on ancient fish 
and stale eggs and half-rotten potatoes, and let the roof fall in until 
we had lost ten times as much as it cost to live comfortably. When 
the Government had gone on in that style two or three or four years, 
we might be cured of a certain kind of Democracy which is another 
name for stinginess. The Government would be absolutely cured and 
we should hear no moreofit. I say I would agree to that except that 
Iam one of the boarders and one of the owners of the house, and I can 
not stand it. The existence of my constituents will not allow me to 
agree to it, wherefore I have to join the patriotic Senator from Ken- 
tucky and say we ought to give what the public service needs, whether 
the House of tatives does or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, true economy in the use of the pub- 
lic money consists in applying as much of it as possible to the public 
service, and as little as may be necessary to the salaries and numbers of 
employés. 

I understood the Senator from Connecticut to contend that there ought 
to be a scientific man at the head of this bureau. That looks very rea- 
sonable, indeed. An eminent scientist ought to be at the head of the 
Coast Survey because it is a scientific bureau. It seems to me that all 
the men engaged in that service are scientists. Many of them are very 
experienced men in the particular lines of geodetic measurement and 
of hydrographic measurement and topographicsurvey. What has been 
needed more than anything else is what we have now, a man who is a 
business man and who understands how to arrange, how to prosecute 
the true economy of the bureau. 

We have got scientific men enough in there, plenty of them, of the 
highest possible reputation, and they will do their work and do it cor- 
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rectly, and let it be proved, as it is obliged to be proved, without the 
necessity of its being supervised by some great scientific chief, for the 
truth is, when you put a great scientific man at the head of a bureau 
like this he does not supervise the work in its details, but relies merely 
on the fact that, comparing one detail with another, the whole work 
proves itself and the map comes out right, for the whole business is to 
supply a map for navigators approaching or sailing along our coasts. 

The economy which the House of Representatives in its bill has 
attempted to practice in regard to this bureau is simply destructive. 
You will notice in the estimates for this service by the Government that 
$581,699. 82 is distributed in the following way in the estimates: For field 
expe 42 cent. ; for repairing vessels, 12 per cent. ; for salaries, 
including field and office force, 42.5 per cent. ; printing, including an- 
nual report ordered by Congress, 3.5 per cent. of the whole sum that I 
have just stated. The House bill cuts down the expenditures to $415,- 
532.09. Notice how that is distributed: For field ex .2 per 
cent.; for repairs of vessels, 16.9 per cent.; for salaries, including field 
and office force, 48 per cent.; for printing, including annual report 
ordered by Congress, 4 per cent. 

You thus see that while the amount appropriated to salaries is in- 
creased from 42.5 to 48 per cent., the amount for field expenses is de- 
creased from 42 per cent. to 30.2 per cent., showing that the money is 
taken out of the field-work in the House bill and applied to salaries. 
That is very unjust to the service. The salaries are large enough. It 
is true there is some cutting down, because there are some salaries that 
are di of by this bill that were in the law before. The House 
probably found it convenient to cut down in that respect; but when 
you come to the percentage of salaries and ascertain how much of this 
money is actually applied to the really public service of surveying and 
making maps, you see that the House bill has reduced the field ex- 
penses from 42 to 30.2 percent. Thatshows that the bill is going upon 
an expensive and an extravagant predicate, instead of a just and an 
economical one. 

So I think theSenate Committee on Appropriations have done exactly 
right to follow the estimates made by the Treasury Department with 
respect to this service. The estimate has been very carefully made, 
under the most careful supervision, with a view of increasing the ac- 
tivity of the work, and enabling the people in the field to go on and 
complete the work of the Coast Survey. e fact is in respect to the 
Coast Survey that nine-tenths of it is completed with the exception of 
Alaska—the bays, inlets, and harbors of Alaska. All the great bays, 
and inlets, and mouths of rivers, in fact, all along the Atlantic and 
Gulf coasts and the Pacific coast, have been completed except about 10 
per cent, All the bays have been completed, and all the inlets and 
river mouths have been completed; but about 10 per cent. of the con- 
necting lines has not yet been run. 

Those lines are not so very importantin respect to the safety and se- 
curity of navigation. The mariner wants to know how to get in and 
out of a port. He does not care so much to know what is the condi- 
tion of the coast where he has to make no landing, except what hydro- 
graphy might reveal in the way of some rocks, bars, shoals, and ledges 
and the like. Ifwe prosecute this work on the plan that has been ob- 
served since this young gentleman has been in charge of it, we shall 
probably completeitinside of six orseven years. Ithinkitis more likely 
that it will be completed inside of seven years. But if we allow it to 

along and take out of the field force what is necessary for the ac- 
tual survey, we may be fifteen or we may be twenty years in this 
matter. 

I propose before we get through with this bill, after the committee 
have done with their amendments, to offer an amendment, which I will 
read now for the information of Senators who may be concerned in it. 
This comes in at the end of line 918: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is required to submit an estimate to Con- 
gress at its next session to cover the necessary expenses of completely furnish- 
ing a permanent party on the coast of Alaska for surveying the bays, inlets, and 
mouths of the principal rivers along that coast, to include such vessels, boats, 
and other means of conveyance, and houses, provisions, furs, fuel, and other 
supplies as are necessary for this permanent party. 

I call the attention of the committee to it now for the reason that‘I 
think that isan important start to make in the direction of completing 
the survey on our coast. Alaska has avery short summer, and during 
all the summer period fogs are very heavy, indeed, and it is impossible 
almost to run long lines along that coast, and short lines are necessa- 
rily very expensive, The very best line that can be taken in Alaska 
will be found in the winter season, and if we have a permanent estab- 
lishment there for the survey of the bays, inlets, and mouths of the 
rivers of Alaska we shall within two or three seasons complete a suffi- 
cient survey of that Territory for all practical purposes, leaving it to be 
filled in hereafter according to our convenience. But if we go on as 
now, sending our vessels up there with surveying parties so that they 
reach the coast in the summer time and they have to return so very 
soon, it will be impracticable, I think, in a very long while to get a cor- 
rect survey of Alaska. 

I call the attention of the chairman of the committee to this subject 
and to the amendment I propose, because I hope he will agree with me 
about it, and I believe he will. 

And I wish to say in this connection that we have not now outside 


of our own territories a more important right or a more important priv- 
ilege connected with the Government of the United States than the 
fisheries of the Alaskan coast, and after we provide so that our fisher- 
men can have safe harbor and refuge there and can understand from 
maps what the coast is we shall find that enormous source of wealth 
developing itself in a very astonishing manner and in a very short time. 
Hence it is that I desire very much that these bays and inlets and 
mouths of rivers shall be so explored that our fishermen can have ac- 
cess to them for refuge in time of danger. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I concur with nearly every word that the Senator 
from Alabama has said; but I wish to remind him that while we may 
within seven or eight or ten years economically complete an original sur- 
vey of our entire it is necessary to resurvey and resurvey, espe- 
cially about New York, as the Senator does very well know. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the honorable Senator that there will 
be no objection, perhaps, to stopping the topographic part of the geo- 
detic survey along the coast, but the hydrographic survey, of course, 
must be made over and over again. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Continually; every harbor below New York shifts 


every year. 

Mr. MORGAN. One of my chief desires for an early completion of 
the coast survey is the fact that the Coast Survey must necessarily drift 
into the Hydrographic Bureau. After we get the measurements all 
completed geodetically and topographically, then the survey of the 
coast will necessarily drift into the Hydrographic Bureau; it will be a 
hydrographic survey from that time forward, and I wish that done as 
soon as practicable, because at present doubling the work, the hydro- 
graphic and interior survey make the operation very difficult and ex- 
pensive. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Iowa, in his reply to what I had ob- 
served about this bill, went into a class of expenditures about which I 
said nothing. I limited my remarks simply to that which was the cur- 
rent expense of the administration, not new work in the shape of new 
public buildings which are provided for continually by new laws. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not replying to the Senator, but explaining 
the action of the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB, TheSenator was making an explanation of that which 
had not been complained of. My own judgmentis—I do not express it 
with any great degree of confidence—that the House bill is better on this 
Coast and Geodetic Survey subject than the bill as amended by the com- 
mittee of the Senate, because I observe that the differences this year 
are the same as they were between the two Houses last year; and the 
little investigation I could give the matter then satisfied me that great 
economies can be brought about by a change in the method of expendi- 
ture of money, and a in the personnel of that department. I 
do not speak of this with great confidence, and shall yield to the supe- 
rior judgment of the chairman of the committee. 

But one thing, I think, can not be too often spoken of or too con- 
tinuously borne in mind, and that is that a public service once under- 
taken never ends, and that no public officer ever consciously or of his 
own volition surrenders a work which has been committed to him, 
but he ekes it out and plays with it, and toys with it, and nibbles at 
it, and always keeps at least a pretense of that subject before him. 
And so when I heard the Senator from Connecticut say that he had 
been told by the Coast and Geodetic Survey people that he could not 
get maps evidencing what the field-notes disclosed, for years to come, 
thatis what I have been hearing ever since I have beenhere. When Igo 
to a bureau and ask why a thing has not been done they say at once: 
“Tf you want the thing done give us more money.’ A lot of these 
things are nursed for the P parposs of bringing pressure on members of 
Congress and inducing them to make greater appropriations. You 
never yet found an executive department of this Government actually 
taking up new work if it could avoid it. 

The old work may be practically done, the old employés may be idling 
away their time, and bureaus without necessity may exist, and yet if 
you want new work done you have got to put on new employés, no mat- 
ter how illy provided the old employés are with work. 

I believe that the only way to get at thisis by means of stinting the 
appropriations, of occasionally recasting them, or putting things ina 
condition to be turned overand inspected in that compulsory way that 


‘only comes from cutting off the supplies. That work, I regret to say, 


which the House has done well or ill in that direction, but really in 
the right direction, has not received the assent of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Then I say another thing which I think to be axiomatic. This not 
only voices the difference between the two Houses in regard to the 
amount of money necessary for the particular service in question, but 
it is a question of method, a question of substance, a question of the- 
ories of government. You can not settle that by doing as we do, adding 
largely to the appropriations and then compromising in conference com- 
mittee, because out of that comes no issue except the one that the Sen- 
ate is always extravagant, because it adds to the total of the bill. The 
only way it can be settled is by letting the House have, for once at 
least, its way, and letting the service be cut according to the pattern 
which is set. Then at the end of the year let us see what the net re- 
sult is, whether it be good or whether it be bad. 
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I have no doubt it will be a mixed result; that in some respects it 
will be good, and in other respects I have no doubt it will be bad. 
But that which we would learn in that way we shall never learn now, 
because as we compromise on these different items in conference inevi- 
tably, neither giving enough for the most part nor withholding enough 
to compel an overturning of the service and a disclosure of the weak 
spots, we simply jog along, making the service practically worse by 
reason of our contention, and learning nothing as the result of our ex- 

iment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will be stated. 

The next amendment was, after line 442, to insert: 

For completing the resurvey of New York Bay and Harbor, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that I shall reserve a vote, if I do not 
get it in Committee of the Whole, on these amendments—not on each 
one of them, but on enough to test the sense of the Senate on the general 
question of this character of addition to the billas passed by the other 


ouse. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 445, before the word ‘‘ phys- 
ical,” to strike out ‘* completing;’’ so as to read: 

For physical hydrography in New York Harbor and its approaches, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, after line 446, to insert: 

For the Lm diag dee of the outside waters and bars south of Absecon light: 
For necessary ion and for continuing the topography and inside hy- 
drography along the Atlantic coast of New Jersey, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 450, to insert: 
anon continuing physical hydrographic research in Delaware Bay and River, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 460, to increase the appropriation 
“for examinations and resurveys on the Virginia coast from Chinco- 
teague to Cherrystone, and éspecially at Cape Charlesand in its vicinity, 
enue triangulation, hydrography, and topography,’’ from $3,000 
to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 470, to insert: 

For hydrographic examination at Cape Lookout, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 472, to insert: 

For agengan the Blue Ridge primary triangulation with the coast trian- 
gulation at Charleston, S. O., or Savannah, Ga., $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 477, to increase the appropriation 
“to continue the primary triangulation from Atlanta toward Mobile”? 
from $2,000 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 480, to increase the appropriation 
‘* for continuing the survey of the western coast of Florida from Cape 
Sable north to Cape Romano, and for hydrography off the same coast,” 
from $5,000 to $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 480, to insert: 

For bg em, reer topography, and hydrography of Lakes Pontchartrain and 
Borgne, in Louisiana, $5,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. í 

The next amendment was, in line 486, to increase the appropriation 
tt for continuing the survey of the coast of Louisiana west of the Mis- 
sissippi Delta and between Barataria Bay and Sabine Pass” from $5,000 
to $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 489, to increase the appropriation 
tito make off-shore soundings along the Atlantic coast and current and 
temperature observations in the Gulf Stream’ from $6,000 to $9,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 491, after the word ‘‘ California,” 
to strike out ‘$5,500’? and insert ‘$10,000; of which sum $5,000 shall 
be immediately available;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For continuing the topographical survey of the coast of Southern California, 
$10,000; of which sum $5,000 shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the words ‘‘ Los Angeles,” at the end 
of line 497, to strike out ‘‘$4,500’’ and insert ‘‘ $12,000; of which sum 
$4,000 shall be immediately available;” soas to make the clause read: 


For continuing the primary triangulation of Southern California, and for con- 
necting the same at Mount Conness and Macho stations with the transconti- 
nental are, and for a primary base-line in the vicinity of Los Angeles, $12,000; of 
which sum $4,000 shall be immediately available, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 505, to increase the appropriation 
“ for continuing the resurvey of San Francisco Bay and of San Pablo 
and Suisun Bays and the Strait of Carquinez, the examination of San 


Francisco bar and entrance, and the mouths of the Sacramento and San 
Joaquin Rivers,’’from $5,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 510, to increase the appropriation 
“for continuing the survey of the coast of Oregon, including off-shore 
hydrography, and to continue the survey of the Columbia River from 
the mouth of the Willamette toward The Cascades, triangulation, to- 
pography, and hydrography,’’ from $6,500 to $7,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 510, to insert: 


To fill up the gap in the tertiary coast triangulation between the Oregon line 
and Port ford. $ $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 513, to insert: = 
ri an rap the gap in the tertiary triangulation between Port Orford and Koos 

y, $2,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Principal Legislative Clerk calls 
are) to the misspelling of the word ‘‘Koos.”” The “K” should 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It ought to begin with a “C.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction will be made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 522, before the word ‘‘ thous- 
and,” tostrike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ and at the end of the 
clause to insert ‘‘of which sum $6,000 shall be immediately avail- 
able;’’ so as to read: 

For continuing e ydro- 
graphic surveys fa Tce ahd p Degi Balani Byee aodepa AE ane 
tude and magnetic stations between Sitka and the southern end of the Terri- 
tory, $12,000; of which sum $6,000 shall be immediately available, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 526, to increase the appropriation 
‘t for continuing the researches in physical hydrography relating to har- 
Seto bars, including computations and plottings,’’ from $2,500 to 

000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

K — next ceva eg was, or pees to cee the ap ip ar se 
or examination into repor on the eastern, and Pa- 
cific coasts’? from $1,000 to $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 532, to increase the appropriation 
‘to continue magnetic observations on the Atlantic and Gulf slopes” 
from $500 to $1,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 535, to increase the appropriation 
‘for continuing magnetic observations on the Pacific Coast, at the Los 
Angeles Magnetic Observatory,” from $1,000 to $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 535, to insert: 


For continuing magnetic observations at various temporary stations on the 
Pacific slope, $1,000 oe 
to. 


The amendment was agreed 
The next amendment was, after line 537, to insert: 


For running an exact line of levels from Boston or Salem, Mass., to M; 
a ious Washington, Mount Independence, and Lake Ghamplaine 
The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, after line 541, to insert: 

For continuing the exact line of levels from Cairo westward, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 546, to increase the appropriation 
“for continuing tide observations on the Pacific coast at Kodiak, in 
Alaska, and at Saucelito, near San Francisco, in California,” from 
$2,250 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

“ The next amendment was, in line 550, to increase the a 
t to continue tide observations on the Atlantic coast, at Pulpit 
Me., and at Sandy Hook, N. J.,’’ from $2,000 to $2,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 554, to increase the appropriation 
‘to continue gravity experiments, at a cost not exceeding $500 per 
station, except for special investigations and experiments authorized 
by the Superintendent at one or more stations,” from $2,000 to $2,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, afterline 554, to insert: 

For furnishin ints to State surveys, to be appli: 

States where po: Ho have not been furnished, $10,000. EE aD sks 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 559, to increase the appropriation 
‘for determinations of geographical positions (longitude party),’’ from 
$2,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 562, to increase the appropriation 
“for continuation of geodetic work on transcontinental main line be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans,” from $20,000 to $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


tion 
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The next amendment was, in line 569, to increase the appropriation 
- “for traveling expenses of officers and men of the Navy on duty, and 
for any special surveysthat may be required by the Light-House Board 
or other proper authority, and contingent expenses incident thereto,” 
- from $3,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 572, to increase the appropriation 
“for objects not hereinbefore named that may be deemed urgent,” from 
$1,000 to $4,000. 

Mr. RANSOM. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
will remember that under this item for the last couple of years a part 
of the appropriation has been used for supplementing the hydrographic 
and partially topographic work on the bays and sounds of North Caro- 
lina. I should like to know if this item has been increased for the 
same purpose now. 

. ALLISON. Thatis one of the objects of the appropriation made 
for the Coast Survey. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 575, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriation for ‘‘ party expenses’’ of Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey, from $125,450 to $244,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘pay of field 
officers ’? of Coast and Geodetic Survey, to strike out from line 584 to 
line 604, inclusive, as follows: 

For pay of three assistants, at $3,500 per annum each, $10,500, 
For pay of three assistants, at $2,500 per annum each, $7,500, 
For pay of five assistants, at $2,250 per annum each, $11,250. 
For pay of four assistants, at $2,000 per annum each, $8,000. 
For pay of six assistants, at nt oe r annum each, $10,800. 
For pay of eight assistants, at 1,500 } per annum $12,000, 
For pay of two assistants, at $1,400 per annum each, 

For pay of five assistants, at $1,200 per annum each, $6,000, 
For pay of twelve aids, at $900 per annum each, $10,800. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


$3,600. 

For pay of one assistant, $3,200. 

For pay of two assistants, at $3,000 cach, 
assistants, at $2,800 each, 


For pay of three assistants, at $2,300 each, 
For pay of six assistants, at Land each, $1 
eac 
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For pay of six assistants, at $2,000 each, $12, 
For pay of ten assistants, at $1,800 

For pay of nine assistants, at $1,500 

bassistants, at 


$ 
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For pay of four subassistants, 100 

For pay of six aids, at $900 each, $5,400. 

For pay of one aid, $720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in line 636, after the word “field,” to strike 
out ‘‘eighty-five thousand six hundred and fifty’’ and insert ‘‘one 
hundred and twenty-two thousand nine hundred and twenty;”’ and in 
line 638, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to insert: 


; 


Provided, That no newappointments shall be made to the above force until the 

whole number of assistants, subassistants, and aids shall be reduced tofifty-two. 
So as to make the clause read: 

Total pay in field, $122,920: Provided, That nonew appointments shall be made 
to the above force until the whole number of assistants, subassistants, and aids 
shall be reduced to fifty-two. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ pay of office 
force” of Coast and Geodetic Survey, tostrike out from line 642 to 737, 
inclusive, as follows: 

For one auditing clerk and one accounting clerk, at $2,000 each, $4,000. 
For one librarian, at $1,800. 
For one general office assistant, at $2,000, 
three clerks, at $1,600 each, $4,800, 
For two clerks, at $1,400 $2,800. 
For three clerks, at $1,200 , $3,600. 
For one clerk, at $1,000, 
For one clerk, at 5 
For two writers, at $840 each, $1,680. 
For seven writers, at $720 „040. 
For two computers, at $1,850 each, $3,700. 
For one computer, at $1,500. 
For two computers, at $1,400 each, $2,800. 
For two computers, at $1,300 each, $2,600. 
For two computers, at not exceeding $1,000 each, $2,000. 
For two engravers, at $2,000 each, $1,000, 
For one engraver, $1,800. 
For two engravers, at $1,500 each, $3,000. 
For one engraver, at $1,200, 
For one engraver, at . 
For one draughtsman, at $2,400. 
For one draughtsman, at $2,000. 
For two draughtsmen, at $2,000 each, $4,000. 
For three draughtsmen, at $1,800 each, $5,400. 
For one draughtsman, at $1,508, 
For three draughtsmen, at $1,400 each, $4,200. 
For two draughtsmen, at $1,300 each, $2,600. 
For one draughtsman, at $1,200. 
For one draughtsman, at $1,100, 
For pane bancremnr ge = hotographer, at $1, 600. 
‘or one an o! pher, at $1, 600. 
For two electrotypist’s al ra at $550 each, $1,100, 


under the Treasury Departm 
ers,” tostrike out ‘‘one captain of the watch, four,” and insert ‘‘five;”’ 


For one janitor, at $1,200. 
For two watchmen, at not exceeding $894 per annum each, $1,783, 
For two messengers, at $840, $1,680. 
For three Geesa tr at $820 each, $2,460, 
For sa pa nae d folder, at $820 
‘or one an er, perannum. 
pec wel ano aes $00 each, $1,240, 
‘or two TETS, a! +240, 
For two laborers, at Ea each, $1,100. 
Forone laborer, at $1 per working day, $313, 
For one laborer, at $1 per day, $365. 
For one fireman, at $720, 
For one fireman, at . 
For one map-mounter, at $1,000, 
For one map-colorist, at $720. 
For one carpenter, at $1,500. 
For one carpenter, at $700. 
For one mechanician, at $1,600. 
For one mechanician, at not exceeding $1,400. 
For two mechanicians, at $1,200 each, $2,400, 
For one mechanician, at $900. 
For three copperplate printers, at $1,300 each, $3,900, 
‘or three copper-plate printers, each, 
For one copper-plate printer's helper, at $700, 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 
For one accountant, $1,800. 
ya one oie $1,400, i 
‘or one general office assistant, $2,200. 
For one draughtsman, $2,350. 
For one draughtsman, $2,100. 
For two draughtsmen, at $2,000 each, $4,000, 
For three draughtsmen, at$1.800 each, $5,400. 


For three draugh at $1,400 each, $4,200, 
For one draughtsman, $1,330. 
For one draugh 


tsman, $1,260. 
For two draughtamen, at $1,200 each, $2,400. 
For one draughtsman, $1,100. 
For one draughtsman, . 
For two compu at $1,850 each, $3,700, 
For one computer, $1,420, 
For one computer, $1,300. 
For one computer, $1,260. 
For one computer, $1,100. 
For one tidal computer, $2,000. 
For one tidal computer, $1,250. 
For one engraver, $2,000, 
For one engraver, $2,000. 
For one engraver, $1,960. 
For two aniba C $1,800 each, $3,600, 
For one engraver, $1,565. 
For one engraver, $1,500. 
For one engraver, $1,200. 
For one engraver, $900, 
For one contract engraver, contract not to exceed 
For one contract engraver, contract not to exceed 


er, 
For one ist's helper, $500. 
For one apprentice to araa fy and photographer, $509, 
For one copper-plate printer, $1,700, 
For two copper-plate printers, at $1,330 each, $2,660, 
For two pinta printers helpers, at $700 each, $1,400 
‘or two p rin! i 
For one chief Mechanician $1,500. 
For one mechanician, $1,565. - 
For one mechanician, $1,330. 
Fer one ician, 
For one mechanician, $1,175. 
For one mechanician, $900. 
For one mechanician, b 
For one carpenter, $1,565. 
For one carpenter, $800. 
Forone ter and fireman, $570, 
For one ak mar aeia $550. 
For one map-mounter, $1,020. 
For one li Leo 


For one clerk, $1 | 
For two cler! ines each, $3,000, 


For one clerk, 
ad one clerk, ares a 
‘or one eon jor’ i 
For one writer, $900. 
For one writer, $840, 
For six writers, at $720 each, $4,320, 
For one , 8600. 
For one messenger, $875. 
For one messenger, $340. 
For three messengers, at $820 each, $2,460, 
For three messengers, at $640 each, $1,920, 
For one driver, $730. 
For one packer and folder, $820. 
For one and folder, $630. 
For two rers, at $630 each, $1,260. 
For two laborers, at $550 each, $1,100. 
For one laborer, $315. 
For one laborer, $365. 
For one janitor, $1,200. 


For two watchmen, at $380 each, $1,760, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the line 872, to increase the amount of 
the appropriation for ‘total pay of office force” of Coast and Geodetic 
Survey from $108,436 to $124,605. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Miscellaneous Objects 
ent,” in line 946, after the word “‘ count- 
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and in line 948, after the word ‘‘superintendent,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and 
necessary expenses;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Distinctive paper for United States securities: For paper, including transporta- 

jon of register, two counters, five watchmen, one rer, and expenses 
of officer detailed from the Treasury as superintendent, $45,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriation for 
“fuel, lights, and water for public buildings,’’ in line 1034, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert: 

And the appropriation herein made for gasin any of the public buildings in the 
District of Columbia under the control of the Treasury Department shall include 
the rental or use of any gas-governor, gas-purifier, or other device for a 
the expenses of fae when first approved by the Secretary of the Treasury an 
ordered by him in writing: Prov: That no sum shall be paid for such rental 
or use of such gas-governor, gas-purifier, or device greater than the one-half 
part of the amount of money actually saved thereby. 

The amendment was a, to. we 

The next amendment was, in line 1045, before the word ‘‘ repairing,” 
to strike out ‘‘ replacing and;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Heating apparatus for public buildings: For repairing, heating, hoisting, and 
ventilating pee ratus Tona all public buildings, including marine hospitals, under 
control of the ury Department, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1067, to insert: 

Fish-hatchery on the Columbia River: For the establishment of a salmon- 
hatchery upon the Columbia River, its tributaries or their branches, $10,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to add, from the committee, the following 
proviso to the amendment: 

Provided, That this appropriation shall not be available until the Legislatures 
of the States and Territories having jurisdiction in these waters shall enact the 
necessary legislation to protect the salmon from improper capture or destruc- 

n. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 5 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1088, before the word “‘ thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’? so as to make the 
clause read: 

Fish-ponds, Monument Lot: For restoring the drainage of the United States 


fish-ponds in Washington, destroyed by the filling up of the flats, and for an in- 
creased supply of water, to be immediately available, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause providing for “international 
exchanges, Smithsonian Institution,” in line 1105, to increase the ap- 
propriation ‘‘ for of the system of international exchanges be- 
tween the United States and foreign countries, under the direction of 
the Smithsonian Institution, including salaries or compensation of all 
necessary employés,” from $10,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amedment was, in the clause making appropriation for the 
“ prevention of epidemics,” in line 1152, after the word ‘‘danger,’’ to 
insert: 

And the President is further authorized to use of the same unexpended bal- 
ance a sum rot exceeding $10,000 for the pu of investigating the merits of 


the ona practiced in Mexico and Brazil for preventing yellow fever by in- 
oculation, 


So as to make the clause read: 


The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in case of threatened 
or actual epidemic of cholera or yellow fever, to use the unexpended balance of 
the sum a; oh pipes therefor by the act Seeeree. August 4, in aid of State 
and local ae s or otherwise, in his discretion,in preventing and suppressing 
the spread of the same and for maintaining quarantine and maritime in: ions 
at points of danger; and the President is further authorized to use of the same 
unexpended balance a sum not exceeding $10,000 for the purpose of investigat- 
ing the merits of the method practiced in Mexico and zil for preventing 
yellow fever by inoculation, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1157, to insert: 


UNDER THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 


International boundary survey, United States and Mexico: To enable the 
President to continue the execution of the en, ment of the convention of 
July 29, 1882, between the United States of America and the United States of 
Mexico, providing for an international boundary survey to relocate the existing 
frontier line between the two countries west of the Rio Grande, $100,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1167, to insert: 


French spoliation claims: To enable the Secretary of State to complete the 
search now being made in France for records and other documents affecting the 
rights or claims of American citizens under the act of Con, approved Jan- 
uary 20, 1885, entitled “An act to provide for the ascertainment of claims of 
American citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to July 31, 1801,” 
and to makea similar search in Spain or elsewhere, and to procure such records 
and documents as already have been found and that may hereafter be found, or 
certified copies or abstracts thereof, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of State, and to be 
immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1181, to insert: 

Conference of the Red Cross Association: To pay the expenses of the repre- 
sentatives of the United States (two in number, to be espe by the President 
of the United States) to the fourth conference of the Cross Association, to be 
held at Baden on September 19, 1887, $3,000; and to pay the contributory portion 
of the expenses of the United States at said conference, the additional sum of 


$1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; in all, $4,000; the same to bedis- 
bursed under the direction of the Secretary o. Btate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1192, to insert: 


UNDER THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

For the expenses of a preliminary reconnaissance, to be made under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy, to examine the configuration of the conven- 
tional boundary line between Alaska and British Columbia, following the coast 
from Portland Channel to the one hundred and forty-first meridian, and to as- 
certain and report how far the natural features of the country permit the accu- 
rate location of the line of demarkation contemplated by the and fourth 
articles of the convention between Great Britain and R: of February 28, 1825, , 
which boundary is reaffirmed in the treaty of 1867, whereby Russia ceded the 
Territory of map to the United States, $50,000, to be immediately available; 
and the officer conducting such reconnaissance shall make such recommenda- 
tions touching the practical establishment of the boundary line as in his judg- 
ment may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1220, after the word ‘‘the,’? where 
it oceurs the second time, to strike out ‘‘General Land Office, Indian 
Office;?’ inline 1222, after the words ‘‘ rai ” to insert ‘‘and;’’ in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘labor,’’ to strike out ‘‘and the office of 
the agent for the payment of pensions in the District of Columbia, and 
office of the Geological Survey;’’ and in line 1226, after the word 
**thereof,’’to strike out ‘‘ Provided further, That the office of the Quar- 
termaster-General shall, on or before the 31st day of January, 1888, 
be removed to rooms in the west wing of the new State, War, and Navy 
building;’”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Casual ho of the Interior Department building: For casual repairs of the 
Department building, $5,780. 

‘hat as soon as completed as Ngoc’ for in the sundry civil act approved 
August 4, 1886, the Secretary of the Interior shall, within the year L 
cause to be removed to the Pension building the Bureau of Education, Office oi 
Commissioner of Railroads, and Bureau of Labor, and vacate the buildings 
rented for and now occupied by said offices and bureaus, or portions thereof, 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
move to amend the amendment of the committee by including in the 
words to be stricken out, in line 1221, the words ‘‘ Bureau of Educa- 
tion.’ Is the amendment proper at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
may move to amend the amendment by inserting words. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move thento amend the amendment of the commit- 
tee by striking out, after the words ‘‘ Indian Office,’’ in line 1221, the 
words ‘* Bureau of Education,” so as to strike out the words: 

General Land Office, Indian Office, Bureau of Education, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that those 
being words in the text of the bill, the amendment would not be in 
order until after the amendments of the committee are acted upon. 

Mr. BLAIR, At that time I desire to make the motion to amend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposed the Senator 
wished to add words in place of those stricken out. The question ison 
agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after the word ‘‘thereof,’’ in lite 
1226, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided further, That the office of the Quartermaster-General shall, on or be- 
fore the 3lst day of January, 1888, be removed to rooms in the west wing of the 
new State, War, and Navy Building. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the 
Navy are hereby created and shall constitute a commission to revise and read- 
just the space in the State, War, and Navy building so as to provide for the office 
and clerical force of the Quartermaste: neral and the office and clerical force of 
the Comm ~General, and also to provide as far as practicable for the several 
bureaus of their several Departments in said gen Ley as to secure the most 
economical distribution of such space, which readjustment shall take p!ace im- 
mediately upon the completion of the west wing of said building, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in line 1259, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘thirty-two”’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five; so as to read: 

For the Capitol: For work at the Capitol, and for general repairs thereof, fit- 
ting up file-rroom with iron shelving in basement of House wing, including 
wages of mechanics, workmen, and painter, $35,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 1266, after the word ‘‘for,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘continuing the work upon ” and insert ‘‘ completion of; ” 
in line 1267, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out “ towards construct- 
ing;’? in line 1268, after the word ‘‘stairways,’’ to strike out ‘‘sec- 
tions marked E, F, G, H, and I, as shown on plan accompanying the let- 
ter of the Secretary of the Treasury (Executive Document No. 9, first 
session Forty-eighth Congress); and in line 1272, after the word ‘‘la- 
borers,” to strike out ‘‘ one hundred and sixty-five’? and insert “three 
hundred and thirty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Capitol terraces: For completion of the terraces of the Capitol, and grand 
stairways, including wages of mechanics and laborers, $330,000, 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa hav- 
ing the bill in where the accounts go for this work, and where is 


the official evidence to be found of the expenditures heretofore made 
and the result actually accomplished? Through what supervision does 
it go? Ishould like to know if the committee have had any evidence 
on that point, as to the actual necessary work and the cost. 
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Mr. ALLISON. The committee do not enter into that question at 
all, They took the estimates of the Architect of the Capitol as to the 
cost. There is a document referred to here showing in detail the char- 
acter of this work and the estimated cost. Of course every expendi- 
ture made under this appropriation is made by public coin, dap under 
contract. I suppose there is no difficulty in ascertaining what it costs. 
This money is expended under the plan mentioned in the bill, which 
we struck out because we did not consider it necessary. I donot think 
there is any trouble about the expenditure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was 5 

The reading of the bill was resumed, at line 1274, as follows: 

Lighting the Capitol and grounds: For lighting the Capitol, and grounds 
about the same, including the Botanic Garden, Senate and House stables: For 
hy and electric lighting, pay of superintendent of meters, lamp-lighters, gas- 

tters, and for materials for gas and electric lighting, and for general repairs, 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa about this 
electric-lighting business. Is the plant which is used in the Senate 
wing now the property of the Government? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I understand that itis not. The plant in this 
building, I think, is owned by some company. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then wherein is the necessity for the Government 
going to the expense of electric lighting if it does not own the plant? 
Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the Government does own some plant. 

Mr. PLUMB. Itis for lighting the Capitol grounds also, I see. 

Mr. ALLISON. For lighting the Capitol and grounds, including 
the Botanic Garden, Senate and House stables. Ido not think the 
Government owns any plant connected with the Capitol. 

Mr. PLUMB. We had betterstrike out the item relating to electric 


lighting. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know why we should not pay for the light 
we use, even if we do not own the plant. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me we ought to find out whether we own 
the plant and on what terms we get the light, and so on. We are doing 
things in a pretty loose way. 

Mr. ALLISON. We endeavored to do that last year, and made an 
appropriation of $20,000 looking to the establishment of a plant here, 
but the Architect of the Capitol found he could not put in a plant as 
was suggested with that sum; so that question is entirely open, as it 
was last year. We have paid for these lights from year to year, but 
we do not own the plant. 

Mr. PLUMB. We have been paying the expense of running the 


t? 

Mr. ALLISON. We have been paying the expense of running it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations will be stated. 

The next amendment was, after line 1279, to insert: 

Elevator for Senate wing of the Capitol: For the construction of an elevator 
in the south end of the eastern corridor of the Senate wing of the Capitol, $15,- 
000; and the Architect of the Capitol is directed to have the 6 completed for 
use by December 1, 1887. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa where 
the new elevator is to be located? 

Mr. ALLISON. As the clause stands now it would be located in 
the corridor in the northeast end of the Senate wing. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is it to come up in front of the Finance Committee 
room? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me call the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
and of the Senate to the fact that that is right where the bulk of the 
travel between the two Houses goes by. That would run where very 
often a large crowd of people are in process of coming from the House 
wing to the Senate wing. To build anelevator at that point would, it 
seems to me, clog up to a very great degree, if not absolutely fora con- 
siderable portion of the time, that space. 

As long as I have been here I have not discovered that there is any 
more necessity for an additional elevator now than there was ten years 

It seems to some, I may say without disrespect, to be desirable 
- to keep tinkering at this building without very much regard to the ne- 
cessities of the service. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Kansas objects to the specifica- 
tion I will consent, without having the authority of the committee to 
do so, to strike out the words ‘‘the south end of.” 

Mr. TELLER. Strike it all out. 

Mr. CULLOM. Strike the whole business ont. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would then read: 

For the construction of an eleyator in the eastern corridor of the Senate wing 
of the Capitol, $15,000, 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that a better suggestion would be 
to strike it all out. I donot myself think we need any elevator at that 
point, and, besides, I do not think itis a good thing to tear up the Capitol 
with that kind of work. We have an elevator which I think is ample 
for the business of the Senate and of the employés who have any busi- 
ness to use it. I have never seen any necessity for a new elevator. It 


can not be put in where it is proposed without destroying the harmony 


of the buil . It will be out of place there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado will ac- 
= his purpose by voting in the negative, against inserting the 

use, 

Mr. ALLISON. I modify the amendment by striking out the words 
“*the south end of.” 

Mr. TELLER. Where will you put it then? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
strike out, in line 1284, the words ‘‘the south end of;’’*so as to read: 
Pe the construction of an elevator in the eastern corridor of the Senate win så 

C. . 


Mr. TELLER. That is still worse. 

Mr. MORRILL. | I believe that there are very grave objections to 
placing an elevator as proposed in the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations, for it would not only be an obstruction that would 
be very serious for the Committee on Public Lands and for approach 
to the restaurant, but it would make a dark avenue for the three sto- 
ries, first on the basement, then on the second story, and then on the 
oneabove. The only light that comes into the corridors on the Senate 
side now is from the south side, and if those windows should be blocked 
up all of the corridors in the three stories would be almost darkened. 
But there might be an elevator placed in the eastern corridor near the 
door that enters into the reporter’s room. 

Mr. TELLER. Where would that be? 

Mr. MORRILL, In the corridor as you come in on the east from 
the outside dooron the left-hand side, That space might be occupied 
with the least possible objection, and it is the only place that I know 
of where an elevator could be put up with any sort of decency. 

= PLUMB. Does the Senator think it necessary in the building 
at all? 

Mr. MORRILL, I do not myself know that it would not be neces- 
sary, but I suppose the elevator that we now have is a good deal of in- 
convenience to the Judiciary Committee and to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee in making a constant noise in moving up and down. I su 
it is a kind of a nuisance, and so it would be to any other committee- 
room. Otherwise than that I know of no inconvenience about it. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me the suggestion of the Senator from 
Vermont is still worse than the other proposition. It is true that at 
the proposed by the committee it will darken the hall, but at the 
other place it will absolutely destroy the symmetry of the eastern en- 
trance. It would be incongruous, and it ought not to be placed there. 

I do not believe the committee have given the subject as much atten- 
tion as they ought to have done. The present elevator, I understand, 
is to be left; I do not understand that itis proposed to take that away. 

It is insisted now that we need two elevators. I do not think that 
we very much need any, but we certainly do not need more than one; 
and to tear up the front of this building where we come in here, and 
where it is now suggested, or to shut up those lights at the place where 
it was first suggested, issimply absurd. I believe that the whole thing 
ought to be stricken out, or at least we ought to refuse to agree to the 
amendment until there is more care and attention given to the subject 
and some better place selected, if we must have a new elevator, than 
the places which have been suggested. 

Mr. ALLISON. This matter has been carefully considered by the 
Committee on Appropriations several times. It passed the Senate at 
the last session of Congress after a pretty full debate in this body and 
was agreed upon, butit was finally stricken out of the bill at the urgent 
solicitation of certain Senators because we could not agree upon the ex- 
act location to suit them. 

I do not care more particularly to define the location of this proposed 
elevator than is defined in the amendment, striking out the words 
which I have suggested, nor do I advocate this elevator simply because 
the present elevator inconveniences the Committee on Appropriations, 
although it does greatly inconvenience that committee, not because of 
the noise in the running up and down of the elevator (that does notin- 
convenience us), but because of the fact that in that remote corridor 
there is a constant flow of people, making it practically impossible to 
use the present elevator. 

I venture the statement that ordinarily the Senators who go up and 
down that elevator during the sessions of the Senate do not feel safe in 
doing so, for the reason that it is overcrowded and overloaded. There 
is a necessity for another elevator, or else we should have no elevators 
in this building. Merely that we may disarrange a little capstone, or 
perhaps a figure or two of ornamentation in some portion of the eastern 
end of the Capitol, constitutes no reason why we should fail to have the 
use of an additional elevator. The Capitol is here for the convenience 
of people, and modern elevators seem to be necessary for the conven- 
ience of people. 

The Senator from Colorado seems to think an elevator is no’ neces- 
sary. If we are to have elevators at all this additional one is necessary 
because the present one is not sufficient. It is a matter in which I 
have no interest different from or other than other Senators. I believe 
that we ought to have an additional elevator here. 

This amendment was put in after the fullest consideration by the 
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committee and after consultation with other Senators who are inter- 
ested. I can appreciate very well that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL], having the room of the Committee on Finance, of which 


he is near the corridor named here, should object to having 
it in his neighborhood. I can also see that the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUME], having his committee-room in the lower corridor, should 
object to that particular location. I am willing to accommodate both 
Senators. This phraseology was inserted because the Architect of the 
Capitol said that was the natural place for it, and he wanted us to put 
itat that point. There are plenty of places for an elevator in the 
eastern corridor without taking the location named in the amendment. 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me to say a word there? 
. Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. I happen to know something about this matter, because 
when the last sundry civil appropriation bill was passed this appropria- 
tion was contained in it, and it located the elevator on the right-hand 
side of the eastern entrance, which would destroy the door that now 
leads into the room of the Committee on the District of Columbia. It 
attracted no attention from me at the time, though I was a member 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, but after it 

the Architect of the Capitol, Major Clark, came to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds, the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE], and called his attention to the location, 
and said that it was almost impossible to put it there; that it would 
ruin that entrance to the Capitol altogether. £ 

Mr. ALLISON. That particular location was abandoned. Ido not 
say that it was a good location. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds then called me into consulta- 
tion. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] was at that time 
unfortunately very ill and not present; but the Senator from Virginia 
and myself, with the Architect of the Capitol, went and examined all 
the possible locations. Major Clark explained to us the thickness of 
the walls and the peculiar construction of the Capitol, and he is the 
only man living, I believe, who knows all about it. He told us that 
the elevator could not be put near the eastern entrance; that it would 
be necessary in that case to close up the door to the District Commit- 
tee room and put it immediately outside of that door, or else to cut a 
place inside of the reception room, which he considered impracticable. 

The result of our examination and exploration was that we con- 
cluded, with the advice of the Architect of the Capitol, that the space 
near the Finance Committee room was the only eligible location, and 
I honestly believe if the elevator is not put there it ought not to be 
erected at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Architectiof the Capitol seems to think that is 
an available place, and he relies on the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] to object to that place, so that no elevator at all will be put 
in the Capitol. 

Mr. TELLER. He is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I went with the Architect of the Capitol, and he 
pointed out to me three two in the eastern corridor and one in 
the reception-room, either one of which he said was perfectly practica- 
ble and perfectly available. That is what hetold me within ten 
He did say that the proper place, in his ju t, with reference to 
the beauty and ornamentation of this side of the Capitol, was at the 
door of the committee-room of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. DAWES. Diagonally across from the present elevator? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, diagonally across from where the elevator is. 
But the Senator from Vermont objects. I desire, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to yield to his suggestion as faras possible, but we need another 
elevator. It is perfectly easy, convenient, and practicable to put it in 
the eastern end of the Capitol, and I hope the amendment will be 

to in some form. 

Mr. MORRILL. I donotso much object to the proposed location be- 
cause it would destroy the convenience or the beauty of the entrance to 
the room of the Committee on Finance, but it would absolutely exclude 
the light from all these corridors from top to bottom if put there. As 
the Senator from Iowa has stated, Mr. Clark does consent that it is prac- 
ticable to take aspace near the eastern entrance of the Capitol, this side 
of the door that goes into the reporter’s room; and it would not be a 
very great destruction of the beauty of the entrance. It would be near 
the entrance, but so far removed that there would be room enough to 
get into the reporter’s room, and then it would go up without any sort 
of obstruction from the lower floor to the upper loft, and end in the up- 
per space near the room of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I voted in committee for this amend- 
ment to locate the elevator in the south end of the eastern corridor of 
the Senate wing, and I yoted for it with some reluctance, because of 
the objections stated by the Senator from Vermont, as I understood 
him. He was not here last year when the question was up, because 
he was quite unwell at that time, but all the information I had, all 
the observation I could make, after going around with Mr. Clark and 
others, was that the place ought to be at the window near the door of 
the Finance Committee room. Elevators are constructed now so that 
they obstruct the light very little. 

These galleries sometimes contain a thousand people, and every once 


in a while when the Senator from Vermont is about to make a ee 
speech the people in the galleries of the other House rush over here, 
and they ought to have some way when they come out of the House 
gallery to get up very quickly so as to hear him for fear that he might 
get through before they got in. 

The present elevator is so crowded, not only asa passenger, but as a 
freight elevator, that it seems to me we ought to have two, and that 
the eastern end of the building ought to be accommodated. I do not 
believe it would injure the Finance Committee room. Fortunately, 
or unfortunately, I happen to be a member of both the Committee on 
Finance and the Committee on Appropriations, and I know that people 
crowd in near the room of the Committee on Appropriations very 
much. If the travel by elevator were equally divided it would not 
do any harm. 

If it is not to be placed there I am willing to vote to strike out the 
amendment, because if put anywhere else in the corridor below, it 
seems to me it would destroy the whole symmetry of the building. 

Mr. MORRILL. I shall vote against the proposition in any shape. 
I do not believe it is absolutely necessary. However, I move toamend 
the amendment of the committee so as to make it read: 

For the construction of an elevator near the castern entrance of the Senate 


wing of the Capitol. 
I propose to strike out the words ‘‘in the south end of the,” and the 
* entrance” in lieu of the word 


word *‘corridor,’’ and to insert the wo 
t corridor.?? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1281 strike out the words ‘in the south 
end of the,” and in line 1282 strike out the word “‘ corridor” and insert 
the word ‘‘entrance;’’ so as to read: 

For the construction of an elevator near the eastern entrance of the Senate 
wing of the Capitol, $15,000. 

Mr. MORRILL. Now, Iwish to say one word more. Nearlyall the 
strangers who come up here to see their friends in the Senate approach 
by the corridor on the south side of the Senate, and they stand there 
until they can get some messenger or page to send in their cards. When 
the Committee on Finance have gentlemen calling, as they have every 
day, for the purpose of seeing some member of the committee or on 
some business is pending, they always wait in the light of that 
window. As I said before, an elevator would be absolutely destructive 
of the light on the lower floor, on the second floor, and on the upper 
floor. It would bea very great inconvenience to our entrance into the 
restaurant, and if there is a place in the Capitol where there ought not 
to be an elevator that is the spot. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam surprised that the Senate is engaged in such 
high debate on this question of the means of getting up and down from 
its various stories. This Capitol, I am bound to assume, was built 
purely for beauty, to please the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, the Architect of the Capitol, and the dilettanti generally who 
live at the west end of the town, and that the purposes of public busi- 
ness and the opportunity to carry it on are purely a seco consid- 
eration. 

Iam sure I must be right about that, for I remember that when I 
was a long time a member of the Committee on Private Land Claims 
up in the northeast corner, and my old friend Judge Thurman, and 
Judge Davis, and ever so many gentlemen were chairmen of it, the 
room smoked, the chimney drew down instead of up; and when we 
modestly appealed to the Architect of the Capitol and somebody else to 
put one of these whirligig contrivances on top of that chimney, tohave 
the smoke go out from the fire-place up the chimney instead of coming 
out into the room, we were met all the time, and have been to this 
day, by the statement that if you put a cap on that chimney it would 
show over the balustrade around the top of the Capitol, and the dilet- 
tanti and the citizens who come up and approach the building would 
see if and it would not present a handsome appearance. 

That is the trouble here. We have a great reception room where a 
great many people come for good and necessary business puree to 
wait. A great many others come to lounge around and sleep there and 
stay there all day, and where there is room to have an elevator large 
enough to carry fifteen people ata time in any corner of it up and 
down from top to bottom. But we can not have it there because it 
would spoil the beauty of a graining or a fresco of a woman with a 
torch in her hand, or something of that kind. It will not do to have 
it there. Whatis the public business and the public convenience com- 
pared to the beauty that this Capitol, inside and out, was intended 
only to subserve? 

Then, when you come over to the Finance Committee room, it is 
objectionable to my friend and colleague, because it is going to destroy 
the light which shines on the outside of his door. He ought to re- 
member that with you, Mr. President, and my colleague and the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] inside, it does not require a great deal 
of light outside to carry on the public business. And so you must 
send nine-tenths of the people who come into the Capitol and want to 
go upstairs and wish an elevator, three or four hundred feet from the 
east side of this wing to the west side of it, to a narrow corridor that 
has no other light between the committee-room of the Judiciary Com- 
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mittee and the committee-room of the Committee on Naval Affairs, or 
you must send them up to the entrance of the room of the Committee 
on Appropriations, where there is a similar narrow corridor with no 
other light than that which comes through where the elevator is, and 
then up to the room of the Committee on Privileges and Elections and 
the room of the Committee on Commerce on top, where there is a sim- 
ilar narrow corridor, with no other light, in order that we may save 
the beauty of the east wing of the Capitol and the light on the outside 
of the Finance Committee room, and send everybody to travel a half 
or a quarter of a mile and crowd up those narrow and dark corridors to 
reach the elevator that is now there. 

Is that a good thing to do? Ido not think it is necessary to put 
this elevator into the entrance of my friend’s committee room, although 
there is more light on the outside of that door, coming from the great 
corridor out here and from the other way, than in any other corridor 
that I know of in the Capitol, with itssouthern exposure; and an ele- 
vator would diminish the light there less than anywhere else. 

Mr. MORRILL. It would obscure the whole of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would divide this tremendous flow that fills 
these narrow corridors on every one of the floors every day so that it 
is a serious business—it was this morning—to get into the room of the 
Committee on the Judiciary at all, or the room of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs by the door on that side of the hall, which is closed for 
the very reason that nobody can get in and out of it, and the same is 
the case on the top floor. 

If you divide it it will mitigate the evil, but it is not necessary, in 
my opinion, unless beauty is the sole object for which this Capitol was 
built, to confine it to that particular place if it is not the best one for 
convenience. There is room enough and convenience enough in the 
eastern broad entrance where people do not come in; there is room 
enough in this great reception room, and in the open space below it, 
and in the open space above it, to put an elevator; but if we are to 
sacrifice everything for all time to come to what some people consider 
to be beauty, we had better, as my friend says, be opposed to the whole 
thing altogether. 

Mr. MORRILL. Was the amendment which I proposed acted upon? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not yet; it is pending. 

Mr. MORRILL. - Then I merely desire to call attention to the fact 
that my colleague has a committee-room that is situated precisely as 
the room of the Public Lands Committee, and the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and the Committee on Public Printing will be when this eleva- 
tor is putin. These committees’ rooms are in corridors that will have 
the light as much obstructed by a large elevator as in the corridors of 
which he speaks, having a small elevator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You are mistaken. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam not mistaken. I ought also to remind my 
friend that he is one of the west-enders himself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. What was that amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was an amendment locating the elevator in the 
corridor, by the eastern entrance. 

Mr. PL . Let the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, as it now stands, be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
ameniment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has been 

op 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read as amended. 

Mr. CALL. We do not understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

For the construction of an elevator in the eastern corridor of the Senate wing 
of the Capitol, $15,000, 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the difficulty with this is the fact that we 
have one elevator now and we can not make room enough for all the 
persons who wish to ascend from the lower story to the story above. 

Of course I can appreciate the feeling which the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] has about the condition of things in front of the 
Judiciary Committee room, but I think that would all be resolved by 
the substitute which I shall propose. I move to strike out all about 
this erties and to provide that the one we now have shall be re- 
mov: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves as 
a oe for the eee amendment what will be read. 

e SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out the paragraph from line 
1280 to line 1285, inclusive, and to insert: r 
That the Architect of th 
Sie SAR wine ofthe Can rf Capitol be directed to remove the elevator now in 
Mr. PLUMB. And I propose to add: 
And for that purpose $1,000 is hereby appropriated. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That would make it out of order. Stick to it as 
you had it, and take the sense of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand that the amendment offered by the 
chairman of the committee was adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not think we had any vote on it. I want to vote 
for the provision as it came from the committee. Ido not want the lo- 
cation struck out. Iam addressing myself now to the Senator from 
Iowa. I did not understand that his amendment wasadopted. It was 
proposed to take a vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is any doubt about it, the 
Chair will again submit the question on the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. The Chair understood it to be agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, having been unfortunately detained 
from the Chamber during this instructive debate, I am without the in- 
formation that will enable me to vote intelligently. As the committee 
of which I have the honor to be the chairman occupies a room to the 
northward of the colonnade from the eastern entrance, I am curious 
and somewhat interested to know what the location of the proposed 
elevator is to be. 

In conversation with Mr. Clark, the Architect of the Capitol, the 
other day, after having called his attention to this amendment in the 
language in which it was reported from the committee, I was advised 
that the purpose of the committee was to locate the elevator in the 
casement of the window near the entrance of the Finance Committee 
room. Such I understand to have been the deliberate intention of 
the committee after consultation with the Architect of the Capitol for 
the purpose of ascertaining how the wants of the public and the needs 
of the Senate would be best accommodated in the location. Now 
comes the Senator from Iowa, and in a mysterious and subtle way —— 

Mr. HALE. Furtive. (Laughter. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not ‘‘furtive,’’ as the Senator from Maine suggests, 
because that is not a characteristic of the Senator from Iowa; but in a 
subtle way he moves an amendment to change in some method a pro- 
vision that was absolutely clear and specific before, with the expecta- 
tion, I fear greatly, in some way or other of confounding this subject 
and leaving to the caprice, or the design, or the whim of some other per- 
son or persons the location of this elevator in some other place than that 
which has heretofore been selected. I trust the location of this mov- 
able car for the convenience of the infirm and the indolent from floor to 
floor in this building having been determined, that before we are called 
upon to vote to change the language we shall be advised whether we do 
not thereby change the location also. Ifnot, why the change? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] sug- 
gested that the particular spot named in this amendment was not the 
exact pae where this elevator should be located, although the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol did say to the Committee on Appropriations that 
this was the proper place, also saying to the committee that there were 
at least two or three places that were perfectly feasible as locations. 
Now, I consented, in order that this matter might be left to the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol, who knows of course more about it than we can 
know, to provide for an elevator in the eastern end of this wing of the 
Capitol, and I am willing to trust to the Architect of the Capitol to fix 
the location. 

Iam very well aware that there is one convenient method of defeat- 
ing this amendment, and that is to compel us by law to fix the exact 
location of the elevator, and then, because it does not suit this Senator 
or that Senator, or this committee or that committee, we shall have no 
elevator at all. Therefore, if I had my own way, I should put in, just 
as the Architect proposes, that exact location, and that is what the com- 
mittee did. To accommodate the Senator from Vermont I was willing 
that those three words should be struck out, and I stated when I sug- 
gested that they be struck out that I did so, not on the motion of the 
committee, but on my own, and I do not care whether they are in orout. 
What I think we onght to have is an elevator in this Capitol, and in the 
eastern corridor of this Capitol ; and no shifting or changing about it, 
whether it suits this, that, or the other Senator or committee, should 
prevent our having it. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator from Iowa believe that the proper 
and fitting place for this elevator to accommodate the public that now 
crowd the other elevator is at the south end of the eastern corridor? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam inclined to think that would be a very good 
place for it. Iam inclined to think that it would be still better to put 
it at the eastern entrance where people come in, and the only objection 
made by the Architect of the Capitol to that location is the fact that 
in some way it will di that grand entrance to the Capitol. 


Mr. MORRILL. I do not understand when the Architect was pres- 
ent with the Senator and myself that he made any, objection to that 
location at all. He thought it was entirely suitable. j 

Mr. HALE. What possible objection is there to putting it atthe 
south end of the eastern corridor where it will be plainly in sight, 


1196 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 31, 


where it will be out of the way, where it will accommodate everybody, 
and where it will not discommode anybody? 

Mr. MORRILL. You were not here when I made my statement to 
the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HALE. I did not hear it, but I have been at this place very 
many times, and I do not know of any place, unless some individual 
objection is raised, where it would suit the general public so well as 
it would at the south end of that corridor near the entrance to the door 
of the Committee on Finance. It is no nearer to that committee than 
the present elevator is to the Appropriations Committeeroom, and there 
are a hundred men who go into the Appropriations Committee room 
where there is one who goes into the Finance Committee room. 

Mr. MORRILL, I think the Senator is very much mistaken. I 
think we have more members of the other House coming into the Fi- 
nance Committee room than go into the Appropriations Committee 
room. 

Mr. HALE. We have more of the general public. 

Mr. MORRILL. And we have a large part of the public coming. 
Besides, as I have stated over and over again, it would be an obstruc- 
tion to the light, to the entrance into the restaurant, and to all the 
rooms, from top to bottom. 

Mr. HALE. No more than the old elevator is. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is not any other light at all for these corri- 
dors except what comes on that side. 

Mr. HALE, I never heard but one sentiment expressed except by the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 
his amendment. The question recurs on the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. PLUMB. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. Irenew the amendment, because I am satisfied that 
if Senators would go down stairs and look and see what the effect 
would be of putting this elevator at one of the other places there 
would be no question as to what should be done. I therefore renew the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, in line 1281, after the word ‘‘the,”’ 
where it occurs the second time in the line, to strike out ‘‘south end 
of the,” so as to read: 

For the construction of an elevator in the eastern corridor of the Senate wing 
of the Capitol, &c. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, Mr. President, after the statement of the 
Senator from Vermont, the issue is plainly tendered to the Senate, be- 
cause the Senator from Iowa having admitted that the Architect of the 
Capitol, in consultation with the Committee on Appropriations, affirmed, 
and that the Committee on Appropriations acted on his statement, that 
the better place for this elevator was at the south end of the east cor- 
ridor of the Senate, now agrees to the mation to strike out those words; 
that is a declaration which, in my judgment, the Architect of the Capi- 
tol will be compelled to heed, that this body by a majority, the issue 
having been tendered, has decided that the elevator shall not be located 
in that place. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. INGALLS. If this is a matter affecting the convenience of the 
occupants of any committee-room, all I have to say is that, rather than 
have the eastern corridor mutilated by an elevator, I will cheerfully 
abandon the room I occupy to anybody so far as my statement or dec- 
laration can reach that result; and if there is any objection on the part 
of the Senator from Vermont resulting from his personal convenience, 
the noise, the uproar, the throng, the din that will occur around the 
entrance, the yestibule, the portal of that peaceful retreat, so far as I 
am concerned, I am willing to make any sacrifice to enable him and 
the committee of which he is the honored head to obtain some clois- 
tered seclusion where they will be wholly apart from the din and noise 
that will result from being somewhere in the neighborhood of the en- 
trance to that elevator. 

Itseems to me that the merest casual inspection of these two corri- 
dors, the merest glance at the situation, will disclose to everybody 
that that is where the elevator, if at all, ought tobe; and so far as the 
subterranean part of it is concerned, I went the other day with Mr. 
Clark myself examining the different locations where this should be 
placed, and we went up-stairs and down-stairs, and into the third 
story below, and examined the whole course of this elevator from the 
foundation to the top story, and there is no ground whatever for sup- 
posing that there is to be any obstruction either to light, or comfort, 
or convenience upon the story below; none whatever. By simply cut- 


ting through the wall there can be, without any sort of interruption 
to the convenience below, or diminution of space, a location there that 
will accommodate everybody; and so far as the door of the Finance 
Committee room is concerned, it can readily be arranged by cuttin; 

through the transverse wall, so that the entrance to the elevator shall 
be from the west instead of from the north and in entire seclusion, and 


there need never be any more noise or tumult about that room than 
there is now. 

I appeal also to the experience of the members of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and of the Appropriations Committee ifall this pretext about the 
obstruction to the rooms is not wholly without foundation. Nobody is 
obstructed; nobody is interfered with; and I hope, therefore, that as we 
are called upon to vote on this matter the Senate will agree to vote down 
this amendment and allow the section to stand as it came from the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is ectly obvious that every Senator who has 
a committee-room near where this elevator is proposed to be located is 
very acute in discovering that it will be no annoyance to anybody else 
to have it placed somewhere else. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS] is exceedingly anxious that this should not be anywhere near 
his magnificent room that he has on the right hand side of the eastern 
entrance to the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Senator will allow me just a moment, 
I said distinctly that if that was the only objection, I would gladly 
exchange with the Senator from Vermont and take his committee-room 
for the one I occupy. 

Mr. MORRILL, Yes, but the Senator from Kansas went on to say 
that it was no possible inconvenience to any of the committee-rooms 
on the other side. I think he is a better judge of what is his own con- 
venience than he is of that of some others. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will allow me on that point—— 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to occupy only a moment more. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Appropriations have an elevator at 
their door, and they would not want it removed. It does not incon- 
venience the room in the least. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL) has the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like very much that Senators could have 
an opportunity to go and see the place that the Architect of the Capitol 
at last agreed was the most appropriate place for this elevator, as I un- 
derstood him. 

Mr. INGALLS. Where was that? 

Mr. MORRILL. Whereit would not interfere at all with the beauty 
of the Capitol nor with any committee-room whatever, 

Mr. INGALLS. Where was that ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Just at the entrance on the left-hand side coming 
in from the eastern door. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, itis pretty evident that if this matter 
depends on who has seen the Architect of the Capitol last, the Senator 
from Vermont ought to have another chance. The Senator from Iowa 
and my colleague have evidently been interviewing him since the 
Senator from Vermont has seen him, and they have been talking with 
him, and got him at very great disadvantage. I think now we ought 
to postpone this matter Jong enough at any rate to give the Senator 
from Vermont a chance to see Mr. Clark, who has shown himself very 
flexible, and will be able to give us another report by to-morrow morn- 
ing. 
The fact is, that an elevator in front of any committee-room is more 
or less a burden to the occupants of the room, especially to the occupants 
of a committee-room like that of the Judiciary or the Finance Commit- 
tee, where there is very serious public service. That might be said also 
in regard to the Committee on Public Lands; but I do not care anything 
about that matter, because that is not in a place where people are con- 
stantly coming and going, as they would be in front of the door of the 
Finance Committee. The situation is very greatly different there from 
what it is either in front df the Appropriations Committee-room or the 
Judiciary Committee-room. There is a constant surging of people back- 
ward and forward there which will impede the ingress and egress, so far 
as the elevator is concerned, and will be a perpetual annoyance to the 
members of the Finance Committee in every way. 

My colleague sees the disadvantage of this, and is willing to surren- 
der his committee-room rather than to be discommoded by this eleva- 
tor. I hope we shall have the same courtesy for the Senator from Ver- 
mont, that we shall not discommode anybody for that which is to-day 
practically without testimony in its favor. I have never heard a word 
said in favor of an elevator. There has never been any public com- 
plaint, there has never been ay complaint on the part of any member 
of the Senate that I have ever heard of, except by two or three mem- 
bers of the Appropriations Committee, I have always supposed that 
really it was intended finally to result in taking that elevator away as 
soon as we got this one established over here, and that an amendment 
would be introduced to take away the one now annoying to the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on the 
Judiciary. That, I have no doubt, was the scheme, to load up one set 
of committee rooms at the expense of another. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not look upon this matter in the light that some 
Senators have viewed it. Ido not think it is an inconvenience to any 
committee-room to have an elevator at its door. I spend a good deal 
of time in the Committee on Appropriations, go in and out there a 
great many times a day, come up from below, and go down from above, 
and I have always considered it a convenience to have the elevator 
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there. The Senator from Vermont who has conservative ideas, not 
wanting any changes, does not wish an elevator near the door of his 
committee-room, but in a month after it is in he will never know the 
difference, 

The need of this elevator is simply to accommodate the public. The 
throng is increasing here every year. There are a hundred people vis- 
iting the Capitol every day now to ten five years ago, and it is increas- 
ing all the time. They fill up the corridors, they throng about the 
elevator, and one elevator is not enough. There ought to be another 
for the accommodation of the public. So far as my knowledge goes, 
that was the one object in view by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to accommodate this constantly increasing throng, and as a Senatorsaid 
just now, it is not a pleasing e when a thing of this kind is 
sought to be done for the public benefit, to find every man leaping to 
his feet and objecting because it is going to interfere a little with him. 
If you wait until nobody objects you will never have an elevator, you 
will never have this throng accommodated, they will crowd around this 
single elevator, and Senators, no matter what committee-room they be- 
long to, will have no opportunity of using it. They go down to lunch, 
but they can not get in the elevator, it is filled three or four or five deep, 
and they have to come upthe stairway. It is a nuisance that ought to 
be abated, and to my mind there ought not to be any objection raised 
here because it is going to be in one place or another. I insist that it 
does not inconvenience the Committee on Appropriations to have the 
elevator there. I never want to see that one removed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Pe ae jen reas yl protempore. The yeas and nays havealready been 
* Mr. GIBSON. I ask that the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After line 1279, the Committee on Appropriations 
propose to insert: 

Elevator for Senate wing of the Capitol: For the construction of an elevator 
in the south end of the eastern corridor of the Senate wing of the Capitol, $15,- 


000; and the Architect of the Capitol is directed to have the same completed for 
use by December 1, 1887. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that mine is the same amendment which was first pro; by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and it would leave the 
place for the elevator where it would be no obstruction to any com- 
mittee whatever, and as convenient as any spot in the Capitol. If it 
is placed where it is now proposed, it will be an inconvenience to no 
less than three committees, and will be an obstruction to the light of 
all the corridors. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator from Vermont mistakes the ques- 
tion. His amendment was voted down. The question is now on the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I renewed the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. x 

Mr. HALE. That was just now voted down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Vermont did not 
understand the question, the Chair will again put it on his amend- 
ment; but the Chair put the question on his amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 know my amendment was voted on, but I re- 
newed the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was the amendment the Chair 
last submitted to the Senate, but the Chair will again put the question 
on the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, similar to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa some time The 
question is on that amendment to the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make a point of order on the amendment. It is 
not covered by the estimates, it increases the appropriation, and it is 
new legislation. 

Mr. KENNA. Is it not too late to raise a point of order to that 
amendment after an amendment to it has been voted upon? 

Mr. HALE. I take it the Senator can put on any clause increasing 
the conveniences at this end of the Capitol; it can put an elevator in 
or change a rule; it is only regulating the use of the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas raise 


the point of order? 
Mr. PLUMB. I make the point of order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that after 


the amendment has been received, and the yeas and nays have been 
ordered upon it, it is too late to raise the question. The Chair, how- 
ever, is required under the rules to submit all questions of relevancy 


to the Senate, and the Chair will submit this question to the Senate. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Idonotthink the question of relevancy is raised at all. 
The point of the Senator from Kansas is that it is new legislation and 
does not appear in the regular estimates. The question of relevancy 
is not involved in the question of order, either directly or remotely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit the question 
of order to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that question is submitted I desire to ask 
the Chair if he understands the rule to be that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations can not add, for instance, a page to the number of pages 
in the Senate unless there is a prior estimate for that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The rule does not relate to Senate expenses. 

Mr. ALLISON. This, I suppose, is a part of the regular expenses of 
the Senate. If there is anything we can regulate, it seems. to me we 
can provide for our conveniences; but I may. be entirely mistaken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair kindly state again what the point 
of order is? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pointof order raised by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas is that the item with respect to an elevator for the 
Senate wing of the Capitol is not in order on the ground that no esti- 
mate has been made for it by any Department; that it is a new item of 
appropriation not contained in any estimate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Chair will decide it, as it has been a set- 
tled matter for twenty years. Therule has expressly for twenty years— 
I remember it that long—been that the question of estimates applied 
to amendments proposed by a Senator, that a single individual in this 
Chamber should not stand up and suddenly spring an amendment on 
any appropriation bill for which no Department had made an estimate. 
Then, in order to guard against the danger of that and not put every- 
thing in the hands of the Executive Department of the Government, the 
rule went on to provide that after having that right as to estimates, 
there should be a right to move amendments to carry out an existing 
law or treaty stipulation, or an actor resolution already passed through 
the Senate and not yet a law. Now, it comes to another alterna- 
tive: 

Or unless the same be moved by direction of a standin; 
of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an estimate 
of the Departments. 

Now you have got all branches of the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator will read the next 
few lines he will see the point now raised. It is not on the first clause 
of Rule XVI, but on the second clause, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ThenI will read the second clause. 

2. All amendments to general ag icici bills moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an ra ae 
priation already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation, 


shall, at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 


or select committee 
the head of some one 


I have gone far enough, I suppose, to cover the point. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me suggest that that amendment was not referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just what I was going to say, and thatis 
really the only point. Here is an amendment that is not estimated for 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, who is supposed, or has been sup- 
posed under all former administrations, and I presume under this, to 
have no very special concern with how the two Houses of Congress reg- 
ulate their Chambers and conveniences within their own administra- 
tion. I suppose everybody has always agreed to that. 

So we come to a case where naturally there would not be and should 
not be an estimate from the Secretary of the Treasury as to what it was 
desirable the Senate should do about its contingent expenses, for in- 
stance, whether it would pay $100 to the widow of an employé who 
was killed by an explosion in this wing of the Capitol to bury her hus- 
band or not. It is none of his business. So, then, the rule as applied 
to this case comes right down to the question of whether this amend- 
ment is proposed ‘‘ by direction ofa standing or select committee of the 
Senate.” Thatis the only test; itis not estimated for; itis not to carry 
into effect a treaty or a law; it is to co-ordinate the comfort and con- 
venience of the Senate, and that is all. 

Now, the amendmentis moved by direction of a standing committee, 
itis reported by a standing committee, but it was not referred to that 
commitee two days before, or one day before, or whatever the time re- 
quired by the rule is. There is the point, and literally, but absurdly, 
we should be bound to hold, if we had not construed it for twenty years 
the other way, that if the Committee on Appropriations wished to do 
anything about this Senate they. must first consider the proposition, 
report it as an amendment to a bill that they have under considera- 
tion themselves, and send it back to themselves two days before they 
report it, which everybody has known for twenty years is absolutely 
absurd. 

The construction of the rule has been the common-sense one for 
twenty years, that any committee reporting an amendment to an ap- 
propriation bill that was otherwise proper had the right to report with 
that bill any amendment that they saw fit to recommend, because the 
spirit of the rule requiring a reference of an amendment to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was that they should have time to consider 
it, and nothing else. 


1198 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 31, 


Mr. HARRIS, I ask for information. Has the contingent fund of 
the two Houses ever been estimated for, and, if so, by whom? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isuppose not. It never ought to have been; and 
yet, on every side, from every committee of the Senate, for twenty 
years past, to my personal knowledge, amendments have been 
for which there was no estimate, and for which the rule provided that 
any committee had a right to call to the attention of this branch of 
Con: that is enough for us—a matter of public expenditure 
that the Department might be entirely opposed to. That is our affair. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to make a 


that the poga amendment, as recommended by the committee, was 
reached in the consideration of this bill; subjected to discussion; that 
one or two or three amendments to it were presented, debated, and voted 
down; and then, and not till then, the point of order was made against 
it. I submit to the Chair and to the Senate whether, without refer- 
ence to the question he is discussing, it is not too late, after the failure 
of a Senator to perfect an amendment according to his own ideas, then 
to come in and make a point of order against it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It probably and undoubtedly is too late, but Ido 
not wish to put it on the ground of blockading the capacity of the Sen- 
ate to legislate on the careful report ofa committee, whether we agree 
to it or not, upon any proposition that a Senate committee brings to 
this body. I do not put my discussion of this pointupon that ground, 
ate it is a perfectly good one; but I say that the construction of 
this rule has been for twenty years that the committee to whom other 
committees submit amendments, having amendments of its own to 
pose, having considered them (which was the only object of the refer- 
ence of matters from other committees), may report them with the bill, 
and it is within the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Vermont that 
when he presided over the deliberations of this body, and when every 
other gentleman has presided over them for the last ten years, as I know, 
under this rule there has not been a single session of Congress that the 
Chair has not ruled amendments reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to be out of order because they contained new legislation. 
Our rules having formerly prescribed that the Presiding Officer of the 
Senate should have charge of the Senate end of the Capitol, and now 
that the Committee on Rules shall have control of that portion of the 
building, I have been seriously indoubt, and for my life I can not imag- 
ine who should make estimates foran elevator in the Capitol. I do not 
know what officer would be called upon to make the estimates. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will allow me on his reference to 
when I was Presiding Officer, I undoubtedly held—I certainly ought to 
have held—that the Committee on Appropriations in respect to new 
legislation had no more authority than anybody else, than a Senator, 
or any other committee of the body; but it is clear to my mind, as has 
been held here and acquiesced in by the Senate for all eo bee that 
an item of appropriation for an object which did not exist in the law 
anywhere, but which provided for an expenditure of money in the or- 
dinary course of the Government, was not new legislation in the sense 
of making it obnoxious to a point of order on the ground that it was 


tion, 

I do not understand the Senator from Kansas to make a point that this 
is legislation on an appropriation bill, because as to the Navy, when 
there was a stress, we have held by acquiescence that you may provide 
on the naval appropriation bill for any number of new cruisers (and I 
wish you might provide for one hundred at the present session) —that 
such an amendment was not out of order on the question of legislation. 

Mr. HARRIS. I remember that decision on the new cruisers, and 
it was one to which I did not assent myself. I should be very glad to 
find ground on which this amendment is in order. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont is clearly right in holding 
that the rule which requires amendments to be referred to a committee 
and reported therefrom when it is applied to the Committee on Appro- 
priations itself authorizes that committee, in spirit though not in let- 
ter, to make reports on the bill without going through the form of a 
previous reference. That has been the custom, as the Senator from 
Vermont says everybody has known for twenty years. I should say 
everybody has made it known for ten years according to my knowl- 


a long experience that there is but one rule that I have ever been able 
to understand, and that is that the Senate always does whatever a ma- ` 
jority desires should be done, and I think this whole thing can be set- 
tled by submitting it to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is clearly of opinion that 
within the plain language of this rule the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have no more power to propose amendments than any other com- 
mittee of the body, and the inhibition in the second clause of the rule 
applies to the Committee on Appropriations as well as to any other 
committee. Clause 2 of Rule XVI provides that: 

2, Allamendmentsto general printi: directi: stand- 
ing or select committee of the Sot sane cst ag to eure an amet mn reg 
already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation, ll, at least 
one day before they are considered, be referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and when actually pro to the bill, no amendment proposing to in- 
crease the amount st in such amendment shall be received, 

But it seems to the Chair that it has always been the practice of the 
Senate to allow the Committee on Appropriations to report amend- 
ments, and without that power they would be limited only to the es- 
timates made by the ing rne Such a restraint on the power of 
the Senate can scarcely tolerated under our rules. Nor does the 
Chair believe it was the real intention of the rule to prevent the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations from reporting in favor of new items of appro- 
priation, or to increase or diminish the amount of an appropriation. 
Otherwise the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate would be 
practically limited and would be almost nugatory. They would have 
to follow the estimates of the Departments literally; they could not 
increase the amount, nor could they add new items. That is rather a 
strained construction of the rule. Therefore the Chair desires to sub- 


pro- | mit the question to the Senate for a vote, whether or not it will en- 


force this rule, in so many words, the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. The Chair submits the question of order to the Senate, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair please state precisely the question 
of order submitted ? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of order is: Is the 
amendment proposed by the Committeeon Appropriationsinorder? As 
many as are in favor of that proposition will say ‘‘aye;’’ the contrary 
tno.” [Putting thequestion.] The ‘‘ayes’’ seem to haveit. The 
‘ayes’? have it. The amendment is in order. 

Mr, SAULSBURY. As the amendment now reported by the com- 
mittee is to be submitted to a vote, I shall vote against it. 

The present elevator was constructed on motion of the then Senator 
from Indiana, Mr. Morton. Prior to that time we had no elevator. 
Our predecessors who occupied seats here walked up and down. Now 
we propose to construct a second elevator. We have one elevator at 
this end of the Capitol. I understand they have one elevator at the 
House of Representatives, where there are three times the number of 
members there are in this body. There are twice as many people who 
occupy the galleries of the other House as occupy the galleries of the 
Senate. This amendment proposes an expense of $15,000, and then an 
additional expense adding two persons to the force of the Senate to run 
the elevator. I shall vote against the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays will be called on 
the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired onall ques- 
tions with the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). Iam paired for to-day 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. Otherwise on this 
important question I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I{was requested by the junior Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. eget to say that during his absence he was paired with 
the Senator from e Island [Mr. CHACE]. I do notsee him in the 
Chamber. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr, VANCE] has said he 
was paired with the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] being 
detained from the Senate by illness, sent word to me this morning ask- 
ing me to pair him and therefore I spoke to the Senator from North 
Carolina. Ido not suppose it is of the slightest importance in this 
matter, however. The Senator is at liberty to vote on this question. 

Mr. VANCE. That being so, I will vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 15; as follows: 


Piten ente t against the opinion of the Senator fro =e 
u enter a caveat against the opinion e Senator from 
Verment that 4 is too late t sake. an objection because there has | AUifon, erga te, PA Sno: 
been a vote in committee upon an amendment or there has been acon- | Blackburn, Farwell, McMillan, ance, 
sideration of it or there has been an amendment proposed to it. We | Blair, Gibson, Madein T ven Wyck, 
are now in Committee of the Whole, and I conceive that an amendment | €3'i:,en, ie aare E ny fy ae 
adopted in Committee of the Whole might be held out of order, if out | Coke, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
of order, by the Senate when the bill was reported to the Senate. Conger, Hawi an 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That I admit. Dolph, E ea ear 
Mr. HOAR. So that that of the Senator’s suggestion I do not 
concur with. The other seas te me very clearly right. Aldrich, George, Hee re 
Mr. BECK. I have observed that nothing produces so a de- | Gameson, Stove, Sharia? Wilson of lowa, 
bate in the Senate as a point of order, and I have ascertained after | Frye, Teller, 
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ron, aon, SIDA Ne crea. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator 
Butler’ Beni MePherson, spe from Iowa it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
Camden, Fair, Mahone, Sewell, finished business, being the bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members of Con- 
pessoal peepee ene pga gress from acting as a or employés for railroad companies hold- 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, ` Mitchell of Pa., ing or having received grant of lands, or pecuniary aid from 

So the amendment was agreed to. the United States. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was after line 1285 to insert: 

Building for Library of Congres: Forcontinuing the work of construction of 
the building for the Library oi $250,000; and the Library Commission 
Hi perets oe Sis agen ma; meran y lact enis or sora Bouea on ae 

m 
work, the erare m such AU to be paid into the ALOES 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “expenses of the 
collection of revenue from sales of public lands,’’ in line 1304, after the 
word ‘‘pay,’’ to insert “‘ office-rent and;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Salaries and commisions of registers and receivers: For salaries and commis- 
sions of registers of land oflices and receivers of public moneys at district land 
offices, at not exceeding $3,000 each, $500,000, And hereafter all fees collected 
by registers or receivers, from any source whatever, which would increase their 
salaries beyond $3,000 each a year, shall be covered into the Treasury, only 
so much as may be necessary to pay office-rent and the actual cost of clerical 
services employed exclusively in con cases; and they shall make report 
Fasc al he gap of all expenditures for such clerical services, with vouch: 
ers . 

Mr. PLUMB. I make the point of order on that amendment, It 
is new legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
point is not well taken, unless the law be pointed out. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That certainly is legislation. There is no law now 
authorizing the retention by registers and receivers of the money which 
they receive for fees, for the purpose of paying office rent. It is not 
only that, but it is entering upon a very dangerous class of expendi- 
ture. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator say that these 
words change existing law? 

Mr. PLUMB. They do change existing law undoubtedly. There 

about this amendment, except that 


never was such a law as that proposed to be enacted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I care nothing 
last year this limitation of $3,000 was inserted in an appropriation bill. 
Until that time the fees and compensation of registers and receivers 
was fixed by law; they were entitled to receive certain fees. We 
limited their compensation to $3,000, and all the excess was required 
to be paid into the . Under the phraseology adopted in the 
sundry civil bill of last year, it was held by the accounting officers 
that registers and receivers could not pay out of these fees the necessary 
rent of their offices, and Oe mage may the Department these words 
were inserted, I care nothing about it, Iam perfectly willing that 
it shall be voted up or voted down, or ruled out or in. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The question is what the rules are. There never has 
been a Hie of law the equivalent of what is now proposed author- 
izing the registers and receivers to pay the rent of their offices out of 
anything that came into their hands, as the fees or commissions that 
came by reason of the rendering of service. All the expenses of the 
office have heretofore been paid, and are required to be paid, out of the 
Treasury, upon allowances made by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. This authorizes a retention by the receiver of moneys 
that come into his hands as commissions to pay office rent where the 
rent itself is not authorized by law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, assuming that the con- 
struction of the law stated by the Senator from Kansas is correct, is 
clearly of opinion that the amendment is not in order, as it changes 
existing law. 

Mr. CALL. I do not think that is a proper construction of the law. 
As I understand the matter, it has always been the habit of the regis- 
ters and receivers of the land office to pay the office rent out of the het 
received in the office. I know I have a letter from the regi and re- 
ceiver at the land office in Florida stating the fact in that regard, and 
that very great inconvenience has been caused to the people of the coun- 
try who have been entering lands in obtaising plats, for the lack of an 
appropriation or the means of furnishing the information. I have long 
letters written to that effect from the register and receiver in Florida, 
contrasting the practice under the present administration with that of 
previous administrations of that office, and I have no doubt it is correct, 
and that it has always been the law that they should pay this oñice 
rent out of the salaries or fees allowed them. 
rites PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 


The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to line 1365. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. MAHONE. Before that motion is put I report from the Com- 
. mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds an amendment intended to be 
proposed to the pending bill. I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 1, at 12 
o’clock m. « 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 31, 1887. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, ‘Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PORT OF ENTRY, LEWES, DEL, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the Senate an- 
nouncing disagreement to the amendment of the House to a bill (S. 
2256) to create a port of entry at Lewes, Del., requesting conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and stating it had appointed as 
managers of said conference on its part Mr. GORMAN, Mr. MCMILLAN, 
and Mr. GRAY. 

There was no objection, and the request for a conference was agreed 
to; and the SPEAKER appointed as managers of said conference on the 
part of the House Mr. O’FERRALL, Mr, Crisp, and Mr, O'NEILL, of 
Pennsylvania. 

DEFENSE OF SEABOARD CITIES. 

On motion of Mr. MORROW, by unanimous consent, a memorial of 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., was read in favor of 
placing seaboard cities in a state of defense against maritime attacks. 
It is as follows: 

MEMORIAL. 


To the honorable the Senate of the United States and the 
He esentatives in Congress assembled: 

The Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco desires by every consideration of 

national to im 


Leer pg mary eden bapian t mtg spe a state of defense against mari 
An efficient service and modern guns in modern fortifications and on 
hi; armored cruisers are necessary to effect this, 

Years are needed to complete economically such a system of national defense. 
To use the money accumulated by the self-im taxation of a patriotic people 
for such a purpose is but to return it to the labor and the mechanic 
arts from whence it came. 


It isa true economy which will receive the support of your fellow-citizens 
irrespective of party. 

Every maritime nation of Europe, South America, and the Orient is possessed 
of charts of our coast; their naval o; are personally familiar with our har- 
bors and their defenseless condition. 

The young nation of the Southern here, anticipat- 
ing e kat day, is now fo the harbors of Sydney, Auck- 
ani 


fi sh like ourselves, unprepared? 

orei wers $ un 

they Aa rohide of our defenseless and of our ability to pay cnom E 
Any day the yarious international questions which arise may involve us in 

war, and, in our present defenseless 
The port of San Francisco is the onl 

San Diego. 


ESENE KEEN A pr T DO er athe ager urge 
the same po! in regard to our seaboard cities on both sides of coutinens; 
let them also your attention and solicitude. 

The facts we have presented 


impress upon us the conviction that if we 
continue unprepared we 1 sooner or inter receive a cast: m which will 
provo See: Saree that it is true economy in time of peace to prepare 
or war. 
With much os your fellow-citizens, the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Fran ` 


[seat.] 


Attest: 
THOS. J. HAYNES, Secretary. 
San Francisco, January 18, 1587. 


CATHARINE L. CHANEY. 

On motion of Mr. STRAIT, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the 
pension case of Catharine L. Chaney, no adverse report having been 
made, £ 


WILLIAM L. MERRY, President. 


ISAIAH HUMERICKHOUSER. 


Onmotionof Mr. CANNON, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case 
of Isaiah Humerickhouser without leaving copies. 


` 
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MISSION INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER. Mr. LA FOLLETTE asks leave to print in the 
RecorpD the bill (S. 52) for the relief of the Mission Indians in the 
State of California, and the report thereon of House Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, together with the ial message of the President, and 
accompanying letters of the Secretary of the Interior and Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, requesting Congressional action on same. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the object of printing those papers. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Does that require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does. = 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Then I object. 


RICHARD H. AND JAMES PORTER. 


Mr. VAN EATON. I now ask, by unanimous consent, to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 1368) for the relief of Richard H. 
Porter and James Porter, and the same be put upon its passage. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. NELSON. I object. 

Mr. SYMES. I ask to take up for consideration at this time Senate 
bill 1592, which I ask to have read. 

Mr. STORM and Mr. RANDALL objected, and demanded the regular 
order of business, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order of business 
is the call of the States and Territories for the introduction and refer- 
ence of bills and resolutions, Under this call, resolutions and memo- 
rials of State and Territorial Legislatures are in order; also resolutions 
of inquiry addressed to heads of Departments; and resolutions for 
amendment of the rules. 

PROPOSED CHANGE IN HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. WHEELER submitted the following resolution; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That on and after Thursday, the 3d day of February, the House of 
Representatives shall convene at 11 o'clock a, m, 

LOUISE E. A. BRINGIER. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 10915) for the relief of 
Louise E. A. Bringier; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT MEMPHIS. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 10916) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn., which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


BUSINESS SELECT COMMITTEE ON AMERICAN SHIP-BUILDING, ETC. 


Mr. DUNN also submitted the following resolution; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That ———, the — day of February, 1887, immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of such bills upon the Cal- 
en as may be called up by direction of the Committee on American Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests. 


JOHN WILLIAMS. 
Mr. LORE introduced a bill (H. R. 10917) for the relief of John 


Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH H. SHIVELY. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 10918) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph H. Shively; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGE OVER THE MANATEE RIVER, FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 10919) au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge over the Manatee River in the 
State of Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


C. H. M’GEE. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 10920) for the relief of C. H. 
McGee, of Company A, One hundred and twenty-third Illinois Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS KAIN. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 10921) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Kain, late of the United States Navy; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM W. RINARD. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 10922) granting 
relief to Adam W. Rinard; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


> ` 


COAST DEFENSES. - 
Mr. LAWLER submitted the following resolution of inquiry: 


Whereas the belligerent tone of the Canada press and the announcement 
that Great Britain will shortly dispatch a fleetof war ships to cruise in the vi- 
cinity of our no: rn coast line indicate hostility toward the United States, 
growing out of our position on the fisheries question; and 

Whereas Admiral Porter has directed attention of the country to the 
fact that twenty-seven of our Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific harbors are absolutely 
defenseless, eleven of these, namely, New York, San Francisco, n, the 
Seared eerie tena nose naar mares E nes 
need of immediate defenses; and Š ii of = 

Whereas it is alleged that Great Britain and Canada are in ion of charts 
and exemplifications of all our harbors and coast defenses: Therefore 

Be it resolved. That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, as Command- 
er-in-Chief of the Army and Navy, to inform the House of Representatives at 
an early day what steps, if any, are necessary, in his judgment, to provide for 
this emergency. 

Mr. LAWLER. I ask the reference of this to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. BRAGG. Is it not rather in the nature of treason, when we are 
in such dangerous times as these, to advertise to the enemy our unpro- 
tected condition? 

Mr. WHEELER. It is not advertising our unprotected condition, 
because they are already in possession of the facts. 

Mr. LAWLER. They know our condition better than we do our- 
selves. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. REED. We will be in perfectly safe hands if it goes there. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

FREDERICK BISCHER. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 10923) granting a pension 
to Frederick Bischer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RUDOLPH MORAND. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 10924) granting a pension 
to Rudolph Morand; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY B. SHAW. 

Mr. FULLER (by Mr. CONGER) introduced a bill (H. R. 10925) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry B. Shaw, Company I, Third Iowa 
Infantry; which was real a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. THERESE GUELICH,. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 10926) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Therese Guelich; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REAL-ESTATE SALES, JUDGMENT DEBTORS. 

Mr. FUNSTON submitted a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Kansas, relating to advertisements and sales of real estate 
of judgment debtors in localities where situated; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PLEURO-PNEUMONIA BILL. 

Mr. FUNSTON also submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Kansas, favoring the passage of the pleuro-pneu- 
monia bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

FREDERICK HEISINGER. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 10927) ting a pension to 
Frederick Heisinger, of Arkansas City, Kans.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

> BENJAMIN F. BRUMER. 

Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 10928) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin F. Brumer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT C. SPEED. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 10929) for the relief of 
Robert C. Speed; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. M. ABLE. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 10930) for the relief W. 
M. Able; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HUTCHISON. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 10931) for the 
benefit of John Hutchison; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. ELKINS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 10932) for 
the benefit of John R. Elkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

G. T. WALLACE. y 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 10933) for 

the benefit of G. T. Wallace, of Trigg County, Kentucky; which was 


1887. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. CHAPPEL. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also intfoduced a bill (H. R. 10934) for 
» the benefit of John W. Chappel; which was read a first and second 


time, a to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 


JOEL H. CURD. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R.-10935) for 
the benefit of Joel H. Curd; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES S. BRADLEY. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 10936) for 
the benefit of Charles 8. Bradley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

R. R. MORRISON. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 10937) for 
the benefit of R. R. Morrison; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed a bill of the following 
title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S, 2436) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park. 


PROTECTION OF AMERICAN FISHERMEN, 


Mr. BOUTELLE submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs are hereby instructed to re- 
port back to the House forthwith Senate bill 3173 to authorize the President of 
the United States to protect and defend the rights of American fishing vesse 
American fishermen, American trading and other vessels in certain cases, an 
for other purposes, 

COPIES OF CERTAIN MEDALS. 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 248) authoriz- 
ing and requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to have struck copies of 
certain medals and to deliyer the same to certain Departments and the 
various States and Territories; which was read afirst and second time. 

TheSPEAKER. The joint resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Naturally the joint resolution would go to the 
Committee on the Library; but I have had a conversation with the 
chairman of the Committee on the Library, and there are special rea- 
sons why it should have another reference. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the joint resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

There was no objection, and the joint resolution was accordingly re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF PERSONS EMPLOYED ON VESSELS. 


Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 10938) for the protec- 
tion of persons employed on vessels enrolled and licensed by the United 
States; which was referred to the Select Committee on American Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 


W. L. W. SEABROOK. 


Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 10939) for the relief of William 
L. W. Seabrook; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EXAMINING SURGEONS. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 10940) establishing fees and 
expenses of examining surgeons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TREATMENT OF AMERICAN SEAMEN IN CANADIAN WATERS. 


Mr. LOVERING also presented the following resolutions of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, concerning the unjust treatment of Amer- 
ican seamen in Canadian waters; which were read, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Whereas American fishermen in Canadian waters have been, and are, sub- 
jected to unjust, and in some instances inhuman, treatment at the hands of the 
officials of the Dominion Government, by which the comity of nations has been 
denied to vessels bearing the American hag; 

Whereas the Dominion Government has recently enacted non-intercourse 
and hostile legislation; has interpreted existing treaties to deny to our fisher- 
men the right to purchase supplies in Canadian ports, and other hostile acts un- 
becoming a friendly nation; 

Whereas the just rights of our fishermen is a question of great and especial 
moment to the people of Massach : 

Resolved, That if the Canadian Government shall continue to refuse 
the Legislature of Massachusetts, now in session, favor the retaliatory legisla- 
tion proposed in Congress by the Government of the United States, to the ex- 
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SENATE, January 25, 1887. 

E. HERBERT CLAPP, Clerk. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 27, 1887. 

EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 

E. HERBERT CLAPP, Clerk of the senale. 
EDWARD RICE. 


Mr. RICE introduced a bill (H. R. 10941) for the relief of Edward 
Rice; which was read a first and seecond time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


KEWEENAW BAY SHIP CANAL. 


Mr. MOFFATT presented the following resolution of the Legislature 
of Michigan; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors: 


Adopted. Sent down for concurrence. 


Adopted in concurrence. 
A true copy. 
Attest: 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION. 


Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Michigan (the house concurring), That 
our Senators and Representativesin es be, and they are hereby, requested 
to use their best endeavors to secure such legislation by Congress as will result 
in the United States acquiring the title to and the ownership of the ship canals 
connecting the waters of Keweenaw Bay by way of Portage Lake, with the 
waters of e Superior in the vper Peninsula, for the purpose of a harbor of 
refuge, and of MAKA them free for the navigation and commerce of the great 
lakes, in accordance with the recommendation of the board 
appointed by the Secretary of War to examine into an: 
ity of their purchase by the General Government, 


of engineers 
report on the desirabil- 


bet naira P, That the governor be, and he hereby uested to forward 
copies of the foregoing resolution to our Representatives in Con 
JAMES H. MacDONALD, 
of the senate, 


DANIEL P. MARKEY, 
Speaker of the house of representatives, 


Approved January 27, 1897. 
$ iei C. G. LUCE, Governor. 


LYDIA M. SMITH. 


Mr. TARSNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 10942) restoring L eee 
to Lydia M. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SARAH REGAN. 
Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 10943) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah ; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RUTH A. GATES. 
Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pen- 


sion to Ruth A. Gates; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ALBERT A. GILBERTS. 
Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 10495) granting a pen- 
sion to Albert A. Gilberts; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LEVI B. CHAMBERLIN. 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 10946) granting a pen- 
sion to Levi B. Chamberlin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENOS B. MUNSON. 

Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 10947) for the relief of 
Enos B. Munson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. P. R. SHEPPERD. 


Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 10948) for the relief of 
Mrs. P. R. Shepperd, of Mississippi; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. A, A. BRABSTON. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 10949) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. A. A. Brabston, of Mississippi; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOSEPH W. NEWLAND. 

Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 10950) for the relief of Joseph 
W. Newland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. PRICKETT. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced a bill (H. R. 10951) grant- 
ing a pension to James H. Prickett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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HIRAM BATEMAN, 


Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 10952) granting a pension to 
Hiram Bateman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRIS FULFORD. 


Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 10953) granting a pension to 
Harris Fulford; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH CHEESMAN. 


Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 10954) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Cheesman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


IRVING M. SEDGWICK. 


Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 10955) granting a pension to 
Irving M. Sedgwick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES CUNNINGHAM. 


Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 10956) granting a pen- 
sion to James Cunningham; which was read a first and second time, 
referted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMPENSATION OF JUDGES OF THE SUPREME COURT, ETC. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 10957) fix- 
ing the annual compensation of the judges of the Supreme Court, the 
Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, 
the Attorney-General, the Postmaster-General, the Secretary of the 
Navy, and the Secretary of the Interior; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. MILLARD offered the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That each morning during the remainder of this session, immedi- 
ately after the approval of the Journal, there shall be set apart one hour for 
motions to take up and consider such bills or resolutions on any of the Calen- 
dars of the House, or on the Speaker's table, or bills favorably reported from 
the Calendars und of,as the me making the motion may designate. 
And the bills or resolutions so desi shall be immediately considered un- 
less objected to by at least ten members. Bat no bill or resolution taken up for 
consideration under this order shall be debated for more than ten minutes, 
which time shall be equally divided between the supporters and mitotic of 
the measure, If the yeas and nays shall be ordered on any such bill or resolu- 
tion, or any pro) amendment thereto, and the call of the roll shall be com- 
menced before the expiration of the said one hour, the same shall be completed 
before the regular order of business is entered upon: Provided, That while this 
order remains in force the Speaker shall not entertain any ests for unani- 
mous consent to consider any bill or resolution at any other time than herein 
provided; but he may entertain such uests to refer bills or resolutions to 
committees, or to dispose of Senate amendments to bills which have the 
House; that before asking for objections to the bill or resolution indicated it 
shall be in order for the debate provided for to be had, and thereafter there 
shali be no further debate. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT JUDGES IN NEW 
YORK, 

Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 10958) to regulate the sala- 
ries and e of the judges of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States within the State of New York; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ISSUE OF COIN NOTES. 


Mr. MERRIMAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10959) to 
authorize the issue of United States coin notes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARY RADY. 


Mr. WEST introduced a bill (H. R. 10960) granting a pension to 
Rady; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF DISTRICT RAILROAD CHARTERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina (by request), introduced a 
bill (H. R. 10961) repealing the charters of the Washington and George- 
town and the Metropolitan Railroad Companies in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REY. STEPHEN M. COLLIS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 10962) 
to place the name of Rey. Stephen M. Collis on the muster-rolls of the 
Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry, as chaplain thereof; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE K. SMITH. 
Mr, HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 10963) to relieve George K, Smith 
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from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MIRIAM GAZELEY. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 10964) granting arrears of pen- 

sion to Miriam Gazeley, widow of James Gazeley, late private Com- 

pany G, Forty-second Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and 


second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TOWNSHEND). This bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. TAULBEE. ‘The Chair will allow me to say that, although bills 
of this character, granting arrears of pension, have usually been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, that committee has uni- 
formly decided that such bills are not within its jurisdiction, but belong 
to the Committee on War Claims. To obviate the trouble of having 
this bill reported back and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
I move its reference now to that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules and practice of the 
House, bills relating to arrears of pension, where the pension is based 
on services in the late war, are sent to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Mr. TAULBEE. But our committee has invariably reported back 
such bills, and they have been referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman move to refer this 
bill to the Committee on War Claims? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir; to save the trouble of changing the refer- 
ence hereafter. 

Mr. FORAN. Ihave no objection to the reference which the gentle- 
man proposes, 

The bill was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DANIEL KANE. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 10965) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Daniel Kane; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. ROBINSON, 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 10966) granting a pension 
to William B. Robinson; which wasread a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M. FITCH. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 10967) granting arrears of 
pension to Thomas M. Fitch, Company G, Eighty-seventh Ohio Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK RABISKA. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 10968) granting a pension 
to Frank Rabiska, late wagon-master Quartermaster’s Department, 
United States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. f 

JOSEPH E. SITTS. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 10969) to place the name 
of Joseph E. Sitts on the roll of the Chicago Mercantile Battery, also 
known as Cooley’s Independent Illinois Light Artillery; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WATCHMEN IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 10970) to regulate the 
compensation of watchmen in the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN E. DICKEY. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 10971) granting increase 
of rating of husband’s pension to Ellen E. Dickey, widow of Hamil- 
ton D. Dickey, first lieutenant Company D, One hundred and third 
Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. HARDIE. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 10972) to refund to George 
F. Hardie $300 for money paid by him in ‘‘commutation of draft;’’ 
which was read a first and cecond time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST PIETSCH. 


Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 10973) granting arrears of 
pension to August Pietsch, Company H,/One hundred and twenty-fifth 
Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL SAXTON. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 10974) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Daniel Saxton; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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MICHAEL CLANCY. 

Mr. FORAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 10975) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Michael Clancy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE FETTEMAN. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 10976) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of George Fetteman; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MYRON PACKARD. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 10977) for the relief 
of Myron Packard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MUNICIPAL LAWS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 10978) to provide for 
the examination and purchase of manuscripts composing a revision and 
consolidation of the laws relating to municipal affairs in the District of 
Columbia; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT SIOUX CITY. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 10979) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at Sioux City, Iowa; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

s DANIEL M’CANN. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (H. R. 10980) granting a pension to 
Daniel McCann; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY W. DOUTHETT. 

Mr. FLEEGER introduced a bill (H. R. 10981) to reimburse Mary 
W. Douthett for United States bonds and coupons owned by her and 
destroyed by fire; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSITORIES OF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 10982) for 
authorizing depositories of documents adjunct to the National Library; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA BAMBRICK. 

Mr. SCRANTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10983) for 
the relief of Eliza Bambrick, widow of James Bambrick, Company H, 
First Pennsylvania Light Artillery; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS CONNOLLY. 

Mr. BOUND (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10984) for re- 
moval of mark of desertion from the military record of Thomas Con- 
nolly; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA CONNOLLY. 

Mr. BOUND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 10985) for 
the relief of Julia Connolly; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ESTHER WERTS. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 10986) granting a pension to 
Esther Werts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLOMON HILL. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 10987) ting a pension 
to Solomon Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE KNOPPENBERGER. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 10988) restoring Caroline 
Knoppenberger to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PORTER ACADEMY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. DARGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 10989) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to transfer to the trustees of the Porter Academy certain 
property in the city of Charleston, S. C.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH BURKE. 


Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 10990) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Burke; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CERTAIN LAND IN WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10991) to quiet 
title to certain land in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER TRESNON. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 10992) to relieve Peter Tresnon 
from charges of desertion; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY O’DAY. 

Mr. BRADY introduced a bill (H. R. 10993) granting a pension to 
Mary O’ Day; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CIRCUIT COURTS UNITED STATES. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. 10994) to authorize appeals 
from the order of the circuit courts of the United States on motions to 
remand in cases removed from the State courts; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM TYLER PAGE. 

Mr. TUCKER alsosubmitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Accounts: 


ved, That the Clerk be directed to pay William Tyler Page out of the con- 
tingent fand of the House the sum of $250, the difference between the pay of a 
page and that of a messenger, for additional service rendered in the present Con- 
gress. 


UNAUTHORIZED WEARING OF MILITARY BADGES. 

Mr. BRAGG introduced a bill (H. R. 10995) to prevent unauthorized 
persons from wearing badges, buttons, decorations, or devices, indi- 
eating enlistment or commission and muster into the military or naval 
service of the United States during the war of the rebellion; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

- LIFE-SAVING STATION, KEWAUNEE, WIS. 

Mr. HUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 10996) providing for the estab- 
lishment of a life-saving station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. BEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 10997) to amend section 9 of 
chapter 341 of the United States Statutes at Large, volume 23; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH CŒUR D'ALENE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. HAILEY introduced a bill (H. R. 10998) granting to the Wash- 
ington and Idaho Railway Company the right of way through the Cour 
d’Alene Indian reservation; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of States and Territories. 
If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize gentlemen who were 
not in their seats when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. CRAIN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 249) proposing 
amendments to the Constitution changing the time for the commence- 
ment and limitation of the term of the President, Vice-President; and 
members of Congress, and altering the date of the annual meeting of 
Congress; which was read a first and second time, the first reading be- 
ing in full, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FORT CRAWFORD MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 10999) granting the right of 
way to the Denver and Rio Grande Railroad Company through the 
Fort Crawford Military Reservation; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PORTRAIT OF ANDREW JACKSON. 

Mr. KING introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 250) authorizing 
the Committee on the Library to purchase a picture of Andrew Jack- 
son on trial before Judge Hall at New Orleans, La., in 1815; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, ~ 
and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF ARMY. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 11000) 
to amend section 1198 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the pay of the 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF THE RED CROSS. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
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11001) to incorporate the American Association of the Red Cross; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 


IWARRIET RENWICK. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
11002) for the relief of Harriet Renwick, widow of John W. Renwick; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. : 


ADDITIONAL APPOINTMENT ON THE RETIRED-LIST. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 11003) authorizing an ad- 
ditional appointment on the retired-list of the Army; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EDUCATIONAL BILL. 
Mr. CLEMENTS submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, February 9, 1887, be set apart for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7266) entitled "A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools,” which was referred to the Committee on Labor 
and reported with amendments; and that its consideration be continued from 
day to day until finally disposed of. If the consideration of said bill be displaced, 
then the next aay not previously set apart shall be devoted to its consideration, 
and so on until the same shall be disposed of. 


AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 11004) relating to pen- 
sions to dependent and destitute parents of deceased soldiers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH C. GRINDLE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth C. Grindle; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL, ETC. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, submitted the following resolution; which 

was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed immediately for the use of the House one 
thousand copies, without the maps, of Executive Document No. 79, Forty- 
ninth Congress, second session, being a letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting areport of the Board of Engineers upon the proposed acquisition by 
the Government of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and construction of the 
Hennepin Canal. 

JOHN BROWN. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 11006) to increase the pen- 
sion of John Brown, late a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 


dered to be printed. 
WRITS DE LUNATICO INQUIRENDO, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 11007) to regulate pro- 
ceedings under a writ de lunatico inquirendo in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’MAHAN. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 11008) for the relief of 
John McMahan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 11009) to amend cer- 
tain sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
pensions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELZA MAZE. 

Mr. THOMPSON also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 11010) 
granting a pension to Elza Maze, of Gallia County, Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON IMPORTED MALT LIQUORS. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 11011) regulating the duties 
on imported malt liquors; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCY J. M’GRAYEL. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 11012) granting a pension to 
Lucy J. McGrayel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DIETERICK GLANDER. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 11013) for the relief of 
Dieterick Glander; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LICENSE TO RETAIL LIQUOR DEALERS, 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 11014) to restrict the issue 

of license to retail liquor dealers to persons unless first empowered un- 


der State and municipal laws to engage in such business of retail 
liquor dealers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT SHARP. 


Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 11015) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Sharp; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McRAE. I desire to introduce a bill to prohibit members of 
Congress from acting as attorneys or employés for railroad companies 
holding charters or having received grants of lands or pecuniary aid 
from the Congress of the United States, and ask that the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill to prohibit members of Congress from acting as attorneys or employés for 


railroad companies holding charters or having received grant of lands or 
pecuniary aid from the United States, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stales of 
America in Congress assembled, That it shall be unlawful for any member of 
either House of Congress to accept employment as attorney at law, or payment 
for services of any kind,from any railroad pega gl or any officer or mt 
thereof, which obtained its charter, or any t of lands, penne, aid from 
the United States; and any person who violates this provision shall be guilt; 
of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction, be fined in any sum not exceeding $000, 
and imprisoned not more than one year, in the discretion of the court. 

Mr. MCRAE. ‘That is a copy of the bill known as the railroad attor- 
neys bill, and I ask consent that it may now be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done under the call for the intro- 
duction of bills, &c. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has not that call been exhausted ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. The Chair, under an order made by 
the House, is now recognizing, for the introduction and reference of 
bills, gentlemen who were not in their seats when their States were 
called. 

Mr. McRAE. Then I withdraw the bill for the present. 


WILLIAM CLOSE, 


Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 11016) for the relief of Will- 
iam Close; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered tobe printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of States and Territories 
for the introduction and reference of bills. 


RAILROAD ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. McRAE. I now introduce for present consideration the bill 
which was read a few moments ago. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11017 to gh members of Congress from acting as attorneys 
or employés for railr companies holding charters or having received grants 
of lands or pecuniary aid from the United States, R 

Mr. PARKER. This is a bill which should have proper considera- 
tion. I take the responsibility of objecting. 

Mr. McRAE. Then I ask that it be referred. 

Mr. PARKER. I have no objection to that. 

The bill was read twice, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RALPH T. MOSES. 


Mr. TRIGG. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be authorized to employ Ralph T. Moses as 
assistant folder in the seal room of the House of Representatives at the rate of 
oan pe day during the present session, to be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House. 


The Clerk read the report of the Committee on Accounts, as follows: 

That the Committee on Accounts, having considered the accompanying reso- 
lution, find that an assistant folder was employed in the seal room throughout 
the last session and is now employed there, although not on the House roll, 
The work is necessary, and the committee reports the resolution favorably and 
recommends that it be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
reported by the Committee on Accounts. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 20. 

Mr. TRIGG. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. TRIGG], and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 


MAN]. 

Me CUTCHEON,. Iask unanimous consent that the resolution be 
again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
TRIGG] how many more men are employed by the House now than 
were employed during the last session of Congress ? 

Mr. TRIGG. That is a question I can not answer at present. I 
did not introduce this resolution. It came before the Committee on 
Accounts, of which Iam a member, and on investigation the committee 
found that this man was employed last session, and is again employed 
this session, as an assistant folder. 
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Mr. STEELE. Under the authority of the House? : 

Mr. TRIGG. The committee found that his services were absolutely 
necessary and indispensable. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we will not get a quorum to vote on this 
resolution unless we understand it. Iask the gentleman from Virginia 
what is the immediate necessity for the employment of another clerk 
in the folding room for the rest of this session? 

Mr. TRIGG. This man is the clerk who has been employed all the 
time. This is not a resolution to authorize the employment of any 
one else. He was there during all of the last session of Congress. A 
resolution was then passed providing for his payment, and this is a sim- 
ilar resolution for the same purpose for thissession. If this resolution 
is not adopted the party named in it who has performed this service for 

will absolutely have received nothing for his services. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do I understand the Doorkeeper has power to 
employ a person in that room without authority of law, and that this 
man has been performing service without such authority? 

Mr. TRIGG. I understand the facts to be as I have stated them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is not true 
that this young man is employed under the authority of a resolution 
of the House. 

Mr. TRIGG. That is what I understand to be the fact. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifso, he will get his pay under that resolution, 
will he not? 

Mr. TRIGG. He will get his pay under this resolution. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that a resolution was 
passed by the House authorizing his employment of this man, but 
that it did not make any provision for his pay. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If that be true there will be no objection to pro- 
viding for his pay. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thatis not quite correct. This assistant in the 
seal-room has been a session employé, I think, eversince Ihave been a 
member of Congress. He has been appointed each session by a reso- 
lution of the House for the session only. It was so during the last 
Congress, I am sure, and also during the first session of this Congress. 
The employment is a necessary one, and the man has been constantly 
engaged in the duties of the position during the present session. Al- 
though this resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts quite 
seasonably, it is reported back a little late, owing to the want of a 
quorum for some time in that committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is this a unanimous report? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iso understand it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is not this the boy thatis working now in the seal- 
room ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNHAM. And working for nothing? 

Mr. TRIGG. Unless this resolution is passed. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then let us pay him. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. TRIGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

b 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
MEXICAN AND DEPENDENT PARENTS’ PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the 
following report: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 24, 1887. 

Resolved, That 5,000 additional copies of the bill known as the Mexican pension 
bill, which passed the House on January 17,1887, be printed for the use of the 
House; also that 5,000 additional copies of the bill (H. R. 10457) for the relief of de- 

ndent parents, &c., which also passed the House on January 17, 1887, be printed 
Yor the use of the House. 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the foregoing resolution, 
recommend the arogan of the same, The estimated cost of printing said bill 
is $38. The Public Printer states that the amount of printing previously esti- 
mated upon, ordered by Sa eres within the present fiscal year, is $134,648. 02. 

The committee recommend the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know who offered that 
resolution. Is it not the fact that both the bills described in the reso- 
lution have passed both Houses, and that we shall get copies of them as 
laws within a few days; which will be much more desirable than to 
have them in bill form? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the resolution was 
offered by the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. MATSON]. 

Mr. STEELE. Ishould think, Mr. Speaker, it would be useless to 
reprint those bills when we are going to have them in the form of laws 
within a short time. 

Mr. MATSON. The bills as they passed were unchanged in form. 
The passage of the Mexican pension bill by the House was merely a 
concurrence in the action of the Senate, and the House bill has passed 
the Senate without any change. í 

Mr. STEELE. Well, both bills have passed both Houses and are 
now laws, or will be within a few days unless the President should 
veto them, and I think it would be much better for us to have copies 
of the laws than copies of the bills. 

Mr. MATSON. I am willing, Mr. Speaker, that the resolution 
shall be amended. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Then, Mr. § er, I move to amend the reso- 
lution by substituting the word ‘‘law’’ for the word “ bill.” 

TheSPEAKER. Buttheyarenotlawsyet. The Chairsuggests that 
the gentleman withdraw the report, and withhold it until it is known 
whether the bills are to become laws or not. 

Mr, BARKSDALE. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the re- 
port for the present. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, STILLWATER, MINN. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back witha favorable recommendation the bill (S. 577) 
for the erection of a public building at Stillwater, Minn. ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LA FAYETTE, IND. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 531) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at La Fayette, Ind. ; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WINONA, MINN. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
7063) limiting the cost of the erection of a public building at Winona, 
Minn.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWARK, N. J. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (S. 3055) for 
the extension and repair of the public building at Newark, N. J.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHESTER, PA. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, also reported back with a favorable recommenda- 
tion the bill (S. 2303) for the erection of a public building at Chester, 
Pa.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

EMPLOYES IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. FORAN, from the Committee on Lubor, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 10734) to revise the rates of wages of certain employés 
of the Government Printing Office; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. BRYANT. 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10456) for the relief of William M. pgs | 
of Washington city, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee o. 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS F. TOWNSEND. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10679) to increase the pension of 
Thomas F. Townsend; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

MATILDA STOCKDALE. 

On motion of Mr. MATSON, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was di from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 3328) for the reliefof Matilda Stockdale; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK, PORTLAND, OREG. 

Mr. MCKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 84) for the relief of the First National Bank of 
Portland, Oreg. ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 3620) for the relief of the First National Bank 
of Portland, Oreg., for money advanced the Portland Iron Works, the 
contractor in building the United States revenue cutter Thomas Cor- 
win; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

COMPILATION OF DISTRICT LAWS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10758) to provide for 
the compilation of the laws relating to, and in force in, the District of 
Columbia, and for the appointment of a reporter for the supreme court 
of said District; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
bed mee of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
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ROCK CREEK PARK, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2584) to authorize the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to condemn land on Rock Creek for 
the purposes of a park to be called ‘‘ Rock Creek Park;’? which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

STREET RAILROADS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10899) to regulate the construc- 
tion of street railroads and of the pavements between and adjacent 
thereto, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION IN 1892. 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported back 
favorably the following concurrent resolution of the Senate; which was 
referred to the House Culendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of ives concurring), That a joint 
committee of five members of the Senate and eight members of the House of 
Representatives be appointed to take into consideration the expediency of hold- 

in 1892, in commemoration of the discovery of America, an international ex- 
hibition of the industries and products of all nations; and if such an exhibition 
should be deemed expedient, to consider the time, place, circumstances, and 
general plan thereof, and to report by bill or otherwise, 


PRINTING OF STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 15886, 
Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably the following resolution; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 


panying report, ordered to be printed: 
Resolved by the House (the Senate ware L That there be 
bstract of the United States 


Representatives 

ted 15, saattinnal s of the Statistical A! 
for the year 1886; of which 5,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, and 

10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN SAVANNAH, GA. 


Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10378) to provide for condemn- 
ing a site for a public building in Savannah, Ga.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NEW YORK NATIONAL-BANEK ASSOCIATIONS. 


Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back adversely the following resolution; which was laid on the 


table: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to ascertain whether any national-bank association loca’ in the city of New 
York has, during the present month, loaned its surplus money or deposits to 
brokers or other persons operating in stocks and bonds, without security and 
merely upon the receipt of interest on the same, for the purpose of énabling 
speculators to lock up and prevent the use of money in business transactions, 
and thereby produce a ity of money and greatly increase the rates of in- 
terest on loans, And also whether during said peri orana banks, for the 
purposes aforesaid, knowingly permitted the total liabilities of any person, com- 
pany, corporation, or firm to exceed the amount limited by the statute in such 
cases. And that the said report all the facts to this House as soon as 
practicable, with such recommen ns as he may deem proper. 


PETER MILLIS. 


Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 11018) to relieve Peter 
Millis of the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CALIFORNIA SCHOOL LANDS. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back a bill (S. 990) to enable the State of California to take lands in 
lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be mineral lands; 
which, by unanimous consent, was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the bill and accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH moved that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on thestate of the Union for the consideration of general 
appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. MATSON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the title of the first general 
appropriation bill on the Calendar. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill R. 10396) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I move that that bill be passed over 
for the present on account of the necessary absence of the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The next business on the Calendar was a bill (H. R. 10912) making 


an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HATCH. Task, Ayreon consent, that the first reading of 
the bill, for information, be di with, 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. HATCH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Agriculture ully submit the followin; rt: 

The bill herewith submitted pe aa the sum of $563,730, whioh is $90,985 
less than the sum appropriated for the eg fiscal year. 

There is no new een ation contained in the bill, nor any increase of salaries 
over that contained in the appropriation bill of the present fiscal year. Some 
slight changes have been made in the arrangement and classification of the 
bet mig nm doros of the Department, which will increase the appropriation in cer- 
tain divisions and decrease it in others. The appropriation tothe botanical di- 
vision is increased $7,210, deemed necessary by the growing and important work 
of this division and urgent recommendation of the Commissioner, 

Slight increases are made in several of the other divisions to meet the enl. 
scope of the work performed and to provide additional material and facilities 
for carrying iton. Others, pipina Ar $42,950, recommended by the Commis- 
sioner, were disallowed by the committee as not of such imperatiye importance 
as to justify the increased appropriation at this time. 

Mr. HATCH. I now ask by unanimous consent that general debate 
on the bill be closed, and the bill be read by paragraphs for amendment 
under the five-minute rule. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, €c., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the ury of the United States not oi ‘ise ap- 
propriated, in full compensation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, for the 
purposes and objects hereinafter expressed, namely: 

DEPARTMEST OF AGRICULTURE, 


Office of Commissioner: 

Fur compensation of Commisioner of Agriculture, $4,500; chief clerk in said 
Department, who shall be superintendent of the Department buildings, $2,500; 
chief of division of accounts and disbursing officer, $1,800; one assistant disbi 
ing officer, who shall act as property clerk, $1,400; one clerk to disbursing offi- 
cer, $1,000; one Lape pn bem $1,800: one engraver, $2, 
$2,000; two clerks of class 4, $3,600; two clerks of class 3 i 
class 2, $5,600; seven clerks of class 1, $8,400; eight clerks, at$i,000 each 
at each; one librarian, $1,400; one engineer, $1,400; 
each; one assistant fireman, at $500; superintendent of folding-room, ; four 
assistants in folding-room, at $600 each; one clerk in folding-room, at ; two 
night watchmen, at each; messengers, carpenters, laborers, and charwom 
$10,000; in all, $71,280. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam instructed by the Committee on Agriculture to 


move in line 11 to strike out ‘$4,500’ and insert *‘ $5,000;”’ so it will 
read: 


For compensation of Commissioner of Agriculture, $5,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order that changes existing 
law. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask the gentleman from Indiana to withdraw the 
point of order until I can make a brief statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly I will withdraw the point of order to 
hear what the gentleman has to say. 

Mr. HATCH. The point of order made by the gentleman from In- 
diana is well taken, no doubt, but after careful examination of the 
duties and responsibilities of the Commissioner the committee were 
unanimous in recommending this amendment to the House, and toask 
the House, in view of the fact that all the other commissioners who have 
not anything like as much to do as the Department of Agriculture re- 
ceive $5,000 a year, that this distinction shall not be kept up any longer 
against the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

If the bill which passed the House shall pass the Senate and become 

a law this amendment will be unnecessary, but if the bill should fail to 
pass the Senate then, if thisamendment is adopted, the Commissioner 
of Agriculture will receive the next fiscal year an adequate salary of 
$5,000. Iask the gentleman from Indiana to withdraw his point of 
order and let the House vote on the proposition. 
f Mr. HOLMAN. I will say my friend from Missouri misapprehends 
the actual state of things. . The Commissioner of the General Land Of 
fice is the most important commissioner under the Government—the 
most important in many ts—and yet his salary is only $4,000. 

Mr. HATCH. It ought to be $5,000, and I hope it will be increased 
to that figure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is proposed to make that salary $4,500, which is 
the same as that now received by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs receives only a salary of $4,000, 
and that is equally an important office. 

Mr. HATCH. What office does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I refer to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Both 
positions are responsible, and the salaries now allowed are lower than 
the salary provided for the Commissioner of Agriculture. It is far bet- 
ter to try to adopt some general principle which will apply as well to 
other commissioners of the highest importance—of an importance ap- 
proaching, if not exceeding that of the Commissioner of Agriculture—— 

Mr. HATCH. I agree with the gentleman from Indiana that the 
salary of the Commissioner of Public Lands and of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs should be increased to $5,000. The salary of the Com- 
missioner of Patents is $5,000, and the salary of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue is $6,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Those salaries were fixed as it is proposed to fix 
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the salary of the Commissioner of ture in this bill, and that isin 
an irregular way. These salaries should really be $4,000 salaries, all 
belonging to the same class; but by sort of fragmentary legislation some 
have been increased and others have been allowed to remain where 
they are, I think it would be better to allow the salaries to remain as 
they are for the present until some general principle can be adopted to 
equalize them. 

The salary fixed at $4,500 would be up to what is proposed for the 
other officers corresponding to this in other Departments. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist upon the 
point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sericulture: For disseminating information relating to silk-culture; for pur- 
chasing and distributing silk-worm „ and purchasing cocoons, and for con- 
ducting at some point in the District of | Columbia experiments with automatic 
machinery for reeling silk from the cocoon, $15,000. And the Commissioner of 
Agriculture is hereby authorized to sell in open market any and all reeled silk 
and silk waste produced in these experiments, and to apply the pear of 
such sales to the payment of the legitimate expenses incurred therein; and the 
Commissioner of Agricultare shall make full report to Congress of the experi- 
ments herein provided for, and also of all sales and purchases made under this 
paragraph. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the last word, 
for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee a question. 
What was the amount of the estimates of the Department for this branch? 

Mr. HATCH. Just the amount appropriated by this bill, $15,000. 
We did not change it in the least. 

Mr. PETERS. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

division: pagati 
I AE woot, VAD. teas BOOTA IEA ALLAD aan PINTS BAI CEAS oF 
labor, transportation, paper, twine, gum, printing, postal cards, and all neces- 
sary material and pete for putting up and distributing the same, and to be 
distributed in localities adapted to their culture, $100,000. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
come in after the subdivision just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 181 insert: 

“ Provided, That no discrimination shall be made in the compensation paid 
persons employed in the seed-room for the same class of work.” 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I wish to be heard on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
souri who makes the point of order first. 

Mr. HATCH. My point of order is that this is new legislation; that 
it changes existing law, and that it does not retrench expenditures. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I did not make the 
point of order when you proposed to increase the salary of the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture , which certainly was not in the line of 
retrenchment, while it manifestly changes existing law. 

The amendment I have offered simply proposes to equalize the pay 
in that particular department and to get rid of what is now a specially 
favored class. It is to provide that the who sit at the same 
table and do exactly the same class of work shall receive the same com- 
pensation; that the lady in her silks shall not receive $55 a month 
while the poor woman sitting at her side and doing exactly the same 
kind of work receives but $1.50 per day. 

It will be seen that this amendment applies only to cases where the 
work is identical, and it is in the line of retrenchment; in it is a com- 
mon-sense application of practical reform in the conduct of the affairs 
of this Government. 

This abuse did not originate with the present Commissioner of Agri- 
culture, but has been handed down to him from formeradministrations, 
and the present Commissioner is not responsible for it; but the time 
has come to correct this evil. It is simply doing exact justice to the 
employés in that branch of this department, and the members of this 
House well know the need of it. ‘They know that there is a specially 
privileged class which has been carried on year in and year out, and 
as a rule they are not the most needyand deserving of those employed 
there. I have personal knowledge of the fact that during the present 
winter a poor, delicate woman employed in that department, whose 
poverty compelled her daily to walk to her work and return, through 
the snow and the rain, unable to take from her little earnings the 
amount necessary to purchase car tickets, all her means being required 
to put bread in the mouths of her four little fatherless boys, and she 
receives the paltry pittance of $1.50 a day, while at the same table sits 
a lady doing the same work receiving $55 a month, who, I am informed, 
is not dependent upon her employment. 

Members of the House must see that if such an abuse exists it is 
time to correct it, and I want to direct public attention to it to-day, 
and let those gentlemen who aré opposed to this needed reform exer- 
cise their privilege of making points of order against it. I reiterate 
that there is a specially favored class employed there who receive $55 
per month for work which is identical with that done by those who are 
pha but $1.50 per day, about $37 per month, and the members of this 

ouse well know it. 


The Chair will hear the gentleman from Mis- | P 


I do not think it is subject to the point of order. It is in the line of 
retrenchment, and there is no law on the statute-books that applies to 
this class, hence it does not amend any existing law. If we can not 
correct an abuse of this kind when our attention is called to it and it 
is known to exist, then it is simply idle for us to talk about reform in 
the conduct of public affairs. 

The amendment, Mr. Chairman, I wish to state, need apply only to 
this appropriation. If adopted it will furnish a law for the future. 

Mr. HATCH. If any such abuse as that stated by my colleague 
from Missouri exists—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I wish to state again that itis not the 
fault of the present Commissioner; it is a practice which was handed 
down to him. 

Mr. HATCH. I say that if any such abuse as that exists there is no 
authority of law for perpetuating it, and if there be such an abuse an 
appeal should be made to the Commissioner to correctit. Ifit exists at 

it is an abuse in the execution of the law. There is nothingin the 
law requiring favoritism on the part of the Commissioner; and I am 
opposed to any restriction placed upon an appropriation which would 
interfere as this would interfere with the proper discharge and execu- 
tion of the duties of his office. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. We can not shirk our responsibility by 
referring the matter to him, When we recognize a wrong it isour duty 
to correct it. 

Mr. STEELE. Is there anything in the law requiring a woman to 
wear a '$55 silk dress? [Laughter. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the $55 referred to is the 
salary, not the cost of dress. Concerning the latter, I only used that 
as descriptive. 

Mr. HATCH, IL insist upon the point of order. 

Mr.STEELE. Why don’t you move toreduce the $55 salary to $45? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would have been glad to have further 
argument upon the point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. If the Chair has any question about the propriety of 
the point of order—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has serious question about it. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I will say the amendment as read from the 
Clerk’s desk clearly changes the existing law on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would if there is any law providing for dis- 
crimination in pay. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the amendment be again read, so that it may 
be seen whether it is a change of existing law ora restriction on the ap- 
ropriation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
AA nll te saoria ia tas AAA pot parece saaptored tie 
seed-room for the same class of work. . 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. . 
O'NEILL] desires the amendment to be modified so as to apply it only 
to the expenditure of the money in this paragraph of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands it. The amendment 
has been modified so as to apply only to the expenditure of the money 
appropriated in this ph. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HAtcuH] will be heard if he desires on the point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not care to take time in discussing the merits of 
this proposition. I think it is subject to the point of order, but if the 
Chair overrules the point of order I am quite willing the committee 
should vote on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. STEELE. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of making an inquiry. 

I see that for salaries in the Department of Agriculture this bill ap- 
propriates $161,490. In this paragraph, which has just been read re- 
lating to the seed division, there is an appropriation of $100,000: 
bulbs. trece, curate: Vines oulsings and plants, ond expenses of Tabor, tranepor, 
tation, paper, twine, gum, printing, postal ca and n material and 
repairs for putting up and distributing the same, and to be distributed in local- 
ities adapted to their culture. 

This $100,000, then, besides what is paid for the purchase of seeds, 
&e., includes the expense of labor, transportation, paper, twine, gum 
printing postal cards, and all necessary material and repairs, &e. i 
wish to inquire of the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture about 
how much of this amount is to be expended for seed ? 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will read the report which accom- 
panies the bill he will find the present Commissioner has reduced the 
amount of expense on this fund very considerably. Heretofore it has 
run from 30 to 33 per cent. of the entire amount, which is less, I believe, 
than the proportion of expense in the case of any large wholesale seed 
establishment in the United States. But within the last two years the 
substitution of paper bags for the cotton bags and other improvements 
that have been made—there having been in one year a saving in the 
item of gum alone of $4,000—have reduced the expense until it is now 
but a little over one-fourth, I believe, of the whole amount. 

Mr. STEELE. The total appropriation in this bill is $563,730. I 
infer from what the gentleman from Missouri states that from $63,000 
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to $70,000 of this amount is expended for seed. Now, this being the 
most important function of that Department, in my estimation, it seems 
to me it would be better to expend the $63,000 for labor and the $500,000 
for seed. It would do the people more good. 

The Department has expended a great deal of money in trying to 
find out what was the matter with the hogs, and a great deal of money 
in trying to find out what is the matter with the cattle. They found 
out after all their learned research that the only thing to do with the 
cow when she gets sick is to kill her. 

They do not pretend that they can distinguish between pleuro-pneu- 
monia and wolftail; and even when a cow is killed they can not tell 
the disease of which she was sick. 

While we have been spending a great deal of money upon this De- 
partment, and although it is one that should be the most easily ap- 
proached, it appears to be one of the most unapproachable of all. In 
the district I have the honor to represent 47,000 voters at the last dis- 
tribution of wheat were able, owing to the graciousness of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, to get 32 quarts of wheat. That was the amount 
distributed to 47,000 voters, representing a population of about 250,000. 

They paid about $500,000 for labor in distributing these seeds and 
finding out the only thing to do with a cow when she gets sick is to 
kill her. And they have utterly abandoned the hog-cholera question. 

I have yet to find a Representative in this House who does not say 
the seeds distributed as a rule failed to propagate. Theyare kept ina 
warm house and the germs are destroyed. In my opinion the distri- 
bution ought to be direct from the gardens where they are purchased. 
In that event there would be a little better showing. They are pur- 
chased from the great gardeners of the country, and it would appear 
after those great gardeners have sent out the seeds that are worth any- 
thing they take their last year’s seed and sell it to the Agricultural 

ent. I do not know this to be true, but I am afraid itis. The 
character of the seed would indicate it was so. 

I do not wish to take up more of the time of the committee; I only 
wish to call attention to the fact that the distribution of seed is the 
most important function of this Department and the one that is most 
neglected. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word, that I may ask 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] a question. My recollec- 
tion is that a year ago when this bill was under consideration the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] and the gentleman from Wiscon- 
tin, Mr. PRICE, since dead, agreed that there was a very serious abuse 
in this Department growing out of the employment of a larger force 
Shan was n in connection with this appropriation. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Illinois is mistaken. The ques- 
tion then was as to the statistical division, and we reduced the appro- 
priation, which had formerly been made to the statistical division, and 
wppropriated $55,000. The Senate added $10,000. We have reported 
m this bill $55,000, the same as last year, but ten or twenty thousand 
dollars less than was formerly appropriated. 

It was the statistical division that the late gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. PRICE] had so thoroughly investigated and in which he was satis- 
fied that the force was too large for the amount of work performed. 

Mr. CANNON. Myrecollection is that the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. HarcH] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] both 
stated that the employment of that force was without warrant, and 
the gentleman from Missouri said, I think, that the report the com- 
mittee had made would correct the matter. I desire to inquire now if 
it has been corrected ? 

Mr. HATCH. The subcommittee have sat at the Department as 
many as a dozen times since this session of Congress began, and as far 
as we are able to judge, from a very careful investigation, we are sat- 
isfied that there has been a very decided improvement as to the quan- 
tity and quality of the work done in that division, and, therefore, we 
have made the appropriation $65,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Then the desire for places on the part of those hav- 
ing influence with the Department is not gratified? 

Mr. HATCH. Not by any means. The pressure is about as heavy 
as it ever was, and it comes principally from members of Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An equal proportion of two-thirds of all seeds, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, 
and plants shall, upon their request, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, 
and Delegates in Congress for distribution among their constituents; and the 
person receiving such seeds shall inform the Department of the results of the 
experiments therewith: Provided, That all seeds, plants, and cuttings herein 
allotted to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates to Congress for distribution 
remaining uncalled for at the end of the year shall be distributed by the 
Commissioner of Agriculture: And provided glso, That the Commissioner shall 
report, as provided in this act, the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased, 
and the date of purchase, But nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to 
prevent the Commissioner of Agriculture from sending flower, garden, and 
other seeds to those who apply for the same, And the amount herein appropri- 
ated shall not be diverted or used for any other purpose but for the purchase, 
propagation, and distribution of improved and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, 
shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants: But provided, however, That the Commis- 
sioner shall not distribute to ang Senator, Representative, or Delegate 
entirely unfit for the climate and locality he represents, but shall distribute the 
same so that each member may have seeds of equal value, as may be, and the 
best adapted to the locality he represents 

Mr. STEELE. I move to strike out the last word. I see that in 
lines 187 to 191 itis provided ‘‘that all seeds, plants, and cuttings herein 


allotted to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates to Congress for 
distribution, remaining uncalled for at the end of the fiscal year, shall 
be distributed by the Commissioner of Agriculture,” I wish to ask 
what is the purpose of distributing seeds after the end of the fiscal 
year? Are those seeds distributed for the following year, or does the 
Department reissue them year after year [laughter], and are there 
now accumulated seeds which have been left over from time to time by 
members of Congress, and are we trying to exhaust the old crop of 
three or four years ago? 

Mr. HATCH. I have no recollection upon that subject, Mr. Chair- 
man. Ifthe gentleman knows anything about it he can give his in- 
formation to the House. 

Mr. STEELE. I have not. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman is simply taking up time talking 
about things he does not know anything about—— 

Mr. STEELE. I agree with the gentleman; Ido not know anything 
about it, and I am sorry to find that the chairman of the committee 
does not know any more than I do. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, this appropriation has been in the bill 
for several years, and I have never before heard it intimated that seeds 
have been carried over from one year to another, or old seeds distributed. 

Mr. PARKER. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the assertion ought not 
to go out to the country without contradiction that stale seeds are palmed 
off upon the people through members of Congress by the National Gov- 
ernment. I am informed, and I have no question at all about the 
fact, that every species and assortment of seeds is thoroughly tested 
practically before beins allowed to go out. 

Mr. STEELE. Wo you mean the next year’s seeds, or those of the 
preceding year? 

Mr. PARKER. I mean that the seeds to be sent out at any given 
time are, within a reasonable time before they are sent out, thoroughly 
tested by the De ent. 

Mr. HATCH. One of the most valuable menin the whole Depart- 
ment is an expert who remains in the seed-room and tests, under the 
microscope and by every means known to agricultural science, every 
sample of seed that is offered to the Department before it is bought, 
and the Commissioner never buys seed of any kind untilit has received 
the indorsement of this expert. That has been the rule for years. 

Mr. STEELE. And yet the fact remains that a very large propor- 
tion of the seed sent out does not grow. 

Mr. PARKER. During an experience of three Congresses I have 
found that there has been no complaint as to any seeds distributed, 
except, perhaps, a single assortment, and I wish now to bear testimony 
to the honesty and good faith of the present management of the De- 
partment of Agriculture, as well as of that which preceded it, to say 
that it has been honestly and faithfully administered in all these re- 
spects, and that there is no ground or reason for complaint against it. 

Mr. STEELE. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman whether or not 
any of the seedsfor the Department are purchased from his part of the 
State of New York? 

Mr. PARKER. I can say to the gentleman that I have no knowl- 
edge or information—— 

Mr. STEELE, Information is what I am hunting for. 

Mr. PARKER. I say that I have no knowledge or information that 
any of the seed distributed by the Departmentof Agriculture is now, 
or ever has been, obtained from that portion of the country. 

Mr. STEELE. I am aware that the soil of Indiana is too rich for 
New York or Southern o- 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman himselfisan exemplification of that. 
[Laughter]. 

Mr. STEELE. Iam glad that the gentleman has got a point. I 
withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CLERK read as follows : 

Salaries and expenses Bureau of Animal Industry: For carrying out the pro- 
iraan of the act of May 29, 1884, establishing the bureau of animal industry, 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, it is not my wish to criticise this 
bill in any particular, yet I feel that I ought to direct the attention of 


-the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to this paragraph. It ap- 


propriates a large sum of money and is very indefinite so far as details 
are concerned. It occurs to my mind that the number of officials em- 
ployed in that branch of the service and the salaries they receive should 
be indicated, and also what proportion of the appropriation is for other 
expenses apart from salaries. The amendment adopted a little while 
ago at the instance of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. O’ NEILL] was, 
in my judgment, wise, and I think it might well be followed in some 
particulars in connection with this paragraph. It strikes me that this 
is a loose mode of appropriating money. I make these remarks mere- 
ly by way of suggestion to the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman is aware that the act of May 29, 1884, 
prescribes the salaries of the principal officers of the bureau, and limits 
the force to not exceeding twenty men at any one time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then, why not embrace that provision in this bill ? 

Mr. HATCH. That is in the law as it now exists upon the statute 
Pook and this bill simply provides for the salaries and expenses as fixed 
by law. 
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Mr. RANDALL, How much are salaries and how much expenses? 
Mr. HATCH. I do not understand just what the gentleman means 
by ‘‘ expenses.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the act of 1884 how much is required for 
salaries and how much for other expenses? 

Mr. HATCH. It depends upon circumstances, upon whether there 
is an outbreak of pleuro-pneumonia, and what section of the country it 
occurs in, and the extent of it. That would determine how much the 
Commissioner would have to expend at any one time. 

Mr. RANDALL. But we know that he can not exceed $100,000. 
Now, if the act of 1884 fixes the number of employés and their sala- 
ries, some of the details should be stated, I think, in this bill. 

Mr. REED. Are persons employed by the year in this bureau? 

Mr. HATCH. Some have annual salaries and others are employed 
only for the time being, as emergencies arise. 

But under that act there are quarantine expenses—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I shall not offer any amendment, but I suggest 
to the gentleman—— 

Mr. HATCH. The act itself guards this matter as well as it is pos- 
sible to do here by any amendment which would not utterly destroy 
the efficacy of the appropriation. 

Mr. RANDALL. The act itself, as I understand, not only gives a 
discretion to the commissioner as to the number of employés, but as 
to twenty persons it gives him a discretion in fixing their salaries. 

Mr. HATCH. But the principal officers are fixed by law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it might have been better to have given 
the appropriation more in detail. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. The language of this paragraph is ‘‘ for carry- 
ing out the provisions of the act of May 29, 1884.” Now, is the mean- 
ing of this language necessarily that the money shall be expended in con- 
formity with the provisions of that act? 

Mr. HATCH. Ofcourse, Nota dollar can be expended in any other 


way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It occurred to me it might be safer to provide that 
the expenditures should be in conformity with the provisions of the act 
referred to; but if this means the same thing—— 

Mr. HATCH. There is no question about it. And there has never 
been a dollar expended outside of the provisions of that act. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to inquire whether the expenditure of the 
$100,000 here provided for will be necessary if we should appropriate 
ae $250,000 proposed to be appropriated by the pleuro-pneumonia 

ill? 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. As these officers are upon the rolls of 
this bureau they must, of course, be paid. There are a chief and some 
clerks who receive annual salaries. So far as the remainder of the 
$100,000 is concerned, it will be spent if the expenditure be required; 
otherwise not. 

Mr. STEELE. But the other bill to which [have referred proposes 
to appropriate $250,000. I want to know whether the expenditure 
here pro’ will be necessary if we pass that bill? 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. The appropriation we are now consid- 
ering is for a department of the Government established by law. The 
other appropriation to which the gentleman refers will, if we pass that 
bill, be expended so far as may be n So far as the present ap- 
propriation is concerned the salaries of the chief officer and the clerks 
must be paid out of it; and the balance can be used in the employment 
of persons, not exceeding twenty, for the purpose of investigating and 
stamping out pleuro-pneumonia. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But if we pass the other bill we shall have ap- 
propriated altogether $350,000. 


Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. If you pass the Miller bill you will- 


have two commissions, one operating through the Department of Agri- 
culture, and the other under the Miller bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam not speaking of the Miller bill, but of the 
House bill now pending in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. That bill makes an additional appro- 
priation, to be ded if necessary. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri how much 
was appropriated for this item for the current year? 

Mr. HATCH. One hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. RYAN. How much for the last year? 

Mr. HATCH. Last year there was more than $100,000 subject to 
expenditure, because there was part of an appropriation coming over 
from a previous year; but what was left over was covered into the 
Treasury. We appropriated for the present fiscal year $100,000; but 
there was a proviso put upon the bill which gave the Commissioner the 
authority to expend any portion of that sum in the purchase of diseased 
cattle, for the purpose of stopping the spread of disease from one State 
to another. That authority, which the Commissioner has not under 
the general law, we have not attached to this bill, because we hope to 

that as an amendment to the general act. 

Mr. RYAN. Now, I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
whether he has an itemized statement of the expenditure of that money 
for the last fiscal year? 
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Mr. HATCH. There will not be an itemized statement until the 
end of the fiscal year. 

Mr. RYAN. I refer to the last fiscal year. 

Mr. HATCH. A detailed statement of the expenditures for the last 
fiscal year is included in the report of the Commissioner, which can now 
be obtained in the document-room. It shows every dollar and evi 
cent expended, the mode of expenditure, and every person employ: 

Mr. STEELE. I iendea ksd ask meets nee p 7 hol abi ittee on 
Agriculture, at the proper p in to the tion o. er 
trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants.” During the six years 
have been in this House I have not received any notification that there 
were any of these things subject to my distribution. I want to know 
whether the provision for this distribution is placed in the law as a 
mere formality, or whether there is in fact any distribution of that 
kind? 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman can ascertain that if he will sit down 
and write a note of inquiry to the Commissioner. 

Mr. STEELE. Then I can not get the information I desire from the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. GLASS. I think I can answer the gentleman. Mr. Sanders, 
the superintendent of the propagating department, informed me that 
he had put out about one thousand rose-cuttings, and that when the 
department had used what they desired the balance would be given 
to any members who might call. 

ae STORM. Any members who may happen to find out they are 
there. 

Mr. GLASS. Only one thousand have been put out, as he told me. 
I applied to him in person for my quota, and he said there was no quota 
specifically allowed to members, but thatafter the d ent used what. 
“ desired the balance would be given to such members as might call 

‘or them. 

Mr. STEELE. Iam glad to get that information, and I have no 
doubt a great many other members are. It appears that if we want 
anything we must go to the department and ask for it. 

Several MEMBERS. Of course. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is pending. The Clerk will 
continue the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

: igh! 1, lig} b- 
n n Ta peer n av A EETA 
folding-room, advertising, telegraphing, dry-goods, soap, brushes, brooms, mats, 
oils, paints, glass, lumber, hardware, ice, purchasing supplies, washing towels, 
ac traveling ex; while on the business of the department, and other 
miscellaneous Boom re and expenses not otherwise provided for, and necessary 
for the practical and efficient work of the department, $15,000. 

Mr. HATCH. I find, Mr. Chairman, some clerical errors which I 
ask to have corrected. On page 5, line 88, the word ‘‘class’’ has been 
omitted. It reads ‘‘ three clerks of 3;’’ it should be ‘‘ three clerks of 
class 3;’’ so it will read: 

STATISTICAL DIVISION, 
on statistician, $2,500; two clerks of class 4, $3,600; three clerks of class 3, 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. HATCH. Page 6, line 124, the word “‘agricultural’”’ should be 
struck out and ‘“‘agriculture’’ inserted; so it will read: 

Entomological division: For investigating the history and habits of insects 
injurious and beneficial to agriculture, arboriculture, and horticulture, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. I now ask, by unanimous consent of the Committee, 
to offer the following amendment, to come in at the end of the bill: 


The bond of the Commissioner of Agriculture shall be in the penal sum of 

I will state that the Commissioner of Agriculture, under existing law, 
is compelled to give a bond of $10,000. I hope the gentleman from 
Indiana will give his attention. I ask to increase that bond to $25,000. 
Under his bond of $10,000 he is only allowed to draw that amount to 
pay under all these appropriations at one time, and he has to keep a 
man trotting from the Agricultural Department to the Treasury to keep 
him in funds, I ask he be permitted to give a bond of $25,000, so he 
may draw at one time that amount to pay under these appropriations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There can be no objection to that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HATCH. I now ask the gentleman from Indiana whether he 
will not withdraw his point of order to the amendment increasing the 
salary of the Commissioner of Agriculture from $4,500 to $5,000 a year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I appreciate highly the Commissioner of Agricul- 
ture and the efficient way in which the duties of the Department of Ag- 
riculture are performed. But I am notprepared to say at this time that 
this salary should be increased from $4,500 to $5,000, when the other 
officers of equal importance receive a much lower salary than is now 
paid to the Commissioner of Agriculture. Task this matter be allowed 
to remain as it is until some general principle can be adopted. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask the gentleman from Indiana, if the House de- 
cides to fix the other two salaries at $5,000 will he object to giving the 
Commissioner of Agriculture $5,000? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is proposed to fix the other salaries at $4,500, 
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which is the amount received now by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 
Mr. HATCH. But the House may take it out of the hands of gen- 
tlemen and fix the salaries at $5,000. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will not press this matter | large 


now. 

Mr. HATCH. I move the committee rise and report the bill and 
amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MATSON reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, accord- 
ing to order, had under consideration a bill (H. R. 10912) making an 
appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, and had directed him to 
report the same back to the House with the recommendation that it do 


Mr. HATCH. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
— read the third time, and passed. 

TCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
Enh and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 222) to 
amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, making an annual appro- 
l siraman to provide estimates and equipments for the militia; when the 
er signed the same. 

STATE CLAIMS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. We have not yet had the hour for the considera- 
tion of bills, 

The SPEAKER. The hour begins at 20 minutes before 3 o’clock 
p. m., and the Committee on Claims is still under call. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If there is no business, I move the House 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. If that committee does not respond the next com- 
mittee must be called. The bill heretofore called up by that commit- 
tee is before the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move the House resolve itself into the commit- 
tee to proceed with its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House acco: ere. bd resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 2498) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and 
settle the accounts of certain States and the city of Baltimore growing 
out of moneys expended by said States and the city of Baltimore for 
military purposes during the war of 1812. 

Mr. TRIGG. A motion had been made that the bill be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, and 
motion the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] ask 
formation as to the amount involved in its passage. My colleague [Mr. 
TUCKER] had the floor making an explanation of the bill when the 
morning hour , and the committee, under the rules of the House, 
rose. Since then I believe my friend has had ample opportunity to ex- 
amine the bill and the report, and if sc I presume it will hardly be 

to make any further extended explanation of its provisions. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. But perhaps some other members 
might want information upon the subject. 

Mr. TRIGG. Mr. I will state briefly, in order that the 
House may be informed exactly as to the character of the contemplated 
legislation, the basis of this proposed settlement. It isa bill which 
not only affects the State of Virginia, I will say, but several other 
States as well—New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia, and South 
Carolina—and it originally affected also the States of Maryland and 
Massachusetts, as well as the State of Maine, which at that time formed 
a part of Massachusetts, All of these States advanced to the General 
Government in the war of 1812 and 1814 large sums of money for the 
prosecution of the war. In other words, they equipped their troops 
and furnished certain munitions of war, and borrowed money, every 
one of them, I believe, without exception, for this purpose. The Gen- 

eral Government recognized its indebtedness to each of the States to 
the full extent of the moneys expended by them, and commenced as 
early as 1815 to repay to the States the amounts so advanced. In the 
case of the State of Virginia $1,807,000 had been advanced up to the 
year 1814, and there has been repayed to the State about that sum of 
money, but the mode of repaying it under the rule adopted at the 
Treasury Department in settling with the States is this: that when a 
payment is made, we will say, of $100,000, as was the case with Vir- 
ginia, that sum, instead of being credited upon the interest which had 
then accrued and which the Government as due, was credited 
upon the principal of the debt, thereby reducing the principal and leav- 


ing the total accumulated interest untouched. This was the plan 
adopted with reference to all of these payments, by credi: each pay- 
ment upon the principal until the total amount was , leaving a 

balance in the way of interest, upon which, of course, "the States 
were not under the law permitted to receive interest. 

Mr. ROWELL. Let me ask the gentleman, isit not true that there - 
was no authority under the original law to pay interest at all? 

Mr. TRIGG. That is true; but the States complained of that pro- 

vision, and the State of Maryland was the first to get relief from it, and 
was allowed the interest, the allowance being regarded as just and 
proper. 
Mr. ROWELL. Is it not further true that subsequent acts were 
passed to repay the interest that had been paid by the States them- 
selves, and that these accounts have been adjusted with reference to 
these subsequent acts? 

Mr. TRIGG. No, sir; it is true that Maryland had a law passed for 
her relief; and subsequently, in 1870, Massachusetts also had a law 
passed granting the same relief, that is to say, to make a settlement 
upon the same basis made under the law of 1858 with Maryland, which 
was that the payments should be applied under the law as settled by 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. ROWELL. Has any interest been paid to ais States under the 
subsequent acts? 

Mr. TRIGG. My friend does not understand me‘fully, Interest 
has been paid, but not according to the rule which is adopted in all 
commercial transactions of applying it first to the interest accumulated, 
and then the residue of the payment, if any, to the principal of the 
debt. 

Mr. ROWELL. I understand you to say that under the original 
law they were <= the p prindjal of the indebtedness. 

Mr. TRIGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROWELL. But that was the only law authorizing any pay- 
ment. Under the subsequent law they have been paid interest, but it 
did not go back and credit the original payments on the principal as 
payments on the interest. 

Mr. TRIGG. That is about the condition of affairs, except, let me 
state again, in the case of Maryland. All the States complained when 
this action was taken that it was not just, since all the States had been 
compelled, as Virginia was com , to borrow the money and pay 
interest upon it. Maryland, as I have said, got relief under the act of 
1858, and the bill passed directing the interest to be computed in her 
ease as it is in every contract with individuals throughout the country, 
and according to the law as laid down by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Then, subsequently, Massachusetts got relief exactly the same as that 
awarded to Maryland. In the case of Massachusetts the amount they 
| eilipanpr he aN; I think, was some $600,000, applying their payments 

i e the extinguishment of the interest and then to the principal of 
the debt. 

Now, this bill simply proposes to do for the other States the same 
as was done for Maryland and Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROWELL. Let me ask the gentleman another question. Is it 
not true that all moneys advanced during the recent war have been re- 
imbursed to the States without interest, and that there are millions of 
dollars of accumulated interest not provided for by law at all? 

Mr. TRIGG. Ican not answer the gentleman, and I do not think 
his question touches the subject under discussion. I can state this, 
however, for his information—for it is a hardship, I think, but I have 
agreed to submit to it with the balance of my committee—that so far 
as any war debt from my State is concerned, if this law shall be passed, 
then that war debt will be set off against this indebtedness. In other 
words, we are compelled to pay the war tax said to be due by Virginia 
under the direct tax passed for that purpose in 1861. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What does the gentleman mean by war 
tax? 

Mr. TRIGG. Irefer to the direct tax imposed upon the States dur- 
ing the year 1861. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If my friend will permit me, I think he states 
the fact a little too broadly. It does not compel Virginia to pay the 
tax, but simply leaves that sum in the Treasury for further adjust- 
ment after a general law is passed applying to all of them. 

Mr. TRIGG. The gentleman has stated the facts more fully. I 
believe it was done at his instance; and, as I have said, there is no ob- 
jection to it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TRIGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In the twenty-fourth and twenty-fifth lines of the 
bill are these words: 

Also making a deduction as of the Sth day of July, 1870. 

My question is, why the interest should not be computed down to the 
time of settlement? 

Mr. TRIGG. I will state why that is. I think the gentleman will 
find this is directly for the benefit of the Government instead of for 
the benefit of the State. To illustrate: This money was advanced by 
the State of Virginia in the years 1812-1814. In the year 1860 the 
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Government owed the State of Virginia over $1,000,000. The State 
had then for years, as shown by the record here in Co been 
endeavoring to get what she now asks—a just settlement of the 
account, At that time she could not get the settlement, and bor- 
rowed from the Government the sum of $580,000, in round numbers. 
Now, then, the agents of the State of Virginia contended before the Com- 
mittee on Claims that there should be a settlement at that time, and 
that the money which the State had itself been compelled in her ex- 
tremity to borrow from the Government should be credited as of 1860. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Willthe gentleman from Virginia state 
how the State borrowed money from the General Government? 

Mr. TRIGG. It was borrowed from the Indian trust fund. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Did Congress by an act permit that? 

Mr. TRIGG. Yes, sir. Several of the States borrowed money at 
that time; among them the States of Virginia and South Carolina, 
which are embraced in this bill. 

Mr. EDEN. May I ask the gentleman from Virginia a question for 
information? 

Mr. TRIGG. Certainly. 

Mr. EDEN. For what length of time, under the adjustment pro- 
posed by this bill, will the Government be required to pay interest on 
money advanced? 

Mr. TRIGG. I do not quite catch the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. EDEN. What length of time will we have to pay interest under 
the adjustment proposed by this bill? 

Mr. TRIGG. We will have to pay interest from the time the ad- 
vance was made by the State, July, 1814. The payments commenced 
to be made in 1816. 

Mr. EDEN. So that under this bill the Government would be re- 
quired to pay interest since 1816? 

Mr. TRIGG. Yes, sir; as it did to all the other States. 

Mr. EDEN. At what rate? 

Mr. TRIGG. At the rate of 6 per cent. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, as the gentleman from Virginia has been 
answering everybody else, will he be kind enough to complete his an- 
swer to my question? 

Mr. TRIGG. When we get to1860, the State of Virginia borrows as 
well as the State of Sonth Carolina from the Indian trust fund, which 
is now a part of the Government funds, $580,000. It was insisted, and 
according to the principles of equity and justice it could be well in- 
sisted, that that settlement could be made in 1860. But the Commit- 
tee on Claims fixed July 8, 1870, because that was the date when the 
act was passed for the relief of the State of Massachusetts. They said 
it would be unjust, clearly, to come down to the present time and re- 
quire in the case of a State with interest in her favor of $700,000 on a 
million of indebtedness to have it liquidated with $500,000 of indebt- 
edness, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me a moment further? 

Mr. TRIGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What I have to sayis this: Ido not care whether 
one settlement or the other benefits the Government or benefits the 
State of Virginia. Ido not think that ought to enter into considera- 
tion. What you wantis a just settlement. Now, why should not the 
interest on the money loaned to Virginia by the Government be legally 
computed from. the time the money was loaned down to the time of 
settlement, and also the interest on the money that was advanced by 
Virginia be computed from the time it was paid down to the time of 
settlement and the balance struck? Why is not thatjust? Ido not 
care which side it hits, whether Virginia or the Government. That 
should not enter into account at all. 

Mr. TUCKER. With the permission of my colleague [Mr. TRIGG] 
I will say to the gentleman from Maine it would seem to me manifestly 
unjust for this reason: In 1860, say, there was due to Virginia $1,000,000; 
of that $300,000 was principal and $700,000 interest. Virginia then 
borrows $580,000 principal, which is less than the amount of interest 
that the Government then owed to her. Now you say, borrowing the 
interest whieh the Government owes to Virginia, Virginia is to pay the 
interest on her own interest as if it were the principal of a debt owing 
to the Government. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not say anything of the kind. 

Mr. TUCKER. I beg pardon of the gentleman if I have misstated 
his position. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I say the interest ought to be computed on the 
amount which was due to the Government from Virginia from the time 
it was due down to the present time, just as you compute the interest 
on a promissory note, reckoning the interest from the time the debt was 
contracted up to the time of the first payment, subtracting the pay- 
ment made of any interest down to the present time; and then the in- 
terest should be computed on the amount due by the Government to 
Virginia. 

In other words, legal interest should be computed upon the two dis- 
tinct debts from the time they were contracted down to the time of 
settlement, and the balance struck. I do not know on which side the 
balance would come out, but that makes no difference. 

Mr, TUCKER. Ido not think that mode ofsettlement has ever been 
adopted between private parties, and I thinkit ought not to be adopted 
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between two governments. The principle I contend for is simply this: 
Virginia loaned $1,000,000 to the Government of the United States 
during the war of 1812, and she was entitled to interest upon that loan 
by recognition of the Government of the United States. From time 
to time the United States paid large sums back to Virginia. On the 
books of the Government here the sums so paid to Virginia were credited 
on the principal of the debt and not first upon the interest. The con- 
sequence was that, coming down to about 1858-59, there was due to 
Virginia in round numbers $300,000 of principal and $700,000 of in- 
terest. Under those circumstances Virginia borrowed from the Fed- 
eral Government $580,000. Now the Federal Government charges Vir- 

inia interest on that $580,000, but does not allow her interest on the 

(00,000 of interest that had been accruing for fifty years upon the origi- 
nal loan of Virginia to the United States, 

oa MILLIKEN. But my proposition would give her interest on 
that. 

Mr. TUCKEB. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have made the computation 
and it amounts to this: If you make the settlement in 1860, that is to 
say, if you take the $580,000 as a credit upon the principal and interest 
due to Virginia at that time, the amount due to Virginia to-day would 
be, including interest, more than a million dollars. If you make the 
settlement by computing interest on the debt due from Virginia to the 
United States down to 1870, and on the principal due to Virginia down 
to 1870, the amount will be about $400,000. But asthe principal due 
from Virginia to the United States is nearly twice as great as that due 
from the United States to Virginia, it is easy to see that all you have 
to do is to continue to let the account run long enough, and the claim 
of Virginia against the United States will be eaten up by the interest 
on the much principal due from Virginia to the United States. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understand the gentleman’s argument very 
well; but my peopenivans sa Soon That the interest upon the debt 
due to Virginia from the United States Government should be reckoned 
from the time the debt was incurred up to the first payment to Vir- 
ginia; that that payment should be subtracted from the amount, just 
as you would deal with a ge on a promissory note, and then that 
interest should continue to be computed up to the next payment, and 
so on down to the present time. The amount of interest on the debt 
due to Virginia from the time it began down to the time of settlement 
would be thus computed just as you would compute interest on a prom- 
issory note, and the amounts that have been paid would be subtracted 
and the balance struck. That is the legal and the just way. Ido not 
know whether it would affect Virginia favorably or unfavorably, but 
that question does not enter into the case; Virginia should have what 
is justly due her, and that is all. 

Mr. TUCKER. But,as I understand the gentleman, he means that 
instead of taking the $580,000 loaned by the United States to Virginia 
in 1860 and crediting it upon the debt, principal and interest, then 
due to Virginia from the United States, he would compute interest upon 
that sum from that time against Virginia, and would also continue to 
compute interest in favor of Virginia upon the $300,000 of principal 
then due her, but would not compute interest on the $700,000. 

. MILLIKEN. No; the gentleman does not understand me. My 
proposition gives Virginia interest upon the debt from the time it was 
contracted; and if the Government, prior to the time to which the gen- 
tleman refers, had credited its own payments to Virginia upon the prin- 
cipal amount, they should be credited upon the interest first, and if the 
payment was more than the interest at a certain time, then the differ- 
ence should be ascertained at that time, but, if it was not more, then 
you should go on until you reached a time when it was more than the 
interest before applying it to the principal. 

Mr. TUCKER. Then you would take the $580,000 paid to Virginia 
in 1860 and credit it upon the interest due her at that time? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly, and give Virginia interest up to that 
time, making the computation exactly in the same way as if this were 
a transaction between individuals. 

Mr. TUCKER. I understand the proposition of my friend from 
Maine, and I agree with him as to the justice of that plan. But when 
that was urged in the Committee on Claims, a majority of the commit- 
tee, as I understood, insisted upon this mode, which Virginia was will- 
ing to accept. 

Mr. SOWDEN. And which would give to Virginia less than by the 
mode of computation which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLI- 
KEN ] proposes. 4 = 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not want to force upon Virginia any money 
that she does not want; but in a matter of this kind, if a particular 
method of computation appeared just, I would not consider for a mo- 
ment whether it would give Virginia more or less. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to occupy the attention of the House on 
this matter for only a few moments. I took occasion to go to the 
Treasury Department this morning to get some data on this subject. 
It seems that Virginia, as has been stated, loaned to the Government 
of the United States various sums of money at different times from 
1812 to 1814, upon which indebtedness the Government of the United 
States paid back to Virginia various sums at different times, so that in 
1829 there was a balance of $298,369 due the State of Virginia from the 
United States. Itis claimed by gentlemen representing the State of 
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Virginia in this matter that in making the computation of interest an 
erroneous theory was adopted by which that State was wronged; and 
this bill, therefore, authorizes a recomputation ofinterest. Itis claimed 
that instead of applying the payments in the first instance as they were 
applied ppa the principal, the interest upon the debt due by the United 
States to Virginia should have been computed up to the time of the 
payment, and the po applied first to the di of the interest; 
and this method of computation has been settled by the Supreme Court 
to be the correct one. Now it is asked that upon the balance of $298,- 
369 due in 1829 we shall pay interest from that time until 1887, mak- 
ing in interest $1,038,316. 
. PERKINS. At what rate per cent. ? ; 

Mr. BURROWS. At 6 per cent., making the total debt due Vir- 
ginia in 1887 (allowing interest from 1829) $1,336,685. This is the 
amount due Virginia, according to this method of computation of in- 
terest, which is conceded to be correct at this date. : 

Now, in 1860, the Government of the United States (and here is 
where the contest comes in) loaned Virginia $581,800, at 6 per cent., 
taking her bonds for the indebtedness. Those bonds will become due 
in 1894, Virginia has never paid a cent of interest or of principal on 
those bonds. 

Mr. TRIGG. That is a mistake. 
bonds up to 1870. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then Iam misinformed. But, be that as it may, 
in the settlement of this account between the Government and Vir- 
ginia, we would very naturally compute interest on the $581,800 from 
1860 up to the time of settlement, and strike a balance. But the 
amount of Virginia’s claim against the Government, with interest up 
to the present time, is, as I have stated, $1,336,685; and the claim of 
the United States against Virginia on the loan made by the Govern- 
ment to that State is $1,524,316, leaving Virginia in debt to the United 
States Government $187,631. So that, if the interest be computed on 
the debt due by Virginia up to the time of settlement, and on thedebt 
due to Virginia up to the present time, the State of Virginia will be in 
debt to the United States, and the Government of the United States 
will owe Virginia nothing. But, in order to bring the United States 
in debt to Virginia, it is said, ‘‘ You should take the $298,369, the 
balance due from the United States to Virginia in 1829, and compute 
interest on it at 6 per cent. until 1887, fifty-eight years, making anin- 
terest indebtedness of $1,038,316; then, add the principal to that, and 
you have $1,336,685 as the present indebtedness of the Government to 
Virginia. Then the bill provides that instead of computing the inter- 
est on the debt due by Virginia to the United States up to the time of 
settlement it shall be computed only up to 1870, throwing off seven- 
teen years’ interest. 

In this way there will be something due to the State of Virginia. 
Taking the $581,800 loaned to Virginia in 1860, and computing inter- 
est at 6 per cent. up to 1870—and this bill authorizes the computation 
of no interest beyond that—the amount due to the United States from 
Virginia on that account is $930,880, which, deducted from the indebt- 
edness due by the United States to V would leave $405,805 due 
by the Government to that State. In order to reach this result, as I 
have said, no interest is charged since 1870—or for seventeen years— 
upon the amount loaned by the Government of the United States to 
Virginia. 

Mr. LONG. Upon what theory is that done? 

Mr. BURROWS. The theory is this: Thatin 1870 there was a set- 
tlement with Massachusetts and some other States, and it is claimed 
that now, in order to be perfectly fair, the Government ought only to 
charge interest on its loan up to 1870. Very well; if that be so, upon 
what principle do you charge interest on the indebtedness due by the 
Government to Virginia up to 1887, while the interest due by Virginia 
to the United States is computed only up to 1870? ` 

Mr. SOWDEN. Allow me right here—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Not now. If you wish to adjust this claim on 
the basis of 1870, on which the other claims were liquidated, compute in- 
terest on the debt due Virginia from 1829 to 1870, compute interest on 
$581,800 the Government loaned Virginia from 1860 to 1870; settle as 
you did with Massachusetts, and we will be owing Virginia $83,569 in 
1870. Then add interest on this balance until date of final settle- 
ment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Have you in yourcomputation computed the inter- 
est Sa the direct tax claimed to be due from Virginia to the Govern- 
ment 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no. 

Mr. PERKINS. I say the bill does not charge any interest on the 
direct tax levied on that State for war purposes, and why should not 
she be charged like every other State with the payment of that money? 

Mr. BURROWS. Because it is expected the bill which is pending 
to wipe out all that direct tax will prevail. 

Mr. PERKINS. It provides Virginia shall be charged, but does not 
allow any interest on it. 

Mr. BURROWS. The whole matter is ina nutshell. In order to 
bring the General Government in debt to Virginia it is n to com- 
pa interest for seventeen years on her claim longer than you compute 

terest on the claim of the United States. 


The interest was paid on those 


Mr. PERKINS. Upon what amount is interest claimed ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Should not interest be computed from the time 
the claim accrued down to the present time? 

5 Mr. BURROWS, That would bring Virginia in debt to the United 
tates. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not know how it would bring her. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the House, in con- 
clusion, there is no reason why we should compute the interest on the 
claim of Virginia up to 1887 and on the claim of the United States 
against Virginia only to 1870. 

Mr. TUCKER. If the United States owed to Virginia in 1816 a prin- 
cipal debt, why, in God’s name, should not interest be allowed upon it? 

Mr. BURROWS. Iwill answer the gentleman’s question in a mo- 
ment. You claim the Government of the United States, when it paid 
back to Virginia, paid on the principal only and let the interest accu- 
mulate. 

Mr. TUCKER. Very well. 

Mr. BURROWS. But your bill provides for a recomputation. 

Mr. TUCKER. Let me saya few words to the House as a matter of 
justice between man and man and between government and govern- 
ment. It is conceded in 1860 the amount of principal due to old Vir- 

inia by the United States was about $300,000, and of interest was 

00,000. If the United States had paid the interest due and running 
for over fifty yearsat that time, Virginia would not have had to borrow 
$580,000 from the Government of the United States. Butshe borrowed 
from the Government of the United States nearly twice as much as was 
still due by the United States to Virginia and less than the interest due 
by the United States to Virginia. But my friend says the true way 
to settle it is to let Virginia compute interest, not on her accrued in- 
terest, but only on the principal of $300,000, and let the Government of 
the United States calculate interest on the $600,000 paid by Virginia, 
which is $300,000 more of principal that is to be due, and in that way 
by accumulating interest against our creditor we will pay off the prin- 
cipal and interest due! 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Thatis the way the Pacific Railroad wished 
to pay the interest due to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask the gentleman, what was the amount of prin- 
cipal with interest due by the Government to Virginia at the time the 
Government loaned Virginia $580,000 ? 

Mr. TUCKER. Over a million of dollars. At the time she oe 
$580,000 there was due $700,000 in interest. Now the ground of the 
Government is, we will not pay interest on the interest we withheld 
from you, but we will charge interest on the money we loaned you. 

Mr. BURROWS. Why do you say interest due? This bill pro- 
vides for recomputation. Allow me—— 

Mr. TUCKER. I beg your on. 

Mr, BURROWS. This bill provides for recomputation, and compels 
the Government to apply every payment to the liquidation in the frst 
place of interest, so when you come to 1860 it is the principal which is 
left, the interest having been paid. 

Mr. TUCKER. No; on the contrary, it is $300,000 of principal 
and $700,000 of interest, and if you had paid the $580,000 instead of 
loaning it to the State of Virginia, and credited * upon the debt, ac- 
cording to your own mode of computation the $580,000 would not have 
extinguished the interest then due to the State, and there would be 
still the principal due of more than $300,000. 

Now, we say that when the Committee on Claims insist upon the hard 
measure, as we think for Virginia, of charging up against this amount 
the amount of the direct tax of 1861, then we say compute the interest 
on the same up to the time you settled with Massachusetts, and we 
are willing to accept that as a proper mode of canceling the obligation. 

And I will say here, Mr. Chairman, that tradition has it, and I get 
this from credible sources, that when Mr. Charles Sumner, in 1870, 
passed that bill in the Senate in reference to Massachusetts he said 
that whenever Virginia was ready to accept the same terms of settle- 
ment as that accorded to Massachusetts he would cordially aid in bring- 
ing it about. Now, all we ask isthe same measure of justice that was 
accorded to Massachusetts. 

Mr. BURROWS. In settling with Massachusetts did the United 
States have any claim against Massachusetts? 

Mr, TUCKER. None at all, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then, here is a new element in the case. 

Mr. TUCKER. Very well, thatis true; butI say to the gentleman 
that we take into consideration that element and propose a fair and 
reasonable settlement. 

We say take the $580,000, credited in 1860, and compute interest on 
that up to 1870; deduct the one from the other, and let the balance be 
paid as it may be shown to be due. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that this whole thing 
is vicious. 

Mr. TUCKER. I hope the gentleman will permit me to make a 
motion that the committee rise in order to limit debate. We have but 
one hour. 

Mr. ROWELL. I only want ten minutes. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and theS er having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole-on the 
state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H, R. 2498) 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TRIGG. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of this bill, and pending that Imove that all gen- 
eral debate be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move tostrike out “five” andinsert ‘‘ jat 

Mr. TUCKER. If that is done, it just kills the bill because the 
hour will be exhausted. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BURROWS, the 
House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 66. 

Mr. BURROWS. We will need to have a quorum on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. Burrows and Mr. TRIGG were appointed tellers. 

Mr. TUCKER. I would ask that by unanimous consent the time 
for the consideration of this bill be extended one hour. 

Mr. HERBERT. I demand the regular order. 

Some time subsequently: 

Mr. TUCKER. I again ask that by unanimous consent the time be 
extended for the consideration of this bill for one hour. 

Mr. RANNEY. [I object. 

Mr. STRAIT. Idemand the regular order. 

Mr. TUCKER, Then I ask for a half hour. 

Mr. STRAIT. I object. 

Mr. TUCKER. Then permit me toask, Mr. Speaker, that to-morrow 
morning one hour be allowed for the consideration of this bill, as it is 
manifest the hour will be exhausted before we can secure a vote upon 
the measure. 

Mr. RANNEY. I object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Asa member of the Committee on Claims, hav- 
ing investigated this matter very carefully and satisfied myself upon the 
subject, I ask unanimous consent that a half hour may be given to-mor- 
row morning for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. RANNEY and Mr. STRAIT objected. 

Salore the result of the vote was announced by the tellers the hour 
expired. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union having had under consideration the bill H. R. 2498 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to 
farther consider the special order, being the bill (H. R. 7635) to con- 
solidate certain bureaus of the Department of the Navy. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 60, noes 15. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No quorum. 

Mr. HERBERT. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 141, nays 63, not vot- 
ing 113; as follows: 


YEAS—ld1, 
Allen, J. M. Eldred, Martin, Springer, ` 
Anderson, J. A. ebony, atson, Stahinecker, 
Bacon, Ermentrout, Maybury, e, 
Baker, Felton, McAdoo, Stewart, Charles 
Barbour, Findlay, McCreary, Stewart, J. 
Barksdale, her, McKenna, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Barnes, Foran, MeMillin, Storm, 
Blanchard, Ford, cRae, Struble, 
Blount, Forney, Merriman, Swope, 

B, rede: 4 Millard, ey, 

Breckinridge, WCP Fuller, Miller, Taulbee. 

uck, y, Mills, Taylor, J.M. 
Burnes, Geddes, Morgan, omas, J. R, 
Burrows, Glass, Neal, omas, 0. B. 
Bynum, Hall, Neece, Tilman, 

1, Halsell, Norwood, ‘Townshend, 
Campbell, Felix Hammond, igg, 
Campbell, T. J. Hatch, O’Ferrall. Turner, 
Carleton. Heard, O'Neill, Charles Van Eaton, 
Catchings, Hemphill, O'Neill, J.J. Viele, 
Clardy, Henderson, J.S. ‘ker, Wadsworth, 
Cobb, Terbert, Peel, Ward, J. H. 
Cox, W.R. ill, Perry, ‘Warner, A.J. 
Crain, Holman. Phel Weaver, J.B. 
Crisp, Howard, Randall, Wheeler, 
Croxton, Johnston, T. D. Ranney, White, A.C. 
Culberson, Jones, J. H. Richardson, ilkins, 
Curtin, Jones, J. T. Ri Willis, 

iel, King, er, Wilson, 

n, Kleiner, Sayers, Winans, 
Davidson, A. O. Laffoon, * t, ise, 
Dibble, La Follette, Seney, Wolford, 
Dockery, Landes, Shaw, Worthington. 
Dougherty, Lanham, Skinner, 

Dunn, Little, Snyder, 
Eden, Lovering, Sowden, 

NAYS—463. 
Adams, G. E. Boutelle, Buchanan, Cannon, 
Bingham, Brown, Č. E. Burleigh Caswell, 
Bound, Brown, W. W. Campbell, J. M. Cooper, 


rsey, Henderson, D.B. McComas, Plumb, 
Dunham, Hepburn, Milliken, 
Hiestand, Moffatt, Rice, 

Everhart, an Morrill, Rowell, 

uhar, Hopkins, Negley, Scranton, 
Fleeger, Houk, Kea. 5 
Funston, Jackson, O'Donnell, oe 
Gallinger, James, O'Hara, t, 
Gilfillan, Johnston, J. T. Osborne, Taylor, Zach. 
Grou Kelley, Payne, Warner, William 
Guen! b Libbey, Payson, eber, 
Hayden, Long, Perkins, White, Milo 
Haynes, Lore, Peters, 

NOT VOTING—113, 

Adams, J. J. Cutcheon, Lawler, our, 
Aiken, Davenport, Fevre, Singleton, 
Allen, O. H. Davidson, R.H.M. Lehibach, Smalls, 
Anderson, 0. M. vis, indsley, Spriggs, 
Atkinson, Dawson, Louttit, Stephenson, 
Ballentine, Dingley, Lowry, St. n, 

A ie EO) Lyman, Stone, E. F, 
Bayne, Gibson, C. H. ney, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Belmont, Gibson, Eustace ‘ar * Swinburne, 
Bennett, Glover, McKinley, oye 
Bland, Goff, itchell, ylor, E. B. 
ene Fores pais Taylor, I. H. 

yle, rosvenor, orrow, Thom 
Brady, Hale, Muller, itnrockmorton, 
Breckinridge, ©. R. Hanback, Murphy. Tucker, 
Browne, T. Harmer, Outhwaite, Van Schaick, 
Brumm, Harris, Owen, ‘ade, 
Bunnell, Henderson,T.J. Pettibone, Wait, 
Butterworth, enley, Pideock, Wakefield, 
Gowan Hermann, Pindar, W: 
Campbell, J. E. Hires, .- Reagan, Ward. T, B. 
Candler, Reese, Weaver, A, 
Clements, Holmes, Robertson, Wellborn, 
Collins, udd, Rockwell, Wa; 
Compton, Hutton, Whiting, 
Comstock, Irion, Romeis, Wood! 
Conger, Johnson, F., A. Rusk, 
Cowles, Ketcham, yan, 
Cox, 8.8. Laird, Sawyer, 


So the motion was to. 
Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 
Mr. GOFF. I obj 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice— 
Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
Mr. GLOVER with Mr. WADE. 
Mr. Comstock with Mr. HIRES. 
Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BUNNELL. 
Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. LAIRD. 
Mr. REAGAN with Mr. Hiscock. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. GOFF. 
Mr. PINDAR with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Mr. GREEN with Mr. SWINBURNE. 
For this day: 
Mr, ROBERTSON with Mr. HOLMES. 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. HERMANN. 
Mr. Lowry with Mr. ELY. 
. RoGERs with Mr. LYMAN. 
. BENNETT with Mr. HANBACK. 
. LEFEVRE with Mr. BRUMM. 
. STONE, of Kentucky, with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 
. MURPHY with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
. COMPTON with Mr. ROCKWELL. 
. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. BAYNE. 
. TUCKER with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
. BOYLE with Mr. DINGLEY. 
. Hutton with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 
. BELMONT with Mr. HARMER. 
. MULLER with Mr. RYAN. 


. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, for this 


Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to announce that my colleague from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. ROGERS] is absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. GLOVER. I voted ‘‘aye,’’ but withdraw my vote, finding that 
I am paired. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] 
is absent on account of the death of his brother, and asks leave of ab- 
sence. In the absence of objection that will be granted. 

Mr. COWLES. My colleague from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] 
was required to leave the Hall on account of sickness. I was outof the 
Hall on other business when the vote was taken, and did not return in 
time, otherwise I would have voted ‘‘aye.”’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

r MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 


formed the House that the Senate had adopted a resolution, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested, ordering that there be 
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JANUARY 31, 


printed for the use of the two Houses of 
of the report of the Senate Committee on Foreign 
our fisheries, numbered 1683, one-third thereof for the use of the Senate 
and two-thirds for the use of the House; also that there be added at 
the end of said report numbered 1683, Senate Executive Document No. 
55, and that said documents be bound in paper covers. 


6,000 additional copies 
Relations touching 


The m further announced that the Senate had adopted a joint 
resolution of the following title; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 88) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra 
copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 


CONSOLIDATION OF NAVAL BUREAUS. 


The House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill, the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

A bill in bui 
macy: ya yey 7635) = — certain bureaus of the Department of the 

The CHAIRMAN. Forty-two minutes of the time allowed for gen- 
eral debate remain to be occupied by those in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not propose to occupy that time, my wish be- 
ing to goon with the consideration of the bill by sections. But I de- 
sire, first, very briefly, to recall the attention of the House to this bill 
and to the discussion upon it. It will be remembered that the com- 
mittee reported the bill ten to three; out of thirteen members of the 
committee ten, without regard to party, favored the bill. It has been 
shown here that Secretary Chandler expressed himself more than once 
as in favor of the reform, the one great reform which is the principal 
purpose of this bill; that Secretary Whitney is in favor of it; that the 
Admiral of the Navy is also in favor of it; that he has said substan- 
tially —— 

Mr. GOFF. DoI understand the gentleman from Alabama to say 
that ex-Secretary Chandler was in favor of this bill? 

Mr. HERBERT. Not of this particular bill, but of the principal 
purpose we propose to effect by it. 

Mr. GOFF. The recommendation of Mr. Chandler was as to the 
eee of Steam Engineering, and did not allude to the Bureau of Yards 
and ks. 

Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman will not interrupt me I will 
sooner get through. But I will say now, in answer to his suggestion, 
the principal purpose of this bill is by consolidation to put under the 
charge of one bureau everything which has to do with the building of 
aship. Secretary Chandler more than once recommended in his report 
that Congress should consolidate the Bureaus of Engineering and of 
Construction and also put Equipment under the same bureau. This 
bill does that, and in that respect just onestep farther by putting 
the navy-yard in which this work of building and repairing a ship is 
done also under that same bureau. 

I was about to say that the Admiral of the Navy had declared it to 
be the almost unanimous opinion of the Navy that this bill, or some- 
thing like it, should be passed. And yet, Mr. Chairman, there is a 
certain portion of the Navy opposed to this bill; and there isthe difi- 
culty. 

I hold in my hand a letter written to a former colleague upon the 
committee, Mr. Hewitt, of New York, in which the writer opposes the bill 
then before the committee—as he would oppose this one—and, among 
other things, says that while the reforms which the Secretary desires 
“are unquestionably needed,” yet he ought to pursue some other 
method in order to “avoid antagonizing a very powerful and influen- 
tial body of naval officers and their friends.” 

That body—mark, gentlemen, the words of this writer—that body 
of officers, he says, 

Is racine, enongh: to hold the balance of power in any case of important action 
in either House or Senate, and he [the Secretary] can not afford to force them 
into a position of positive antagonism. 

Is that true? Is there any body of naval officers or any other body 
of officers that hold the balance of power here? Perhaps time will 
demonstrate. 

Mr. REED. What does the gentleman mean by that? 

Mr. HERBERT. Well. I do not mean to say that every gentleman 
who opposes this bill is influenced by the officers who oppose it. 

Mr. REED. But you have just cited the Admiral in favor of it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave. 

Mr. REED. Well, can men testify on only one side of this case? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, of course it is not proper for anybody to cite 
the testimony of officers on this question except the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not catch the point of the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. What is it? 


Mr. REED. The point is this: If officers are good witnesses on one 
side, why not on the other? 
Mr. HERBERT. I speak of the personal interests which officers 


have in defeating this bill. I desire to call the attention of the House 
to the great difficulty always experienced whenever an attempt is 
made to abolish an office, and that difficulty is increased threefold in 
this case, because this bill attempts the herculean task of abolishing 
three bureaus at once. The question I was putting to the House when 
I was interrupted was: Is this House competent to that task? 

The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] said that we were 
putting on trial the act of 1842. We are not. That act provided for 
but five bureaus. One of those bureaus embraced everything relating 
to the building, equipping, and repairing of a ship. That is what we 
want to return to. It was not until 1862 that the eight bureaus were 
created. It will be said on the other side that that was done on the 
recommendation of the Chief Constructor, Lenthall. Thatistrue. He 
did desire to have his friend Isherwood, who was then Chief of the 
division of Steam Engineering, made a commodore, and he recom- 
mended the change; but is that a reason why, when twenty years of 
experience in peace and war have given ample opportunity to examine 
and test the matter, we should adhere to the system then adopted, al- 
though itis shownto be wrong? My friend from Delaware [ Mr. LORE] 
says that this system has existed all along under Whig and Democratic 
administrations. There is no party in this, but the gentleman is mis- 
taken. No Democratic and no Whig administration ever saw the three 
things, construction of a hull, construction of engines, and the equip- 
ment of a ship given to three different bureaus. That was done in the 
hurry of war. And I call attention to another fact.- 

In 1844, by order of the Secretary of the Navy, all the stores were 
put under one head, and, notwithstanding what the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] has said, they remained under one head all 
through the war and down to 1867, when these eight bureaus that had 
been established during the war succeeded in dividing up the stores 
among themselves, each having its own storehouse and its own 


clerks. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If it will not interfere with the line of the 
gentleman’s argument I wish to ask him a question at this point. I 
wish to inquire;whether the personnel of these bureaus remain the same 
now that it was when stores and supplies were accumulated at such 
enormous cost as stated by the Secretary of the Navy in his report. 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Because, if that has not been changed, I 
should have little hope in achieving any reform by merely changing 
the bureaus. In my judgment it is more a question of personnel than 
of bureau organization; and I wish to say that I think this is an ex- 
ample of life-tenure in office and bureaucratic government, the worst 
form of government in the world. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Oh, do not attack the Administration in that 
way! (Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How does this bill remedy that? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not know that it will remedy it, but 
the inquiry is pertinent to the issue here. 

Mr. REED. I trust these attacks on the Administration will cease. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HER- 

BERT] says that the personnel has been changed, and therefore the 
reforms will probably follow. 
i Mr. BUCK. With the consent of the gentleman from Alabama, I 
wish to suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that we have already pre- 
pared an amendment which will obviate the objection suggested, which 
will authorize the Secretary of the Navy by proper orders to distribute 
all property that accumulates too much in one place. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Has that amendment been reported ? 

Mr. BUCK. I did not say that it had. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Weare discussing this bill as we have it before us, 

Mr. HERBERT. The opinion of my friend from Ohio seemed by 
the speech of my friend from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] to be shared 
somewhat by him, for he said, bringing avery serious charge against 
the previous administrations, that it was all a question of maladminis- 
tration. In that charge he included even himself, because these things 
did exist while he was Secretary of the Navy. But Idefend him from 
the charge he himself brought, for in my opinion Secretary Chandler 
was right, and the Admiral is right, and Secretary Whitney is right, 
in maintaining, as the facts show, that these defects arise out of the 
system itself. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Rather than the personnel. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, rather than the personnel. Let me give an 
illustration. The New York, a wooden vessel, was begun in 1864; 
was at that time put upon the stocks in the Brooklyn navy yard. She 
is there now. 

Mr. McADOO. A mere skeleton. 

Mr. HERBERT. The last stroke of work done upon that vessel 
was in the fallof 1868. Yetin 1881 the Bureau of Engineering went to 
work and during 1881—’82-’83-’84 made boilers for that vessel, a vessel 
upon which no work had been done for thirteen years. These boilers 
were constructed at a cost of $107,000. 

Mr. GOFF. Did not Congress appropriate for that? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir; nota dollar. 

Mr. GOFF. At the time the work was commenced they were au- 
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thorized to proceed; but the difficulty was Congress refused to make 
the appropriation according to the estimate. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman can not get away from his own 
questionin that manner. He asked me whether Congress appropriated 
the money for these boilers.. I tell him no. I wrote and asked the 
Chief of Engineering to point out to me the appropriation for those 
boilers, and he could not do it. In my note I inquired how much 
those boilers were worth and how much they had cost. After stating 
their cost as I have given it, he said he did not know what they would 
sell for; that they were good boilers and could be sold if anybody could 
be found who wanted them; but“ that the Government had no use for 
them, because the Navy ent had changed its mind since they 
were begun; and, in order to show what the mind of the Navy Depart- 
ment was, he pointed me to a sentence in the report of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Construction, which was to the effect that the chief intended 
to complete that vessel when he got the money. 

That was the authority on which the then Chief of the Bureau of 
Engineering acted. I am glad to say it was not the present chief. 
Understanding that the Chief of Construction intended when he got 
the money to build that ship, the Chief of Engineering goes to work 
and constructs the boilers. They were completed in 1884; and there 
they lie to-day in the navy-yard here at Washington. I presume they 
were not burned up or injured on Saturday last, because they were 
lying near the wharf, I believe, not under shelter but exposed to the 
weather. 

Mr. GOFF. ‘Will the gentleman tell this House in what particular 
his p bill will remedy that evil? 

Mr. BERT. Yes, sir; I will tell the gentleman right here. If 
one man is responsible for the building of a ship, its engines and its 
machinery, he will never start upon the one until he has money for the 
other. He will not, thirteen years after the work has been abandoned 
upon the hull of a vessel, start to make boilers for it. Any officer who 
would do that ought to be court-martialed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does not that simply involve the assertion or 
assumption that the chief of the Bureau of Material, Construction, 


and Repair, who is to be appointed under this bill, will exercise better 
judgment than the Chief of Engineering did under the law as it has 
been? 


Mr. HERBERT. Not at all, because the very purpose of this bill is 
to put all these bureaus, en gand construction and equipment, 
under one head, that head being at all times enabled to say to this one, 
‘*you shall build,” and to the other, ‘‘ you shall build,” or ‘“‘you shall 

not. n» 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Precisely. Now, as I understand my friend, his 
allegation is that the Chief of Engineering made a mistake, a blunder, 
in building engines which ought notto have been built. Does the gen- 
tleman assume that the chief of the reorganized bureau to be created 
under this bill is necessarily going to be incapable of making mistakes? 
This, I submit, is entirely a question of the good judgmentof the offi- 
cer, and does not go at all to the matter of organization. 

Mr. HERBERT. I never said the Chief of the Engineer Bureau 
made a mistake. Oh, no. IfI did so I retract it. The mistakes are 
made all along one after another. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What did I understand you to say? I under- 
stood you to say that certain engines were built that ought not to have 
been built. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me fur- 
ther, as I wish now to close this discussion. Ihave a table here to 
which I wish to call the attention of the House. It shows that not 
one, but set after set of boilers were constructed when there was either 
no use for them or long before there was any need of them. 

Here is the Amphitrite boilers, finished in 1877, just recently put in; 
the Colorado boilers, finished in 1877, not yet put ins the Franklin 
boilers, finished in 1877, not yet in; the Monadnock bo ilers, finished in 
1879, not yet in; the New York boilers, finished in 1884, not yetin; the 
Wabash boilers, finished in 1877, not yet in; the ‘Tuscarora boilers, fin- 
ished in 1881, not yet in. Let gentlemen ponder the full meaning of 
this table. 

Here it is, with citation to the books and pages showing its correct- 
ness: 


soles ts ni er igas States Te | When putin. Remarks, Authority. 
«| Recently........ mes for completion of machinery let in joa er geen: Sy adden Af 1876, page 250; 1877, page 
264; 1879, 160 (B of Steam Engineering). 
Not yet........... Tro placed in Wyoming. Others placed in Report of RASI of tho the Navy, 1876, page 250; 1877, 
pump-house, navy-yard New York, page 264; 1879, page 
ARS PS RSE IE M A E SOURS SESE ESE VES G A re ite o Pradet se of th the Navy, 1876, page 249; 1877, 


at neseennenene| saneee ens! at eeeeenneeteesees ee: 


terial on hand, 


Do gentlemen think, Mr. Chairman, these mistakes would occur year 
after year, and the Government money be thus wasted, if one man were 
Tepon bia for everything connected with the building of a ship? Our 
purpose here is to make one man responsible for all this work, and to 
give him authority over it. 

Another thing we propose is to consolidate all purchases under one 
head. Itmay besaid the Secretary hasdonethat. That is true; butit 
is the opinion of the Secretary, as it was the opinion of Secretary Hunt, 
and as it was the opinion of Secretary Thompson and Secretary Chand- 
ler, that reform in Navy organization should be embodied in the law. 
No executive officer can satisfactorily administer his office when those 
under him are in opposition, whether it be secretly or otherwise. 

Now, as to economy in the Navy. I was astonished to hear so good 
alawyeras my friend from Delaware [ Mr. LORE] stick, as he did, in the 
bark of this question when he undertook to discuss it as if it were a 
question about the salaries to be paid, on the one hand, to the officers 
presiding over the three bureaus we propose to abolish, and, on the other, 
of the four divisions we propose to establish; that is to say, of the dif- 
ference between the increase of pay to the three commodores to be dis- 
ptm with and the added pay of division chiefs whose pay is increased 

the difference between land-pay and sea-pay. Nobody can tell what 

it is to be, because it depends so much on the rank and pay of those 

holding these places. He figured ont that in some imaginary case it 

would be $8,000. Are you serious when you discuss the question of 
economy and argue as if the question rests there? 


page 262, 
.| Report of ‘Secretary of the Navy, 1877, 262. 
.| Report of Secretary er the Navy, page 262; 1881, 
pags 2a: 1850, page 161. 
o Bepo os of Secretary ohipa Navy, 1876, page 249; 1881, 


=s Tapet oe SE the Navy, 1876, page 250; 1880, 

page, 161; 1881, page 242; 1875, page 118. 

...| Report of Beeretary of the Navy, 1875, page 118; 1876; 
page 249; 1879, page 16 

Report of Secretary of the Navy, 1883, page 298; 1884, 


page 
too TOE ne aes 1877, page 263; 1883, 
; 1885, page 161. 


PE I E OEA Reporic Of Hooretany of tive Navy, 1876, pare Si; 1877, page 
.| Put in Richmond 1886. 


264; 1879, page 160 (Bureau of Steam Sopincering). 
ReportofSecretary of the Navy, 1875, page wi pago 
pat Rocca ‘page 160 (Bureau of Steam Engineering 


GID osceseee ..| Vessel sold 1883, Boilers not completed. Ma- Rapa of Beer Secretary of the Navy, 1881, roe Boi 243; 1882, 


page 140 (Bureau of Steam 


ev ets I will see. The question of economy runs all through 
e 

Mr. HERBERT. Ofcourse. 

Mr. LORE. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Has not the 
Secretary of the Navy now, to-day, the power to correct these abuses 
without any change in the organic law? 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir. 

Mr. LORE. Point out where he has not. 

Mr. HERBERT. You will not get me away from the point. Are 
you serious? 

Mr LORE. Iam serious. 

Mr. HERBERT. In arguing before this House the question of econ- 
omy rests with the difference in salary between three persons who may 
be commodores and four others who are to draw sea-pay instead of 
other doy pay? 

Mr. LORE. I did not so state. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is in your speech. 

Mr. LORE. I said the organization of the Navy Departmentas you 
propose it will entail additional expense in that item over the Navy 
Department as it is now. 

Mr. HERBERT. But I will proceed. 

Mr. LORE. But you must not misstate me. 

Mr. HERBERT. The substance of the gentleman’s ent on 
that proposition appears in the RECORD, and if I am can easily 
be corrected. 


He and I have just completed an appropriation bill in 
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which we found that the economy by consolidating naval stores under one 


head in the way of with clerical force alone amounted to 
over $20,000, and that is not adrop in the bucket—nothing to compare 
with the economies which will t when we consolidate bureaus 
as proposed by the bill. We expect to bring about not only increase in 
efficiency but decrease in all along the lines; clerks, writers, 
store-keepers, head men in blacksmith-shops, cooper-shops, carpenter- 
shops, andso on; many of them will be dispensed with, and while you 
promote efficiency and prevent conflicts, economy will run up to hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is thissaving the result of some experience which 
has been had in the Navy Department? 

Mr. HERBERT. It is the result of experience, as shown by the 
testimony of such men as Admiral Porter and others who have investi- 
gated the matter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is this the result of experience or is it an esti- 
mate? 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not care to take time to answer that question 
now. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not care to have you answer it. I willan- 
swer it in my own time. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ido not care to discuss the matter further. It 
has been gone over very fully; and I now ask that the bill be read by 
sections for debate and amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That section 419 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be amended so as to read as follows: 
“Sec, 419. That the business of the Department of the Navy shall, except as 


otherwise BAe by law, be distributed, in such manner as the Secretary of 


the Navy ll judge to be expedient and proper, among the following bureaus: 


First. A Bureau of Na on, 
“Second, A Bureau of Ordnance. 
“Third, A Bureau of Medicine and bison? & 
"Fourth. A Bureau of Material, Construction, and Repair, 
“Fifth. A Bureau of Supplies and Accounts.”’ 
Mr. BUCK. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, to come in 
after the ninth line. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 9, section 419, add the following: ‘Provided, That the Secre- 
tary shall have power, by proper orders, to ratala K the materials, stores, and 
other property belonging to the United States from one bureau to any other bu- 
reau, as same may be needed. 

Mr. BUCK. I offer that for the purpose of removing the objections 
urged by certain members that the bill would not perform for the 
Navy Department what its friends claim; that is to say, that it would 
do away with the abuses which have to a certain extent arisen in that 
Department by the accumulation of large quantites of surplus stores 
and materials in the different bureaus—much more than the bureaus 
themselves required for the work they had on hand. 

I had occasion the other day to explain how that condition of things 
had been brought about, and what large quantities of stores and ma- 
terials were to be found in certain bureaus, while in some cases none 
could be found in others. This amendment will allow the Secretary 
of the Navy to transfer any stores not needed in the bureaus, either 
now or which may hereafter be accumulated, to any other bureau 
where they are needed, and I think removes the cause for criticism 
that existed during the debate on the bill; and while I think that the 
bill as it originally stood would of itself remove that objection by put- 
ting into the one bureau all of those subjects which ap; to the 
construction of a ship, yet itis fair to the members of House who 
have made such criticisms that we should put in this amendment, 
which can do no harm, and makes the bill clearer, as I am willing to 


concede. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Connecticut, I will state, con- 
sulted with other friends of the measure on the committee, and we have 
all agreed that while there is no actual necessity for the incorporation 
of this amendment, yet, in order to remove the ground of criticism, 
as he has stated, Wo nate agreed 0 nai A eS A ee the bill. 

Mr. REED. The Committee on Naval Affairs is also a committee on 
appropriations, if I do not incorrectly remember the of our 
present rules. I would like to know, therefore, what the opinion of the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs is, as the chairman of a 
committee on appropriations, with reference to a proposition which pre- 
vents, or rather nullifies, the application of the appropriation of money 
by Congress to specific objects ? 

Some time agoa new plan was determined upon, and carried into 
execution, of making definite and distinct appropriations, because such 
definite and distinct appropriations were in the interest of economy 
and came within the purview of the properfunctions of Congress. Now 
this entirely, so far as the Navy Department is concerned, abolishes 
that method. Itadopts instead a regulation which, practically, makes 
the appropriation for the different purposes indicated, as connected 
with ship-building in the Navy, a lump sum. 

Mr. BUCK. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me to suggest 
that the amendment does not authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
transfer anything but property from one bureau to another—property 
whic&a belongs to the Department. 

Mr, REED. Precisely; but then the Secretary of the Navy can pur- 


chase under one tion, under the laws of Congress, and then 
divert the proceeds of that purchase to a purpose to which Congress has 
refused its sanction. 

Now, does the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, as chair- 
man of a committee on appropriations, approve of that method in the 
interest of economy,? 

Mr. HERBERT. I approve of this amendment, the effect of which, 
as I understand it, is simply to provide in express terms that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy may now, in the first place, transfer any property 
belonging to any particular bureau with that bureau whenever it may 
be transferred, either by law or by his*order; and this transfer from one 
bureau to another of surplus pro; is thus authorized by law. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, is an attempt to reo ize the United States 
Navy Department. If wesucceed, the form of the appropriations ought 
to be somewhat different from what it now is. As I said I do not 
think that amendment is at all necessary, because, in my opinion, when 
the Secretary undertakes, and has the power to transfer, he ought tohave 
authority to transfer everything with that authority, embraced by it, 


| all property over which that authority exists going with the authority 


when that is transferred. But there were criticisms here in the House, 
and that amendment was intended to apply to them. 

Again, it may perhaps serve another purpose, and if so I shall favor 
it. There have been vast accumulations during the past twenty years 
of property in the different bureaus, some of which are set forth in the 
report of the Secretary. For instance, enough of nails is found in one 
bureau to last for fifty years, and yet another bureau right by it wanted 
just such nails and could not get them, under a decision made by the 
Comptroller, and was purchasing nails just like them. 

The same thing has occurred in relation tolanterns. One bureau re- 
quired to have manufactured for it lanterns of a particular kind, while 
another bureau was in possession of lanterns in excess of its require- 
ments of that very same kind. I think the Secretary ought to have 
power to transfer that property, although it was bought for one bureau, 
to another bureau which has use for it, when that bureau does not 
sess the property itself. Does the gentleman from Maine not think so? 

Mr. REED. The appropriations for the Navy in une gone by used 
to be made for specific p but the Secretary the right, 
claimed it, and acted under it, of transferring the balances from one 
department to another. That was found, in the opinion of the House 
of Representatives, to be a reprehensible practice and it was carefully 
and sedulously guarded against; and it was against because 
the effect of it was to make the appropriations for the Navy lump sums, 
to be expended substantially, within certain limitations, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary. That was abolished with the concurrence of 
both sides. Now it is proposed to introduce under a new guise pre- 
cisely the same thing. Only the transfer is not to be of money but is 
to be of material; so that if the Secretary wishes to use rie pape 
which Congress intended for one purpose for another purpose, all he has 
to do is to make one bureau buy the things and then transfer them to 
the other bureau where he wants them; so that substantially you have 
got the same thing that Congress has seen fit to guard against. 

Of course, I am in no way responsible for any results that may come 
from this action; but, perhaps, I should be responsible if I did not 
call the attention of the House to the situation. 

Mr. BUCK. I wish to make just this tion. The gentleman 
from Maine has certainly made S TT pik ble speech in regard to 
this amendment, but the reasons which he urges upon the members of 
this committee are the very reasons I should urge why we should adopt 
such an amendmont as I have offered. 

Under the system of the appropriations we have been making, we 
have appropriated for the Bureau of Navigation, for the Bureau of 
Ordnance, for the Bureau of Yards and Docks, for the Bureau of Steam 
Engineering specific sums. Those sums could not be changed from 
one burean so that they would apply toany other bureau. Thebureau 
to which the money was appropriated would take it and buy stores 
and material, and by the action of some other bureau that was con- 
nected with the building of a ship they might be prevented from using 
the material and stores which they had purchased, and then they 
would have the material and stores on hand, with no power to transfer 
them anywhere else where they might be needed. This iron-bound 
custom of specific appropriation, so far as the different bureaus of the 
Navy Department are concerned, is largely responsible for the abuses 
that have grown up in that bureau system. 

That is one of the great reasons why we find there now in one of the 
navy-yards in a particular bureau 46,000 augers and bits, and in an- 
other 29,500 gross of screws, 10,000 of these lying at closed yards. 
There are 146,385 files in stock, and 42,000 of them are lying in yards 
that are entirely closed and have been for years. 

Mr. REED. Why not make the transfer in the appropriation bill ? 

Mr. BUCK. There are 11,813 paint-brushes in stock; 2,000 of these 
are in the stores of the yards that are closed. That is because the ap- 
propriation’has been made specific, and with the proceeds of that appro- 
priation they have bought these materials and stores, and they are 
there in closed yards and can not be used. 

Isay in the interest of economy we ought to adopt this amendment 
and authorize the Secretary of the Navy to transfer these stores from 
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one bureau to any other where they are needed. I had thought when 
I offered this amendment that it was in the interest of economy and in 
the interest of an efficient administration of the affairs of those bureaus. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Connecticut does not in any way 
meet the objection I made. If it was found under the present system 
there was an accumulation in one bureau beyond what was needed 
there, Congress at its next session could transfer that material in an 
appropriation bill; and Congress would still retain control. The gen- 
tleman doss not seem to comprehend the danger that they run in allow- 
ing the Secretary to have power to cause unusual expenditures in one 
department for things which he knows will not be needed there for 
the very purpose of transferring them to a department which transfer 
Congress would not sanction. In other words, the power which Con- 
gress has determined to guard for itself is by this amendment taken 
from Congress and given to the Secretary. Ido not say whether it is 
a proper thing or not. I simply call the attention of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to the effect of the transaction. That is all. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, itseems to me somewhat remark- 
able that after we have been treated to a long discussion on the merits 
or alleged merits of this bill, among which almost the only tangible im- 
provement that I remember to have heard set forth was the enabling of 
the Secretary to transfer from one bureau to another certain kegs of nails, 
the possession of which in the engineering bureau has vexed the souls of 
my friend from Connecticut and my friend from Alabama—that at the 
very threshold of the detailed discussion of this bill the gentlemen 
come in here and admit precisely what was contended by myself and 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] from the start, thatthere 
is nothing in their bill whatever to accomplish this transfer which they 
admit to be so necessary. 

So we have here, in effect, a proposition at the very outset to remedy 
a fundamental defect in their own bill. Now, if I were to talk here 
for hours it seems to me it would be impossible to demonstrate any 
more clearly than it is demonstrated by this admission of the gentle- 
men themselves that their measure has been ill-considered, that it is 
crude, that it is not adapted to secure the reforms which they profess 
to desire, and that it is not a wise or a safe proceeding for the Congress 
of the United States, at the heel of a session, upon a proposition so illy 
matured as this, so clearly confessed to be lacking in the essential ele- 
ments of usefulness, to reorganize—or rather to disorganize—a great 
department of the Government by tearing up by the roots divisions and 
bureaus which date their existence from forty years in the past. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another view to which I call the atten- 
tion of the House, there is another phase of this matter that is brought 
more clearly into light by this amendment. First, we have the con- 
fession on the of the committee that their bill absolutely fails to 
accomplish what they profess to think ; and, secondly, I de- 
sire to call attention to the fact that while the Naval Committee have 
attempted, as they say, by bill, and are now attempting by amendment, 
to confer upon the Secretary of the Navy a power which they assert he 
does not possess to-day—a necessary power, as they allege, which the 
Secretary can not now exercise under the law, the power of transferring 
material from one bureau to another—lI wish to call attention, I say, to 
the fact that while they are making these professions, the Secretary of 
the Navy, as is known by the chairman of the committee and as is well 
known by my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Buck], is to-day, and has 
been for weeks, engaged in an arbitrary transfer of the materials of dif- 
ferent bureaus from their control to the control of other bureaus to an 
extent unknown in the history of the Navy hitherto. 

I have received within a few days copies of public journals published 
in different parts of the country calling attention to this remarkable 
assumption of power by the present Secretary of the Navy. The Bos- 
ton Journal of a few days ago publishes an editorial which I hold in 
my hand, the opening words of which only I will read: 

A recent order of the Secretary of the Navy proposes to transfer on February 
1, 1887, all the buildings and machinery in the navy-yard at Charlestown, Mass., 
at present under the control of the Bureau of Steam Engineering, of the Bureau 
of Construction, of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, to the control of the Bureau 
of Equipment,and all machinery not required for the use of this bureau, to 
other stations, or otherwise to be disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, was recognized and yielded to Mr. Bou- 


TELLE. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ithankthegentleman. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
want to direct the attention of the House to this salient fact, that un- 
der an order of the present Secretary of the Navy, of recent date,-an 
order which I hold in my hand, he has assumed and is to-day exercis- 
ing the authority, not simply to transfer from one bureau to another 
a few kegs of nails or a few dozen or a few hundred files, but to trans- 
fer from one of the great navy-yards of this country the whole of the 
machinery, the whole of the plant of the great Bureaus of Steam En- 
gineering and Construction. Yet, in the face of this fact, gentlemen 
come in hear and say that the law is so defective that they must have 
not only this bill passed, whith they claim will cure all these evils, 
but also that they must patch onto it an addition, an amendment, to 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to do just exactly what he is do- 
ing to-day. 
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Mr. HERBERT. Does not the gentleman know that an order like 
that was made in 1844, and lasted nearly twenty years, and that the 
power to make the order is given in the organic act, which says that 
the powers are distributed among the following bureaus, and the Sec- 
retary may distribute them as he pleases? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam very happy, Mr. Chairman, to yield a por- 
tion of my brief time to enable the chairman of the committee to con- 
firm so fully my statement, that from away back the power has existed 
in the Navy Department to do the very thing which he has told the 
House it requires an elaborate bill with an elaborate amendment tacked 
onto it to accomplish. 

Mr. BUCK. Then the amendment will not do any harm. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, everybody who is familiar 
with the discussions here for the past dozen years in regard to the use 
of appropriations is very well aware of the fact to which my colleague 
from Maine [Mr. REED] adverted awhile ago, that, whatever restric- 
tion there may be upon applying the materials or the money of one 
bureau to the purposes of another, the condition of things which exists 
to-day in the Navy ent was provided for only a few years ago asa 
measure all: to be of absolutely necessary reform. I have not taken 
thetrouble to go back to the record, but I should not be much afraid to 
hazard the guess that if I did so I would find that when that 1 tion 
was before the House my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] was as 
zealous in behalf of restricting the power of the Secretary to manipu- 
late appropriations from one bureau to another as he is to-day to have 
that restriction repealed and restore the arbitrary power. 

Mr. BUCK. You do not mean appropriations; you mean property. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman says I do not mean appropria- 
tions. I do mean appropriations. It makes no difference whatever 
whether the Secretary of the Navy is enabled to take $10,000 from the 
appropriation for steam engineering and transfer it to buy material for 
the Bureau of Construction or whether he tells the chief of the Bureau 
of Steam Engineering to buy so much material and then transfers it. 
The effect is precisely the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair assumes that the pro forma amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the question of the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. BtcK], which will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 9 add: 
> That the Secretary shall have power, by proper orders, to transfer 
the mate stores, and other property belonging to the United States from 


one bureau to any other bureau, as the same may be needed.” 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were— 
ayes 85, noes 36. 

Mr. GOFF. No quorum. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move that the committee rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7635) to consolidate certain bureaus of the Department of 
the Navy, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 5 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Memorial of ship-owners, masters of vessels, 
merchants, and others doing business at the port of Norfolk, Va., against 
the passage of House bill 6390—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition for the repeal of internal taxes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOUND: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Reading, Pa., 
in regard to the manufacture of heavy ordnance invented by Norman 
Wiard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of Mary O’Day, mother of James O’Day, 
deceased, praying for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNU M: Petition of E. S. Folsom and others, of Indianapolis, 
Ind., for the passage of the Miller bill for the suppression of pleuro-pneu- 
monia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Price Connolly, executor, praying 
that the war claim of Martin Fralix, deceased, late of Walker County, 
Georgia, be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: Petition of the Farmers’ Mass Convention of 
North Carolina, in favor of the Hatch and Hawley experiment-station 
bills—to the Cemmittee on Agriculture. 

` By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of James E. Cushman, port of Phillips, 
Me., for the passage of the Edmunds-Tucker anti-Mormon bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of Harris Fulford, foraninvalid pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNN: House concurrent resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of Arkansas, in favor of a refund of the cotton tax to the several 
States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EDEN: Petition and evidence in the invalid pension claim 
of John E. Lewis, Company F, One hundred and fifteenth Illinois In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Thomas B, Wales, president 
Holstein-Friesian Association of America, for the passage of the pleuro- 
pneumonia bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Reading (Pa.) Board of Trade, in favor of seacoast 
and harbor defense, and in favor of adopting the Wiard gun and the 
Haskell multicharge cannon—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FUNSTON; Petition of citizens of Ione, Kans., for the pass- 
age of the prisoner-of-war bill, known as the Robinson bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolution of the Vermont Legislature, against 
oases by aliens of the public lands—to the Committee on the Pub- 

c 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of the Yearly Meeting of Friends at Salem, 
Iowa, asking for the passage of the bill (S. 2362) to promote peace 
among nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Papers relating to the claim of Walter B. 
Baker and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of Joseph W. Newland, praying for payment 
of his war claim—to the same committee. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from the Holstein-Friesian As- 
sociation of America, recommending the Miller bill for extirpation of 
the pleuro-pneumonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, remonstrance of A. C. Walker and 95 others, citizens of Farley, 
Iowa, against the repeal of the oleomargarine law, and the re- 
duction of the special taxes provided forin said law—to the same com- 
me 

To pnn. of 60 citizens of Independence, Iowa, favoring the pas- 
sageof nate bill 1636—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
oads. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of George K. Smith, for honorable discharge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDD: Petition of many citizens of the State of Wisconsin, 
and vessel-owners on Lake Michigan, for a life-saving station of the har- 
bor of Kewaunee, Wis.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of soldiers and citizens of Washington, 
County, Pennsylvania, asking a special act to pension Daniel McCann, 
a soldier of three wars—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of J. H. Perry Post, No. 89, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Brooklyn, N. Y., for enactment of the Edmunds- 
Tucker anti-polygamy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Petition of Andrew Druley and 50 others, 
citizens of Mooers, Clinton County, New W Xo for repeal of law limit- 

benefits of arrears to those filing claims for pensions prior to July 
1, 1880—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Walter H. Benedict Post, No. 366, Grand Army 
of the’ Republic, of Plattsburgh, N. Y., regarding the Edmunds- 
Tucker bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of citizens of Hopkins County, Ken- 
tucky, for the relief of Robert C. Speed—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Madisonville, Ky., in relation to forfeit- 
ure of public domain heretofore held by railroad companies, &c., and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of Hiram Bateman, for increase of pension 
forservice as private Company I, Third Michigan Infantry Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Papers relating to House bill concerning fees 
of examining surgeons, Pension Department—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MOCREARY: Petition of Morris J. Harris, jr., administrator 
of M. J. Harris, of Crab Orchard, Ky., for reference of claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William Campton, asking for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARKHAM: Petition of San Diego Chamber of Commerce, 
against inclusion of San Diego in bill abolishing unnecessary customs 
districts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of John R. Carpenter, 
Jobn P. Moore, administrator, of Phillips County, Alabama—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Willis G. Neff and 81 others, citizens 
of Putnam County, Indiana, and of A. V. Mulliken and 113 others, cit- 
izens of Johnson County, Indiana, asking for legislation to exterminate 
pleuro-pneumonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Olmy & McDaid and others, of Clin- 
ton, Iowa, for repeal of internal-revenue taxes on tobacco and spirits— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. R. Dowling and others, of Wheatland, Iowa, in 
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favor of Senate bill 1636—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. NEGLEY: Petition for the repeal of internal taxes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NELSON: Paper relating to the tonnage of Saint Mary’s 
Canal for 1886—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Myron Hawley Post, of Napoleon; 
of J. B. Brainerd Post, of Eaton Rapids; of Gregg Post, of Homer; of 
Jefferd Post, of Nashville; of George A. Walker Post, of Partulo; of 
Lewis Clark Post, of Olivet; of Farragut Post, of Battle Creek; and of 
Hackett Post, of Browning, Mich., Grand Army of the Republic, in 
favor of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, Morris England Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Orange- 
ville Mills, Mich., in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of business men of Philadel- 
phia, asking for addition to some of the internal taxes and the reduc- 
tion of others—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, memorial asking that a special depository be made at Phila- - 


delphia as an adjunct to and reserve for the National Library—to the 
Committee on Li 3 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of G. B. Steel, Post No. 269, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Carthage; and of Joe Spratt Post, No. 323, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Watertown, N. Y., in favor of the Edmunds- 
Tucker anti-polygamy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Bar Association of New York city, in relation 
to salaries of Federal judges residing in the State of New York—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Resolutions of John B. Burend Post, No. 444, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Marion; and of John Hance Post, No. 
320, Grand Army of the Republic, of Williamson, N. Y., in favor of 
the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of a public meeting of citizens of Mexico, N. Y., 
against monopolies—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the examining board of surgeons at Oswego, N. Y., 
for adjustment of salaries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of John Brown, of Bristol, Tenn., ask- 
ing for a pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of chief of council of the Quapaw 
tribe of Indians, that certain tax moneys in the United States Treasury 
belonging to them be paid to them per capita—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Resolutions of the Women’s Indian Association of 
Maine—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of A. S. Moore, Wilson Irwin, and 
others, for reduction of postage on seeds, plants, &c.—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

My Mr. RIGGS: Letter of O. W. Bagby and of J. Y. Rose, of Milton, 
Ill., in favor of House bill 9733—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of John Dougherty, of Select, Ohio 
County, Kentucky, praying that he be placed on the pension-rolls— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of W. H. Porter and others, praying that W. H. Porter 
be granted a pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of William L. W. Seabrook, late United 
States weigher at Baltimore, for compensation for services rendered as 
United States gauger and measurer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of Solomon Hill, of Effort, Monroe County, 
Pennsylvania, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, claim of Caroline Knoffenberger, mother of Charles Knoffen- 
berger, Company N, Twenty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
of Mauch Chunk, Carbon County, Pennsylvania, for restoration to pen- 
sion-rolls—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of 12 druggists and drug firms of York, 
Pa., for the removal of the tax on whisky and tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Mary R. Williams, adminis- 
tratrix of James C. Williams, deceased, of Hardeman County; and of 
Lewis B. Anderson, administrator of Willis Robinson, deceased, of 
Madison County, Tennessee, asking reference of war claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Petition of the Board of Health of Charleston, 
S. C., for the erection of a hospital near Key West, for the purpose of 
facilitating the proper authorities in keeping out yellow fever from the 
United States—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition for a pension to James H. Noble— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the bill for relief of Adam W. Rinard—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. VAN SHAICK: Petition of H. Bosworth & Sons and the 
Green and Button Company, wholesale druggists, of Milwaukee, ask- 
ing for the removal of taxes upon tobacco and spirits used in the arts 
and in medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of James H. Prickett, for an original 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. WEST: Petition of citizens of Corinth, N. Y., praying for the 
repeal of that provision of the pension laws which limits the time for 
making application—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of A. H. Fosheeand of John P. Davis, 
of Jackson County, and of F. Varin, of Huntsvillee Ala., for payment 
of their claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, petition of Benjamin F. Hammonds, praying that his war claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 
me Mr. BURLEIGH: Of 251 citizens of Greenwich and Granville, 


By Mr. HANBACK: Of citizens of Osborne and North Branch, Kans. 
By Mr. JACKSON: Of 433 citizens of West New Castle, Pa. 
yA Mr. KETCHAM: Of J. H. Draper and 61 others, of Beekman, 
By Mr. LORE: Of 163 citizens of Wilmington, Del. 
By Mr. LYMAN: Of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lewis and of Exira, Iowa. 
7 hi MARKHAM: Of 265 citizens of the sixth district of Cali- 
fornia. 
By Mr. MILLARD: Of 405 citizens of the twenty-sixth district of 
New York. 
ak Mr. MILLIKEN: Of T. Banker and others, of Somerset County, 
aine. 
By Mr. MITCHELL: Of 110 citizens of Orange, and of 131 citizens 
of Naugatuck and Guilford, Conn. 
By Mr. MORPHY: Of 200 citizens of the second district of Iowa. 
By Mr. ROCKWELL: Of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Pittsfield, Mass. 
By Mr. SAWYER: Of 186 citizens of m and Medina, N. Y. 
By Mr. SESSIONS: Of 657 citizens and of 519 citizens of the thirty- 
fourth district of New York. 
By Mr. STORM: Of 113 citizens of Danville, Pa. 
By Mr. SWOPE: Of Rev. A. W. Lilly and 239 citizens of York, Pa. 
By Mr. WILKINS: Of 125 citizens of Dresden, Ohio. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, February 1, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MARGARET DUNLAP—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the re 
message; which was read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, an 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 

I hereby return without approval Senate bill 2167, entitled “An act grantin, 

a pension to Mrs, Margaret Duniap.” £ 

this bill it is proposed to grant a'pension to the benefici therein named 
as the mother of James F. Dunlap, who enlisted in the Seventh Missouri State 
Militia ANR in 1862, and died in July, 1864, of wounds received at the hand of 
a comrade, 

The favorable action of the Senate upon this bill appears to be based, so far as 
the cause of death is concerned, upon an affidavit, contained in the report of the 
committee to which the bill was referred,made by one G. Will Houts, second 
lieutenant in the company to which the deceased soldier belonged, in which the 
affiant deposes that some of the comrades of the deceased being engaged in an 
affray he attempted to separate the combatants, whereupon one of them, without 
cause or provocation, stabbed the deceased in the breast, from which in a few 
ae thereafter he died, to which affidavit is added the finding of a court-mar- 

that the penty: inflicting the wound was found guilty of manslaughter and 
sentenced to five years’ imprisonment. 

Upon this showing it might be difficult to spell out the facts that the injury to 
the soldier was received in the line of duty, or that any theory of granting pen- 
sions covered the case. 

But the weak features of this application are not alluded to in the committee's 


report. 

Phe record of the soldier's death states that he was ‘killed by one of his com- 
rades in a difficulty.” 

The same Lieutenant Houts, who in 1872 made oath that the soldier was 
wounded while attempting to separate comrades who were Ageing, seuna in 
1864 before the court-martial upon the trial of the man who did the wounding, 
and whose name was Capehart, that Dunlap, the deceased, stated to him “that 
he was more to blame than Capehart, and that they had been scuffling at first 

-naturedly and then both got angry; that he was rougher with Capehart 
an he ought to have been.” 

Another witness testified that the affray took place between Dunlap and Ca 
hart; that Dunlap handled Capehart very roughly, kicking him, &c., and 
finally Capehart stabbed Dunlap, upon which the latter attempted to get his gun, 
but was prevented from doing so by the witness. 

Of course there can be no pretense of any kind of claim against the Govern- 
ment arising from these facts, 

It is quite evident that the affidavit presented to the Senate Committee was 
contrived to deceive, and it is to be feared thatit is but a sample of many that are 
made in support of claims for pensions, 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, January 31, 1897. 
` CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


. The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with theactof April 15, 1886, 


a detailed statement of the procedas of the commission for the con- 
struction of a building for the accommodation of the Congressional Li- 
brary; which was referred to the Committee on the Library and ordered 
to be printed. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the credentials of ALGERNON S. PAD- 
DOCK chosen by the Legislature of Nebraska a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read and ordered to 
placed on file. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWELL presented resolutions adopted by Barry Post, No. 27, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New Jersey, urging the 
passage of the Edmunds-Tucker bill for the suppression of polygamy; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I present two memorials of property owners, 
residents of the city of Washington on the line of Twelfth street south- 
west, and Twelfth streetnorthwest, and. a memorial of property owners 
on the line of Sixth streetnorthwest, remonstrating against the 
of the bill (H. R. 8976) for the incorporation of the Washington Trac- 
tion Railway Company, and giving reasons for their protest. These 
memorials are numerously signed. I move that they be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a memorial of the 
of Kansas concerning the postal facilities in that 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the memorial, as follows: 


ture of the State 
tate. I ask that it 


I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of anaes, tio hereby cai = 
le 


"Ta testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal. Done at Topeka this 27th day of aera E A. D, 1887. 
[SEAL.] E. B. LEN, ry of state. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say that the resolution which has been read 
is simply corroborative of the universal expression of the press and of 
the business men of the State of Kansas in regard to the present con- 
dition of the postal service in that State. Itis simply disgraceful. It 
is without sufficient force. It is negligently carried on ; and in every 
way it is the reverse of what it ought to be in order to render that 
service which the Postal Department was organized to render. 

There are, as stated in the resolution, several hundred miles of rail- 
road in that State upon which no service has been put at all. I under- 
take to say that there never has been a time before, in the history of the 
Government, until the incoming of this Administration, where there was 
a refusal or a failure to put service upon a constructed railroad as 
soon as the fact of the construction of the railroad and the terminal 
points of it were brought to the attention of the Department. ‘The 
present Administration has for months withheld service from railroads 
already constructed, and has continued to do so in that State as I have 
no doubt it has continued to do elsewhere, so that the postal service in 
that growing State of newspapers and active business is in the worst 
possible condition it ever has been. 

The PRESIDENT pro The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of wholesale druggists of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., praying for a reduction of the internal-revenue taxes ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a petition signed by the principal marine 
underwriters of the United States, praying for the establishment of a 
harbor of refuge at or near Point Judith, Rhode Island; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Charles Fletcher and others, citi- 
zens of Providence, R. I., , praying for the repeal of the internal-rev- 
enue laws; which was ref to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, and the 
Philadelphia Maritime Exchange; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 


Whereas the increasing commerce of the port of Philadelphia demands en- 
larged wharf facilities for vessels now engaged in coastwise and foreign trade; 


and 

Whereas it is a notorious fact that there are but few piers of sufficient len; 
to accommodate safely the largest vessels trading with port; and if it be de- 
sired toretain our commerce some speedy and radical measures must be 
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to secure the extension of the wharves to meet the present and future necessi- | Edmunds-Tucker bill, touching abusesin Utah Territory. I move that 


ties; and 

Whereas the further extension of the port warden's line under the existing 
conditions has been declared by recognized authorities unwise and rous, 
bos reune the length of our wharves to their present inadequate dimen- 

ons; an 

Whereas " Smith's” and “ Windmill” Islands stand as permanent barriers to 
the future improvement of our valuable river frontage, and threaten most se- 
riously the commercial welfare of our great city: therefore. 

Your memorialists, the Philadelphia Board of Trade, the Commercial Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, and the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, request your 
honorable bodies to pass a resolution under which an inquiry shall be eas 
to the feasibility of removing “Smith’s” and “ Windmill” Islands and the 
shoals adjacent thereto, and that the sum of $2,500 be appropriated for defraying 
the expenses of such dear’ 

And your memoralists will ever pray, &c. 


[SEAL.] FRED. FRALEY, 
jae President Philadelphia Board of Trade. 
est: 
Z. P. TUCKER, Secretary, 
[SEAL] WILLIAM E. BURK, 
aa President Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia. 
©. Ross SMITH, Secretary. : 
[sea] WILLIAM BROCKIE, 
ae President Philadelphia Maritime Exchange. 


Epw. B. SHERWOOD, Secretary. 
PHILADELPHIA, January 25, 1887, 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of R. K. 
Campbell and 19 other citizens of Connorsburg, Pa. ; the petition of Will- 
iam J. O’ Neill and 95 other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa.; the petition of 
Jacob Week and 28 other citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa.; and the petition 
of Peter W. Weide and 19 other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., respect- 
fully representing that they are consumers of oleomargarine in their 
own homes, and stating that the license tax on oleomargarine is from 
five to fifty times higher than the license tax on whisky, beer, or to- 
bacco, and praying for a reduction of the same; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of B. F. Fahnestock and 7 other drug- 
gists and merchants of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for the repeal of the 
internal-revenue laws; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL. I present a letter, in the nature of a petition, to be sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Commerce, from Mr. H. B. Plant. I wish 
to state that Mr. Plant is the president of the Coast Line Railway. 
While I have very slight personal acquaintance with him, I have 
knowledge of the fact that he is a man of large wealth, who has used 
it beneficially to the people of the Southern States, and especially to 
the State of Florida, in the constraction of lines of railway and in the 
development of that State. The letter states: 


I am largely interested in several rail and steamship lines engaged in the trans- 
rtation of passengers, property, and mails to, from, and through the State of 
lorida, After such examination as these companies could make of the Gulf 
coast, Tampa Bay was selected as the most eligible for the development of a 
great future trade between the United States, the West Indies, Cen and South 
America, In proof of their convictions on this point, these companies have con- 
nected and extended their rail lines to Rept and a tri-weekly mail a 
line is now plying between Tampa, Key West, and Havana. Butserious diffi- 
culties are encountered from the that the port of Tampa is nota portof entry. 
This, however, it was thought, could be overcome by bonding the lines under 
the act of Congress providing for the immediate transportation of dutiable mer- 
chandise from the port of first arrival to any other port in the United States, 


That, however, has proved inefficacious. 


Several Cuban manufacturers have settled in and near the city of Tampa and 
are dependent for their supply of imported tobacco on this trade, but now the 
merchandise must be entered and unloaded at ei West and remain there on 
sto until the arrival and de) ure of the ship following the one which car- 
ried the goods from Havana to Key West. This process not only causes delay 
in the delivery, but the policies of insurance have to cover transportation in two 
ships instead of one and a fire risk on land. Of course if the port of Tampa 
were a port of entry these obstructions to commerce would be removed. 

This, however, is but one and comparatively a small one of the many reasons 
why the port of Tampa should be made a port of entry. 

There are now, in addition to the tri-weekly mail steamship line, a week! 
steamship line between New Orleans, Tampa, and Ha and a semi- 
monthly line between Tampa and the Bahamas; but each of these lines is 
forced to stop at Key West, enter the vessels and cargoes, and unload and load 
again all dutiable merchandise destined for Tampa, and thence to the United 
States. This you will see is a great tax on that commerce, and there is no tell- 
ing to what extent shipments are diverted on account of it. 

I have had proposals from several sources to establish direct lines to Aspin- 
wall and other Central American ports, if the port of Tampa could be ea 
post of entry. Butall concur that the business could not be successfully con- 

ucted if the ships and steamers must go many miles out of the way to Ke 
‘West and be detained there to have the cargoes ins and the duties liqui- 
dated. A nd besides, after leaving Key West, such ships as would be suitable for 
the trade could not pass through the Northwest Channel near Key West, and 
would have to make a long detour to the west before heading for Tampa Bay. 


I ask the consideration of the Committee on Commerce upon these 
very forcible suggestions of this petition from a man largely interested 
in establishing the foreign commerce between the port of Tampa and 
Central and South America. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of Mrs. Jane 
Dulany, of Baltimore, Md., praying for arrears of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE. I present the petition of Asbury Caldwell Grand Army 
Post. No. 51, of Sherman, Me., praying for the passage of the so-called 


the memorial lie on the table, as the subject is before the Senate. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of members of the bar of the city 
of New York, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 8599) for the ap- 
pointment of an additional circuit judge for the second circuit; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition of many residents of Ne- 
braska—several thousand of them, [ think—who pray that the bill 
known as the Miller bill, for the suppression of contagious diseases of 
domestic animals, may be passed. Imove the reference of the petition 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2624) to provide for the location and erection of a 
branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky Mount- 
ains, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7335) granting a pension to Michael Todd, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, HOAR, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re- 
ferred an amendment proposed by Mr. SHERMAN on the 10th of Jan- 
uary to the sundry civil appropriation bill, providing for an appropria- 
tion to assist the Marietta Centennial Monumental Association, reported 
it favorably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 3107) granting a pension to Catharine F. Ellsworth; 

A bill (H. R. 8601) granting a pension to James H. Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Catharine Waters; 

A bill tH R. 9026) granting a pension to Nirius Cissel; 

A bill (H. R. 9157) granting a pension to Grant E. Q. Lathermon; 

A sar (H. R. 5091) to restore the name of Harvey Coburn to the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill E R. 8151) granting a pension to John P. McDonald; and 

A bill (H. R. 10025) granting a pension to Clementine Hartinger. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, reported an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute for the bill (S. 3114) to reimburse 
the depositors of ihe Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses 
neoaea by the failure of said company; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
995) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the 
District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied 
by the.act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of William J. Owings; 

A bill (H. R. 9247) granting a pension to Mary Grimes; 

A bill (H. R. 8791) granting a pension to Sally W. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 8847) for the relief of Phila Clark; and 

A bill (H. R. 10082) to increase the pension of Margaret R. Jones. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1741) for the relief of William E. Bond, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3039) to authorize the construction of 
bridges across the Great Kanawha River below the falls, and to pre- 
scribe the dimensionsof the same, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment. The passage of the bill is important for the continuation of a 
valuable public improvement in West Virginia, and I shall ina day 
or two call it up and ask the Senate to dispose of it. I think there 
will be no objection to it anywhere. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2906) to refund certain import duties, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1429) for therelief of the North German Lloyd Steamship Company, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 5 

A bill te As) granting a pension to Hannah R. Langdon; 


A bill (S. 2248) for the relief of Adam L. Epley; 

A bill (H. R. pace granting a pension to Samuel Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 6523) granting a pension to Henry Roscoe; 

A bill (H. R.7327) granting a pension to Anthony McRobertson; and 
A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Mary Jane Magoon. 


1887. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3126) to effect a re-arrangement of grades 
of office in the Adjutant-General’s Department of the Army, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3230) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
transfer to the trustees of the Porter Academy certain pro’ in the 
city of Charleston, S. C., reported it with amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1277) to refund duties paid by the State of New York 
on arms imported in 1863, reported it with amendments. 


ROBERT STRACHAN. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. By direction of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia I report back the bill (S. 574) for the relief of Robert 
Strachan, which was amended by the House of Representatives, and 
the amendments were then referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. I ask the Senate to concur in the amendments which the 
Honse put upon the bill, assuring the Senate that they are simply 
technical and immaterial. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives, which were in section 1, after 
the word ‘‘employés,”’ at the end of line 9, in section 1, to strike out 
“having changed the grade of New Hampshire avenue, between Six- 
teenth and Seventeenth streets, and;’’ in line 12, after the word ‘‘dwell- 
ing house,” to strike out the word “and;” and in line 13, after the 
waa “continued,” to insert ‘‘by them;’’ so as to make the section 


Be it enacted, £c., That jurisdiction be, and the same is hereby, conferred upon 
the United States Court of Claims to hear, try, and determine, according to the 
rules and practice now in force in said court, any claim for which Rob- 
ert Strachan may have the District of Columbia by reason of the said 
District of Columbia, or its nts, servants, or seers having turned the 
water —_ the premises of the said Strachan and into his dwelling-house by 
means ofan embankment having been erected and continued by them thereon 
for a long time, in said District of Columbia. 


The amendments were concurred in. 


THE COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Transportation Routes to the Seaboard to submit a report, which is 
made in obedience to the Senate resolution adopted January 5, 1886, 
instructing the committee to inquire into the alleged grievances in mat- 
ters relating to the subject of transportation in the great valley of the 
Columbia and to report as to the proper measures of relief, and also as 
to the importance of the speedy completion of the canal and locks at 
the es of the Columbia River, and the means proper to be adopted 
zi p oyeron the obstructions to navigation at the Dalles of the Colum- 

I am also instructed in the same connection by that committee to re- 
port an accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 7 

The bill (S. 3252) making an appropriation for a final survey and 
estimates for, and the commencement of, the construction of a boat- 
railway around the obstructions to navigation at the Dalles and Celilo 
Falls in the Columbia River, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I desire to state that this report is 
signed by eight of the nine members of the Committee on Transporta- 
tion Routes to the Seaboard, and eight members of the committee ap- 
prove the report and recommend the passage of the bill. It is proper 
that I should state that the report does not receive the approval of 
the chairman of the committee, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and the report will be printed. 


LOUISIANA PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the letter of the Secretary of the Interior transmitting 
papers pertaining to private land claimsin the State of Louisiana, with 
a recommendation that the usual number be ordered printed, and I ask 
that such order may now be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska, from 
the Committee on Printing, moves that the usual number of the letter 
of the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to Senate 
resolution of July 26, 1886, the report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office relative to private land claims inthe State of Louisiana, 
be printed. That order will be made if there be no objection. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3253) to extend the pro- 
visions of the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide compensation for the 
services of George Morell in adjusting titles to land in Michigan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3254) for the improvement and enlarge- 
ment of the public building at Omaha, Nebr.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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city of Staunton to the national cemetery in the county of Augusta, in 
the State of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3256) authorizing appeals from 
orders of the circuit courts of the United States on motions to remand 
in cases removed from State courts ; which wasread twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3257) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
L. Cheesman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3258) for the erection of a monu- 
ment to the memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox, at Thomaston, Me.; 
wael was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

rary. 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3259) to encourage 
the holding of a national industrial exposition of the arts, mechanics, 
and products of the colored race throughout the United States of 
America, to be,held in the year 1888; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. CAMERON, Mr. CULLOM, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. SAULSBURY, 
Mr. , and Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the river and harbor 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 
That the file in to the of El W. J: 
ir skaak the Gotainen on N now evidence i aoe bake Finer try 
AWARDS AGAINST HAYTI. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask that an order may be made to print for the use 
of the Senate the usual number of copies of the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the accompanying communication from 
the Secretary of State touching the cases known as the Pelletier case 
and the Lazare case against the Republic of Hayti. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the usual number be printed for the use of the Senate of the message 
from the President of the United States, transmitting a report of the 
Secretary of State, in response to a Senate resolution of December 8, 
1886, upon the claims of Antonio Pelletier and others against the Re- 
public of Hayti. That order will be made if there be no objection. 


CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS, 


Mr. HARRIS: I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration at 
this time of the resolution which I introduced on Saturday last, or 
move that it do so proceed, if the morning business is through.. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there he no farther morning busi- 
ness, the Senator from Tennessee moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of a resolution heretofore submitted by him. The reso- 
lution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. HARRIS Jan- 
uary 29, 1887, as follows: 

Resolved, That at the conclusion of the morning business for each day the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of House bills and joint resolutions favorably 
reported on the Calendar, and continue such consideration until 2 o’clock, under 
the provisions of Rule vin, until the Calendar of such bills and resolutions has 
been completed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does that confine the attention of the Senate to 
bills passed by the other House? Let it be read again, please. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the resolution up for action? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is: Will the Senate 

roceed to the consideration of the resolution? The motion is not de- 

table. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I hope that by unanimous consent we may be 
allowed to go on with the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Tennessee ob- 
ject to the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe resolution is going to consume any time I 
shall not object to the request of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLIS I am afraid itis, from the appearance of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas has not indicated to my 
mind that the resolution will necessarily take time. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iwas about to inquire whether the House of Rep- 
resentatives had adopted any resolution declaring that they would de- 
vote any specific and particular portion of time to the consideration of 
bills passed by the Senate. When that action has been taken, so that 
there may be an interchange of courtesies in this matter, I shall be will- 
ing to consider a proposition like that now called up by the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas will allow me to remark 
that I think the House of Representatives have established no standing 
rule upon the subject, but certainly it is true that the House of Repre- 
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sentatives devoted two days in the last week to the consideration of 


Sa I he ep ae A A ee NO Ae House Calen- 
Mr. ALLISON. I think—— 


Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire if this discussion is in order. 
Is an allusion to what the other branch is doing in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order, 

Mr. ALLISON. No debate is in order, I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole debate is out of order. 

Mr. DAWES. This kind of debate is so strange, it seems to me well 
to have a ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will possess 
his soul in patience and advise himself about the condition of the rules. 
This idea that there is some divinity that doth hedge about the House 
of Representatives so that nobody can mention it without getting down 
on his knees, or in some way make a gesture of homage and obeisance, 
is a superstition that ought to be abandoned. The rules provide that 
particular acts or particular votes or particular members of 
the House of Representatives shall not be alluded to in the Senate, be- 
cause it might provoke a breach of order; but that we are forbidden to 
mention the existence of a correlative branch of Congress appears to me 
to be a relic of the dark and it ought to be abandoned. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts will 

if there be no objection. The Chair must again remind Sen- 
ators that debate is out of order on the pending motion. 

Mr. DAWES. There is a sense of propriety and decency which 
ought to govern us, however strange it may seem to some Senators. It 
was because it was out of order to refer to particular acts and what the 
other branch was doing, that led me to make the suggestion. I regret 
that if did not commend itself to that sense of propriety which so 
governs the Senator from Kansas always. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask consent—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask fora vote on my motion, and if the Senate 
shall decide to consider the resolution and it leads to debate, I will 
consent to the su of the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution heretofore submitted by 
the Senator from Tennessee. [Putting the question.] The noes ap- 
pear to have it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not insist upon a division, in view of the 
anxiety of the Senate to proceed with the appre riation bill, but I give 
sae HuaT dail E AA sorta oe te to consider the 
resolution. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the sundry civil a tion bill. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10072) making 
Pipro for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1365, to insert: 

* Yellowstone eigen” pen Park: the ‘ i 
AATE nt of the atone aer ri p Perks taetuding: oomponsition of 
superintendent and emp) $40,000; $2,000 of amount * to a 


superintendent of — park, and not e & $900 to each of ten assistants, 
all of whom shall pointed by the Secre of the Interior and reside 
conenneres in the pe Spi and be par gd it shall be to protect the game, tim- 
ber, and objects of interest eai ce of the sum a p 
expended in the construction and ovement of suitable and bridgesin 
said park, under the superv: A raker rection of an engineer officer detailed 
by the § Secretary of War Pfor that a 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1391, after the words ‘‘ estimates 
for,” to strike out ‘‘all moneys wanted by;” and in line 1392, after 
the word “itemized,’’ to insert ‘‘as far as may be practicable;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


United States Geological Surv: 
For the United States Geo! Barrer For the Geological Survey, and the 
classification of the public and examination of the geological structure, 
mineral resources, and products of the national domain, continue the 


preparation of a ogical map of the United States, including the pay of tem- 
porary emplo fe vey fleld ond office, and all other ne interior, Yin nses, to be 
expended see 4 er the direction of the ae the Int ,000; and 
hereafter the estimates for the Geological Survey shall as far as 


may be practicable. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next BAONE was, after line 1416, to insert: 


peon o: y to be expended in in 
reparing, drawing, an oir) the oe said work to te Pek by 

pe, er the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The ENAT EEN was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “Government 
Hospital for the Insane,’’ after line 1449, to insert: 


For additional accommodations for the colored insane, $17,000. 
For prosm Pb wharf, $3,500, to nacre available, 
For cottage at the cemetery, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 1460, after the word ‘‘ improye- 


ments,” to strike ont “fifty-two thousand five hundred ” and insert 
ee thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


nses of the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb: For 
sappara Sonens the institution, including salaries and incidental expenses, and for 
and illustrative apparatus, Ton paora repairs, and improvements, $55,000: 
Provided, That no more than $25,000 of said sum shall be expended for salaries 
ra geese wages, 
The amendment was 
The next amendment was, nas line 1463, to insert: 


Rae the improvement of the grounds, araman vements near the new 
uildings for the Kendall School and the laboratory and shop-buildings, $1,000. 


nthe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Freedmen’s 
Hospital and Asylum,” in line 1486, after the word ‘‘ eon-in-chief,’’ 
v insert “not to err $3,000;" in line ne after ores «t dol- 

rs,’’ to insert ‘‘for e of h wards, four hundred 
dollars;”’ so as to «È yak Hag ase 
Blo piper gy $22,000; for paaris and Sompenssion of hone cp bee tema 
laundresses, weer ae and laborers, $14, 000; for rent of hos- 
pital buildings and grounds, $4,000; for fuel and light, clothing, bedding, forage, 
pone epee pele ra tee geen eee eee ny on toed 
ing inside of hospital wards, $100." 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to add after the amendment just adopted 
the words ‘‘to be immediately available,” 

The amendment was agreed to 
Mr, ALLISON. I move to add, also, to that clause: 

For purchase of horse, $200, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1496, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriation for ‘* Freedmen’s hospital and asylum” 
from $50,740 to $51, 140. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I move to add $200 to that amount, so as to 
make the total $51,340. x 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1497, to insert: 

EDUCATION IN ALASKA, 

For the education of the children 
oa a araoa ESE — of school age in the Territory of Alaska, 

Mr. TELLER. I move to amend that amendment by striking out 
“fifteen” and inserting ‘‘twenty-five.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was a; to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the item for ‘‘ National Museum,” 
in line 1505, to increase the appropriation ‘‘for expense of heating, 
lighting, and ‘electrical and telephonicservice for the National Museum,”’ 
from $11,000 to $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 1512, in the clause making appro- 

riations for *‘ preservation of collections ‘of the National Museum,” to 
increase the a tion from $106,500 to $116,000 ‘‘for the preser- 
vation, exhibition, and increase of the collections from the atoning 
and exploring expeditions of the Government, and from other sources, 
including salaries or compensation of all necessary employés.” 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘under the War 
Department”? for ‘‘armories and arsenals,” in line 1533, to increase 
the appropriation “for replacing wooden beams on Rock Island wagon- 
bridge (between the island and the city of Rock Island) by iron ones, 
reflooring wagon-road and sidewalks, and painting,’’ from $5,000 to 

000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for Rock Island 
bridge, after line 1548, to insert: 


For renewing tracks with steel rollers at end of each span; wagon-road, side- 
walks, floor-beams, and stringers for supporting railroad track, 35,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Springfeld 
arsenal, Springfield, Mass.,’’ after line 1555, to insert: 


For the erection of a new Areoso ETA SA in addition to the amount 
($30,000) appropriated by the sundry ciyil act approved August 4, 1896, $20,439.48, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “testing ma- 
chine, Watertown arsenal,’’ to strike out lines 1531 and 1582, in the 
following words: 

For purchasing machine to test small specimens, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ buildings and 
grounds in and aréund Washington,” to strike out the clause from line 
1606 to line 1608, inclusive, as follows: 


For construction and repair of post and chain fences, removal and repair of 
high iron fences around smaller triangular reservations, $1,500, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


1887. 
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The next amendment was, in line 1638, after the word ‘‘than,’’ to 
strike ont ‘‘$1.75’’ and insert ‘‘$2;’” in line 1639, after the word 
‘f best,” to strike out ‘‘heretofore;’’ and in line 1640, after the word 
“Columbia,” toinsert “prior to July 1, 1876, and with a base of not 
less than 6 inches in thickness;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


That under appropriations herein contained no contract shall be made for 
making or peut: concrete or asphalt pavements in Washington pee a 


higher price tha: i 
District of Columbia prior tod aly 1, 1876, and rith g base of not leas than 6 inches 
in thickness. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think in line 1641 the date should be 1886 in- 
stead of 1876. I think that is a mistake in the print. It should read 
“prior to July 1, 1886.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That seems to change the whole 
substance. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know it changes the whole substance, but prior 
to last year we had a provision of this character in the District of Co- 
lumbia bill and the sundry civil bill, and I understand they have 
been putting down some inferior pavements since. We desire that 
this should be confined to pavements constructed before this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The change will be made if there is 
no objection. The Chair hears none, and the correction will be made. 

The reading of the hill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after the words ‘‘ gas-fitters and,” at 
the end of line 1656, to strike out “laborers,’’ and insert ‘‘ plumb- 
ers;’’ so as to read: 

hi i : 
Ughters, gurfiters, and plumbers; purchase, erection, and repair of lamps and 
lamp-posts; pu of matches, and for repairs of all kinds; fuel and light for 
re offi watchmen’s lodges, and for the greenhouses at the nursery, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Washington 
Monument,” after line 1689, to insert: 

For the expenses of running the elevator in said Monument, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1691, to insert: 

Buil for Army Medical Museum and Library: For brick annex to main 
building, for laboratory and anatomical work, $7,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The nextamendment was, in the appropriations for “‘ military posts,” 
to strike out the following clause from line 1701 to line 1706, inclusive: 

Protection and improvement of the Yellowstone National Park: For the con- 
struction and improvement of suitable roads and bridges within the = under 
the supervision and direction of an engineer officer detailed by the tary of 
War for that purpose, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Signal Serv- 
ice,” after the word “therewith,” at the end of line 1715, to insert 
‘including those already issued and to be issued to voluntary unpaid 
observers, and the Secretary of War shall establish regulations respect- 
ing such issue;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the manufacture, purchase, and repair of meteorological instruments, 
and expenses in connection therewith, including those already issued and to be 
issued to voluntary unpaid observers, and the Secretary of War shall establish 
regulations respecting such issue, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1721, to increase the appropriation 
tt for telegraphing reports, messages, and other meteorological informa- 
tion in connection with the observation and report of storms,’’ from 
$125,000 to $138,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1737, to increase from $35,000 to 
$40,000 the appropriation ‘‘ for rent, hire of civilian employés, furni- 
ture, light, stationery, ice, stoves and fixtures, repairs, rent of tele- 
phones, text-books, lumber, and other expenses of offices maintained 
as stations of observation outside of Washington, D. C.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1762, to insert: 

For the repair of the Signal Service cable at the mouth of the Columbia River, 
in Oregon and Washington Territory, $500. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I desire to inquire of the chairman of 
the committee if $500 will amount to anything, and whether $5,000 
should not be the amount of this appropriation ? g 

Mr. ALLISON. Fivehundred dollarsis theamountof the estimate. 
This cable, as we understand, was broken last August and they have 
been making some attempts to raise it and repair it. I believe they 
have not yet succeeded; but when it is raised it will cost about $500 to 
repair it—over $400. We thought we would give them an ample sum. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I think the Senator is wrong in this 
matter. The estimate, I understand, is $5,000. 

= ALLISON. That is an estimate for the construction of a new 
cable. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Iask the chairman to pass over this 
amendment until I can look at the papers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before doing so, I will say there was an estimate 
for a new cable; but the committee saw no difficulty in raising the old 


cable. It can not be possible that the cable is so submerged that it 
can not be reached. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed over 


for the present. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ‘have no objection to passing it over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 1765, to insert: 

For the construction and maintenance of a military ar a line from San 
Francisco, California, to a point at or near Point Reyes, fornia, via Point 
San José, California, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1774, after the word “‘pay,” to 
strike out ‘‘four thousand six hundred and eighty,’’ and insert “‘five 
thousand one hundred and forty;’’ so as to read: 

For pay of one brigadier-general and sixteen second lieutenants, $29,500; for 
Lone pay to officers of the Signal Corps, to be paid with current monthly 
pay, $5,140. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the first proviso to the same clause, in 
line 1781, after the words ‘‘disbursing this,” to strike out ‘‘sum’”’ and 
insert ‘‘amount;’’ in line 1782, after the word ‘‘ paid,’”’ to insert ‘‘to 
an officer;’’ in line 1784, after the word ‘‘thereto,’’ to insert ‘‘upon 
the officer’s certificate that it was not practicable to obtain transporta- 
tion from the Quartermaster’s Department;’’ in line 1787, after the 
word ‘‘paid,’’ to insert ‘‘by the officer over said route or routes,” and 
in line 1788, after the word ‘‘fare,’’ to insert ‘‘and transfers;’’ so as to 
make the proviso read: 

That in disbursing this amount the maximum sum to be allowed 


Provided, 
sod paa toan officer shall be 4 cents per ron CREES LONS SOR uted over 
e shortest usual traveled routes, and, in addition thereto, upon 


thi e officer’s 
certificate that it was not practicable to obtain arr rc 7 from the Quarter- 
master’s Department, the cost of ion actually paid by the officer over 
said route or routes, exclusive of sleej or parlor-car fare and transfers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 1788, after the 
word ‘‘ transfers,” to insert : 


And provided further, That when any officer so traveling shall travel in whole 
or in part on any railroad on which the troops and supplies of the United States 
are entitled to be transported free of charge, he shall be allowed for himself only 
4 cents per mile asa subsistence fund for every mile necessarily traveled over any 
such last-named rail. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 1797, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriation for pay of officers and men of the 
Si Service from $223,680 to $224,140. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “subsistence” 
for the Signal Service, in line 1822, to increase the amount of the ap- 
propriation from $148,000 to $151,243.75 ‘‘ for commutation of rations 
of not exceeding four hundred and seventy Signal Service enlisted men 
of the Signal Corps, and for sales of subsistence stores to officers and en- 
listed men of said corps, as authorized by section 1144 of the Revised 
Statutes, and paragraph 2199 of the Army Regulations, 1881.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1838, to increase the appropriation 
“for commutation of fuel for not exceeding four hundred and seventy 
enlisted men of the Signal Corps on duty at the office of the Chief Sig- 
nal Officer and at signal stations throughout the United States’’ from 
$45,000 to $47,760. j 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘transportation’? 
for the Signal Corps, in line 1882, to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for 
transportation of men’’ from $6,000 to $8,000, 

The amendment was, agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1890, to increase the appropriation 
** for commutation of quarters tonot exceeding four hundred and seventy 
enlisted men of the Signal Corps on duty at office of the Chief Signal 
Officer and at signal stations throughout the United States” from $84,- 
000 to $85,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “national ceme- 
teries,” in line 1915, after the date ‘'1879,”’ to strike out ‘‘and for 
supplying headstones for unmarked graves of soldiers, sailors, and ma- 
rines of the Revolution, war of 1812, Mexican, and other wars, not here- 
tofore provided for, twenty,’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so. as to make the clause 
read: 

Headstones for graves of soldiers: For continuing the work of furnishing head- 
stones for unmarked graves of Union soldiers, sailors, and marines in national, 
post, city, town, and village cemeteries, naval cemeteries at navy-yards and sta- 
tions of the United States, and other burial places, under the acts of March 3, 
1873, and February 3, 1879, $10,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink that amendment should be modified by in- 
serting “‘fifteen” instead of ‘‘ten”’ in line 1918. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
amend the amendment by striking ont ‘‘ten’’ and inserting “‘fifteen;’’ 
so as to make the appropriation $15,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1921, after the word ‘‘for,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ maintaining ” and insert ‘‘ repairing;’’ so as to read: 

Maintenance of roadways to national cemeteries: pA karp the roadways 


to national cemeteries 
gress, $3,000, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1927, to insert: 

Monuments or tablets in Gettysburg Cemetery: For the erection of monu- 
ments or memorial tablets for the proper marking of the tion of each of the 
commands of the Regular Army engaged at Gettysburg, $20,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 
The next amendment was, after line 1933, to insert: 


Confederate cemeteries near Columbus, Ohio: For the erection of suitable 
fences around the cemeteries in which Confederate dead are buried near Colum- 
bus and on Johnson's Island, Ohio, and for putting the grounds in good condi- 
tion, $2,000, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1964, after the word “‘ therefor,” 
to strike out ‘‘seven thousand five hundred” and insert “‘ ten thou- 
sand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Garfield Hospital: For support and care of transient persons unable to pay 
therefor, $10,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to change the phraseology of that paragraph, 
to insert in lieu of the whole paragraph: 


Garfield Memorial Hospital: For aid to enable it to provide medical and sur- 
gical treatment to persons unable to pay therefor, $10,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1986, to insert: 

Yorktown Monument: For the erection of a cottage for use of watchman at 
Yorktown Monument, $1,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa, 
in charge of this bill, to an amendment proposed by way of a substi- 
tute for the language of the Committee on Appropriations. I ask that 
the proposed amendment be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, and in lieu thereof to in- 
sert: 


which have been constructed b; jal authority of Con- 


That so much of the unexpended balance ($5,176.74) of the appropriation of 
$100,000 in the act of June 7, 1880 (21 Statutes, page 163), for the erection of a 
monument at Yorktown, Va., as may be n therefor, in the opinion of 
the Secre! of War, may be applied to the building or purchase of a plain, 
substantial dwelling for the keeper of said monument, and for the care of the 
same after construction, and of the grounds around the monument: ided, 
‘That the total cost of said building, tool and wood house, &c., shall not exceed 
the sum of $2,500, and of the balance thereafter remaining not more than $200 
shall be expended in any one year in the care of the grounds, buildings, &c., 
pertaining to said monument. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Thisistheamendment as proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and it is the desire of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. MAHONE], not now in his seat, that it should be offered as 
a substitute for this amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam willing this paragraph shall be passed over 
for the present, but I will say that the Committee on Appropriations 
considered very fully the amendment just read. There is no unex- 
pended balance. The balance remaining of the money appropriated for 
this Yorktown affair was covered into the Treasury some time ago. Of 
course the money appropriated was not all expended. It seems that 

. there ought to be some cottage or place there for the keeper or guardian 
of this monument, but it is proposed by the amendment just read to 
either purchase or erect a house, costing $2,500. The Committee on 
Appropriations, after considering it, thought that for a thousand dol- 
lars a very fair cottage could be placed there for the home of the keeper. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I make this suggestion in the absence of the 
Senator from Virginia, who is interested in the subject matter, that the 
vote on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations 
and the substitute proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs be 
passed over until his return. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be passed over. 

Mr. HAMPTON. [I ask permission of the Senator from Iowa to re- 
cur to page 73, line 1763, to the item— 

For the repair of the Si Service cable at the mouth of the Columbia 
River, in Oregon and Washington Territory, $500. 
which was passed over informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was passed over informally. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I ask that that matter be called up, as I was 
directed by the Committee on Military Affairs to make a favorable 
report upon the amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. I submitted it to the Secretary of War, and I ask that 
the papers which I send to the Chair may be read, for upon them the 
action of the Committee on Military Affairs was based. The Secretary 
of War and the Signal Officer say that in all probability it will be nec- 
essary to build a new cable, and I ask that these papers may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks that the Senate go back to the consideration of this item. 


Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to going back now, as the ques- 
tion ought to be disposed of at some time, if the Senator from Oregon 
is also ready. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I am ready. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be considered 
before the Senate, and will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 73, after line 1762, the Committee on 
Appropriations propose to insert: 

For the repair of the Signal Service cable at the mouth of the Columbia River, 
in Oregon and Washington Territory, $500. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina submit an amendment to this amendment? 

Mr. HAMPTON. In accordance with the suggestion of the Secre- 
tary of War, after the word ‘‘repair,’’ I move to insert ‘‘or renewal.” 
That amendment has not yet been offered by the Senator from Oregon, 
and I shall move that the Senate consider it. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations being now under consideration, it is open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Well, I move to insert the words ‘‘or renewal,” 
after the word ‘‘ repair,” in line 1763. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. And to increase the amount in line 
1765 from $500 to $5,000. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Isuppose that would follow. In accordance with 
the instructions of the Military Committee, I move to substitute $5,000 
for $500, in line 1765. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ repair,” in line 1763, it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘or renewal;” and in line 1765 to strike out ‘‘ five 
hundred ” and insert ‘‘ five thousand;’’ so as to read: 

For the repair or renewal of the Signal Service cable at the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia River, in Oregon and Washington Territory, $5,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope this amendment will not be agreed to. As 
a matter of course, if this amendment prevails, making the amount 
$5,000, no further effort will be made`to raise the present cable, but 
they will go on to build a new one. This item really ought to have 
gone in the deficiency bill, because whatever there is about it is a de- 
ficiency estimate within the year. If the Senator from Oregon is con- 
tent to allow this item to be struck out and take his chances when we 
come to consider the deficiency bill, I have no objection; but why we 
should now appropriate $5,000 for the construction of a new cable 
when this cable was only broken last August, and when there was no 
evidence before the Committee on Appropriations that it was not per- 
fectly practicable to raise it-—— 

Mr. HALE. It is not an old cable. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, it is not an old cable. Why should wea 
propriate $5,000 to construct a new cable, when this cable can peel A 
be raised by proper effort, and done for $400? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The answer to the whole speech of 
the chairman of the committee is to be found in the papers from the - 
War ent, submitted by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HAMPTON], in which it is stated that an effort has been made to raise 
this cable, and that it is notatall probable that itever can be raised with 
any amount, and that in all probability a new cable will have to be 
constructed. Iask that the papers submitted by the Senator from 
South Carolina, who reported this amendment from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January 25, 1887. 

Sır: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the Isth in- 
stant uesting information touching the subject-matter of a proposed amend- 
ment to Hoobs ill 10072 (sundry civil bill), to provide for an appropriation of 
$5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to repair the Si Service cable 
at the mouth of the Columbia River, in Oregon and Washington Territory, and 
in reply to invite attention to the inclosed copy of a report of the 21st instant 
from the Acting Chief Signal Officer of the Army, which will, it is believed, 
afford the desired information. 

It will be observed that the Acting Chief Signal Officer suggests that, as an en- 
tirely new cable will in all probability be required, the words “or renew, as 
may be found necessary,” should be inserted in the amendment after the word 
# ie ir,” in order to place the complete restoration of the cable beyond all 


The copy of the amendment inclosed by you is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
e V. BENÉT, 


8. 
Brig. Gen., Chief of Ordnance, and Acting Secretary of War. 
Hon. Josepa R. HAWLEY, 
Acting Chairman of Committee on 
Military Affairs, United States Senate. 


The amendment to the amendment 


SIGNAL OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 21, 1887. 


Respectfully returned to the honorable Secretary of War with the following 

report, submitted for his consideration: 
cable in question failed on July 31,1886, presumably from having been 

damaged by a ship's anchor. Two attempts were made to recover it, but bein, 
deeply inbedded in the sand the cable could not be raised, A deficiency esti- 
mate of $5,000 was then submitted for furnishing and laying a new cable, which 
is now before Congress. See Executive Document No, 45, current session.) 

The great importance of this cable to commercial and other interests can not 
be questioned, and is evidenced by the urgent appeals from the Portland (Ore 
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success of ae’ further attempt to raise and repair the old cable is more than 
as 


The Treasury Department has authorized the use of the light-house tender 
Manzanita in making another attempt at recovering the cable, if the tender can 
be spared for that purpose, but it is not expected that under the most favorable 
conditions more than a small portion of the old cable can be raised. 

‘This office does not desire to ask for more than is absolutely necessary to re- 
store communication over the cable, and any proviso attached to the amend- 
ment limiting the power to expend the money to be appropriated will be satis- 

. 


factory toit. 
A. W. GREELY 
Capt. Fifth Cavalry, A. 8. O. and Asst., Acting Chief Signal Oficer, U, 8. A. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Itis quite immaterial to me whether 
this item is put on the sundry civil bill or on the deficiency bill; but 
it is evident from these papers from the War Department that this cable 
can never be raised. Two attempts have already been made to raise 
the cable, according to this report from the War Department, and both 
of them have been unsuccessful. 

The Department states furthermore that in all probability a new cable 
will have to be constructed, and that its cost will not be in proportion 
much beyond what the old cable can in any event be raised for, and an 
estimate has been submitted in the sum of $5,000 for that purpose. Of 
course if it is not all used, it will not be wasted. 

Now I wish to say one further word. This isa matter of a good deal 
of importance commercially to that section of the country. The boards 
of trade at Portland, Oreg., and at Astoria, Oreg., have resolved in re- 
gard to this matter, and written letters calling on their Senators and 
their Representatives to sce to it that an appropriation is secured for the 
purpose of raising this cable or having a new one constructed. I hope 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will consent to allow 
this appropriation to go on this bill, inasmuch as I introduced the amend- 
ment and had it referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I also 
introduced another amendmentand referred it to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and that committee has reported in favor of appropriating 
$5,000 for this purpose. I think the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations ought to abandon any objection he may have had. I do 
not think he has looked into it very fully. I hope he will permit it to 
go on this bill. 

Mr. BECK. There is nothing new in those papers as far as I could 
catch the reading of them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nothing at all. 

Mr. BECK. Nothing beyond what was shown to us in the subcom- 
mittee on this matter. 

The importance of a cable at this point is obvious; but it was apparent 
to my mind, and I think apparent to minds of the committee, when we 
heard the gentlemen in charge, that what they call efforts have been 
very feeble efforts to endeavor to repair this cable. We were told that 
they expected to get a ship from some other quarter provided it could 
bespared to make anotherattempt. The whole of it is that no earnest, 
honest effort has been made to restore the cable at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I wish to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky a question. 

Mr. BECK. I am only telling the impression made on my mind. 
If $400 would repair the cable and we gave them $500, my idea was 
that they ought to be required to make an effort to repair it. It is so 
much more convenient, so much more in accordance with the style and 
dignity of the United States when a ship’s anchor drops on a cablein a 
strait 2} miles wide and breaks it, instead of feeling for the ends of 
the cable at points where the cable is broken, to just construct a new 
cable, that of course the proposition must be made. They do not know 
whether the ends of the old cable are in sand; but itisa little unpleas- 
ant job to be fishing around for and pulling up an old thing, and it is 
not quite worthy of the dignity of the United States, and $5,000 does 
not matter to the United States. > 

We intended to make an honest effort to have the old cable repaired. 
It can be done beyond all question, and any business man would take 
a contract to find where the ship’s anchor is that broke the cable and 
restore it for $500. There is a proposition to put down a cable in the 
bay of San Francisco, where it is deemed desirable to reach a point 35 
miles north of the Golden Gate. It ismore stylish to make everything 

d; but there is no sense in giving $5,000 now for a new cable here, 
for if you do that no effort will ever be made to repair the old cable. 
If they can not repair it I will vote $5,000, or if necessary $10,000; but 
I do want an effort made to repair the old cable and take it up, as I 
believe it can be done, before we give them money for a new one, be- 
cause if we give them more money for a new cable there will be noat- 
tempt to raise the old. 

Mr. HAMPTON. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky a question 
in regard to that? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Would he not regard the amendment offered by 
{he Senator from Oregon as the preferable course? Under that a new 
cable is not appropriated for if they can restore the old cable. I want 


to say while I am up that of course I had no information on this sub- 
ject except what was given me by the Secretary of War and the Chief 
Signal Officer. The Military Committee referred this amendment to 
the War Department. We had these papers laid before us in regard to 
an appropriation of $5,000, recommending it in the strongest possible 


language, and the committee unanimously instructed me to report the 
amendment back favorably. I knew nothing more about it. I was 
not aware that the matter had ever been submitted to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and I was merely the organ of the Military Committee 
in reporting, in accordance with the recommendations of the War De- 
partment, this appropriation. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from South Carolina is entirely right in 
saying that a cable ought to be there. Commerce requiresit. After 
we examined the officers with some care the committee became con- 
vinced that they ought to make a more earnest effort than they have 
yet done to repair the old cable. I believe, also, that the very moment 
we give them this $5,000 that is the end of all effort in that direction. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The evidence was before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as to the character of the effort that was 
made to raise this cable. 

Mr. BECK. It was because they could not give us any assurance 
that they had made any honest, earnest effort at all to recover the old 
cable that the sum of $500 only was proposed to be appropriated. They 
had grappled down, and they did not know anything except that there 
was a good deal of sand over the ends of the cable. ey did not even 
know, as they advised us, that this was true, not having found the point 
where it was damaged, because such a slight investigation had been 
made. Ifit was damaged at a point in the bay where ships anchor, 
there was probably no sand over it, and the two ends might be taken 
up and repaired, and a good cable made of it again, notwithstanding 
the ends were covered with sand. It was because of the absolute want 
of knowledge on their for the want of any effort that they have 
made, that we reported the amendment in the form we did. If they 
had told us anything to induce us to believe that a new cable was in- 
dispensably necessary they would have readily got the $5,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. All I know about it is that the old 
cable is useless. It is disabled; it can not be used at all for the pur- 
pose for which it was intended. I know furthermore that the War De- 
partment, whose business it is to look after this cable, reports to the 
Military Committee, the proper committee of the Senate to investigate 
the subject, that two efforts have been made to raise the cable, and 
they have been unsuccessful. I know farther, that that same Depart- 
ment reports that in all probability the cable never can be raised, and 
that in any event only a verysmall proportion of the cable can be raised. 

The Mili Committee of the Senate has considered the matter and 
reported unanimously in favor of an appropriation necessary to renew 
the cable in case it can not be raised, and yet the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of the Senate, simply upon their surmise that the effort which 
has been made has not been an honest one, and not that character of 
effort that should have been made, brush aside the reports of the War 
Department and the Military Committee and they say, ‘‘ No, we will 
appropriate only $500.” 

Mr. President, it seems to me that that is hardly fair, to say the 
least, in view of these reports. The ro. Saf Spee Committee, in my 
judgment, has nothing to stand on here so far as repudiating the report 
of the War Department and of the Military Committee is concerned. 

We are at a little disadvantage on the Pacific coast. I believe there 
is not amember of the Committee on Appropriations west of the Rocky 
Mountains, and has not been for years, and we have to take what we 
can get and do the best we can. It seems to me that when we present 
a good case, as I think we have done in this instance, and the matter is 
not a large one, for not a very large appropriation is asked. here, there 
ought not to be such opposition to it on the part of the Appropriations 
Committee. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I would suggest to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, as I have also to the Senator from Kentucky, 
that there might be some further amendment made to carry out the 
views of the committee as well as those of the Senator from Oregon, 
by puttingin a provision appropriating $500 for what the Senator from 
Kentucky calls an earnest effort to repair the present cable, and if it is 
found impracticable then to authorize the use of $4,500 in addition to 
make a new cable, because in case they are not able to repair and use 
the old cable of course they will be without the use of any cable at 
all until the next meeting of Congress. I think that will cover tks 
whole ground. 

Mr. BECK. There is a good deal in that suggestion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I of course care nothing about this 
matter for the Committee on Appropriations, but the Senator from 
Oregon is slightly in error when he assumes that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations have made no investigation of this question. Ithink the 
investigation was quite as thorough as if the Senator from Oregon had 
been on the committee. We not only had every document that has 
been presented here, but having those documents and having the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Military Affairs referred to our committee, 
and it being the duty of the Committee on Appropriations to make ex- 
amination of such amendments, we sent for Captain Greely, who is the 
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foundation of all this statement and machinery that is built up here 
from the War Department, and asked him the basis of these state- 
ments, and he stated to us, I believe, that a couple of local vessels had 
endeavored once or twice to grapple with this cable, but that now they 
were trying to get a Government vessel there to undertake to grapple 
with the cable in earnest. I do not believe there was a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations who had a single doubt of the fact that 
if an earnest effort was made by a proper vessel to recover this cable it 
could be recovered. So whatever was done by the Committee on Ap- 

ropriations was not done without examination and without knowledge. 
it was done after the fullest examination, and having every document 
and paper referred to us by the Military Committee, and a personal 
examination of the foundation of all these statements.. 

Now, I undertake to say after all the facts have been disclosed, that 
there has been no serious effort made to recover this cable. Ido not 
care whether you appropriate for a new cable or for recovering the old, 
for it is a matter of no moment, but I am perfectly willing to submit 
to a provision here for the laying of a new cable if it shall turn out 
that this cable can not be recovered. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That is all we ask, 

Mr. ALLISON, Now let me say one word further. This cable was 
originally laid as a military cable. It is laid at the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia River. It is laid at the mouth of a river that has an immense 
commerce, a river that we are expending nearly a half a million dol- 
lars per annum in improving. It is a commercial cable; and when 
you come strictly to the question of who should build this cable or re- 
pair it, the Government of the United States is under no more obliga- 
tion to build a cable across this Columbia River than it is across the 
mouth of Sandy Hook; but the Government having originally laid this 
cable seems to be willing to undertake to continue to keep it in repair. 
When this cable was first erected it was of a long connecting line; 
now it is used by pars companies chiefly, but it is also used for 

urposes connected with Signal Service and for the military posts in that 
neighborhood. The Committee on Appropriations were quite willing 
to allow this cable to be repaired at public expense. 

If there is a new cable to be built, it should be a much larger cable; 
and it would be a much larger cable for the benefit of the growing com- 
merce there. But when you get down to the real facts in this case, 
they are that the people who are interested in this matter of a cable 
want a larger cable than the one that was there, and one that can be 
grappled and taken up. So when the Senator from Oregon suggests 
that the Committee on Appropriations have made no investigation of 
this subject, I want the Senator to understand that the Committee on 
Appropriations have looked into it, and understand it thoroughly. 

Ve have a similar application for the building of a new cable at the 
Golden Gate, coming with the same recommendation from precisely 
the same sources, There is already at the expense of a telegraph com- 
pany—I do not know what one—a cable across the Golden Gate. Why 
should the Government build another there merely for the purposes 
of the Signal Service when it can use that cable at a mere nominal 
charge, and when it is paying the telegraph companies under these 
same Signal Service appropriations more than $150,000 per annum? 
And yet the Government itself is called upon to build these cables, 

The same thing that has destroyed this cable may destroy the one 
that is built in the next year. A ship’s anchor has broken this cable 
at the mouth of the Columbia River. We all know that these cables 
are dangerous, for that reason, across the mouths of rivers; and yet this 
proposition to build a new cable is to make the Government perpetu- 
ally ne for the building of a cable across the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia River at the Government expense for the use of all the private 
telegraph companies that may in the future come to use this cable. 

When. it comes to the question of what we should do or what we 
should not do, I think it is perfectly clear that when we come to the 
matter of laying a new cable we should have some further information 
before we appropriate $5,000, and we should know whether this is for 
the exclusive use of the Signal Service or whether, under the guise of a 
military cable, we are not appropriating money for the purposes of a 
@&mmercial cable company, or a large telegraph company that may 
have interests here far beyond the interests of the Government. 

That is the reason the Committee on Appropriations hesitated with- 
out further inquiry and without further suggestion, when Captain 
Greely himself, who was the father of all these communications read 
here, was not able to say on personal inquiry and examination that any 
sincere effort had been made to raise this cable. 
ca BECK. We had the same thing passed on us at San Francisco 

y. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, and we left both of them out, because we de- 
Ary have some understanding for whose benefit these cables are to 

ai 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Military Affairs to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


essage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had a bill (H. R. 10912) making 
an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1888, and for other purposes; in whichit requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also requested the Senate to furnish the House with a 
duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United 
States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior 
to Puget Sound and to restore the same to settlement, and for other 
purposes, the original copy having been lost or mislaid. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 222) to amend section 1661 of the Revised 
Statutes, making an annual appropriation to provide arms and equip- 
ments for the militia; and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 


‘A m 


NORTHERN PACIFIO RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I wish the Senator from Iowa would give way to me 
for a moment, to allow me to call up a communication just received 
from the House of Representatives in regard to the bill forfeiting the 
Northern Pacific land grant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, February 1, 1887, 
ested to furnish the House with a duplicate 
States certain of the 


tion of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same 
A settlement, and for other purposes, the original copy having been lost or mis- 


- 


The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
request of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to have some information as to what has 
been done by the conference committee, and when it was discovered 
that this bill had been lost. The bill has been in conference for some 
time. Indeed, the conference committees were appointed at the last ses- 
sion. I should like to know something about it, having been a mem- 
ber of the committee myself. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isit alleged that an engrossed copy of a bill that 
has both Houses has disappeared absolutely and no trace of it 
can be found ? 

Mr. DOLPH. For the Senator’s information I ask for the reading of 
the message, 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be again read. 

The message from the House of Representatives was again read. 

Mr. INGALLS. That presents a very singular and novel question. 
I think that had better lie over. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The Senator from Missouri has called for some state- 
ment in regard to the matter, and I recognize the propriety of such a 
statement. I, however, am not quite certain how far I am at liberty 
to state what has transpired between the managers on the part of the 
Senate and the managers on the part of the House. I should like to 
submit a question as to whether correspondence in regard to the loss 
of a bill or the possession of a bill is considered a matter proper to be 
laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not advised of any 
special rule on the subject. The Senator can exercise his discretion. 
ie DOLPH. That being the case, I will ask the Secretary to 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If objection is made to the consid- 
eration of the resolution at this time, the Chair is of opinion that it 
must go over under the rules. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iwould ask the Senator to yield to me to make the 
statement I desire to make at this time. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas ob- 
ject? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not object to any statement being made; but 
I said the situation was novel and unprecedented and we ought not to 
act in haste in the matter. I therefore asked that the resolution might 
go over under the rules in order that we might deliberate about it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask the Senator to withdraw his objection until he 
hears a statement. 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw it for that purpose. 

Mr. DOLPH. That being the case, I ask the Secretary to read a copy 
of a communication transmitted yesterday by the managers on the part 
of the Senate to the managers on the part of the House on the confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the House amend- 
ment to Senate bill 2172, a communication dated 29th January, 1887, 
and which has undoubtedly produced the action of the House now under 
consideration. I ask for the reading of the communication. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


WasutncrTon, D. C., January 29, 1887. 
Messrs. Coss, VAN EATON, and PAYSON, mai on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing vote of two Houses on the House 

amendment to Senate bill 2172): 

GENTLEMEN: We again call your attention to the matter of the conference on 
the disagreeing vote of the two Houses on the House amendment to Senate 
bill 2172, a bill restoring to the United States certain lands granted to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Companyia aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake 
Superior to Puget Sound, and for other purposes. 

he record shows that the House passed the bill with an amendment July 27, 
1886, and, on motion of Mr. Paysos, itwas ordered that the House insist on sai 
amendment and ask a conference with the Senate thereon (House Journal, 
page 2364); that on July 28, the Speaker bn gas Messrs. COBB, VAN EATON, 
and Payson as managers on the part of the House (see House Journal, page 
2378); that the Senate was notified on the same day that the House of Representa- 
tives had passed said bill with an amendment, and requested a conference with 
the Senate on the bill and the amendment, and had appointed Messrs. COBB, 
nal, pago it}: that on the next day, July 29, 1885, the Senate procreded to 

5 ; that on the nex y, July e 
consider the bill, and on motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the said bill and agree to the conference asked by the House on 
the said bill and amendment (see Senate Journal, page ak 

And that on July 30, 1886, Messrs. DOLPH, TELLER, and RELL were ap- 
pointet Sera dea on the part of the Senate; and it was ordered that the Seo- 
retary notify the House of Representatives thereof (see Senate Journal, page 
1204). abner ig the papers were transmitted to the House (see penne trom 
the Senate by Mr. Sapsan, one of their clerks, 2450, House Jo! 5 

There appears (if its printed journals are Pein to have been a m e in 
the message from the House in panny Mr. FISHER, of Mr. PAYSON, as 
one of the managers on the part of the House, and in the message from the 
Senate, which, so far as it relates to bill 2172, is to the effect that the Senate had 
di to amendment of the House, asked a conference, and had appointed 
conferees. No further action appears to haye been taken in the House, how- 
ever, and the errors probably were not noticed, and it is quite possible that both 
are typographical errors. 

Just before the close of the session, and as soon as it could be arranged for, a 
meeting of the conference committee upon the bill and amendment in question 
was held, when, it being supposed that an agreement was im ble during the 
brief remaining hours of the session, it was determined t much discus- 
sion to report to the two Houses that the committee were unable to agree and 
to ask for a further conference. Duplicate rojos were accordingly prepared 
by the clerk of the Senate Committee on Public Lands, and si edi by the man- 
agers on the part of both Houses on the same or the qacesting day, and one 
copy of the wig tet was retained by the managers upon the part of the Ho 
and the other by the managers upon the part of the Senate. The chairman of 
the Senate conferees upon the same day the report was signed undertook to 
submit it to the Senate, but it was not received for the reason that the papers 
were notin the possession of the Senate. The managers upon the part of the Sen: 
ate being under the impression that the House was entitled to retain the bill, 
Dorey that the report should and would be first made in that body, awaited its 
action, 

Nom having been received from the House announcing action upon the 
report, the ate managers, through Mr, baton far4 geri Jn the present session 
calied the attention of the managers on the part of the House to the matter, an 

uested that the report should be submitted and the Senate notified. Later, 
i ng advised that if the should be transmitted to the managers on the 
part of the Senate, the re could be first submitted in that body, shortly after 
the holiday recess Mr. DoLPH apprec to Mr. Cons for the jon of the 
papers, and was informed by Mr. Coss that he did not have the bill in his pos- 
session at the time of the conference; and also that he had mislaid the copy of 
the conference report delivered to the House conferees. Mr. COBB requested to 
be furnished with a duplicate of the one in the possession of the managers upon 
thepartoftheSenate. The duplicate copy of the report was iar pr rg 
by the clerk of the Senate Committee on Public Lands, signed by the managers 
on the part of the Senate and furnished to Mr. Cons on the 11th instant, accom- 
panied by a letter from the clerk of the Senate Committee on Public Lands, re- 
questing on behalf of the Senate conferees possession of the bill. On the 12th 
instant a letter was received from Mr. Conn, acknowledging the receipt of the 
duplicate report, and containing the follo statement: _ 

“In to the bill S. 2172(the Northern c Railroad land-grant forfeit- 
ure bill), I have not got it in my possession, and have not had it since I reported 
it to the House from my committee at the last session,” Upon inquiry at the 
Clerk’s desk in the House it was ascertained that the bill could not be found. 
Thereupon Mr. DoLPH requested Mr. Cons to take the necessary steps to sub- 
stitute a copy of the bill in the usual manner, and on the 13th instant addressed 
to him a letter renewing the request in writing, and inclosing the form of an order 
prepared by one of the Senate clerks, which it was supposed would answer the 


t e 
i whe understood then that the matter would receive due attention without 
m through Mr, 
y called attention to the subject and requested imme- 
diate steps to be taken to find the bill or to substitute a copy for it. But so far 
no s recollection that 
he did not have the bill at the time of the conference is no doubt correct, as the 
oo was n produced at the time, and the committee erred in proceeding until 

at was done, 

The session is drawing to a close, In our judgment it is important that an 
agreement should be reached by the conference committee; at all events an 
effort in good faith on both sides to reach an ent should at once be made. 
We therefore request that as the House was last in possession of the bill, and 
therefore action for the purpose of substituting a copy, if it can not be found, 
must originate there, that you cause whatever may be necessary in the prem- 
ises to be done at once in order that a report of the committee can be submitted 
and a further conference be had. 

Respectfully, yours, J. N. DOLPH, 
H. M. TELLE. 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hourof 20’clock having arrived 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill 
(S. 2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting as attorneys or 
employés for railroad companies holding charters or having received 
grant of lands or pecuniary aid from the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that that be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there, be no objection the unfin- 
ished business will be laid aside informally to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the sundry civil bill. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. Inow submit a copy of a letter addressed by the clerk 


of the Senate Committee on Public Lands, by the direction of the Sen- 
ate conferees, to Mr. Cops, on the 11th of January. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SENATE CHAMBER, Washington, January 11,1887. 
My Dear Sm: Senator DoLPH informs me that you have lost your copy of 
upon at the last session by the conference com- 

mittee on the na shorty ere of the two Houses upon the House amendments 
to Senate bill 2172 (the Northern Pacific land-grant forfeiture bill), and desire 
a copy of the one delivered to the Senate conferees, I 
signed by the conferees on the part of the Senate. z 

The Senate conferees have also instructed me to ask for the possession of thb 
bill and papers, to enable them to submit their repòrt, 

Very respectfully, oF YE: 


s ENNIKEN, 
Clerk Senate Commitee Public Lands. 
Hon. T. R. Cons, 
Chairman 


Conferees, House of Representatives. 
Mr. DOLPH. I now submit an original letter, which I ask to have 


read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


HOUSE of REPRESENTATIVES, Washéngton, D. C., January 12, 1887, 
My Dear S: The conference rt received with thanks. 
In to the bill (S. 2172) the Northern Pacific land-grant forfeiture bill, 
I have not got it in my p: n, and bave nothad it since I reported it to the 
House from my committee, at last session. 
I am yours, truly, x 


close you & copy 


T. R. COBB, 
Mr. DOLPH. I now submit a copy of a letter addressed by the. 
clerk of the Senate Public Lands Committee to Mr. Cons, on the 13th 


of January. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


SENATE CHAMBER, Washington, January 13, 1887. 

My Dear Sm: Referring to your letter of the 12th instant, in which you state 
“in regard to the bill (S. 2172) the Northern Pacific land t forfeiture bill, 
I have aie aner my possession, and have not had it since I reported itto 
the House from my committee at last n,” the Senate conferees direct me 
to request that, as the bill should be on the House files, having been transmitted 
to that body on the 30th day of July last, in order that the report of the confer- 
ence committee shall not be further delayed, and that an opportunity for a fur- 
ther conference may be secured at an early day, you take steps to substitute a 
copy of the bill, in the usual method, by having the House ask for an engrossed 
copy of the Senate bill. The chairman of the Senate conferees undertook to 
submit the conference report to the Senate immediately after the conference, 
but was not permitted to do so, as the bill was not in possession of the Senate. 

This is the occasion of the verbal and writter requests which have been made 
to your committee for the possession of the bill. 

Very respectfully, 
B. F. FLENNIKEN, 

Clerk Senate Committee on Public Lands, 
Hon. T. R. COBB, 


Chairman Conferees, House of Representatives. 


Mr. DOLPH. I also present an original letter from the clerk of the 
Senate Committee on Public Lands addressed to myself. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

z WASHINGTON, January 31, 1887. 

My DEAR SIR: In response to your inquiry I have the honor to inform you 
that on January 11, 1887, by your request, I prepared, procured the signatures 
of the Senate conferees, and delivered to Hon, T. R. Corn, chairman of the 
House conferees, a duplicate or copy of the conference report on the oo 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 2172) the Northern Pacific forfeiture 
bill, and that in my letter with the above inclosure I requested possession of 
the bill and papers, Under date of January 12 Mr. Conn acknowledged receipt 
of the Lowel a and said “that he had not the bill in his ession, and had not 
had it since he reported the same to the House from his committee at the last 
session of Congress.” 

The bill was not produced at the meeting of the conferees held at the roomof 
the Senate Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr, Coss subsequently stated to me that he did not have the bill at the con- 
ference, but that he thought Mr, Payson, one of the House conferees might 
possibly have it in his possession. 

ery respectfully, 


Hon. J. N. DOLPH, 
Chairman Senate Conferees. 


Mr. DOLPH. In addition to the facts stated in these several com- 
munications, as soon as we ascertained from Mr. COBB and from the 
clerk of the House committee that the bill could not be found, I re- 
quested our Reading Clerk, Mr. Gilfry, to make a thorough search not 
only of the files of the Senate, but also of the RECORD to see where the 
bill ought to be, and endeavor to find the bill. He informed me that 
he inquired at the Clerk’s desk in the House, and found that they had 
not the bill or that the bill had been mislaid, and also that he in- 
quired of Mr. Cons, and Mr. Coss informed him that he did not have 
the bill at the time of the conference. 

I have had this correspondence read not because I desire to criticise 
the act of anybody, or the omission to act on the part of the m 
of either branch of Congress, but simply that the facts might be known, 
in justice to the managers on the part of the Senate. 

I understand that there is no difiiculty in substituting a copy for the 
original bill at this stage of the proceedings. I, myself, suppose from 


B. F. FLENNIKEN, Clerk. 


all the indications that the bill has been mislaid, and am inclined to 
think probably with the report of the conference committee that was 
delivered to the House conferees shortly after the meeting of the con-, 
ference. 

This seems to be the usual method of substituting a bill, to get a cer- 
tified copy from the Senate of the Senate bill and to have the House 
amendment by order of that body substituted for the bill as it passed 
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the House with the amendment. I therefore renew the motion that 
the request of the House of Representatives be granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the Senate agree to 
the request of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdrew my objection for the purpose of enabling 
the Senator from Oregon to make a statement. If itis necessary for 
me to make the objection again, of course I will do that. I only with- 
drew it for the purpose of allowing him to make the statement which 

gone on the records. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The matter goes over under objec- 
tion. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. If. 10912) making an appropriation for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other 
p was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the indulgence of the Senator from Iowa for a 
single moment in order that I may offer a resolution so that it may be 
printed with the notice required by Rule XL. I want the notice and 
resolution printed, and I shall call the matter up to-morrow morning. 

The resolution I introduced on Saturday last would he subject to a 
question of order if any Senator chose to make it, and I therefore pro- 
pose now to introduce it with the proper notice in this form: 


ness for each day, unless upon motion the Senate shall atany time 
othe: order, the Senate will p: to the consideration of the Calendar of 
bills and resolutions, and continue such consideration until 2 o’clock ;” so that 
said rule as modified shall provide that on and after Monday, the 7th instant, 
at the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless upon motion the 
Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bills and joint resolutions favorably reported upon the Calen- 
dar, and continue such consideration until 2 o'clock, under the provisions of 
Rule Vill as thus modified, until the Calendar of such bills and resolutions has 
been completed, 
To that end I offer the following resolution. 
ISHAM G. HARRIS. 


Resolved, That on and after Monday, the 7th instant, at the conclusion of the 
morning business for each day, unless upon motion the Senate shall at any time 
otherwise order, the Senate will proceed to the consideration of House bills and 
joint resolutions favorably reported on the Calendar, and continue such consid- 
eration until 2 o’clock, under the provisions of Rule VIII as herein modified, 
until the Calendar of such bills and resolutions has been completed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MANDERSON, it was 


" Ordered, That all papers pertaining to, and accompanying, the bill (S. 1917) 
first session Forty-seventh Congress, to extend the provisions of the act entitl 
“An act to provide compensation for the services of George Morell in adjusting 
title to lands in Michigan,” be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (by request), submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1854) author- 
izing the Treasurer of the United States to credit the District of Colum- 
bia with certain moneys in lieu of investing the same in bonds, with an 
amendment; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
10757) to provide for an additional term of the circuit court of the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia, and for the appointment of one 
additional associate justice thereof; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary have leave to sit during the remainder of this session of 
the Senate during the sittings of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair), If there 
be no objection permission will be granted. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is granted. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10072) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,” after line 2142, to insert: 

For the enlargement of the hospital building at the Central Branch, $60,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2156, to increase the total appro- 


priation for the central branch of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, at Dayton, Ohio, from $743,239.60 to $803,239.60. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 2255, to insert: 
For the erection of a hospital building at the western branch, $100,009. 


The amendment was to. > 

The next amendment was, in line 2260, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for the western branch of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers from $197,202.25 to $297,202.25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2264, to increase the total appro- 
priation for the western branch of the National Home for Disabled 
Soldiers, at Leavenworth, Kans., from $1,650,556 to $1,810,556. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘moneys,’’ in line 2273, 
to insert ‘‘so far as the same can be made applicable thereto; ™ after 
the word ‘“‘ Treasury,” in line 2276, to strike out: 

In the same manner and as fully as other expenditures of the several Depart- 
ments of the Government are by law required to be audited. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 


So as to make the clause read: 
And hereafter the detailed statement of the expenses of the Board of Man- 
rs of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers shall be reported 
direct to Congress in the annual report of the Board of Managers. But all of 
the expenditures of the said home, including the expenses of the Board of Man- 
agers, shall be made subject to the general laws governing the disbursement of 
public moneys, so far as the same can be made applicable thereto, and shall be 
audited by the proper accounting officers of the jury, under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescri by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ Treasury,’’ in line 2280, 
to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided further, That no person shall be eligible to or hold any position or 
employment in the government or management of any home whois interested 
in or connected with, directly or indirectly, any railroad, brewery, mercantile 
EOS, MANOTHRCET, dram-shop, or distillery in the State where such home is 

Mr. PLUMB. That seems on the face ofit to be a rather wholesome 
provision. I should be glad to have the chairman of the committee 
state the reasons for striking it out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee made inquiry of the managers of the 
home, the Senator will remember, and it was stated that there were no 
abuses in the direction prohibited here. The Committee on the Whole 
thought it wise to strike out the entire provision. If there were any 
abuses to correct of course the committee would not have recommended 
striking it out. I do not think there are any abuses. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know that there are. I should not like to 
speak on that point. I am very glad if there are not any abuses, but 
at the same time the fact that the clause has been put in there by the 
other House would seem to indicate possibly some information which 
that body had which justified it. 

In addition to that, it is a good rule, a wholesome rule. Certainly 
no one who is connected with any brewery or mercantile house, manu- 
factory, dram-shop, or distillery ought to have anything to do with the 
management of a soldiers’ home. I think the Senator from Iowa is 
aware of the fact that too many inmates of the soldiers’ homes are en - 
ticed ont of them and are seriously demoralized by the proximity of 
drinking shops near to the soldiers’ homes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is quite true, but this provision does not reach 
the evil that the Senator from Kansas suggests. I do not know why a 
man who is engaged in mercantile pursuits would not make a good 
manager of a home, nor do I know why a man who is conducting a 
manufactory would not make a good manager. I can readily see that 
the managers of this home must be selected from merchants, manu- 
facturers, lawyers, doctors, &c., or else from men who do nothing and 
have no occupation. 

So we concluded that there was no more reason why a merchant ora 
manufacturer should be excluded than there was why a lawyer ora 
physician should be excluded. On the whole we concluded that, unless 
there was some abuse, it would be best to strike out the entire proviso. 
Of course if the other House has information which we could not ac- 
quire, it will be readily seen that in a matter of this character the Sen-_ 
ate would yield its objections to the provision. 

Mr. PLUMB. It may be that it would be no disqualification to be 
a merchant within the State, and still the clause is evidently aimed at 
the possible fact that a person interested in mercantile pursuits and 
who is at the same time the manager of a soldiers’ home or otherwise 
connected with it is using that position for the purpose of selling his 
own goods. But suppose the objection would lie to that part of the 
proviso, what is the objection to prohibiting any person identified with 
a dram-shop or a brewery or a distillery from having connection with 
soldiers’ homes? It seeing to me that there can be no error made in 
adhering to that much at least of the House provision. I therefore 
hope that the amendment of the committee striking out this proviso 
may be disagreed to, and that then such amendments as the chairman 
of the committee may suggest to it, and which he has outlined, may 
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be made, leaving the prohibition against the brewer, the distiller, and 
the dram-shop keeper. 

Mr. HOAR. Iinfer that the proper course would be to perfect the 
proviso before the vote is taken on striking it out. I move in line 2283 
to strike out the word ‘‘railroad,’’ and in line 2284 to strike out the 
words ‘‘mercantile house, manufactory,” leaving in the words ‘‘any 
boven: dram-shop, or distillery in the State where such home is lo- 
eated.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is a very wise suggestion. I have no 
objection to the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The word “and,” in line 2283, is a misprint for ‘‘any.”’ 
That should be corrected by general consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree for myself, not acting for the committee, to 
retain the proviso as now modified, because I quite concur with the 
Senator from Kansas. He and I have no difference of opinion upon 
this question so far as I have heard him utter his views. I think the 
provision had better remain; so I hope that having stricken out the words 
‘*railroad,’? “‘mercantile house,” and “manufactory,” the proviso will 
be retained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection? If not, it 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. No; disagreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then what will be the effect? 

Mr. HOAR. The proviso is part of the text of the bill. The com- 
mittee proposed to amend the text by striking out the proviso. I 
moved to perfect the proviso before the vote was taken on striking it 
out, by striking out something less. That is not an amendment to the 
committee’s amendment, but it is an amendment which takes prece- 
dence of it, by reason of its nature. That has been adopted, and the 
proviso now stands in the bill with those words stricken out. Disa- 
greeing to the committee’s amendment, the paragraph stands, leaving 
those words stricken out. ` 

Mr. ALLISON. That is my understanding of the effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the amend- 
ment of the committee proposing to strike out the proviso will be 
disagreed to, and the proviso remains in the bill as it has been amended 
by the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2298, after the word ‘‘For,”’ 
to insert ‘‘rent of office for the marshal;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


Rent and incidental expenses, office of marshal, Territory of Alaska: For rent 
of office for the marshal, fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental expenses, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for ‘expenses of the 
United States courts,” in line 2392, after the word ‘‘ when,” to insert 
‘the court is open for business or;’’ so as to read: 


Nor shall any part of any money appropriated be used in payment of a per 
diem compensation to any attorney, clerk, or marshal for attendance in court 
sopi for days when the court is open for business or business is actually trans- 
acted in court, and when they attend under sections 583, 584, 671, 672, and 2013 of 
the Revised Statutes, which fact shall be certified in the approval of their 
counts, 


Tbe amendment was agreed to. 
The following item of the bill was read: 


For fees of United States commission and justices of the peace acting as 
United States commissioners, $50,000, ee j 


Mr. PLUMB. At this point I should like to make an inquiry of the 
Senator having charge of the bill as to the amounts appropriated this 
year by comparison with the last year and the year before for the judi- 
ciary, the United States courts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave a memorandum of that. 
purticular point does the Senator inquire? 

Mr. PLUMB. I refer to all the expenses under the head of judici- 
ary, the United States courts. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Two million nine hundred and five thousand six 
hundred dollars was appropriated for the current year. The total for 
the coming year is $2,829,400. The estimates are $3,155,000. I will 
say, however, to the Senator that I am quite sure there are large de- 
ficiency estimates for the current year. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like to ask the Senator whether the com- 
mittee have gone into the question of the expenditure of this money to 
any extent? ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. Do you mean of this money? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ofany portion of it, especially that portion which cov- 
ers the fees of United States attorneys and marshals, the fees of wit- 
nesses, and so on. 

Mr. ALLISON. We went into the question as far as we could by 
inquiry of those who have special charge of this matter in the office of 
the Attorney-General, and we had them furnish to us elaborate tables 
upon this question. They will be found in the report made by the 
House committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. Can the Senator state in what portion of the country 
the expenses have increased materially since last year? 


ac- 


In regard to what 


Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know in detail in what portion of the 
country. The expenses have increased in the Southern States and in 
the Territories, where there are great depredations upon timber on the 
public lands, 

Mr. PLUMB. That brings metowhatIhadin mind. I am told that 
several hundred prosecutions have been instituted against iesin New 
Mexico, who are charged with having committed frauds in theentry of 
publiclands, and that more than one-halfof all those prosecutions are for 
offenses that were barred by the statute of limitations, and that fact w: 
known to the district attorney at the time the indictments were fo 
I am furtherinformed that he was advised by an oflicer of the court dur- 
ing thesession of the courtatSanta Fé, at which a large number of those 
indictments were found, that the offenses were barred by the statute of 
limitations. I do not know that that would in any way add to or 
qualify his responsibility, for he ought to dothat much anyhow, being 
the district-attorney; but it is stated to me as a fact, upon authority 
which I can not question, and I do not think it admits of any ques- 
tion, that out of two hundred and seventy-five or two hundred and 
eighty indictments found at the term of the court held recently at 
Santa Fé more than one-half, perhaps two-thirds of them, were for 
offenses clearly barred by the statute of limitations, and that in a num- 
ber of cases that fact has been brought to the attention of the court; 
that is to say, the statute has been pleaded successfully. 

If that be true, it would look as though the liberality of Congress 
in the appropriations for expenses for the fees of magistrates, district 
attorneys, and so on, was being made use of, not in the interest of jus- 
tice, not for the purpose of the actual punishment of offenders AA EAA 
the laws, but for the other and not quite so laudable purpose, of mak- 
ing fees for the United States officers. 

It seems to me that it would be well to have some information upon 
this subject before increasing the amount of appropriation beyond that 
granted for last year, and if, as the Senator from Iowa says, there are 
to be large deficiencies it would be very pertinent to make inquiry at 
this point before advising their appropriation. 

I am also informed that in the Territory of Washington the surplus 
energy of the Land Department is being exercised in stimulating prose- 
cutions against persons who have gone upon the school lands set apart 
and reserved for that Territory, and which have been leased by the au- 
thority of the Territory of Washington to various persons for settlement 
and improvement, the proceeds of the leases to go to the common-school 
fund, where the p: of the sale of the lands should also go; and that 
those persons thus going in perfect good faith upon land that can not be 

because you can not damage a piece of agricultural land by 
cultivating it, are being prosecuted at the instance of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, who does not find in the ordinary operations 
of his bureau scope enough for his energy, and I might perhaps say, 
without offense, hismalice. I think when we come to vote supplies of 
money, it would be advisable to understand how much of it is going 
for the purpose of gratifying malicefand cupidity, and how little of it is 
going for purposes of public justice. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe the appropriations in each item this year 
are substantially what they were last year. In a few instances small 
increases have been made; but these appropriations were made in the 
face of the well known fact that each year, for a number of years, 
there have been deficiencies in these very items of appropriation. In 
nearly every one of the items enumerated under the head of the De- 

ment of Justice there are deficiencies for the current year. 

I have the deficiency estimates before me. Forthe fees and expenses 
of marshals of United States courts there is a deficiency of $50,000 for 
the current year, and an estimated deficiency of $10,000 still for the 
year 1886. So for district attorneys’ assistants, a subject to which the 
Senator from Kansas has particularly called the attention of the Senate, 
there is a deficiency estimate for the current year of $25,000, the ap- 
propriation last year having been $350,000; and the appropriation in 
this bill being $225,006. Wedidnotchangethatappropriation. That 
was the appropriation made by the other House, 

Mr. INGALLS. Have there not been one or two intermediary defi- 
ciency bills passed in addition to these? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, there have already been. 

Mr. INGALLS. Amounting to how many thousand dollars? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not now remember from memory, but I should 
say $60,000 or $70,000. 

Here is an appropriation for the payment of United States district 
attorneys of $225,000 and for the payment of assistants to United States 
district attorneys $100,000, making $325,000. We have appropriated 
for the current year $350,000, and there is a deficiency estimate from 
the Department of Justice for $25,000 more, and this deficiency of $25,- 
000 will not pay the bill of the current year. We shall have these de- 
ficiencies coming up again and again for 1887, as we have now for 1885 
and 1886. 

Although the Committee on Appropriations recognized the fact that 
these appropriations are insufficient to carry on the judicial department 
of the Government for the next fiscal year, they were content to take 
the sums given by the House of Representatives, fully knowing that 
whatever sum we gave there would be likely to be a deficiency even 
if there should be any reasonable increase of the bill. 
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sympathize somewhat with the suggestions made by the Senator 
from Ka Kansas with reference to the methods of the expenditure of these 
appropriations in the Territories of the United States, and the newer 
States, but I can see no way whereby in an appropriation bill we can 


cure the evils, if evils there be. These appropriations must be made 
for all the courts of the United States, and any sum that will carry on 
the courts of the United States will be used and can be used in the Ter- 
ritories and i in the newer States of the Union. We can not in the ap- 

bill make the distinction which the Senator from Kansas 
thinks ought to be made in the expenditure of this money. 

Mr, PLATT. Can not the Attorney-General regulate fa reretia ly the 
amount of the appropriation which is to be expended in the Territories ? 

Mr. ALLISON. He can undoubtedly control a certain class of ex- 
penditures, and yet there are expenditures in the Territories that the 
Attorney-General can not control. Here is a district attorney, for ex- 
ample, in the State of Oregon, appointed by the President and con- 
firmed by this body. He is an independent officer. He chooses to go 
into court and summon witnesses for the purpose of indicting men for 
committing depredations, if you please, upon timber Jands. The At- 
torney-General has no reosboll e8 that such a process is going on in Ore- 
gon until the expenditure has been made. So whilst the Attorney- 
General may have control over certain moneys, he has no control over 
the vast bulk of the appropriations with reference to the judicial ex- 
penditures of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee 
what the estimates of the Department of Justice were for this item of 
appropriation? 

Mr. ALLISON. For district attorneys? 

Mr. TELLER. For arg rasa How near Da ee come to 

ving the Department ustice the estimates they e 
an ALLISON. The amount is $375,000. The Department of Jus- 
tice estimated for the next fiscal year just what it is supposed the ex- 
penditure of this fiscal year will be. We appropriated for the current 
year $350,000. The estimate was $375,000. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the appropriation for the Department of 
Justice? 

Mr. ALLISON. Three hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. TELLER. Itis estimated at $375,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. At $375,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not give the $375,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know any special reason why we should 
not give it, — we gave $375,000 or $400,000, if the 
ment chose to expend more than thatsum, we should be obliged to give 
it, or, at least, they would ask us for a deficiency. 

We have notin this bill, I will say to the Senator from Colorado, 

ven within $8,000,000 of the estimates of the Departments of the 
rioni ita omens esti nr aga that come under the usual 
appropriations e sundry 

Pit. TELLER. I wish to inquire of the Senator if he means to say 
that in the judgment of the committee the Departments have asked for 
too much money. Have they asked for $8,000,000 too much, or is the 
committee disposed to be economical at the expense of the service of 
the Departments? Which is it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can go into that in detail. I have taken some 
pains bab muti RAT answer the question suggested by the Senator 
from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would answer it. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will answer it upon this very proposition. 
We have not proposed here an amendment increasing the appropria- 
tions for district a The House appropriated 000 and the 


Department estimated $375,000. There was a service which the Sen- 
ate Committee on Appropriations believed should be settled between 
the House of Representatives, if you please, and their own Attorney- 
General, because no matter whether we appropriated $375, 000 or $325,- 

000, whatever the necessary expenditures may be in the opinion of the 
Attorney-General will be made, and we shall be called upon to appro- 
priate a deficiency, as we have appropriated deficiencies for that De- 
partment for many years, year after year, under the appropriations 
that we have been able to procure from the House of Representatives. 

The Senator from Colorado asks whether it is because we are unwill- 
ing to give the amount necessary to carry on the operations of the Gov- 
ernment or because we believe that the Departments have estimated 
in excess of the necessary requirements. I have before me the items 
estimated for which are not included in this bill at all, and I will leave 
each Senator for himself to judge whether these are necessary expend- 
itures which ought to be made. 

Mr. TELLER. Read the items. 

Mr. ALLISON. The very first and the largest item is the item for 
navy- and stations. That has always been hitherto in the sun- 
dry civil bill, but by some arrangement in the House of ta- 
tives it has been transferred to the naval appropriation bill, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House reported nothing ‘for navy- 
yards and stations, leaving that entirely tothe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, which has charge of the naval riation bill in the House. 
The Naval Committee has for navy-yards and stations in their 
bill, I do not remember how much; the Senator from Maine [Mr. 


Baral an tell me perhaps; he has examined that bill with more care 
than ve. 

The next item is one thoroughly familiar to the Senator from Colo- 
rado, for reconstructing the Interior Department building, $172,720. 
That is estimated for. The Senate Committee on Appropriations be- 
lieved that it would be a wise thing to expend that money. I do not 
believe there is a member of the committee who does not believe that, 
because, as the Senator knows, it would make that building fire-proof 
and it would provide room for a hundred additional clerks. It is not 
fire-proof now. But we put that appropriation upon a bill last year of 
a similar character and the House of Representatives refused to ac- 
quiesce in it. The Senate committee does not wish to be playing fast 
and loose with the committee of the House of Representatives by in- 
serting year after year appropriations that they will not consent to, 
and they said this was an improvement that the House would not con- 
sent to. Sothis year we have abandoned it. The Senator from Colo- 
rado can judge for himself whether that would be a wise expenditure. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that I think 
the committee should have put that item in this appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt the Senator thinks so. 

Mr. TELLER. Itnotonly would furnish the additional room spoken 
of, but it would serve the purpose of making fire-proof the building 

which contains valuable records. It isa question between appropri- 
ating $172,000 to make it fire-proof and having it some day burnt up. 
I think the item ought to have been put in the bill, and the commit- 
tee should have insisted that the House should agree to it. At least 
they should have tried it. 

Mr. HALE. We tried it last year. 

Mr. TELLER. I would have tried it again. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have tried it, I think, twice. 

Another estimate is for the construction of the Library building. 
The Department estimated $500,000 to be expended next year for the 
construction of the Library building. The Committee on App 
tions carefully investigated that question, and from all they could as- 
certain concluded that $250,000 will be as much as can reasonably be 
expended during the next fiscal year, taking into account the amount 
that will be remaining at the end of a fase your MA #2 be 405 
plicable to it. 

So with reference to arsenals, estimated for $230,000, not included 
in this bill. We have included these from time to time in past years, 
but they have been thrown out by the House of Representatives, 

Mr. TELLER. It is supposed that the amount of the estimate with 
reference to arsenals will be put in some other bill, or is that to be 


I think some portion of it may be put into the forti- 
fication bill if we shall ever get a fortification bill, which we were un- 
able to get last year and which we may not get this year. 

So there are various items. I do not care to occupy the time in stat- 
ing them all. There isa proposition to buy ground with a building for 
the Signal Service:. The Committee on Appropriations believed that 
that would be a wise thing to do. A piece of ground could be pur- 
chased in the neigh! of Twenty fourth street covering the re- 
mainder of an entire square, the Government already owning part of 
the square, the particular owned by a private individual, 
having on it a building adapted to the uses of the Signal Service. The 
committee at one time recommended that it be purchased, but in view 
of the fact that contemporaneous with our report there came a report 
from the Committee on Agriculture proposing to transfer the entire 
bos called of tho Signal Service burt, depending upon leslaton 

so o i ce epending upon on 
yet to be had at this session, we thought it unwise to a 
this building, although I believe every man on the Committee on ss 
propriations believed that it would be a wise thing for the Government 
to buy the property under proper restrictions and restraints. 

Notwithstanding the number of buildings that are being erected in 
this city by the Government, we see year by year an increasing rental 
paid by the Government for buildings in the District of Columbia 
amounting to more than $100,000, and in some cases amounting to 10 
per cent., or to 6 per cent. in most cases, of the entire cost of the pur- 
chase of the property which is now being used by the Government. 
Yet the Committee on Appropriations hesitate with reference to these 
purchases, because when they come into this body they are regarded 
in some sense extravagant, and when they come in conflict with the 
House of Representatives, such propositions are thrown out sum- 
marily. 


s Fot military posts and roads an estimate of $252,000 was made by 
this administration by the War Department. I have no doubt that 

$252,000 could be expended in the construction of military roads in 
the United States with great advantage to the people ; but with our 
experience, swelling this bill as we did swell it, we did not feel that 
we could enter upon such an appropriation. 

Mr. HALE. How much is the bill increased ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The billis increased $2,940,000. 

Mr. HALE. Over the bill as it passed the other House ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Over the bill as it passed the other House. 
For the very judicial expenses we have been discussing the estimates 


1887. 
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in the aggregate are $302,000 more than was appropriated in the bill. 
I am not prepared to say that all the estimates are just and proper; I 
believe many of them are; yet they are estimates made for a public 
service which may be expended this year or next year or five years from 
now. Theyare not of such exigency as requires absolutely the expend- 
iture of the money now. I will ask the Reporter to insert this table, 
for the information of the Senate. 
The table referred to is as follows: 
Principal items of estimates under sundry civil expenses for 1888 omitted 
Srom, and reduced in, bill as reported to Senate. 


Navy-yards and stations (transferred to naval bill)..............csseer-s-0 «ep, 418, 961 
p etaeta Interior Department beane apan omitted... -. 172,720 


Ventilation of Senate wing and boiler-vaults House, omitted.. 14, 000 
Construction of Library building, reduced... ...essseesseees: reseseseresn 250, 000 
Reform School, District of Columbia (transferred to District bill). 18, 200 
Various arse: TOAD. s easesascckepodsauAnaes svocsembbssnsevorecbbedtedoes 230, 087 
Buildings and grounds in and around Washington, reduced.. 130, 000 
Building for Signal Service, omitted... 150, 000 
Military posts, roads, &c., reduced... 252, 203 
Yellowstone National Park, reduced.. 90, 000 
Public printing and binding, reduced. 427, 047 
Revenue-cutter service, IODC: TAER S BESE 60,000 
Light-houses and light-house establishment, reduced 1,191,500 
Co and reco! of silver coin, omitted 30,000 
Quarantine service, omitted ........0..crsrerersecsnneseesen 84,500 
8) Service, reduced.............ccssc--00 senses sseeee, 31, 695 
Mili surveys and reconnaissances, omitted 25, 000 
Public ds, surveys and expenses, reduced........ 322,000 
Paper for internal-revenue stamps, reduced... 20, 000 
Miscellaneous, Department of Justice, reduced...........+. 24,600 
Judicial expenses, reduced.............cccccscesesessessserscseesse ren 305, 600 
TORR: ovccscsamsenisiensptecnsesuocnequssatssentbersvacconeqacdsenevesoegsons asersesseere 8, 218, 063 

Mr. ALLISON. To recur to the particular item which we are de- 


He can only make an approximate estimate, because every circuit 
judge, every district judge, every district attorney, and in fact you 
may say, in some respects, every grand and petit juror, has some con- 
tro over the amount, and to some extent over the character of these 
judicial expenses, So all we can do is to approximate the necessary ex- 
penses as nearly as we can, and appropriate for them, and from time to 
time bring in deficiency bills if we have not appropriated enough. 

I should be glad to put some restraining clause in the bill if we could 
do it, with reference to the subject spoken of by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, but I see no way of doing it properly. 

Mr. BECK. The United States commissioners have authority by 
law as justices of the peace have, and they can not be controlled. 

Mr, ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] very 
erly suggests to me that these itures are swollen not only by the 
judges of the courts, but also by the United States commissioners who 

ve power to hear complaints and bind over for the grand juries of 
United States courts men who are accused of crime. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is necessary that they should have that power. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] very 
po y says, itis necessary that this power should be given. Whether 

t should be or not, itis actually given by law, and is exercised in every 
State in the Union. 

Mr. TELLER. I inquire of the Senator from Iowa where he finds 
the authority of law for an executive officer to exceed the appropria- 
tions ? ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not been able to find it. I did not suggest 
that he could exceed the appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not intend by asking the question to criticise 
the Dopeman of Justice. I have not any idea that the Depart- 
ment of Justice has asked for any more money than is absolutely neces- 
sary to carry on that Department. I know very well that the head of 
a Department refrains from asking for excessive sums. If possible he 
keeps his estimates within bounds. The Department of Justice come 
here and say, ‘‘ Last year it cost $375,000 to do the business of this 

ent.’ The committee give them $325,000, saying to the At- 
torney-General, in the face of astatute that declares that he shall not 
exceed the appropriation, that he must exceed the appropriation or 
else the public service must suffer, and the chairman says, ‘‘ Of course, 
we him to exceed the appropriation.” 

I admit that it would be almost impossible for the Department of 
Justice to proceed exactly within the appropriations. If the ap ri- 
ations had been made for $375,000, circumstances might arise t 
would require and justify the Department in the face of the statute in 
ex the appropriations, but I do not think we ought, by any 
system of procedure in this body, to say to them, ‘‘Here, you must ex- 
ceed the appropriations or else you must not do the business.” 

In the Land Office, in the Interior Department, they can cut down 
the force, they decline to do the business, and, as the office has been 
doing year after year, they can let the business fail for want of agencies 
to complete the work. It is not so with the Department of Justice. 
The courts are assembled. They may be dismissed, as they have been, 
andas they were during the last year, when juries weresent home because 
there was not money enough to pay them, when the public interests 


suffered, and when private litigants were put to great expense, as I 
know, in some sections of the country. That may be done. 

Yet there is another class of business, Private business may be put 
off; the public business can not be. If the Government of the United 


States finds an indictment against an individual that individual must 
be tried. It is his right to be tried. The Government has no right 
to put him off because there is not money to pay the jury or the wit- 
nesses. 

I think that the committee should have put in the whole amount of 
the estimate if they believed the estimate was not excessive; and if the 
House declined to accept it let the House take the responsibility. They 
do not take it in full when they send a bill here with the suggestion 
that the Senate is going to raise it. The bill came over from the House 
with the expectation that it would be raised, and it was done for the 

urpose of saying to the country: ‘‘The House is economical, but the -` 
te is not.” That is the way it comes here. Iwould give the De- 
partment of Justice and every other Department of the Government 
the necessary money to carry on the Government in a proper manner, . 
and if the House declined, then I would let the House take the re- 
sponsibility. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator from Colorado say that he would 
give to every Department exactly what is estimated for it? 

Mr. TELLER. No, I do not say that. I think we have the right 
to exercise some judgment about it; but if it did appear that last year 
it took $375,000 to do the business in the courts, I think it might be 
inferred that it would take $375,000 this year, with a growing people 
and increased business in all the departments of life. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is not the Senator aware—I think he must be as 
much as any one on this floor—that in the executive departments, where 
the expenses are let go without much, if any, supervision, and es- 
pecially without legislative ision, there is a great tendency to 
extravagance; and is not that tendency so strong indeed that the mere 
fact that the expenditure ofa certain amount of money has been made 
one year is hardly a guide for what might be required the next year? 

Mr. TELLER. I admit it does not follow because the appropriation 
of $350,000 was made last year that there ought to be an appropria- 
tion of $350,000 made this year, but I do say if it appears there 
was & necessity to such an extent that the head of the Department, in 
the face of a statute which declared he should not do it, was compelled 
to create a deficiency, which we said was so properly created that we 
paid it, we ought to expect a deficiency of a like amount this year. 

I do not say that every estimate made should be appropriated for. 
There are classes of estimates made that involve grave questions of 
licy and pro; iy. The War Department say to us that they want 
,000,000 for rivers and harbors. I do not pretend that there should 
be $40,000,000 given. They might say that sg ag it for coast 

f x SRAN ight 


chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and I should like to ask 
one question. 

We have heard a great deal about not raising any more by taxation 
than was required for the expenditures of the Government economically 
administered. Ifwe are to take the estimates made by the Departments 
as the standard of economical administration and appropriate as much 
as they require, will there be any surplus revenue ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That isa pretty considerable question, and the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut I think is quite as capable of answering it as I am 
or any other Senator on this floor. It is safe to say that if we were to 
a iate all that has been estimated for in the Book of Estimates for 

e coming yearand then add to it the sums necessary to pay pensions 
to the Mexican war i to our disabled Union soldiers, &c., the 
surplus would not be very large at the end of the next fiscal year unless 
we largely our revenue. That is my opinion with reference 
to it. 

I think the Departments have estimated for the coming fiscal year 
in all $376,000,000. I speak now from memory, not having the Book 
of Estimates before me in such a way that I can refer to it. They have 
estimated undoubtedly at least $31,000,000 or $32,000,000 more than 
we are likely to appropriate in the regular appropriation bills, so that 
if we should appropriate all that they desire, in the nature of things 
there would be a very small surplus at the end of the next fiscal year. 

Mr. PLATT. There would not be any, would there? 

Mr. ALLISON. Theremight be a surplus and there might be none, 
depending of course, as the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] sug- 
gests, upon the revenue. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask leave at this time, with the permission of the 
Senator from Iowa, to report favorably from the Committee on the 
Library an amendment to the pending bill. - I ask that it lie on the 
table. $ 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be received and laid on the table. 

The Secretary will state the next amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 2401, to 
strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘indictment,’’ in line 
2415, as follows: 


No part of this appropriation shall be expended in the payment of more than 
$800 per annum to any commissioner forservices in the examination of criminal 
ar rey or at that rate for any time less than a yearand more than one month. 
But this provision shall not apply to commissioners in cities of more than 100,- 
000 inhabitants. No part of any money hereby appropriated shall be used to 
pay any fees to United States commissioners, marshals, or clerks for any war- 
rant issued or arrest made, or other fees in prosecutions under the internal- 
revenue laws, unless the prosecution has been approved by the attorney of the 
United States and of the collector of the internal revenue in the district where 
the offense is alleged to have been committed, or that the prosecution is by 
indictment, 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

For fees of United States commissioners, and justices of the peace acting as 
United States commissioners, $50,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to call attention to an amendment which 
I was listening for it, but somehow or other I 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri ob- 
ject to the pending amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. LIobject to that and also to another one just passed, 
that I did not observe at the time. I was trying to follow too. In 
line 2392 the words ‘‘ the court is open for business or’’ were inserted. 
I hope that that amendment will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to reconsider it unless the Senator from 
Towa will consent that it be considered open. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will consent, of course, that it may be reopened. 
The Senator from Missouri was out at the time, I understand. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection, that amend- 
ment will be considered as pending. The amendment will be again 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2392, after the word ‘‘ when,’’ the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations report to insert the words ‘‘the court is open 
for business or;’’ so as to read: 

Nor shall any part of any money hig pa igpsnpe be used in payment of a per 
diem compensation to any attorney, clerk, or marshal for attendance in court 
except for days when the court is open for business or business is actually trans- 
a in court, and when they attend under sections 583, 584, 671, 672, and 2013 of 
the Revised Statutes, which fact shall be certified in the approval of their ac- 
counts, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
this amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not quite clear myself that the amendment 
ought to be to just as it was inserted by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state to the Senator, as he will doubtless 
recollect, that in the bill last year the language here proposed to be in- 
serted was notin. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The language of the bill of last year was substan- 
tially the language of this bill, as I understand it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With the words ‘the court is open for business 
or’? left out. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iso understand. Those words were left out for the 
reason that it was supposed the sections of the Revised Statutes which 
are quoted following the words indicated by the Senator from Missouri 
ssi cover all the cases, but the Department of Justice suggested that 
under the provisions of last year’s bill there were some cases where in- 
justice was done clerks of courts. For example, the clerk of a district 
court and of a circuit court, both being in session at the same time, but 
one in session on a particular day and another in session on another day, 
under the decisions of the First Comptroller of the Treasury the clerk 
would be unable to get pay for the actual days in attendance on the court. 

But I think the language inserted, which was the language suggested 
to us by the Department of Justice, is too broad, and therefore I do not 
know but that I wouldagree personally with the Senator from Missouri 
that we had better strike it out and trust to some future bill to correct 
any evils that may exist now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Under the bill as it came from the other House, it 
might happen that a court would be in session simply for the purpose 
of adjourning from day to day, no business whatever being transacted, 
but the judge would be there or as in some cases the clerk would be 
authorized to make the adjournment in the absence of the judge. The 
clerk must be there. Hecan be nowhere else. The law compels him 
to be present whether he adjourns the court or the judge adjourns the 
court from day to day, no business being ready. 

In such circumstances, under the provision inserted by the other 
House, the clerk might get nothing because no business would be trans- 
acted, and the Comptroller, I think, has decided, or is inclined to de- 
cide, or has intimated that he would decide, that in such a condition 
a allow the clerk to have any pay because no business was 


The object of the committee in putting in the clause ‘‘ The court is 
open for business or’? was to meet just such a case as I have described. 
As it stands now I like the language better than I did that of the 
House. No abuse can arise. No charge can be made where the court 
is not actually in session; but if the clerk be present, as the law com- 
pels him to be, at a regular session of the court, he ought to have his 
fees although no business is for every day that the court is 
open for business. That I understand to be the reason why the words 
were inserted, and to my mind it is a pretty good reason. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The provision as it came from the other House is 
the exact provision of the bill of last session, and as I have been in- 
formed it has been found to work very well and is not subject to abuse 
in the accountsof the officers. It is for this reason that I do not think 
the amendment ought to be agreed to. 

In connection with this matter I desire to have a letter read from 
the First Comptroller, dated January 31, on this very subject, which 
will show very clear reasons why the amendment should not be 


agreed to. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST COMPTROLLER’'s OFFI 
Washington, D. O., January 31, 1887. 


Sir: As youare apprised, I have been lending all my efforts, since I have been 
in this office, to correct so far as possible the many irregular and illegal practices 
which have grown up on the part of marshals, commissioners, clerks, and attor- 
neys. In many cases where they are apparently entitled to fees under the fee 
bill it was so manifestly not the intention of Congress to provide for them that 
I have disallowed them in settling the accounts. For instance, in section 828 of 
the Revised Statutes,in the next to the last clause in said section, the clerk is 
allowed 5 cents a mile for going and 5 cents a mile for returning, and $5 a day 
for his attendance on court while actually in session; and in many instances 
the clerks claim for twice asmany days as, under my construction of the clause, 
the court is * actually in session.” e have found, upon investigation of some 
cases, that with the exception of opening and closing the court, nothing what- 
ever was done on many days when the court was technically open, the clerks 
and district attorneys receiving $ each for these days, and the marshals $2. 
They claim that the court is always open for the transaction of business, which 
is true; and from the fact that the court is thus open, and that they are ready 
for business which possibly might be Shenae nen A claim these fees. 

For the purpose of obviating all trouble and difficulty in settling the question as 
to their right to the fees the House committee incorporated in the sundry civil bill 
the following: " Norshall! any part ofany money appropriated be used in payment 
of a per diem compensation to any attorney, clerk, or marshal for attendance 
in court except for days when business is actually transacted in court.” I find 
that you have inserted in the bill, in line 2392, the words “the court is open for 
business or.” Now, permit me to “y that if thatamendment is made to the bill 
it puts the thing right back where it was before, and we shall have the same 
troubles and ditficulties to encounter as we have heretofore had. I will give 
youan illustration showing how advantage is taken of such a provision. 

The clerk of the district court of New Hampshire, in an account rendered 
here, cha: for two hundred and thirty-five days’ attendance, when business 
was actually transacted on only one hundred and five, less than one-half of the 
number charged for by the clerk; and when the matter was called to the at- 
tention, not only of the clerk but the judge, it was claimed that the court was 
always open for the transaction of business, although no business might be 


done, 

Now, if it is the will of Congress that these men shall be paid for days when 
no business is transacted. as a matter of course I uiesce in it; but I repeat 
that it is my opinion that it was not the intention of Congress to pay them such 
fees except for the days when the court is open and transacting business. 
Hence the amendment as incorporated in the sundry civil bill. 

You will find that in the sundry civil bill for the present fiscal year there is 
the same provision as to clerks and marshals as in the present bill, but not as 
to attorneys; and the House committee only enlarged it so as to make it appli- 
cable to attorneys, See sundry civil bill for the present fiscal year, acts of last 
session, at the bottom of page 253. I am now settling the accounts of clerks 
and marshals on the basis indicated in the present bill; but if youramendment 
to the bill now before your committee prevails it will admit the practice which 
existed under the old statute, 

I beg to call your attention also to that portion of the bill in regard to United 
States commissioners. If you are not apprised, I desire to say that the frauds 
now being practiced by United States commissioners are astounding; and these 
frauds involve marshals, deputy marshals,and in some instances United States 
district attorneys, and all for the purpose of making fees. Some of the com- 
missioners present accounts for fees to the amount of more than $5,000 a year. 
It seems to be the object of these persons to hunt up trifling cases for the pur- 
pose of making fees, as of those cases set for trial more than three-fourths are 
dismissed by the higher courts. 

So the committee of the House incorporated in the present bill the provision 
that no commissioner should receive more than except in the case of those 
commissioners in cities with a population of more than 100,000; but this,on the 
point of order that it was new legislation, was stricken out. It was then at- 
tempted to limit the payment to $800 per year, which would have becn some 
check, as showing that it was the intention to only allow that amount. After 
the bill got into the House it seems to have been so amended that no part of the 
fees appropriated for in the bill should be paid for the prosecution of internal- 
revenue cases unless the prosecution had been approved by the attorney of the 
United States or the collector of internal revenue. Now, permit me to say that 
while that was not intended by this bill, still it isa wise provision; and some of 
the district attorneys who are disposed to aid the accounting officers in correct- 
ing these evils that have sprung up propose to act in accordance with this amend- 
ment. Many will not do it; and hence the propriety of requiring all todo what 
a portion regard as wise and prudent todo. But if the positive legislation de- 
sired can not be effected I ask you to consider the propriety of striking out that 

rtion of the House bill extending in your bill from line 2401 to and including 
ine 2415. Ido hope that it will be retained; for I think that we will thereby be 
enabled to correct eventually many of thesc gross outrages upon the Treasury, 
if we can not accomplish all that we desire. 

I know that yon are all very busy; but I hope that after reading this commu- 
nication you will confer with Senators BECK and ALLISON in regard to the matter, 
I feel sure that if you were to see as aint as I do here the great abuses that are 
existing and the heavy drain upon the Treasury caused by these officials with- 
out any good Sonate le would think as I do about it, 

ery respectfully, 


Hon. F. M. 


M, J. DURHAM, 
COCKRELL, 
United States Senate, 


~~ 
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Mr. HALE, ‘That letter tells the whole story about this matter of 
compensation of court clerks. The comptroller in unearthing this 
mass of villainy that he has found, has discovered that clerks who are 
present when the court is actually open for business and adjourns with- 
out doing business draw their pay, and he wants to cut that off. That 
is a matter for the Senate now, so far as its action goes, to settle 
whether it is an abuse on the part of these United States court clerks 
to draw their daily pay on days when the court is actually open for 
business, if business be ready, and then adjourns without the transac- 
tion of business. I do not know where else the clerk can be except- 
ing at his desk whenever the court is open. One Senator says the 
court is always open for business. It would be an abuse if it was con- 
structively held that a clerk could draw his fees every day during the 
year whether the court was actually open for business or not. That I 
do not understand is claimed; but where a court is actually open for 
business, the judge upon the bench, and the clerk at his desk, and no 
business is done and an adjournment is had, I can see no reason why 
the clerk should not have his pay for that day. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a question 
if he will allow me? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that in the State of Iowa there are six or 
eight places where the United States courts are held. 

Mr, ALLISON. Six places. 

Mr. HOAR. There are but two clerks in that State. They are 
obliged to travel to those places to be present at the opening of the 
court on the morning of the day fixed, and if they go into court and 
there does not happen to be any business ready that day owing to some 
accident, perhaps the absence of the judge, they are to draw no com- 
pensation even in that case. 

Mr. HALE. That is the purport of the Comptroller’s recommenda- 
tion. That is just such a case as the Comptroller is trying to prevent 
clerks from receiving pay in. One Senator says the court is always in 
session, always open for business. Thatisnotso. There are not many 
eases, excepting in districts where there is constant business pushing, 
that the circuit or the district courts of the United States are actually 
always open; weeks and weeks intervene between one term and 
another, between one session and another; and no clerk, I take it, 
would claim that he should draw his payduringsuch time. But when 
the court is open for business, although no business is actually trans- 
acted, just such a case as is cited by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
I see no reason why the clerk should not have his pay. 

Mr. PLATT. I think, perhaps, this amendment was inserted some- 
what upon my aig nes At any rate, I did suggest the matter to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. In Connecticut the 
clerk was confronted and the district attorney was confronted with 
just this situation. We have two places where the courts are held, 
growing out of the fact that we formerly had two capitals. The clerk 
resides at one, in Hartford. The court is held about half the time in 
Hartford and about halfthetimein New Haven. Muchof the businessis 
actually transacted under what is called an assignment for a particular 
day. 

The term of the circuit or district court commences, and then assign- 
ments are made as to when the cases will be tried, running over, per- 
haps, a period of months, assigning certain days for certain cases. It 
happens very often that when the court upon an assignment day is held 
at New Haven, which is distant from the clerk’s residence, the clerk 
has to go, the attorney has to go, though the assignments relate more 
particularly to civil business. When they get there they find that by 
some arrangement of counsel or the settlement of the case there is 
no actual business transacted in court that day. The clerk ought to 
have his pay for that day. He has spent a whole day to go and attend 
court, and there is noreason, as it seems to me, when the court is actu- 
ally open for business, why the clerk and the other officers who by law 
must attend should not have their pay. I think in the last year it 
amounted to something like thirty days that the clerk was obliged to 
attend court, and yet no business being actually transacted, although 
the court was open for business, he was unable to draw his per diem. 
I think it is only right that he should have it, and it is therefore that 
I suggested something in the nature of this amendment to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it isright that they should have the per diem, 
it ought to be given to them all, and they ought not to resort to these 
subterfuges of nominal sessions of the courts. Here is one clerk who 
charges for two hundred and thirty-five days, when the record shows 
that the court was in session actually one hundred and twenty-three 
days. Is it fair or just to place that clerk in the position of being 
tempted to make that charge, he having the color of law to make it? 
I do not think it is. If the clerks are entitled to a per diem for their 
whole time, give it to them, and do not let it come in under these sub- 
terfuges. 

The existing law for this year reads as follows: 

Nor shall any part of the money ant npc by this act be used in payment 


of a per diem’compensation to any clerk or for attendance in court ex- 
cept for days when business is actually transacted in court, 
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If, as in the case cited by the Senator from Connecticut, that court 
sets cases for hearing on a certain day and the judge appears in court, 
and that entry is made and those cases are disposed of, or if the judge 
appears there and finds that he cannot make disposition of them and 
then orders an adjournment, that is the transaction of business. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. That is just what the judge in our circuit will not cer- 
tify was an actual transaction of business in the court, and, therefore, 
the clerk does not gethis pay. Ido not know how it may be in other 
circuits; I do not know how elastic the conscience of the judge may be; 
but our judge has that conscientious regard for the law which prevents 
him from certifying that actual business was transacted in court when 
no actual business was transacted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the business that was set for that day; it is 
disposed of, and that is the transaction of business. 

In the bill of last year this law was extended to the clerks and the 
anarshals, The intention of this bill, as it passed the other Ho isto 
extend the provision to the district attorneys. So that there may be no 
mistake about it, itis said to apply to those terms of the court where 
there is a mere nominal adjournment, where the judge is not present, 
where the officers of the court are not called into court to transact any 
business. I do not think that that is the kind ofsitting or holding of 
court contemplated in the law. I think it far better if we intend to 
give these clerks ormarshals or district attorneys any additional pay to 
make it plain and distinct, so that all can be dealt with precisely alike. 
It is manifest that they are all not dealt with alike. It must depend 
on the interpretation of the judge. Now let us establish and maintain 
the rule that business must be transacted in court to justify payment 
to these officers of a per diem. 

I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator suppose that there is any opportu- 
nity for a clerk, a marshal, or a district attorney to obtain pay for a 
day when he is not actually present in court even if this amendment 
be adopted ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not catch the question. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator suppose that if this amendment be 
adopted there will be any opportunity for a clerk, a district attorney, 
or a marshal to draw pay for a day when he was not actually com- 
pelled to be in court? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unquestionably. All that is required is that 
the court is open for business, and they say the court is open all the 
time, and I think they could charge the whole per diem. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly not unless the court is actually opened by 
the marshal. 

Mr. TELLER. The term ‘open,’ “the court is open,” may be 
misconstrued differently from what is intended, and I think the term 
‘open’? is not a proper one to meet what was intended. If we would 
strike out the word ‘‘open’’ and insert in place of it ‘‘the court is in 
session,” and then after the word ‘‘for’’ put in “‘the transaction of 
business,’’ it would read in this way: 

When the court is in session for the transaction of business, or business is 
actually transacted. 

A court of equity is said to be open all the time for certain pur- 
poses, but ‘‘the court in session’? means that the crier has declared 
that the court is open. 

I move to amend by striking out the word ‘‘open’’ and inserting 
in lieu thereof ‘‘in session,” and after the word ‘‘for’’ inserting ‘‘the 
transaction of.” 

Mr. ALLISON. How would this phraseology suit? 

When his attendance is necessary and the court is open. 

It seems to me if the attendance of the clerk is necessary he ought to 
be paid for it. 

Mr. TELLER. Who will determine whether it is necessary or not? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the judge. Probably the First Comp- 
troller might think he ought to be the man to decide it. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to that amendment, but I think 
the suggestion I make will provide that at every time when the crier 
has declared the court open the clerk will always get his pay, and 
he certainly ought to have his pay then, because he is there to record 
that proceeding. It may be that there are other cases where he ought 
tobe paid, for instance, where he attends and the judge does not come. 
I think then he ought tobe paid. His attendance would be necessary. 
I think the clerk should be paid whenever he is compelled to putin the 
time, to go and sit and wait for the court toopen, or wait for the judge 
to come there and open the court; but he should not be paid for days 
that the court is constructively open and not actually, and that is the 
evil the committee are aiming at, that the clerk shall not be paid for the 
days when the court is only constructively open. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the amendment 
proposed is very desirable to relieveany diversity of construction of the 
rates of com on. The Senator from Missouri izes, as I 
think every one must recognize, that when a court is open for business, 
and businessis reasonably ex to be performed, and an officerattends 
in his function to take part in that, and then, for reasons for which he 
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is not responsible, the business fails of being actually transacted, as his 
function was to be there, and not to be engaged in the particular trans- 
action otherwise necessarily than in his real office, the Senator is quite 
rightin thinking, as Isuppose, that the judge ought to certify for such an 
attendance as that. But the Senator from Connecticut thinks that the 
judge there does not feel at liberty to do so if the language is left with- 
out what is now offered to be inserted. 

The Senator from Colorado will allow me to suggest that we could get 
rid of this question of constructively-open courts by simply changing 
the word ‘‘open’’ to ‘‘opened,’’ saying, ‘* when the court is opened for 
business.” 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill withdraw my amendment and accept that. 
I think that would cover the case. 

Mr. EVARTS. Then it will read, ‘‘when the court is opened for 
business, or business is actually transacted.” 

Mr. TELLER. And would prevent pay for a constructive opening. 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘That would relieve this ambiguity. 

Mr. TELLER. I withdraw my amendment and let the Senator 
substitute his. 

Mr. EVARTS. When the law says it is open for business, it does 
not mean constructively open but actually open. All lawyers will so 
understand it. That will dispose of that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me ask, in a case of that kind could that be 
done without the actual presence of the judge? 

Mr. EVARTS. The marshal may have a right in certain cases to 
open court and wait. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The clerk has no right to charge where the 
marshal simply opens the court and in the same breath declares it ad- 
journed to a certain day, when the judge is not present. 

Mr. EVARTS. My purpose 1s neither to enlarge nor diminish the 
compensation of these officers, but to make the clause here so as to be 
intelligible alike to meet such a situation as we approve of, and that 
will be certified alike in the different tribunals of the country. And 
I imagine that the observations of the Senator from Missouri, which 
he made before I rose to speak, accord with my own, that the mere 
question of business having been transacted is not a proper criterion of 
what people should be authorized to receive for attending, expecting 
it would be transacted. All the officer’s attention and all his earning 
ofthe right to his perdiem is when he has attended there in his function 

ing that the transaction of business would take place, and then 
we do not wish it left open whether it is transacting business to put it 
off. The Senator from Missouri thinks that for this purpose of attend- 
ance it is just as proper he should be paid if the business is put off as 
if it is not, and that is a transaction in court. The real purpose of 
what the committee of the Senate has proposed here is to make in ex- 
pressive and definite language what weshall all agree is eithera proper 
or not a proper compensation. I think it is a proper compensation, 
and I imagine that the Senator from Missouri in the main agrees with 
my view, that it does not depend on the criterion of post Ade, there 
having been a transaction of business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the court is actually opened and the judge is 
present and the clerk is there, the clerk ought to bepaid. If the clerk 
and all the officers of the court know perfectly well that the judge will 
not be there and that no business will be and there is a mere 
formal announcement, the clerk ought not tobe paid. There is where 
the line of division ounghttobedrawn. If the Senator will putin ‘‘the 
court is actually opened and the judge present,” then there would be 
no question about it, but if he does not it leaves it open to this con- 
structive service that the court may be in technical language opened 
for a month or two months and the judge not be near it, and yet the 
clerk get his per diem. The law did not contemplate that. 

Mr. EVARTS. Now, Mr. President, I think we are refining too 
much on this, if the Senator from Missouri will allow me to say it. 

We provide that there shall be an actual opening of the court, and 
whatever in contemplation of law is a prerequisite or an attendant of 
that judicial fact seems to be a reason why the officers shall be ex- 
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usiness. 

If after this opening and expectation of a judge, the judge should 
be intercepted by a railroad catastrophe, would that be a reason why 
the court’s opening should not be a proper basis of the per diem of 
those who were attending there waiting for him to come in? In other 
words, let me suggest that we are refining a little too much on the close- 
ness of these calculations. If we insist upon there being an actual 
opening of the court and an opportunity to do business, then it seems 
to me we ought to put in a clause that will cover the right and not ex- 
clude it because by,post ide considerations there was no business done. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, suppose the court is not open for busi- 
ness; the law commands the district attorney, the marshal, and the 
clerk to be there. They attend the court, sacrifice other engage- 
ments, incur expense, if, as is often the case, the court is held away 
from their own homes, and they are detained there. By what kind 
of argument will you refuse to pay them their reasonable compensa- 
tion and their necessary ex in such cases? You can not do it, 
Mr. President, without impairing the efficiency of the public service. 
Your only protection is in the character of the judge. You may, per- 


haps, prescribe when he may,be allowed to open his court and when he 
shall adjourn it, but you can not say with any kind of justice that 
when the law compelsan officer to be present at a particular day ata 
term fixed by law or by the order of the judge having authority to do 
it, and compels his attendance, because the judge fails to be there to 
open the court this man who has thus performed the command of the 
law shall be punished and prejudiced by it. 

I think the amendment inserted by the Committee on Appropriations 
would have been much better if it had been left to say ‘‘ when the court 
is open for business.” If you add the words ‘“‘as business is actually 
transacted” you make an alternative which may perhaps be held by 
the Comp er to indicate the intention of Congress that the two 
phrases are synonymous, For myself I wish to say that there is no rea- 
son whatever in the proposition that when the law compels a district 
attorney or a marshal or a juror to perform a duty, you ought to with- 
e from Tn the proper compensation for that which he is compelled 

y law to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] to the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations, in line 2392, page 98. The amend- 
ment to the amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2392 it is proposed to strike out the word 
“open” and insert ‘opened;’’ so as to read: 

es the court is opened for business, or business is actually transacted in 
cow 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs on the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after the word ‘‘aid,’’ in line 2421, 
to insert ‘‘and transportation to place of conviction;’’ and in line 2422, 
before the word “‘thousand,”’ to strikeout ‘‘forty’”’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For support of United riso; d 
a dN OR E E S 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in line 2423, after the word ‘‘court-rooms,” 
to strike out “‘ fifty’ and insert ‘‘sixty;”’ soas to make the clause read: 

For rent of United States court rooms, $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2440, to insert: 

` UNDER LEGISLATIVE. 
Botanic Garden: 

sidea T dar A craven wate. EPA NEL Topas tp 
PARETET anit propaneaiag hones, under the ET Aen en the Joint riian 
mittee on the Library, $5,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2447, to insert: 

F p Saten oa rks of art, and the cleaning and 
Tiang irè T m perky Sanes ARA enina of the Joint Committee on 
the Library of Congress, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for “‘ public printin, 
and binding,” after the word ‘‘million,”’ in line 2466, to insert ‘‘an 
twenty-seven thousand; ™ so as to make the clause read: 


For the public printing, for the public binding, and for paper for the public 
printing, including the cost of printing the debates and proceedings of Congress 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lithographing, mapping, and engraving 
for both Houses of Congress, the Supreme Court of the Uni States, the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, the cog re É of 
Congress, the Executive Office, the Departments, and the United States og- 
ical Survey, including salaries or compensation of all necessary clerks and em- 
ployés for labor (by the day, piece, or contract), and for all the necessary mate- 
rials which may be needed in the prosecution of the work, $2,027,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘printing,’’ in line 2474, to 
insert ‘‘of either House;” in line 2475, after the word ‘‘an,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘approximate;’’ in line 2477, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out 
“the amount and,” and insert ‘‘estimated approximate;”’ and after 
the word ‘‘Congress,’’ in line 2478, to insert *‘upon recommendation 
of the Committees on Printing;”’ so as to read: 

rinti: d binding for Con including the Pry Sager 

tole $12.000. and brintin. ona bin for ean chacaeahia to appro- 
riation, when recommended to be done by the Committee on Printing of either 
ous: shall be so recommen in a report containing an approximate esti- 
mate of the cost thereof, together with a statement from the Public Printer of 
estimated approximate cost of work previously ordered by Congress, upon rec- 
ommendation of the Committees on Printing, within the fiscal year for which 
this appropriation is made (all reserve work shall be bound in sheep). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ in line 2491, 
to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’”’ and insert ‘‘ eighty-five;’’ and in line 
2492, after the word ‘‘ exceeding” to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert 
‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 

For the Teeny. Department, $285,000, including not cxcceding $20,400 for the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, after ‘‘ United States,” in line 2510, to 
strike out ‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-four,” so as to read: 

For engraving for the geological map of the United States, $54,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2518, after the word ‘‘Congress,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘twelve’’ and insert ‘‘fifteen;’’ so as to read: 

For the Library of Congress, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations instruct me to 
offer an amendment relating to the public building at Philadelphia. 
This amendment is, I know, not in order, and therefore I ask unani- 
mous consent to offer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 5, at the end of line 95, it is proposed 
to insert— 

That in the sale of the land and mises known as the old court-house and 

ert in the city of Philadelp! lying g upon Chestnut street, and extend- 

to Library street, and between Fourth Fifth streets, and adjoining the 

t custom-house site in said city, under the act approved August 4, 1886, 

purchaser at said sale, his heirs and assigns, shall have on to use 

TEO in A aaO AEn trom CAAA E to ib rary street, adjoining the said 
old court- and post-office building on the east. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that explained. 

Mr. ALLISON. One word of explanation, and then if any Senator 
objects to the insertion of this amendment of course I shall withdraw it. 

In the sundry civil bill of last year we authorized the sale of what 
is known as the old post-office and court-house lot in the city of Phila- 
delphia, with a limit of $300,000. That lot issituated adjacent to the 
old custom-house building. There is a space between the two now, 
varying from 19 to 30 feet. There was a passage-way between these 
two buildings, used by the Government for the transaction of its busi- 
ness, extending from Chestnut to Library street. The language of the 
law was ‘‘the post-office property and premises.” Thealley-way which 
is described here was used by the Government when it occupied the 
old building as well as by the custom-house. The custom-house build- 
ing is so constructed that doors and window-ways are adjacent to this 

ey. 

The purchaser of this property supposed that he was purchasing the 
right to have an open alley-way between these two buildings. The 
Solicitor of the states that in his judgment it could be con- 
strued that this alley-way should be kept open permanently, as it has 
been in use for this length of time. The purchaser agreed to pay 
$415,000 for this property. He refuses to take title unless he can take 
it with this provision guaranteeing to him the rightof this open way, 
about which there is some doubt. What I desire is that this oppor- 
tunity may be given. Unless it is inserted in this bill, as a matter of 
course, this property can not be exchanged and the $415,000 can not 
be paid into the Treasury. I suppose it is a matter of some moment, 
though not very great. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make no point of order because I think this is 
incidental to what has been done before; but I think the word ‘“‘less,” 
in the third line from the bottom of this amendment, should be stricken 
out and the word ‘‘ more” inserted, so as to secure to this purchaser 
what evidently was the purpose, a way of 19 feet width. Sol 
wish to have the amendment read: ‘‘shall have permission in common 
with the United States to enjoy a passage-way of not more than 19 feet.” 

That gives him the full 19 feet, and it does not bind us to give him 
any more, because that is all he really asks for. This is a mere change 
of phraseology. 

Mr. ALLISON. I accept that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa accepts the 
modification and the amendment will be so modified. The question is 
on the amendment as modified. . 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr, ALLISON. On page 7, beginning in line 160, there are two par- 
agraphs relating to the drainage of the building of the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing. These two paragraphs should be consolidated 
into one and I ask unanimous consent to strike out from lines 160 to 
172, inclusive, and insert what I send to the desk. It saves an appro- 
priation of $19,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out from line 160 to line 
172, inclusive, as follows: 


For Bureau of Engraving and Printing: For construction of a new sewer from 
the pa = sai Peirce a ary enteir ae city power, peg paoa the 
provision o; e sundry ciyi o 8) TO; ting or anew 
sewer for this building, is hereby repealed. anii sind 

For proper sewer drainage to the buildi belonging to the Quartermaster’s 

ent, in square 232, in the city of Washington, $2,445.30; the aforesaid 
sewers to be constructed under the on of the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Bureau of Engraving and Printing and Quartermaster’s Corral, Washington, 
D. C.: For the construction of new sewers to connect with the city sewer, for 
the proper drain: of the buildings of said bureau and Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, in square in said city, $243,030, the work to be done under the direction 
ofthe commissioners of the District of Columbia ; and the provision of the sundry 
civil act of August 4, 1885, appropriating $100,000 for a new sewer for the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing is hereby repealed. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is done under a communication from the 
Department. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 10, after line 234, the committee omitted 
one paragraph or item in relation to the re-establishment of two lights 
on Lake Champlain. After line 234 I move to insert: 


North and South Hero, Lake Champlain: For the re-establishment of two 
stake lights to mark the channel between North and South Hero Islands, in 
Lake plain, upon foundations sufficiently strong to secure them against 
floating ice, $4,000. à 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 44, line 1066, in the appropriation for 
** propagation of food-fishes,’? I move to strike out ‘‘ thirty’’ and insert 
“ fifty;” so as to make the amount $150,000. 

Mr. BECK. That ought to be done by all means. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ in line 1067, itis 
proposed to strike out ‘‘thirty ” and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Propagation of food fishes: For the introduction 
Commission into and the increase in the waters of 
fishes and other useful prod 
other shell-fish, and for continuing the inquiry into the 


the United States Fish 
United States of food 


States and their subj for such general and us expenditures 
as of an may find necessary to the 
tion of his work, including salaries or com all necessary employés, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Please explain that. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is an estimate of the Fish Commission re- 
specting this appropriation. Last year we established a new hatchery 
at Duluth, w. it is expected will be ready for use about the middle 
ofJune. Last year we appropriated $130,000, and the year before $130,- 
000, and in each of the two years we have had a deficiency of $12,000. 
Professor Baird states that this sum will be necessary to carry on the 
oporra of the Fish Commission for the next fiscal year, in view of 

en nses. 

Mr. BECK. And the Columbia River comes in? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Columbia River also, if the hatchery there is 


begun. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That contemplates the new stations established 
by act of Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It covers the whole thing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON? Now, on page 47, after line 1126, I move to insert: 
PE yg Sy oe cond at securing one Re the ec Be ben of i ‘atinble 
goods at different ports of entry, $2,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator would explain that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object is to enable the local boards of appraisers 
at the chief commercial cities of the Union to meet once a quarter and 
compare valuations with respect to dutiable goods. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Butare they not under pay all the time? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are under pay, but they are not under pay to 
meet in New York, where itis necessary for them to meet; and it is 
necessary that they should have a small appropriation for the purpose 
of paying their ex - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What doestheSenator mean by “local appraisers?” 
Where are they to come from to New York? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are to come from Philadelphia, Boston, Balti- 
more, and Chicago, undoubtedly, &c. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am satisfied. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now submit an amendment to come in on page 
62, after line 1497: 

To assist the Marietta Centennial Monumental Association, in rated un- 
der the laws of the State of Ohio, in the erection of a suitable monument or me- 
morial structure at Marietta, Ohio, to celebrate the ordinance of 1787, and the 
first settlement in the Northwest Territory, to be paid only to said association 
when not less than an equal amount shall have been appropriated by the State 
of Ohio or subscribed and paid by citizens of the U. tates, $50,000. 

This amendment was offered by me pursuant to a resolution of the 
General Assembly of Ohio and referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported favorably by that committee, and, therefore, in order 
as an amendment to this bill. 

The people of Ohio and all the Northwestern country are now pre- 
paring for the celebration of one of the most important events in Amer- 
ican history, the first settlement of the Northwestern territory, and 
also the adoption of the ordinance of 1787, which is one of the most 
important political events in the history of this country. The people 
of that whole region of country, many States co-operating, expect to 
celebrate that event, and wish in connection with it to provide for the 
erection of this monument or some suituable building to commemorate 
the event. 

Heretofore Congress has in several cases contributed to these great 
historical monuments, notably at Saratoga and at Yorktown and many 
others. Probably no event in our history is more interesting than the 
early settlements of Ohio, the purchase and sale of the lands in Ohio, 
their division among the older States, the sale of the lands of the Ohio 
Company, and the final settlement in Marietta, led by some of the 
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most distinguished men of the Revolution, and the subsequent settle- 
ments that followed through Ohio and the Northwest. It is deemed 
proper, therefore, to mark this event at the place where this settlement 
occurred by some memorial structure. 

A corporation was organized by the General Assembly of Ohio, called 
the Marietta Monumental Association, charged with this duty, and 
there is no doubt that if the United States will pay one-half the ex- 
pense of the monument the like amount will be paid by the State of 
Ohio, either through the State Legislature or by citizens of Ohio. At 
all events this contribution of $50,000 by the United States to this 
monument is made conditional upon the actual payment either by the 
State of Ohio or by citizens of that State and of other States of an equal 
amount to complete this structure. 

If this appropriation shall be made, then the cost of the structure 
will be fixed at not less than $100,000, so that a monument fitted for 
the occasion, fitted for the event, will be constructed without failure 
and without delay. I trust, therefore, that the amendment will be 
adopted. 

. CULLOM. Idid not hear the amount specified in the Senator’s 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Fifty thousand dollars by the United States, and 
$50,000 by the State of Ohio, the amount of the latter to be paid either 
by that State or by citizens of the United States. I can say in regard 
to Illinois, Indiana, and nearly all those States, that they have taken 
some measures looking to this celebration. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis not merely a matter affecting the history of 
my own State but the whole Northwestern Territory, now comprising 
five States. I hope the Senate will, without objection, incorporate 
this amendment in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I ask leave to offer an amendment, After line 1310 I 
move to insert: 


That all the public lands in the ainiai Co Wyoming lying in the counties 
of Johnson and Crook, in said Territory, s constitute a new land district, to 
be called the Buffalo district. 

That the President be, and is hereby, authorized to specie’ by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, orduring the recess thereof and until the next 
session after such appointment, a r and a receiver for said district, who 
shall be required to reside in the town of Buffalo, Wyoming Territory, until 
such time as the President may, in his discretion, remove the site of said land 
oftice from said town; and they shall be subject to the same hws and be entitled 
to the same compensation as is or may hereafter me peonidea by law in relation 
to the existing land offices and officers in said Territory. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in order? 

Mr. BECK. I desire to be allowed to say a word before the point 
of order is made. I admit that it is subject to the point of order. 

The Secretary of the Interior sent a letter, which I hold in my hand, 
saying that it was absolutey necessary for the people in the northern end 
of this Territory to have a land office there, and the commissioner sends 
a letter, which I have in my hands, to the Hon. P. B. PLUMB, chairman 
of the Committe on Public Lands, setting forth the necessity of it. 
The Senate unanimously passed a bill forthe purpose. It went to the 
other House, and the committee of that body reported it with equal 
unanimity. It is not a law, and may not become so; but three-fourths 
of the people of that Territory live in the northern part of it; they are 
actual settlers, and they have to go from 350 to 400 miles to prove up 
their claims, the only land office in the Territory being along the line 
of the Union Pacific Railroad, and it costs the real actual settlers of 
the Territory more than the land is worth to go so far to make their 
proof. Thirteen million acres are embraced in this new district. It is 
simply a question whether the Senate will allow the amendment to be 
considered now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment, 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. BECK. That is an exact copy of the bill that passed the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. BECK. It ought to pass. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not make the point of order, although I do 
think the House of Representatives ought to have passed a bill of this 
character. All I am afraid of is that if we put too many of these 
things on, they will say we are legislating on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the danger. ' I give notice I will never 
do it again. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will not object, but I want it understood that the 
unanimous consent of the Senate is given for this amendment to be 
put on. 

M BECK. Iask that because I admit it is subject to the point of 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kentucky, it will be considered as 

to. It is agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER. On page 9, after line 188, I move to insert: 


For the purchase by the Secretary of the Treasury from the nt owners of 
the property in the town of Middletown, Richmond County, New York, known 
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as the Seamen’s Retreat, consisting of 30 acres, more or less, and the buildings 
thereon, the same to be used for the purpose of a marine hospital at the port of 
New York, $250,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. MILLER. This is estimated for in the Book of Estimates, is 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, and has been recom- 
mended by every Secretary of the Treasury since 1872. The chairman 
of the committee will furnish the estimates. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is an estimate for a marine hospital in New 
York Harbor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let ussee the estimate. 

Mr. ALLISON. This particular thing is not estimated for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is my point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. This particular thing is not estimated for. 

Mr. MILLER. Two years ago this provision was introduced into 
this bill and passed the Senate. By a vote of the Senate it was incor- 
porated in the bill, but in the conference committee it fell out. As I 
remarked, it has been recommended by every Secretary of the Treasury 
since 1872 down to and including the present Secretary of the Treasury. 

This property has been rented by the United States Government for 
a number of years, and is now in possession of the Government, and is 
used as a marine hospital, the Government paying a rental of $8,000 
per annum, which is more than 3 per cent. upon the valuation placed 
upon it and the price now asked for it. 

Two years ago, when this was put into the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill by the Senate, the amount of $280,000 was appropriated. A 
portion of the land has since been sold, which the then owners valued 
at $30,000. That has been deducted, and the amount now asked for 
is $250,000. 

This has also been recommended by the Surgeon-General of the Ma- 
rine Hospital Service for a number of years past. As I havestated, the 
property is now occupied by the Government, and is substantially the 
only eligible site in the harbor of New York for a hospital of this kind. 
The price asked for it is undoubtedly less than the Government could 
obtain a suitable site for anywhere else in that harbor and erect suit- 
able buildings such as are now upon it. 

It will be remembered, perhaps, that for a number of years the 
Government occupied Bedloe’s nd and erected upon it temporary 
buildings which were used as a marine hospital ; but when Congress 
located upon that island the site for the statue of Liberty Enlighten- 
ing the World, the hospital was torn down, and then the Government 
entered into a lease of this property and has been occupying it ever 
since. If the Government shall fail to acquire title to this pro 
mia $ reasonable length of time, it will undoubtedly be broken up 
and sold. 

I have not the report of the Secretary of the Treasury here, but I 
make the statement that every Secretary of the Treasury substantially 
since 1872 has recommended the purchase of thissite. New York Har- 
bor is the only harbor of any importance in which the Government 
does not own and maintain its own marine hospital. 

It is undoubtedly true, also, that the price asked for this property 
is reasonable and probably much less than it is actually worth. As I 
stated, two years ago when this same proposition was put into the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill the po was $280,000. A portion of the 
land which the then owners valued at $30,000 has since been sold for 
$45,000, showing that the valuation which they put upon the propert; 
was notat all extravagant. Now the remainder of the property, whieh 
includes thirty acres of land and the hospital buildings, which are am- 
ple, and, as I understand, entirely convenient and satisfactory, is offered 
for the sum of $250,000. This property is not the property of private 
individuals but of a charitable association of the State of New York. 
There is no private interest in it, there is no attempt to speculate in 
it, and no attempt to obtain from the Government an extravagant price 
for it. In my judgment the Government ought to secure this site, and 
secure it at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall withdraw my point of order if my friend 
from New York will consent to add to his amendment, after the word 
“Treasury,” the words ‘‘in his discretion,” so as to read: 


For the purchase by the Secretary of the Treasury in his discretion from 
the present owners of the property in the town of Middletown, &e. 


So as to give him liberty. 

Mr. MILLER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator accepting that, I withdraw the point 
of order. 

Mr. MILLER. If I had noticed that that phrase was not in the 
amendment, I should have put it in myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘This matter is one which has been considered two 
or three times by the Senate Committee on Appropriations. Either last 
year or the year before the Senate inserted this identical provision, and 
the Senate conferees finding the House conferees utterly opposed to it 
said ‘‘strike it out.” I suspect the same fate will befall it again. 

There is a controversy respecting the purchase of this ground, and it 
is a local controversy. There are people who are constantly saying 
and writing and communicating in various ways that this property is 
not worth half what is asked for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isit not charged that there is other property close 
by that could be bought for one-eighth the amount? 
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Mr. ALLISON. There are various statements about it, so that I 
think itis of doubtfal propriety, I willsay to the Senator from New York, 
to require the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase this identical 


property. I with him that there ought to be a marine hospital 
in the neighborhood of the city of New York owned by the Govern- 
ment, and it ought to be a commodious one, and a convenient one to 
the people engaged in commerce; but this proposition ties down those 
who have the responsibility to the purchase of this particular lot at this 
particular location for a particular price, which I think is a mistake. 

Mr. MILLER. The amendment ofthe Senator from Vermont relieves 
it of that objection, as it leaves it discretionary with the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. ‘ALLISON. I know, but when you have sucha specific provision, 
it becomes rather persuasive with a Cabinet officer, and he regards this 
as an indication to him that the Congressional view is that the partic- 
ular property ought to be purchased. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there is any doubt about the place you might 
add, ‘‘ or other property at any convenient point for that purpose,’’ for 
it is clear there ought to be a United States marine hospital there where 
the United States can take care of sick seamen. 

Mr. MILLER. Ihave no objection to that suggestion either. Ihave 
no objection to putting into the amendment that proposition, that the 
Secretary of the Treasury may buy this property or any other. I am 
entirely willing to leave it to the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury as to that, but I say this pro: is not private property; it 
belongs to a charitable institution of the State of New York, and there 
is no possible private speculation in the proposition. As soon as the 
Government decides not to buy it or shall decide to buy other property, 
this property will be broken up. Itis now used as a marine hospital. 
It has buildings sufficient for the p X 

It is evident to any one who will go over the history of the building 
of the marine hospitals of the United States Government that we are 
not going to get in the harbor of New York land fora marine hospital 
for less money than $250,000. 

Let me read for the information of the Senate what some of the ma- 
rine hospitals in this country have cost. The hospital at New Orleans 
cost $530,000; the hospital at Chelsea, $391,452.38; the hospital at 
Chicago, $422, 107; the old hospital at San Francisco, $231,871.10; the 
hospital at Cleveland, $118,000; the old hospital at Cincinnati, $162, ‘000, 
and so on. 

What I want is that the Government shall have a marine hospital 
in the harbor of New York, and whether it shall purchase this prop- 
erty or not I care nothing about whatever; but the Government is 
now occupying this property, and is paying a rental for it which is 
more than 3 per cent. on the sum asked, $250,000. The rental the 
Government is now paying is $8,000. This is undoubtedly one of the 
most convenient and best located properties in the harbor of New York 
for the purpose. 

I know that objection has been made to it by some of the people liv- 
ing in the vicinity on the ground that contagious diseases would be 
found in the hospital, and that it would be detrimental to the surround- 
ing property. Of course that objection would be made to any hospital 
anywhere, but the answer to that is made by Dr. Hamilton, the Sur- 
geon-General of the Marine Hospital Service, who says that no ns 
with contaioons diseases will be maintained in this hospital at 
they are taken at once to particular hospitals which lie on two islands 
in the harbor of New York, and that all persons having riy eum dis- 
eases coming off vessels are taken at once to the quarantine ospital, 
and if any cases of contagious disease should be found in the marine 
hospital, they would be at once removed to the quarantine hospital. 
Of course you can not locate a hospital anywhere about the harbor of 
New York without having people in the immediate vicinity objecting 
to it. People do not like to have hospitals in their immediate vicinity; 
but if we are to have a marine hospital there we must have it in the 
vicinity of other property, and this property has been occupied for 
years as a hospital. The country about it has adapted itself to it, and 
no danger is to come from it. 

Now, having modified the amendment so as to leave it entirely with 
the discretion of the Secre of the Treasury whether he shall pur- 
chase this property or any other property which he may find suitable 
for this purpose, it seems to me all objection must be withdrawn from 
the amendment, and as the Senator from Vermont has so changed the 
amendment as to make it meet those conditions I hope the Senate will 

opt it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to my friend from New York to somod- 
ify his amendment further than what I have stated and what he has 
accepted, giving the Secretary of the Treasury discretion to purchase 
this property or not, in view of what he has stated, so that if this is 
not the best location and the owners ask too much for it, andstill there 
ought to be a hospital there, the Secretary shall have authority to get 
another place. So I suggest to him to modify his amendment by pro- 
viding for an insertion, after the word “therein,” in the tenth line of 
the written amendment, of these words: 

Or for such other property for the purpose that he may find more adyan- 
tageous to the public interest for the purpose of a marine hospital. 

So as to read: 

For the purchase by the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, from the 


t owners of the property in the town of Middletown, Richmond County, 
ew York, known as the Bannan’ ’s Retreat, consisting of thirt acres, more or 


less, and the buildin thereon, or for such other pro; at for t! purpose that 
he may find more ae vantageous to the publi He Sakerant tos the araar & 
marine hospital alas the port of New York—— 

So much money. 


Mr. MILLER. I accept that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend accepts that, all right. 

Mr. PLUMB. „Something has been said about the amount. Say 
‘‘not exceedin 

Mr. EDM DS. I was not on the amount. I was only on the 
description of giving the Secretary power. 

Mr. MILLE Let the words ‘‘ not exceeding ’’ be put in before the 
amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. EVARTS. The amendment proposed by the Senator from Ver- 
mont does not seem to me to observe the proper conditions of this ap- 
propriation. We have before us a proposition to buy certain described 
property in regard to its locality, its relations to population, and its 
area and its cost. Now I am quite willing that an amendment should 
be adopted which should make it a condition of the Secretary’s pur- 
chase of this property that he should find it the property most advan- 

us to the interests of the Government; but it seems to me it is 
going a far way off from the precision in advance of appropriation that 
we at once separate ourselves from this as a proper subject of purchase 
in its value, in its relations, in its suitability, and in the acceptance of 
the population in its neighborhood, to leave it to the Secretary tomake 
a selection at large all over the area that may be open to selection. 

It seems to me, therefore, that in advance we have this property be- 
fore us, we judge of it as suitable enough; its price as reasonable 
enough, perhaps, and we should leave this to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to decide on its being the most suitable one for the purposes 
of the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To this suggestion of my friend from New York 
I have to say that without the modification which I have s suagested, 
and which my friend, the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MIL- 
LER], has accepted, the amendment if passed into a law would confine 
the Secretary of the arera to a l identical propetiy, and if he could 
not in his tion agree upon the terms, then we should have no 
marine hospital at all; and the point of my suggestion of the amend- 
ment, and which my other friend from New York has agreed to, is to 
allow the Secretary of the Treasury, if the people who own this property 
were insisting on too great a price, as has been suggested, and continued 
to insist upon it, to have authority within this limit to buy some ad- 
joining or adjacent or near propeny or suitable property there for a 
marine hospital. That will leave him just as we should be if it were 
left to us at this moment tolook the whole ground over and take the 
best place for the least price. 

Mr. EVARTS. The difficulty is that this amendment does not so 
restrict the Secretary wf the 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it does. 

Mr, EVARTS. It does not restrict him to adjacent property. It 
does not restrict him to property in the neighborhood. It does not re- 
strict him to property on Staten Island, nor any of the observances 
which make this somewhat difficult problem suitable to the people of 


t | the city of New York and the surrounding population. It leaves the 


Secretary of the Treasury to regard almost exclusively the question of 
$250,000 worth of land wherever he can find it that will be reasonably 
accessible in the interests of this Government. 

The Senator has said that if this property now offered is rejected, 
is left out, we shall go without a marine hospital. We have gone 
without a marine hospital, and we do go without it because we do not 
pm upon the necessary conditions. This is not like the purchase of 

and at large in a prairie, nor is it an element of mere cost. Itis a 
difficult proposition to find a place to put it that will not excite the 
resentment of the neighborhood in regard to hospitals. We have had 
already in the experience of that island the destruction of a hospital 
and an excitement, all the population of one mind, so to speak, against 
its being tolerated any longer. 

Now my proposition is, that this is ostensibly on its face a suitable 

place, and the popa ption are satisfied with it, and the price on its face 
is reasonable; and if we give the limitation that the Secretary is to be 
satisfied with this price as reasonable, and then he is put under the con- 
dition that he still may reject it if ho does not find it suitable to the 
purposes of the Government, is not that enough, without leaving him 
at large without any of these previous conditions, without the infor- 
mation of different neighborhoods, without their consultation and being 
heard by the Senate on the selection, to be made the absolute selector 
of the site of this difficult and complicated problem for this hospital? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then your idea is he must take that or nothing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] as modified. 

The amendment was 

Mr. HOAR. I move to eae the bill by adding, after line 126: 

For public building at Worcester, Mass, : For purchase of site and commenc- 
ing the erection of building, $125,000, 

Congress has passed a bill at this session for that public bonding, 
which was signed by the President yesterday morning. So I think un- 
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der the rules this would have been put in by the Committee on Appro- 
priations as a matter of course if the signature of the President had been 
sooner. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the Senator a copy of the bill as passed? 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave. It calls for $250,000, and I propose to appro- 
priate one-half the sum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Under the rule, if the bill had merely passed the 
Senate, the amendment would be in order. 

Mr. HOAR. It is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only called attention to the bill for the purpose 
of ascertaining whether it does not itself carry an appropriation. 

Mr. HOAR. No, it does not. I looked at that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the point. 
ees ALLISON. The committee were under the impression that it 

i 

Mr. HOAR. It does not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course it is a proper amendment; but it ought 
to be inserted in line 144, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I put it where I suggested because it came just before 
the Springfield building. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘These appropriations are made alphabetically and 
W comes a good space after Springfield. 

Mr. HOAR, I suppose the Senator will insist on placing it alpha- 
betically? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; merely retaining the usual custom. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it come in in line 144. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? If there is none, it will be consid- 
ered as agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move to insert after line 1989: 

For the purchase of the painting entitled “Farming in Dakota,” by Carl 
Gutherz, $3,000. 

This amendment has been recommended by the Committee on the 
Library and was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. It was 
inserted by the Committee on Appropriations, I think, in a former bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose it is not liable to a point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. It was agreed to last year. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It has been reported twice by the Committee on 
the Library. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MOMILLAN]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MAHONE. From the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds I have some amendments to offer in respect to public build- 
ings which seem to have been omitted in the bill. These amendments 
are on account of recommendations made by the Department and con- 
tain the substance of bills which have been passed by the Senate. After 
line 45, I move to insert: t 

For court-house and post-office at Denver, Colo. : For continuation of building, 
$25,000; and the limit of cost of said building is hereby fixed at $575,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ascertain from the Senator from Virginia, 
who is chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
how many of these amendments he to offer, and whether they 
are all of the character indicated by the amendment he has just sent to 
the desk? 

Mr. MAHONE. Precisely, sir. I have only three others to offer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that theseare amendments which have 
been referred to the Committee on Appropriations from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MAHONE. Yes, sir; and they cover appropriations contained 
in bills passed by the Senate and which were recommended by the De- 

tment. 
Petr. ALLISON. I suppose they are not liable to the point of order, 
then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE]. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE. After line 57 I move to insert: 

rt-house and ffice at Harriso: Va.: For the’ ent 
Rte premier of building, S ,000. pn ea 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MAHONE. I move to insert, after line 88: 

For fice at New Bedford, Mass.: For the erection and completion of a 
post-o building at New Bedford, Mass.,to be erected on land already pur- 
chased by the Government for the purpose, under the provisions of the acts of 
February 20, 1885, and August 4, 1836, $100,000, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MAHONE. In line 85, after the word ‘‘ Nebraska,’’ in the item 
for the court-house and post-office at Nebraska City, Nebr., I move to 
strike out the words: ‘ 

For heating apparatus complete, $6,000, 

And to insert: 

“ For completion of building, including heating apparatus, $31,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I find, beginning at line 43, the words 


“ For court-house A poas at Danville, Va.: For completion of 
building, fixtures, inclosure, and approaches, $2,000,” stricken out by 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate. I should like to ask 
the chairman of the committee the reason for striking that item out, 
and I will state that if there be no other way I shall reserve it for a 
separate vote when the bill is reported to the Senate, and endeavor to 
reinstate that provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Virginia that we 
found no estimate for this appropriation in the Book of Estimates. We 
inquired of the Supervising Architect, and he could give us no infor- 
mation on the subject. We could gather no information, and therefore 
we struck it out, Ifthe Senator from Virginia is familiar with the 
necessity for the work in connection with the construction of the pub- 
lic building there, for myself I should be glad to disagree to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr: RIDDLEBERGER. It is an appropriation to complete some- 
thing about the building, and amounts to only $2,000. The clause 
was putin by the other House. ‘The city of Danville has an imme- 
diate Representative in the other House, and I think it would be proper 
to assume that the clause is in the bill for a proper purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia make 
a motion? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia that if I 
should be on the conference committee, as I think I shall be, and if 
the conferees on the part of the House of Representatives can explain 
this to us so that we can find that the appropriation is necessary, I 
shall be entirely willing to recede from the amendment striking it out. 
There was no debate in the other House about it. It was not reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations in the House, so that the Senate 
committee had no opportunity to ascertain whether it is necessary. If 
we find that it is necessary I will say to the Senator from Virginia we 
shall ask that it be retained. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I still think it best for me to reserve the 
amendment for a separate vote when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. -If the Senator will state that he regards this as a 
rag Ar SPT I shall, for myself, be willing to yield. 

Mr. DLEBERGER. Ido not know anything about it, but I can 
state thatit appears in the bill as it passed the House and it was stricken 
out by the Senate committee. There are but two entire items of ap- 
propriations stricken out of the bill by the Senate committee, this one 
of $2,000 and the Yellowstone Park appropriation. 

The Senator to-day has admitted into the bill large appropriations, 
one of $50,000, himself confessing that it was not proper, but he ad- 
mitted it on the suggestion of the Senator from New York. It does 
seem to me that if he can do that, he could assume that bly the 
other House understood what it was doing when it added $2,000 to the 
bill for the completion of the public building at Danville, Va., which 
is an important city, the largest tobacco-trading city in the State of 
Virginia, and which has more use, I take it, for a public building than 
any other city in the State, except possibly one. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair will state that there is no 
motion before the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I simply give notice that I shall ask for a 
separate vote on the amendment when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say that I have not admitted any appro- 
priation in the bill, without my objection at least, unless I believed it 
was a wise appropriation. I did object to the appropriation as first 
proposed by the Senator from New York because of its phraseology. 

Tf any Senator on this floor will say that he believes from any infor- 
mation he has that this is a necessary appropriation I shall waive oA 
objection to it. I have said to the Senator from Virginia thatif he wi 
furnish any information whatever on the subject I shall be glad to 
yield; but here is an appropriation about which we know nothing, and 
after inquiry know nothing. 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that I saw 
some time ago the Representative from Virginia who lives in the city 
of Danville, and he asked my kind offices in procuring this appropria- 
tion, stating that it was necessary to finish the approaches to the court- 
house recently erected at Danville. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, we have an array of hearsay evidence on this 
subject coming roundabout through North Carolina. It isa matter of 
such small moment that I care nothing about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from North Carolina that no motion has been made in regard to the 


item. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator from North Carolina lives 
much nearer Danville than I do. 

Mr. VANCE. The Representative spoke to me as a member of the 
Finance Committee, supposing that I would have something to do 
with the formation of the bill, which was a mistake, however. 

Mr. SEWELL. After line 16, I move to insert: 


ue of ground on which to erect a public building in Camden, N. J., 


eo bill authorizing the erection of the building has just become a 
wW. 


1887. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 


to the 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to offer an amendment. After line 1157, I move to insert: 

International Medical Con; ž 
viding for the expenses of On Intsenmuionel P fedical Donates S Erir yid 
nual meeting, to held in Washington in September, 1887, $45,000; and the 
same shall eee under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may p: 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have the amendment explained. 

Mr. FRYE. It was explained to the committee by the resident sur- 
geons and physicians of Washington, Dr. Garnett and others. This 
is a congress which has had nine annual meetings inthe world. It has 
met in England, in France, in Denmark, &c. It embraces the surgeons 
and physicians of the whole world. They are regarded as congresses 
of the utmost importance to the health, the comfort, and the well-being 
of the people of all the world. They remain in session some two or 
three weeks; the finest physicians and surgeons in the world are present; 
and they discuss various questions touching surgery, the health of peo- 
ple, the cure of diseases, &c. The assemblage has received the sanction 
of other nations, with the royalty of other nations present. 

The doctors inform us that it will take in the neighborhood of 
$75,000 to provide the printing and the halls and everything that is 
ordinarily provided for a congress of this kind; that they have raised 
some $30,000, and that they can not raise the balance, and they ask 
Con: to provide for it. 

Mr, PLUMB. I wish to know if any of this appropriation is to go 
to the payment of the personal expenses of these delegates ? 

Mr. FRYE. I understand not. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘Then $45,000 is too large a sum for the rent of a hall 
and a little printing. 

Mr. FRYE. There is to be a good deal of printing. 

ME ah That amount would pay for a very great deal of 

rinting. 
F The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas object 
to the amendment? 

Mr. FRYE. An objection is not available. A pointoforder can not 
be made against it. It is reported from a standing committee of the 
Senate. y 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not desire to make a point of order, but I wish 
to say that I think the sum is too large. It certainly is more than 
enough to pay for the use of any hall and for all the printing to furnish 
a very large number of volumes of gs with seven or eight hun- 
dred pages each. Unless they should stay in Washington for a year or 
two they could certainly rent a hall for, I think, $5,000 at the outside. 
I move to amend the amendment by reducing the sum to $15,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment by reducing the 
sum to $35,000. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to make it $30,000. 


Mr. FRYE. I accept the amendment placing it at $35,000, because 
the opinion which I expressed myself to the surgeons who were present 
was that $35,000 ought to be enough. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is plainly evident that this means a junket and 
the expenditure of a large sum of money which must undoubtedly go 
to the payment of personal There is no possible necessity 
for an expenditure for a hall and for the printing of an unofficial paper 


of this kind that would amount to $35,000, I move to reduce the sum 
to $20,000. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 


amend the amendment by reducing the amount to be appropriated to 
$20,000. 

Mr. EVARTS. If it is the purpose of the Senate to this 
conference or convention of the eminent physicians and surgeons of the 
world, let us do it directly. If it is supposed that this convocation is 
entitled to be called a junket, and therefore the reception and hospi- 
tality which we are to offer to it isto be based upon a restriction of that 

and indulgence, let us put it upon that ground and refuse to 
make an appropriation even of $20,000, and strike out the provision 
entirely, as the interests of mankind are not at all concerned with a 
junketing of physicians and surgeons. 

But we can not disparage the interests that are represented by such 
a convocation as this is to be, because the record of their meetings in 
all the great capitals of Europe has showa the service to humanity and 
the service to the age which such a conference presents. 

It is now provided that this convocation in their consultations shall 
cross the ocean and come here, and we are accounted in the number 
who can fairly be enlisted with those who are to be hospitable and po- 
lite to such conferences. I believe the fact that the physicians and 
surgeons here are themselves willing to bear a very considerable por- 
tion of what they regard as a suitable expense for the reception of such 
a conference, is a sufficient guarantee that itis not money to be wasted. 
If they are of the opinion, as they are, that the sum of $35,000 will be 


but one-half of the reasonable and open and honorable expenditures 
which are required, it seems to me that the Senate should not disparage 
it by di the objects of the conference and the character of 
the men en; in it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer another amendment, to come in at the end of 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas 
withdraw his amendment reducing the sum to $20,000? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will withhold the amendment I now suggest until 
the question of amount is settled. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then will be on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the 
amendment reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations reduc- 
ing the amount from $45,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move to add to the proposed amendment the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be paid as the personal expenses of 
any delegate; and no money shall be expended except upon vouchers to be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the amount now of the appropriation? 

Mr. FRYE. Thirty-five thousand dollars. I accepted the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa making it $35,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Iowa moves as an 
amendment to insert $35,000 instead of $45,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH. In line 1221, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ Bureau 
of Education;’’ and I make that motion on information communicated 
to the Senate from who are well informed on the subject. I 
read two letters from the Commissioner of Education, which are as fol- 
lows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF EDUCATION, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1887, 

Srr: Since my recent conversation with you in regard to the removal of the 
Bureau of Education to the Pension building, under one of the provisions of 
the sundry civil bill, I have the honor to state that I have made a visit to the 
honorable Commissioner of Pensions. In his absence I saw General McLean. 
the ve poy É commissioner. When I made known to him that the removal of 
my o! to the Pension building was contemplated, he said it would be impos- 
sible to provide the necessary room; that the building was now crowded and 
did not give comfortable accommodations to the 1,300 employés and volumi- 
nous documents and papers of his office. 

He said further that under the recent legislation of Congress his office had 
maas a pie pet for 220 more clerks, but that hedid not see where they could 

T walked through the rooms of the building, and I concur in this opinion of 
General McLean. I was personally convinced of the present overcrowded 


‘condition of the building. 
AA SMEM ena he seed OM VUR exe SUENA don ta goed af oe rion 
ves can out with an for the o 
in either the Pension Office or the Office Pra Natia 
General dns cad en me that he would communicate his own views to 
n su 


have the honor to be, very aiias irar ae E you obedient servant, 


E. DAWSON, Commissioner, 
Ilon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF EDUCATION, 
Washington, D. C., January 31, 1887. 
DEAR SIR: raaire J to the proposal in the sundry civil bill as it passed the 
tatives, to remove the Bureau of Education to the Pension 


you u; 


sufficient. 

The museum, consisting of educational apparatus of different sorts, scholar's 
work, models of school buildings, maps, plans, &c., is very badly crowded into 
e ht large rooms. 

o remove this library and museum, except to a place with some prospect of 
permanent occupation, would be running a great risk of loss and injury. 

The immediate p of an increase in the size of the Pension Office renders 
the removal contemplated by the House of Representatives only temporary, 
because if the Pension Office is in from any cause, the other bureaus 
which are forced into its building will be thrown out again. 

In my judgment the assignment of this office to such quarters, under such cir- 


cumstances, is a direct means of destroying the efficiency and the usefulness of 
the Harean of en 
ery respectfully, 
T 3 N. H. R. DAWSON, Commissioner. 
Hon. James L, Pver, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


I read now a letter from Mr. McLean, Acting Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, written to the Secretary of the Interior, which is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1887. 
Dear Sm: To-day the Commissioner of Education called at this office for the 
purpose of makingan inspection with a view to securing quarters in this build- 
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ing for the bureau over which he presides. As well as to enlighten myself with 


erence to the occupancy of this building by the Bureau of Labor and the 
Railroad Office, I have set on foot an inquiry and am informed by Mr. Dawson 
that his bureau alone will hs i at least eight rooms of the ca) ity of the 
room now occupied by myself, which room is of the size of the r rooms 
in this building. One of them will be required for a library, one for a museum, 
four for his clerical force, one for document purposes, and one for his own use. 
He has no information as to the number of rooms required by the other two 
bureaus, but it is safe to say that for the three bureaus in question at least 
twelve or fifteen rooms will be required. I have taken occasion to-day to make 
ial investigation in regard to the subject-matter of any other bureau of the 
Ccvertimans occupying quarters in this building, and the superintendent of the 
building is impressed with the decided conviction that our own requirements 
preclude the possibility of giving quarters here to any other bureau. In this 
connection I will state that the fourth story, the finishing of which was pro- 
vided for by the late act of Congress, is who ly ars for any other pur- 
poses than the sto! of documents, it not being at all adapted for the occu- 
pancy of any elerical employés. 

I deem it my duty, in the absence of the Commissioner, to call your immedi- 
ate attention to this subject in order that you may take such action as the emer- 
gency would appear to require, 

Yours, very respectfully, 


Hon, L, C. LAMAR, 
retary of the Interior, 


I have here a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, written to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, which is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washinglon, January 31, 1887. 


Sm: 1 have the honor to transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress 
acopy of a letter dated the 29th instant from the Commissioner of Education, 
embodying the result of his examination into the matter of the removal of his 
oflice = the Pension Office building, as proposed in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. 

I concur in the opinion of the Commissioner that it will be impracticable to 
accommodate his office in the Pension building, especially in view of the in- 
creased work which will devolve upon the Pension Office under recent legisla- 


tion, 
Very respectfully, 
ag f L. Q. ©. LAMAR, Secretary. 
Hon. WILLIa{m B. ALLISON 


Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


I have no idea that when the other House putin the bill a provision 
for the removal of the Bureau of Education to the Pension buildin 
they understood the facts which are now placed before the Senate. í 
do not see how the Committee on Appropriations can resist my amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH]. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course this is a question that these gentlemen 
ought io have great experience about, and respecting which perhaps 
they ought to give us advice; but the tendency of all bureau officers is 
to have ample quarters and provision made for them. 

The Bureau of Education is occupying a building on G street, and we 
are paying $6,000 a year rent for that property. It is a cheap brick 
building located upon a side street of this city. The bureau people 
want to remain there permanently. 

When the new Pension building is completed it was the judgment of, 
the Committee on Appropriations that there would be room enough for 
this little bureau—little so far as the number of its clerical force is con- 
cerned—in that building, as well as room for the Bureau of Labor. It 
seemed wise to try it and see whether we can not find a place for them 
there, 

Mr. PUGH. If the opinion of the persons who understand this mat- 
ter better than any one else is to be relied upon, it is practically im- 
possible to make this proposed removal. If it is ascertained hereafter 
that the Pension building has capacity enough to take in the Bureau 
of Education, the change can then be made. I hope the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations will not resist my amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Bureau of Education, which is alluded to asa 
little bureau, is not, I understand, alluded to in that way disrespect- 
fully, but on account of the comparatively small number of employés 
in the bureau. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I said. It is not necessary for the 
Senator to indicate what I did not say. I said it was little in the sense 
of having a small clerical force. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know that there is any occasion for my being 
interrupted, then, when I am simply repeating what the Senator him- 
self said, and when I appear to have his sanction and approval in say- 
ing what I do say. 

bat in other respects the bureau is of considerable importance. It 
has accumulated a vast amount of useful and important matter apper- 
taining to the cause of education. It has the best library upon the 
subject of education, upon methods of education and the instruction of 
the human mind, probably, in the world, certainly in this country. It 
has been culled and collected, during many years past, with great effort 
and at considerable expense. The museum of models and illustrations 
of different methods of instruction and teaching is very important, very 
valuable, and very large. The house of four stories occupied by the 
bureau is packed just as full as it can be at the present time. The 
matter is of a sort that must be well protected from the weather in 
order that it may be kept at all. 

The Pension Office building is not as yet complete, and officers who 
have inspected it with reference to this change say that the property 
of the bureau would, much of it, by eventually destroyed if the trans- 


WM. E. McLEAN, 
Acting Commissioner. 


fer were made. Ido not think that it is possible to make it without 
striking a blow at the value of the property of the Government which 
would be greater in the way of damage than the rental of the buildin 
for many years. Thepublicattention of educators is now concentra’ 

on this bureau and this property, and there would be a very general 
feeling of remonstrance and indignation if a step should be carelessly 
taken which would do it injury. I hope that the transfer will not be 
made, 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that the proposition of the Senator from 
Alabama will be accepted by the Senate. It is quite manifest that 
there is not room in the Pension building for the purpose proposed by 
the bill, as it comes to us from the other House. The Pension Office 
does not want this proposed intrusion there, for it would be extremely 
inconvenient; and besides that, considering the number of pension 
bills which have already been passed we shall require all the room for 
theclerksof the Pension Bureau. Any Senator who will go to the pres- 
ent building which the clerks of the Commissioner of Education and 
that officernow occupy will see at once that it is utterly impossible that 
the whole of its contents can be transferred to the new Pension build- 
ing with any propriety at all. 

hope, therefore, that the amendment of the Senator from Alabama 
will be accepted. 

Mr. BECK. Senators have no doubt observed that the House of 
Representatives, after what we have a right to assume was a careful 
examination of the whole matter, recommended and the bill 
with a provision directing the General Land Office, the Indian Office, 
the Bureau of Education, the Office of the Commissioner of Railroads, 
the Bureau of Labor, the office of the agent for the payment of pensions 
in the District of Columbia, and the office of the Geological Survey to 
vacate the buildings rented for and now occupied by said offices and 
bureaus or portions thereof and have them all transferred to the Pen- 
sion Office building. . 

Mr. MORRILL. But the Senator from Kentucky will remember 
that they passed this bill before the pension bill was finally acted upon 
and became a law. This bill was passed in the House December 17, 
1886. 

Mr. BECK. Ido recall that fact. Now, we have stricken out the 
General Land Office, the Indian Office, the office of the agent for the 
payment of pensions in the District of Columbia, and the office of the 
Geological Survey. Weshall have to go into conference with the Rep- 
resentatives of the other House upon that proposition. If westrike out 
the whole, the question will be made, and e very promptly, between 
the two Houses, and one or the other has to give way. We have stricken 
out the General Land Office because arrangements are made now for the 
care of all the papers, patents, and records in fire-proof portions of the 
present building. The Secretary of the Interior has to decide more im- 
portant questions arising in that single office than in all the others put 
together; and we have thought that it ought to stay where it is and 
stay where the Secretary is. So with the Indian Office; so with the 
office of the Geological Survey, the rent of which is reduced from $20-, 
000 to $10,000 a year, and so in to the office of the agent for the 
payment of pensions in the District of Columbia. We ed it as 
obviously improper that that office should be placed in the Pension build- 
ing, because sometimes hundreds of men coming for their pensions 
gather together at that office, and they are not persons connected with 
the Government service at all. Therefore, if we expect to make any 
compromise whatever with the House on this question, the committee 
thought, after striking out the General Land Office, the Indian Office, 
the office of the Geological Survey, and the office of the agent for the 
payment of pensions in the District of Columbia, we ought, if we pos- 
sibly could, to endeavor to accommodate the di ent between the 
two Houses in some way, and that the Bureau of Education, the office 
of the Commissioner of Railroads, and the Bureau of Labor might go 
into that building. 

We were fortified in striking out what we did by the action of both 
Houses in regard to the Mexican pension bill, and in regard to the in- 
crease of force which will necessarily have to be employed to carry out 
the laws of which the Senator from Vermont very well reminded me; 
but if we make no efforts whatever to give up any rented buildings, and 
meet the other House with a flat refusal to do anything in this regard, 
we may find ourselves in a condition where we may have to give up even 
more than is now intended. We have an assurance that the Pension 
building will be finished by the Istof July. I believe that is the fact. 
Am I right, Mr. Chairman, in my presumption? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what is said. 

Mr. BECK. Being so advised, we thought we ought to make an ef- 
fort to accommodate these smaller bureaus in that great building. 
While I am afraid the passage of the Mexican pension bill and the other 
pension bill we have recently passed will necessarily increase the num- 
ber of employés in the Pension Bureau to carry out their provisions, 
and thus cause some embarrassment, I am inclined to think that we 
ought to be allowed to go into conference with the House conferees with 
something no larger than we have got now, rather than reject the 
proposition altogether. 

Mr. MORRILL, I desire to remind the Senator from Kentucky that 
the Committee on Appropriations struck out the provision for the office 
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of the agent for the payment of pensions in the District of Columbia. 

That would be a very appropriate office to be placed in the pension 

building, but to put the Bureau of Education there would be a sort of 
tion with no harmony or appropriateness whatever. 

Mr. BECK. The office to which the Senator from Vermont refers, 
the office of the agent for the payment of pensions in the District of 
Columbia, is perhaps the most objectionable of all, because it would 
take into that building at certain periods great masses of people wholly 
disconnected with the public service. Hundreds and hundreds of men 
inno way connected with the public service go to that office to receive 
their pensions, to make their complaints, and to attend to business 
outside of the public service altogether; and when the Senator from 
Vermont comes to consider the questien fully he will find, while that 
office seems to be a very small place, it gathers in everybody who has 
a claim to a pension, outside of the public service altogether, and 
crowds of people, to the great discomfort of our own employés, would 
be taken into that building. The committee investigated that point 
with great care and thought the transfer of that office would be the 
ae objectionable of all. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interrupting 


m. 

Mr. MORRILL. What is most objectionable about this measure is 
that there is no room for anything whatever in the building of the Pen- 
sion Office except for pension business; and I think it a very great mis- 
take to undertake to cram other bureaus into that building, when it 
will s be required for the purpose for which the building itself was 
erect 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, a single word, The Senator from Ken- 
tucky stated that we were bound to presume that the House of Repre- 
sentatives acted upon information sufficient to justify the provisions 
they put in this bill, and at the same time he said it was perfectly ob- 
vious that some of the provisions ought not to have been made. Then, 
again, if you read what was in the bill you will find that they certainly 

d not understand what they were doing. They required that the 
General Land Office, the Indian Office, the Bureau of Education, the 
office of the Commissioner of Railroads, the Bureau of Labor, the office 
of the agent for the payment of pensions in the District of Columbia, 
and the office of the Geological Survey should be removed to the Pen- 
sion building. If they had known anything upon the subject they 
would have known that it was a physical impossibility to make this 
removal, so that it is perfectly manifest that the House of Representa- 
tives acted in ignorance of what is now known to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not propose to discuss this question at this hour 
in the afternoon, but I want to avail myself of this opportunity to say 
that this whole business is an illustration of the old saying about put- 
ting a quart of water into a pint cup. There is not room eitherin the 
Interior Department building orin the Pension building for those clerks 
who are now in the two buildings or will be in the two buildings when 
the Pension Office force shall be enlarged. 

The thing that ought to be done, and the thing that ought to have 
been done last year and the year before and for several years, is to erect 
an entirely new building for the accommodation of the clerks and offi- 
cials who are now huddled together in a way that would be thought 
inhuman if it were in a tenement house and not the Interior Depart- 
ment. I donot believe that any scheme will relieve the trouble until 
a new building is projected and completed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. PuGH]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, yesterday when the amendment made 
by the Committee on Appropriations, on page 44, line 1068, providing 
an appropriation for a fish-hatchery on the Columbia River, was under 
consideration, the chairman of the committee offered the following 
amendment, which I did not understand at the time it was adopted: 

Provided, That this appropriation shall not be available until the Legislatures 
of the States and Territories having jurisdiction in these waters shall enact the 
Daea legislation to protect the salmon from improper capture or destruc- 

My objection to this amendment is that it assumes that there is no 
existing legislation; it makes no one a judge as to when the necessary 
legislation has been had. Ihave explained to the chairman of the com- 
mittee that the Legislature of Oregon is now in session and a bill has 
been introduced for the very purpose indicated, for the further protec- 
tion of salmon in those waters, and that the Legislature will not meet 
again until after this appropriation will have lapsed into the Treasury 
if legislation is not had at this session. I want the amendment so 
worded that if the Fish Commissioner finds that the existing legislation 
in Oregon is sufficient, no further legislation may be required. I have 
submitted my substitute to the chairman of the committee and he agrees 
to it. Isend it to the desk to be read. 

The SECRETARY. In lieu of the amendment already agreed to it is 
proposed to insert: 

Provided, That if, in the ee of the United States Fish Commissioner, the 
existing laws of Q: n and Washington are not sufficient forthe tection of 
salmon in the Columbia River and its tributaries, this appro n shall not 
be available until the Legislatures of the State of Oregon and of Washington Ter- 
ritory shall have enacted such additional legislation as in the opinion of the 


Fish Commissioner shall be necessary to protect the salmon from improper capt- 
ure and destruction. 


Mr. BECK. I think that is an improvement on the committee’s 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is entirely right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I offer an amendment on page 4, after line 68, to 
insert: 

For the construction of a public building at La Crosse, Wis., in addition to the 
$100,000 heretofore approp: for this purpose, $50,000, 

Mr. BECK. Has the bill for the construction of that building passed 
both Houses ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; but this comes substantially under the pro- 
vision heretofore made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I was instructed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to offer the following amendment, on page 49, to come in at the 
end of line 1181: 


To provide for the acceptance of the invitation of the British Government com- 
mun to the Government of the United steps Fo behalf of the colony of 
South Australia, to take in an international bition of products, manu- 
1887, and Pain Hog pnd ths, $30,000, uch th f be 

, and con x months, $30,000, or so m: ereof as may be necessary; 
of State, who shall 


Mr. ALLISON. This amendment comes from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, who have examined into that subject? 

Mr, FRYE. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to insert, between lines 144 and 145, the fol- 
lowing: 

For court-house and i aray; at Fort Scott, Kans.: For completion of build- 
ing under the present t, $40,000. 

I will state that this is in accordance with a bill which has just 
passed Congress and become a law. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
line 918, on page 38: j 

And the of the Treasury is required to submit estimates to Congress, 
at its next session, to cover the poprie gh Apoy 703 of establishing and maintain- 
ing a permanent party on the coast of ka, for the survey of the bays, SeN 
and mouths of the principal rivers along that coast, to include such vessels an 


boats,and other means of conveyance, and houses, and provisions, and furs, 
fuel, and other supplies that are necessary for such permanent party. 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. VEST. I have been requested by the Delegate from Montana to 
offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. I also ask that his let- 


ter may be read after the amendment is read, which is explanatory of 
the matter. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 56, after line 1358, it is proposed to 
add: 


Be ae to an amount nesia a propeised to sum od $25,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is he spec y appropriated for surve; 
the lands embraced within the grant by Congress to the Northern Pacific Tait 
road Company in the Territory of Montana, 


Mr. VEST. Now read the letter. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. C., 1887. 

Sm: I leave to ask that an amendment be made to the per ef Aedes bill 
by which $25,000 may be specifically appropriated to survey lands within 
the grant of the Northern Pacific in Montana. I am aware of the fact 
thata bill has passed the House of Representatives forfeiting these lands andis 
now pending before a conference committee. Whatever may be the fate of this 
bill it in no manner affects the propriety of this appropriation. If a forfeiture 
shall be declared, then in the interest of the settlers in pursuit of homes the sur- 
vey ought to be extended. If a forfeiture is never declared, then the Territory 
of Montana ought to have the benefits derived from the taxation of these lands, 
and this can only be had by surveying them. The annexed law was at 
the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and is the authority for the taxa- 
tion of surveyed railroad lands, the patents for which have not issued. 

There are 20,500,000 acres of Northern Pacific Railroad lands within the Terri- 
tory of Montana, about 5,000,000 acres of which have been surveyed and have 
been listed for assessment and taxation by the railroad company under the fore- 
going law. This action has been voluntary so far as the railroad company is 
concerned. It is a matter of supreme importance tothe people of Montana, and 
does not conclude or commit the Government upon the right to forfeit, if such 

t now exists. 
he third section of the act is as follows: 

“Src. 3. That this act shall not affect the right of the Government to declare 
or enfore a forfeiture of any lands so , but all the rights of the United 
States to said lands or to any interest therein shall be and remain as if this act 
had —, mentioned in the first section thereof.” 

It wi 


property of the Territory. 
There is no reason in my opinion why these lands should not be subject to 


Terri 
= the rouge ning fed forfeiture. They may or may not be forfeited,even 
th right to forfeit 


paa taxes n the surveyed lands under the pregoian law; itis to presume 
they continue to pay upon other lands as rapidly as surveyed. If they 
do — the act of Congress referred to provides the manner of enforcing pay- 
men! 


Ample provision is also made for collecting the costs of surveying, selecting, 
and conveying by the United States. - 
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The railroad company having a wil 
as the may erage 
States 
Territory may collect from these 
enue, 


Your obedient servant, 
JOS. K, TOOLE, Delegate for Montana. 
Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 


Chairman of Committee on Appropriations, Uniled States Senate. 


The following reference to a late decision of the Montana supreme 
court will show that a survey is important to the Government in main- 
taining suits against timber trespassers: 

An important decision was rendered in the supreme court at Helena this 
week. The case referred to is that wherein the Northern Pacific was sued by 
the United States for the sum of $1,100,000 alleged to be due for timber cut upon 
public lands in Missoula County. The defense put in a demurrer to the com- 
plaint in the trial in the district court, and it was sustained. The case was ap- 

led to the supreme court, and that tribunal sustained the decision of the 
ower court, holding that the Northern Pacific are not tenants in common of 
the land within the land t limits of the Northern Pacific road. Each is 
clearly entitled to half of the land within such limits, the United States to the 
even-numbered sections and the Northern Pacific to the odd-numbered sections, 
This being the case, it only remains to distinguish the land to which each is en- 
titled. By the charter of the Northern Pacific (which is also a contract between 
the road and the Government) the United States agrees to survey the land with- 
Ta O Or pe! sarge EOE AT O med pee rae Opos Were 
Momina epaien would be no qu aion 
t 


lands their just proportion of the public rev- 


but that the United States would 
have asuit against the Northern trespass or trover to recover for tim- 
ber cut on the former's land by the latter. But it has failed to make the survey 
or to establish by the legal evidence of a survey thatits land has been 

upon. Such being the case, the plaintiff can not take advan of its negli- 
gence to bring suit against the Northern Pacific for cutting ti ron ground 
which is not shown not to belong to defendant, 


[Public—No, 132.] 
AN ACT to provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands, and for other purposes. 


and my corpo: 

same for the costs of surveying, selecting, and beze wnis Sys same, o; 

no patent has been issued therefor; but this provision 1 not apply to lands 

unsurveyed: Provided, That any such land sold for taxes shall be taken by the 
urechaser subject to the lien for costs of surveying, beega gi and conveying, to 

ps paid in such manner oy. the purchaser as the Secretary the Interior may by 

rule provide and to all liens of the United States, all morigagts of the United 

States, and all rights of the United States in respect of such ds: Provided fur- 

ther, That this act shall apply only to lands situated opposite to and coterminous 

with completed portions of said roads, and in organized counties: Jur- 

ther, That at any sale of lands under the provisions of this act the United States 

may become a preferred purchaser, 

nae to the public domain and disposed of as provided by the laws relating 

ereto. 

Sec, 2. That if any railroad corporation required by law to pay the costs of 
surveying, selecting, or conveying any lands granted to such company or for 
its use and benefit by act of Congress shall for thirty days neglect or refuse to 

any such costs after d for payment thereof by the of the 
Taterior; he shall notify the Attorno Generi], who shall at once commence 
proceedings to collect the same. But when any sum shall be collected of such 
railroad pompany as costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying any tract of 
land which shall have been purchased under the provisions of section 1 hereof, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall out of such collections reimburse said pur- 
chaser, his heirs or assigns, the amount of money paid by him as the costs of 
such surveying selecting, and conveying. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall not affect the right of ne ipia to declareor 


States to said lands or to any interest 
had not passed, except as to the lien mentioned in the first section hereof. 

Sec. 4. That section 21 of chapter 216, a wed July 2, 1864, is hereby so 
amended as that the costs of surveying, „and conveying therein re- 
quired to be paid shall become due and payable at and on the demand therefor 
made by the Secretary of the Interior as provided in section 2 of this act, and 
nothing in this act shall be construed or taken in any wise to affect or impair 
the right of Congress at any time hereafter further to alter, amend, or repeal is 
said act, as in the opinion of Congress justice or the public may uire, 
or to impairor waive any right or remedy in the p: now existing in favor 
of the United States. This act shall be subject to alteration, amendment, er re- 


Approved July 10,1886. 


Mr. ALLISON. I am constrained to make the point of order on the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri, for the reason that if we be- 
gin these special appropriations we shall be compelled to enlarge the 
proposition from time to time so as to include all the railroads. 

No doubt there ought to be a survey of the lands in the land grant 
not only of the Northern Pacific but of the other railroads; but the 
general appropriations made for the Land Office are not so used, and I 
think it would be rather a —* precedent to make special appro- 
priations in this way. We e a special appropriation last year for 
the State of Nevada, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
has not executed it, as I understand. So we do not know what will 
become of this if this special appropriation is made. 

Mr. TELLER. Why has the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office not executed it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know why. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order being made, the 
Chair thinks it is well taken. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 1350, on page 56, before the word 
need,” to strike out “‘ twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to 


For surveys and resurveys of publiclands, at rates not exceeding $9 per linear 

mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $5 “ne Pract i lines, 

,000; and of the sum hereby roe ee a much thereof as may 
be necessary, may be expended ‘or the examination of surveys in the field, 


to pay these taxes, and 
appropriation for surveys does not preja the right of the United 
to with the forfeiture question in the future, I submit that it is 

fair and just that the appropriation asked for should be made in order that the 


Mr. BECK. I should like to hear some reason given for that. The 
sum of $25,000 seems to be rather a small amount, and to reduco it 
down to $10,000 is equivalent to doing nothing. 

Mr. PLUMB. We give the total sum of $50,000 for surveys, and of 
this we provide that $25,000 may be used for the inspection of the sur- 
veys. It is a good deal like the old man’s dollar for the dress and $10 
for the trimming. The idea of giving a dollar for the inspection of 
every dollar of money we spend for surveys seems to me a wholly un- 
necessary proportion. I simply wish to establish some proper propor- 
tion between the amount to be expended for surveying and the amount 
to be expended for i ting the surveys when made, Iam quite 
certain that $10,000 is an ample sum for inspection purposes. The 
Senator from Kentucky will remember that last year the Senate in- 
serted that sam of $10,000, and by reason of some agreement between 
the Senate and House conferees it was fixed at $25,000. I think the 
amount I pro is certainly ample. 

Mr. CALL. It seems to me that it is very improper to be changing 
the appropriation as provided by the other House. In giving $25,000 
we are to presume they had some information and some reason to guide 
them in the appropriation. It may be for the examination of surveys 
heretofore made, fraudulent and imperfect surveys. ‘The section states: 

For inspecting mineral deposits, coal-fields, and timber districts; and for mak- 
pg e other surveys or examinations as may be required for identification 
of lands for purposes of evidence in any suit or proceeding in behalf of the 
United States. 

We have no information but that that is a proper appropriatioon 
An examination of previous surveys that may require examination. 
may require this sum. 

Mr, PLUMB. The Senator will observe that the appropriation here 
is not according to the estimate. The estimate was for $250,000 for 
surveys. This sum of $25,000 would have been 10 per cent. of that 
entire amount, The committee of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate committee concurring therein have agreed to appropriate 
$50,000 instead of $250,000, and yet they give the same amount for 
the inspection of surveys and the other miscellaneous objects as would 
have been given if the $250,000 was appropriated for surveys, Why 
appropriate $25,000 for these frills and furbelows of this service? Let 
us have something for the money and not mere skirmishing around 
the country under salaries, which will be the case, I fear, or, at all 
— it might be the case if this provision should be adopted as it 


and in such case the lands sold shall be re- | stan’ 


Mr. MANDERSON. Imovethat theSenateadjourn. Itseems evi- 
dent that we cannot finish this bill to-night. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will not be done, at least until we get 
the bill into the Senate. I think we can pass it in a few minutes if 
the Senate will have a little patience. 

Mr. BOWEN. Iask the Senator from Nebraska to withdraw the 
motion for a moment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I yield to the Senator from Colorado, 

Mr. BOWEN. I desire to offer an amendment. 
tempore. There is an amendment already 
pending to the bill. The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
fom Ranas (Afr, Proar I thought tha 

Mr. BO Š n; ought that was di of. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate pane sat 

Mr. BECK. I hope the unfinished business will be laid before the 
Senate before that motion is put. 


RAILROAD ATTORNEYS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members 
of Congress from acting as attorneys or employés for railroad compa- 
nies holding charters or having received grant of lands or pecuniary aid 
from the United States. 
whom from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] moves that the Senate 

ourn. 

The motion was agreed, to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
a Se adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 2, at 12 
o m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, February 1, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

s Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings, 
when 

On motion of Mr. TAULBEE, the reading of so much of the Journal 
as related to the introduction and reference of bills and joint resolu- 
tions was, by unanimous consent, dispensed with. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 

PURCHASE OF BULLION AND COINAGE OF SILVER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 

the Treasury transmitting a report of the Director of the Mint in re- 


. 
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sponse to House resolution of January 13, 1887, calling for information 
relative to the monthly purchases of bullion and the coinage of silver 
dollars; which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and, with the accompanying documents, ordered to be 


printed. A 

Mr. SYMES. I ask unanimous consent that this communication, 
with the accompanying papers, be printed in the RECORD, 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The document is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 31, 1887. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of resolution of the House 
of Representatives, dated 13th instant, as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to report to the 
House how many dollars’ wo of silver bullion was purchased each month 
and how many dollars’ worth was coined in each month of the fiscal yearended 
June 30, 1886; also how many dollars’ worth of silver bullion was purchased 


the purchase and coinage of not less than two millions’ worth of 
month has been complied with.” 

And in reply to inclose herewith copy of report, dated 29th instant, with in- 
closure from the Director of the Mint, to whom the resolution had been referred, 
containing the information desired. 


fully, yours, D ü 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. it i 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1887. 

Sm: I have the honor to forward herewith, for transmittal to the House of 
Representatives, in pursuance of House resolution of January 13, a statement 
showing “ how many dollars’ worth of silver bullion was purch: each month 
and how many dollars’ worth was coined in each month of the fiscal year ended 
June 30,1886; also how many dollars’ worth of silver bullion was purchased 
and how many coined in of the months of July, August, Se; x, Octo- 
ber, November, and December of 1886.” 

It will be seen therefrom that the law requiring the purchase and coinage of 
not less than two million dollars’ worth of bullion per month has been complied 
with for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1886, as well as for the remaining six 
months of the calendar year 1886, 

Very respectfully, 
JAS. P. KIMBALL, 


: Director of the Mint. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Statement showing by months the cost of silver bullion p and coined 


urchased, delivered, 
into silver dollars, and the face value of the coinage for the w June 
30,1886, and for the six pte Am o O 31, {sect OAE OENAR 


Silver purchased. | Coinage. 
By EE f s 
Months. Q Ong Q o 
: 1), | # | # 
z SE al 33 A 
eet E E 


Jay osease $1,561,864 67 | $1,578,874 37 | $1,582,571 32 | $1,900,000 00 
‘August... 1,780,016 17 | 1,791,129 08 | 2,057,566 18 | 2! 475,000 00 
September 2,005,915 66 | 2,009,013 20 | 2, 055,758 34 | 2,500, 050 00 
October.. 2,502,085 95 | 2,531,749 60| 2'043, 143 34 | 2, 500, 000 00 
November 1,888,070 44 | 1,883,635 53 | 2,029,223 44 | 2, 500, 330 00 
December 2,304,410 10 | 2,310,699 89| 2,013,677 70 | 2, 600,000 00 
January 1,563,719 61 | 1,581,467 88 | 2,084,850 92 | 2,600,000 00 
February 1,585,569 67 | 1,602,221 82| 2,079,780 69 | 2,600,000 00 
arch, 2,077,993 17 | 2,094,071 05 | 2, 080, 903 69 |" 2, 600, 360 00 
April. 3,907,499 84 | 1,975,954 66| 2,071,888 30 | 2, 600,000 00 
y. 1,609,114 99 | 1,620,594 62| 2,055,755 18 | 2600.000 00 
June.. 3,406,312 89| 3,418,591 10 | 1,919,934 90 | 2,463, 165 00 
24,255,603 16 | 24,398,002 80 | 24,075,054 00 | 29,838, 905 00 

1,490,686 20 | 1,496,990 31 342 00 | 2,200,000 00 

2115,107 15 | 2,117,578 41 098 95 | 2,700, 000 00 

2,048,666 90 | 2, 054, 888 93 770 66 | 2,810,100 00 

2'333, 457 O4 | 2, 339, 766 55 704 87 | 3,000,000 00 

2,447,678 45 | 2,458, 857 26 356 87 | 2,700,000 00 

2,684,651 11 | 2,682,319 60 2, 550, 261 00 


Total 6 months... 
Total 18 months.. 


13,120,246 85 | 13,150,401 06 | 12,035,410 98 | 15,960, 361 00 
——SS=-sWs§- SS LS MM 
37, 375, 850 a 37,548,403 86 | 36,110,464 98 | 45,799,266 00 


J. HART & CO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting estimate of appropriation to pay J. Hart 
& Co. for tax and fine imposed on the steamship Dawn and remitted 
by that Department; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


DEFICIENCIES IN SIGNAL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Secretary of War of 
deficiencies in appropriations for the Signal Service for the current fiscal 
year, in lieu of estimates submitted December 17, 1886; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the , transmitting a list of judgments of the Court of 
Claims against the United States, presented for payment since June 14, 
1886; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


WATER SUPPLY OF WASHINGTON, D. C., ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Secretary of War 
of appropriations for increasing the water supply of Washington, D.C., 
and for fish-ways at Great Falls, Potomac River; which was reférred 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT KEY WEST, FLA., AND NEW YORK CITY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Supervising Arch- 
itect, relative to proposed additional appropriations for public build- 
ings at Key West, Fla., and New York city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


LAKE SUPERIOR SHIP-CANAL RAILWAY, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting correspondence relative to the proposed sale 
to the Government of the properties of the Lake Supoa Ship-Canal 
Railway and Iron Company, and of the Portage Lake and River Im- 
provement Company; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


CIVILIAN ENGINEERS ON RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the names and of residence of civil- 
ian engineers employed on works of river and harbor improvement; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DECENNIAL CENSUS OF 1885, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
of the Interior, relative to the decennial census of 1885, and of the omis- 
sion of the State of Florida to fully comply with the provisions required 
preliminary to payment therefor by the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
CONGRESSIONAL” LIBRARY BUILDING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting a detailed statement of the of 
the commission for the construction of the Congressional Library build- 
ing; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, under the rule, for refer- 
ence, a Senate bill and resolutions of the following titles; which were 
referred as indicated, namely: 

The bill (S. 2436) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

The joint resolution (S. Res. 88) authorizing the printing of 2,500 ex- 
tra copies of the report of the health officers of the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on Printing; and 

The concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the printing of 
6,000 additional oya of the report of the Senate Committee on For- 
eign Relations touching our fisheries—to the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will order the 
bill (S. 2436) setting aside a certain tract of land for a public park, 
to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BENNETT, for one day, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. DINGLEY, for to-day, on account of illness. 

To Mr. PA for three days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. BOYLE, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BAcon, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


COPY OF AN ENGROSSED BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House for present 
consideration, if there be no objection, a resolution which the Clerk 
will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish the House with a duplicate 
engrossed copy of the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United States certain lands 
granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of 
a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to set- 
tlement,and for other purposes, the original copy having been lost or mislaid. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that a committee of confer- 
ence was appointed upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
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this bill at the last session of Congress, and during the vaction the bill 
has been mislaid. 
There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, the objection having been with- 
drawn, I now renew my request for unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. 1368) for the relief of Richard H. Porter and James Porter, 
and put it upon its passage. % 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mice fy a Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I ask unanimous consent to take up for present con- 
sideration from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 6538) to define the 
boundaries of the collection districts of Miami and Sandusky, in the 
State of Ohio. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. COWLES. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read. x 
na ARA Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I now call up for consideration a resolution offered 
by instruction of the Committee on Naval Affairs a day or two ago, 
which was ordered to be printed in the RECORD and laid over. 

Mr. RANDALL, Does the consideration of this resolution require 
unanimous consent at this time? 

The SPEAKER. Itdoes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I object. 

Mr. BYNUM. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. STEELE. I call up for consideration the special orderof May 5. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the order referred to by the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That May 19 be set apart for the consideration of H. R. 7634, not to 
interfere with revenue or appropriation bills orany prior orders. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the title of that bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7634) to increase the efficiency of the line of the Army, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does that special order displace the morning 
hour for the call of committees for reports ? 

The SPEAKER. Itdoesnot. It would for the time being, of course, 
if the House proceeds now to consider it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I raise the question of consideration, as the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] I see is not present. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois raises the question of | P 


consideration against the special order. 

The question is: Will the House now proceed to consider the bill? 

Mr. STEELE. I did not understand the statement of the Speaker 
as to whether this order interferes with the morning hour or not. 

The SPEAKER. It will interfere with it during the time it is be- 
ing considered. But this being a special order, as soon as di of 
the Chair will proceed with the regular order of business, which is first 
the call of committees for reports and then the hour for the considera- 
tion of bills. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
rts to make from committees may hand them to the Clerk. 

e SPEAKER. That request can be made after the pending ques- 
tion is di of. 

Mr. ST. E. I withdraw the call for the special order until after 
the call of committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] does 
not then call up the — order at this time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. 


Te 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN NEWARK, N. J. 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10730) provid- 
ing for the holding of the United States courts in the city of Newark, 
N. J.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 10644) to authorize the Georgia Pacific 
Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Sunflower, Yazoo, and 
Tombigbee Rivers, in Mississippi; which was referred to the Committee 


of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGE OVER CUMBERLAND RIVER. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with a fayorable recommendation the bill (S. 2958) to give the assent 
of Congress to the construction of a free bridge by the county of Dav- 
vidson, Tennessee, over the Cumberland River; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT WINONA. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10146) 
authorizing the city of Winona, Minn., to construct a bridge across a 
part of the Mississippi River and a certain island therein; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE AT KANSAS CITY. 

Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10717) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible 
point between the city of Kansas and the town of Sibley, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE AT MEMPHIS, TENN. 

Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with amendments the bill (S. 2516) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the amendments and accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ALLEN GUNTER. 

Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3170) for the re- 
lief of Allen Gunter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. 11020) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. < 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve all points of order. 

‘ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were laid on the, table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 


rinted : 
A bill (H. R. 5981) for the relief of Albert Schmidler; and 
A bill (H. R. 6001) for the relief of John H. Jaques. 


SPOKANE AND PALOUSE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HAILEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported as a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 10639) granting the Spokane and Palouse 
Railway Company right of way through the Cœur D’Alene Indian 
reservation a bill (H. R. 11021) having the same title; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 10639) was laid on the table. 

NEW BERNE, N. C. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 1687) 
to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of New Berne, 
in the State of North Carolina, a bill (H. R. 11022) having the same 
title; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 1687) was laid on the table. 

ELIZABETH GREGORY. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 9352) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Gregory; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BAKER. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, alsoreported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 509) granting a 
pension to Samuel Baker; which was referred to the Committee of the 
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Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH J. LEWIS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 505) granting a 
pension to Joseph J. Lewis; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6433) granting a pension to Jacob Seigler; 

A bill (H. R. 4479) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to place the name of Milo Bowman on the pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 523) for the relief of Thomas R. Bruner; 

A bill a R. 5960) granting a pension to Jennie Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 512) granting a pension to George W. Martin; 

A bill er R. 8692) for the relief of Dalton Hinchman; 

A bill (H. R. ae for the relief of James W. Hetrick; 

A bill (H. R. 518) granting a pension to Anna M. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5582) for the relief of Andrew J. Todd; 

A bill (H. R. 8780) granting a pension to Mary Nally; 

A bill (H. R. 5243) granting a pension to David Gentry; 
A bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Willis Oliver; and 
A bill (H. R. 5581) granting a pension to William E. Fisher. 


MRS. MARY LATHROP. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10021) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Mary Lathrop; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


MARIA N. PARKER. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1146) 
granting a pension to Maria N. Parker; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


WALT WHITMAN, 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10707) 
granting a pension to Walt Whitman; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HENRY B. VERY. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2105) granting 
a pension to Henry B. Very; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (S. 3050) granting a pension to Mary A. Logan. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, it is understood that the views of 
the minority are to be printed with the report of the committee, and 
that the bill is to goon the Calendar. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (S. 3087) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Apolline A. Blair. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to file the views of the mi- 
nority, to be printed with the report of the committee upon that bill, and 
I also ask that the bill go upon the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that a like order has 
been made in regard to the bill to pension Mrs. Logan. 

The SPEAKER. A like order has been made. 


JOHN H, LOCKE. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 9427) increasing the pension of 
John H. Locke; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


\ 


LOVINIA REVES. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 10124) grantinga pension to Mrs. 
Lovinia Borea which an ier to se Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar with the accom ing re 
ordered to be printed. eF ayee sy 


ELIZABETH L. MACE. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R: 10129) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth L. Mace; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. SANBORN. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R.9534) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles W. Sanborn; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

M. LOUISE BUTLER. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 773) granting a pen- 
sion to M. Louise Butler; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. : 

JAMES JOHNSTON. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation tbe bill (S. 2497) to increase the 
pension of James Johnston; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

H. D. HOBBS. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2463) grant- 
ing a pension to H. D. Hobbs; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES E. GOTT. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2258) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James E. Gott; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accumpanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. WIRT. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1078) grant- 
ing a pension to William C. Wirt; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calegdar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1493) for the 
relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally 
laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 7948) granting an increase of pension to Franklin C. 


A bill (H. R. 5008) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield; 
A bill (H. R. 6465) granting a pension to Nathaniel D. Chase; 
A bill (H. R. 10506) granting a pension to Maria B. Hatch; 
A bill (H. R. 8270) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 
H. R. 1457) granting an increase of pension to Edward B. 
Holt; 


A bill (H. R. 1470) granting a pension to John E. Little; 

A bill (H. R. 10877) granting a pension to Nancy O’Connell; 

A bill (H. R. 1460) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Ordway; 

A bill H. R. 10728) granting a pension to Sarah A. Packard; 

A bill (H. R. 10377) granting a pension to Mary Pike; 

A bill (H. R. 10507) granting a pension to Fernando G. Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 3462) granting a pension to Mr. Laura F, Pusey; 

A bill (H. R. 7760) granting a pension to Abigail Richards; and 

A bill (H. R. 1025) granting arrears of pension to George W. Stevens, 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely Senate bills of the following titles; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. 2705) granting a pension to Frank W. Tubbesing; 

A bill (S. 357) granting arrears of pension to Nancy B. Leach; 

A bill (S. 2598) granting a pension to James Noyes; and 

A bill (S. 2046) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall. 


RESTORATION OF PENSIONS. 


On motion of Mr. HAYNES, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
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the bill (S. 2482) to restore pensions in certain cases; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
: MALINDA VEST. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5687) granting a ion to Malinda 
Vest; which was referred to the Committee of the ole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were respect- 
ively laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 
A bill (H. R. 8960) for the relief of Jane Holmes; and 
A bill (H. R. 8823) granting a pension to James M. Devall. 
WILLIAM REDDICK. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10473) granting a pension to 
William Reddick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY J. GILBERT. : 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5345) for the relief of Mary J. Gilbert; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ELENOR C. RANSOM. 


Mr. LOUTTIT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10795) granting a pension to Elenor C. 
Ransom; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed, 

LESLIE BASSETT. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 996) for the relief of Leslie Bassett; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

NORMAN THACHER. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 

back favorably the bill (S. 934) making an appropriation to 

enable the Secretary of the Interior to settle the accounts of Norman 

Thacher, late a receiver of public moneys at Menasha, Wis.; which was 

referred to the Committ¢t of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

S. W. MARSTON. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 

rted back favorably the bill (S. 220) to authorize the Secretary of the 

terior to settle the claims of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian 

t at Union Agency, Ind. T., for services and expenses; which was 

referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. THOMPSON. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 9414) for the relief of John A. Thompson; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. RUFFEE. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
the bill (S. 2408) for the relief of Charles A. Ruffee; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ACTUAL SETTLERS, NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
the bill (H. R. 1413) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands on 
the public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas ; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. BROWN. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the bill 
(H. R. 62) for the relief of John J. Brown; which was referred to the 
Committee ofthe Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI WAR CLAIM. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back the 
bill (S. 2806) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be 
examined certain vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the State of Missouri, 
or her agent or agents, for sums claimed to be due from the Govern- 
ment of the United States on account of payments made by said State 
since April 22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted men of her militia 
forces for militay services rendered to the United States in the sup- 
pression of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls heretofore 


filed with, examined, and accepted by the Government of the United 
States, and to report to Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF W. B. SPINKS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 8526) for the relief of John F. Spinks, James B. 
Spinks, and Annie D. Leverett, heirs of W. B. Spinks, deceased; which 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Claims, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 11023) for the relief of John F. Spinks, James B. 
Spinks, and Annie D. Leverett, heirs of W. B. Spi deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 10666) for the allowance 
of certain claims by the accounting officers of the United States 

Department; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
SUBDIVISION OF LANDS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 10897) to regulate the subdivision of land 
within the District of Columbia ; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CLERKS TO SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES, 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 10078) to authorize the appointment and pre- 
scribe the compensation of clerks to Senators and Representatives who 
are not chairmen of committees; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 225) to provide for printing the fourth an- 
nual report of the bureau of animal industry for the year 1887; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees has been concluded, and 
the Chair will now recognize gentlemen who were absent when their 
committees were called. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY AT CORINTH, MISS. 


Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back the bill (S. 2725) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Corinth, Miss.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 


OBITUARIES ON DECEASED NEW YORK MEMBERS. 


Mr. VIELE. Iask, Mr. Speaker, in consequence of the absence of 
a numberof Representatives from the State of New York on account of 
sickness, that so much of the special order providing that Thursday 
evening of this week be assigned for the consideration of resolutions 
relating to the late Messrs. ARNOT, BEACH, and DowDNEY, late Rep- 
resentatives in this House from the State of New York, be vacated and 
that the evening of next Tuesday, February 8, be set apart for that 


ond ‘aban’ as : : 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
EMPLOYES OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the priar aaga the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
communicate to this House names of all persons who have heretofore been 
and are now employed in any manner, or for any purpose, by or in the office 
of the Geological Survey, disti between those appointed under the 
civil-service rules and those who were not, also where each was appointed and 
his or her place of residence, the time of service of each, the nature of the 
work performed by each and when performed, the annual and daily compensa- 
tion of each, andthe aggregate amount paid 
the amount of expenses paid for each, 


Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


to each employé for services, and 


BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. 11024) to authorize the Central Railway and Bridge 
Company to erect a bridge across the Ohio River; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


1887. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

ako I now call up for consideration the special order fixed 
on 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill called up 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7634) to increase the efficiency of the line of the Army, and for 
other purposes, 

Mr. HERBERT. I raise the question of consideration in favor of the 
bill to consolidate certain bureaus of the Department of the Navy, and 
for other ae ee 

Mr. ST. I would like to say that this bill has but one day, 
while the bill the gentleman from Alabama refers to can run to the end 
of the session. 

Mr. HERBERT. Any other day, I am satisfied, will do for the con- 
sideration of the gentleman’s bill just as well as this, 

Mr. STEELE, It is a very important and meritorious bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have no doubt of that, and shall probably vote 
for your bill myself, but hope it will not be taken up for consideration 


ay. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is, will the House proceed to consider 
the special order? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. What is the effect upon the second hour? 

The SPEAKER, It will be dispensed with so long as the House is 
engaged in the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, If the House shall not proceed to consider it 
then the second hour will begin? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. STEELE, and on a 
division there were—ayes 71, noes 78. 

Mr. STEELE. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. - 

Mr. STEELE and Mr. HERBERT were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 96, noes 92. 

Mr. HERBERT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 126, not 
voting 80; as follows: 


YEAS—111 
Adams, G. E. ` L; A Sessions, 
Anderson, J. A. Farquhar, Markham, Spooner, 
Atkinson, Eao, MACS Stephin 
er, jeeger, eKinley, enson. 
Baa Gamen, Moat Blame 
nger, oi 
Boun Goff, Morrill, Strait, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Morrow, Struble, 
Brady, Grou Negley, Swinburne, 
Guenther, ’ oe 
Brown, C. E. Hayden, O'Donnell, ylor, E. B, 
Brown, W. W. Haynes, O'Hara, Taylor, I. H. 
s Henderson, D. B. O'Neill, Charles Taylor, Zach. 
Buck, Henderson, T. J. Osborne, Thomas, O. B, 
Burleigh, Hiestand, Owen, Thompson, 
Burnes, Hitt, Payne, Van i, 
ws, Holmes, Payson, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. M. Hopkins, Perkins, ait, 
Cannon, ouk, Peters, Wakefield, 
Caswell, Jackson, Pettibone, Warner, William 
Conger, James, Plumb, Weaver, A. J. 
Soone: Spee = a Ranney, wo 
eon, ohnston, J. Reed, esi 
Davis, Kelley, Rice, White, A. C. 
Dorsey, K * Romeis, White, Milo 
Dun ş Le Fi Rowell, Whiting, 
Ely, Libbey, Ryan, Woodburn, 
ans, ng, Scranton, 
NAYS—126, 
Allen, J. M. Dunn, Lore, Singleton, 
Anderson, ©. M. Eden, Lovering, Skinner, 
Barksdale, Eldredge, Lowry, Snyder, 
Barnes, aie a e odr bieen 
A oran, n, nger, 
B Forney, vn mel Stahinecker, 
Breckinridge, O R. Fuller, ~ Memini redaka J. Ky 
ge, er, c , , Ky. 
B y, MeRa ' — n W. Ja 
u es, erriman, rm, 
Cabell,” Gl Miller, Soppa 
Caldwell, Hall, Mills, 
Campbell, Felix Halsell, Morgan, Taylor, J. M. 
ton, Tammond, Morrison, omas, J. 
Clardy, armer, Murphy, m, 
Clements, Harris, Neal, Townshend, 
Cobb, Neece, igg, 
Collins, Hemphill, Norwood, Tucker, 
Compton, Henderson, J. S. Oates, Turner, 
Cowles, Herbert, O’Ferrall Van Eaton, 
Cox, W. R. Hill, O'Neill, J. J. Ward, J. H. 
É Iolman, Outhwaite, Warner, A. J. 
x Howard, Peel, Weaver, J. B. 
Croxton, Hudd, Perry, heeler, 
Culbe: rion, Pideock, Willis, 
Daniel, Johnston, T. D, Robertson, Wilson. 
ones, J. H. Rusk, inans, 
Dav son, A.C. Jones, J. T. ler, Wise, 
Davidson, R. H. aS paar et Sayers, Wolford, 
wson, des, Scott, Worthington. 
Dibble, pe Seney, 
Dockery, Lawler, Seymour, 


Adams, J. J. Cox, 5. S. Hires, Randall, 
Aiken, Curtin, Reagan, 
Allen, ©. H. Davenport, Hutton, Reese, 
Bacon, Dingley, King, Richardson, 
Ballentine, Dougherty, Kleiner, Flee. oo, 
Barbour, Ellsberry, La Follette, 
Bennet Fiker. Lehi Banter 
er, 

Blanchard, Ford, Lindsley, Shaw, ` 
Boyle? Gibson’ Fast Louttit, 3 

e, m, uttit, 
Browne; T.M. Gillan, ney, St Marlin, 
Buchanan, Glover, M ` Tarsney, 
Bunnell, Green, McKenna, Throckmorton, 
Butterwo: e, i Viele, 
arr ree 5 eSa Waas; 
Campbell, T, J. Heard, er, anera 
Candler, = Y, A er, pas . B. 
Catchings, epburn, ellborn, 
Comstock, H Pindar, ‘Wilkins. 


So the House refused to consider the spesial order. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous comers ee eyes hee read- 
ing of the names. 

Mr. ELY. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. PARKER, 

Mr. PINDAR with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. GREEN with Mr. SWINBURNE. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. WADE. ; 

Mr. Comstock with Mr. HIRES. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. LATRD. 

My. REAGAN with Mr. Hiscock. 

Me. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, on this 
vote. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. LINDSLEY, for this day. 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. BUCHANAN, on this vote. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. PHELPS, 

Mr. ROGERS with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. BOYLE with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. HERMANN. 

Mr. Grason, of West Virginia, with Mr. LA FOLLETTE, 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Thursday next. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 17, noes 
72. 


Mr. STEELE. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of order being made that no quoram 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. STEELE and Mr. HERBERT were appointed tellers. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I demand the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEELE. If I may be allowed to do so, as I do not wish to 
prolong the session, I withdraw the question of a quorum. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Then I withdraw the demand for the yeas and 


nays. 

The SPEAKER. The orderwill be considered as rescinded by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of bills 
beac the second hour. The hour begins at twenty minutes before 2 
o’ 

Mr. HERBERT. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will withdraw the call for the regular order for 
the present. 

Mr. PETERS, Mr. GOFF, and others demanded the regular order. 

Mr. HERBERT. Is not the motion I have made in order? 

The SPEAKER. Not until after the expiration of the second hour. 
The order under which the gentleman makes the motion provides that 
the consideration of the bill to which he refers shall not interfere with 
the morning hour for the consideration of bills. 

Mr. HERBERT. I withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The call rests with the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

SINKING FUND OF THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to call up for consideration the bill (S. 1854) author- 
izing the Treasurer of the United States to credit the District of Co- 
lumbia with certain moneys in lieu of investing the same in bonds. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iask unanimous consent that the bill may be 
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considered in the House. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


WARNER] that I have a substitute which I am authorized by 
the committee to offer in place of the bill originally introduced. This 
oe I think, covers the objection which the gentleman from Ohio 


e. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let the substitute be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks unani- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the con- 
sideration of this bill and that the same be considered in the House, 
stating at the same time he proposes to offer a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let the substitute be read. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Treasurer of the United States, as commissioner of | i, 


the sinking fund of the District of Columbia, shall not be compelled hereafter to 
invest money retained from District contracts hereafter entered into, but may, in 
his discretion, retain said funds without interest, or invest the same in any class 
of United States or District of Columbia bonds at the requestand at the risk of the 
contractor whenever the sum retained on any contract shall reach the sum of $100 
or more. Any sum less than $100 shall be retained without interest, as above. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Carolina to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union from the further consideration of the bill and to 
consider it in the House ? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I desire to say but a few words in explanation of 
this bill. 

Mr. WILSON. Iask for the reading of the Senate bill for which 
this is rere as a substitute, 

The bill (S. 1854) was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Treasurer of the United States, as commissioner of 
the sinking fund of the District of Columbia, after paying the interest on the 
funded indebtedness of the District of Columbia, may, when in his judgment it 
is for the interest of the United States or the District of Columbia so to do, in 
lieu of investing the combined funds in bonds of the District of Columbia, as 
provided in the act of March 2 pera einen appropriations for the cig, ary of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other peo: retain the same in the Treasury and allow interest 
thereon at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum,and make use thereof, principal 
and interest, for the payment of the bonds of said District as they mature. Said 
‘Treasurer may also,in his like discretion,in lieu of investing the money re- 
tained from District contractors in bonds, as now provided by nw, retain such 
moneys and pay interest thereon at the rate of 3 per cent, per annum, for the 
purposes for which such retain is provided. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I move the adoption of the substitute and the 
passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The substitute was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
es iy Tras the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now, in pursuance of instructions from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, call up for consideration the 
bill S. 938, which is on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. If it is a private bill it is not in order under this 
call. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I call up for consideration the bill H. R. 


0758. 

The SPEAKER. The bill to which the gentleman now refers was 
reported to the House yesterday, and is at the Government Printing, 
Office. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I havea print of the bill here. 
come from the Printing Office. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair is advised the bill is reported with an 
amendment. The bill which the gentleman from South Carolina has 
is me original bill as referred to the committee. The bill has been 
sent for, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwill ask unanimous consent to call up to-mor- 
row the bill which has been sent for, unless I can get it up to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The bill may have come up before the hour ex- 
pires, 


1 


It must have 


SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10757) to 
provide for an additional term of the circuit court of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, and for the appointment of one additional 
associate justice thereof. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think such a bill as that ought to be considered 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 


I ask unanimous consent to have it considered 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
this bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. OATEs in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering a bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10757) to provide for an additional term of the circuit court of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, and for the appointment of one ad- 
ditional associate justice thereof. 

Be it enacted, &c., That an additional term of the circuit court of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia shall be held, for which juries shall be drawn 
n the same manner as is now provided by law, which said additional term shall 
be vested with both civil and criminal jurisdiction, and shall sit during ev 
month in the yes for such part thereof as shall be necessary, except the mon 
of August, to hear and determine, first, all cases of appeal from the police court, 
and, ti , such other causes, whether from 
cuit or of the criminal court, as the general term may assign to it for trial, 

SEC, 2. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the con- 
sent of the Senate, one additional associate justice of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, which said additional associate justice ll have the same 
power, authority, and jurisdiction as now or hereafter may be exercised by any 
of the associate justices of the said supreme court, and shall be entitled to receive 
the same salary, payable in the same manner. 

Sec. 3, That in all causes heard and decided by the supreme court of said Dis- 
trict when sitting in general term, the justice rendering the decision of the court 
therein shall do so in writing, and shall file the written opinion of the court in 
such cause with the clerk of said court, to be kept as a part of the record therein. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. HEMPHILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred House bill 

„respectfully report that they have considered the same, 

Under the existing judicial system of the District of Columbia three of the 
judges sit in general term and constitute the court of appeals, and on the other 
three judges devolves the duty of holding the other courts of the District. 

The general term sits continuously from the lst of October until July, en- 
gaged n the hearing of causes every working day except Saturdays, which are 

or he eran It is usually about one year behind in the business 
"The equity court sits eleven months in the year, In addition to the causes 
regularly put on the calendar, averaging one case a day, the judge has to hold 
a cere court. To this he only gives one or two hours in each week, 
ne circuit court sits ten months in each year and every working day in the 
The criminal court also sits about ten months in each year and almost every 
day. In addition to the ordinary criminal business, which is sufficient to oc- 
cul y the whole of its time, this court takes cognizance of all appeals from the 
po ce court. These consume probably one-fourth of the court’s time, and as 
hese a) ls are often delayed for a year or more before being heard, the wit- 
pones ppear, and the District attorney finds it impossible to secure convic- 

The third section of the bill simply provides that the decisions of the courts 
of the District, when sitting as an pt sid tribunal, shall be in writing. There 
is no law requiring this now, and the decisions are erally made orally. 

In view of these facts, and with the hope of pma, rapan the administration of 
justice in the District, the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, The committee has investigated this subject 
with a good deal of care. They have obtained considerable informa- 
tion as to the state of the dockets here, the administration of justice, 
and other matters which would properly come before them in making 
up their conclusion upon this subject. It is clear from the informa- 
tion we have that an additional justice of the supreme court is essen- 
tial if the people in this District are to have justice administered as it 
is in the States and if we are to save expense to litigants and to other 

ple far exceeding the increased expense of having an additional 
judge. 

There is one matter of particular interest to the people of the Dis- 
trict, and that is the keeping of the criminals here from the time when 
they appeal till the time they are tried. The expense of that if they 
remain in jail of course falls upon the District. These criminals are 
often held as long as one or two years before their cases can be reached, 
and the expense which is incurred in their maintenance will, I have no 
doubt, far exceed the salary which will be paid to this additional judge. 

Another matter of very grave vonaegonnee to the people of the Dis- 
trict who have property here is the fact that there is no judge who 
gives attention to the probate business of this District. The judge who 
holds the equity term of the court sits in that court every day of the 
week. He devotes from one hour to two hours every week to the con- 
sideration of the peos business, and people have to wait in the court 
perhaps six or eight hours till he can have time to come there and trans- 
act their business. Every man who is acquainted with the large busi- 
ness which devolves on trustees, administrators, and executors knows it 
is important time should be given to the investigation of business in 
order that people who have nobody to take care of them and are not 
able to take care of themselves shall not have their property wasted by 
those who ought to account for it. 

These are the two principal reasons~why there should be an addi- 
tional justice in this District. There are many other reasons; but, 
unless some gentleman desires further information upon the subject, 
I will not stop to state to them but will ask that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I was not aware that this bill was 
pending, and therefore I am mainly dependent upon the statement in 
the report and the statement made by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. HEMPHILL] as to the necessity of this proposed legislation, 
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but the facts stated do not impress me with the belief that there isa 
real necessity for the creation of another judge in this District. ‘Chere 
are already, I believe, six judges here, and the business of the District 
is divided among them, coupled with the courts held in bane. Judg- 
ing from the experience of the States, it seems to me that that is an 
ample judicial force here, for a community not exceeding, perhaps, 
200,000 people, especially when, as in this case, the business is concen- 
trated within a comparatively limited area and no material commercial 
interests. Iam very confident that a corresponding number of people 
with much larger commercial interests may be found in most sections 
of the country getting along reasonably well with a less judicial force 
than is now provided for this District. 

I am impressed, sir, with the belief that we are increasing judicial of- 
fices too rapidly. An unusual number have been already created by this 
Congress. This House recently passed a bill creating an additional 
judge in one of the Territories; yet the fact now transpires that the 

usiness of that Territory is diminishing rather than increasing. I 
have looked hastily over the list of new offices, civil and judicial, cre- 
ated at the last session of the present Congress, and I have some knowl- 
edge of the bills that are still pending for the creation of other new 
offices. Some of those pending bills are more than likely to become 
law. Past experience demonstrates to me the reasonable certainty 
that when such measures come before the House they will receive ap- 
proval, and therefore I do not address myself to this particular meas- 
ure with any expectation that it is to be defeated; yet I do wish to 
enter my protest against the steady increase in the number of Federal 
officers and employments that is going on here so steadily. 

The list furnished us (by the publication required by law to be made 
at the end of each session) of the new offices created and the number 
of salaries increased during the first session of this Congress will, it 
seems to me, arrest the attention of the people when it shall be brought 
to their knowledge. I regret exceedingly that at this time, wheh we 
are in the early years of a new administration, the necessity should 
seem to be discovered for creating new offices in fields where no such 
necessity was ever suggested in former years, and where there has been 
no material increase in the business of Government. This 
seems to with favor the enlargement of the field of Federal em- 
eelgreape yet the antecedents of the party controling the Government 

ve in all former years firmly resisted the creation of new offices un- 


1887. 


ess most imperatively demanded by public necessity. 


Mr. BRUMM. That is consistent with ‘‘retrenchment and reform.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman says that is consistent with re- 
trenchment and reform. I agree that it is not, and it is not reassuring 
that these measures are crowded upon us at this time in such unex- 
ampled number, and, whatis still more surprising, with such almost 
uniform success. 

Mr. LONG. Is not that an evidence that there was no occasion for 
“ retrenchment and reform ?’? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I can not answer that question, but I do say that 
I think it becomes this side of the House, when appeals are made for 
the creation of new offices, to take care, before heeding those appeals, 
to be reasonably certain that there is a necessity for the offices pro- 

. Iam not willing to stand in the way of the creation of new 
offices when the public service really requires them, I view with 
alarm and apprehension the rapid growth of public employments under 
this Government. The party controling this House has not been ac- 
customed to as athing that should be encouraged the increase 
of the number of our fellow-citizens who shall live off the industry of 
the people. It has never been deemed wise in the past that special 
search should be made by the law-making power for places where new 
offices might be created. 

For my own part I believe that in any field of governmental service 
the very smallest number of persons that can be employed consistently 
with the proper performance of the public duties and the proper ad- 
ministration of the Government, is the number thatshould be employed. 
I never see a bill brought forward proposing tocreate a new office with- 
out wishing to make the inquiry whether there is really an imperative 
necessity that the office shall be created. I see no such necessity for 
the creation of this office, and enter my objection to the of this 
bill, sir, not with any hope of defeating it, for from the beginning of 
this Congress down to the present time there has been, I believe, no 
ease in which a bill of this character has been defeated. Nevertheless, 
I wish to enter my protest against such legislation. 

Mr. BRUMM. Can the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] inform us whether this is a unanimous report ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This is the unanimous report of the committee, 
Mr. Chairman. In addition to what I have already said, I will state 
that when the population of this District was only 75,000 Co: 
pron, iy proper to give them five judges; three of them, of course, sit- 
ting in the Supreme Court, so that they did not try causes on circuit. 
Since that time the population has been trebled, being now more than 
200,000, and yet there are only six judges. My friend from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] has, of course, a general objection to increasing the 
number of officials, and we all have some feeling of that kind; but 
when the business of the District is steadily increasing, when the pop- 
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ulation of the District has increased and is still rapidly increasing, 
when, in fact, you can make more by having an additional judge than 
by not having him, then it is simply a question of common sense 
whether the people of this District shall have a judicial force adequate 
to the proper ant expeditious transaction of business and the proper 
administration of justice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask my friend from South Carolina, 
whether, looking over his own district, or his own State, and taking any 
population corresponding with that of this district, including even com- 
mercial communities and manufacturing districts (a class to which this 
city does not befeng) he can point out any corresponding number of 
— where tiè judicial facilities are as great as they are now in this 

istrict ? 

Mr.HEMPHILL. Icannotinmyownsectionofcountry. Butthere 
is one consideration which the gentleman overlooks. If the litigation 
in this District were confined to people residing here, the gentleman’s 
question would be a very pertinent one; but we know asa matter of fact 
that it is not. For instance, there are pending upon the calendar of 
the circuit court here between seven hundred and eight hundred cases 
for trial by jury. If there should be no new cases, it would take the 
court every working day for two years to get rid of this calendar; and 
the showing is that the number of cases is largely increasing every year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is altogether the number of cases e H 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There are between seven hundred and eight 
hundred cases pending on the Calendar for trial by jury. 

Mr. RYAN. And not one-quarter are ever tried. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a comparatively small number—a very 
small number for so large a number of judges. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Only one judge can sit for the trial of those cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But this business is divided up among six judges. 
I have just run over rapidly in my mind a number of districts in my 
own State, rivaling this District in population, but having not one- 
half or very little more than one-half of the judicial facilities of this 
district. Yet in those communities in my State there is a great deal 
more commercial activity than exists here. It ought to be borne in 
mind that in the District of Columbia the manufacturing or commer- 
cial interests are small; and in that respect it is a community as un- 
likely to have litigation as any community in the United States. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But there are plenty of saloons, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This district court has jurisdiction of questions 
which are never heard of in the districts of Indiana to which my friend 
refers. The general term of this court has exclusive jurisdiction of all 
appeals from the Commissioner of Patents; and exclusive original juris- 
diction of all mandamus and other prime aia | roceedings affecting 
the various heads of Departments of the Gen vernment. Those 
are questions which take up much more time than questions arising 
from manufacturing interests would do. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask my friend from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] to yield to me for a few words upon this bill. s 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I have been somewhat impressed 
with the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], as I 
always am with his views upon questions of economy; and I am gen- 
erally disposed to follow his lead upon these subjects. On this ques- 
tion, however, it seems to me we are to consider whether it costs more 
to keep prisoners in jail awaiting trial than to provide a judge in order 
to have their cases promptly disposed of. I have before me the report 
of the Attorney-General for tbe last fiscal year, 1886, and I see that 
in the District of Columbia it cost the United States $45,000 for the 
support of prisoners. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the whole expense is paid by the United States, 
is it not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. One-half is paid by the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not the whole paid by the United States? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I presume this is all paid by the United 


tates. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; so that the District may very well be anxious 
to have an increase in the number of judges, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The case is practically the same either way; for if 
the expense is paid by the United States, one-half would come out of the 
District of Columbia and one-half would be appropriated by 

At the present time, as I was saying, the United States Government 
is paying $45,000 a year to support prisoners in this District. That is 
nearly three times as much as is paid by the United States for the sup- 
port of prisoners in any State of the Union. 

Mr. BRUMM. How muchof that is for supporting prisoners await- 
ing trial, and how much for those already convicted ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. As to the expense of supporting those already 
convicted, of course there can be no change in that respect by a bill of 
this character, because they must serve out their sentences. 

Mr. BRUMM. But the gentleman should be able to tell us what 
proportion of the amount he has named is for expenses of supporting 
prisoners awaiting trial. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ican not say what proportion of the prisoners 
referred toare serving sentences, and how many are waiting to be tried. 
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But I assume that the expense of keeping prisoners in this District is 
entirely too large. For instance, in New York, a very large State, the 
item for expense of supporting prisoners of the United States, in the 
northern district, is $3,000; in the enstern district, $1,800; and in the 
southern district, which embraces the city of New York, $5,000, an- 
nually. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Is it not the fact that in the District 
of Columbia every violation of law, all misdemeanors of every descrip- 
tion, are cases in which the party plaintiff is the United States, which 
is not the case in other districts, where there are courts representing 
the State or municipal authority? Is not that fact to be borne in mind 
in any comparison which may be made? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is what I was about to call attention to— 
that elsewhere the United States courts adjudicate only cases arising 
under the general laws of the United States, while in the District of 
Columbia the jurisdiction of these courts embraces all misdemeanors, 
appeals from justices of the peace, appeals from the Departments, man- 
damus cases in reference to Department business and the duties of min- 
istorial officers, &c. The whole expense of maintaining the United 
States courts in this District for the last fiscal year amounted, accord- 
ing to the report of the Attorney-General, to the enormous sum of 
$137,000; and this does not include the salary of any judge, such sala- 
ries being provided for elsewhere. It embraces the fees of marshals, 
jurors, and witnesses, the support of prisoners, miscellaneous expenses, 
attorneys’ fees which are assessed and follow the cases, clerks’ costs, 
and the fees of United States commissioners. 

It seems to me, therefore, there is great necessity in the District of 
Columbia for curtailing these expenses, and I am of the opinion that to 
furnish facilities for speedy trial is much more economical than these 
long delays keeping personsin prison waiting trial, I think this bill is 
in the line of economical administration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before my friend from Illinois takes his seat I would 
like to ask him a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How does he account for the largely increased force, 
not only here but throughout the country, required within the last two 
years? How does he account for the fact that prior to that time no 
necessity was felt in regard to this increase my friend now speaks of? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I account for it from the fact that during the last 
decade the population of the United States has increased over 25 percent., 
and that our population is increasing at the rate of more than a million 
a year. The more our population increases, as a matter of course, the 
more persons will be required to administer our public affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that does not answer my question. This in- 
crease of population has been going on all the time. How does it hap- 

this large increase is required at this time? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Itis because the criminals are now being brought 
to justice. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ah! 

Mr, HEMPHILL. I move the committee rise and report the bill to 
the House. 

‘The motion was agreed to: : 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. OATES reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 10757) to provide for an additional term of the 
circuit court of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and for 
the appointment of one additional associate justice thereof, and had 
directed him to report the same back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I eall for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a division. 

Mr. STEELE. _Is it in order to move to recommit? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to inquire whether my colleague, who has 
been so much against increasing the hungry horde of a hundred thou- 
sand office seekers, has opposed this bill. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Yes, but feebly. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 25. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 129, nays 96, not voting 92; as follows: 


YEAS—129. 
Adams, G. E. Blanchard, Campbell, J. E. Cox, W.R. 
Allen, J.M. Bloùnt, CALAN, Crain, 
Anderson, ©. M, Breckinridge,C.R. ý Crisp, 
Barksdale, Breckinridge, WCP Clardy, Croxton, 
Barnes, Buek, Compton, Culberson, 
Barry, Caldwell, Conger, Curtin, 


FEBRUARY 1, 

D, n, Hatch, Morrill, Struble, 
pac eal A.C, Hayden, Morrow, Swope, 
Davidson, R. H. M, Haynes. Marphy, pymes; 

Dibble, Hemphill, cece, ylor, E. B. 
Dougherty, He 3 Norwood, Thom x 
Dann, Hermann, tes, Tillman, 
Eldredge, ill, O'Donnell, ` 
Ellsberry, Hioward, O'Ferrall, Turner, 
Ermentreut, Hadd, O'Neill, Charles Van Eaton, 
Everhart, Trion, O'Neill, J.J. iele, 

Findlay, Johnson, F. A. Outhwaite, Wads: 

Ford, Jones, J. H. Peel, Wakefield, 
Forney, Jones, J. T. Pettibone, Wallace, 
Frederick, Kleiner, ‘lumb, Ward, J. H. 
Fuller, Lanham, Robertson, eber, 
Funston, Lawler, Rowell, Wellborn, 
Gallinger, Le Fevre, Sayers, 

Gay, Little, Scott, eeler, 
Geddes, Long, Scranton, White, A. C. 
Gibson, C. H. Lore, Seney, i 
Glass, Louttit, Seymour, Wise, 
Grout, Lovering, Singleton, Wolford, 
es OMG ns Bete at ee 
alsell, er, pringer, 5 
Hammond, Mills, Stahlnecker, 
Harmer, Mitchell, Stewart, J. W, 
Harris, Morgan, Stone, E.F. 
NAYS—%. 
Anderson, J. A, Eden, Matson, Skinner, 
Atkinson, Farquhar, McKenna, Spooner, 
Bayne, Fleeger, McKinley, Steele, 
Bound, Gibson, Eustace MeMillin, n, 
Boutelle, Gilfillan, McRae, Stone, W Tuo 
Brady, Goff, Millard, $ » of Mo, 
Brown, C. E. Grosvenor, Moffatt, 
wa, W. W. ©, Neal, t, 
Bramm, Henderson, J.S. Nelson, Swinburne, d 
Buchanan, Hepburn, O'Hara, Taulbee, 
Burleigh, Hiestand, Osborne, Taylor, J. M. 
Burnes, Hitt, Owen, Taylor, 
Karras, Holman, Payne, Thomas, J. R. 
Bynum, Holmes, Payson, Thomas, O. B. 
Campbell, Felix Hopkins, Perkins, ‘an = 
Campbell, J. M. Houk, ire Wade, 
Clements, Jackson, Pideock, Wait, 
Cowles, James, Randall, Warner, A. J. 
Cutcheon, Johnston, J.T. ice, Warner, William 
Daniel, Johnston, T. D, Richardson, Weaver, A. J, 
Dawson, La Follette, Romeis, Weaver, J. B. 
Dockery, Landes, Ryan, Whiting, 
Dorsey, Lehlbach, Sawyer, Wilkins, 
Dunham, Lyman, Renton, ó 
NOT VOTNG—92, 
FERS TI Soa cele. Ranney,- 
en, mstock, etcham, , 
Allen, C.H Cooper, King, ie 
Bacon, Cox, 8. 8. Laffoon, Reese, 
Baker, Davenport, Laird, Riggs, 
Ballentine, Davis, eee well, 
Barbour, Dingley, Lindsley, Rogers, 
Belmont, Ely, Lowry, Rusk, 
Bennett, Evans, Mahoney, Sadler, 
ham, Felton, Markham, Shaw, 
Bland, Fisher, Maybury, Smal 
Bliss, Foran, McAdoo, Snyder, 
Boyle, Glover, McComas, 

5 G McCreary, Charles 
Browne, T. M. Guenther, Merriman, St. Martin, 
Bunnell, Hanback,, Milliken, Tarsuey, 
Butterworth, i M Taylor, i.n. 

ll, Henderson, D.B. Muller, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, T, J. Henderson, T. J. Negley, Townshend, 
ndier, Henley, 3 5 
cum, fie, fee send 
+ ps, o 
Cobb, Hutton, Pindar, Wilson, 
So the bill was 


passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of the 
day, namely: 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 

Mr, SNYDER with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. Witson with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. Lowny with Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. McCo ras, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask now to call up House bill 
10758, which had not been returned from the Printing Office when it 
was called up before. 

The SPEAKER. The hour has expired; butif there be no objec- 
tion, the gentleman’s matter may be considered as pending. 


Mr. MPHILL. I ask that it be considered as pending. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state again that this is the bill which was 
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passed over, not having been received from the Printing Office in time | Mr. HERBERT, I demand the yeas and nays. 


to get it before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Has not the Speaker announced that the hour is 
up? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman called up the bill, and the Chair 
stated that the hour had expired. The gentleman thereupon asked 
unanimous consent that it might be considered as pending, so as to 
come up for consideration as unfinished business in the next hour al- 
lotted to that committee. , 

Mr. DUNHAM. How can the gentleman do that? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then, I object. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Did I not call it up in time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not; the hour had expired a 
minute over, but the roll-call was not quite concluded within the hour. 


WILLIAM R. CRANNA, 


Mr. MORROW, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay, out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House, to the widow of William R. Cranna, deceased, late an 
employé of the House of Representatives, a sum equal to his salary for six 
months; and that the Clerk further directed to pay out of the contingent 
fund ot the House the expenses connected with the illness and funeral of 
said Cranna, said expense not to exceed $250. 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


aoei That after Monday, the 7th day of February, during the present ses- 
sion, one r each day, immediately after the reading of the Prema shall be 


devoted to the consideration of bills upon the Calendars, to which there are not 


ten 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I take the floor for the purpose of mov- 
ing that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union to consider the unfinished business, being the 
bill (H. R. 7635) to consolidate certain bureaus of the Navy Depart- 
ment; but before that I desire to ask gentlemen who are opposing this bill 
if they will not agree tosome limit of debate upon the pending section 
ahd all amendments thereto. We have debated the bill, I will state, 
for three days, and most of the debate has been directed to this pend- 
ing section. I now ask gentlemen if they will not agree to limit debate 
upon the pending section and all amendments, say to twenty minutes? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I shall not object, but I want five 
minutes myself. 

Mr. HERBERT. Well, the gentleman shall have that. 


Mr. GOFF. That section embraces all the bureaus of the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr, HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GOFF. Ido not think the debate ought to be limited to that 
time. It is too important a question. 

Mr. HERBERT. That section has been already debated for three 
days nearly. 


Mr. GOFF. I do not think so. 
Mr. HERBERT. Nearly all of the debate has been applied to that 


section. I ask gentlemen to agree to limit the debate. 
Mr. BOUTE To what extent does the gentleman want to 
apply the limit? 


Mr. HERBERT. On the pendingsection and all amendments thereto. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not think we want to limit debate on such 
an important question as that, 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

The gentleman moves that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider the bill indi- 
cated; and, ing that, the gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the debate be limited to twenty minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I object. 

Mr. GOFF. Regular order. 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘Then, Mr. Speaker, pending the motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, I move that all debate upon the pending section and all amend- 
ments that may be offered thereto be limited to twenty minutes; and 
upon that I call the previous question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama a ques- 
tion so that we may understand his proposition. Your proposition is to 
limit debate as to all of these bureaus and all amendments that may be 
offered to this section to twenty minutes? 

Mr. HERBERT. On all amendments to the pending section. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Which embraces all of these bureaus. 

Mr. HERBERT. It embraces all the bureaus, of course; but we have 
had three days’ debate on it already. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the House will vote that down. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HERBERT for the 
previous question; and on a division, there were—ayes 64 noes 23. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No quorum, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HERBERT. Before the question is taken, I will ask gentlemen 
if they will consent to forty minutes’ debate? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The proposition made here, as I understand it—— 

Mr. GOFF. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 124, nays 29, not vot- 
ing 164; as follows (no quorum voting): 


YEAS—124. 
Anderson, ©. M. Eldredge, anham, Singleton, 
Bar ie, Ermentrout, Lawler, Skinner, 
Bene, Ford z TE, rvechsaon 
a 3 Wry, pringer, 
Bliss, Frederick, Martin, Stahinecker, 
Blount, Fuller, Maybury, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
B ¥ gan, MeAdoo, Storm, 
Breekinridge, O.R. des, McMillin, Struble, 
Breckinridge, WCP Gibson, C. H. McRae, Swope, 
Byn Gi Tarsney, 
Cald: Glass, Miller, Taulbee, 
Campbell, Felix Hale, Mills, Taylor, J. AL 
Campbell, J. E. Hall, Mo A Iman, 
Carleton, Halsell, Murphy, ise, 
Catchings, Hammond, at. Turner, 
races: Hatake’ Neece, ht Eaton, 
emen orwood, e, 
Gouina; — oa bes ste 
‘owles, em Ferrall, allace, 
Cox, W.R. Hen .J.8. Outhwaite, Ward, J. H. 
Crisp, H Peel, Warner, A. J. 
Culberson, Hill, Perry, Weaver, J. B. 
Daniel, Howard, Pidcock, ellborn, 
D N Trion, R Wheeler, 
Da x Johnston, T. D. White, A. O. 
Davidson, R. H.M. Jones, J. H. Rusk, Wilkins, 
Dibble, Jones, J.T, Sadler, Willis, 
Dockery, Kleiner, Sayers, 
Dougherty, ‘oon, Seney, ise, 
Dunn, La Follette, Seymour, Wolfo: 
en, des, Shaw, Worthington, 
NAYS—29, 
Adams, G. E. Hayden, Millard. Spooner, 
Anderson, J itt O'Donnell, Steele, 
Brown, 0. E. Hopkins, O'Neill, Stewart, J. W, 
Campbell, J. M. ames, Payson, Stone, E. F 
Conger, Johnson, F, A. Plumb, Taylor, Zach, 
Cutcheon, Johnston, J.T, Rice, 
Ely, re, Ryan, 
Everhart, McKenna, ton, 
NOT VOTING—164. 
Adams, J.J. Curtin, Kelley, Reed, 
Aiken, Daven; Ke Reese, 
Allen, C.H. Davis, King, 
Allen, J. M. Dawson, Laird, Roe b 
Atkinson, Dingley, La Fevre, Posea 
n, yY, 
T Rael an a or ae 
e ' ’ n Y, wyer, 
Barbour, Little, Scott, 
a bora Farquhar, Long, Sessions, 
Belmont, Felton, Louttit, Smalls, 
Bennett, 5 — Snyder, 
Binghaw Fleeger, 4 
Blanc’ A Foran, Markham, si 
Bland. Forney, Matson, Charles 
Bound, Funston, MoComas, St. 
Bou! Gallinger, A Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Boyle, G : McKinle: Strait, 
Brady, Glover, Milliken, Swinburne, 
Browne, T. M, Goff, Mitchell, 
Brown, W. W, Green, Moffatt, Taylor, E. B. 
Brumm, Grosvenor, Morrill, Taylor, I. H. 
Buchanan, Grou! Morrison, Thomas, J. R. 
Buck, Guenther, Morrow, ‘Thomas, 0. B. 
Bunnell, Muller, j 
Burleigh, Harmer, Negley, Th morton, 
Burnes, Haynes, Nelson, ‘Towns! b 
Burrows, Henderson, D.B. O'Hara, Tucker, 
Butterworth, Henderson, T.J. O'Neill, J.J. ‘an * 
Cabell, Henley, Osborne, Wade, 
Campbell, T. J. Hepburn, Owen, Wait, 
Candler, Hermann, Parker, Wakefield 
Cannon, Hiestand, Payne, Ward, T. B. 
Caswell, res, Perkins, Warner, William 
Cobb, Hiscock, Peters, Weaver, A. J. 
Compton, Holman, Pettibone, Weber, 
Comstock, Holmes, Phelps, West, 
Cooper, Houk, Pindar, White, Milo 
Cox, 8.8, Hudd, Randall, Whiting, 
Crain, ~ Hutton, Ranney, Wilson, 
Croxton, Jackson, Reagan, Woodburn. 
Mr. LORE. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 


of the names, 

Mr. GOFF. I object. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR, on this vote. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. HARMER, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. THOMPSON, for the rest of the 
day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. McComas, for the rest of the day. 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 124; the noes are 29. No 
quorum has voted. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Two messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, who also informed the House that the President had approved 
and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 5692) for the relief of James B. Russell; 

An act (H. R. 191) providing for the erection of a public building at 
Los Angeles, Cal. ; ! 4 f 

An act (H. R. 807) granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican war, and for other purposes; 
an act (H. R. 7988) granting an increase of pension to Bryant 

aters; 

An act (H. R. 6313) to release unto the city of San Antonio, Tex., 
for its use as a public thoroughfare, certain portions of the military 


Anderson, J. A. Farquhar, McKenna Taylor, Zach, 
rout, O'Donnell, Weaver, A. J. 
Everhart, Henderson, T. J. Sessions, 


NOT VOTING—166. 


at near said city; I 
An act (H. R. 7192) to provide a school of instruction for cavalry , 
and light artillery, and for the construction and completion of quar- | faticntine, pesos Ay: Bades, 
srap erren and stables at certain points for the use of the Aymy of Barbour, Fu mson, z Markl s Sawyer, 
e United States; and m bal) Scran 
An act (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Josephine Da Costa | Bennett, ilfillan, McCreary, Snyder, 
Thomas. Bingham, Glover, McKinley, Spooner, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Bound Groce Milliken pieg mesai 
u ' ’ ’ 
Mr. HERBERT. I move a call of the House. Boutelle, Grosvenor, Moffatt, Ste rles 
The question being taken on Mr. HERBERT’s motion, poe enay resco Prag tani ea 
The SPEAKER stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. Browne, T. M. Harmer, Muller, ’ Stone, E, F. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for a division. ay = = eta Negley, ae 
a al s Baa naa NR a ee ain 
a chanan, enley, J ymes, 
i - | Buck, Hepburn, O’Neill,Charles Taylor, E. B. 
ny inate to call the roll, and the following named mem. =- vAN ne cna ONL Q ae Taylor’ a 


Adams, J. J. Compton, Hatton, Rockwell, 

Aiken, Co: ¥ Kelley, Rogers, 

Allen, C. H. Cox, 8.8. Laird, Rusk, 

Bacon, Davenport, Lindsley, Smalls, 

Ballentine, Dawson, Louttit, Snyder, Candler, Hopkins, Perkins, Wade, 
bour, Dingley, Mahoney, Spriggs, Cannon, Houk, Peters, Wait, 

Barksdale, Ermentrout, Matson, Ste Charles Caswell, Hutton, . Pettibone, Wakefield, 

Belmont, Foran, McCreary, St. n Collins, Jackson, Phelps, Weber, 

Bennett, Gibson, C. H. Milliken, Stone, W. J., Mo. W 

Bland, Gibson, Eustaçe Muller, Taylor, E. B. 

Boyle, Glover, O'Neill, J.J. Thompson, 

Browne, T, M. Green, Parker, Throckmorton, 

Bunnell, Hanback, Perkins, Tucker, 

Burleigh, Harmer, Reagan, White, Milo 

Campbell, Felix Hepburn, 4 Whiting, 

Prosna T.J. Hermann, Reese, Woodburn. 

Candler, Hires, Riggs, MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

Cobb, Hiscock, Ro! D, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 574) for the relief of Robert Strachan. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent that the names of mem- 
bers voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. BRADY. I object. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my col- 
league [Mr. Comstock] is absent from the House on account of sick- 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to dispense with further proceedings un- 
der the call which I understand shows the presence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. It appears from the roll-call there are two hun- 
dred and forty-seven members present. The gentleman from Alabama 
moves to dispense with further proceedings under the call. 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER stated that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. HERBERT. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 4. 

Mr. GOFF. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not necessary for a proceeding under 
acallofthe House. The ‘‘ayes’’ have it, and further proceedings un- 
der the call are dispensed with. The question now recurson the demand 
made by the gentleman from Alabama for the previous question on the 
motion to limit debate to twenty minutes. On this question the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 11, not vot- 
ing 166; as follows: 


ness. 

The following additional pairs were announced : 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. LIBBY, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. MCKINLEY, for the rest 
of the day. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. CASWELL, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. WAIT, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Forney with Mr. RYAN, on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question there are yeas 139, nays 12. 
No quorum has voted. 


pa ee ea! Pests Ss Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, before making the motion which I 

Allen v. ' ; ills, propose, I desire to make a very brief statement. We are attempting 
SA Damon" Hendern,3.8, Morgen, e TRE lis ecg SL 

Blanchard, De Baan, MEERE tee of“ Regular order !’?] * 

Bliss, Dougherty, Holman, pon) i a 5 : 

Blount, Dunn VU Ho Neece, The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

RE idee, O p. Bien, Hudd, Oates, Mr. HERBERT. I move a call of the House, Mr. Speaker. I want 
Breck kin idee WCE Ellei San Johnston, T D. Oath son bore pase pes p know who are the friends of this reform and who are 
Caldwell Findlay, Jones J T. y, Renewed cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Campbell, ae dann Kin i os The question was taken on ordering a call of the House; and there 
Campbell, T.J. Ford,” La Follette, > were—ayes 77, noes 6. 

Carleton, Forney, Landes, Sayers, So a call of the House was ordered. 

Catchings, Frederick, Scott, The roll was called, and the following-named members failed to an- 
Clardy, Fuller, Lawler, Seney, A 

Clements, > mas Seymour, Swer: 

Comp m, Geddes, 

Sox WR. Haia” 

Crain, © Hall, 

Croxton, ae 
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Hinge, aed Rogers, Taylor, E. B. Mr. BRAGG. I will proceed with the bill. 
ri cCreary, Rusk, Thom m, i 
Hiscock, Mitchell, Sadler, T orton, The bill was read, as follows: 
Hutton, Muller, Sessions, Wait, Beit enacted. oe — when any officer of yer Army or ofthe Navy has been law- 
Kelley, O'Neill, J. J. Singleton, Wallace fully retired and s a wife, ora child. or chil- 
Laird, Parker, Smalls, White, Milo dren under ver ey Flee and child or aciktraas aa refuse or neglect 
Lindsley, Reagan, Snyder, Wina; to provide for pag tare e Secretary of War, if pass eae officer belong to the Army, 
aes, const Spriggs Woodburn. or the Secretary of the Navy, if he belong to = Na’ , may ap) ppan the pay 
man, aad Charles and allowances of such officer between him and his wife d or children, 
Ma ahoney, Rockwell, St. Martin, as he shall deem just and equitable, and pay over the same accordingly to him, 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed. It appears that 
there are present two hundred and thirty-nine members. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I send 
to the desk, and on that I call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Before that resolution is offered, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] asks leave of absence on account of ill- 
health. If there be no objection the leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Minnesota[Mr. WHITE] also 
asks leave of absence for the remainder of this day on account of sick- 
ness. Ifthere be no objection leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the Bar 
of the House such of its members as are now absent without leave of the House. 


The resolution was agreed to—ayes 85, noes 2. 

Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, 
Mr. Gass, be excused. His family are about to leave for Tennessee 
this evening, and he has gone to see them off. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GOFF. I move that the House take a recess until half past 
7 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The House can not now take a recess, 

Mr. GOFF. Then I move oa the House adjourn. 

The motion was not 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Socket I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
HIRES, be excused, as he is at home ill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, 
Mr. SINGLETON, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. RoGERs, 
be excused on account of illness. 

Mr. PEEL. I was about to make the same request, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from 
[Mr. Rocrrs] has leave of absence. The Chair will state that it is 
not necessary to ask that any gentleman be excused who is absent by 
leave of the House. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask a question for informa- 
tion. Under the previous order does the House take a recess at 5 
o'clock to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the order of the House. 

Mr. LITTLE (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.). I move to dis- 
pense with all further proceedings under the call. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being—ayes 7, noes 76. 

Mr. McCREARY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCREARY. Under the previous order does not the House 
take a recess at 5 o’clock? 

The SPEAKER, It does. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [Isit in order to have that order read at thistime ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

At’6 o’clock p. m., 

The SPEAKER said: Under the order heretofore made the House 
now takes a recess until half past 7 o’clock this evening, the evening 
session to be devoted exclusively to the consideration of measures 
reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled at half past 7 o’clock p. m, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the order under which the ses- 
sion of this evening is held. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Tuesday, February l 1887, the House will take a recess at 
5 o'clock p.m. until 7.30 o'clock p. m., and that the evening session shall be de- 
yoted exclusively to the consideration of such measures as may be presented 
by the Committee on Military Aff: 


SUPPORT OF FAMILIES OF ARMY AND NAVY OFFICERS. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire first to call up the bill (H. R. 8331) to regu- 
Jate the pay of the officers of the Army and Navy who refuse or neglect to 
provide for the support of their families. My colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from South Carolina on DaRGAN], has charge of 
this bill 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina does not ap- 
pear to be in his seat. 


her, or them. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I presume this bill is all right, but 
I would like to ask this question: Suppose that the wife of an officer 
has deserted her husband without just cause, would she receive a por- 
tion of the officer’s pay under this bill? 

Mr. BRAGG. Is the gentleman supposing a case where the wife 
with her children has deserted the officer ? 

Mr. BURROWS. With her children, or taking a part of the children 
with her, and leaving the rest with him. 

Mr. BRAGG. All questions of that kind will be determined by the 
Secretary of War, or the Secretary of the Navy, when ordering the al- 
lotment. This bill simply gives the Secretary power when a proper 
case is presented to make a suitable allotment of the pay. 

Mr. BURROWS. He may divide it as he thinks best? 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly. 

Mr. FINDLAY. That is provided by the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC PARK, NEWPORT, R. I. 


Mr. BRAGG. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to call up the bill (S. 1154) to authorize the city of Newport, 
R. I., to use the site of Fort Greene as a public park. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to allow the 
city of Newport, State of Rhode Island, to use the land neonate to the United 
States upon which is situated Fort Greene, in said city, as a public park, daring 
the pleasure Kor Congress, and under such conditions as the Secretary of War 
may prescri! 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ during the pleasure of Congress,” and 
at the end of the bill add the following: 

Provided, such use of said property shall cease and be terminated when- 
ever the Secretary of War shall elect and give notice of such election to the 
public authorities of said city; and upon such termination the United States 
may enter and reoccupy the same as upon a lease ae EAS no right or 


claim to EP penny f ioli pation, nor for any 
cause Srowine © out of any improvement made or other thin thin, ga done by the said 
city under the right co: Ey Gromer AA ae city or to any per- 
son against the United States, or any agent or officer thereof, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
scree and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PROMOTION OF ARMY SURGEONS, ETC. 

Mr. BRAGG. I am instructed to call up next the bill (H. R. 7819) 
to establish the order of promotion in the Medical ent of the 
Army. This bill is in of my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. STEELE]. 

ae ‘nit was sate as follows: 


Thatassistant surgeons of the Army appointed under the act 
shall be nominated 


a cho po J a 28, 1 who have served twenty years, 
yi by pate i with the advice and consent of the Senate, appointed to the office 
n with the rank of jor; anit uaid porvine chal Oe estimated as is now 


ee service for longevi y, except that service under present 
commission shall be counted from the of said commission: placa pea rer 
no such assistant surgeon shall be promoted unless he has been exami and 


aoaaa qua nad for poraa bya es constituted examining board in accord- 
th existing And provided further, That the whole number of officers 
in the Medical Department shall not be increased by this act. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


After the word “ major,” in line 7, insert “to date from the completion of 
such service.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pets and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ACCEPTANCE OF LANDS NEAR CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. BRAGG. I next call up the joint resolution (S. R. 78) author- 
ng EE PAUN of War to accept certain lands, &c., near Chicago, 


ithe joint resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the Secretary of 
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‘War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 


ance of a certain tract of land, when the State of Illinois cede jurisdiction 

of the aa pis United Stats, described own as the wood 
Teele Soe acres. Iying on 

north per the Shoat snd distant 25 miles; a do- 

by (represented byJohn A. C.B. 


and Alexander P. MeChurg) f for military purposes, 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
At the end of the resolution add the following 
“ Provided, That the title proposed to be SORVA shall be approved by the At- 
torney-General of the United Statesas sufficient to vest the fee-simple of the said 
above-described land in the United — free of incumbrance, before the Sec- 
retary of War shall formally accept the same,” 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I would advise the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. BRAGG] not to urge this measure, as I shall not consent 
to its unless there is a quorum here. 

Mr. BRAGG. Perhaps I can make a satisfactory arrangement with 
the gentleman from Iowa by allowing this bill, with the amendment, 
and also any amendment which the gentleman may choose to offer, to 
go over under the previous question, to be acted on in a full House, 
giving the gentleman fifteen, twenty, or thirty minutes to state, if he 
chooses, his objections to the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Not atall, Mr. Speaker. I can make no 
agreement about it. I dislike very much to take this attitude, but I 
do so because I am decidedly opposed to the passage of the bill. I will 
state my reasons, if the gentlemen wants to hear them. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ata meeting of this kind itis better to avoid any con- 
troversy and contest, even if we have to lose a bill. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I think so. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will, therefore, ask that this bill lie over. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be passed over, if there is no objec- 
tion. The Chair hears none. 


BREVET RANK FOR INDIAN SERVICE. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. [Icall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6758) to 
authorize the President to confer brevet rank on officers of the Army 
for gallant services in Indian campaigns. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

pr ncaa Snag mate iueeng de noha gt ere pon gra ern Na 
apation nominate and, by and with the adviceand 

t to brevet rank all of the Army now on 
the active or retired | ngia have been recommended for brevet rank by their 
commanding general for gallant service in action against hostile Indians since 
January 1, 1867. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out “commanding general” and insert “ department commander.” 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ACCOUNT BETWEEN TERRITORY OF MONTANA AND UNITED STATES. 


On motion of Mr. BRAGG, by unanimous consent, the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union was di from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 129) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to adjust and settle the account for arms, ammunition, and ac- 
couterments between the Territory of Montana and the United States; 
and the same was considered in the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


it &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is , authorised 
sant dicen is ad. djust and balance the poai for pons petra, f oe 
couterments between the Territory of Montana and the Government of the 
United States, by crediting said Territory with the balance now standing against 
it on said account. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pes and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


the latter motion was agreed to. 
MILITARY TELEGRAPH LINE FROM SANFORD TO POINT JUPITER. 


Mr. BRAGG. The next bill to be called up is a bill (H. R. 4626) 
for the construction of a military telegraph line from Sanford, Fla., to 
Point Jupiter, Fla., and the establishment of a signal station. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr, BRAGG. My colleague on the Committee on Military Affairs 
[Mr. VIELE] has charge of the bill. 

Mr. VIELE. I move, by unanimous consent, that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be considered in the House 
as in the Committee of the Whole. 

ages no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

TELE. I movethat the House bill be laid upon the table, as 
I T proposo to take up and pass the bill (S. 2652) for the construction of 
tary telegraph line from Sanford, Fla., to Point Jupiter, Fla., and 


the establishment of a signal station, which TET DOR ee 
by the other Chamber. 

The House bill was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill is also in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think it should not be properly there, as it takesno 
money from the Treasury and makes no appropriation. 

Mr. VIELE. I move that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of 
the Senate bill, and it be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $17,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 

priated, out of any money inthe Treasury unappropriated, for the constrac 
oes military tele; h ine on the eastern coast of the State of Florida, from a 


point = or near nt Jupiter, Florida,to Sanford, Florida, or to the nearest 
point of commu lishment of a station for the 


the direction and control of the Secretary of War, in eonenction with the 
establishment of of sige and display stations for the observation and report of 
storms for the benefit of commerce and agriculture. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think we should have some explanation of the bill, 

Mr. VIELE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is intended to make telegraph 
communication between a point known as Sanford, on the coast of Flor- 
ida, which is now the lowest station of telegraphic operations on the 
Atlantic coast, and Point Jupiter, 200 miles distant. Point Jupiter is 
the point all vessels make coming from the Atlantic to turn the Capes 
of Florida into the Gulf of Mexico, and the signal stations at that t 
indicate the condition of the atmosphere and the probability of storms 
in the boao of eae anal Thatis a point where there have been numer- 

piper poem ay bro of property and life. 

"This bill for by the entire mercantile marine of the Atlantic 
coast. It is deemed of the utmost importance, not only for the safety 
of property but for the safety of life. 

An estimate has been made by the Chief of the Signal Service as to 
probable cost, and there is a recommendation on his part this line 
should be established. 

The Senate bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VIELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDNANCE STORES FOR DAKOTA. 


Mr. BRAGG. I move that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8030) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the 
Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores 
issued tosaid Territory, and for other purposes, and the bill and amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Military Affairs be taken up and 
considered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Whereas it appears from the records of the Ordnance Bureau of the War De- 
partment that the Territory ee ee pope 
ordnance stores ireen eT aen the 
habitan 


amaa e f the f (ot Congress approved Ap 
e pro ons oi act o! 
provide arms and ammunition efense of the i tants of Dakota Ter- 
ritory,”’ and the then governor ofsaid Territory, to wit, ——-——, stands charged 
therewith and with said amount, all of said ordnance and ordnance stores hay- 
ing been drawn by the Territory of Dakota and used for the purpose of aiding 
the General Government in the protection of the borders of said Territory 
against Indian invasions and depredations; and 
Whereas said ordnance was issued to to the inhabitants of said Territory as in 

said act directed, and all of the same has been lost and rendered useless in the 
service: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 


cause the Territory of Dakota to be credited on its ordnance account with the 
sum of $33,625, and the then governor of said Territory with said amount, upon 
the d to United States, at as the 


direct, of 


The amendments of the Senuileas were read, as follows: 

In line 5, strike out “thirty-eight” and insert in lieu thereof Rep ty vider | ayy 
and in line 6 strike out “ twenty-five” and insert “ fifty ;"’ also in lines 6 and 7, 
strike out the Piowios “and the then governor of said Territory with said 
amount:” so it will read: 

“That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause the Territory 
of Dakota to be credited on its ordnance account with the sum serene f 650, upon 
the delivery to the United States, at such place as the Sec of War may 
direct, of all such arms and other ordnance stores g hyat the Aea of 
said Territory of the issues thereof under said act.” 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BRAGG. I call up now for consideration the bill (H. R. 10804) 
to effect a re-arrangement of grades of office in the Adjutant-General’s 
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reece ee Sees of which my colleague, General WHEELER, 
The bill was aes as follows: 


dier-general ; po assistant a po Rak ei eE, 
ments of colonel; six assistant tants-general, with the 
ments of lieutenant-colonel; and six assistant op ora a 
pay, and emoluments of major: Provided, That the vacancies in the grade o! 
—— and lieutenant-colonel created by ‘this act shall be filled by the promo- 

tion by seniority of the officers now in the Adjutant-General’s Department. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think we should have some explanation 
of this bill. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, this bill I will state does not create 
any additional officers; it simply has the effect of increasing the rank of 
certain officers, already commissioned, in the Adjutant-General’s De- 
partment, 

In all armies of the world the adjutant-general is the chief of staff, 
and generally has a rank higher than that of all other officers of the 
staff; but owing to the fact that in the United States Army promotion 
has been slower in the Adjutant-General’s Department than in any other 
branch of the service, in nearly every case the Adjutant-General is in- 
ferior in rank to all the other officers of the staff of the commanding 
officer. Another reason for this is that it not infrequently happens that 
a junior officer is giving orders to a superior; and in addition the officer 
whose dignity and position is highest is compelled to accept a junior 
place in selecting quarters, and in all of the other emoluments conferred 
upon officers of the Army. 

The report in this case shows that the four officers who will be pro- 
moted to lientenant-colonel from major have held the office of major 
for periods ranging from eighteen to twenty years. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, And in one case as much as twenty-five 


years. 

Mr. WHEELER. In one case for twenty-five years. 

This will cost the Government about $3,000 more than under the 
peni rule. And I will say further that it is recommended by the 

tary of War, by the General commanding the Army, and by C Gen- 
eral Schofield, the commander of the Deoria of the East. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, thatitis entirely unnecessary to detain 
the House by discussing any further a matter which goes so far toward 
remedying what has been an injustice, which necessitates so small an 
expenditure of the public money, and which succeeds in effi 
betterorganization of the Army. It doesjustice to officers who, through 
no fault of their own, have been unjustly dealt with for years. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me ask my friend from Alabama how many 
officers are effected by the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. WHEELER. Two have their rank increased from lieutenant- 
cole to colonel, and four from major to lieutenant-colonel, making six 

all. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will simply add to what has been said by the 
gentler from Alabama that the bill is warmly recommended by the 

any of War, by the General of the Army, and by the Adjutant- 
Gene: 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. WHEELER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
a ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT BARRACKS, NEWPORT, KY. 


Mr. BRAGG. I now call up the bill (H. R. 6066) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to improve and enlarge the barracks at Newport, 
Ky., and ask that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union be discharged from its further consideration, and that the bill be 
considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to make such improvements as he may deem necessary upon the grounds and 
«buildings belonging to the United States and now occupied as a barracks at the 
city of Newport, in the county of Campbell, in. the State of Kentucky, and to 
purchase in or near the said city and in the said county such additional ground 
as he may consider necessay for the proper enlargement of said barracks, and 
to erect necessary buildings thereon; but the cost of such improvements and 
enlargement shall not exceed the sum of $100,000, which sum, orso much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, to be used for that purpose, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I offer, by instruction of the Commit- 
: tee on Military Affairs, the following amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for the bill which has been read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to authorize the sale of the United States barracks property in the city 
of Newport, Ky., and the purchase of a new site and the pai: aah of buildings 
thereon. 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“ Secrion l. That theSecretary of War be, and he is hereby, auhorized and di- 
rected to sell the property now owned by the United States = the city of New- 
port, State of Kentucky, knownas the United States roperty, at public 
auction or private sale, as may bein his judgment most advaniaeoes to the Gov- 


ernment. Before ing eee Aly aed theSecretary of War shall cause the 

figna neariy as mayt Pme pA err blocks, streets, and alleys, correspond- 
near] pope de be with the plat ofthe city of patos in whieh’ said pos 

srai aaa ipm to the locatio: buildings thereon, shall 


nof 
pogre agree paio 


separately, and shall not sell any lot 
or — for a less amount rhe NFRD valne. Theexpenses of advertise- 
ment, a 
and 


ppraisement, survey, and sale shall be paid out of the spya ofsaid sale, 

the remainder shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

“Sec, 2. That theSecretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to pur- 
chase at as early a day as practicable a suitable site for the location of 
officers’ gee rters, and other-necessary buildings in the county of Campbell, 
State of Kentucky, and as near the city of Newport as suitable grounds for the 

purpose can ba eons but the same shall not cost more than $60,000, which 
sum or s0 mu hereof as may be necessary, is hereby spprogriated for the 
pw aforesaid out of any money in the Treasury not oi 


at 

“Sze. 3. Thatthesum of $100,000 is also hereby appropriated outof any money 
in the not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of War in the erection of necessary and suitable buildings and 
the construction of other necessary improvements upon the pouas areal 
es him under the second section of this act. But before said purchase is com- 

eted the title of the ground proposed to be acquired shall be approved by the 
Attorney-General of the United States. 

“So. 4, That the Secretary of War shall transmit to Congressa re sapori ahuan 
the amount realized from the sale of said property in the city of Newport, the 

expenses connected with such sale, the price paid for the new site, and the loca- 
tion and description of the same. 

“Seo. 5. That the provisions of the first section of this act shall be inoperative 
until the Secretary of War shall have obtained for the Government of the United 
States the option of the right to Pere such suitable land as he may select for 
a site at a price to be approved of by him.” 


TAs WARNER, of Ohio. Ihope we will have some explanation of ` 


Mr. BRAGG. I regret exceedingly that my friend from Ohio has 
omitted to read the report of the Secretary of War. The Secretary 
specially recommends, in his report this year, the sale of the present 
site for barracks at Newport, for the reason, first, that they are too 
small, and that a of them in very high water in the Ohio are 
overflowed and made untenable. And therefore he recommends that 
such measures be taken as willsecure a proper site near Newport. We 
are informed that the value which the property will net to the Govern- 
ment, which this bill provides shall be paid into the Treasury, will be 
about $60,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And the cost of the new site? 

Mr. BRAGG. It is provided in this bill no sale shall be made so as 
to place ourselves in the hands of speculators until we first get an op- 
tion to buy at a reasonable price. We hold this property till we have 
that option. The bill is as carefully guarded, I think, as any bill can 
be to protect the interests of the United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am in favor of the passage of this bill, but I 
want the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs to answer a 
question which I have seen suggested in the newspapers. 

Mr. BRAGG. That is what the chairman of the committee is here 
for, if he can. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is the title of the Government to the present 
location such that the Government can sell it, or will the Government 
by abandonment of it for its present purposes endapaes the title so that 
there might be a claim of reversion to anybody? 

Mr. BRAGG. There is nothing of that kind that has ever been sug- 
gested by the Department, but on the contrary we are assured there 
is no reversionary interest to anybody. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no doubt about the propriety of chang- 
ing the site. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The substitute was adopted. 

The bill as amended, by the adoption of the substitute, was ordered 
to be and read athird time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BBAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
parne; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY POST NEAR DENVER, COLO. 


I now call up for consideration the bill (S. 2477) making an appro- 
priation for the establishment and erection of a military post near the 
city of Denver, in the State of Colorado. 

ask that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union be discharged from further consideration of the bill, and that it 
be now considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, be, and hereby i is, appropriated for the establishment and erection of a 
military post or garrison near the city of Denver. in the State of Colorado, said 
Paa penoa to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War 

That before the ned prequny of any of the appropriation hereby made, 
ened: one sufficient title shall be made to the United States of not less than 610 
acres of land suitable for such purpose, without cost to the United Stat: 

The Committee on Military Affairs recommended the following 
amendment: 

ao out all after _ enacting clause and insert as follows: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he eaten authorized and directed toes- 
tablish a military post near the ‘city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, atsome 
suitable site to be selected by the Lieutenant-General of the Army, ‘and ap- 

proved by him, provided that a good and sufficient title, to be approved by the 


rwise appropri- 
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Attorney-General of the United Si be first made tothe United States, free of 
—_ a not less than 640 acres of land in a compact body, including the site so 
selected, 

Src. 2. There is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated the sum of $10),000, to be expended under the direction 
of the aoe f of War in the commencement of the work of constructing the 
necessary buildings, quarters, barracks, and stab!es for the post to be established 
under the provisions of this act: Provided, That no part of such money shall be 
expended until the State of Colorado shall have ceded to the United States 
bi fra eg over the tract of land which may be selected under the provisions 

ay 


Mr. BRAGG. If any member desires an explanation I shall be 
happy to give it. 

r. WARNER, of Ohio. I should like to hear some explanation. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The question ison agreeing to the substitute. 
The substitute recommended by the Committee on Military Affairs 

was agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let us now have an explanation of the 
necessity of this expenditure. 

Mr. BRAGG. I have the honor to hold in my hand a letter from 
the Secretary of War in which he recommends that Denver should be 
one of the points at which one of the permanent military posts of the 
country should be located, and that an appropriation should be made 
for that purpose. I hold also in my hand a letter from the Lieutenant- 
General in which he states that in establishing the line of posts con- 

-tinuous from the northern frontier through to Texas at points where 
there are great railroad centers affording convenience for the trans- 
mission of troops anywhere over what may be hostile territory, Denver 
is one of the most available points that can be selected. The ground 
that has been looked over by the Lieutenant-General is decided by him 
to be feasible for the purposes of the transmission of troops, and this 
proposition is pronounced to be valuable as a sanitary measure for 
aving troops changed to that point from warmer climates, as from the 
Rio Grande. He states also that by carrying out the system of con- 
solidating the Army in posts where there will be something for the 
officers to do and where the troops can be drilled, Fort Lyon in Colo- 
rado, Union in New Mexico, Fred Steele in Wyoming, and the tan- 
tonment in the Uncompahgre country in Colorado will be dispensed 
with, and the little posts can all be taken up and consolidated, which 
will operate to the advantage of the Army not only for its well-being 
and discipline, but for convenience in case a demand is made for its" 


use, 

Mr. EDEN. I believe this is an appropriation for the commenée- 
ment of the work. Is there any estimate how much it will cost? 

Mr. BRAGG. I will state to the gentleman who asks me this ques- 
tion that the Senate bill recommends $250,000. The House committee 
thought it unadvisable tomake solarge an expenditure. They thought 
it better to commence with $100,000. That will be enough to start 
the post and make it, perhaps, nearly a four-company post; and then, 
as the troops are withdrawn from the other forts, we can, by moderate 
appropriations, increase its size until we have a twelve-company post 
and take in all the small forts that are now scattered around through 
that country. And, Mr, Speaker, as I notice that my friends who are 
asking these questions are great on the economic side, I wish to say to 
them that it is vastly more economical in the transportation of sup- 
plies for cavalry, infantry, and artillery, to do it by railway than to 
have to hire wagon-trains to haul your supplies 50, 100, or 150 miles, 
across the country. So, on the score of economy, I have no doubt 
that my friend from Illinois [Mr. EpEN] will join hands with me. 

Mr. EDEN. But the gentleman has not answered my question. I 
ask him to give some estimate as to what this work would cost. 

Mr. BRAGG. AsI have said, I think a hundred thousand dollars 
will make a four-company post, or nearly so, and then it is for Con- 
gress to say whether we shall appropriate any more or not. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. $ 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HOSPITAL STEWARDS, U. S. A. 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (S. 1119) to 
provide for the appointment of hospital stewards in the United States 
Army, and to fix their pay and allowance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That bill is in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
and that it be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Committee on Military Affairs recommended an amendment, 
striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting in lieu thereof a 
substitute; which was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
toain wager jae assembled, That the hospital corps of the United States Army shall 
consist of hospital stewards, acting hospital stewards, and privates; andall nec- 
essary hospital services in garrison, camp, or field (including ambulance service) 
shall be performed by the members thereof, who shall be regularly enlisted in 
the military service; said corps shall be permanently attached to the medical 


department, and shall not be included in the effective strength of the Army nor 
counted as a part of the enlisted force provided by law, 
BEC, 2. That the Secretary of War is empowe to appoint as many hospital 


stewards as,in his ju ent, the service may require; but not more than one 
hospital steward shall be stat at any post or place without special author- 
ity of the Secretary of War. 


be entitled to all the allowances appertaining to marr gare 
Sec. 4. That no person shall be appointed a hospital steward unless he shall 


therefor by service of not less than twelve months as acting ey ong Krhko 
y written au- 


ae, be required of them. 


allowed by law to other enlisted men; they shall be entitled to the same allow- 
ances asa corporal of the arm of service with which on duty. 


Mr. BRAGG. Iam instructed by the committee to offer an amend- 
ment to the substitute striking out, in line 2, section 6, the word ‘‘ fif- 
teen ” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘“‘ thirteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEELE. I move to amend section 3, line 1, by striking out 
‘fifty ” and inserting “‘ forty-five.” 

Mr. BRAGG. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. LAIRD. I object. I object to the reduction of the pay of 
hospital stewards; they do not get any too much. 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 44, noes 15. 

The substitute as amended was then agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

“A bill to organize the Hospital Corps of the Army of the United States, to 
define its duty and fix its pay.” 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pared; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ROAD TO RICHMOND NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. BRAGG. Icallupthe bill (H. R. 7209) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a graveled road to the Richmond National Cemetery, near Rich- 
mond, Va. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That bill isin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BRAGG, I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and that it be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $25,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Plazan daat otherwise appro riated” for the 
purpose of constructing a graveled road from the terminus of Broad street at 
Chimborazo Park, near Richmond, Va., to the Richmond National Cemetery ; 
said money to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary for said purpose, 

Src. 2. That before any money shall be expended as aforesaid, the title to the 
right of way shall be granted to the United States free of cost. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and p 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, VICKSBURG. 

Mr. BRAGG. I now call up the bill (H. R. 8593) for the repair and 

réservation of the road to the national cemetery heretofore constructed 
by the Government, leading from Vicksburg to the national cemetery 
adjacent thereto. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill isin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask unanimous consent that the committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that the bill be considered 
in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


keeper or person in charge of 
tary of War. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


yee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME WEST OF ROCKY MOUNTAINS, 


Mr. BRAGG. I call up the bill (H. R. 2075) to provide for the loca- 
tion and erection of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers west 
of the Rocky Mountains. My colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. ANDERSON], has charge of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and that it be now considered in the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers are hereby authorized, empowered, and directed to 
locate, establish, construct, and permanently maintain a branch of said Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to be by such board located at 
such place in the States west of the Rocky Mountains as to said board shall 

pear most desirable and advantageous; and that the sum of $250,000 be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the United States Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the said board of managers, and 
by them nF ree in the purchase of the necessary land, and the erection of 
suitable buildings thereon, for said branch of said National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, 

Sec. 2. That all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who served in the 

- volunteer forces of the United States, and who are disabled by disease, woun: 
or otherwise, and who haye no adequate means of support, and by reason o! 
such disability are incapable of earning their living, s be entitled to be ad- 
mitted to said home for disabled volunteer soldiers, subject to like regulations 
as epi now admitted to existing branches of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers. 

Sec. 3. That as soon thereafter as practicable from the es cageba of this act the 
said board of managers shall secure the necessary lands and commence the 

erection of suitable buildings for the use of said branch, 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Military]Affairs was 
read as follows: 

In line 10 of section 1 strike out “two,” and insert “ one;” so asto make the 
appropriation $150,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. I move to amend the amendment re- 
ported by the committee by striking out the words “and fifty,” so 
Ha the amount upon the appropriation made by the bill shall be 

100,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire, with the consent of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, to make an inquiry or suggestion. ‘This is a propo- 
sition to build another soldiers’ home. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. Yes, on the Pacific slope. 

Mr. CANNON. On the Pacificslope. Now I would be glad to know 
whether the Committee on Military Affairs has considered a proposition 
to build a home of this character in each State. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. We have not. 

Mr.CANNON. Ithink it very proper that such a proposition should 
be considered, for the reason that in many of the States—certainly in 
my own—a home at State expense has been completed, and is not suffi- 
cient to accommodate those entitled to admission. Especially do I 
think this proposition worthy of consideration and adoption when I 
take up the returns made by these soldiers’ homes. While these in- 
stitutions are apparently open for the reception of soldiers without re- 
gard to their residence, yet in fact there is a much larger proportion 
admitted from the State where the home is located than from other 
States. For instance, in the State of Ohio, about equal in population 
to the State of Illinois, there are admitted to that home twice as many 
from Ohio as from my own State. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. And the people of the State of Ohio are | h 


erecting a soldiers’ home at their own expense. 

Mr, CANNON. That may be true. 

Mr. STEELE. LI agree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] in thinking there ought to be a home foreach State. The propo- 
sition, however, has never been referred to our committee. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is familiar with this bill. Why not 
amend it by incorporating such a provision ? 

- Mr. STEELE. This is a proposition to accept on the part of the 
General Government a donation of land from the State of California 
for a home already established by the State. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. The people of the State of California at 
this time own 900 acres of land, upon which they have already estab- 
lished a State home. The value of that property is estimated at from 
eighty to one hundred thousand dollars. A proposition was made by 
the proper authorities in California that if the Government would 
make an appropriation of $100,000 for this home, they would cede the 
whole of that property to the Government, with the view that upon it 
there might be erected with this money necessary buildings, thus es- 
tablishing a home west of the Mountains. ; 

Mr. CANNON. The Government, then, as I understand, takes the 


soldiers’ home ceded by the proper authorities of the State of California 
and relieves the State from the support of that home. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. Yes, sir. It is to bea general home for 
persons from all the States. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Ithinkthe gentleman from Ohio has overlooked the 
fact that this is not a State home, but was organized by old soldiers in 
California, and has been maintained by them through donations from 
various sources; but being unable any longer to support the large num- 
bers who come there, they ask this assistance from the General Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. That is correct. 


Mr. NEGLEY. It is not a State home in the sense in which that 


term might be understood. 

Mr. CANNON. After the explanation which has been made I have 
no disposition to embarrass, by any objection or amendment, the pas- 
sage of this bill. If it were earlier in the session I would seek to have 
action by the Committee on Military Affairs for the establishment of 
additional homes in certain States where I think they ought to be 
erected; and hereafter I shall endeavor, at least so far as my vote may 
go, to see that any measure of this character which may be adopted 
shall look to the establishment of these homes generally throughout the 
country in the different States. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. I shall be with the gentleman on that 
proposition. x 

The amendment of the committee as amended was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES AND ARTICLES OF WAR. 


Mr. BRAGG. I move to take from the House Calendar a bill (S. 
1490) reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with amend- 
ment, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the one hundred and third of the Rules and Articles of 
Asbak be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following 
words: 

“ No person shall be tried or punished bya court-martial for desertion in time 
of peace, and notin the face of an enemy, committed more than two years before 
the arraignment of such person for pene offense, unless he may meanwhile have 
absented himself from the United States, in which case the time of his absence 
shall be excluded in computing the od of the limitation: Provided, That 
age ome pas shall not begin until the end of the term for which said person 
eniist ie 

Seo, 2, That no jud 


, CO; an 

relation or bearing, directly or indirect]. „upon the case upon trial, after the 
court shall be sworn and before judgment is pronounced, except in the 

and presence of the accused on trial and of his counsel, if he shall have ap; 

with counsel, and then such communication shall be entered upon made 
part of the record of the case, 


upon courts-martial and courts of inquiry as is conferred upon courts by the 
provisions of section 725 of the Rev 
vided, however, That no witness shall be required to make any disclosure or dis- 
covery which shall tend to criminate him, either under the laws of the United 
States, or the laws of any State or Territory, or the laws of any foreign state. 

Sec. 5. That hereafter, in time of peace, all offendersin the Army charged with 
offenses now punishable by a regimental or garrison court-martial shall be 
brought before a summary court, which shall consist of the commissioned offi- 
cer of the line second in rank at the post or station of the offender, who shall 
ear and determine the offense and judge the punishment that shall be in- 
flicted, and shall also make a record of his proceedings, with a statement of the 
evidence, and submit the same to his commander, who shall indorse thereon 
his action of approval or disapproval, and forward the same to the de ent 
commander for ion and action, and to be filed in the office of the judge- 
advocate of the department; and upon the approval of the same by the depart- 
ment commander, such post commander shalt order the execution of the sen- 
tence: Provided, That the punishment in such cases shall be limited to that now 
authorized to be inflicted by a regimental or garrison court-martial, The Pres- 
ident may make such rules and regulations governing such courts as to the of- 
ng i and punishments as he may deem just and proper, not inconsistent here- 
w 


th, 

Seoc. 6. That in all trials and proceedings before any military tribunal, the 
party accused, or whose action or conduct is under investigation, may, st his 
option, be sworn and testify in his own behalf, the same as any other witness. 

Src. 7, That in addition to the qualifications now required by law, no person 
shall be sopoia chaplain in the Army who is not of good constitution and 
in sound bodily health, and who is more than forty years of age; and hereafter 
it shall be a vart of the duty of post chaplains to have the charge of apd act as 
instructors in post schools. 

Sec, 8. That sae pay of officers upon the retired-list shall be 75 per centum of 
the full pay the officer was entitled to receive when retired, and no more, 

Sec. 9. That the pay of anenlisted man upon the retired-list shall be 75 per 
cent, of his pay at the time of his retirement, and $8 per month in lieu of aliow- 
ances, 


Sec. 10. That the Army ration be increased by the addition of one-quarter of 
a pound of Irish potatoesa man per day, or its equivalentin dried or desiccated 
potatoes when the issue of fresh ones is impracticable. 
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Sec. 11. That when there is no land mene ce een Ne a ee 


ervation for company or post the Quartermaster’s 
whenever it is pean ri pall yy oy 


Q 
suitable land for that purpose that is attainable most convenient to the post, at 
the rate of 2 acres per company for each company desiring to cultivate a gar- 
den for its use, and from the Department of Agriculture the necessary 
supply of seeds for same. 
dec. 12. That of com: jies may re-enlist, in their respective com 
a two, three, four, or ape rome their discretion, any men 
mo 


$ provided 
— That hereafter no man who has been convicted of desertion or who has 


in addition to any other punishment that may be inflicted, be 
with India ink with the letter D, an inch long, upon his back, between the lower 


points of his shoulder-blades. 

Sxc. 13. That hereafter, in addition to the inspections now required by law of 
the Pay Department and the accounts and business of its officers, there shall be 
inspections made by officers of that Department, detailed by the Secretary of 
her VEON N wpa perme E DOES public service will be pro- 
moted there 


SEC. l4. ‘That all acts and of acts in so far as they contravene or are re- 
pugnant to the provisions of this act are hereby repeal 

Mr. BRAGG. I move to amend the amendment by striking out sec- 
tion 8, and in lieu thereof inserting the following: 

Hereafter no increase of pay shall be allowed or paid to any officer by reason 
of service on the retired-list. 

Mr. CURTIN. What is the use of that? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. ‘Tothat amendment I offer the following amend- 


ment: 
The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 
Provided: That nothing in this act shall be held to 
been retired on aceount of wounds received in line 
served in the fleld during the war. 


Mr. WOLFORD. Before the vote is taken on this bill, which I re- 
gard as a dangerous and bad one, I desire to say a few words. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first entertain remarks 
on the amendment to the amendment. After/ that the Chair will en- 
tertain general debate. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to ask whether the adoption of this 
amendment will not put that section 8 into the bill and prevent any 
subsequent motion to strike it out? 

The SPEAKER pro The adoption of the amendment to the 
amendment will simply add to the section the words which 
the Clerk has read. the amendment as amended is agreed to it will 
substitute the amendment as amended for section 8. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Let the amendments be again read so members 
may understand them. 

The amendment and the amendment to the amendment were again 


read. 

Mr. BRAGG. I , Sir, that there would be opposition to this 
clause. I have seen the beneficiaries swarm about the corridors of the 
Capitol. I have been notified the press, and I understand 
members of the House have been notified by anonymous letters calling 
their attention to the injustice, the wondrous injustice of this bill. 

I had hoped, sir, we would be able to dispose of our business to-night 
without being called upon to enter into any discussion at length. I 
shall confine myself to a simple statement of the section as it is pro- 

to be amended by the committee. 
Mr. DUNHAM. chao. , aps herd paanan e Tienin ag 
get with the rest of his bill if he will withdraw this proposition. 

Mr. VER, of Iowa. This bill can never pass with that tattoo- 
ing clause in it without a quorum. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then move to strike it out and test the sense of the 
House when we come to consider that part of the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Why not strike it out now? 

Mr. BRAGG. We cannot goto the tail end of the bill and begin to 
amend it there. When we reach the provision you can make your mo- 
tion and test the sense of the House on it. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It is a brutal proposition, and one that I 
will not assent to. 

Mr. STEELE. I want to say right here—— 

Mr. BRAGG. It is not necessary to enter into a discussion of that 
now. 

Mr. STEELE. Ionly want to answer the statement while itis fresh, 
that so far from that being a brutal section it is one that is calculated 
to save the reputation of the Army. 

From three to eight thousand desertions have been going on from 
year to year. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If it is going to be discussed here, I want 
to be heard upon it myself. 

Mr. BRAGG. The provisions of this bill as presented here by the 
committee are simply ia effect a re-enactment of the law as it was, or 
was understood to be, when the retired-list was created. It was the 
law as it stood at the time of the creation of the retired-list in 1881. 
Congress in the original act provided as a reward for service to officers 
upon the active-list, as it was unders that for each five years which 
they served in the field their longevity pay should be increased by the 
addition to the salaries they were entitled to of 10 per cent. for every 
five years, provided that the percentage asa whole should neverexceed 
40 per centum of the salary. Thatis foractive service in the field, and 


tdany officer who has 
, or to any officer who 


for twenty years, when retired, they drew their full pay with 40 per 
cent, added at the time of retirement. 

Mr. STEELE. Not necessarily for service in the field. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; but for active service. 

Then follows a provision for the retired-list, and that provides that 
officers on the retired-list shall receive 75 per centum. Now after 
fifteen years, yes, almost twenty years, practically, under that law, 
with a uniform construction, the Supreme Court took upon itself to 
decide a question as to the understanding of Congress, and on a ques- 
tion involving military ethics, and they determined that these gentle- 
men on the retired-list who run banks, who practice as attorneys, who 


ooed | are claim agents in the city of Washington, who are clerks in the Pen- 


sion Office, who are clerks in the Treasury, and clerks in every other 
Department of the Government, were officers on the active-list, and 
sufficiently so to receive that additional 40 per centum provided by the 
law to which I have referred. Under that decision this Government 
has paid out in round numbers more than one and a half millions of 
dollars, and have paid out annually more than $270,000, to which it 
has now grown. 

The question before the House is not one of sympathy or sentiment, 
but simply this: Are the men who are w the retired-list, who are 
transacting business for themselves, wi the purview of that class 
of men for whom the law was originally designed, giving them for 
each five years of service 10 per cent. in addition to their pay up to the 
amount of 40 per cent.? : 

An officer upon the retired-list has no commission; an officer upon 
the retired-list has no command. He has a titular rank, and nothi 
more. The retired-list Poh the pension-list of the jiasi Army; an 
are we prepared to say a man ing upon the pension-rolls for 
five years shall have his pension ebin by ES cent.? Do we say 
that to the other pensioners of the Government? 

Now as to the class that make complaint, and who will be 
covered by that proviso, I will state that there are men on the list re- 
tired for wounds who are as well to-day as the day they entered the 
service. Thereare men on the retired-list who have no disability what- 
ever. There are chaplainson the retired-list who served but two years, 
and are drawing this additional 40 per cent. There is not a chaplain 
on the list who served to exceed fifteen years, and yet each one is draw- 
ing this additional percentage for the prayers I suppose sent up for us 
as he labors in his addresses to the Eternal Being. 

The officers who have attracted the attention and sympathy of my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] are officers who were trans- 
ferred from the volunteer army without ever having received their dis- 
ability. One man, perhaps, out of one hundred regiments from a State, 
who had political influence enough, after he had lost a leg in the vol- 
unteer service and was unfitted to perform duty in the regular Army, 
secured an appointment into the regular service, and was transferred to 
a regiment, remained unassigned, and in a few months went on the re- 
tired-list, while his companion, who stood side by side with him in the 
breach, is remitted to a pension-list of fifteen, twenty-four, thirty-six, 
forty, or fifty dollars a month, while he draws $150 and wants 40 per 
cent. more. 

A strict application of the rule and a revision of that retired-list as 
it ought to be revised would reject every man from it who did not re- 
ceive his disability in the Army, for which that retired-list is provided. 
These men are not satisfied with the benefits they have obtained over 
their comrades, but being located here in Washington they beset mem- 
bers of Congress and ask that that discrimination against their com- 
rades shall be increased 40 per cent. I say justice to them only re- 
quires of us that we shall give to them the retired-pay to which they 
were entitled under the law when they were retired. We shall give 
them that, although it does discriminate against their comrades in the 
volunteer service, and we think with that they ought to be thankful. 
If this list is to be ever broken down it will be broken down by the in- 
ordinate greed of those men who have been fortunate enough to get 
upon it—men who served from two to four, or six, seven, eight, or nine 
years in the regular Army, coming out and going into business for 
themselves, and then asking to have the same addition to their pay 
which is made to the men who are doing service in the field. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, the amendment will not be adopted, but that 
the amendment by the committee will be adopted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. May I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the chairman of the committee understand 
this takes away from any of these officers the longevity pay already 
accrued, or does it prevent the farther accumulation of pay ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Simply the further accumulation. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It stops this accumulation. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There is no necessity for wasting further 
time over this bill. I shall object to its passage in any event. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa 
that he can move to amend it. 

Mr. WOLFORD. It can not be amended. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It could not be properly debated or 
amended in a week. 
Mr. BRAGG. All right. 


I withdraw the bill. 
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Mr. DURHAM. I to the some time that 
the bill should be Seno eapumeie i 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I submgé that the bill can not now be 
withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). There having been no 

on any part of the bill, it can be withdrawn. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It has been under debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the right of the gentleman who 
called up the bill to withdraw it at any time before there has been a 
decision on any part of it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Only certain sections of the bill have been 
objected to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has been withdrawn. 


PRESCOTT AND ARIZONA RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BRAGG. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9339) 
granting the right of way to the Prescott and Arizona Central Railway 
Company across the Fort Whipple Military Reservation, in Arizona. 
This bill my colleague from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] has in charge. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be from the further 
consideration of the bill, and that it be considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Prescott and Arizona Central Railwa: my Company, 8s 
corporation duly organized under the a of the Territory of Arizona, are 
hereby granted the right of way, 100 feet in width, for their said railroad, across 
and through the Fort Whipple Military Reservation, located in said Territory 
Cation and te location af the ine oad ht of way to be ube to te a 
proval of the Secretary of War. ts fas 

The Committee on Military Affairs recommended the following amend- 
ment: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Fort” and after the word “ Whipple ” insert 
the word “ barracks” ; sothat it will read: “and through the Whip) Whippie Barracks 
Military Reservation.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CAREY. There.can be no objection in the world to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill as 
amended to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again report the bill. 

The bill was again read. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time,and 


Mr. CAREY. I move that the title be amended so that it will 
read: 

A bill grani the right of tothe Prescott and Arizona Central Rail 
Tinctane _— the Whipple Basracks Military Reservation in Arizona, ey 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to consider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to consider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHEYENNE AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BRAGG. I now call up the bill (H. R. 8037) to authorize the 
Cheyenne and Northern Railway Company to build its road across the 
Fort Russell and Fort Laramie Military Reservations. 

Mr. CAREY. Isuggest that that bill was disposed of in the last 
session. A Senate bill identical with this passed both Houses. 

Mr. BRAGG. All right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the bill 
which was passed was a Senate bill. In the absence of objection the 
House bill (H. R. 8037) will be laid on the table. : 

‘There was no objection and it was so ordered. 


FREMONT AND MISSOURI VALLEY RAILROAD. 


Mr. BRAGG. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10048) 
to authorize the Fremont, Elkhorn and Missouri Valley Railroad to 
build its road across the Fort Meade Military Reservation. ‘This isa 
bill which is on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill isin Commitee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
and that it be considered in the House. 

‘There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the vege Elkhorn and Missouri Valley Railroad 
Company, & corporation in the State of Nebraska, be, and is hereby, granted a 
right of way, not to exceed 100 feet in width, across the Fort 
ervation, upon such line as may be approved by the Secretary of War. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and be- 
ing è , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FORT BLISS RESERVATION. 

Mr. BRAGG. I call up the bill (S. 388) to grant the right of way 
through the Fort Bliss Military Reservation to the Rio Grande and El 
Paso Railroad Company. 
ioe SPEAKER, pro tempore. That bill is in Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that 
it be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, &c., That there is hereby meaner fn Se ic anne oe Es Ee 
Railroad Company ht of way 100 feet wide, on such route as the Secretary of 
War may designate, ugh the Fort Bliss Military Reservation, Texas. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RESTORATION OF PROPERTY. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 2208) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to deliver to the rightful owners the 
contents of certain boxes deposited in the Treasury Department by the 

of War. The bill is on the House Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt &c., That the and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and divecied to deliver, under suc such h rules and vlad te pg taped eo 
scribe, to the eee or owners, an edocs he jewelry, portraits, 
watches, or other ei deposited in the cre of the United States by the 
Secretary of War, as raison po sn Sigh by the United States Ha Amy during the 
late war, and now in on = by sr United py 


: Provided, 
That in all cases aie of the renee be made by 
the said claimants of the o ership and identileation of the said aiverware, 


jewelry, portraits, watches, 


The Committee on Military Afaia recommended an amendment, — 


adding at the end of the bill the following proviso: 


Provided further, That all of said articles remaining in the hands of the Sec- 
retary of t e Treasury not identified to his ion in two years from the 


passage by 
auction, under ru! regulations as Secretary may prescribe; and 
the net Secu merad spera ipaa into the Treasury ofthe United States. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I think there ought to be some explana- 
tion of this bill. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. The bill can be explained in a very few words. 
The articles to which it relates were taken possession of during the late 


as a place for the confinement of confederate ers. These articles 
were the effects of deceased prisoners, which were left there and have 
been in the keeping of the Government, in the hands of the Secretary 
of War, and of the Secretary of the Treasury, ever since. The amend- 
ment to the bill was draughted by the Secretary of War, and the entire 
billis approved by both the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Its object is to get this property (consisting of watches, 
rings, jewelry, and a little plate), which was left upon the hands of 
the Government in the manner I have stated, during the late civil war, 
returned to its legitimate owners if they can be found. 

Mr. MILLS. Have you the names of the parties from whom any 
of these articles were taken? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ido not know that we have; but if we have they 
are in the possession of the Secretary of the Treasury. Claimants are 
to have two years in whichto be identified and make their claims, and 
if within two years they do not appear, identify themselves, and make 
their claims, then the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make 
sale of these articles under such regulations as he may prescribe. 

Mr. MILLS. Are'all of these articles the effects of prisoners? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, sir. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THE TWIGGS SWORDS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I now call up the bill (H. R. 10790) authorizing 
the President to return the Twiggs swords. 

The bill is a substitute for a joint resolution which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to deliver up the so-called “Twiggs swords,” which are now in his 
custody,and which were captured or seized by General B, F. Butler, în 1862, 
to such petsona or to the legal representatives of such person, as wns owner 
thereof at the time they were captured or seized. For the purpose of determin- 
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iog wha was such owner the Secretary of the Treasury shall send the petitions 
ons who may claim said swords to the Court of Claims. Said court 
hall there ereupon examine such claimant or claimants, and such other legal evi- 
ne as eae be offered in behalf of such claimant or claimants, and determine 
who was such owner and who is entitled to receive said i ns under the pro- 
visions of this fone Poe court shall certify Man gee ge to the tary oi 
the Treasury however, That all claims for said swords shall be filed 
oe ib cto of ete Treasury within three months from the passage of 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid ou 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY EAST. 
Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8922) for the 


relief of Henry East. 
The bill is in Committee of the Whole 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Then I ask that the Committee of the Whole be 
disc! from the farther consideration of the bill, and that it be 
considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Beil 
ar ines eaaa Cons Maney Bes nt petit ta O 
H, Second Maryland Gene OT removing therefrom the of deser- 
tion: owever, That the said East shall not be entitled to or receive any 
back pay, bounty, pension, or other allowance of any kind whatsoever. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr, FINDLAY moved to reconsider the vote by w the bill was 
yned; and also moved that the motion to eiler be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARTIN COUGHLIN. 


Mr. STEELE. On behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs, I 
call up the bill (H. R. 8319) for the relief of Martin Co 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill isin Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
that it be now considered in the House. 

There being no one it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, t the Secreta: 
and deet Teena the record of Mastin 2 Couptilin, ate a Lar nis fhe crane 
A, Thirty-fifth Indiana Volunteers, ae as to show he was absent with leave, and 
to grant said Coughlin an honorable discharge. 

Mr. STEELE. Imovetoamend by inserting after the word ‘‘leave,’’ 
in line 6, the words ‘‘from February 28, 1864, to May 3, 1886.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT W. SPANG. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. Icall up the bill (H. R. 9446) for the relief 
of Robert W. 8 . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar will be 
from the further consideration of this bill, and it will be consid 
the House. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War ko; =n he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove from the rolls — records in the office of the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Arm: Rinse of desertion against Private 
Robert W. Spang, late of Company inety-third Pennsylvania Infantry Vol- 
unteers, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
Nb passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. S 


MARTIN H. M’CHESNEY. 


Mr. BRAGG. Icall up the bill (H. R. 5289) affirming the action 
of the President of the United States in annulling and revoking an 
order dismissing Martin H. McChesney from service in the armies of 
the United States, and honorably discharging said McChesney from 
said service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. 


Mr. BRAGG. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 


Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
that it be now considered in the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Martin H. McChesney, Jate a captain in the Second Semani New 
York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, was, by an order from the War Department, 
erroneously and improperly dismissed from the service of the Government for 
absence without leave, when the said McChesney baer and had been for many 
months prior thereto, a prisoner of war in the hands of the enemy; 

Whereas by reason of his erroneous and improper dismissal, as aforesaid, the 
said McChesney is, under the rulin ma ed or ot the accounting officers of 
the Government, deprived of ce and por py to which he would 
otherwise have been entitled by piri ge of his services: The 

Be it enacted, £c., That the action of the President of the United States in re- 
voking and annulling said oie of dismissal, and once ay Gehearsion said 
officer from the service as of date of May LI, "1865, be , and the same is hereby, 
affirmed; and the accounting officers of the Government are hereby authorized 
and directed, in the settlement of the accounts of the said McChesney, to pay to 
him the same pay and allowances that he would have cag th entitled to receive 
had no such order of dismissal been issued as aforesaid in his case. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
Tn lines 5 and 6 strike ont ‘“‘ May 11” and insert ‘‘ March 18,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
parted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRED B. BARNES. 


Mr. BRAGG. I call up the bill (H. R. 8591) directing the Secretary 
of War to cause the name of Fred B. Barnes to be entered as a private 
on the muster-roll of Company I, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, and for 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar will be discharged from 
iad farther consideration of this bill, and it will be considered in the 

ouse, 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
place on the muster-roll of Company I, Seventh Tennessee Cav: , the name 
of Fred B. Barnes, : as private, as of the Ist day of February, 1864, with the fol- 
lowing remarks: a by the confederates with his regiment on the 24th 
day of March, 1864, at Union City, Tenn., and sent to Andersonville, Ga., where 
he died in prison o ar ehrunte Geren February 16, 1865.” And the 
counting officers of the gh nema are hereby authorized and direct 
the accounts of the said Fred B, es for pay, bounty, and commutation of 
rations from February 1, 1864, to February 16, 1865, deducting any and all pay- 
ments which may have been made him, and pay the same to the heirs of said 
Barnes, And so much money as may be necessary therefor, in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, is hereby appropriated for such purpose. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE D. PAUL. 


Mr. LAIRD. On behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs, I 
call up for consideration the bill (H. R.6937) for the relief of George 
D. Paul. I move that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and that it be now considered in the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That in view of the faithful services rendered by George D. 
Paul as a member of Company A of the Fourth Regiment of lame a Infantry 
Phe wenger ps during the war of the late rebellion, he be regarded in the adminis- 
tration of the pension laws as though no charge of desertion had been made 

him m any records of service prior to that in the said Fourth Regi- 
Michigan Infan Infantry Volunteers, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passe: 

Mr. LAIRD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM FIGLEY. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. On behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
I call up the bill (H. R. 5935) to remove the charge of desertion against 
William ey. I ask that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill, and that it be now considered in the House. 

There being no weer ey it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the penter of War be, and he is ery he pgemonaninger 
and directed to remove from the records of the War Department th: 
desertion against William Figley, late a private in Company A, Eleventh x 
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ment of Illinois Volunteers, and that he give to the said Figley an honorable 
discharge. 


The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE LEMON. 


Mr. BRAGG. I call up, on behalf of the committee, the bill (H. 
R. 5056) for the relief of George Lemon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar will be discharged 
from the further consideration of this bill, and it will be considered 
in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to amend the records of the War Department in such a manner as 
to relieve of the ch of desertion the name of George Lemon, formerly a 
member of Company G, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ered and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


T. J. PAYNE. 


Mr. BRAGG. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
1710) for the relief of T. J. Payne. I ask that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, and that it be now considered in the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
` The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secre of War is hereby directed to remove the 
charge of desertion made against T. J. Payne, latea private in Company F, Sec- 
ond ee Mounted Infantry, and to place him on the muster-rolls of said 
company. 

The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out, in line 5, 
the words ‘‘ mounted infantry,” and insert ‘‘ cavalry,’’ was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
epi and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRANKLIN W. M’CAULEY. 


On motion of Mr. FINDLAY, the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar was discharged from the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 6535) to close the account of Franklin W. McCauley; and it was 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That to close the account for disbursements of Franklin W. 
McCauley, late a first lieutenant in the Ninety-eighth Regiment of Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, the popas accounting officers of the Treasury be,and they are 
hereby, uired to allow and credit him the sum of $750, amount of debit items 
found by them in settlement of his accounts, per statement of differences, dated 
Treasury Department, Third Auditor's Office, February 16, 1883. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FINDLAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY B. JAY. 


On motion of Mr. LAIRD, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 1449) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Henry B. Jay; and it was considered in the House asin Committee on 
the Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing upon the records 
of the War Department against the name of Henry B. Jay, late of Company C, 
aakhan af Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to grant him an 
honorable discharge, with the same pay, bounties, and benefits he would have 
been entitled to ifthe charge of desertion had not been entered against his name. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STEPHEN O'CONNOR. 
On motion of Mr. STEELE, the Committee of the Whole House on the 


Private Calender was discharged from the further consideratfon of the 
bill (H. R. 798) for the relief of Stephen O’Connor; and it was con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, Presi ereby, authorized to nomi- 
ade ae Roa Sith tan AASI and steam at toe Senate, appoint Second 
Lieut. Step O’Connor, of the Twenty-third Infantry, late a lieutenant 
in the Twenty-third Infantry, a first lieutenant of infantry in the Army of the 
United States, with his original rank and date of commission; and that he shall 
oe to the first vacancy occurring in his grade in the Twenty-third In- 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. How did this officer happen 
to get out of the service? 

Mr. STEELE. This is the case of an officer who was erroneously 
put out of the service. The President undertook to reappoint him, 
but failed to get him back in his proper place. The officer is now in 
the service, and this bill merely provides he shall be restored to the 
rank to which he is entitled. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What took him out of the Army? 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] will ex- 
plain the matter. 

Mr. PETERS. This officer was court-martialed, but it was after- 
ward discovered that a mistake had been made, and he was restored by 
President Hayes. He was a first lieutenant, but was only restored by 
the President as a second lieutenant. This merely puts him back to 
the position he would occupy if he had not been erroneously put out 


y. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does it give him any arrears of pay of the higher 
rank until he assumes that rank ? 

Mr. STEELE. It does not. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 5 

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PURCHASE OF ARMS. 3 


On motion of Mr. CUTCHEON, the bill (H. R. 1686) to repeal certain 
provisions of the act approved March 3, 1875, relating to the purchase 
of arms for the use of the States, was taken from the House Calendar 
and read, as follows: 


covered into the Treasury of the United States, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
Ay of tes Toemunry ia ELAD T OORO LA T tc Grane MEISE COONEY. 
0 e e . 
the amount of the balaas due thea which aren A undrawn in Se ame 
of said proviso in the a we riation bill of 1875, to the end that the credit lost to 
the States of Alabama, Florida, North Carolina, and South Carolina under the 
annulling proviso in the said act of March 3, 1875, be restored to said States. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out the following: 

And out of any meets in the eet not otherwise appropriated the Sec- 
retary of the Treas: is hereb: to pay to those tes, respectively, 
the amount of the ce due them which remained undrawn in consequence 
of said proviso in the appropriation bill of 1875, to the end that the credit lost to 
the States of Alabama, Florida, North Carolina, and South Carolina under the 
annulling proviso in the said act of March 3, 1875, be restored to said States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will make abrief explanation. Under theact 
of 1808 certain amounts were distributed among the several States for 
militia and arms. During the rebellion certain States did not draw 
them. Under the act of 1873 they were permitted to be credited with 
those amounts and draw them. That was in force but two years when 
in the appropriation bill of 1875 it was ordered to be covered into the 
Treasury. This simply repeals that paragraph of the act of 1875 and 
allows them to have credit as the other States did. The amount is 
small, only a few thousand dollars. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM J. MULVEY. 

On motion of Mr. BRAGG, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was di from the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 7996) for the relief of William J. Mulvey, and it was considered in 
the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


head: 
1865, as relates to and directs the dismissal from the Army, with aal md 
and allowan of Second Lieutenant William J. Mulvey, of Company D, 
ond Regiment West Virginia Veteran Volunteers, and to grant him an honor- 
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able discharge of that 
amen 


ded femea E Tha 
O line tame A atten ot 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and, 
being en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
= and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES ROACH. 


Mr. BRAGG. Inow call up the bill (H. R. 228) for the relief of James 
Roach, and ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole from its further consideration, and consider it in the House. 

There was no objection. 

(The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
ere o a a aoea aa aae a S 
Seventeenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. : saps 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pones and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES W. KINGON. 


Mr. WHEELER. Icallup the bill (H. R. 9860) to correct the record 
of the military service of James W. Kingon, and ask unanimous consent 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole House from its farther con- 
sideration, and consider it in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to correct the 
record of themilitary service of James W.K. n, late of Company E, Twenty- 
second Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, and of Company H, Forty-second 
iment of Illinois Volunteers, and to set aside the approval of the proceedings 
and the findings and sentence of a court-martial which was avers at Camp 
Irwin, A 26, 1865, yas to orders from the headquarters of the Second 
Division, Fourth Army Corps, of June 28, 1865, in so far as said proceedings, 
findings, and sentence refer to or have any effect. 

The cep an ordered to bo SET, for a third reading; and being 
ooe le t was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

sabes, hA reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. _ 

CAPT. JAMES H. BONE. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now call up the bill (H. R. 9486) to correct the 
military record of Capt. James H. e, and for other purposes, I ask 
unanimous consent to di the Committee of the Whole House 
from its further consideration and put it upon its passage. 

‘There was no objection. 


t said Mulvey shall receive no pay or al- 
of dismissal. 


The bill was read, as follows : 
it , &e., That the e One nn T o Tor ta o 

Company D, Thirty-ffth of Ohio Infantry hbi ae ray cet 
as to show that he was entitled to the rank of ca; ee 
30, 1864; and that the of the noch Sra eden ized 
and directed to Onto Jatan to Capt. James H. Bone. of parte tha heats 
Regimentof niet od. the ‘na Volunteers, out of any money Toi nok 
otherwise a pay and emoluments of a captain in the Army of 
the United Si ee eriod of fivemonthsand twenty-seven geya thatamount 
being now eeri rire Aog e igst: H. Bone for his services from the 30th day 
of Septem! th day of March, 1855. 

Ts eee for a third reading; and being 


sigan Hats it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
WHEELER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
aa and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
le. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SILAS D. BALDWIN. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to di 
the Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 19) for the relief of Silas D. Baldwin, and 
put it upon its passage, with the amendments recommended by the 
iiiki n a on Military Affairs. 

The joint resolution was read at length. 

The committee recommend the following amendments: 

Strike out the pream! 


1 e. 
inset after the word “to,” in tho fourth line, the words "be corrected so 


ie resolution will then read as follows: 
_ ‘Resolved by the haat spec mee a Se 


is Volunteer Infantry the 30th day ey of June, A. 
Tasks tn Sno cache of tha Taa oak Of sarios ot oad and to grant the 
said Colonel Baldwin an hono from the of the United 


and that the military record of said Mulvey be | amendment of the record of the said Silas D. Baldwin, 


hereby provided for, the 
said Silas D. Baldwin shall receive no pay, allowance, oe pansion for any period 
or disability subsequent to the said = day of June, 


The amendments were 

The joint resolution as pipet was ordered to be engrossed for a 
maa zean g; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

e, an 

Mr. NEGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ISAAC CRAWFORD. 


Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 7176) for the relief of Isaac Crawford, and put it upon its passage in 
the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 


Whereas Company F of the Third Tennessee Mounted Infantry was, its time 
having expired, mustered out of service, so far as the records of the ee 
show, on the 30th of November, 1864, but on the same day, and} before disban 
ment, was ordered from Knoxville, T Tenn., to the neighboring county of Greene, 
to repel a force of the enemy; 

ereas Crawford, a oe her of said company, while strictly obeying 
orders, was captured in actual conflict and taken as a prisoner of war to Rich- 
mond, Va., and there held until exchanged on March 1, 1865: Therefore. 

Bei , That the Adjutant-General of the Army be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to grantan honorable discharge to the said Isaac Craw- 
ford, to date — March 1, 1865, in place of the discharge granted him dated 
November 30, 1 

The anette recommend the following amendment: 

Strike out, in the 5th line, the date ‘‘March 1,” and insert.‘ March 
22.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en, for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM N. CANADY. 
Mr. BRAGG. I now call up the bill (H. R. 6712) for the relief of 


illiam N. Canady. 

The SPEAKER If there be no objection the Commit- 
tee of the Whole i from the further considera- 
tion of this bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secreta 


tempore. 
ouse will be 


of War is Soora authorized and directed 


to amend the milit record of Will N. ag prad hegn a and grant hi in Company 
A, Eighth eo me owa Veteran Volunteer Infan enon m an hon- 
orable sat lows Veteran Volantoes Intealry, nape floor Leora on 
lowances to w. he would be entitled had not the ot the charge 

been made, and for which he was subsequently pardoned, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasad; ane oe moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PHILIP TAYLOR. 


Mr. BRAGG. I nowcall up the bill (H. R. 4727) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Philip Taylor. 

The SPEAKER pro tem Without objection the Committee of 
the maole House will be discharged from the further consideration of 
this bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacied, &c., Thatthe Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause the records to be so amended as to remove thie cha: of 
desertion from the mili record of Philip Taylor, late a member of Com- 
os B, = the One hund: 1c fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and 


le discharge nted the said Philip Taylor, with all the 

pay and pos emoluments due rahe at at date of Sxpiraiion’ of | is form, of enlist. 
men 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
duly engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which aie bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN ROCKWELL, 


Mr. LAIRD. I ask to call up the bill (H. R. 3600) for the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion from John Rockwell, late a private in 
Company F, One hundred and twenty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the Committee of 
| ee Whole will be discharged from the further consideration of this 

There was no objection. 


and being 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the charge of desertion now standing on the rolls and 
records in the office of the Adjutant-General of the United States Private 
John Rockwell, late of Company F, One hundred and twenty- 
Ohio Volunteers, war of 1861, be, and the same is hereby, removed; and said 
soldier having been regularly and honorably discharged ota the service of the 
United States, the Adjutant-General of the United States is hereby directed toso 
correct the rolls and records in his office that said John Rockwell shall be re- 
stored to all his rights and privileges as an honorably discharged soldier. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LAIRD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM A. WIGHAMAN. 


Mr. LAIRD. Icall up for consideration from the Private Calendar 
the bill (H. R. 4709) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of William A. Wighaman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House will be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of this bill, and it will be considered in the House. 

'There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War bo, and is hereby, authorized and 

ed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of William 

A. ganun, late a member of Company G, Fifth Pennsylvania Reserve Vol- 
un . 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 5 

Mr. LAIRD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
~— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CAPTAIN EDMOND G. FECHET. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I call up for consideration from the Private Cal- 
eo the bill (H. R. 1173) to correct the record of Capt. Edmond G. 

ét. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House will be discharged from the farther considera- 
tion of this bill, and it will be considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That in order to correct the record of Capt. Edmond G. 
Fechét, of the t of Ca United States , and fix his 
arpaa rank Beer section rreri the Revised parer iE the United 
States, the President be, and he hereby Manota to commissi 
Edmond G., Fechét a captain in the hi 
date from the 23d day of May, 1870, that 
Sieg ty heh gigi 

men! 3 
such commission shall not entitle anid Fecht to any extra pay or compensa- 
ion. 


Tae L E receipes à mas peep nar tog ar tlhe pa 
engrossed, it was y third e, and passed. 
p CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
e table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANDREW J. EDGERLY. 


Mr. BRAGG. I call up for consideration from the Private Calendar 
the bill (H. R. 10353) for the relief of Andrew J. Edgerly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House will be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of this bill, and it will be considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
rere en frie bog ema gop Tre 
him an honorable discharge as of March 10, 1863, = 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing ay Spe it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM C. SPENCER. 


Mr. BRAGG. I call up for consideration from the Private Catendar 
the bill (H. R. 9905) for the relief of William C. Spencer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House will be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of this bill, and it will be considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That William C, Spencer, late a lieutenant in the Second 
p & and more recently a captain in the Seventeenth Infantry, United States 
Army, is hereby relieved from any liability to the United States for moneys re- 


ceived by him for disbursement asa lieutenant in the Second Infantry and asa 
captain in the Seyenteenth Infantry; and that the properaccounting officers of 


the Treasury are hereby authorized and directed to close all accounts of said 
William ©. Spencer as such lieutenant and captain in accordance with the in- 
tent of this act: That the amount for which credit shall be given under 
the provisions of this shall not exceed the undermentioned amounts, to , 
wit: On account of recruiting, $92.63; on account of tar cation a 
aaas At a and on account of subsistence of the Army, $132,06; a 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
parag ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALFRED HEDBERG., 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. I call up for consideration from the 
Private Calendar the. bill (H. R. 38) for the relief of Alfred Hedberg. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House will be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of this bill, and it will be considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States be, and hereby is, 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
appoint Alfred Hed (late a captain in the Fifteenth Infantry) acaptain of 
infantry in the Army of the United States, with his former ra 
commission ; and that he, the said Alfred Hedberg, shall be assigned aS the first 


vacancy CE opr occurring in the infantry arm of the service: a 
That said Hedberg shall receive no pay for the time he was out of serv- 
ice, but only from the date of his appointment under this act, 
The Committee on Military Affairs recommended the following 

amendment: 

In lines 9 and 10 strike out the words “infantry arm of the service” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof “ Fifteenth Regiment of the United States Army.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CANNON. I would like to hear the 


read, 


the report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


Cannon] asked for it. 


The Clerk resumed the reading of the 


The report in full is.as follows: 


The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 38) 
for the relief of Ca; Hedberg, leave to report: 
Se a me nrar ant cael cad weettonet ths I EEN ta hte 


‘s as a private soldier, and by his preg tag ng soldier! 

eee enna take a n eT cnt AOGAS 

States H mean! our 

attached to the institutions of his country. 
Fortune favored him until about when a charge was made against him, 

involving his sea cor) and officer; but when fully investigated 

ptain Hedberg was sonene of the and 


and 


with three 


specifications, Captain Hedberg was 
, and he was taken for trial to Santa Fé, a distance of 400 
post, and was not furnished with a copy of the charges 
days before trial; but at that time we find the prosecution had their witnesses 
already at hand and ready for trial. 

We find five of the minent witnesses on the prosecution were officers in 
the Army, who in a short time thereafter were court-martialed and dismissed | 
the service, and others of the witnesses we find to be ee ee ae 
ards, harlots, and Mexican rs, wholly unworthy of belief, and 
must have violated every ple of the law of evidence to arrive at the re- 
sult by them re in ir findings and sentence. 

Your commi cannot find sufficient testimony to support any one of the 
charges or any part thereof, nor is there sufficient testimony to support a civil | 
action much less the grave which, if the accused was guilty, would dis- | 
miss him from the service and disgrace him forever. 

The testimony is weak and flimsy,and will convince any one that the court 
was controlled by something other than evidence. We find the court in some 
instances find Captain Hedberg z guilty, but say they “attach no criminality.” 

We find that the one hundred and sixth Article of War, Revised Statutes, page 
241, volume 1, is as follows: 

HART. 106, In the time of peace no sentence of a court-martial directing the 
dismissal of an officer shall be carried into execution until it shall have been 
confirmed by the President.” 

nge as it may seem, here was an officer court-martialed in the time of 
peace, without the confirmation of the President; in fact the pro- 
ceedings were never submitted or even sent to him for confirmation, and we , 
have the anomaly of an officer dismissed the service by a court-martial in open 
violation of law and of the rights of the accused, and without the confirmation 
of the President; yet he was dismissed, and a great wrong perpetrated, which 
should be corrected as far iy eerer egg 

Your committee find that rr Hedberg does not ask pay or other emolu- 
ments, but that this unjust and illegal sentence be set aside, and the President 
authorized to appoint him to the first vacancy of the grade of captain in the 
Fifteenth United States Infantry (his old ent), and thus restore him as far 
as possible to the place he was unlawfully deprived of. 

Your committee to report that Captain Hedberg sustains an excellent 
hy “ee toen in private life, and his record as a soldier is of the first order. 

The Committee on ig vere 8 Affairs in the Forty-eighth Congress examined A 
this case and reported favorably, and as that report contains many details not 
set out in this report we make the report in this ease so made in the Forty- 
eighth Congress a part hereof,and marked Exhibit A. 
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i Your committee report the bill (H. R. 38) back with an amendment, as fol- 
ows: 
Strike out, in the ninth and tenth lines, the words “ infantry arm of the sery- 
ice,” and insert in lieu thereof “ Fifteenth Regiment of Uni! States Army.” 
And your committee ask that the bill so amended do pass. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
d. 


passe: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HOTEL AT FORTRESS MONROE, VA. 


Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
the joint resolution (S. R. 73) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant 
a permit to John F. Chamberlin to erect a hotel upon the lands of the 
United States at Fortress Monroe, Va., with an amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there beno objection the joint reso- 
lution will be considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NEGLEY. The Committee on Military Affairs report as a sub- 
stitute for the Senate joint resolution the House joint resolution (H. 
Res. 208) having the same title. 

The Senate joint resolution (S. R. 73) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
grant permission to John F. Chamberlin to build a hotel upon the lands of the 
United States at Fortress Monroe, Va., upon such site and with such plans and 
dimensions as o be approved by the Secretary of War: Provided, t the 
State of Virginia, by its General Assembly and governor, shall, by proper legal 
enactment, give the consent of said State to the erection of such hotel, and that 
the building or buildings erected shall be removed, at the expense of the owner 
or owners, whenever the Secretary of War shall so direct; and no for 
damages by reason of such removal shall be made ee the Government of the 
United States: And ed further, That the buildings so erected shall be sub- 
ject to State and national taxation as other property. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs was 
read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following : 

“That the Secretary of War be, and he is nase; authorized to grant permis- 
sion to John F, Chamberlin to build a hotel, with its appurtenances, upon the 
mili reservation of the United States at Fortress Monroe, Va., in accord- 
ance with the plans, dimensions, and specifications submitted to the Committee 
on Military Afairs, July 21, 1886, and embodied in the report of that committee, 
upon such site or location on said reservation as shall be assented to by the Sec- 
retary of War: Provided, however, That the said hotel building or buildings 
shall be fully completed within two years subsequent to the date of such ap- 
proval, and with further understanding that all the buildings constructed 
under the authority herein granted shall be destroyed or removed at the ex- 
pense of the owner or owners, whenever military ncies require the same 
to be done and the Secretary of War shall so direct; and no claim for 
by reason of such destruction or removal shall be made upon the Government 
ofthe United States: And provided further, That the State of Virginia, by its 
General Assembly and governor, shall, by proper legal enactment, give the con- 
sent of said State to the erection of said building or buildings as a condition- 

recedent: And further, That the building or buildings so erected may 
made subject to State and national taxation the same as other property.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion to 
strike out all after the enacting clause in the Senate resolution, and to 
adopt the amendment which has been read. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I desire to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs a question: whether or not the i 
ture of Virginia meets within sufficient time to enable Mr. Chamberlin 
to carry out the provisions of the bill? i 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. They may be called together in extra 
session. 

Mr. TUCKER. The legislature will not meet until next winter in 

session. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Why not pass the Senate bill? I un-' 


derstand there is no provision of that character in it. 

Mr. BRAGG. That is the reason the House committee did not 
adopt it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I presume the committee did not con- 
sider the point I have suggested. I ask the chairman of the committee 
whether he will not consent to pass the Senate bill? 

Mr. BRAGG. I do not think the Senate bill is a proper bill. I do 
not, however, desire any discussion over this. 

Mr. LIBBEY. I shall insist upon a quorum. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I trust the gentleman will state his objections to 
the bill. Its provisions have been very carefully guarded, and I hope 
that before making any captious opposition he will state his objections. 

Mr LIBBEY. I do not care to take up the time of the House in 
that way to-night, and I do not propose to do it; but I shall call fora 
quorum upon that bill. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that thatis hardly fair to a 
proposition which is intended to remove a monopoly. Such a course 
seems scarcely fitting in the friends of an exi hotel that is seeking 
to maintain a monopoly on the public domain, and I hope the gentle- 
man will state the grounds of his opposition to the bill other than the 
mere defense of that monopoly. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Would there be any objection to inserting 
a clause against pooling? [Laughter.] 


Mr. NEGLEY. Does the gentleman insist upon his objection ? 

Mr. LIBBEY. I shall certainly insist upon a quorum. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have no desire—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Doesthe gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. NeGLey] withdraw the report? 

Mr. NEGLEY. No; I do not withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thequestion then is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore declared that the amendment was agreed 
to. 


Mr. LIBBEY. I ask for a division. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will put the question again. ` 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 29, no 1. 

Mr. LIBBEY. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made that no quorum 

has voted, the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Deer] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. NEGLEY] to act 
as tellers. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iask my colleague, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
to ask permission to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I will withdraw it, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. STEELE. There has been a vote, and I ask that the bill be al- 
lowed to go over until to-morrow morning, so that we may have a vote 
upon it when there is full House. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. LIBBEY. I object. 

Mr. CURTIN. That motion will certainly prevail. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. NEGLEY ] withdraws the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I object to the withdrawal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the right to with- 
draw it. There has been noaction. The question was taken on agree- 
ing to the amendment, but no quorum voted and no decision was had, 
and that being so, the gentleman has a right to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I should insist upon action if any result could come 
from it, but as the gentleman [Mr. LIBBEY] is determined to make a 
factious opposition, I think I had better withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is withdrawn. 


HENRY DURKEE. 


Mr. BRAGG. Icall upthe bill (H. R. 8620) for the relief of Henry 
Durkee, and I ask that the Committee of the Whole be di from 
its further consideration, and that the bill be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: > 

Whereas Henry Durkee was enrolled and served as a private in Company B, 
Second Regiment of Wisconsin In: , from the 20tn day of February, 1362, 
until the lith day of April, 1862, when he was discharged, and also afterwards 
enrolled and served asa private in Company E, Fifth Regiment of Wisconsin 
Infantry, from the 27th day of August, 1864, until the 17th day of May, 1865, when 
he was discharged, both of ssid enrollments and terms of service being under 

Grant, the same being his step-father’s name; and 
Bish eco ey discharge he has assumed his right name, to wit, Henry Dur- 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House 


til the llth day of April, d al ed in Co: E, Fifth 
of Wisconsin Infant Teens tes ar dnp ot 0 1334, until the 17th day of 
May, 1865. 

The Committee on Military Affairs recommended an amendment, 
adding at the end of the bill the following: 

Provided, That before the discharges are issued to Henry Durkee he shall file 
satisfactory proof with the Adjutant-General of the Army that he is the identical 

rson who served in Company B, Second Wisconsin I try,and Company E, 

ifth Wisconsin Infantry, under the name of Henry Grant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHNSON S. PRALL. 

Mr. BRAGG. I call up the bill (H. R. 329) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion against the record of Johnson 8. Prall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 


and directed to remove any charge of desertion which may stand on the records 
apoa Johnson S. Prall, latea private in Company I, First Regiment Michigan 
gineers and Mechanics. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing a ET it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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pee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY LINEBAUGH, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 4260) for the relief of Henry Linebaugh, late of Company A, Third 
Tennessee Mounted Infantry Volunteers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar will be discharged from the 
farther consideration of this bill, and it will be considered in the 
House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas Henry Linebaugh was enlisted and sworn into the United States 
service as a private soldier in Company A, Third Tennessee Mounted Infantry 
Volunteers, on the Istday of July, , but before his command was mustered 
into the United States service was captured and held a prisoner of war, and so 
was never mustered into the service, nor was able to rejoin his command until 
its term of service expired; and 

Whereas the said Henry Linebaugh was never borne on the rolls of said com- 
pany, yet by no fault of the soldier: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of War is yoy authorized and di- 
rected to cause the name of Henry Linebaugh to be placed on the roll of Com- 
pany A of the Third iment of Tennessee Mounted Infantry Volunteers, and 
give to him an honorable discharge, to date at the time of the discharge of said 
regiment; and that he be paid from the date of his enlistment up to the date of 
the muster out of the said company and regiment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
‘was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
EDWARD BYRNE. 


Mr. LAIRD. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 1207) 
for the relief of Edward Byrne. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar will be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill, and it will be considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint Edward 
Byrne, late a captain in the Tenth Regiment of Cavalry, a captain of cavalry in 
the Army of the United States, with his original rank and date of commission, 

Waly atin of Daet TS. TOIA, TRANS abel CANO to pay ce me period 
he was out of the service other than that already received ae the time of his 
muster out, 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


In line 6, strike out the words “a captain of cavalry,” and insert "a first 
lieutenant of said Tenth Cavalry.” 

Strike out all after “United States,” in line 7, down to and including “‘serv- 
ice,” in line 10, and insert “to rank as such from the first day of July, 1875; 

he shall be assigned to the first vacancy occurring in the grade of first lieu- 
tenant in said Tenth Cavalry.” 

In line 14, after the word * pay,” insert the words “ or allowances.” 

At the end of the bill strike out the words “ other than that already received 
at the time of his muster out.” 

So that the bill will read as follows: 

“Be it enacted &c., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint Edward 
Byrne, late a captas in the Tenth Regiment of Cavalry, a first lieutenant of 
said Tenth Cavalry, in the Army of the United States, to rank as such from the 
lst day of July, 1875; and he shall be assigned to the first vacancy occurring in 
the grade of lieutenant in said Tenth Cavalry: Provided, That he re- 
ceive no pay or allowances for the period he was out of the service.” 

Mr. BRAGG. I shall object to the of this bill. 

Mr. LAIRD. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that objec- 
tion. This is certainly as just a measure as any of this nature which 
the House has considered. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ido not want to discuss the merits of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The question being on ordering the bill as amended to be engrossed 
and read a third time, 

Mr. BRAGG called for a division. 

The question being taken; there were—ayes 4, noes 3. 

Mr. BRAGG. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


No quorum having voted, the Chair 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Concurrent resolution of the Kansas 
Legislature, favoring the passage of the pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. à 

Also, concurrent resolution of the same, urging increased mail facili- 
ties—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


XVIII SO 


Also, petition of 25 citizens of Rooks County, Kansas, for the passage 
of Senate bill 1636—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Vesta M. Williams, of Minneapolis, Kans., for leg- 
islation to cure title to certain lands—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of Grant Post, No. 96; of Lyon Post, No. 9; of Reed 
Post, No. 383, and of Cornfoeth Post, No. 159, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Kansas, in favor of the Mormon bill—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of Mrs. Eliza A. Harolson, of Scott 
County, Mississippi, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Harriet Murrell, of Scott County, Mississippi, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By. Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Coleman Pope and others, of Marion 
County, Indiana, in fayor of the Miller bill for the suppression of pleuro- 
pneumonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Charles W. Coffin, William T. Jones, 
and 10 others, asking for the reduction of internal taxation—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: Resolutions of the Iowa State Horticultural Soci- 
ety, urging the passage of the Hatch bill establishing experiment sta- 
tions—to the Committee on Agriculture. $ 

By Mr. ELY : Petition in favor of granting increase of pension to 
William Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN : Petition of citizens of Minnesota in favor of 
legislation for international arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolutions by the Iowa State Horti- 
cultural Society favoring the passage of the bill establishing experi- 
ment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Alabama 
in behalf of a world’s exposition by the colored people—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of H. T. Scott and 75 others, citizens 
of Prince George’s County, Maryland, favoring Mr. Hermann’s joint 
resolution amendatory of the Constitution in the election of United 
States Senators by the people—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Petition of citizens of Lancaster, Pa., for the 
repeal of internal-revyenue taxes—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition for reimbursement of soldiers of the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolution of Holstein-Friesian Association of America, for the 
passage of the act to extirpate contagious pleuro-pneumonia—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Papers to accompany bill for the removal of 
charge of desertion from the record of George Fetterman—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Resolution of Howard Post, No. 474, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Broome County, New York, in favor of the 
Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic 
Post of Holton, Kans., asking for the passage of the Edmunds-Tucker 
bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORRISON : Petition of the Illinois State Grange in favor 
of electing United States Senators by the people—to the same commit- 
tee. 

Also, petition of the same, in favor of woman suffrage—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of the same, in favor of a bureau of agriculture, with 
its chief a Cabinet officer—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same, urging the passage of the experiment-sta- 
tion bill—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the same against changing the oleomargarine bill— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of many citizens of the thirteenth 
district of Ohio, urging the immediate passage of the bill (S. 1636) to 
reduce on scions, plants, &c.—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PETERS: Letter of G. O. Pearce, on election of Walter J. 
Hayes to the Fiftieth Con: to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. REED: Memorial of Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 
117, of Maine, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, J. W. STEWART: Petition of the Woman’s Indian Associa- 
tion of Burlington, Vt.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Danby, Vt., for the experiment-station 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr.. O. B. THOMAS: Petition of citizens of Bell Center, Wis., 
asking for the repeal of the law which limits the time for making ap- 
plication for arrears of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Elizabeth 
Mackin, to accompany House bill 6113—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Maine Assembly, 8492, of Cincinnati, 
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Ohio, for the bill introduced by Mr. WILLIS refunding license tax to 
pilots, mates, and engineers—to the Committee on Claims. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of rina, Pa. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Of 98 citizens of Grove City, Pa. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Of 126 citizens of Cambridge, Mass. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Of 129 citizens of Hampton, N. H. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Of Rev. J. P. Stein aoa 173 others, citizensof 
Lancaster County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. LANDES: Of 255 citizens of West Union and Olney, Il. 

By Mr. LONG: Of 99 citizens of Dighton, Mass. 

By Mr, PIDCOCK: Of 57 citizens of New Bruswick, N. J. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Of 131 citizens of Gilboa and Fly Creek, N. Y. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Of 100 citizens of East Greenwich, R. I. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of women of Vermont. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Of women of Vermont. 

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Of 61 citizens of Duquoin, Il. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 2, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SURVIVORS OF JEANNETTE EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a letter from the of State, together with a y 
of the report, which it incloses, of Lieut. Will H. Schuetze, United Biain 
Navy, ca — designated by the Secretary of the Navy, in pursuance of the act 
8, 1885, makingappropriations for the sundry civil expenses 
acres for the yearen June 30, ong to distribute the oni- 
als of the Government to subjects of Russia who extended aid to the survivors 
of the Jeannette ae expedition and to the parties dispatched by this Goy- 
ernment to aid the said survivors. 
The report is interesting oer to a pias of oe United States and to the 
pee ge of Russia; and will be puy ve, eden who a; the generous 
humane action of Congress in providing for ae — aegis 
ROVER CLEVELAND. 
ExECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, February 1, 1887, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will lie on the table 
and be printed. The question of printing the accompanying papers 


will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution of the House of Representatives; which was read: 
Ix THE Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, February 1, 1887. 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish the House — a opina 
engrossed co copy of the bill (S. 2172) VS ogni to the United States certain of 
ae pont to the Northern Pacific Railroad riper dj aid in the arpe ieina 
tion ofa railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same 
nia, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ttlement, and for other purposes, the inal copy having been lost or mis- 

Will the Senate grant the request 

of the House of Representatives? The Chair hears no objection and 
the request is granted, 


DISTRICT ACCOUNTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of ape ate to the bill (S. 1854) authorizing the 
‘Treasurer of the United States to credit the District of Columbia with 
certain moneys in lieu of investing the same in bonds, which was to 
strike out all after the enacting aae (er to insert: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to 

the Committee on the D District of Columbia. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 10757) to provide for an additional term of the cir- 
cuit court of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and for 
the appointment of one additional associate justice thereof, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Joseph Neu- 
mann, of California, praying that $800 be appropriated to provide a 
show-case for the preservation and exhibition of the first American flag 
made of native American silk, now in the National Museum; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a circular letter, which is in the nature 


of a petition, requesting Congress to pass what is known as the Miller 
pleuro-pneumonia bill. The paper comes from a stock-breeding asso- 
ciation of the State of Iowa, and I move its reference to the Committee 
on Agriculture and PORRI; 

The motion was 

Mr. WILSON, of Towa. ti prenas a petition of representatives of the 
heirs of William Hickey, with reference to a proposition to sell to the 
Government the copyright of the work known as Hickey’s Constitution 
of the United States. As the petition is brief and states all the facts 
in connection with the case, and may be of some interest toall the mem- 
bers of the Senate, I ask that it may be printed in the RECORD, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

The petition was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library; as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 
Your memorialist respectfully represents that he has been duly authorized b; 
the heirs of ha late Generel iliam J. Hickey, author and owner of the wo! 


known as “ Hickey’s Constitution of the Uni States,” to offer the opportunity 
to the Government to purchase and own the copyright and stereotype plates of 
this work for $50,000. 


tahoe mene aia forora f mim thai es resmen, and of people 
States a work recognized urists, lawyers, statesmen, people 
of all classes as the only standard autho: that great instrumen 


times prior to the civil war thousands of copies were purchased mares ad 
oe in general circulation. It had the fied indorsement ewe Webster, Clay 

houn, and the leading statesmen, and the entire Supreme Bench of that day, 
nei will be ae piye a sop o =e book herewith filed. 


said “it should be in the hands of 
every kreemi reeman,” Der e EAr ady its adoption as a in the 


schoo! 

if i rtant then, how vitally important bie Sor in this day of monopolistic 
and ‘istic forces, that it should be tok meant 
With a population now of over 60,000, nearly tes three times as large as when 
this book was first issued, a large majority’ of whom have never seen and have 
no conception of what our great charter of freedom is. 

With an enfranchised race now more than double the number of our whole 
population when our fathers gave us this great instrument, a vast n 
whom are slowly emerging from the densest orance, 

It is needless to multiply reasons which v readily occur to your en- 
s+ htened body. I will eeey add that there has n no general circulation 

this document since the adoption of the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 

paars Doai and it is believed to be the duty of tho Government to give it 
wide circulation among the schools and the people, hence this offer is made, 

Respectfully submitted. 

EDMUND P, 


HICKEY, 
Attorney for the heirs. 

Mr. EVARTS presented two memorials of owners and masters of fish- 
ing vessels and fishermen of Gloucester, Mass. ; and a memorial of own- 
ers and mastersof fishing vessels and fishermen in the State of Maine, 
remonstrating the passage of the bill (H. R. 5538) limiting the 
taking and landing of mackerel; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr RIDDLEBERGER presented petitions of citizens of Fairfax and 
Rockingham counties, in the State of Virginia, praying for the passage 
of what is known as the Colquitt bill to regulate the granting of cer- 
tain licenses in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present concurrent resolutions of the Legislature 
of the State of Kansas concerning the alleged want of mail facilities in 
that State, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The resolutions were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Whereas the railway mail facilities of the State of Kansas have failed to keep 
pace with the etA develo ment of the State; and 

Whereas there of railroad in operation in said State upon which 
there is no mail joie: aa 


Whereas the car facilities on man y of the through lines are insufficient for a 


proper distribution of the mail; an 
hereas there is not a sufficient number of ache 
in the State to proper! the services required of and 


pec 
provements for the alin hema e and prong ok delivery of the mail, 
* Resolved, That the secretary of forward a copy of this reso- 
lution to each of our Senators Sa ka Representatives in 
I,E. B. Allen, HSS EAS OE Sa Rta of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on filein 


my office. 
n testimony whereof I have hereunto subseribed my name and affixed my 
official seal. e at Topeka this 27th day ts Janu D. 1887. 
[seax.] B ALLEN. Secretary of state. 


Mr. MILLER presented a memorial of sii of New York interested 
in the navigation of the Arthur Kill, remonstrating against the 
of the bill (S. 3183) amending the act authorizing the Arthur Kill 
bridge, &e.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 215 citizens of Washington, D. 
C., residents on Water street southwest and B and E streets northwest, 
and a petition of 496 citizens of Washin , D. C., residents on Sixth 
street northwest, praying for the passage of the bill for the incorporation 
of the Washington Cable Railway Company; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS IN TEXAS. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am instructed by the Committee on Agricultura 

and Forestry, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10203) to enable 
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the Commissioner of Agriculture to make a special distribution of seeds 


in the drought-stricken counties of Texas, and an appropria- 
tion therefor, to report it favorably without amendment. Iam also in- 
structed by the committee to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Commissioner of Agriculture be, and he aang pone tie 
empowered and directed to make a special distribution of seeds fo: 
the year 1887 to the drought sufferers of those counties in Texas whoare noare engaged 
ag pamona ursuits and in need of such relief, which distribution may, in 

iscretion of said Commissioner, be made through the count: Judges of said 


counties so suffering on account of drought; and in the 
ee the said Commissioner may seek jnformation from the governor of 


Src. 2. That in order to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to carry out 
the provisions of this act the sum of $10,000, to be immediately available, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the ‘Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear an explanation. It may go 
on subject to objection, so far as I am concerned. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be considered, subject to objection, as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GEORGE. The bill proposes to make an appropriation of $10,- 
000 to buy seed for distribution in certain counties in Texas where the 
crops were wholly destroyed by ile last year. The Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CoxE] will 

. COKE. Mr. President, this appropri akon] is proposed to be made 
for the purpose of supplying seeds to about forty counties in Texas which 
have suffered from the drought which destroyed all agricultural produc- 
tions last year, leaving the people almost entirely without seeds. The 
number of persons who are thus destitute is estimated at some thirty- 
five or forty thousand. The amount proposed to be appropriated is 
$10,000, not reaching as much as 30 cents per capita. The object is to 
enable the people who are not able to supply themselves with seed to 
plant and raise something for this year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly it must be a very deserving object, to 
provide people with seeds who have not any; but can it be possible 
that there are forty countiesin Texas where from a drought of asingle 
year the farmers are so destitute in respect of credit that they can not 
buy their seeds at the agricultural seed stores in Texas, just as other 
farmers do when they need some seed ? 

Mr. COKE. I will state to the Senator that the Legislature of Texas 
is now in session, and is making provision for those destitute people. 

This bill comes to us from the other House. It isin line with ap- 
propriations which are annually made by this Government for the pur- 
chase of seed for general distribution, and it is proposed simply to ap- 
propriate this amount for particular distribution in that particular 
district. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwas under the impression that the line of an- 
nual appropriations for seeds was, as the lawI believes states it in sub- 
stance, for the purpose of experimenting with different kinds of new 
seeds in different parts of the country, in order, not to help the par- 
ticular person or community to whom those seeds were sent, but to 
employ that method of trying the exchange of seeds in different cli- 
mates, so as to promote the general interests of agriculture, and not 
to make a general or special distribution of seeds to farmers 
or counties, or to particular States, or to all of them, for the sake of 
helping a farmer to a peck of wheat seed, instead of letting him buy it 
as he might. Ido not know of any such line of appropriations as that. 

So it seems to me that under whatever guise you put it, it comes 
simply to a donation of $10,000 to be spent for a particular p purpose, to 
be sure, to certain counties in Texas that have had a drought. Itisa 
gift, and you might just as well give those farmers the money and let 
them go down to Galveston, or wherever, and buy the seed themselves, 
and I have no doubt they would buy it a great deal better and more 
economically than they would to send the seed there from Washington 
or somewhere else. That is just what it is. 

Mr. COKE. This appropriation is to be expended by the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture for seed, > oe he has heretofore been expending 
the annual appropriations for and the only difference between 
this and any other appropriation for such a purpose is that this is to be 
expended in a particular section of country where the necessities of the 
people for the seed are greater than elsewhere. 

The theory of the Senator from Vermont, that these seeds are to be 
used for experimental purposes, is all very well as a theory, but in 
practice the seeds are distributed without reference to any such idea, 
and this appropriation simply recognizes the fact and the practice, and 
places the seed where they are most needed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwish tosay simply that I know something personally 
about that portion of Texas where these seeds are to be distributed, and 
about the condition of things prevailing there now. There is no doubt 
of the almost entire destitution of those people and of the fact that the 


ordinary agencies of credit will not avail them. Therefore if the Gen- 
aoe AEE E W EAn, this is a 
very proper to 

Mr. DA What is the area of country affected? 

Mr. PLUMB. In order to bring this matter to the comprehension 
of my friend who sits in front of me, I will say that I think the area 
of country which has been affected by this unfortunate condition of 
things is about the size of Massachusetts. Nothing, I think, would 
bring it more fully to his comprehension than that statement. 

About the question of the propriety of the expenditure I should like 
to have heard a little more fully from the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. COKE. What does the sere say? 


Mr. PLUMB. I said that on the question of the iety of the 
national expenditure of m for this object, I Shi that I did 
not hear more fully from the r from Texas. I myself have not 


heretofore been troubled with those scruples which I have heard so much 

about from that side of the Chamber, and somewhat notably perhaps 

from my friend from Texas. If heis willing now to say that his sym- 

pathy for these people who are in distress, as I know, and who are very 

near to him in a very proper way, is such that he is willing to overcome 

his constitutional scruples at this moment, I think the bill will be 
to unanimously. 

Mr. COKE. In response to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
I have to say, without reference to the propriety of this expenditure, 
that money has been expended, and has annually for 
such a purpose since the establishment of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. Originally the question was a debatable one whether there was 
constitutional power to expend money in this way. It has growninto 
a precedent, and has gathered foree each year, until now it is an es- 
tablished fact that the Government exercises jurisdiction of this char- 
acter. As the Government does exercise it, and exercises if whether 
this special appropriation is made or not, I think that where a large 
section of country such as is destitute in Texas needs the appropriation 
it is 3e peA eg proper to make it and expend itin that way. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not hear what the Senator from Texas said 
about what his own State is doing with reference to these people. 

Mr. COKE. The of Texas is now in session and will 
make provision for these people. Bills haye been introduced and are 
now in progress through the two houses of the Legislature for their re- 
lief. This appropriation of $10,000 will not amount to 30 cents per 


Does not the Senator think he had better defer the 
consideration of this bill until he sees what his own State will do for 
the relief of those people? 

Mr. COKE. The State of Texas will act liberally toward those peo- 
ple. There is no question about that. If this bill is to be passed it 
must be passed now or there will be no use in passing it at all, be- 
cause planting time is already at hand in Texas. 

Mr. CULLOM. I myself think the State had better take care of it, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Texas be good enough to state 
the constitutional grounds on which he rests the power of Congress to 
do this thing? 

Mr. COKE. Not at this time. 

Mr. HARRIS. I chance to know very well one of the counties 
within the drought-stricken section of Texas, and I desire to say that 
if any relief is to be given to those le it is even now late, and de- 
lay will be absolutely 1 fatal to any effort to relieve them. 

I wish to say, in answer to some of the questions which have been 
raised, that from my knowledge of the people of the county with which 
Iam familiar there are perhaps about one-half of the agriculturists 
within its limits who are able to provide themselves with seeds, but 
perhaps one-half of the agricultural population of that county have 
neither the means nor the credit to procure seed for the crop of this 
year, and they are bound to suffer unless relief comes from some quar- 
ter. My own opinion is that this isnot the proper quarter to give that 
relief or to be applied to for that relief, and I can not find myself jus- 
tified in voting to give it. Therefore I shall not so vote. 

But it is a fact that with the extremest efforts during the last year, 
within the limits of the county of Callahan to which I have referred, 
there was a total failure of crops of every description in the agricult- 
ural line. There has been, there is now, there must be in the imme- 
diate future suffering to the people by reason of the drought that ex- 
tended for fourteen months without a single season that was to any 
extent beneficial to the prospects of crops. 

I should be very glad to see those people relieved, but I can not vote 
the money out of the Treasury for their relief. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Tennes- 
see, as he is familiar with the subject, whether the Legislature of Texas 
is not in session? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Texas [Mr. coka] has so stated, 
that it is now in session and considering the 

Mr. TELLER. Then why can not those people get their relief from 
Texas? Texas is able to donate $10,000, is it not? 

Mr. COKE. Texas is able to take care of those people and will take 
care of them. 

Mr. TELLER. All right. 
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Mr. COKE. But the Government of the United States is expending 
money every year for the purchase of seeds for distribution throughout 
the United States, and it is but right that they should make a special 
application of some of the seeds thus purchased in a district of country 
so needful of them as the one in Texas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is not any doubt, as the Senator from Texas 
says, that so far as there is need of seeds or other pecuniary assistance 
to its citizens in those counties of that empire, the wealthy and popu- 
lous and old State of Texas is quite able, as he says, to take care of 
her own citizens, being on the spot and knowing precisely what amount 
is needed, and what kind of aid they need, and how it ought to be ex- 
tended. Therefore I think it is almost an unkindness, almost an in- 
sult to the State of Texas, for the United States to rush in voluntarily 
and take the thing out of the hands of the State of Texas or offer to 
contribute something in the mite-box, as if Texas did not know what 
the needs of her own people were and what is best to be done about 
them; it seems to me so. 

But my friend from Texas is mistaken in saying that there is any 
precedent for this bill in the law ing the distribution of seeds 
through the Department of Agriculture. The administration of that 
service may be what the Senator saysitis. If itis, itis wrong and 
ought to be stopped. 

Mr. COKE. I donot think I am mistaken in the law—I know I 
am not in the fact—as to the mode in which the seeds that are pur- 
chased annually are distributed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to inter- 
rupt him fora moment? Congress passed a similar bill to this to dis- 
tribute seeds in Alabama some years ago, and it a similar pro- 
vision to this to distribute seeds in the Mississippi Delta in 1882 on ac- 
count of the overflow that year. There is precedent for this proposed 
legislation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall not take the time to hunt up the law 
about the powers of the Department of Agriculture, but I repeat that 
I am confident that its authority and duty is by law to distribute new 
varieties of seeds and change old varieties from one climate in this vast 
country to another, which would be a new variety there, in order to 
test, for the general welfare, the adaptability of improvements in 
grains, fruits, vegetables, &c. Thatis right, and I am forit. Whether 
the law is administered so that Senators and Members of Congress and 
clerks in the De ent of Agriculture and all others use very cheap 
and poor seeds that are bought on a commission by somebody in Phila- 
delphia, to return political favors or to court political favors from the 
persons to whom they are sent, is another thing. 

As the Senator from Mississippi says, I dare say it is true that in 
respect of Alabama Congress did make provisions of food, &c., as it has 
for people who were rendered desolate by floods; and the theory upon 
which it proceeded was that in respect of these seeds in Alabama and 
the floods the great mass of people there who were the sufferers were 
colored people who had been recently enfranchised, who were known 
to be utterly poor, and poor by counties, and that the State was in 
slender circumstances, its islature was not in session, and perhaps 
would not feel able to help them if it were in session. Therefore we 
did it, and I dare say I voted for it, because I believe it to be perfectly 
constitutional for Congress to give away as much money for sucha pur- 
pose as it thinks fit; whether it is wise or not is another thing. 

Now, you come to the State of Texas. Here is ascarcity of seed that 
must have occurred last fall—three or four months ago—when the fail- 
ure of the crop to ripen from the drought took place. I think it must 
be shown that there is such a vast destitution that the State Legisla- 
ture in session can not provide for it, or else that it is an emergency 
which has so suddenly happened (not six months, four months, three 
months ago) that it is im ible to do anything in the ordinary way. 

That is not the case. e State of Texas is rich, and powerful, and 
respectable, and able, and Soris The farmers and everybody else 
are prosperous. Of course a smaller farmer, who has just bought his 
farm, starting his little stock, who loses all his seed and his crop, is, 
of course, very much pinched. Whatdoeshedo? He goes to his neigh- 
bor who is less pinched and borrows money on his property and buys 
his seed, or if he is too poor to do that he appeals to the people, who in 
every instance are bound to take care of such cases, and proud to take 
care of them, I hope, to help them out; and that is what the Legislature 
of the State of Texas proposes to do. . 

Therefore I do not think the bill ought to pass; and I want to ask for 
the yeas and nays on its passage. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the bill read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

Tne Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sorry that my honorable friend from Texas would 
not give us at this time the benefit of the constitutional reason which 
operates on him in voting for the bill, because it seems to me that it is 
no more than fair reciprocation that if we furnish seeds to Texas, where 
they need them, Texas should furnish constitutional law to us, who 
need it, especially | when we are obliged to vote upon this bill. 

But, being left in the dark by my honorable friend who represents 
that State, I shall vote for the bill with great pleasure for the reason 
which occurs to me, and that is the practice of distributing seeds to the 


people of the United States, not merely new and untried varieties but 
seeds the excellence of which is supposed at any rate to have been 
tested by the Department of Agriculture, which are distributed all 
over the country, and every Congressman and Senator has large quan- 
tities of them to distribute. 

Certainly in our distribution of these seeds we should have regard 
for the exact principle of this bill; that is, if there were any farmers in 
our State or neighborhood who were specially poor andin need, and who 
wanted the seeds, or especially if they had had a particular afiliction, 
like a drought or flood or anything else which has destroyed their 
power to get them for themselves, any Senator would regard that as a 
reason for preferring that class of persons in his own State. 

I do not see, therefore, why Congress may not make a slight addi- 
tion to the amount provided for that p and have similar regard 
to the special need of a particular community. I shall vote for the bill 
with great pleasure. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator from Texas will not press this 
bill, because I shall be compelled to vote against it out of regard for 
the history of Texas as it will read hereafter. With 278,000 square 
miles, a magnificent empire, a small portion of which was settled when 
Texas achieved its independence and was annexed to the United States, 
the body of that State must have been public lands belonging to the 
State. It tossed out 3,000,000 acres to contractors to build a new State 
house. Itisrumored that there isa little distressin a corner ofthat State, 
that the crops will not be good until this year, and that there is some 
trouble about seed for the spring. It is proposed to pass the hat here 
for $10,000 to the United States that the Department of Agriculture 
may go into the market and purchase seeds and transport them from 
here to Texas to supply the people of the counties who have had none 
since last autumn and who would be short in the sp 

The Legislature has been in session there for weeks; it is a State 
without a dollar of debt, an empire that is a boast to us when we talk 
with Europeans about our sovereign States, and it is here passing the 
hat for $10,000. I submit that if my Legislature in the little State of 
Connecticut was asking $10,000 for garden seeds and got it I would 
resign. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the Legislature of Texas is now in ses- 
sion and is proceeding to pass bills for the relief of the people in the 
drought district, comprising some forty counties. By estimate the des- 
titute people in those counties are some thirty-five thousand or forty 
thousand. The State of Texas is amply able to take care of her own 
people and will do it; she asks charity from nobody, neither from the 
Government of the United States nor from any other source. She is 
able to maintain herself anywhere and everywhere financially and in 
every other way. Wherever it hasbeen necessary for that State to make 
an effort it has always been and it ever will be an effort worthy of a 
great State. We ask no charity from Congress; we ask no aid from the 
National Government. 

We only ask to be treated as the people of other States are treated. 
Justice, not charity, is what we ask. The proposed appropriation comes 
out of the National Treasury, which the people of Texas pay their full 
quota to fill. The same constitutional power exists to buy the seeds 
provided for in this bill that exists to purchase seeds for annual dis- 
tribution. As an original question I would vote against the expendi- 
ture of a dollar for the purchase of seeds, but when it is now and has 
been for years a fixed fact that seeds are to be purchased for distribu- 
tion I propose to claim the benefits of it for my State. 

Money is expended here every year for the relief of people in differ- 
ent parts of the United States. Money was expended for the relief of 
the people of the great State of Ohio when they suffered from floods. 
There is not a session of Congress that money for the relief of people 
somewhere in the United States is not expended. Weask no departure 
from any precedents established by the Government. We simply ask 
that a system of expenditure wh the purchase of seed for general dis- 
tribution may be enlarged in this instance to meet the exigencies of a 
particular case. The Senator from Connecticut calls that charity and 
says we are passing around the hat. Idenyit. I say that we are not 
asking except for that which has always been freely granted to others 
having no greater rights or equities than ourselves. We simply ask that 
the Agricultural Department may extend its operations to a particular 
section of Texas with greater liberality, instead of distributing the 
seed over the whole country and in sections where they are not so much 
needed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not undersiend that statement to be exactly 
in accordance with the purpose of the bill. The Senator from Texas 
closed his remarks by saying that this was simply to localize the efforts 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture, intimating that there was to bea 
withdrawal to that extent from other portions of the country of the 
amounts that were to be disbursed in Texas. If that statement is cor- 
rect, the bill does not express it, because, if I heard the language cor- 
rectly, this is a provision for $10,000 in addition to the regular annual 
appropriation for the distribution of seeds. 

Mr. COKE. That is correct. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Texas whether 
se area of destitution is in the older settled portion of the State of 

‘exas? 


po 
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wile It is not; it is in the frontier counties; it is in a new 
country. 

Mr. INGALLS. Where agriculture, then, has been largely experi- 
mental. There has been an invasion by this population of territory 
hitherto supposed to be not qualified for agriculture. 

Mr. COKE. The country over which the drought extended has here- 
tofore yielded well to the efforts of the farming population of the com- 
munity. Such a drought never occurred there before. 

Mr. INGALLS. The people of Texas and of Kansas, socially and 
commercially, are intimate; and I have been familiar in many ways 
by the reports of visitors and by accounts in the press with the singu- 
lar and exceptional calamity that has fallen upon the people living in 
that portion of the State. The earth has been iron and the heavens 
brass, as the Senator from Tennessee said, for a great many months, 
and they had neither the early nor the latter rains. 

There are many precedents for the course that is invited by this bill. 
I remember in Kansas not many years ago, when there had been a de- 
vastation by grasshoppers or locusts, and in the Ohio Valley by flood, 
and in Alabama and the Mississippi Valley by the inundation of that 
great river, we have from time to time made appropriations for the re- 
lief of the distress of the people; but this case appears to be different 
from those, in that there is no special donation of money, but simply 
a proposition to extend the area of the operations of the Department of 
Agriculture. 

I agree fully with what the Senator from Connecticut stated about 
the unfortunate attitude that this great empire State presents in ask- 
ing for this alms. The Senator from Texas repels the idea that this is 
charity or mendicancy, or that, to use the figurative language of the 
Senator from Connecticut, the State is passing the hat, but in terms it 
is simply a request from the State of Texas for the donation of $10,000 
for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. COKE. I ask the Senator wherein does it differ from the appro- 
priation made for the flood sufferers in Ohio? 

Mr. INGALLS. I say that it does not differ in principle from that, 
and yet it appears to me that in the case of a State like the State of 
Texas, opulent both in population and resources, with its Legislature in 
session, and, as the Senator from Texas says, amply able and fully dis- 
posed to relieve all the wants of its inhabitants, the aspect is unfor- 
tunate; but if the Senator from Texas says that it is desired by the 
people of that State, if they can afford to take it I can afford to vote for it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am opposed to the appropiation of money from 
the Treasury of the United States for any purposes except those which 
are constitutional and within the legitimate scope of our power. Ido 
not believe we have any right to take the people’s money brought into 
the Federal Treasury by taxation and make donations of it to persons 
in Kansas, Texas, orelsewhere. We areacting as trustees for the people, 
bound to faithfully account for our trust and apply the money raised by 
taxation of the people to the legitimate demands of the Government, 
to the support and maintenance ofthe Government. Weare not almon- 
ers of charity to anybody. That is my view of our constitutional 
power and duty. ; 

The precedents cited are, in my opinion, the very strongest argument 
which could be made against this appropriation of money. We see 
what wearecomingto. Year after year applicationscome up here from 
some section of the country for donations of money out of the public 

. Weoughtatonce to put our foot down upon such proceedings. 

I have as much for the people of Texas as I have for the people 
of any other section of thecountry. I would assoon appropriate money 
out of the public Treasury to relieve distress in Texas as I would in 
New York or Massachusetts or Delaware; but Ido not believe we have 
any right to use the people’s moneyinanysuch way. I have no doubt 
that the distress the Senator from Texas speaks of actually occurred, 
and that those people are as worthy of appropriations of money from 
the public Treasury as other people; but I can not vote for the propo- 
sition, because in the first place I do not believe I havea right asa Sen- 
ator of the United States to take money out of the public Treasury and 
give it to the people in any particular locality in the country, and I will 
not doit. I never have, to the best of my knowledge, voted for any 
such appropriation, and with the help of God till I leave here I will 
not give such a vote. : 

Mr. CULLOM. If it is in order to do so I object to the further con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no; let us get through with it; let us vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senate is ready to vote, very well; but in 
that case I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MILLER. Isimply desire to say a word. The bill was unan- 
imously reported by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. It 
was not thought that this bill in any way reflected upon the honor or 
credit of the State of Texas. It was not considered that it was in any 
way a matter of charity to that great State, but simply a matter of 
justice. 

The principle that the Federal Government can aid its own citizens 
wherever they are located, in any State or Territory, has been well 
established by this Congress and by Congresses which have preceded 
it, and this distribution of seeds from the Agricultural Department is 
simply following a line of precedents which have been established for 


many years. If the State of Texas be agreat and rich State it can ask 
this in justice, and it has a right to ask for this appropriation, in my 
judgment, fromthe Federal Treasury. Weareconstantly appropriating 
money to that State for the improvement of its rivers and harbors and 
for other purposes; and certainly it seems to me that no one can say or 
ought tosay that the State of Texas in asking this appropriation to aid 
sufferers within its own bounds is passing the hat or is in any way 
demeaning itself by asking for thisappropriation. I trust that it will 
Le made. I believe it to be just and proper and right that it should 
made. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not intend to vote for this bill; not because I 
can not find authority under the Constitution so to do, if the case seemed. 
to me to require it. Ido not understand that the State of Texas has 
asked any legislation of this kind. I do not understand that there is 
any pretense anywhere that the State is not willing to and will not 
take care of her people. 

Mr. MILLER. Her representatives have asked for it. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that. Perhaps the representatives of 
Texas, who can not find the authority in the General Government to 
vote money for educational purposes, think we have a right to vote it 
for the purpose of supporting people or furnishing them with seeds. 
If we have a right to furnish them with seeds, we have a right to fur- 
nish them with clothing and with food to keep them from starving, and 
fuel to keep them from freezing. Ido not think there is any necessity 
for it. If there was I might endeavor to find a constitutional right to 
vote it, 

The case is entirely dissimilar from that of Ohio, which has been 
mentioned. In that case there was a great misfortune extending over 
a large area of country, and the Legislature of the State was not in 
session—not that that would make any difference on the constitutional 
question, but it would, if we believed the constitutional power exists, 
on the propriety of taking action. In this case the Legislature is in 
session; the State is rich and strong, and abundantly able to take care 
of these people; and if you furnish seed to them you will be called upon 
to furnish them to hundreds of others. 

Is there any reason why you should furnish to a poverty-stricken 
man in Texas what you decline to furnish to a poverty-stricken 
man in Dakota, who, owing to grasshopper raids or droughts, or some 
other unforeseen and unfortunate circumstance, has been compelled to 
find himself in the spring of the year without money to buy seed? I 
have seen the farmers of a whole region in the West deprived of seed, 
seed being brought hundreds of miles by wagon, and I never heard 
that they were unable to plant in the spring. There is not any com- 
munity in the United States, unless where there is a very extended 
calamity, where the people can not of their neighbors obtain seed upon 
credit. 

When wheat was $6 a bushel in the State of Colorado, when there 
was no wheat to be had except by sending off for it, the people were 
able without money to obtain credit sufficient to seed their ground, and 
so they are to-day in Texas, and so they are everywhere unless a whole 
State or more than a State should be included in the calamity. In this 
case there is but a little section, one corner of the State, a county or 
so as I understand. 

Mr. GEORGE. Forty counties, I understand. 

Mr. TELLER. Forty counties isa small portion of Texas, and there 
are only a few people in them. What is $10,000 to purchase seed for 
them? If there are forty counties, and you are going to give them 
any relief at all, you need more than $10,000. I do not see any neces- 
sity for the bill, and therefore I am going to vote against it; not be- 
cause under certain circumstances I would not vote for it; not because I 
might not find power to give to these people this assistance; but be- 
cause I am not convinced that it is necessary that the Government of 
the United States should interfere. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. TELLER. On that question the yeas and nays have been called 
for, I understand. 

Ta ya and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
absent Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxey]. Ido not know how he 
would vote on this question. Does his colleague know ? 

Mr. COKE. He would vote ‘‘ yea.” 
= Mr. DAWES. As the Senator from Texas would vote ‘‘ yea,” I vote 

yea. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
34, nays 16; as follows : 


YEAS—34. 
Beck, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Miller, Spouse, 
Blair, Farwell, Mitchell of Oreg., ance, 
Call, Frye, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Cameron, George, Payne, Walthall, 
Cheney, Gibson, Plumb, Williams, 
Coke, Hampton, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Conger, Hoar, Sabin, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
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NAYS—16. 

Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Ar 
Berry, e, Mitchell of Pa., Teller, 
Butler, Platt. Vest, 
Cullom, Hawley, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. 

ABSENT—26. 
Aldrich, Enstis, Kenna, m, 
Bowen, Fair, MeMi Riddleberger, 
Brown, Gorman, McPherson, ord, 
Camden, Gray, Mahone, Voorhees, 
Chace, Harrison, Maxey, Whitthorne. 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Morgan, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3178) for the relief of Charles Murphy, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration and thatit be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was to. 

Mr. gE from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. 2898) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the East River between the city of New York and Long Island, reported 
it with an amendment. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 

rpd the bill (S. 2374) granting a pension to Mrs. Arabella Codding- 

ton, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. 603) for the relief of J. R. Jones, late postmaster 

at Boydton, Va., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3218) granting an increase of pension to Maria Hunter, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Laura A. Wright, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted a re- 
por thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 3260) granting a pension to 

ura A. Wright; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the, Committee on to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2576) for the relief of William J. Martin, of Oregon, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3246) making ar appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the naval hospital park at Portsmouth, Va., reported it with- 
out amendment, 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5262) for the relief of Mrs. Frances Marshall, reported 
adversely thereon. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to have that bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let that order be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. Tk. 10394 aking appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, to report it, together with 

panne, fons and also with a written report. I give notice that I will 
call up the bill as early as possible after the passage of the pending ap- 
propriation bill, 
LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That 500 copies of the bill (S. 54) entitled “ An act to provide for the 
allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to 
extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the a over 
the Indians, and for other p ,”’ in form as it finally passed both Houses 
of Congress be printed for the use of the Senate. 


MILITARY ACADEMY REPORT. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the resolution to print 2,500 additional copies of 
the annual report of the Board of Visitors to the United States Military 
Academy for the year 1886, to reportit with anamendment. I ask for 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 

Resolved, That 2,500 additional copies of the annual report of Board of Visit- 
ors to the United States Military Academy for the year 1886 be printed; 2,000 for 
the use of the Senate, and 500 for the use of the Senate members of that board, 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was, in line 
five, after the word “printed,” to insert “and bound in paper covers;’’ 
s0 as to read: 


That 2,500 additional copies of the annual report of Board of Visitors to the 
United States Military Academy for the year 1886, be printed, and bound in 
paper covers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3261) to declare valid the titles 
to certain lands sold by the officers of the Land Department in Florida, 
for which patents have not yet been issued; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 3262) for the relief of Anson Nor- 
thrup, of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr, WILLIAMS submitted an amendment intended to be gaon 
by him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOWEN submitted an amendment intended to be p: by 
him to the bill (S, 3184) granting the Utah Midland Railway Company 
the right of way through the Uncompahgre and Uintah reservations, 
in the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RAILROAD LAND GRANTS IN IOWA. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following Reig which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 

Resolved, brent bgp nga dle cy ar aceboy fa. directed to fur- 


nish to the Senate, as soon a3 pi information in relation to what has 
me done under the land-grant act of Congress of May 12,1864 (13 Statutes U, 


§.,72), as follows: 
Copies of lines of a of railroads rae dence as relation vehi t 
ns o 


patents 
register see shel, of local land 


correspo: 
lating to restoration of lands to the United States; 
the counties of O’Brien, Dickinson, Sioux, Piymout „and Woodbury, of the 
baby following classes : 

Those within the 10-mile limits of the road of the Sioux City and Saint 
Paal Railroad Com: vang not within the 10-mile limits of the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee and Saint 

2. Th vos whihin the MOIN iina of aaia last-named road and not within the 
10-mile ‘imits of the former. 
p Those within the 10-mile limits of both said roads. 
4. Those vied ge the overlapping 20-mile limits of both roads, with a map show- 


Me Tie a it eer, ted to homestead claimants who were permitted 
to take only 80 acres of land in said counties named by reason of the first line 
of location of said Chi Milwaukee and Saint Paul road or its 

the McGregor Western lroad Copain = which are not within the 10- 
mile limits its of said road as constructed upon the last location of said road; a list 
of lands taken by pre-emption claimants within similar limits, with ma; show. 
ing both locations of roads and the lands so taken; a list of lands wit 
showing what, if any, lands were patented or certified to or for each prizes 

in said counties as lands in place which are not within the 10-mile limits oi said 
roads as constructed, and w. if any, portions of said roads have not been com- 
pleted, or if completed what, i er nformat of either has not been a as 
aland-grant ; With such nn 

whether either of said 


CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS. 


Mr. ALLISON and Mr. CALL addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida rise 
to morning business? 

Mr. CALL. I do not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to proceed to the consideration of the sun- 
dry civil bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before that motion is received the 
Chair is bound to submit a resolution which comes over from yesterday, 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. HARRIS yes- 
terday, as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday, the 7th instant, at the conclusion of the 
morning business for each day, unless upon motion the Senate shall at any time 
otherwise order, the Senate will proceed to the consideration of House and 
joint resolutions favorably reported on the Calendar, and continue such consid- 
orko until 2 o’clock, under the provisions of Rule VIII as herein modified, 

il the Calendar of such bills and resolutions has been completed, 

esd ALLISON. I think that will lead to debate. I ask the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee to let it go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it does lead to debate I shall not contest with the 
Senator; T shall not ask its consideration; but I had hoped the Senate 
was ready to act on the resolution without discussion. 

Mr. INGALLS. I desire to debate it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. I shall not insist on its consideration 
this morning. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


joint resolution; in which it requested 


nec 
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Clerk, announced that the House had 


the following bills and 
e concurrence of the Senate: 
need R. 38) for the relief of Alfred Hedberg; 


rents £ E a A amar. 
A for the removal of the charge of desertion against 
the record of Johnson 8. Prall; 

A bill (H. R. 798) for the relief of Stephen O’Connor; 

A bill (H. R. 1173) to correct the record of Capt. Edmond G. Fechét; 

A bill (H. R. 1449) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Henry B. Jay; 

A bill (H. R. 1686) to repeal certain provisions of the act ap ome 
March 3, 1875, relating to the purchase of arms for the useof the 

A bill (H. R. 1710) for the relief of T. J. Payne; 

A bill (H. R. 2075) to provide for the location and erection of a 
branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky Mount- 


ains; 

A bill (H. R. 2208) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
liver to the rightful owners the contents of — boxes deposited in 
the Treasury Department by the Secretary of 

A bill (H. R. 3600) for the removal of the pact of desertion from 
John Rockwell, late a private in Company F, One hundred and twenty- 
first Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 4260) for the relief of Henry Linebaugh, late of Com- 

y A, Third Tennessee Mounted Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 4709) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of William A. Wighaman; 

A bill (H. R. 4727) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Philip Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 5056) for the relief of George Lemon; 

A bill (H. R. 5289) affirming the action of the President of the United 
States in annulling and revoking an order di ing Martin H. Mc- 
Chesney from service in the armies of the United States and honorably 

said McChesney from said service; 

A bill (H. R. 5935) to remove the charge of desertion against Will- 
iam Figley; 

A bill (H. R. 6066) to authorize the sale of the United States bar- 
racks’ property in the city of Newport, Ky., and the purchase of a new 
site and the erection of buildings thereon; 

A bill (H. R. 6535) to close the account of Franklin W. McCauley; 

A bill (H. R. 6712) for the relief of William N. Canady; 

A bill (H. R. 6758) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank 
on officers of the Army for gallant services in Indian campaigns; 

A bill (H. R. 6937) for the relief of George D. Paul; 

A bill i R. 7176) for the relief of Isaac Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 7209) to authorize the construction of a graveled road 
to the Richmond National Cemetery, near Richmond, Va; 

A bill (H. R. 7819) to establish the order of promotion in the Medi- 
cal Department of the Army; 

A bill R. 7996) for the relief of William J. Mulvey; 

A bill (H. R. 8030) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the 
Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores 
issued to said Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8319) for the relief of Martin Coughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 8331) to regulate the pay of the officers of the Army 
and Navy who refuse or neglect to provide for the support of their fam- 


ilies; 

A bill (H. R. 8591) directing the Secretary of War to cause the name 
of Fred B. Barnes to be entered as a private on the muster-roll of Com- 
pany I, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8593) for the repair and preservation of the road here- 
tofore constructed by the Government, leading from Vicksburg to the 
national cemetery adjacent thereto; 

A bill (H. R. 8620) for the relief of Henry Durkee; 

A bill Ve R. 8922) for the relief of Henry East; 

Foote i H. R. 9339) granting the right of way to the Prescott and 

ntral Railway Company across the Whipple Barracks Mili- 
tary a AAAA in Arizona 

A bill i R. 9446) for the relief of Robert W. Spang; 

A bill (H. R. 9486) to correct the military record of Capt. James H. 
Bone, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9860) to correct the record of the military service of 
James W. Kingon; 

A bill = R. A "9905) for the relief of William C. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 10048) to authorize the Fremont, Elkhorn and Mis- 
souri Valley Railroad to build its road across the Fort Meade Military 
Reservation; : 

A bill (H. R. ren for the relief of Andrew J. Edgerly; 

as (H. R. 10790) authorizing the President to return the Twiggs 
BWO! 

A bill (H. R. 10804) to effect a re-arrangement of grades of office in 
the Adjutant-General’s Department of the Army; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 19) for the relief of Silas D. Baldwin. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 388) to grant the right of way through the Fort Bliss Mili- 
tary Reservation to the Rio Grande and El Paso Railroad Company; 


A bill (S. 129) authorizing the Secre tary of War to adjust and settle 
the account for arms, ammunition, and accouterments between the Ter- 
ritory of Montana and the United States; and 

A bill (8. 2652) for the construction of a military telegraph line from 
Sanford, Fla., to Point Jupiter, Florida, and the establishment of a sig- 
nal station. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1119) to provide for the appointment of hospital stewards 
in the United States Army, and to fix their pay and allowance; 

A bill (S. 1154) to authorize the city of Newport, R. I., to use the 
site of Fort Greene as a public park; and 

A bill (S. 2477) making an appropriation for the establishment and 
erection of a military post near the city of Denver, in the State of 
Colorado. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to proceed to the consideration of the sun- 
dry civil bill 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10072) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, the pending ques~ 
tion being on the amendment of Mr. PLUMB, in line 1350, before the 
word ‘‘ thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ” and insert **ten;”? so 
as to make the clause read: 

For surveys and resurveys of public lands, at rates not exceeding $9 per linear 
mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and $5 for section lines, 
= 000; and of the sum hereby appropriated $10,000, or so much thereof as may 

be necessary, may be expended for the examin ition of surveys in the field. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to hearsome reason for thatchange. Con- 
sidering the greatdifficulty they have had in regard to the surveys here- 
nore made, perhaps $10,000 would not be at all sufficient for that pur- 


Sie ALLISON. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] offered the 
amendment. I will send for him. 

Mr. BECK. Letit be passed over informally until he comes in, with- 
out losing its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. At this stage of the bill I desire tosubmit some ob- 


PERSEN sng the inquiry put to me last evening by the Senator 
from Connectiout [M Mr. PLATT]. 
Mr. HOAR. i ave to be Stan at a committee meeting very soon 


for many hours, and the amendment I want to offer I think will be re- 
ceived without any sort of objection. I should like to offer it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I move an amendment to come in after the provisions 
about the Library of Congress; I do not now remember the line. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Can the Senator indicate the ? 

iconten: HOAR. I desire it to comein after the provisions for the Library 

o 

Mr. ALLISON. Page 101 is the place. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. On page 101, after line 2452, I move to 


=| insert: 


That the Secretary of State, the Librarian of Con wags and the Secretary ofthe 
Smithsonian Institution, and their successorsin o! are hereby constituted a 

commission whose duty itshall be to ahead cbs to Congress the character and value 
of the historical and other man est GR belonging to the Government of the 
United States, and what method and policy should be pursued in regard to 
editing and publishing the same, or any of them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. There will be no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], in line 1350, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘“‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ten.’’ 

Mr. BECK. Before the vote is taken I wish to say a word, as I 
asked to have that amendment passed over until the Senator from 
Kansas came in. Ido not know whether $10,000 is enough to provide 
for looking into these surveys and resurveys. I understand that quite 
a number of them have to be re-examined, and perhaps this changes 
the adjustment in such a way that it can not be done sufficiently. 

Mr. PLUMB. Of course, if the Department is able to show, as I 
think it will not be, that it needs $25,000 to inspect $25,000 worth of 
surveys, of course the conference committee will yield the point; but 
on the face of the thing, this is entirely out of proportion. I remind 
the Senate of what I stated yesterday, that when this provision was be- 
fore the Senate at the last session the Senate by a vote followed the 
committee in making this amount $10,000 in place of $25,000, and in 
conference the amount of $25,000 was restored. I only ask that the 
Senate repeat its action of last year. Of course if there can be any 
ln made that $25,000 is necessary, the office will have it and ought 
to have it. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BOWEN. On page 6, after line 116, I move to insert: 

For repairs on the United States mint building at Denyer, Colo., $2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 3, after line 60, I move to amend by adding : 


For the foundation of the public building at Key West, Fla., $8,000. 


That has been recommended by a report of the Supervising Archi- 
tect of the Treasury in consequence of a discovery made that the found- 
ation will have to be repaired by artificial means underground, and we 
have now expended a considerable amount of money on that building. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, yesterday the Senator from Connec- 
ticut [Mr. PLATT] inquired of me whether or not there would be a 
surplus in the Treasury in case Congress, before the end of the session, 
should make appropriations in accordance with the estimates of the 
Treasury Department. I think, perhaps, in my desire to complete the 
bill last night, I failed to state all that I should have stated in response 
to that inquiry. 

The regular estimates of the Departments, submitted by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; amounted to $376,000,000 in round numbers; but 
since that time there have been added supplemental and other esti- 
mates amounting to considerable sums, as, for example, there is an es- 
mate of nearly $5,000,000 to carry out the provisions of the Mexican 
pension bill. As yet no estimates have been submitted of the amount 
required for the pu of carrying out the disability pension bill 
which has both Houses, but has not yet received the signature of 
the President, It is safe to assume that during the next year $7,000,- 
000 or $8,000,000 will be required for that purpose. There have been 
already submitted estimates for deficiencies amounting to $7,000,000 
more. So the total of the estimates for the next fiscal year, without 
including miscellaneous appropriations, will amount to $395,000,000. 
I think it is safe to assume that Congress will not appropriate fully up 
to the estimates. 

Mr. PLATT. Why not, if the Senator will permit me to ask a ques- 
tion? And if he will permit me another word, I will say that these 
officers of the Departments are supposed to know what the wants of the 
Government are upon an economical scale. Now the question that I 
want to have answered is whether they have estimated the Government 
expenditure upon a scale which is extravagant or upon a scale which is 
economical, and if economical why do we not appropriate according to 
their estimates? 

Mr. ALLISON. Taking the total of the estimates, they include va- 
rious things that can be done this year or can be postponed until next 
year; and therefore, without saying that the estimates are either extrava- 
gantor improvident, Congress may not feel willing to enter upon all the 
expenditures which are proposed in the Book of Estimates. So I would 
not say that the estimates of the Departments are extravagant esti- 
mates, although I will sag that in some respects they are in excess of 
estimates hitherto made by prior Departmental officers and in excess, 
perhaps, of the immediate necessity of the Government. 

As I have said, the estimates for next year are $395,000,000. The 
revenues are conjectural, necessarily. Curiously enough, perhaps nat- 
urally enough, the Secretary of the Treasury this year makes no esti- 
mate in his report as to the revenues in the future. It has been the 
custom of former Secretaries of the Treasury to make estimates for the 
current fiscal year, giving the actual returns for the period prior to the 
meeting of Congress, including the entire first quarter of the year, and 
then estimating for the remainder of the year, and estimating the re- 
ceipts also for the next ensuing fiscal year. A careful examination of 
the law discloses the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury is not 
bound to make those estimates. So we have no actual guide as to what 
the revenue either of the current fiscal year or of the fiscal year for 
which we are now appropriating will be, except that derived from the 
estimates made last year, and from the receipts of the first six months, 
up to the first of January of this fiscal year. 

Mr. PLATT. May I make another inquiry? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. Linquire whether this estimate of $395,000,000 in- 
cludes any considerable sum for coast defenses ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Itincludes, for fortifications, $5,000,000. The total 
Navy estimate is $20,000,000. So I assume that these estimates do 
not include what we should regard as a sufficient expenditure for coast 
defenses, or for the Navy, if we enter upon that subject. 

Mr. PLATT. Five million dollars for fortifications is practically 
what the Senate appropriated in the last fortification biU, and that is 
still in conference between the Senate and House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. We passed a bill providing for $6,000,000. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to ask my colleague whether there 
is included in the $395,000,000 the amount that is to be carried to the 
sinking fund. : 

Mr. ALLISON. That is included. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Together with the standing ap, iations? 

Mr. ALLISON. All permanent appropriations are included in the 
$395,000,000 and the Secretary’s estimate of what should be applied to 
the sinking fund, thirty-six and a half million dollars. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifthen it should be deemed advisable to spend a 
larger sum than $5,000,000 for coast defenses during the next fiscal 
year that would increase the estimate beyond the $395,000, 000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Tothat extent; and if we should appropriate more 
than $20,000,000 for the Navy, that excess should be added. The 
naval appropriation bill, as reported to the House of Representatives, 
provides $22,000,000 for the Navy. 

What will probably be the receipts for the next fiscal year? The 
total receipts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, were $336,000,- 
000, as stated by the Secretary of the Treasury in his report, and by 
the Treasurer, and by the President in his message; but that does not 
include the receipts from postal revenue, and those receipts should be 
added to the $336,000,000. 

Mr. McPHERSON. How much are they? 

Mr. ALLISON. They were, for the year 1886, $43,948,000, or, in 
round numbers, $44,000,000. So thatthe receipts forthe year amounted, 
in round numbers, to $380,000,000. This year the Postmaster-General 
estimates that the postal revenues will be $50,000,000 next year. I 
think, in view of the actual receipts of last year, that is an excessive 
estimate. I do not believe they will reach $50,000,000 next year, but 
assuming that they will reach $50,000,000, and assuming that the or- 
dinary revenues of the Government will be what they were last year, 
$336,000,000, we have, in round numbers, $386,000,000 as the current 
receipts for 1888. These receipts will not be added to, except from 
duties on imports. Whatever increase of receipts there may be will be 
found to be from customs duties. The customs receipts for the year 
1886 were $192,000,000. Of course I am speaking now only in round 
numbers. The customs receipts for the first six months of this fiscal 
year, in round numbers, were $107,000,000. So there has been an in- 
crease of $10,000,000 in the customs receipts this year as compared 
with last, so far. 

Assuming that this will continue, the customs receipts for the cur- 
rent year will be $214,000,000, and assuming that they will be the 
same for the next year that will be the amount of the customs receipts. 
The total receipts for the first half of this fiscal year amount to $180,- 
000,000 in round numbers, so that on the Ist of July we shall prob- 
ably have a total revenue of $360,000,000 for this current year as com- 
pared with $336,000,000 for the last year, because in this estimate for 
the current year I do not include the postal receipts, nor are they in- 
cluded in the statement of $336,000,000 for last year. So weshall have 
then for the next fiscal year $360,000,000 of receipts and a probable ex- 

nditure of $395,000,000. During the first six months of the current 

year the actual receipts have been from customs, $107,408, 120,49; 
from internal-revenue, $57,642,779;°°;; from miscellaneous sources, 
$15,632,007,47,; total, $180,683,007;4%;. For the month of January 
just closed the total receipts from all sources have been $28,395,921 fy. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Iowa if he does not 
think he ought to make some difference between the first half of 
the year and the last half of the year as to the ponpe on customs 
revenue? Ithink they are much larger in the first of the fiscal 
year than in the last half. 

Mr. ALLISON. It happens so sometimes, and sometimes it is the 
reverse, so that I do not think it is accurate to make any such state- 
ment. 

I say the receipts may be expected to be $360,000,000 next year. Add 
the estimated postal revenues and the receipts will be $410,000,000. 
Then take the estimates as su by the Senator from Connecticut 
as the measure of our expenditures for 1887-’88, to which should be 
added the pension legislation, and we have a total expenditure of 
$395,000,000 which will make the surplus—which was the question 
suggested to me by the Senator from Connecticut—$15, 000,000, assam- 
ing now that we comply with the law relating to the sinking fund. In 
order to comply with that law we are compelled to buy bonds in the 
open market, either four-and-a-halfs or 4 percents., or what are known 
as the currency sixes, being the bonds issued to the Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. Why does the Senator say ‘‘assuming that we pur- 
chase bonds for the sinking fand”? Is not the law imperative? Can 
there be any question but what the Government will provide accord- 
ing to law for the sinking fund? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a question whether the Government is 
bound to purchase in the open market at a large premium its own 
bonds for the purpose of complying with the sinking-fund law, when 
in fact the sinking fund now is over $300,000,000 in excess of the re- 
quirements of that fund as provided for by the act of 1862. 

Mr. TELLER. I will call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
peri the sinking fund provides not fora total amount, but for so much 

ear. 

Me ALLISON. I give my own answer, which is that this Govern- 
ment, in my judgment, is not bound by law or by faith to the 
bondholders to purchase, at a premium, bonds of the United States not 
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et due, when this sinking fund projected for their benefit is morethan | Mr. BECK. It includes all that may be spent for public buildings 


,000,000 in advance of the general requirements of the law provid- 
ing a sinking fund. That is my view. 

I admit, however, that the letter of the law requiring the setting 
apartof 1 percent. of the total debt of the United States each year, as 
the law stands now, is a requirement; but that law can be so changed 
in good faith as not to require that thatshall be done; but it is a ques- 
tion whether or not the promoters of that law intended that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should go into the open market and pay 
28 per cent. premium for bonds in order to comply with its provisions. 

Mr. INGALLS. How has it happened then, the law being impera- 
tive as to the annual amount to be set aside for the sinking fund, that 
it is now $300,000,000 in excess of the amount that should be so held 
for that purpose? 

Mr. ALLISON, That isa mere question of arithmetic, as the Sen- 
ator from Kansas will certainly see. The law requires that 1 percent. 
shall be set apart annually. 

Mr. INGALLS. No more and no less? 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not say ‘‘no more and no less,” but im- 
pliedly it meansnoless. Now, the Governmentof the United States has 
purchased and put in the sinking fund, as I think it had a right to do, 
a sum largely in excess of the amount required by the 1-per cent. re- 
quirement. For many years we did not purchase bonds at all, because 
we were selling bonds, and for other years we have purchased, I believe, 
as high as $130,000,000 of bonds for the purpose of the sinking fund. 

Mr. BECK, The Senator from Iowa I think could answer that by 
saying that we passed an additional law authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to meet any bonds that were payable with any surplus 
revenue we had, and that made the excess. 

Mr. ALLISON, That is a very good answer, although the law did 
not specifically require that those bonds should be put in the sinking 
fund, which I understand to bethe inquiry of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PLATT, Iam glad I have listened to this very lucid explana- 
tion of the prospective revenues and ditures for the next fiscal 
year. I understand from it that if Congress makes the appropriations 
which are really needed according to the estimates which have been 
submitted by the Departments there will not be a surplus of receipts 
over and above the expenditures, which wiil be likely to exceed, say, 
$50,000,000 at the outside. The Senator from Iowa does not give as 
much room as that for a surplus. 

But I want to say, Mr. President, that if we are not to have a sur- 
plus for the next fiscal year exceeding $50,000,000, I desire to be 
reckoned as an opponent of any scheme which will lessen that surplus, 
and I do not want this Congress to adjourn until it has provided in 
some way that a sum equal to $50,000,000, or nearly equal to $50,000,- 
000, beimmediately available to commence, a system of coast de- 
fense in the United States. I think Congress will be negligent of its 
duty, will be justly and severely criticised by the people, will have 
forgotten the best interests of the country, ifit shall adjourn without 
haying made such a provision; and I for one want to be counted as an 
opponent of any scheme which shall reduce the revenues of this Gov- 
ernment to a point where there will not be plenty of money to inau- 
goan and carry on most vigorously a thorough system for coast de- 

enses in the country. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I heard rather indistinctly the statement 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and I do not pro- 
pose to contradict anything that he has said without very careful ex- 
amination, I will see what he has said in the RECORD in the morn- 
ing; butI think heis mistaken as to the estimates running up to $396,- 
000,000, as I understood him. 

Mr, ALLISON. The estimates in the Book of Estimates amount to 
$376,000,000 in round numbers—not quite that sum, three hundred 
and seventy-five millions and some odd thousands. 

Mr. BECK. I have it in my Book of Estimates $325,000,000, on 

e 246. 

sis ALLISON. But that statement does not include the postal 
expenditures; and confusion is constantly created because the Treasury 
Department’s and our accounts here are not alike in that respect. They 
only give the deficiencies in the postal revenues usually in their state- 
ments, while in our appropriations we appropriate the whole amount. 
So if the Senator will add $50,000,000 of estimated revenues from the 
Post-Office Department to the $325,000,000 he will have exactly the 
estimated expenditure as proposed by the Treasury Department. I 
have added to that the $7,000,000 of deficiencies which are already 
estimated for by the Secretary of the Treasury, I have added to it 
$5,000,000 as the estimated amount required topay the Mexican war 
pensions, and I have added to it also an estimate of $7,000,000 or 
$8,000,000 for the purpose of paying the disabled soldiers their pen- 
sions. Taking these three items in addition to the estimates made in the 
Book of Estimates, we have an expenditure proposed of $395,000,000. 
That is my statement. 

Mr. BECK. The chairman may be correct. Those estimates when 
they are analyzed I think will embrace all the work that the engineers 
say they could carry on provided they were allowed the money. 

Mr. ALLISON. It includes only $10,000,000 for a river and harbor 
bill, 


provided we see fit to finish them all in one year, and includes a great 
many things which are merely advisory as to carrying out what has been 
provided for by law. 

There will be, however, another appropriation bill up for considera- 
tion pretty soon, and I do not want any question raised now to impede 
the of this bill; but I will take care to look into this matter, 
and if I am not mistaken I can show that the surplus revenue this 
year will be nearer $90,000,000 than $15,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Without reference to the sinking fund? 

Mr. BECK. There is no such thing as a sinking fund and can not 
be. We absolutely give away our money to enhance the price of bonds. 
Does the Senator from Colorado believe that it ever was intended that 
if the sinking fund was $25,000,000 a year, and we had a surplus of 
$50,000,000, and applied that $50,000,000 one year, we were still obliged 


‘to apply $25,000,000 the next year to make up the deficiency, or let 


that money lie idle and bear no interest in order to wait for the Ist day 
of July to come? The whole idea of the sinking fund was that we 
should at least pay 1 cent. per annum to let the bondholder know 
that the debt would be liquidated in time and not be considered a per- 
manent debt; and if we had a surplus at any time, in advance of what 
we had agreed to do, and applied it so as to preventit from being locked 
up in the Treasury and to save the interest, the bondholder and every- 
body who was to be protected by that sinking fund got the security as 
absolutely as if it lay idle till the beginning of another year and then 
was so applied. The total result is that three hundred and odd mill- 
ion dollars, 'as the Senator from Iowa says—I think $500,000,000—has 
already been applied above all that any sinking-fund law requires, ac- 
cording to any construction that can be given to it. ButIdo not want 
to go into that question now. I want this bill to pass, and therefore 
am seeking to avoid discussion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not wish to open up a discussion of this ques- 
tion; yet the Senator from Connecticut asked me last evening a ques- 
tion which I did not fully respond to then and I completed the response 
this morning. I want to say to the Senator from Kentucky that my 
statement was in reply to the Senator from Connecticut, which was, 
if we appropriate up to the estimates in every particular, what will the 
surplus be? I stated this morning—the Senator perhaps did not give 
attention to that—that in my judgment we would not appropriate 
within several millions of dollars of the estimates of the Departments. 
We never have done so, and I presume we shall not do so this session. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon of the Senator from Iowa, because I am 
desirous not to contradict him, for I know how careful he usually is; 
but I could not help the expression of some surprise at the idea that 
the surplus would be so small in the face of all that we are advised in 
regard to it, and I said I would take the time if need be on some 
other appropriation bill to give my reasons for dissenting from him. 
If I find in the RECORD that he is correct I shall take care not to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Kentucky asks me what I think 
about the statute.. The Senator from Iowa proposed to state what the 
men who passed this statute intended. I have been educated to un- 
derstand that the plain words of a statute were not to be construed 
away. I have always been educated to understand that the executive 
department of the Government has nothing to do with the propriety 
or impropriety of the passage of a bill. It is their duty to execute the 
law as they find it upon the statute book. Ifind that the sinking fund 
is provided for as follows in the act of February 25, 1862: 

Sxc.5, And be it further enacted, Thatall duties on imported goods shall be paid 
in coin, or in notes payable on demand heretofore author to be issued and 
by law receivable in payment of public dues, and the coin so paid shall be set 
apart as a special fund, and shall be applied as follows: 

First. To the payment in coin of the interest on the bonds and notes of the 
United States. 

Second. To the purchase or payment of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the 
United States, to be made within each fiscal year after the Ist day of July, 1862, 
which is to be set apart as a sinking fund, and the interest of which shall in like 
manner be oe to the purchase or payment of the public debt as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall from time to time direct. 

Third. The residue thereof to be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

Certain bonds were to be applied to the sinking fund and all other 
United States bonds redeemed or paid by the United States were to be 
canceled and destroyed. Itwas never contemplated by anybody when 
this legislation occurred that the Government of the United States was 
simply to pay off its debt by installments of 1 per cent. per annum. 
Nobody thought of that. It is true that that clause was probably put 
in the law for the purpose of strengthening the bonds. It is undoubt- 
edly true that it was in the interest of the people who were to buy Gov- 
ernment securities, to give them character and to give them strength; 
and it was probably a wise proposition then; certainly it is there in 
unmistakable terms that this executive department of the Government 
is bound to recognize, and unless that statute is repealed, in my judg- 
ment it is bound to buy these bonds as it can. Ido not say that it is 
wise policy; I do not say that it is right; but it is the law. I repeat 
again that it is the duty of the executive departments of the Govern- 
ment to enforce existing law, which I am sorry to say they do not al- 
ways do. But I will not go into that. 

It is not any answer to the assertion for the Senator from Kentucky 
to ask me do I think it is wise to pay great interest. That is a ques- 
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tion for us here; that is a question for the legislative branch of the 
Government to determine; and if we sit still and leave the law upon 
the statute book as it is till all the bonds that are Low payable are 
paid, then it will he the duty of the Government to buy the other 
bonds each year or else it will violate the plain, unmistakable langage 
of the statute. I do not know what it will do. I have notany idea— 
I will not say that, for I have—but I do not know what it will do. I 
think, however, in all calculations that we are making with reference 
to the revenue and its reduction we should take into consideration a 
belief that the executive department will enforce the law, and if we do 
not want that to be done it is our duty to legislate upon the subject. 

The country has been full of complaints of the great amount of money 
coming into the United States Treasury. IadmitI have heard no com- 
plaints of that kind. I do not believe any considerable portion of the 
people of the United States anywhere are to-day eg ere that 
there is too much money going into the Treasury of the United States. 
I donot believe to-day that 1 per cent. of the people of the United States 
are complaining of the rates of taxation either on imports or by way of 
internal revenue. I do not believe that that is the cause of complaint; 
but the complaint is that when this money comes into the A 
there it is locked up and kept where the public do not have the use of 
it, and it ceases to be of any practical benefit to the people of the United 

tates. 

Every monthly statement that comes from the Treasury Department 
shows us an increasing amount of money in the Treasury; every 
monthly statement shows an increase that is destructive of the busi- 
ness interests of the country; and yet we sit here and hesitate to leg- 
islate upon that subject, and we say the remedy is not to pay the money 
out, not to provide for paying your debts, and not for the purpose of 
conducting the Governmentas it ought to be conducted, but you should 
go to work and see how you can prevent the money from coming into 
the Treasury. It is exactly as if a great manufacturing establishment 
was getting too much money, and they commenced saying, ‘‘ We will 
not take out any,” when they have opportunities to pay it ont, and pay 
it out with profit. - 

I am not going over this subject in detail. We havein the Treasury 
of the United States a very large amount of money now that is not 
needed there. It is a crime against the public that it is there, and if 
the executive department has not the authority to pay it out, then the 
responsibility should be laid at the door of the legislative department, 
that they do not provide for the proper payment of this money for 
some proper purpose. If we have not any other proper thing to pay 
it for, then let us provide how the Treasury Department may pay the 
public debt, upon what plan or upon what principle it may say to the 
people who own the debt that is not yet due, that it will pay it. 
But, sir, we need not do that. There are plenty of opportunities, and 
wise opportunities, to pay out the excess of revenue that is in the Treas- 
ury, and all that will come in, if there should be $90,000,000 of sur- 
plus next year. 

A few days ago the Admiral of the Navy sent to a distinguished mem- 
ber of the other House a letter which appears in the RECORD, and the 
astonishing statement is there made by the Admiral of the American 
Navy that with all the ships that we have got we have one ship only 
that could in three months do service if we were assailed, and that ship 
has upon it one single gun. He makes a statement over his signature 
that can not be misunderstood or mistaken, He says the Dolphin is 
the only vessel we have got thatcould be put to sea within three months. 

Think of it, Mr. President! Yet we are crying out against the sur- 
plus that is coming into the Treasury when we are without a fortifica- 
tion on any of our coasts, with all our great seaports that could be 
raided by any of the fifth-rate powers of the world. Chili, China, 
Japan, Spain, or any of the inferior nations, when compared with ours, 
could wipe out every seacoast city that we have got; and not only that, 
Mr. President, but every city on the great lakes, By our treaty with 
Great Britain we agreed to keep on those lakes but one war vessel, a 
vessel that to-day, I understand, has a cast-iron gun, used to announce 
the rising and the setting of the sun, and scarcely good for that. Eng- 
land could put on the great lakes a fleet that would knock down every 
single town on the great lakes in twenty-four hours; while we were 
endeavoring not to build a navy because we had time to determine 
whether we ought to build a navy. With the Welland Canal they have 
access to the lakes, and they could put in their fleets of iron-clad war 
vessels and bombard Chicago, Detroit, Cleveland, and all the great 
cities on the lakes. 

Mr. President, is this wisdom? Is it worth while to spend our time 
in determining what shall be the reduction of the revenue when we 
have the necessity for such a vast expenditure? Spain is not regarded 
to-day as a first-class nation, and yet her war vessels are all over the 
world, and recently Spain mortgaged her forests and her public lands 
for $45,000,000 to put into war-ships. Wenot only have not any ships, 
wenot only have not any fortifications, but we have notany guns. Only 
a few days ago the press published a telegram that Great Britain had 
sent across to the western coast more efficient guns than the United 
States was able to muster all told. Let me call attention to what the 
Admiral says about the numberof guns. In the letter to which I have 


called attention, and which I commend to the perusal of Senators, he 
says: 

It is not twenty, nor forty, nor a hundred guns that wo require, but it is 
thousands of them, es yin a country whose motto seems to be “festina 
lenie.” England has such a start of us that she has to-day 7,000 rifled guns that 
she can bring into action in time of war, France has 6,000, and Russia about 
5,000. Here you have at once three ea powers combined with 18,000 
high-powered guns, while we can boast of but 29, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair), The hour 
of 2 o’clock ha arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the ed business, which is the bill (S. 2578) to prohibit 
members of Congress from acting as attorneys or employés for railroad 
companies holding charters or having received grant of lands or pecu- 
niary aid from the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that bill be informally laid aside. 

Mr. BECK. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked to lay 
aside informally the unfinished business until the pending bill has been 
completed. The Chair hears no objection, and that order will be made. 
The sundry civil bill continues before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. TELLER. The Admiral continues: 


We have some old 8-inch rifles, converted from 11-inch smooth-bores, by which 
a good smooth-bore was spoiled and ajpoor rifle was made, 
s s * s 
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There should be at least six hundred of the heaviest high-powered guns pur- 
chased abroad at once for the use of the Army and Navy, so as to have armaments 
for our ships assoon as they are built, and to be able to defend the principal cities 
of the Union, which are e to be attacked by any nation. Itis not Great 
Britain, Russia, France, or Germany that we have to fear in our weakness so 
much as some of the small South American countries. Even Venezuela is about 
purchasing ironclads in Europe, it is supposed to resist the 
clas than 20 pay a debt that docs not altogeti 

Mr. President, we have been going on in this way for agreat many 
years, We have been practically without war vessels, practically with- 
ont seacoast defenses for many years. There was at one time some 
excuse, and that was when the country was uncertain whether it was 
ever going to be able to pay its great debt or not. But since the debt 
has so ch apen reduced, since money has accumulated in the 
Treasury in such quantities, there can be no further reason why we 
should not make p tions for the defense of our seacoast. 

I know it has been said on this floor that you did not need forts, that 
you did not need ships, that modern science had provided another 
method .of meeting a hostile fleet, and that was by torpedo. But 
you can not use a torpedo on any of the coast unless you have a place 
at which you can put your men that is bomb-proof. And as the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] suggests, we have not got any 
torpedoes, and they could not be madeinaday. We are absolutely 
at the mercy of every people who choose to assail us, and I listened 
with astonishment the other day when the question was asked, ‘‘ do 
you mean war?’ There is no nation in the world that is so unready 
for war to-day as the people of the United States. We could be buf- 
feted and insulted by the smallest power in the world, and we should 
be compelled, fora time at least, to submit in humiliation and chagrin. 

Take the Pacific coast. There isa hundred million dollars in the 
subtreasury in the city of San Francisco. A single ironclad in that 
harbor could compel the authorities to put every dollar of it on that 
vessel, or suffer the consequence of the destruction of the city. An 
ironclad coming into New York Harbor could levy tribute of millions 
and millions upon that city, and if the state of affairs existed that ex- 
isted one hundred and fifty years ago in the world, when privateers 
went out, or pirates more properly speaking, we should be at the 
mercy of a common pirate. And yet we sit here day after day and do 
nothing except toconsult as to how we may reduce the revenue, whether 
we ought not to take the tax off , and whether we ought not to 
take the tax off tobacco, or whether the tariff should not be reduced 
upon imports in some respects. 

Mr. President, I live in the interior. The people whom I represent 
have not any special interest in this. They are away and would be 
away from the noise of war, because that kind of war would be upon 
the coast and the coast only. But the people there believe it to be the 
duty of the Government of the United States to put itself in position 
where it can be independent of the powers of the world. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] said here the other day thatall 
the forces of the world, of five worlds like this, could not subdue us upon 
our own soil. That may be true. We can create an army in a night. 
You cannot create a navy in two or three years. You can not build a 
gun ina year and a half. You cannot build fortifications under two or 
three years; and when six millions is proposed there are Senators on this 
floor and others in publie life who are staggered at the vast sum of 
money that is going into fortifications on the coast. Torpedo shelter 
could not be built with it. 

Mr. President, I think it is the duty of the legislative department of 
the United States—for it is only responsible for this neglect—to at once 
take some steps, not to reduce the revenue, not to see how little money 
can comein, butto put usin a position where we shall not be disgraced * 


by the Admiral, the highest officer of our Navy, declaring to the world 
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that of all the ships we have got that we could m into use to-day there 
is but one, and that has upon it one single gan! As an American I am 
ashamed of the showing. I read it with I knew it was true. 
The people of the United States believe that it is the duty of the legis- 
lative department to go to work and devise some method by which the 
coast may be protected; and that necessitates the building of guns, and 
that necessitates the building of ships. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to another thing, that the 
money is now in the with which it may be done; and 95 per 
cent. of every dollar that shall be put into a fortification, 95 per cent. 
of every dollar that shall be put into a great gun, 95 per cent. of every 
dollar that shall be put into a great ship is paid to American labor, is 
money well spent to start the wheels of business and all ents 
of commerceand trade. Itisnota waste. The maintenance of a great 
army in time of peace is a waste of money. Iam not in favor of it. 
We know the spirit of the American people and know we can make sol- 
diers out of them ina day, not as good as they will be after a year’s 
service, but we can make soldiers out of them at once. But, I repeat, 
you can not build ships and you can not build fortifications, and you 
can not make guns in a day; these things require money and require 
time, patience, industry, and skill. 

Mr. President, this discussion may seem foreign to the pending bill, 
but whenever there is a question of the reduction of the revenue, and 
whenever a bill comes in here of this character we always hear some- 
thing about the reduction of the revenue, and we are admonished that 
the revenue is too great. I want to pnt in my protest, as the Senator 
from Connecticut did his. I am opposed to the reduction of the rev- 
enue in any branch of the Government until preparation is made for 
the defense and honor of this country commensurate with its greatness 
and its internal strength, With more money in its Treasury than all 
the other combined powers of the world, with more money coming in, 
with a people who have the ability to pay, and the willingness to pay, we 
are the laughing-stock and the scorn of the smallest nation of the earth. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amendment 
the bill will be re to the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations for an explanation of the purpose of the proviso on the 
fourteenth commencing in line 314. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the bill will be to the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing to wait until the bill is in the Senate 
before I ask my question. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Idesire to call theattention of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to what must have been an oversight on the 
part of the committee. By the act ep pedia July 7, 1886, entitled ‘‘An 
act providing for the establishment of certain light-houses and fog-sig- 
nals, and for other purposes,’’ provision was made for the purchasing of 


a site and establishing of a number of light-houses, among others one at | th 


San Luis Obispo, Cal., $50,000; at Point Sur, California, $100,000; at 
Castle Hill, Rhode Island, $10,000; above Pulpit Point, Whitehall Nar- 
rows, New York, a light to guide vessels through said narrows, $200; 
also for the erection of a light-house on Crabtree’s (so called), 
between Bean Island and the mainland of Crabtree’s Ni in French- 
man’s Bay, Hancock County, Maine, $25,000; Deer Island, in Boston 
Harbor, Massachusetts, $35,000; also for the establishment of a light- 
house at Two Harbors, Minn., $10,000; for a light-house on Gould 
Island, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, $10,000. Appropriations were 
made in the sundry civil bill at the last session of Congress 

lo places provided forin that bill: Castle Hill, Rhode Island; White- 
hall Narrows, New York; Crabtree’s Ledge light-house, Maine; Deer 
Island light-house and fog-signal, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; Two 
Harbors light-house, Minnesota; and all the rest, with a single excep- 
tion, have been put in the pending bill, the exception being the light- 
house at Cape Meares, Tillamook Bay, Oregon. The act to which I 
have called attention provides as follows in reference to that: 

Also for the purchase of a site and the construction of a first-order const light- 
house at Cape Meares, Tillamook Bay, Oregon, the cost of which shall not ex- 
ceed the sum of $60,000. 

In the report of the Light-House Board the steps taken under the 
sundry civil act of last session to execute the act of July 7, 18886, 
are stated. Ina furtherletter from the Light-House Board to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in which are specified those light-houses that are 
deemed indispensable to the commerce of the country, this light at 
Cape Meares, Tillamook Bay, Oregon, is mentioned. It is also con- 
tained in the Book of Estimates. On page 162 I find: 

Cape Meares light-station, Oregon: For the purchase of a site and the con- 
struction of a first-order coast light-house at Cape Meares, Tillamook Bay, Ore- 
gon, or at Cape Lookout, Oregon, if, in the opinion of the Light-House Board, 
that site is more advantageous to mariners, $60,000, 

I said that all the light-houses provided for by the act of July 7, 
1886, have been provided for either in the sundry civil bill of last year 
or in this bill, with this single exception. I do not know of any reason 
why it should not go in. 3 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the amendment suggested by the Senator? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have not offered any amendment 
yet; but is there any good reason why this item shonld not goin? I 
am not able to see any reason why all the rest should be contained in 
the bill and this one be left out. 


Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt there should be a light-house at 
this point; but my recollection is, and I from memory, 
that if the Senator will look at the Book of Estimates he will see that 
this is in the alternative, either at the point named by the Senator or 
at Cape Lookout, Oregon; but my recollection is that the secretary of 
the Light-House Board stated to us that there was difficulty about locat- 
ing the site for this light-house, that they had not yet done so, and 
that they were not likely to do so in the very near future, for some 
reason which they gave but which is not now in my mind. I know 
what the Senator says is correct, and I noticed at the time that it was 
marked ‘‘indispensable’’ in the letter addressed to the Committee on 
Appropriations of the other House—— 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Dated November 20, 1886, and put 
in the list of indispensable light-houses estimated for, I will move an 
amendment to meet the requirements of the law. 

Mr. ALLISON, The only trouble is about the site. 

Mr. HALE. How would the Senator from Oregon fix the location ? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Congress, by the act of July 7, 1886, 
provided for it, and I propose to direct the Light-House Board to exe- 


cute the law, 
Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator propose? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Oregon sends upan 
amendment, which will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 10, after line 231, it is proposed to add: 


ey Meares, Tillamook Bay, Oregon: For purchasing a site and the erection 
of a first-order coast light-h $80,000, =? 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Before the bill is reported to the Sen- 


that it was a matter more properly belongin 
ciency bill. Perhaps we canget some more information for the Senate 
in regard to that matter from the Secretary of War after the bill is re- 
ported to the Senate, and I shall not press my suggestion now. 

Mr. TELLER. Idesire to move an amendment on 50 and 51, 
but before I make the motion I ask that the two letters which I send 
to the desk may be read. I wish Senators would give alittle attention 
to the reading of the letters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letters will be read. 


‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: Ps ae eh 
ARTMENT OF THE 
Washington, February 2, 1887. 

Str: I have the honor to inclose pert ehg odrian a a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions relative to the transfer to the Pension Office Building of cer- 
tain bureaus of this Department, as proposed in the sun civil riation 
bill, pager invite your careful co eration to the obj to such 

ere: forth. 


I concur in the opinion of the Commissioner to the effect that very considera- 
ble embarrassment and inconvenience in the transaction of the public business 
ORIN SUS from the crowding of other bureaus into the office building. = 


sansa A L. Q. 0, LAMAR, Secretary. 
Hon. W. B. ALLISON. 
Chairman Commiltee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 


Washington, February A 
The honorable the Secretary of the Interior: am 


Referring to the conversation I had with you last evening, and in response to 
gons verbal at bapa ocd vad porn togive zon aged uova statement as to 
the practicability of housing and accommodating in uilding any other than 
the clerical force of the Bureau of Pensions, 

The number of persons at present borne upon the rolls and employed in this 
building is 1,242, and as I have already noi there will be accommodations re- 
quired for immediate use for 221 additional ey ew (who will be assigned to 
existing divisions) for work u the Mexican Pension bill. 

The building isin astate of incompleteness. Its floors are torn up and littered 
with the material for construction. Great piles of sand, mortar, and brick ob- 
struct its main floors, 

The fourth floor, which was directed to be added by an pan oe cue prep aon 
Congress at its first session, is only partially en and its on has 

delayed the occupation and use of the nder of the building, as 
great joists of iron and uantities of other material had to be hauled 
as basain; obstructing its floors and galleries, and are still being removed 
nto position. 

When the work shall have been completed, as I have before pointed out, tho 
new fourth floor will not add to the clerk acoommodating capacity of this build- 
ing, for the reason that the added u rooms being but 2 feet in height, and 
Bethe’ directly under the great me roof of the bu ding, will be of a torrid 
ce riage and insufficiently lighted from above, by sky-lights, yet to be com- 
pleted. 

All the improvements that may be made having for an object the use of the 
new fourth floor, will but fit it for the storage of files. 

According to the best estimates that Iam able to obtain, the work on the new 
building will not be completed much, if any, earlier than a year from this time ; 
how much sooner or later I can not tell, but workmen will be going in and oub 
for probably that ora longer time. 

I respectfully suggest that the chairman of the committees of Congress, Sen- 
ate and House, having the matter of the location of the clerical force of the 
Government in charge, be ully requested to visit the building now occu- 
pied by this Bureau to the end that they may personally verify the co! ess 
of the statements and conclusions herein made and reached, I do not think 
but that they will conclude that the addition at this time of other clerical force 
than he Panos he ~~ ino will be to the detriment of the public service, 

ve onor to be, very respectfully, 
v i JOHN C. BLACK, 
Commissioner of Ponsions. 
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Mr. ALLISON. The Commissioner of Pensions seems to utterly 
misapprehend the scope and intentof our amendment. ‘The provision 
in the House bill provides practically that this shall not be done until 
the completion of the present building. It says ‘within the fiscal 
year 1888,” that it may be done a year from now ora year from next 
June and still be within the provisions of the law. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to move to strike out, beginning in line 
1218, on page 50, the words ‘‘shall within the fiscal year 1888” and 
insert ‘‘may within his discretion,” which will authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to transfer if in his judgment it can be done at 
any time without reference to date, to that building. 

I should like to say that I called at the Pension Office this morning 
and saw the Commissioner of Pensions, This building, as the Senator 
from Kentucky perhaps will recollect, was appropriated for after Gen- 
eral Meigs had been before the Committee on Appropriations; and when 
asked how much money he wanted appropriated for a certain number 
of clerks in the Pension Office he gave his sum, and this building was 
erected for the number of people who were then in the office, and the 
plans were all made on that basis, Since that time there has been a 
very large increase of the employés of that bureau, and there must be 
a very great increase hereafter. It was built while I had the honor to 
be Secretary, and I desire here to say that I am not at all responsible 
for the architectural beauty of that building. I did not have anything 
to do with that. I had to locate, with others, the site, and had to see 
that the money appropriated by Congress was properly paid out, and 
that was the extent of my jurisdiction; but having that matter in the 
Department when I was Secretary, I took some interest in the work as 
it progressed, and I felt confident yesterday that no portion of these 
outside bureaus could be put into that building without detriment to 
the service. So I called this morning for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether I was mistaken and to determine what the suggestion of mak- 
ing some changes in the roof had done toward it. I find the upper 
rooms can only be used, as they are, for file-rooms and document rooms, 
and not atall forclerks. It will be utterly impracticable to put clerks 
there, and this provision ought not to be imperative on the Secretary. 
Therefore, I move that the clause be amended to leave it in that way, 
so as to place it within the discretion of the Secretary, who will un- 
peas A do it if it is necessary and proper to have it done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, about the only merit this new building 
has is its immensity, and it is p. now to take that away; that is, 
not to utilize the space that is found within the four walls and under 
that marvelous roof which disturbs the vision of every beholder. 

The Committee on Appropriations in considering this matter were 
confronted with the House provision, which puts bodily into this build- 
ing several of the very large bureaus of the Government, including the 
General Land Office, the Indian Office, the Bureau of Education, which 
is a smaller bureau, the Office of the Commissioner of Railroads, which 
is a smaller bureau, the Bureau of Labor, the office of the agent for 
the payment of pensions in the District of Columbia, and the Geolog- 
ical Survey. The estimate of the House of Representatives of the ca- 
pacity of this building was that it would hold the Pension force and all 
of these other forces. The Committee on Appropriations, giving 
very careful consideration to the subject, and summoning the Secretary 
of the Interior in order to consult with him, concluded that the House 
had put in too much, that the building would not hold all of these 
large bureaus; but it did decide that in its judgment there was room to 
put in the small Bureaus of Education of Labor, and of the Commis- 
sioner of Railroads; and when the Secretary of the Interior, who has 
since transmitted the documents sent to the desk by the Senator from 
Colorado, was asked if that could be done, he expressed his willing- 
ness to attempt the use of that building for this purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. To hold all these bureaus? 

Mr. HALE. No, those that the committee selected, the small bu- 
reaus. He said it was impossible to put in these larger bureaus, but 
that with these small bureaus which the committee have selected to put 
in there, which altogether have not a large force, he believed he could 
get along. Ihave no doubt that he can get along. I have no doubt 
that more than the Committee on Appropriations have provided for 
might be put into this building in addition to the present force now 
there. Ican understand that the force which is there now and the 
Commissioner of Pensions at the head of that force, would prefer that 
nobody else should be there, that it should be his exclusive domain, 
and that nobody should trench upon it, and that he should haye entire 
say and sway in that building. That is natural enough; I am not 
speaking of it complainingly; the committee finds that everywhere; 
but I believe that in that immense building there is room for a good 
deal of clerical force aside from all the Pension Bureau will need for 
its purposes for years to come, and I think the committee has been 
very moderate in selecting so small an additional force to be put into 
the building. But of course the Senate can settle this matter in ac- 
cordance with the suggestion of the Senator from Colorado. If it is 
left to the discretion ot the , beset as he will be by the Com- 
missioner, who is determined that nothing more shall go into the build- 
ing, nothing more will go into the building. Unless we fix it in the 


bill and declare in terms who shall occupy this building there will be 
no addition to the present force there. 

One remarkable thing is seen in Washington, that build no matter how 
much we may, add whatever number we may feel obliged to do to the 
great spacious edifices here owned by the Government, upon the ground 
that when we build them it will be true economy in the saving of rents 
paid by the Government, still the renting of outside buildings goes on 
increasing, and it will always be so until Congress takes the matter of 
the uses of these buildings into its own hands and sees that they are 
properly filled up, and that there shall not be such waste places. There 
is no reason why in a room 20 by 30 feet there should not be more than 
half a dozen clerks. More than that number can work to advantage, 
very many more. 

Mr. TELLER. They can not. 

Mr. HALE. More than that number can work in a room 20 by 30 
feet. One merit that is claimed for this building in particular is that 
its ventilation is such, its light is such that more room can be utilized 
than in any other building in the city. Whether that is so or not, I 
do not know. Iam not inclined to believe much in the merit of the 
building any way, but I know that that is claimed. I know if the 
amendment by the Senator from Colorado is adopted there 
will never be anything in there but the pension force. 

Mr. TELLER. This building is a fair illustration of the impropri- 
ety of Congress attempting to deal with details. This building is the 
result of the wisdom of a committee of this body in the interest of the 
economy spoken of by the Senator from Maine, a monstrosity that every- 
body who goes up and down the streets on which it stands is ashamed 
of; and yet the architect was bound to build a building with a certain 
amount of for a certain amount of money. 

Mr. HALE. That was not it. It was started with the idea of a 
limit, but, like almost every other public building, that limit was soon 
exceeded and the appropriations were made at the suggestion of the 
architect after that, without regard to limit. So he was not held in an 
iron clamp so far as money was concerned. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It was very unfortunate that Judiciary Square 
was taken for it. 

Mr. TELLER, The Senator says it was unfortunate that Judiciary 
Square was taken for it. Letus see about that. Ithinkso, too, butin 
the interest of economy and with a determination not to give the ex- 
ecutive officers any control over it, for fear they would abuse it, the 
committee, of which the Senator from Maine was a member, provided 
it should be put upon the public property of the United States in this 
city; that no land should be bought. You could not afford to do that, 
We had two places where we could putit. One was down by the market, 
where the old canal used to be, where the evidence was that the water 
had stood 4} feet within the last ten years—because it is since I have 
been in the Senate, I have forgotten the year—right where the build- 
ing was proposed to be put. No basement could be put there, no fires 
could be kept at such a time, and twelve hundred or fourteen hundred 
clerks would be turned out without anything todo, The Secretary of 
the Interior, the Secretary of War, and the architect, General Meigs, 
were authorized to locate this building. They had their choice to locate 
it there or upon Judiciary Square. Nobody doubted where they would 
locate it. It would have been a criminal offense, in view of the char- 
acter of the soil upon which the building was to be put, the unhealthy 
condition it would have been in after it was built, to have put it in the 
other place, and so it was put on Judiciary Square, 

Now the Senator from Maine says that Congress should designate 
where the employés are to be put. Was there ever such a proposition ? 
Congress to determine where the Secretary shall put his clerks, and 
how many he shall put in a room! 

The Senator complains that all the time we erect buildings and the 
departments want more. The Senator lives in a part of the country 
that is completed and finished and which is practically standing still. 
He ought to remember that the greater part of this country is increas- 
ing all the time in population; that where we had 30,000,000 people 
afew years ago and our buildings were largely built for 30,000,000 
people, we have now 60,000,000, and the business increases proportion- 
ately, and will continue to increase. We can not erect buildings fast 
enough to keep up with the demand. There are employés to-day in 
the Interior Department crowded to such an extent that in some cities 
of the world the public officers would be indictable for keeping so 
many people in that space. They would be indictable in any place 
where there was proper and due regard for the health of the people. 
Yet the officers are compelled to keep them there in such a condition 
as to injure their health and destroy their lives in the interest of econ- 
omy, in the interest of saving a few dollars. 

I say that it is an imposition upon the head of a department to say 
that he has not the judgment to determine where he can put his clerks, 
and it is an imposition upon the Executive Department of the Gov- 
ernment for this body, or the other, or both together, to say they will 
detail the clerks to particular rooms. The Senator says Congress ought 
to do this. 

Look at what the other House have done in the bill which they have 
sent us. If it becomes a law asit came from the House, the Secretary 
of the Interior could not crowd those people into the rooms if he put 
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‘Congress knows more about it than the 
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them doubly as thick as they are ern Yet the Senator says that 

ead of the Department, that 
Congress is the proper authority to determine it, and yet he has before 
him the bill which he himself admits is impossible of execution. To 
put the Land Office with its records and all other things, the Indian 
Office with its records and its numerous clerks there, is impossible, and 
the committee admit that it is impossible. ‘That is an evidence which 
ought to be taken by Senators of the inability of the Senate or the 
House to legislate upon the subject, 

How many Senators on this floor know whether there is room there or 
not? TheSenator from Maine does notknowit. Hehasnever been there 
to see. No one knows it who has never been there; and the men who 
have been there and who know the condition of things say that there 
is not room. 

Let the legislative department of the Government attend to its part, 
which is to legislate for and not to administer the Government. When 
we have done this, next year we shall be asked to detail the clerks by 
a bill to some particular room, No. 24 or No. 25, if the Senator from 
Maine thinks he knows more about it than the head of the proper de- 

ment. 

It is not any answer to say that it is hands off for the Senate to say, 
‘You are demanding more room every year.” They will be demand- 
ing moreroomevery year for many years to come, and it would be wisdom 
for that committee, instead of sitting back and saying that they must 
utilize what they have, to go to work and provide for the erection of 
great buildings. The Government of the United States is paying rent 
upon property at the rate of 10 and 12 per cent. per annum when there 
are millions of money in the Treasury unused which could be appro- 
printed or, if the Government wanted to borrow the money, it could 

rrow it at 2 per cent. per annum with which to erect these buildings. 

Although this is an administration with which I am notin sympathy 
and for which I am not responsible, I am willing to trust the heads or 
all the departments with all proper executive matters. I think it is 
proper and just that this matter should be left to the Secretary of the 

nterior, and if he does not put other offices there it will be evidence 
to my mind that they ought not to be put there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. [Putting the 
question.] The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the yeas and nays upon the 
question. It is not very big, but I want to know whether we are to 
eee in this way, and whether we propose to administer for the 

ifferent departments in matters of detail. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘Interior,’’ in line 1218, it is pro- 

to strike out the words ‘‘shall, within the fiscal year 1888,” and 
insert ‘‘may, within his discretion;’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Interior may, within his discretion, cause to be removed 

n ae mgs building the office of Commissioner of Railroads and Bureau of 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say that there is no attempt here made to 
interfere with the proper administration of the departments by the 
heads of those departments, as suggested by the Senator from Colorado, 
but Congress has found whenever we have erected new buildings and 
appropriated money to pay for them, sometimes in very large sums, 
that it has.to do something about the occupation of the buildings more 
than simply leaving it to the discretion of the heads of the de ents. 
There wasa long controversy about the occupation of the new State, War, 
and Navy building. A committee of Congress spent agreat deal oftime 
and bent its steps to that building a great many times for the purpose 
of determining how the space should be divided between the different 
departments, and how much force should be put in, because the heads 
of departments are constantly, as I said before, beset with importuni- 
ties not to bring many people into the building. In this very bill, 
with reference to the State, War, and Navy Department building, there 
are provisions that certain bureaus in the War Department shall be 
put into that building. The danger would be, if Congress did not in- 
teryene, that they would not be put into the building, and that they 
would go on occupying outside rooms and buildings, and thousands of 
dollars would have to be appropriated yearly to pay for the rent of out- 
side buildings. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if that does not 
arise from the fact that there are three departments of the Government 
occupying one building? 

Mr. HALE. No; it does not. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it does. 

Mr. HALE. Some of the difficulty arises from that fact, but the 
main difficulty, the fundamental trouble is that if the matter is left 
entirely to the heads of the departments, the danger is that they will not 
get in more than 60 percent. of the force that the building has actual 
capacity for. It is to meet that danger that Congress, which appropri- 
ates the money and furnishes the buildings, continues its supervision 
over the occupation. It does not attempt to interfere with the little 
details as to where a clerk shall go, what room he shall occupy, for that 


would be nonsensical, but it has the right, and ought to exercise it, 
when it has spent millions of dollars upon the building, taking the 
revenue coming from the people, to say something about the capacity 
of the building and how far it shall be occupied. 

I hope I never see the day when the argument advanced by the 
Senator from Colorado is entertained and adopted here, that Congress 
has no right and that it is interfering improperly with a department 
when it undertakes to say how much force shall be put in a building. 

Mr. TELLER. Congress never did say that. We have in the billa 
proposition to say as between three departments how one building shall 
be divided. Thatis proper. ‘The vice in that case was in erecting a 
building for three departments without providing in the original plan 
of the building the space that each department should occupy. Of 
course the head of each a aeons is anxious to get the best rooms 
and the most room for his department. 

That is a different thing from this proposition. Here is the Secre- 
tary of the Interior with certain buildings under his charge, or all of 
them would have been except that by a special act this building was 
set apart for the Pension Office, so that perhaps he can not without this 
legislation control it. But it is the interest of the Secretary to dis- 
tribute his force properly, and he will not keep in the basement of the 
building where he sits, people crowded into rooms if there is room any- 
where else for them. 

I know something about the complaint that has been made of sick- 
ness and of death because there was a failure to provide suitable room 
for the employés of that great Department, a Department that deals 
with more matters in which the people are interested than almost all 
the others, a Department in which the people have a direct and imme- 
diate interest, in pensions, and lands, and schools, and railroads, and 
labor, and Indians. Do you cs $0 that if the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior found a vacant room in that building, and the clerks were crowded 
in the basement of the building where he is, he would not move them ? 
He would consult the heads of the bureaus, of course, but he would not 
alloy the head of a bureau to keep a number of clerks in a room that 
was too small when in another place they would not be crowded. 

The Secretary for years has been compelled to decide as to the dis- 
tribution of space between the Land Office and the Patent Office and 
the Indian Office, and I never heard before that he was not able to 
give equitable relief and tomake a proper distribution in proportion to 
the whole room at his disposal. He can do it again, and the present 
Secretary can do it as well as any of his predecessors. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not see any reason why Congress, 
which makes the appropriation of money to pay for these buildings, 
should not give attention to the character and extent of their occupa- 
tion. The controversy to which the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
alluded, which I thinkis fresh in the recollection of all those who were 
members of the Senate at that time, in regard to the occupancy of the 
new State, War, and Navy Department building, shows conclusively 
that unless Congress does act there will be no economy of space in the 
use of any public building. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is logical in this matter, 
because his position is that the executive officers of this Government 
have a right to do just as they please, and that Congress is here chiefly 
for the purpose of ratifying what they do, and of doing what it is told 
by them todo. I want to dissent most vigorously and emphaticall 
fromanysuchidea. I will turn that proposition exactly square aroun 

I assume from the experience I have had in this Government that 
there is no overcrowding of rooms in the capital of any consequence. I 
know plenty of rooms in the Interior Department larger than the room 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate in which only three 
persons work. If it was the property of private individuals there would 
be twenty clerks in such a room, and there would then be plenty of 
space for allofthem. This talk about overcrowding is the same kind 
of talk we hear about putting in elevators, and soon. -Persons coming 
here from the country want to get these things; when at home they can 
go four steps at a time on a steep stairway, but when they get into the 
Government service they want to get somebody to carry them all the 
time, and want to be curriedand rubbed down. My friend from Iowa 
(Mr. ALLISON] says they want to have fine baths, &c., but that I think 
is applied principally to members of the other House. [Laughter. ] 

The building which has been put up on the north side of J udiciary 
square is a building which ought to be occupied. It hasa large amount 
of room in it; and not only a large amountof room, but room which is 
well situated for official purposes. Itis well ventilated and has a large 
court in the interior of the building, which makes it one of the best 
ventilated buildingsin the city of Washington. There can be put into 
that building two or three times as many people as are in now without 
any discomfort or without any danger as to loss of life. 

Speaking about the matter of loss of life, the mortality among Gov- 
ernment officials has not been so great that anybody has been known 
either to resign or decline an appointment or fail to besiege the doors 
of the appointing power until he has worn out his shoe-leather if he 
did not get a place before; so that the mortality is not such as to as- 
sume the form of an epidemic. It does not frighten anybody out of 
the Government service, and the number of the ms who are seek- 
ing to get in is as large or larger than ever before, and they now come 
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from a class of people, I think, chiefiy who baang Bar section of the 
country where there is plenty of air, and who have plenty of space 
to move around in. 

Mr. TELLER. And they want plenty of air. 

Mr. PLUMB. They are willing to take a room of 20 feet space, and 
two individuals to the room, if they can get in. 

I think the trouble about our legislation is that we do not supervise 
the executive officersenough. When Isay that, I do not mean to reflect 
upon the heads of departments for what they do. This isa great Gov- 
ernment; it goesonandon. ‘The man who goes into office finds he can 
carry it on inasomewhat loose way, which comes to prevail finally. His 
duties are simply sitting at a desk and signing letters which are prepared 
forhim. He finds it a comfortable thing to do, and he does not meet 
the ibility because the clerks under him do all that for him, and 
they will certify up to him, from time to time, according to the prece- 
dents which have been established in the department, or according to 
the ones which they shall establish; and he finds that it is much more 
comfortable for him to do that, and go down to his office, go to recep- 
tions and balls, and things of that kind, during seven or eight hours of 
the twenty-four, than it is for himself to go to the bottom of the admin- 
istration of the Department of which he has charge, and settle for him- 
self as he ought, being the responsible head, whether what is going on 
is right or not. So these estimates come up, and these objections to 
legislation come up, and these recommendations about legislation come 
up from the clerical branches of the service, and without receiving 
much, if any, consideration at the hands of the heads of the depart- 
ments. 

One of the most competent men who I think ever was at the head of 
a de ent of this Government, and one who sat around the Cabinet 
table of President Arthur along with my friend from Colorado, told 
me that he could carry on the business of his department, if permitted 
to run it as he would run his individual business, for 25 per cent. less 
money than it took to carry iton, and he said, ‘*I will go a step fur- 
ther; for one-third of the salaries I could carry it on with 25 per cent. 
less force.” He said he had no doubt that was true of all the depart- 
ments. I have no doubt of it either. 

Itis because Congress has not exercised suflicient authority over these 
matters that these things are allowed to goon. The knife has not been 
put in deep enough. It is not that the Secretary of the Interior is not 
given discretion enough about what he should do with the public build- 
ings and all the public interests under his control. 

I do not speak of it as any reflection upon him; the trouble is simply 
in the system. It is by thrusting in the knife occasionally by means 
of appropriation bills that you give strength and vigor and vigilance 
and e cy to these departments, and that is about the only way 
they do get it. In other words, they get into a certain rut. 

I do not want to speak of my friend’s administration of the Interior 
Department with any disrespect. That part of it which came under 
his observation no doubt he disposed of according to his conscientious 
belief of what the public interest required; but it was a machine in the 
presence of which he or anybody else who appreciated the situation 
would have felt helpless. He realized that he would stay there only 
two or three years. There was no use of his going into it for the pur- 
pose’ of reaching a result unless he could follow it up to a completed 
system, which he could not do within his term of service. 

I am to believe that more use could be made of the Pension 
building. I think the move should be made, not for the sake of mov- 
ing, but it will not do any hurt; at least it will shake up some old 
things, carry off some accumulated dust, and put it into a new relation 
with things. If there is, as the Senator from Colorado has said, a 
crowd of people in the Interior Department beyond the capacity of that 
building, then why, in Heaven’s name, not send them down to the 
Pension Office, where there is room ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yesterday the Senate struck out the provision in- 
cluding in this clause the Bureau of Education, which the Committee 
on Appropriations believed might properly be placed in the Pension 
building in addition to the bureaus that are now left in by the bill as 
amended. ‘The Bureau of Education has 39 clerks, the Bureau of Labor 
42, and the Commissioner of Railroads has 7; so that as the bill now 
stands we have provided the enormous situation of adding 49 people to 
the new building. Now, the Senator from Colorado says that we can 
not do this because of the overcrowded condition of that building. 

Mr. TELLER. No, I have not said that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Words to that offect. 

Mr. TELLER. I was not speaking of that building as being over- 
crowded. I was speaking of the other building, where the Secretary 
himself has his office. : 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator reads from the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions a letter protesting against this assignment because his building is 
occupied, and yet in the same letter he that he can put 221 
more people init. Hegives asa reason why we should not put 49 more 
people in the Pension building that in the future we are likely to ap- 
propriate money to add 221 clerks to the Pension Office. 

Mr. TELLER. Is not that a fact? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know whether it is or not. I do not my- 
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self believe that it is necessary for executing the pension laws with 
reference to Mexican war pensions to add at once 221 clerks to the force 
in the Pension Office. 

Mr. PLUMB. It will not be necessary to add 50. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator from Kansas says it will not be neces- 
sary toadd 50. I do not believe that it will be necessary to throw into 
that building 221 new people unfamiliar with the subject of paying pen- 
sions and adjusting accounts and records with reference to pensions. 
So, according to the admission of the Commissioner himself, if we do 
not appropriate for 221 new people we can put in at least 49 people. 

I wish to say one word with reference to this much-abused Pension 
building. In the first place, when the Committee on Appropriations— 
because this particular building had its origin in that committee—pro- 

this new building, we found the city filled with buildings occu- 

pied by the Government at a high rent. We found a great granite 
building going up in the western end of the city, nearly all of it hall- 
space and stairway, and the Committee on Appropriations believed that 
it was a wise thing in some way to direct and supervise the building 
which we intended to erect for the purpose of accommodating the Pen- 
sion Office, which then had a thousand clerks. Therefore we made the 
best inquiry we could. General Meigs, who had experience as an 
architect, as all will agree, among other persons, was called before the 
committee, and he said he could erect a building of plain brick, fire- 
roof, and sufficiently large to accommodate a thousand people, for 

00,000, which was the sum appropriated. That was his suggestion. 

At that very session of Congress, contemporaneous with that appro- 
priation, we enlarged the number of clerks in the Pension Office to 
about thirteen hundred, and when General Meigs prepared his plans for 
the building he prepared them on a basis of utilizing a force of sixteen 
hundred people in the buildi You may call General Meigs now be- 
fore any committee of this y and he will tell you that sixteen hun- 
dred people can be usefully occupied in the building in a clerical way as 
clerks usually are employed; that they will have ample space, ample 
vetilation, and ample light. 

e Commissioner of Pensions discloses that there are about twelve 
hundred people there. I venture to say that there are not twelve 
hundred people there daily in the occupation of the rooms assigned for 
the clerical work of the office. That may be the number upon his rolls, 

Mr. TELLER. There must be space for them, however. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now, then, all the Committee on ap 
propriations propose to do, as the bill now stands, is to put in that build- 
ing the Bureau of Labor and the force of the Commissioner of Railroads, 
forty-nine people. That is the way the bill stands now; and yet the 
Commissioner of Pensions finds it necessary to appeal to the Senate for 
the purpose of excluding absolutely any use of the building except by 
his own clerical force. I regard that as outside of and beyond the 
duties of the Commissioner of Pensions, and I am glad to see that the 
Secretary of the Interior, in forwarding the letter here, wrote a very 
guarded letter ing it. 

Mr. TELLER. He agreed with the Commissioner. 

Mr. ALLISON. Hesaid that from the statement made he had reason 
to believe it would be crowding the force. 

For one I think we have gone as far as we can afford to go in the way 
of curtailing what is proposed by the House of Representatives with 
reference to the occupation of the Pension building. We are paying 
$6,000 a year for the rent of a building for the Bureau of Education for 
the purpose of carrying on the operations of that bureau, which has 
thirty-nine clerks. The Senate excluded that bureau from the Pension 
building by its vote yesterday, and I do not care to test that n. 
The Bureau of Labor has forty-two clerks and the Commissioner of Rail- 
roads seven, and the Commissioner of Pensions protests against these 
forty-nine people coming in, when he states that he has room for two 
hundred and twenty-one more. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The Commissioner of Pensions assumes that the two 
hundred and twenty-one additional clerks are to be putin. If they 
are not put in I think I can say it will be because the Senate does not 
give him thatincreased force. It will be given him elsewhere, I under- 
a question. The Senator from Iowa will not stand up here 
and object to a sufficient force to execute the law that he voted for. 
That is what the Commissioner says. He says, ‘‘if you give me these 
people,’’ he does not say if there is to beno more force he could nottake 
the forty-nine. His whole letter goes upon the supposition that he is 
to have the two hundred and twenty-one people in addition to the 
force he has, 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] says that the Senator from 
Colorado wants the Executive Department to be independent of the leg- 
islative. Idonot. In the years that I have served in this body I 
think my votes will show that I am for holding the Executive Depart- 
ment to a strict construction of the statutes, and I am for holding the 
legislative department to the legislative business of the country, and 
not the executive. The legislative department has no more right un- 
der our form of Government to invade the Executive than the Execu- 
tive has to invade the legislative. It is a Government of co-ordinate 
departments, and when we go beyond proper legislation we go beyond 
our power. 
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The details of a matter of this kind ought in all decency to be left to 
the head of the proper department. It ought not to be interfered with 
by Congress. It never can be intelligently done by Congress, although 
the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Kansas may be the prin- 
cipal movers in the legislation. They may as members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations dictate to us, as they do tg Aen apd the 
legislation of this body, but they cannot enter into the ils of the 
administration of the Government. 

The Senator from Kansas complains and says that the departments 
might be run with less men, I haye not any doubt about it. Ihave 
not any doubt if you would put at the head of any department a man 
and giye him absolute authority he could administer the Government 
with half the money; but he must administer it as the legislative de- 
partment of the Government says he shall. 

There is not a man living, with ordinary intelligence and judgment, 
who could not take the Indian branch of the service and save a very 
large percentage of the money every year, and hire clerks for less money 
than the legislative department of the Government says that he must 
pay for them. But it is the policy of the legislative department of the 

vernment, and has been for years, to say to the executive depart- 
ments, you must hire so many men at sucha salary. Ifa hundred men 
offer to do the work for half the money you must hire two hundred men 
to doit. Ifa man says ‘“‘I am willing to work for $1,200 a year,” you 
must see how many men you can put in, and if you putin another one 
you must put him in at $1,600 if the legislative department says so, 
although he could procure a man to fill the place for $1,200. 

There was a time when all these appropriations were made in a 
lump and sent to the departments, and the departments hired their 
clerks at such prices as they saw fit to give. It was thought that was 
not wise by the legislative department, but that every man employed 
should be employed at a salary fixed by the legislative department and 
not by the executive department. The effect of that legislation was 
to largely increase the expenditures of the Government and not to de- 
crease them. Every time that the legislative department putsits hand 
upon the Executive Department in matters of detail, it can be demon- 
strated that it has been at the of the Treasury of the United 
States without a single exception, whether it be in Indian matters, or 
in Jands, or in anything else. Y 

If the legislative department of the Government has the right to say 
that this bureau shall be put in that building, it may say that all the 
bureaus shall be put there, and it is destructive of the discretion which 
ought to be given to the head of a department with reference to the dis- 
tribution of its clerical force. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. rie for the relief of Mathew H. Fulton; 

A bill (H. R. 6538) to define the boundaries of the collection districts 
of Miami and Sandusky, in the State of Ohio; and 

A bill (H. R. 10412) to authorize the construction of a high wagon 
and foot-passenger bridge over the Mississippi River between the city 
of East Dubuque, in the State of Illinois, and the city of Dubuque, in 
the State of Iowa. k 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1368) for the relief of Richard H. Porter and James Porter, with amend- 
ments; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolution, this day received from the 
House of Representatives, were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 38) for the relief of Alfred Hedberg; 

A me = 5 329) pe me relief of James Roach; 

A bi 5 r the removal of the charge of desertion against 
the record of Johnson S. Prall; 

A bill (H. R. 798) for the relief of Stephen O'Connor; 

A bill (H. R. 1173) to correct the record of Capt. Edmond G. Fechét; 

A bill (H. R. 1449) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of Henry B. Jay; 

A bill (H. R. 1686) to repeal certain provisions of the act approved 
ari 3, 1875, relating to the purchase of arms for the use of the 

8; 

A bill a R. 1710) for the relief of T. J. Payne; 

A bill (H. R. 2075) to provide for the location and erection of a branch 
home for disabled volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky Mountains; 

A bill (H. R. 2208) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
liver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited in 
the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War; 

A bill (H. R. 3600) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
John Rockwell, late a private in Company F, One hundred and twenty- 
first Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 4260) for the relief of Henry Linebaugh, late of Com- 
pany A, Third Tennessee Mounted Infantry Volunteers; 


A bill (H. R. 4709) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of William A. Wighaman; 

A bill (H. R. 4727) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Philip Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 5056) for the relief of George Lemon; 

A bill (H. R. 5289) affirming the action of the President of the 
United States in annulling and revoking an order dismissing Martin 
H. McChesney from service in the armies of the United States, and 
honorably discharging said McChesney from said service; 

A bill (H. R. 5935) to remove the charge of desertion against Will- 
iam Figley; 

A bill (H. R. 6066) to authorize the sale of the United States barracks 
property in the city of Newport, Ky., and the purchase of a new site, 
and the erection of buildings thereon; 

A bill (H. R. 6535) to close the account of Franklin W. McCauley; 

A bill (H. R. 6712) for the relief of William N. Canady; 

A bill (H. R. 6937) for the relief of George D. Paul; 

A bill (H. R. 6758) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank 
on officers of the Army for gallant services in Indian campaigns; 

A bill (H. R. 7176) for the relief of Isaac Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 7209) to authorize the construction of a graveled road 
to the Richmond National Cemetery, near Richmond, Va. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7819) to establish the order of promotion in the Medi- 
cal Department of the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 7996) for the relief of William J. Mulvey; 

A bill (E R. 8922) for the relief of Henry East; 

Abi 
Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores 
issued to said Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill R. 8319) for the relief of Martin Coughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 8331) to regulate the pay of the officers of the Army 
and Navy who refuse or neglect to provide for the support of their fam- 
ilies; 

A bill (H. R. 8591) directing the Secretary of War to cause the name 
of Fred B. Barnes to be entered as a private on the muster-roll of 
Company I, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, and for other purposes; 

‘A bill (H. R. 8593) for the repair and preservation of the road here- 
tofore constructed by the Government leading from Vicksburg to the 
national cemetery adjacent thereto; 

A bill (H. R. 8620) for the relief of Henry Durkee; 

A bill (H. R. 9339) granting the right of way to the Prescott and 
Arizona Central Railway Company across the Whipple Barracks Mili- 
tary Reservation, in Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 9446) for the relief of Robert W. Spang; 

A bill (H. R. 9486) to correct the military record of Capt. James H. 
Bone, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9860) to correct the record of the military service of 
James W. Kingon; 

A bill (H. R. 9905) for the relief of William C. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 10048) to authorize the Fremont, Elkhorn and Mis- 
souri Valley Railroad to build its road across the Fort Meade Military 
Reservation; 

A bill (H. R. 10353) for the relief of Andrew J. Edgerly; 

A bill (H. R. 10790) authorizing the President to return the Twiggs 
swords; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 19) for the relief of Silas D. Baldwin. 

The bill (H. R. 10804) to effect a re-i ent of grades of office 
in the Adjutant-General’s Department of the Army was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask that that bill may lie on the table. There is 
a Senate bill reported on that subject and it is now on the Calendar of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will lie on the table if there 
be no objection. 

The bill (H. R. 1753) for the relief of Mathew H. Fulton was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. ý 


The bill (H. R. 6538) to define the boundaries of the collection dis- 
tricts of Miami and Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 10412) to authorize the construction of a high wagon 
and foot-passenger bridge over the Mississippi River between the city 
of East Dubuque, in the State of Illinois, and the city of Dubuque, 
in the State of Iowa, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that bill may lie on the table. TheCom- 
mittee on Commerce of the Senate have under consideration a similar 
bill, and intended to report it thismorning. I desire, when they make 
their report to substitute the House bill, which I ask may lie on the 
table in the mean time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the bill 
will lie on the table. 


GOVERNMENT GROUND IN NEWPORT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1154) to authorize the 


H. R. 8030) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the — 
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city of Newport, R. I., to use the site of Fort Greene asa public park, 
which were in lines 6 and 7 to strike out the words ‘‘ during the pleasure 
of Congress,” and at the end of the bill to add the following proviso: 


Provided, That such use of said property shall cease and be terminated when- 
ever the Secretary of War elect and give notice of such election to the 
public authorities of said city; and upon such termination the United States 
may enter and reoccupy the same as upon a lease terminated; but no right or 
claim to damage by reason of such termination and reocoupation, nor for any 
cause growing out of any improvement made or other thing done by the said 
city under the right conf by this act, shall accrue to said city or toany per- 
son against the United States, or any agent or officer thereof. 


The amendments were referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


ARMY HOSPITAL STEWARDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1119) to provide for 
the appointment of hospital stewards in the United States Army, and 
to fix their pay and allowance; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

MILITARY POST NEAR DENVER, COLO. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER also laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2477) making an 
appropriation for the establishment and erection of a military post near 
the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. That bill is substantially the bill that passed the 
Senate, except that the Senate a bill appropriating $250,000, 
and the House has appropriated $100,000. I should like to move to 
concur in the House amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it lie on the table for the present and we can 
take it upin the morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will require unanimous consent 
to lay aside the appropriation bill and take this bill up. 

Mr. TELLER. Letit lie onthe table. Icancall it up in the morn- 


ing. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will lie on the table for the 
present. 
RICHARD H. PORTER AND JAMES PORTER. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1368) for the relief of 
Richard H, Porter and James Porter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment is simply a change in the bill 
so as to make it the surviving partner of a firm, and in the title of the 
bill the name of the firm ischanged. I should like to have the amend- 
ment concurred in so as to dispose of the matter. 

Mr. BECK. That is all there is of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. ThenI must also yield to the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. TELLER]. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the amend- 
ments will be stated. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were in line 1, after 
the word ‘‘Porter,’’ to insert the words ‘‘surviving partner and as- 
signee of the late firm of R. H.” and to amend the title so as to read 
“An act for the relief of Richard H. Porter, surviving partner and as- 
signee of the late firm of R. H. & James Porter.’’ 

The amendments were concurred in. 


MILITARY POST NEAR DENVER. 


Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Iowa nee, yielded to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, I ask him to yield to me that I may ask the Senate 
to concur in the amendment of the other House to Senate bill 2477. It 
will not create any discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to taking up for 
consideration the bill? The Chair hears none, and the amendment of 
the House of Representatives will be stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the House to the bill (S, 
2477) making an appropriation for the establishment and erection of a 
military post near the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, which 
was to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: . 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to es- 
tablish a military post near the city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, atsome 
suitable site to be selected by the Lieutenant-General of the Army and approved 

"by him: ood and sufficient title, to be approved by the Attor- 


Provided, Thata g 
ney-General of the United States, be first made to the United States, free of cost, 
T not less 640 acres of land, in a compact body, including the site so se- 


Sec. 2, That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasu: 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000, to be ex ed, under the di- 
rection of the eect toer" A War, in the commencement of the work of construct- 
ing the necessary buildings. unter: barracks, and stables for the post to be 
established under the provis ions of this act: Provided, That no part of such 
money shall be expended until the State of Colorado shall have ceded to the 
United States jurisdiction over the tract of land which may be selected under 
the provisions of this act. 


Mr, TELLER. The amount was reduced by the other House from 
$250,000 to $100,000. Ishall make no objection under the circum- 
stances. I ask the Senate to concur in the amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10072) ing appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1888, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihopethe Senator from Colorado will withdraw the 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TELLER. I will withdraw the call forthe yeasand nays. There 
seems to be rather a slim quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. There wasan amendment passed over last night to 
strike out lines 1987, 1988, and 1989, the amendment reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations, in the following words: 


Yorktown monument: For erection of acottage for use of watchman at York- 
town monument, $1,000. 


And to insert: 


That so much of the unexpended balance ($5,176.74) of the appropriation of 
$100,000 in the act of Juue 7, 1880 (21 Stats., page 163), for the erection of a mon- 
ument at Yorktown, Va.,as may be necessary therefor, in the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of War, may be applied to the building or purchase of a plain, substantial 
dwelling for the keeper of said monument, and for the care of the same after 
construction, and of the grounds around the monument: , That the 
total cost of said building, tool and wood house, &c., shall not exceed the sum 
of $2,500; andof the balance thereafter remaining not more than $200 shall be 
expended in any one year in the care of the grounds, buildings, &c., pertaining 
to said monument. 


Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia what 
is the reason for changing the amount from $1,000 to $2,500? Nobody 
in that part of Virginia has a house so expensive as that, I do not 
want to set a bad example down there. 

Mr.MAHONE. Mr. President, I wish tomake an explanation. The 
amendment which is p in this case comes from the Committee 
on Military Affairs of the Senate based upon a recommendation of the 
Secretary of War. 

It appears that for the Yorktown Monument there was originally ap- 
propriated $100,000. In the erection of the monument all has 
expended of that $100,000 save and except $5,000 and a fraction over. 
It has been advised by the engineer in charge of the work that it is 
very necessary and proper that the monument should be inclosed, and 
that some suitable provision in the form of a house should be provided 
for the accommodation of a keeper. 

Therefore, we find in the Book of Estimates for the last fiscal year a 
recommendation on the part of the Secretary of War that he be au- 
thorized to expend this sum for that purpose, that is to say, for the 


erection of a suitable house for the accommodation of a keeper and for 
a proper inclosure of the monument, the balance to be in paying 
the person in charge a sum not exceeding $200 per annum. e find 


that in the Book of Estimates of last year. 

We also find in the sundry civil appropriation bill of last year an item 
authorizing the expenditure of a sum not exceeding $5,000 of this bal- 
ance. 

What is proposed in this case is to substitute for the appropriation 
of $1,000 recommended by the Committee on Appropriations, authority 
to expend the balance on account of the former appropriation of $100,- 
000, in the direction I have indicated. 

As will be seen by the amendment, it does not require absolutely the 
construction of a house, but it authorizes the Secretary of War to pur- 
chase, if there should be a suitable house found. 

It is proper to say in this connection that there is an old historical 
building within 150 feet of the monument, a very large and comforta- 
ble building, built of English brick in colonial times, which had a very 
conspicuous connection with the battle of Yorktown. It was the head- 
quarters of the English army, and it is said that one of our generals, 
General Nelson, after whom the house is called, gave the artillerymen 
on our side a guinea for every shot they would throw into that house. 

So it has a very historical connection with the monument, It may 
be that that house can be purchased for a sam not exceeding that for 
which a suitable building can be erected there for the accommodation 
of the keeper. The amendment allows the Secretary of War that dis- 
cretion in this matter, and I hope the Senate will adopt it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] to the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, it so happens, it seems, that there were 
$5,000 or $6,000 not expended out of the $100,000 appropriated for the 
monument at Yorktown. That money has gone back into the 
and is as much the money of the people of the United States as rat 
other money we have; but it seems whenever there is any money 
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from anything, it is so unusual to have any, that ways and means have 
to be devised to spend it. 

All that is needed is a house for a watchman, white or colored, to 
see that the monument is not injured. I will tee that nine- 
tenths of the people living in that neighborhood, who occupy the same 
position as this watchman, do not live in houses that cost ; and to 
pay $2,500 to build a house for the watchman to sit in and watch the 
monument does not seem to me the proper thing to do. 

The Committee on Appropriations thought they were very liberal 
when they allowed a cottage to be built that would cost $1,000. I 
thought it was more than would be needed, but as the United States 
always does things in a little grander style than anybody else, I con- 
sented that $1,000 should be given; but when it comes to paying $2,500 
for a house for a single man to sit in to shelter him while he is watch- 
ing the monument, itseems to be absurd; and therefore I called for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. MAHONE. Itis not proposed to spend $5,000 for the house. 
The Senator from Kentucky has not read the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is proposed to spend $2,500 for the house. 

Mr. MAHONE. Here is what we find in the Book of Estimates for 
last year: 

Erection of monumental column at Yorktown, Va. : 


That so much of the eee balance ($5,176.74) of the appropriation of 
$100,000 in the act of June 7, 1880 (21 Stat., 163), for the erection of a monument 
at Yorktown, Va., as may be necessary therefor, in the opinion of the Secretary 
of War, may be applied to the building of a pitin, substantial dwelling for the 
keeper of said monument, and for the care of the same after construction, and 
of the grounds around the monument: Provided, That the total cost of said 
building, tool and wood house, &c., shall not exceed the sum of $2,500; and of 
the balance thereafter remaining not more than $200 shall be expended in any 
one ham in the care of the grounds, buildings, &c., pertaining to said monu- 
meni 


That will be found in the Book of Estimates of last year, recommended 
by the Department. Then we find also in the sundry civil bill of last 
yeara provision appropriating directly $5,000 of thisamount. Itseems 
to me that we might very properly appropriate this unexpended bal- 
ance for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. BECK. I ask the Senator from Virginia if the $5,000 which was 
unexpended on the monumentis not as much public money as any other 
money, and why should that ent any figure in this case? 

I ask the Senator again, if in comparison with the people living about 
there, in a mild climate, near Fortress Monroe, occupying the same re- 
lation in life that the watchman would, a thousand dollars is not far 
greater than the average value of the houses that the people generally 
occupy in that station of life? Beyond doubt it is, and I can see no 
reason why we should do more. I am willing that the monument shall 
be watched; I am willing that the man who watches it shall have a 
comfortable place to stay in, but beyond that itseems to me simple ex- 
travagance to go. The sum is not large, but it is just one of a lot of 
that sort of things. 

Mr. MAHONE, It is scarcely necessary to answer the questions of 
the Senator from Kentucky. The proposition is self-evident. Of 
course the money is in the Treasury and is as much the money of the 
people as any other money in the Treasury, but the intention of Con- 
gress was to appropriate $100,000 on account of the monument. The 
monument has been built. The next thing to do is to take care of it. 
It is advised by the proper officers of the Government that the items 
referred to in the amendment are essential to its proper preservation. 

In addition to the valuable reminiscence connected with the history 
of Yorktown which may be acquired under the authority granted the 
Secretary of War by the amendment to purchase, if within reasonable 
limits, the old historical house known by the name of Nelson, con- 
structed by the grandfather of General Nelson, who, as I before stated, 
was conspicuous in Revolutionary times, not only in connection with 
the war, but in connection with the formation of our Government— 
there are at Yorktown, besides this, a customs office and a post-office, 
and I am advised that this house will accommodate all these purposes 
if it can be purchased. Weare paying there $75 a year rent on account 
of the customs service. If we could purchase that house for $2,500 it 
would be equivalent to the capital at 3 per cent. of what we are paying 
now for an office at Yorktown. 

I have never been at Yorktown, I am sorry to say. I know nothing 
about the house, except that I am advised it is situated within 150 
feet, or thereabouts, of the monument, and that it will not only be a 
very suitable building for this purpose but very appropriate in connec- 
tion with the monument. 

Mr. BECK. This is the very first time I ever heard of some grand 
old historic mansion that could be obtained cheaply to put a watch- 
man in, and then it will take from $500 to $1,000 a year to keep that 
grand historic mansion in repair from this time on. The committee 
never heard, and there is nothing in the amendment to indicate, that 
we were going to establish a post-office and custom-house and other 
publie buildings at Yorktown in the watchman’s house. 

Mr. MAHONE. They are already established. 

Mr. BECK. The idea we had was to build a comfortable cottage 
to tnke care of the watchman, and not go either into the customs serv- 
ice or the post-office service or into the purchase of historic houses, 
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which must be maintained in order to protect some plain man, white 
or colored, while he sits there and sees that nobody chips blocks off the 
monument. 

Mr. HAMPTON. It is nota grand house of which the Senator from 
Virginia speaks; it is a substantial, plain, old-fashioned brick house. 

Mr. BECK, About how large? 

Mr. HAMPTON. It has two stories. It is a historical house, and 


| has many historical reminiscences connected with it. Besides being 


the mansion of one of Virginia’s great men, it was used as a hospital 
for both Federal and confederate soldiers during the war. It is close 
by the monument, and I am satisfied that it could not only be used 
with great advantage as a keeper’s lodge, but it could be used also to 
accommodate the officers necessary there to attend to the customs 
duties. 

The provision was considered in the Military Committee, and the 
Secretary of War was authorized to build or purchase a house. It was 
left optional with him, and I am satisfied that no more appropriate or 
suitable house can be obtained than the one to which the Senator from 
Virginia has alluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to theamendment of theSenator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] 
to the amendment reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a penera) pate 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. I do not know how 
he would vote, and therefore I withhold my own vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], but being satisfied 
that he would vote for this amendment, I therefore vote. I vote 
ae ea”? 7 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest], who is absent from the Chamber. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). The Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] was called out of the Chamber a short 
time ago to be absent for the evening, and I am paired with him. I 
understand that he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ in this case, and therefore I 
withdraw my vote, as I would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 

Blair, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman, 
Bowen, Hampton, ` Morrill, Spooner, 
Butler, Hawley, Palmer, Teller, 
Cameron, MeMillan, Riddleberger, Van Wyck, 
Cheney, Mahone, Sabin, Walthall, 

iph, Manderson, Sawyer, Whitthorne, 
Farwell, Miller, Sewell, Williams, 
Gorman, 

NAYS—12. 
Allison, Call, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Berry, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
ABSENT—35. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Harrison, Platt, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Hoar, Plumb, 
Brown, Eustis, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Camden, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Cc Fair, Kenna, Stanford, 
Cockrell, Frye, McPherson, Vest, 

ke, George, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Gibson, Mitchell of Pa., Wilson of Iowa, 
Conger, Harris, Morgan, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, I hope the bill can now be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to ask whether this is the proper 
time, or after the bill is reported to the Senate, to reserve the amend- 
ment in lines 43, 44, and 45, relative to the public building at Dan- 
ville, Va. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia de- 
sire a separate vote on a certain amendment ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; I wish to reserve that amend- 
ment for a separate vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator willhave that right after 
the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that the Senator from Virginia explained 
to me this morning to my satisfaction that the provision put in by the 
House is a proper provision, and I am perfectly willing, for myself, to 
surrender the amendment of the committee, striking it out. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have information that I did not have 
yesterday, and I gave it to the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations this morning. 

Mr. VANCE. The committee’s amendment was not agreed to, Isee 
by the RECORD. The committee proposed to strike out the House 
provision, but that was not adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then there is no motion necessary. 
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Mr. CULLOM. We had better see what the RECORD shows in ref- 
erence to it. I think there may be a mistake about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerks inform the Chair that the 
clause was stricken out by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON, Very well. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is it in now? > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis not, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. ALLISON. It wasin the original House text, and the amend- 
ment was to strike out the House text. Ifthe committee amendment 
was not agreed to, then the House text stands. 

Mr. VANCE. The amendment was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerks inform the Chair that the 
motion to strike out was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. ALLISON). Then move to reconsider. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider that vote 
and allow the amendment of the Senate committee to be rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and itisso ordered. The amendment reported from the commit- 
tee will be considered as disagreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the pleasure of the Senate 
concerning the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the vote may be taken on all the amend- 
ments together. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The question is on concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in the Senate and still 
open to amendment. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee for 
an explanation of the proviso contained in lines 314, 315, and 316 of 
the bill. What is the purpose of the proviso? 

Mr. ALLISON. That proviso we found in the bill. It is a House 
provision and it is the present law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would not be the present law if the proviso were 
left out, however. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis true. The proviso reads: 

States ne Np mba stew berg ms eer) peer yesh olen, Bale 
celed or retired. 

That is, of course, a limitation upon the appropriation for the print- 
ing of these notes. The same limitation was in the bill last year. As 
I understand the proviso, it requires the Secretary of the Treasury in 
redeeming greenbacks of small denominations to reissue greenbacks of 
small denominations, the distinction between small and large denomi- 
nations running, I believe, according to the custom of commercial peo- 
ple of the Treasury, to $20, so that if the proviso shall stand it would 
not be competent for the of the Treasury to redeem five-dol- 
lar notes and issue in lieu of them hundred-dollar notes or thousand- 
dollar notes, but it would be competent for him to redeem five-dollar 
bills and to issue in lien of them ones and twos or tens and twenties. 
That, I understand, is the construction put upon the proviso at the 
Treasury, and I believe it is a reasonable and fair construction. 

If the proviso is not inserted it is claimed in certain quarters, with 
how much force I shall not undertake to say, that the Secretary of the 
Treasury would be compelled by the law as it stands without the pro- 
viso to reissue a one-dollar note in place of a one-dollar note retired, 
and to reissue a five-dollar note in place of a five-dollar note retired, 
and that thereby the flexibility which this provision allows between 
$1 and $20 would be removed. 

I know that the Treasurer of the United States claims that he can 
redeem one-dollar and two-dollar and five-dollar notes under the Jaw 
and issue in lieu of them one-hundred-dollar notes or one-thousand- 
dollar notes. That is his construction of the provision. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, finding this provision here, looked into the law 
with great care, and there was a difference of opinion in the commit- 
tce, I confess, respecting the true construction of the statute. If Iun- 
derstand the object of the inquiry made by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, it is to strengthen and invigorate the construction given by the 
Treasurer and the Secretary of the Treasury to the existing law. My 
own opinion is that this provision is a relaxation of the existing law as 
it is construed generally by people who have examined it with care, 
IZo not myself undertake at this time to give a construction to the law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Iowa will agree with 
me that, so far as the practice is concerned, from the foundation of the 
Government down to the present time, the construction put upon the 
law by Secretaries of the Treasury and by Treasurers of the United 
States has been that they had a right to reissue, and they have reissued, 
notes in any denominations they saw fit in place of those which were 
retired and canceled. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has not Congress the right to restrain that exer- 
cise of power whenever it chooses? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I take it for granted they have, and this is a re- 
straint. That is the reason I object to the proviso. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the reason I am in favor of it. 


Mr. ALDRICH. This is a restraint on the discretion they have 
wisely had and have wisely exercised. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was a discretion they had under the law up to 
the passage of the statute of May 31, 1878, restricting and limiting the 
retiring of nbacks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The only restriction in the act the Senator now 
alludes to was on the gross amount. Congress has never undertaken 
to place any restriction on the denominations to be issued in the place 
of those which were retired, to my knowledge, and I have never found 
any Secretary of the Treasury or any Treasurer of the United States 
who has placed such a construction on the law. 

I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa another question as to the prac- 
tical effect of this proviso. ‘To the extent to which the ones and twos 
and fives of the United States notes are retained in circulation by the 
proviso, will not the effect be to exclude to that amount from circula- 
tion the silver certificates of the same denominations ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think, if this proviso is retained, that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury can issue ones and twos of greenbacks, if he chooses 
to do so, but if he chooses in lieu of those ones and twos to issue fives, 
he can do so. They so construe the proviso atthe Treasury, and I be- 
lieve rightly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They consider those small denominations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Small denominations as known in commerce and 
known among banks and known in the Treasury are notes of the de- 
nominations of $20 and under, and the larger denominations are those 
of $50 and upwards. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is that the construction put on it by the Senator 
from Kentucky? ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know what he thinks about it. 

Mr. BECK. I can answer very promptly. I am content to allow 
this proviso to remain as it is, because, in my opinion, we shall get 
something worse from the other House if we strike this out. In the 
present condition of our circulation the national-bank circulation is di- 
minishing very rapidly, as the Senator knows, for reasons which, per- 
haps, the banks can not control. Over $100,000,000 in the last three 
years have been withdrawn from circulation. Hence itis indispensable 
to have small certificates, based upon coin, or silver certificates as they 
are known, and itis quite well to give theright of way to those small cer- 
tificates as far as we can, 

Under the construction given by the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the Treasurer of the United States they can change, and they are dan - 
ing, small notes into fives, tens, and twenties, the ones and twos - 
ing way for the silver certificates. Under this provision they claim that 
they can doit, Therefore the evil that the Senator from Rhode Island 
apprehends is not working practically any mischief, as will be seen by 
the reports. I have them in my hands. 

About the time the law of 1878 was passed, on the 30th of June fol- 
lowing, there were $21,000,000 of one dollar legal-tender notes; there 
were $20,900,000 of twos; on May 31, 1886, there were eighteen and 
one-fourth millions of ones and $18,800,000 of the twos, making a re- 
duction of say $7,000,000. The Secretary of the Treasury tells us that, 
on the 30th of November, 1886, just prior to his last report, he had re- 
duced the ones, acting under this law. While he had $18,000,000 of 
ones and $18,000,000 of twos at the beginning of the fiscal year, under 
the operation of this law he had reduced them till, on the 30th of No- 
vember, he had $14,300,000 of ones, and $14,900,000 of twos, a further 
reduction of these small notes for the purpose of giving the certificates 
the right of way. That process is going on still, and this provision does 
not prevent the Secretary of the Treasury from doing that under the 
construction he is giving that all notes are small which are twenties 
and under. That is the condition. 

I think we have allowed that to go on in violation of the law, for I 
differ with the Treasurer and the Secretary about it. Iwas thoroughly 
conyinced, after careful examination and consultation with all the 
officers, that it will do no harm; but for fear some more radical pro- 
vision should be made and the construction now given by the Treasury 
Department be taken away from them, as Iam afraid it would be if 
the law was strictly followed, I was content to allow the provision to 
stand. The law of May 31, 1878, reads thus: 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the passage of this act it shall not be 
lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury or other officer under him to cancel or 
retire any more of the United States legal-tender notes. And when any of said 
notes mayos redeemed or be received into the Treasury under any law from any 
source whatever and shall belong to the United States, they shall not be re- 
tired, canceled, or destroyed, but they shall be reissued and paid out again and 
kept in circulation. 

The meaning of that was to restrict the liberty theretofore given to 
the Secretary of the Treasury to change the character of the notes when 
they were once received in the Treasury, and to maintain them not only 
in their volume but of the denominations that then existed. The pro- 
viso to the act I have just read is as follows: 


Provided, That nothing herein shall prohibit the cancellation and destruction 
of mutilated notes and the issue of other notes of like denomination in their 
stead, as now provided by law. 


So that even as to mutilated notes returned for substitution under 
the law the proviso was that other notes of like denominations should 
be issued in their stead. 

Now, without arguing it elaborately, as I have done before, my con- 
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struction is that it was the will of Congress, the determination of Con- 
, Whatever might have been the law before, to retain the $346,- 
000,000 of legal-tender notes in the same denominations that were then 
in existence. They have been changed since, but the condition is im- 
proved by the reduction of the small notes for purposes that I think, 
under the changed condition of our national-bank currency, the country 
uires, and it may go on under the provision now in the bill without 
doing any harm. ‘Therefore I decline to make any question about the 
strict construction of the act, and I am content to allow the House pro- 
vision to stand. A 

Mr. ALDRICH. My objection to the proviso is, in the first place, 
that legislation of this kind should have no place on a general appropria- 
tion bill, and, second, that it is unwise either to limit or restrict the dis- 
cretion which the head of the Treasury Department has always exer- 
cised in regulating the denomination of the notes to be issued by the 
demands of trade at various seasons of the year. 

I had another objection, which is obviated by the construction now 
placed upon the proviso by the Senators from Iowa and Kentucky, that 
under the terms of this proviso, strictly construed, the Treasurer of 
the United States could not fail to reissue ones, twos, and fives of legal- 
tender notes, and that the effect of this section would be to exclude 
those denominations of the silver certificates to the amount of twenty- 
eight or thirty million dollars, as referred to by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in the communication sent to Con- 
gress yesterday, called the attention of the House of Representatives 
to the fact that the issues to be made of the one and two dollar legal- 
tender notes, which he understands to be required by the terms of the 
proviso now under discussion, would exclude an equal number of one 
and two dollar silver certificates from circulation. 

I sympathize to a very great extent with the attempt which is now 
being made by the Treasury Department to have the one, two, and five 
dollar silver certificates added to the circulation, believing it is the 
only way in which the contraction of our currency can be offset, and I 
am unwilling that there should be any limitation placed upon him by 
a proviso of this nature, which, ifenforced as the Secretary seems to con- 
strue it, would exclude silver circulation to the extent of $28,000,000 
of ones and twos if one course is pursued, and to a much greater ex- 
tentif the fives areincluded. If, however, it should be given the inter- 
pretation now suggested by the Senator from Kentucky and the Sena- 
tor from Iowa of course no such result would be reached. 

Mr. BECK. I think it will work well. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Idesire to renew the amendment proposed on 
page 56, after line 1358. 

From what appears in the RECORD I fear the importance of that ap- 
propriation was overlooked by the chairman of the Committce on Appro- 
priations in the point of order which he raised, because it would seem 
that this is important in two aspects. First, the people of that country 
are deprived of the benefit of the law passed at the last session making 
these lands subject to taxation. The statute required that they should 
be surveyed lands, and from a letter presented here by the Delegate 
from Montana there are, it seems, fifteen or twenty million acres which 
can 5o, be reached for taxation because the lands have not been sur- 
veyed. 

‘Then it seems in regard to the claim made by the Government against 
the Montana Improvement Company, which is only a portion of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, an inside ring of that company, a 
suit has been brought to recover a million and more dollars’ worth of 
timber cut, and, strange as it may appear, there seems to have been a 
decision rendered that the Government is powerless to obtain any re- 
covery for timber cut upon lands acknowledged to belong to the United 
States because it is said these lands have not been surveyed, and there- 
fore it is not known to whom they belong, whereas there are previous 
decisions, and numberless decisions, showing that these men were nec- 
essarily trespassers, as the Northern Pacific Railroad Company has never 
obtained a title by patent to the land. 

If it be true that this railroad company, through the Montana Im- 
provement Company, can continue to despoil the Government land of 
the timber upon it to the extent already accrued of a million and more 
dollars, and that this can go on until the land shall be surveyed, then 
it becomes a duty on our part to provide for the survey of the land in 
order that the timber belonging to the Government may be protected. 

There is an additional reason. It is necessary to survey these lands 
in order to make them subject to taxation. For five years has Congress 
been engaged in the act of passing a law subjecting the lands to taxa- 
tion, and now this community are to be deprived of the benefit of the 
taxation of these lands because they are not surveyed. 

I appeal to the chairman of the committee and to the committee 
whether it does not become their duty to consent to this appropriation 
in view of the fact that there is no power anywhere to protect the 
Government land from spoliation by this inside ring of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, and that it is necessary to give the people 
the benefit of the taxation of these lands, which we are denying when 
we withhold this appropriation fora survey. I appeal to the chair- 
man of the committee if it is not the duty of Congress now, in order 
to protect these lands and give the people this benefit, that they 


should cheerfully make this supropslation, so that the survey may be 
made? It isin my judgment an lute necessity. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I made the point of order I believe 
on the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] who proposed this amend- 
ment. I did it on two or three grounds. In the first place, we appro- 

riated two years ago $300,000 for thesurvey of publiclands, not one dol- 
of which practically was used, or perhaps twenty or twenty-five thou- 
sand dollars only. We appropriated last year $50,000 for the survey 
of public lands, and only a small portion of it, I am told, has been 
used. Itis perfectly competent for the administration of the Land 
Office to apply every dollar of the appropriation for surveys in this bill 
for the survey of the particular lands which the Senator describes, hut 
if we make a special appropriation for this particular survey we shall 
be called upon to gridiron this bill with special appropriations for sur- 
veys. That is my objection to it. 

I think there is great force in what the Senator from Nebraska says, 
that the railway lands should be surveyed, not only along the line of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad but along the lines of the other land- 
grant railroads, where neither the lands of the railroad company nor 
the lands adjacent thereto can be utilized by the people; but here is a 
suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri to appropriate $25,000 
for this specific purpose. For one I shall have no objection to the 
Senator from Nebraska providing for the appropriation in line 1439 to 
be increased, and that will accomplish the object. 

Mr. BECK. Make that $50,000 $75,000, and that accomplishes the 
object. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thataccomplishes the purpose, and it saves us from 
continually making specific appropriations for specific places, 

Mr. BECK. I think that would be well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall make no objection to that, and I think it 
would be a wise thing to do. 

Mr. BECK. Since this subject has been agitated the Delegate from 
Montana has called on me and stated substantially what has been said 
by the Senator from Nebraska. Those lands, both for the protection 
of the Territory in the right to obtain taxes on them and for the pro- 
tection of settlers, ought to surveyed, and I will vote to increase the 
appropriation of $50,000 for surveys to $75,000, with the distinct un- 
derstanding on my part, atleast, that the additional $25,000 shall be so 
applied; and if it is not I shall be very much disappointed in the face 
of the facts stated to me by the Delegate from Montana and by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That is entirely satisfactory. Why the Depart- 
ment should withhold the use of money appropriated for such pur- 
poses when I have every reason to believe the head of it is in sympathy 
with the protection of the timber on the public lands, and with making 
these lands subject to taxation, I certainly do not know. If it be so 
as the chairman says, that there has been money within reach which 
has not been used for that proper purpose, then there ought to be some 
plain, distinct declaration and instruction on the part of Congress that 
that thing shall be done. Ifit be true that the head of this Depart- 
ment neglects to discharge a plain duty, that is no excuse for us, and 
it then becomes our more imperative duty to make this land subject 
to taxation as Congress has declared, and to protect the public land 
when it is given up by this very strange decision, as I think, in the 
face of repeated decisions in the Supreme Court of the United States, to 
the entire control of this enormous corporation. When weare seeking 
on the one hand to preserve and protect the public domain and its tim- 
ber, we sit herequietly by and see a decision of the Supreme Court 
sanctioning, sustaining, encouraging the cupidity and the aggressive 

of this huge corporation in this country. 

I am satisfied and content with this explanation of the committee, 
but I would desire something a little stronger if need be. I think, 
however, this ought to be sufficient. The few remarks made by mem- 
bers of the committee, two of them at least, will let the Department 
understand that it is their duty to protect the people so that they may 
have the benefit of the taxation, and at the same time protect the pub- 
lic lands. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the precise amendment pro- 

? 


posed 
ji Mr. ALLISON. Strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-five’’ in 
ine 1349. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on that amendment, 
The amendment was agreed to. ; 
Theamendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER AT OMAHA. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report, with amendments, the bill (S. 2896) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River between the cities of 
Omaha, Nebr., and Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for other pu 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate, as that bill will take but a mo- 
ment, that it may be now considered. Thereare reasons why it should 
be considered so as to go to the House early. Itisan important matter 
that ought to be sent to the House. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. Itisa bridge bill, and contains all the usual 
provisions inserted in those bills by the Committee on Commerce, and 
will take no time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 2896) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River between the cities of Omaha, 
Nebr., and Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for other purposes, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 22, after the word ‘‘loca- 
tion,” to strike out the words ‘‘to the bottom chord of the bridge,” 
and to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘to the lowest part of the 
structure.” 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 24 of section 1, after the word 
‘‘river,” to insert the words ‘‘and the bridge itself at right-angles 
thereto.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 1, to insert: 

In the clear, and no span over the water way of said river shall be less than 
300 feet in the clear, and the said company or corporation shall maintain at its 
own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge 
as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 7, to strike out the word 
tand,” and to insert ‘‘ the.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 2, to strike out the words 
“so as’? and to insert “‘ and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to section 6 the following words: 

And if said bridge shall not be finished within two from the passage of 
this act, the rights and privileges hereby granted be null and void. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 

RAILROAD ATTOKNEYS. 


Mr. BECK. I call for the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
regular order, which is the bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members of Con- 
gress from acting as attorneys or employés for railroad companies hold- 
ing charters or having received grant of lands or pecuniary aid from 
the United States. 

Mr. WALTHALL and Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. aoa I yield to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WAL- 
THALL]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The railroad-attorney bill is before 
the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the state of business, Mr. President? 
What are we considering? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The railroad-attorney bill, as it is 
called. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us go on with it, then. 

Mr. BECK. ‘The Senator from New York wants to take the floor. 

Mr. EVARTS. If the railroad-attorney bill, as it is called, is now 
before the Senate, I rise for the purpose of taking part in that debate. 
At the same time, however, I say that I would rather not go on with 
that discussion this evening, and if the bill can retain its position to- 
morrow, as I suppose it can, I shall be glad to have it done. In the 
mean time I will yield to any gentleman. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I now offeranamendment to the pending order, 
the railroad-attorney bill. É 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received, 
printed, and laid on the table. 


SHIP ISLAND QUARANTINE STATION. 


Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator from New York having the floor, 
I ask him to yield tome. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the 
consideration of Order of Business No. 2045, being the bill (S. 3157) to 
authorize the removal of the quarantine station from Ship Island, Mis- 
sissippi. I will state that this bill relates to a very t matter that 
involves the health and safety of the people of the gulf coast of Mis- 
sissippi and Louisiana. It can be disposed of without discussion I am 
sure. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 3157) to authorize the removal 
of the quarantine station from Ship Island, Mississippi, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to cause the removal of 
the national quarantine station now located on Ship Island, in the Gulf 
of Mexico, to some other island in the Gulf, or in such pass in the Mis- 
sissippi Delta as may be recommended by a board to be designated by 
him, and the necessary quarantine buildings and appliances are to be 


established thereon, for which $45,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is appropriated. 

The bill pe i to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to take 
up Senate bill 2877, Calendar number 1831, which has the approval of 
the Committee on Public Lands, and I am sure will not take any time. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency of 
the General Land Office was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It provides that there shall be in the General Land Office ten principal 
clerks, chiefs of divisions, to be appointed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, who shall receive a salary of $2,000 each per annum. 

Mr. TELLER. This does not create any new offices, but simply 
classifies the existing force. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF DENTAL SCIENCE. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 2055, being the bill (S. 2051) to incorporate 
the National Academy of Dental Science. The bill will not occupy 
time. It is simply a bill for the incorporation of scientists in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported from the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. INGALLS. What committee reported that bill? 

Mr. CALL. The Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. INGALLS. If it is open to objection I should like to interpose 
an objection at this time. I question the propriety and the necessity 
for the incorporation by Congress of any such institution, and I shall 
ask for further information, including the report of the committee, be- 
fore the bill will pass with my concurrence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made it can not be 
taken up now. 

TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. Iask unanimous consent to take up Calendar No, 1866, 
being the bill (H. R. 4083) to empower the Commissioner of Agriculture 
to transfer certain appropriation. It will take no time. 

The bill was read. The Committee on Appropriations reported the 
bill with an amendment, to add: 


and the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to al- 
low the suspended account of George B. Loring, late Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure, the several sums which were expended by him in the purchase of sor- 
hum-seed and beet-seed, and for labor in the distribution of the same, from 
ber 1, 1884, to September 30, 1885, inclusive, which expenditures were made 
from the laboratory fund, so called, and which the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury has decided not to be properly chargeable to said fund, said allow- 
ance not to exceed the sum of $20,807.80. 


Mr. MORGAN. I object to the consideration of that bill now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama ob- 
jects. < 
WASHINGTON MONUMENT GROUNDS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 

now to the consideration of Order of Business 2070, being House bill 
5097. 
By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5097) to regulate the use of the 
grounds of the Washington National Monument, known as Public Res- 
ervation No. 3, in the city of Washington, D. C. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That — travel in and occupancy of the grounds in and about the Wash- 

os ational Monument, known as Public Reservation No. 3, shall be re- 
a ee roads, walks, and places prepared for the purpose by paving, flag- 
ng, or o! erwise, 

See. 2. That it is forbidden to occupy the roads in such manner as to obstruct 
or hinder their proper use; to drive violently upon them, or to use them for the 
conveyance of or m dise, except on Government service. 

Sec. 3. That it is forbibden to offer or any article for sale; or to display 
any sign, placard, or other form of advertisement; or to solicit fares, alms, sub- 
scriptions, or contributions upon said reservation. 

Sec. 4. it is forbidden to step or climb upon, remove, or in any way de- 
face, disfigure, or injure any statue, seat, wall, or other structure, or any tree, 
shrub, plant, or turf, in of upon said reservation, 

Sec. 5. That it is forbidden, unless upon permission granted by the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings and Grounds, to discharge any fire-arm, fire-work, or 
explosive, or to set fire to any combustible, orto make any harangue ororation, 
upon said reservation; and it is forbidden to utter loud, threatening, or abusive 
language in and upon the same, 

Sec. 6. That it is forbidden, unless upon permission granted by the said Com- 
missioner, to parade, stand, or move in procession or assemblages, or to display 
any flag, banner, or device designed or ——_ to bring into public notice any 
party, o ization, or movement upon said reservation. 

Sec. 7. it is forbidden to mark, scratch, stain, or in any way deface or dis- 
figure any surface or part of the Monument, or to chip off fragments or pieces 
from any of the stone, iron, or other parts of the completed structure, or its sur- 
rounding and accompanying building. i 

Sec. 8. That the police court of the District of Columbia shall have jurisdic- 
tion of offenses hereunder, except as hereinafter provided,and such offenses 
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shall be punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, at the discretion of the 
judge of snid court, the fine to be not less than $5 nor more than $100, the im- 
prisonment not less than two days nor more than sixty days; but in the case of 
offenses by reason of which public P prs! shall have suffered damage to an 
amount exceeding $100 in value, said judge of the police court may commit or 
hold to bail the offender for trial before the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, where the offense shall be ee by imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary for a period of not less than six months nor more than five yéars. 

Sec. 9. That it shall be the duty of all persons employed in the service of the 
Government at the Washington National Monument, or upon its surrounding 
grounds, known as Public Reservation No. 3, including persons there employed 
under the United States Fish Commission, to prevent offenses against this act, 
and to aid the said police and watchmen, by information or otherwise, in secur- 
ing the arrest and conviction of offenders. 


Mr. INGALLS. How does thisamendment differ from the bill as it 
came from the House of Representatives? 

Mr. SPOONER. The amendment, as a rule, does not differ in many 

iculars from the bill as passed by the House of Representatives. It 
is verbally improved, I think, by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds in many respects, and in one particular the amendment 
proposed by the committee is essential. In the bill as it passed the 
House of Representatives there was a minimum limit to the fine and 
the term of imprisonment that might be imposed by the court, but no 
maximum limit. This maximum limit the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds has supplied by an amendment. 

I may say that the committee is advised by the board charged with 
the care of the Washington Monument, of which the President, I be- 
lieve, is ex oficio a member, that there is now no legislation which is 
adequate for the protection of that structure, and it is being continu- 
ally defaced and mutilated, and nuisances of various kinds are com- 
mitaa in the reservation, and that some legislation of this kind is 
n 5 

Mr. INGALLS. Ihave no doubt that there must have been many 

ievous offenses committed in the national monument reservation to 
Fastity such legislation as is proposed in this bill; but if it becomes a 
law it will be necessary for every man to tread the paths of his feet with 
more circumspection in that area hereafter. I presume that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds have given the bill careful 
attention, and I know of no limit within the territorial superficies of 
the United States of America where such extraordinary limitations are 
imposed upon human liberty. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Yellowstone Park. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Yellowstone Park, as the Senator from Ala- 
bama suggests, may possibly present a parallel. I should be willing 
to go as far as anybody in protecting that massive and majestic and 
imposing structure from mutilation or from defacement; but whyit is 
necessary to impose such restrictions upon not only those acts which 
would result in what this legislation is proposed to prevent, but from 
the exercise of the ordinary avocations of life and society within so 
large aspace of territory under a Government that is devoted to the 
preservation of popular liberty, I can not understand. 

As I say, the committee have undoubtedly given it proper attention; 
but if there is no legislation that will prevent mischievous and malev- 
olent mutilation of that monument I am very much mistaken. I be- 
lieve there is such a law in this District. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 
Do not the general laws apply to that reservation as well as elsewhere 
in the District? 

Mr. INGALLS. Unquestionably. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is not the same law in force for the protection of 
that monument and the property there that is in force elsewhere? 

Mr. INGALLS. For the public buildings, or for this Capitol, orany 
other ot the public property of the United States. At the same time, 
for some reason these extraordinary limitations upon human liberty are 
imposed upon the citizens of the United States who happen to set foot 
within the limits of Reservation No. 3. 

I regret that the committee have seen fit to report such a stringent 
and rigid and unprecedented regulation. Of course I can interpose no 
objection, because I suppose they must have acted advisedly; but Iam 
satisfied that the restraints which are imposed there are not justified 
by the condition of affairs in this District, and that they are inconsist- 
ent with the principles upon which this Government is founded, and 
to the perpetuation of the memory of which that structure was erected. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think that there are no laws such asare applica- 
ble to the defacement or injury of the Capitol which apply to the 
Washington Monument. This bill has been prepared by those who 
have investigated the subject, in consequence of the damage already 
beginning to be inflicted upon the monument in chipping off stones to 
carry away. I do not believe that there are any restrictions in the bill 
which will be found to be an infringement of the liberties of any citi- 
zen of the United States. I take it that we should all regard horse- 
racing through the park and all the public grounds as incompatible 
with the proper use of the ground. I hope that the bill will receive 
the favorable consideration of the Senate. It has certainly been in- 
vestigated by the parties concerned, who aver that there is no oppor- 


` nity now to bring offenders before the police court for any of these 


petty injuries, or even for gross injuries. 
Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I wish the Senator from Vermont 


would explain how it will chip off fragments of that monument for any 
person to deliver a harangue in that reservation? Here in section 5— 
It is forbidden, unless upon permission granted by the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to discharge any fire-arm, fire-work, or explosive, or to 
set fire to any combustible— 
Like a match that a person may light to inflame a cigar— 


or to make any harangue or oration upon said reservation. 


Now, the Senator from Vermont states that the object of this bill is to 
prevent that monument from mutilation, from being in some way or 
other mutilated by mischievous persons who are disposed to chip off 
fragments from it, and in order to secure that result we are gravely 
informed that it is absolutely necessary to prevent the delivery of har- 
angues within that reservation, and that no man shall go in there upon 
all that vast area to deliver an oration or to makea because they 
want to prevent mischievous persons from chipping off pieces from the 
corners and angles of that magnificent structure. 

Mr. President, it goes without saying that these restrictions are incon- 
sistent with human liberty. Thereought not to be any area of territory 
in the United States of America under the Constitution and laws 
where for any reason whatever, except it may be one that interferes with 
praus popa or protects it from injurious assault, a citizen of this 

nd shall be prevented from entering with purposes that are consistent 
with the proper use of that territory. 

I say again that I do not believe the records of any state, ancient or 
modern, no matter what its political system may be, republican, dem- 
ocratic, aristocratic, or monarchic, ever passed a statute for the avowed 
purpose of preventing a monumental structure from defacement that 
contained such burdensome restrictions as these. Why, there is such 
sanctity about this place that persons are even prohibited from hauling 
goods or merchandise through that reservation. A citizen who may 
want groceries carried to his house is compelled to make the entire cir- 
cuit of that reservation; he can not pass through it with anything nec- 
essary for the convenience or comfort of society or the conducting of 
personal affairs because it is necessary to prevent persons from defacing 
or chipping off pieces from this monument. That would be a pretty 
tolerably loud harangue that would knock chips off from the monu- 
ment. ([Laughter. ] 

I ; 
placard or other form of advertiescaest, or to solicts fires alma’ sukecriptions; 
or contributions upon said reservation. 

It is forbidden to step or climb upon, remove, or in any way deface, di 


isfigure, 
or injare any statue, seat, wall, or any structure or any tree, shrub, plant, or 
turf in or upon said reservation. 


Mr. President, all that is necessary in this bill is what is contained 
in section 7, and that is the object and purpose of the proposed legis- 
lation: 

Itis forbidden to mark, scratch, stain, or in any way deface or disfigure any 
surface or part of the monument, or to chip off fragments or pieces from any of 
the stone, iron, or other parts of the completed structure, or its surrounding 
and accompanying buildings. 

That, with the additional section, which provides a penalty for viola- 
tion of this law, is all that is necessary to carry out the provisions and 
execute the design the committee say they have in view. I trust, 
therefore, that the committee will consent to removing these limita- 
tions, which apply to no other territory on the face of this earth that I 
know of, and allow us to pass a bill that will confine legislation to the 
punishment of the offense that the Senator from Vermont has de- 
scribed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, it will be understood, of course, 
that this bill applies only to the particular portion of the grounds where 
the monument is erected. In relation to the power of harangue, I pre- 
sume the framers of the bill had witnessed the power of the Senator 
from Kansas. He is able to make the chips fly upon almost any sub- 
ject. [Laughter]. 

In relation to the carrying of goods across this ground, there are 
plenty of streets between Pennsylvania avenue and South Washing- 
ton where goods can be transported, and this is the same provision that 
applies to the ground about the Capitol. 

A word now in relation to the propriety of having some provision 
against assemblages. They would naturally congregate, if there were 
no provision against it, around the monument, and there would be 
large multitudes upon the many occasions that might be called who 
would assemble around the monument. When that is completed and 
the grounds finished there ought to be some restriction. I do not 
think we need be alarmed by the grotesque figures of my friend from 
Kansas in relation to this matter. 

Mr. SPOONER. A few words only, Mr. President. 

I think the Senator from Kansas (Mr. INGALLS] has been somewhat 
hypercritical in his remarks upon this bill. It does not purport to be 
a measure simply to protect the Washington monument from deface- 
ment. That is one of its objects. In addition to that, it is intended 
to regulate the use of the grounds of the Washington National Monu- 
ment, known as Public Reservation No. 3. Iam informed by gentle- 
men who are advised on the subject, including Mr. Corcoran and 
others who have had long to do with this reservation, that there are now 
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no regulations there enforceable as a matter of law governing the use of 
that reservation, and I venture to say that almost every rule which is 
formulated in this bill is now in force for the preservation of every pub- 
lic park in the country. 

he indictment which the Senator from Kansas makes of the bill is 
too general to be answered without asking the Senate to notice the pro- 
visions of the measure somewhat in detail. The first section is: 

That Washi 

eo hla arena crea Zh Ee 
ars Der roade, walks, and places prepared for the purpose by paving, flagging, or 


Why not? Why should not public travel—that is the language of 
the prohibition—hbe restricted in the use of this public park to the walks 
and roads prepared for the purpose ? 

Src. 2. That it is forbidden to occupy the roads in such manner as to obstruct 
or hinder their proper use; 

What just criticism can be made of that prohibition? 
to drive violently upon them, 


Is there a public park in the United States in which fast driving is 
not prohibited ? 


or to use them for the conveyance of goods or merchandise, except on Govern- 
ment service. 


The park, and these paved roadways through the park, ought not to 
be for heavy-loaded vehicles. There are other streets and high- 
ways provided for such use. 

Sec. 3. That it is forbidden to offer or 
any sign, , or other form of advert ent; or to solicit fares, alms, sub- 
scriptions, or contributions upon said ion. 


These things all ought to be prohibited in a public park where peo- 
le are promenading. It is a nuisance to be constantly accosted by 
or by persons haying so ing to sell. As I recollect it, in 

the great New York Central Park all such things are prohibited. 
Section 5, which is construed as prohibiting orations, has received much 
animadversion from the Senator from Kansas. I desire to ask the at- 
tention of the Senate to the lan; of that section. I think it will 

be apparent that it is not liable to the criticism made upon it: 

Sec. 5. That it is forbidden, unless upon permission granted by the Commis. 
sioner of Public Buildings and Grounds, to any fire-arm, fire-work, 


or explosive, or to set fire to any combustible, orto make any 
tion, upon said reservation. 


If it were advisable in the public interest that an oration should be 
delivered on that public reservation, this bill provides that it may be 
done upon permission granted by the Commissioner of Public Buildings 
and Grounds. Ought it to be left so that every one who chooses may 
make a harangue opa any subject he chooses to select, and gather about 
him at any point of this reservation acrowd? I have thought that pro- 
vision was, as a rule, a fair one, and that there was sufficient elasticity 
in it to cover a case where properly an oration might be delivered. 


rar it is forbidden to utter loud, threatening, or abusive language in and upon 
e same, 


Is that pressing too strongly on the liberty of the American citizen? 


Sec. 6. That it is forbidden, unless upon permission granted by the said Com- 
missioner, to parade, &c, 

There may be cases where a parade would be perfectly proper and 
where it might be in a measure necessary, and under this bill as it is 
drawn, but it was not so as it came from the House of Representatives, 
that is left open to the action of the Commissioner of Public Buildings 
and Grounds. Where the circumstances are such that the permission 
should be granted it is only fair to presume that it would be granted; 
but, as a rule, assemblages and parades and processions upon the reser- 
vation ought to be prohibited. 

Section 7 relates only to the protection of the monument itself, 
which, as I have observed, is only a part of the object of the bill. 

There is certainly nothing startling or unusual or improper in this 
bill, and I hope it will pass. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Wis- 
consin whether the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have 
any information which they can communicate to the Senate in reference 
to the rumor which has found expression in the newspapers here that 
some authority has given over Armory Square to the use of railroad 
companies entering the city, whether they have considered the pro- 
priety of extending the mantle of this or some other reservation there, 
so that it shall not be subject to spoliation by railroads, 

Mr. SPOONER. For myself, I can say to the Senator that that sub- 
ject has not been considered by the committeeat any time when I have 
been present. 

Mr. INGALLS. In reply to the interrogatory of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, as it relates to a matter of great public interest, I would 
respond that in considering the question of the removal of the steam 
railroads from several of the streets which they now occupy, and pro- 
viding for a union depot, the commissioners of the District, largely 
under the direction of the engineer commissioner, Major Ludlow, for- 


any article for sale; orto display 


or ora- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 2, 


mulated a bill providing for the removal of the present Baltimore and 
Ohio depot and tracks and the depot of the Baltimore and Potomac and 
its tracks from the mall or reservation, and their concentration upon 
what is known as Armory Square. That is merely a tentative propo- 
sition and has no foundation in law, and has not proceeded to any ex- 
tent whatever to the adoption of the scheme that has been proposed. 
There is no servitude imposed upon Armory Square whatever, and the 
whole subject is before the committees of the two Houses for consider- 
ation. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not care to take up further the time of the 
Senate on this bill. I think in examination it will be found that it 
contains no regulations other than such as are usual for the preserva- 
tion of such reservations, 

Mr. INGALLS. What are the boundaries of the Reservation No. 3 
as expressed in the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not understand that the boundaries of the 
reservation are defined in this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. From the Potomac to Fourteenth street, I think. 

Mr. SPOONER. The first section of the amendment says: 

That oe travel in and occupancy of the groundsin and around the Wash- 
ington National Monument, known as Public Reservation No. 3— 

I suppose that will be found on the maps. 

Mr. INGALLS. My object was to inquire whether or not this legis- 
lation was intended to cover the whole public mall from the Capitol up 
to Observatory Hill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, no. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is no reason why it should not. 

Mr. MORRILL, It is only this reservation which comprises the lot 
where the monument is. . 

Mr. INGALLS. That shows the futility of the argument that has 
been made. The public reservation or mall extends without interrup- 
tion from the Capitol through the Botanic Garden square and the one 
beyond, and thence toward the Agricultural grounds and the Smithso- 
nian; then through the Monument grounds, and so on to the foot of the 
old Naval Observatory Hill or Easby’s Point; and this bill proposes to 
select from that portion of the public reservation this iculararea of 
territory around the monument, and leave the rest of this t park, 
which the Senator says ought to be restricted by these same imitations” 
without any law and without any power to enforce these restrictions. 
Now, either the argument that the Senator from Wisconsin has made 
ought to fail with regard to this particular reservation, or those same 

rovisions ought to be applied to the whole extent of this park from the 
Capitol up to the Naval Observatory Hill, and I will move that, instead of 
being applied to Reservation No. 3, the bill be so amended as to apply 
these restrictions to all public reservations in the city, so that we may 
see whether or not they should all be under one system or whether this 
particular locality shall be so far selected out as to impose what I con- 
ceive to be unusual and unprecedented limitations upon the liberty of 
the citizen, and leave all the rest of this reservation entirely open to all 
these infractions of public law and order. 

If, as the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Wisconsin seem 
to intimate, there is no law now that prevents this malicious mischief 
on public reservations, all these statues of McPherson and Scott and 
Greene and the Lage: peg group at Lincoln Square are all open to 
this same difficulty, and yet the Senator proposes to select this partic- 
ular space of territory for the purpose of imposing these limitations and 
leaves the rest entirely open. Either we ought to have a law general 
in its terms that shall apply to all the public parks and public reserva- 
tions or this might not 

Mr. MORRILL. This is abill that comes to us from the House. It 
proposes merely to make the legislation that is called for by the small 
tract of land where the monument now stands, and I think we had 
much better wait until the Committee on the District of Columbia 
brings in a bill for the removal of the track on Sixth street, so that. we 
shall have something worthy of being called a park. When that is 
done I shall be ready to vote for any restrictions that may be necessary; 
but at the present time the House of Representatives have sent to us a 
bill that I think accomplishes all that is at present required. 

So far as trees and shrubs are concerned throughout the District, 
I think on all public grounds they are already protected by existing 
law; but I am not prepared to say that the laws do protect the exist- 
ing monument. 

I hope that no amendment will be offered to this bill, but that it will 
be allowed to pass, for there is an exigency why it ought to be passed 
at the present session. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill as it comes from the committee is nothing 
but anamendment. The Senator is leaving the impression that this 
is a proposition from the House of Representatives, and yet the bill 
we are called upon to act on provides for striking out every line in the 
bill that came from the House of Representatives and inserting an en- 
tirely new proposition I believe in terms. And yet the Senator says 
he hopes there will be no amendment offered because the bill came 
from the House of Representatives an amendment may delay final ac- 
tion, when as a matter of fact we are acting upon nothing but an amend- 
ment. 
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Mr. MORRILL. But it proposes only to deal with the same subject 
that the House dealt with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill wasreported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CALIFORNIA LAND SALES. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move to take up for present consideration Senate 
bill 994, Order of Business 196. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from O asks 

unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 994) 

ting to the State of California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of 

the sales of lands in said State. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments in line 5, after the word ‘‘ been,’’ to insert ‘‘ made by the 
United States since the admission of said State;’’ and in line 8, after 
the words ‘‘ money necessary to,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ carry into 
effect the provisions of this act’’ and insert ‘‘pay said 5 per cent. to 
said State;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That there be, and is hereby, nted to the State of Cali- 
fornia 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of the public lands which have 
been made by the United States since the admission of said State, or may here- 
after be made in said State, to aid in the support of the public or common schools 
of said State; and the sum of money necessary to pay said 5 per cent. to said 
State is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is that bill subject to objection now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is subject to an objection. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then I object. It is an important bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware objects. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection for a 
moment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. We have dealt with this question of the 5 per 
cent. and had protracted discussion on it in reference to other States. 
It is too important a measure to now. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator does not understand the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I thinkI do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the Chair can 
not entertain debate. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is quite customary to allow an explanation. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I insist on my objection. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Pending that, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 15, 
noes 24. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Pennsylvania promised to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. CAMERON. Certainly. I withdraw the motion for a mo- 
ment, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg that of him, because I wish to give formal 
notice that on next Monday, immediately after the morning business, 
Ishall move to call up the bill (S. 662) to encourage the manufacture ot 
steel for modern army ordnance, armor, and other army purposes, and 
to provide heavy ordnance adapted to modern army warfare, and the 
bill (S. 663) to encourage the manufacture of steel for modern naval 
ordnance, armor, shafting, and other naval purposes, and to provide 
heavy ordnance adapted to modern naval warfare—bills that have been 
reported unanimously by the Committee on Coast Defenses, and that 
we have been waiting an unreasonable time to ask the Senate to con- 
sider. I shall make the motion and press it, and I know that the mo- 


The question recurs on the amend- 


tion is sustained by the unanimous sentiment of the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON. Irenewmy motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The question being put, the motion was declared to be agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that pending 
the execution of the order for an executive session—— 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I demand a division on the question of going into 
executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks for 
a division on the motion to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And, pending that, I move that the Senate ad- 

ourn. 

i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to do that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us divide on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the question of adjournment the 
Senator from Vermont calls for a division. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 8, 


noes 26. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. On the question of proceeding to the 
consideration of executive business a division has been called for. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 30, noes 7. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that motion, then, I move that the Senate 
adjourn. It is evident we can not do anything to-night. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I rise to a point of order that no business 
and no motion has intervened since the motion to adjourn was voted 


down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that busi- 
ness has intervened. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Chair to note the business and 
state it totheSenate. A motion to adjourn was made and voted down. 
A motion was made previous to that by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
to BO into executive session. That motion the Chair declared was car- 
ried. After the motion to adjourn was voted down a call for the yeas 
and nays was made on a motion that had previously been declared by 
the Chair to have prevailed. Now, I say no business has intervened 
since the motion made by the Senator from Vermont to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The Chair is of opinion that the di- 
vision on the motion to go into executive session not haying been com- 
pleted or the count made it is in the nature of business. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But the Chair had previously declared be- 
fore the motion to adjourn that the motion of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania had ed, and it was improper to divide on that question 
after the intervening motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The decision of the Chair on that 
question was suspended by the call for a division, and as a matter of 
course the division following that superseded the previous declaration. 

Mr. HARRIS. As there was no quorum developed by the division, 
I ask for the yeas and nays on the pending motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee calls 
for the yeas and nays on the question of adjournment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll, 
I am paired with 


Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
15, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 

Allison, Farwell, Mahone, Sewell, 
Dolph, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg., Williams, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 

varts, McMillan, Sawyer, 

NAYS—29. 
Beck, Son ayos, Van, 
Berry, eorge, “lumb, est, 
Butler, Gorman, Pugh, Walthall, 
Call, Gray. Riddleberger, Whitthorne, 
Cameron, Harris, Sabin, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Hawley, Saulsbury, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Conger, Morgan, Teller, 
ABSENT—32. ' 
Aldrich, Colquiit, Ingalls, Mitchell of Pa., 
Blackburn, Culiom, Jones of Florida, Palmer, 
Blair, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Bowen, Eustis, Kenna, Ransom, 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Spooner, 
Camden, Hale, Manderson, Stanford, 
ce, Hampton, Maxey, Van Wyck, 

Cheney, Harrison, Miller, Voorhees, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 


of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and na; 
Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). 


were ordered and taken. 


Iam paired 


with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. I withdraw 


my vote, 
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The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Beck, Conger, Mahone. Vance, 
Berry, Fair, ' Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, George, Payne, Walthall, 
Call, Gorman, Plumb, Whitt itthorne, 
Cameron, Gray, Pugh. Wilson of Md, 
Coc! 3 Riddleberger, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
NAYS-—6, 
Dolph. Frye, Morrill, Teller. 
5 Mitchell of Oreg., 
ABSENT—4. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Blackburr, Eustis, Kenna, Sawyer, 
lair, Farwell, McMillan, Sewell, 
Bowen, Gibson, McPherson, Sherman, 
Brown, Hale, Manderson, Spooner, 
Camden, pee tty Maxey, Stanford, 
Chace, n, Miller, Van Wyck, 
Cheney, Hawley, Mitchell of Pa., Voor! È 
Colquitt, Hoar, Palmer, Willia 
Cullom, Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not a quorum voting. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays on that. I have been on 
this floor time and again and sat here and did not vote, and been up- 
braided forit. I should like to have a call of the Senate, and see how 
many gentlemen are here who did not vote. 

Mr. HOAR. Debate is out of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question a not debatable. The 
Senator from r calls for the yeas and na; 

Tba gean and nays were ordered; and the PIRES rosi to call 
the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ranson]. 

Mr. VANCE (when Mr. RANsom’s name was called). I desire to 
announce that my colleague [Mr. RANsoM] is absent from the city in 
consequence of serious illness in his family. He is paired with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT], who has been called away. If he were present he would 
vote “yea,” and I would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 


Mr. DAWES (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the absent Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY], and withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—24. 
Bowen, e, Miller, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman, 
Conger, Hoar, Morrill, Spooner, 
Dolph, McMillan, er, Teller, 
Edmunds, Mahone, Piumb, ienee 
Evarts, Manderson, Sabin, Wilton of Iowa. 
NAYS—22. 
Beck, Fair, Morgan, Vest. 
Berry George, Payne, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Pugh, Whitthorne, 
Butler, ray, dleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Saulsbury, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
ABSENT—30. 

Aldrich, Colquitt, Harrison, Platt, 
Allison, Cullom, Ingalls, m, 
Blair, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 

wn, Eustis, Jonesof Neyada, Stanford, 
Camden, Farwell, Kenna, Van Wyck, 
Chace, Gibson, rina Voorhees. 
Cheney, Hale, Max 

krell, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 3, at 12 
o'clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
> WEDNESDAY, February 2, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings were read and approved. 


HAWAIIAN TREATY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ae he conte St OERE 9 the United States: 


In response to the resolution of the House of Representatives, adopted o 
the 22d ultimo, calling upon mate for “a E ap eriu areaty or convention Saponi 
to the Senate and ratified by ween the United States and the 


Government of the Hawaiian esr an r$ pannat herewith a report of the 
Secretary of State, with accompanying 
it is proper to remark B erk relation th ain no convention whatever has been 
and ratified ” the President and Senate,” as is recited in the pre- 
amble to the said poari of the House of Representatives, but that the docu- 
ments referred to, exhibiting the action of the Executive to the Senate, 
ively, are communicated in compliance with the request of the resolution. 
ROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 1, 1887. 


TheSPEAKER. Inasmuch as the resolution relating to this subject 
has been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary this will take the 
same course. 

Mr. MILLS. And let it be printed. 

The message was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF WILLIAM H. SCHUETZE, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, together with a copy 
of the report, which it Spoken. of Lieut. William H. netze, United States 
Navy, who was designated e Secretary of the Navy in pursuance of the act 
of Congress of March 3, 1 fet appropriations for the sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending June 30,1886, to distribute the 
testimonials of the Government to subjects of Russia who extended aid to the 
survivors of the Jeannette exploring expedition and the parties dispatched by 
this Government to aid said survivors. 

The report is interesting alike to the people of the United States and to the 
bt of Russia, and will be gratifying to all who appreciated the generous 

humane action of Congress providing for the testimonials. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSI 

Washington. Fares 1, 1887. 


The message and accompanying papers were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


REISSUE OF TREASURY NOTES, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a reply of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to the Speaker of the House of Representatives on the 
resolution of the House of Representatives of December 20, 1886, re- 
specting a reissue of Treasury notes, destruction of United States notes, 
and denomination of the latter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

It was also, by unanimous consent, Aa to be printed in the 
RECORD, and is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 1, 1887. 


Sır: I have had the honor to receive the following direction from the House 
of Representatives, and thereon submit the report subjoined: 


(Forty-ninth Congress, second session.) 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
In the House of Representatives, December 20,1886, 
Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, submitted the 
following; which was agreed to 
Resolved by the House of Reprenitatines; That the Secretary of oroo Treasury, be, 
— he is hereby, directed to report to this House as soon as possi 
First. Whether any portion of the money appropriated pats dog po “approved 
4, 1886, known as the sun civil appropriation act, been expended 
ag Treasury pe notes of large denomination in lieu of notes of small op 
ton or retired; and whether any other money belonging to 
as Government Sat of th the U United States has been expended for such purpose since 
ugust 
Second. How many, if any, o nes age two-dollar notes have been canceled and 
destroyed since the passage of feos ket what authority said notes were de- 
stroyed, and what sum has be expe: ed in their destruction. 
Third. How many, if any, of oak i notes canceled and destroyed were muti- 
lated notes, and whether doe of like oot were issued in their stead, 
ery JN CLARK, JR., Clerk. 
e Treasury notes heretofore issued under the S of Congress and out- 
Mei a August 4, 1886, were as follows: 


Outstanding August 4, 1886, 


Treasury notes of 1846, act of July 22, 1846..... $5,900 00 
Treasury notes of 1847, act of January 28, 1847.. 950 00 
Treasury notes of 1857, act of December 23, 1857. 1,700 00 
Treasury notes outstanding January 1, 1887—“ Acts prior to 1846.” 
Act and per cent. $50. | $100. | $500. /$1,000, 


October 12, 1837—1 mill per cent... 
2 per cent..,.. 

5 per cent. 

6 per cent.... 

May 21, 1838—6 per cent.... 
March 31, 1840—2 per cent. 
5 per cent 

6 per cent. 


gs8 


6 per per 
February 15, 1841—2 per cent............ 
2 per cent., fourth issue.. 
525 per cent exchange. 
6 per cent f, 
6 per cent., fourth issue... 
6 per cent., exchange..... 
January 31, 1842—6 per cent........200 
August 31, 1842—6 per cent... 
March 3,1843—1 mill per cen! 


*Fifty dollars, included above, was stolen from custom-house at New Orleans 
after it was redeemed by the collector. Itis now on file. 


nee a 
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Treasury notes outslanding January 1, 1887—" Acts prior to 1864,""—Continued. 


Fract.| Amount, baie 


Act and per cent, 


February 15, 1841—2 per cent........ PERSIES S arddkss AS E cosa 
2 per cent., fourth issue.. a 


8882833 | 8888| 8| 3888 


January 31, 1842—6 per cent... 
August 31, 1842—6 per cent..... 
March 8, 1843—1 mill per cent 


a bk oR ges aes Peeing i August fe iro = a Freep bol to ga 
xX , receiv: n e Treasury, and cancele ue course to 
destroyed, the following : wypal F ba 


Denominations, 
Title, 


One-year notes of 1863....... oes 
Two-year notes of 1863... 
Compound-interest notes 
Seven-thirties of 1864-65. 


It is true that Congress, while in each of the foregoing enactments prescrib- 


ing the maximum sum and the lowest denomination of jury notes issuable 
thereunder, im upon the Secre! of the Treasury the duty of fixing, ac- 
cording to his discretion and current view of the exigencies and conveniences 
of the public interest and service, sometimes the sums, often the reissue, always 
the denominations, as well as regulations for custody, redemption, Lee fa 
and destruction of the same, It is also true that in any case of reissued Treas- 
ury notes Congress thus imposed upon the Secretary of the Treasury the con- 
tinued oxercise of his discretion in the choice and possible change Of p Peine 
tions rye 

Nevertheless, I am not aware that the Secre: of ihe Treasury has had the 
authority of Congress, under any of the forego S Bence amount or otherwise, 
since August 4, 1886, cither to issue Treasury notes ofany denomination, or 
small, or to reissue any, whether in denominations changed or unchanged. 

The first of these resolutions, presented with the authority of the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, and adopted by the House of Representatives itself, 
seems, indeed,to convey a different expectation, and I shall defer at once to better 
instruction; but, as at L presens informed, I would beg leave to intimate to the 
Committee and to the House that in all acts of Congress directing or authoriz- 
ing an issue of Treasury notes, certainly in all acts which ever provided for a 
oa iere of Treasury notes, the time fixed therein for the exercise of any such 
duty or discretion imposed upon the Secretary has long since elapsed. 

But were a more patientscrutiny of the Statutes at Large to disclose some over- 
looked authority to reissue notes, Ishould not, except under fresh in- 
structions from Congress, conceive it aduty to expend “ potas & agli of the money 

ropriated by the act Sppcves August 4, 18865,” for such a pı ; nor has 
tor “any other money belonging to the Government of the United States” 
been expended for such purpose, In the administration of solvent ern- 
ments, by capable officers, Treasury notes have been reissued only when ex- 
nditures were in excess of income, or were thought about to be in excess of 
come, 

But I beg leave ree eg to recall the attention of the House of Represen- 
tatives to the facts which [ had the honor to lay before them in my last annual 
report, showing that such is not the case of this Government, but, contrary, 
that, for the last seven years, besides expending $24,000,000 per annum in the 
panin of a metal at present lacking international currency and superfluous 

or local currency, the annual excess of ordin: revenue over ordinary expend- 

iture has been about $100,000,000, which excess is gradually enlarging. So that 
the measure of our present annual surplus taxation, being thus nigh to $125,- 
000,000, is the measure also of the clear distance which separates this Depart- 
mA, and this Government from a present need or excuse to reissue Treasury 
no 

That another species ofour mgr ona Tr, Ma poate peng Reape A cee -tenders 
or greenbacks, known in law as United States notes, are, equally with what the 
law designates as Treasury notes, beyond any need or excuse for reissue; that 
temporary notes which are a debt of principal only, like notes which are a debt 
of Pore and interest, should at once be cashed and canceled from abundant 
and superfluous coin in hand not now capable of being applied to any other 

is so obvious a principle of sound finance, such as a prudent citizen 
would apply to his private affairs, that any Secretary of the Treasury would be 
subject to just reproach for departure therefrom by reissues, were it not that the 
act of May 31,1878, seems to require of him that fiscal misstep. 

And I beg leave to submit to the House the question whether, among many 
other reasons for its repeal, the contraction of the currency sought to be averted 
preii now in any other and better way be prevented than by its repeal, 

e fact that the $346,681,016 of greenback debt is a greenback currency, is so far 
from being a reason its payment that it is the reason which makes its 
payment and destruction necessary—not without a better currency to take its 
place; but such a currency is at 5 

Of course the nback debt should be d. “To the payment in coin or 
its equivalent of all the obligations of the United States not bearing interest, 


known as United States notes,” “the faith of the United States is solemnly 
pledged” by the act of Congress, March 18,1869. But, also, a contraction of the 
currency should be avoided. The substitution of a better currency for the 

backs runs no hazard of contraction. But the consequences of not usin, 
our coin surplus thus are serious. For in currency of some sort will the s 
taxes be paid, and the excess of receipts over the authorized disbursements of 
the Treasury would be the measure of the contraction of the currency. 

This contraction can be avoided by Popen annas for an extravagant and 
reckless outpour and eg aye like that of war. It can also je avoided by the 
payment of debt. The remedy need not be discussed; it is, of course, a 
remedy the most unworthy of the people’s representatives. The second re: 
is all that remai What debt, then, shall we pay ? Beyond the 3 er 
which are already provided for and will soon all be paid, not another dollar o 
the principal of our funded debt is due for four years to come, and a 
reduction of the interest on the 4} percents, and of the fours, such as I 
to the House of Representatives nearly a year ago in my letter of March 2, 1886, 
no part of the same can now be canceled or diminished by anticipatory pur- 
—_ without paying to the bondholder a premium on pretty much his own 

erms. 

The premium on the 4} percents of 1891 is now 11 per cent. ; the premium on 
the 4 percents of 1907 is now 28 e cent. Payment of the funded debt at these 
premiums to the bondholder is thriftless extravagance. But it is an inex- 
cusable extravagance, for the reason shown in my annual report, namely, 
that the operation of the present sinking-fund law, and the annual appropria- 
tion of 1 cent. of the debt to that fund which it requires, and which gives us 
no trouble, will cancel every dollar of the public indebtedness, greenbacks and 
all, within one twelvemonth of the day that our last great funded loan becomes 
due and payable,in 1907. We may almost say that our funded debt will thus 
pay itself, so little excuse have we for hastening its payment. 

But anticipatory payment of funded debt at a high premium, while success- 
fully getting out of the Treasury its currency tax surplus, and so preventing cone 
traction in that form, is that me! , nevertheless, which would contract the cur- 
rency in another form by too suddenly diminishing national-bank circulation 
based on the funded debt. 

It is therefore necessary now, not only to reduce taxation in order to prevent 
surplus-tax-collecting from being oip nena oe again and again, but it 
is n also to employ our present and unavoidable tax surplus in the a 
ment, not of funded, but of the unfunded debt. Great me pw ov of needless 
expense or serious monetary trouble can both so beavoided. The people's rep- 
resentatives, by action before adjournment, can relieve the Secretary ofthe Treas- 
ury from the bad choice between these now present alternatives. 

he surplus coin and bullion which will remain in the Treasury after all the 
bonds subject to call have been paid and before the Fiftieth Congress will assem- 
ble, ther with the proceeds of surplus taxation which will flow into the Treas- 
ury before any possible reduction of taxes by the present Congress can take effect, 
constitute a sum which can well be got out of the Treasury into the bands of the 
people, where it belongs, by the payment of the greenback debt. Coin certifi- 
cates are a ready and superior paper money tothe greenbacks, The substitution 
can be effected as a mere matter of Treasury administration whenever two in- 
nsable conditions are first fulfilled by Congress, 
f these, the first is that the silver purchases should be stopped. Our ap- 
ing difficulties were discernible two years , and I commended both 
hose conditions of safety tfully to the consideration of Con, in my 
first annual report, in my reply to the resolutions of the House of Representa- 
tives last spring, and again in my second annual report. Congress has butto 
remove the débris of two past errors of our predecessors in order effectually to 
avert monetary difficulties which are now imminent, and to renew a commer- 
cial rity wifich will dispel the mephitic atmosphere of our so-called labor 
troubles. The repeal of the compa silyer j ainsat (act of February 28, 
1878) is tho first and iate Baer e condition. The zepon of the Pap eget 
post-redemption reissues of United States notes (act of May 31, 1878) is the next 
m aan bara OAA KA Ih eocasary to teither on the one hand 
ese two re are together n prevent either on the one an 
extra’ t expense or on the other hand a considerable con on of the cur- 
rency. I can see noother alternatives, As the evilis at our door, I can not con- 
ceive that the case admits of further gt 

Renewing the expression of my hope the Forty-ninth Congress before its 
near adjournment will enter uw the residue of work which demands attention 
from the poopie representatives—and that it will at once 
ne a ,000,000 people by a of the duty on raw wool—I 
submit herewith an interesting e covering the whole field of Fi 
tion, which I was not strong enough to perfect in time to go with my annual re- 
port. (See Appendix J.) 

In answer to the second and third inquiries of the House of ats i gece x tr 
above cited, I respectfully refer to the table in A A, which exhibits 
minutely every change in the distribution of Uni notes among their 
various denominations, by a daily statement of the amount of them destroyed 
or credited into the Treasury, or received from the Bureau of ving and 
Printing from August 4, 1886, to December 31,1886. It appears that between 
those dates $3,861,857 in one-dollar notes were destro ed, and $3,937,082 in two- 
dollar notes were destroyed—total, $7,798,939. W. sum has been expended 
in their destruction it would be impossible to fix because of the mixed character 
of the denominations of mutilated money handled by the Redemption Bureau 
of the Treasury, Itis usual in the case of the small denominations sent in for re- 
dem ption to find the paper badly mutilated and difficult to count. 

But I know of no satisfactory method of computing such an le 
of a total and continuous tho: inconsiderable expense. The table in Appen- 
dix A exhibits every detail of that continuous process by which from day to day 
are fulfilled the requirements of the act of May 31, 1878, making compulso: 
post-redemption issue and reissue of the amount of the debt in ion 
as United States notes which was but permitted by section 3579 of the Revised 
Statutes, and by which from day to day has been exercised the discretion im- 
posed upon the Secretary (sections 3571, 3575, 3580, 3581, &c., of the Revised Stat- 
utes, see Appendix H) in respect to the denominations of such notes reissued in 
like character and amount to replace their mutilated or less desired predeces- 


sors. 

It is obvious from the table, and from similar tables in the Treasurer’s report 
of 1885 and 1886, communicated to the House along with my annual reports of 
those years, that no ones or twos have been issued “in the stead” of the 
$7,798,939 mutilated ones and two3 redeemed, canceled, and destroyed, since 
August 4, nor instead of any other ones or twos or $10,000, or $5,000, or $1,000 
arson Pag canceled and destroyed. Forno ones and twos have been issued 
since July, % 

From an examination of the Treasurer’s last annual report, pages 65 to 78, in- 
clusive, and py compan B, it will be seen that the practice of the Redemption 
Bureau of the ry, from 1862 up to the present time, has been to deliver 
in exchange for mutilated notes such other notes or denominations as might be 
required by a bank, or banker presenting the former for redemption. 
The expenses of presentation and return are borne by the party presenting 
mutilated notes for redemption. 

It has alsa been the p: ice of the Treasury during the same twenty-five years 
to cause to be printed notes of all denominations in advance of the destruction 
of the notes returned as mutilated, or as locally inconvenient, and to issue from 
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such previously-printed notes such amounts and denominations as were needed 
for itsown convenience or that of the persons arrena the same for redemp- 

tion. There is now in the “ reserve vault” of the Treasury the sum of $1 408 
000 of such notes. The ice of issuing completed notes RASA certificates 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing has been very properly stopped by the 


Paced printed notes and pairar Sa now pa m an incomplete form; the 
e Treasury is not attached to them un are uired, which is 
affixed in the Treasury building. ei er 

The United States or legal-tender notes destroyed since Au; 4, 1836, up to 
December 31, 1886, as appears by Appendix A, have been of e following de- 
nominations: 


500'S ....sresseecsersees 


1,000'8 „..cereasepepes ses soreerceeee 


C's anaa e 


142, 218, 000 

The Nisese aioe a Garta Aeda od named of $7,798,939 of one 

and two dollar notes; an increase in five-dollar gy f $9,275,554 

in ten-dollar notes; and $545, 136 of ection notes, or a total increase in 

notes of Sonona oC AA A a decrease in large notes of the 
following denominations and amo 


50's, Of.......00..0 aa nesiopasens 
100’s, of.. 


1,000's, of.. 


j, OO ts “0s -csechincain cocdoecaccneevanosinnsbaseetssteassoces totceu ubebbeseconvosecsesusonstbbesseceale 


Srrrtiietttittetittrttittte ttrtirtitr tet retro 


14, 104, 070 
In addition to these denominational changes in legal-tender notes, the follow- 
ing changes have occurred in the silver certificates : 


show an increase in one and two — certificates OLEOS 
a eaae 448,024 in twen! my ye oong 
denominations, as stated ve, of 


$8,430,150, denominations of ae 


pnd and that the total increase of small 
denominations has since the 4th of August, 1886, to the 3lst day of Decem- 


ber, 1586, as follows: 
One-dollar silver pci ESEI sce 


Less one-dollar legal-tender notes destroyed... 3, 861, 857 
Less two-dollar legal-tender notes — -=> Ee 082 


Lest twenty-dollar silver certificates destroyed 1,148, 024 
8, 946, 963 
Increase since August 4, 1896.........cccsssserssssesscorenversserssesrresesenre 29, 999, 520 
To which can be added— $ : 
Standard silver dollars increased in circulation. 5, 914, 329 
Subsidiary coin increased in wee 2,744,871 
Minor coin increased in circulation..... 
TOAL nncevenssessvvecseesncpescetecesaccensecees seiecstascoasatsovenatnessa sushsensescsesssse’ OO) D0 OAT 
In Appendix B will be found the outstanding currency in denominations, as 
of Decemcer 31, 1886; and in Appendix O the total shipments of United States 


notes, &c., since August 4 to December 31, 1836. 

With the desire that the House may be fully informed as to the working of the 
Treasury in the most spop detail, there haye been added the daily statements 
for December 3L, marked “E,” and those of January 3, 1887, marked eii and 
“ G,” made to the Treasurer, with detail of the accounts upon which pa; 
and receipts are made, and the kind of money received and paid out ny cig of 
the several sub-treasuries and the Treasury at Washington. 


It will be seen by the recapitulation on page 11 of Appendix E that the receipts 
were— 


Receipts and | Excess of coer Excess of re- 
ments. ceipts. 


In national-bank notes...........0. $151, 241 
[Payments none; the $25,000 
received at the sub-treas. 
uries being forwarded to 


Washington for redemp- 


tion. 
The yon ee Ce Sais 
Payments ... 


The gold coin—Receipts.............. 
Payments ........... 


The gold airs agar or 
Payments 


The silver certificates— 
Receipts ... 
Payments 


The standard silver dollars— 
Receipts 


ee sonsebenssncssons 


Less receipts December S1.,)...........ssecseseeeee 


The amount of standard silver dollars and subsidiary silver coin ($97,211) put 
out, with the exception of small amounts used in ae change, were putin 
circulation at an aces Spone of $1.96 per $1,000. 


The withdrawal, begun in the summer of 1885, of the one and two-dollar 
United States notes and their conversion into five-dollar notes, both being 
known to the Treasury and the public under the denomination of small notes— 
which title extends to the ten and twenty dollar notes—was due to the fact that 
the Government had in the Treasury vaults large masses of silver dollars, for 
which no fitting use could be found. 

To this statement it mey be objected that these coins could be paid out in the 
ordinary transactionsof the Government. Thisisnottrue, for one among many 
reasons, because of the Sua sar ene impossibility of the movement of the mass = 
gd ry bequired to mak of this charac of the Government; and, secondly. 

the fact that all Pain Lege a alee Peet ten to await the porn te 
er again the Treasury vaults, 
á the ee pent lig stat Me T ania i ae 
or the nsactions Treasury or p vi ness, The reasury wi 
Yr 33 tons per day to make its daily payments. Its receipts would be 
ictly confined to the same metal, which would involve the handl: of 33 
more tons. A ager dollars weighs 60pounds, The physical force 
does not exist in the Treasury to e the mass required to effect its daily 
settlements under such conditions. 

Objection will be made that the silver certificates could have been used—which 
is true if the object had been to confine the ag and payments of the Treas- 
ury to this kind of money and to depreciate its value. ch a mode of pay- 
ment is not Pacah e so long as the legal-tender United States notes are suf- 
fered to and everything called in law a “dollar” is to be upheld in a firm 
equivalence with our monetary unit of value established by law. one. to the 

non-legal-tender erof coin they would return—as ey coe 
ie when eg A M nations—on the day of cy kr: or ` 
y. must 


ceeding da; of necessity happen, because of the fact 

accept the banks as deposits, these notes are transformed ate a 
tender of the banks, so that room must instantly be made for r 
deposits of the same kind by making imm payment back into the Treas- 


This Waal of enahs L A A S whether note, ce in, 
are defined by the daily needs of the people with the greatest d ctness. 
Were issue now to be made of the one and two dollar 7 ran ay me n it 
would exclude just so one and two dollar silver certificates from 

tion. This is true of each denomination of silver certificates or United States 
legal-tender notes, but is most reer d foen in the larger denominations of 
silver ce which, except for their use as a means of redemption of the 
standard silver dollar, would be absolutely worthless as circulation; in fact, it 
may be said that they are not used by the community, but that these certificates 
are only used between the banks and the Government. Paid out by the Gov- 
ernment in ener for silver dollars, the next day, often the same day, the: 
are back in the Treasury vaults, paid in by the banks, as the best use to be ma 
of them by these noel pc a in so far as the revenues of the Government arrive 
to the by that channel. 

ubt eo yane ma silver five-dollar certificates take their full 


There is no 
fen a in the circulatio perp bane dpe form the present legal-tender notes into 
and Event eared d uocnnanis is mde in in the smal lest denom- 
a at addition em he the currency of the 
arere roe this Lay of money while Congress ingi rina to require also the 


ey sen oe 


Asto thes ausos] use of the present amount of silver coinage and its rep- 
resentative certificates, more depends, so long as the legal-tender notes exist, 
upon the denomination of the certificates than upon any other determining 
cause. Under the issue of the silver certificates in larger forms, a maximum of 
45 per cent, was attained in the Treasury's receipts through the customs with a 
total circulation of $101,000, 000, wae Wir obocoe i owing to the issue of smaller 
denominations, in a circulation o! 000, the receipts in customs of these 
certificates are onl AS per cent., r Sel during the first months of the current 
year the reeeipts of this kind of money may reach 20 per cent. 

In examining the changes made in the denominations of a ebony ah during 
the first half of the year, it will be found that these a zeae of take the 
form of large notes, while during the last half the notes issu: sree oe 
nominations. This will be found to be true of every arras E which record 
been kept of these changes, except that during the period of depression through 
which we have just , the changes were Kenasi in io direction of t 
large notes. Thisw iL be found to be true of each period n since the 
issue of the I -tender ore hr marks the diminished use a the smaller cur- 
rency brought about by that ened prosperity among the people. 


notes, and so long as that competition is 


ae 
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There are those who profess to desire the Secretary of the Treasury 
the smaller issues of the legal-tenders, upon the assumption that profits will 
accrue by the people losing more of them while in circulation. This scheme is 
quite as unsound as dishonest; for the loss on currency of this character, either 
national-bank notes or | -tenders (Annual Report of the Treasurer for 1886, 
pages 33, 34, pages 65-67), does not amount to one-twentieth of 1 per cent, upon 
the closed issues therein stated, and as to those in which there is an element of 
worth in excess of the face value, the percentage of loss is not one two-hun- 
dredth of 1 per cent. per annum., It is, therefore, a fair deduction, as the ones 
and twos of these old issues are still coming in, though slowly, that one-twenty- 
fifth of 1 per cent. perannum is the limit o such profit on the loss of a small cur- 
rency while in use as a circulating medium. 

The controling principle in making the ‘redemptions of the legal-tender notes 
is to issue these notes in the form demanded by those who pa them forre- 
demption when mutilated, and (except the one and two do! notes, which are 
replaced by the one and two dollar silver certificates) this has been, and will 
continue to be, the rule of the Department until Congress directs 
aor other course would result in serious embarrassment to the peo 
w 


the limits of the discre- 
bution of the silver certifi- 
cates among various denominations, by A pa H y besides the issue of certifi- 
with the denominations of the 


of or in exchange for silver certificates of larger denominations. 
Co: had left unmodified the discretion in respect to denominations of 
United States notes originally imposed upon the Secre It had even con- 


gress exp’ n 

though strained inference that it was thereby prohibitin; daily renewal of 
notes with fresh ones of like denomination, which was then provided 
uy law, as also was the daily renewal of mutilated notes with fresh ones of un- 
like denomination. The discretion thus confirmed was of course no larger in 
the reissue than in the original issue, nor a different discretion. It has been 
ex in subordination to the laws, and in response to the daily require- 
ments of ie poopie of the United States. (Appendix H.) 

The actof August 4, 1886, which made the issue of the silver certificate ones 
and twos compulsory, and the act of May 31, 1878, which made the reissue of the 
greenback total compulsory, have been jointly executed by the abridgment of 
the smallest and the largest denominations of the greenbacks, and the enlarge- 
ment of the smallest silver certificates. 

In pointing out a year ago the onl bats A in which such a substitution could be 
made and the use of silver Bragea w the Secre- 
tary is happy to have anticipated the wish and the enactment of Congress, 
These coin certificates can now be made to take the place of the whole green- 
back circulation, by the prior repeal of the compulsory silver-purchase law and, 
the repeal of the nback, compulsory, post-redemption-issue Jaw—some of 
the many reasons for which are so fully set forth in my last annual report that 
they need no repetition here. 

Respectfully yours, 
DANIEL paper babe 
Secretary o Treasury. 

The Hon, SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, if this is what I think itis, 
and as I understand from the public prints, I will at the proper time 
rise to a question of the highest privilege in order to see what further 


steps are necessary to be taken to secure observance of the law. 
COURT OF CLAIMS JUDGMENTS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a list of judgments against the United 
States in the Court of Claims presented for payment February 1, 1887; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

STAKE-LIGHTS, LAKE CHAMPLAIN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury transmitting a letter from the Light-House Board, 
asking an appropriation for the re-establishment of two stake-lights in 
the channel between North and South Hero Islands, Lake Champlain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALTERATIONS OF LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War transmitting, in compliance with a provision of the river 
and harbor act of August 5, 1886, a report upon proposed alterations 
of the Louisville and Portland Canal; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


RECONSTRUCTION OF AQUEDUCT BRIDGE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the report of the Board of Engineers on the pro- 
posed reconstruction of the Aqueduct Bridge in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 
JOHN LOAGUE, ADMINISTRATOR, AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact 
ministrat 5 


by that courtin the case of John Loague, , &e., against 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


FLOWAGE DAMAGE, FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


The SPEAKER. The letter from the Attorney-General in further 
response to the House resolution calling for a report of the amounts due 
the several commissioners to ascertain the flowage damages caused by 
the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, was wrongly referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and if there be no objection 
that committee will be discharged from its further consideration, and 
it will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
cases: 
To Mr. BENNETT, for three days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant business. © 

To Mr. O’DoNNELL, for one week, on account of important business. 


BUSINESS OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MORRISON. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the order heretofore 
made setting apart February 3 for the consideration of the business 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, be postponed to Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 8. I need hardly say that the chairman of that committee is 
necessarily absent. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. - 


Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present at this time the 
certificate of election of Mr. Hugh H. Price, elected from the eighth 
Congressional district of the State of Wisconsin, to fill the vacancy occa- 
sioned by the death of the late Hon. William T. Price. Iask the read- 
ing of the certificate, and that he be now sworn in. 

The certificate was read, as follows: 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
To all whom these presents shall come: : 

I, Ernst G. Timme, secretary of state of the State of Wisconsin, do hereby cer- 
tify that Hugh H. Price was, on the 18th day of January, A. D. 1887, duly elected 
a Representative in the Forty-ninth Congress of the United States for the eighth 
Congressional district of the State of Wisconsin for the unexpired term of two 
years, commencing onthe 4th day of March, A. D. 1885, as appears from the ofli- 
cial canvass of votes given at a special election held in the State of Wisconsin 
on the day and year above written, and that he was so elected in accordance 
with the laws of the State of Wisconsin. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and have affixed my offi- 
cial seal at the capital, in the city of Madison, this 28th day of January, A. D. 


{srax.] ERNST G. TIMME. 


Mr. PRICE, having appeared atthe Bar of the House, was duly quali- 
fied, taking the oath of office prescribed by law. 


RICHARD H. & JAMES PORTER. 


Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, the objection having been with- 
drawn, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar from the further consideration 
of the bill (S. 1368) for the relief of Richard H. & James Porter, and 
put the bill upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beitenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury pay to Richard H. & James 
Porter the said sum of $10,100, less the said sum of $750 paid them under the sec- 
ond award, in full for all claims for or compensation for property im- 
pressed by order of Colonel Johnston, in command of the United States troops 
en route for Utah in 1857. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report in that case had better be read. 

Mr. VAN EATON. ‘The report is quite a lengthy one, and I think 
perhaps I can state the substance of it in a few words. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should be glad to hear a statement covering the 


facts. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, this claim arose under the follow- 
ing circumstances: When General Sidney Johnston was engaged in the 
Utah expedition in the year 1857, while passing through the State of 
Missouri, he found it necessary to take possession of certain cattle, 
horses, and mules belonging to the petitioner in this case, for which 
payment is now sought. They were used in the army, as appears in 
the documents filed with the case, and were lost to Mr. Porter. Ap- 
plication was duly made to the Treasury under the act of 1849 for pay- 
ment, and the claim was considered and reported upon favorably by 
the Auditor. The Secretary of the Treasury subsequently referred the 
claim to the Attorney-General, Hon. Edward Bates, a doubt having 
arisen in the mind of the Secretary whether the report of the Auditor 
justified the payment of the claim. The Secretary of the Treasury was 
in doubt as to whether the claim came within the purview of the act 
of March 3, 1849, and referred the matter to the Solicitor of the 
Treasury. The award of the Third Auditor was held by the Solicitor 
to be final in the sense of being without appeal, and could neither be 
changed nor diminished. 

The Attorney-General reported that the claim came within the pro- 
visions of the act in question; but some other difficulty arose, and it 
finally came to Congress. It has been examined and reported by the 
Department several times, and, finally, as I have said, came to Con- 
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gress, where it was unanimously reported favorably in the Forty-seventh 
gress, and reported favorably and passed at the present session of 
the Senate. Atthis Congress it was examined by the Committee on 
Claims of the House, and has been unanimously presented to this House 
by the committee. ‘The Senate bill was sgan reported favorably, and 
is now upon the Calendar. I hold in my hand the report of the com- 
mittee, from which I read the concluding words: 

The award ap; to the committee to have been made in accordance with 
the provisions of the act of March 3 1849, volume 9, Statutes at Large, section 2, 
page 415; and asthe proof was conclusive as to the taking of the property by the 
officers of the Government under circumstances that appear to have justified 
such taking, and the Government having received the benefit thereof in 1857, it 
does not seem to be proper to compel the claimants to go into court to establish 
the validity of their claim, and therefore the committee recommend the amend- 
ment of the bill so as to pay the claimants the award, less the amount received 
under the second award, 


That is exactly the bill which we have now pending, and I hope there 
will be no objection to its passage. 
(ORE PAREN. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I desire to offer an amendment, which I send 
to the desk. s 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, after the words “ Richard H. Porter,” in the first line of the en, 
bill, the words “surviving partner and assignee of the late firm of R. H. ;” so 


that it will read: 
“That the Secretary of the Treasury pay to Richard H. Porter, surviving 


partner and assignee of the late firm of R. H. & James Porter,” &e, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read 
the third time, was passed. 

The title was amended to conform to the body of the bill. 

Mr. VAN EATON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS MIAMI AND SANDUSKY, OHIO. 


Mr. ROMEIS. Mr. Speaker, the objection having been withdrawn, 
I again ask the House to take up and consider the bill (H. R. 6538) to 
define the boundaries of the collection districts of Miami and Sandusky, 
in the State of Ohio. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 2603 of the Revised Statutes is hereby so amend- 
ed that the district of Miami, in the State of Ohio, shall comprise all the waters 
and shores of Lake Erie within the jurisdiction of the United States from the 
western bank of the Portage River to the western bank of the Miami River in 
which Toledo shall be the port of entry; and so that the district of Sandusky 
shall comprise all the waters and shores of Lake Erie within the jurisdiction of 
the United States from the eastern bank of the Vermilion River to and includ- 
ing the western bank of the Portage River, and all the islands at the head of 
Lake Erie, lying east of a line drawn north from the west bank of the Portage 
River at its mouth, in which Sandusky shall be the portofentry. Vessels shall 
be allowed to ply between the port of Toledo, in the Miami district, and any of 
the said islands, in the same manner and subject to the same conditions only 
as if said islands were in the district of Miami. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether this bill is recommended 
by the Secretary ? 

Mr. ROMEIS. It was recommended by him some years ago, and 
passed the Senate twice, but there being two Congressmen from this dis- 
trict there has always been more or less friction between them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does this establish a new port of delivery ? 

Mr. ROMEIS. No, sir; the principal effect of the bill is to abolisha 
tax now levied upon vessels going to the islands in one of these districts 
from a port of entry in the other. 

Mr. TARSNEY. And is unanimously reported from the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Mr. FORAN. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. REAGAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6538) to 


define the boundaries of the collection districts of Miami and Sandusky, Ohio, 
report the bill back to the House without amendment, and recommend its 


This bill, it is understood, was drawn in the pager d Department, and has 

its approval; it has, once or twice, in the form in which it is now presented, 

the Senate. The object of the bill is to define more clearly the bounda- 

ries between these two collection districts, and to abolish a small tax now levied- 

apon vessels going to the islands in one of these collection districts from a port 
of entry in the other collection district, 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. ROMEIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OWENSBOROUGH, KY. 


Mr. LAFFOON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 1536) for the purchase of suitable 


grounds in the city of Owenshorough, in the State of Kentucky, and 
the erection thereon of a public building for the post-office, United 
States collector’s office, United States commissioner’s office, and for the 
use of other United States officers in said city, andappropriating money 
for said and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Rigi SPRAKEN. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

the bill? 

Mr. BRADY. I object. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MISSISSIPPI AT DUBUQUE. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to 
the Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 10412) to authorize the construction of a high wagon 
and foot-passenger bridge over the Mississippi River, between the city 
of East Dubuque, in the State of Illinois, and the city of Dubuque, in 
the State of Iowa, and that the same be considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That in lieu of the pontoon bridge authorized by the act of 
Congress to be constructed over the Mississippi River between the city of East 
Dubuque, in the State of Illinois, and the city of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, 
by the East Dubuque Bridge Company, a corporation organized under the laws 
of the State of Illinois for that purpose, the Dubuque Pontoon Bridge Company, 
a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Iowa for a like purpose, 
and now holding the franchise of said East Dubuque Bri Company in rela- 
tion to such bridge, may construct and maintain over said river, at the most 
suitable point between those cities, a high wagon thin a for the passage of 
wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of ani. , and for foot passen- 
gers, for such reasonable rates of toll as said cities may prescribe: Provided, 

hat the Secretary of War, to whom the plans and si cations for said con- 


templated high w: bridge have been submitted for inspection, shall be of 
opinion that such high wagon bridge will be no substantial obstruction to the 
navigation of said river. 


The Committee on Commerce recommended the following amend- 
ment: 

In line 8, after the word “ purpose,” insert the words ‘‘and amendatory of 
said act.” 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa, did this 
bill receive the sanction of the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It received the unanimous sanction 
of that committee. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MATHEW H. FULTON. 


Mr. SENEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 1753), and that the same be now considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and requi to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $337.02 to Mathew H. Fulton, tmaster at Bucyrus, 


Ohio, the said sum being the amount of money stolen m the safe and from 
registered letters in the post-office at Bucyrus, Ohio, on the night of May 9, 1883, 
and which sum the said Fulton made good to the claimants from own 


means, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be en; and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SENEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LAFFOON rose. 

Mr. BRADY. I desire to withdraw my objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill called up a short time ago by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Larroon]. 

Mr. STORM and Mr. SPRINGER called for the regular order. 


MRS. HENRIETTA M. DRUM HUNT. 


Mr. SCOTT. I make a privileged report from a committee of con- 
ference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the pe ghey votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 8869, granting a pension 
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to Mrs. Henrietta M. Drum Hunt, having met, after full and free conference 


— agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same, 
WILLIAM L. SCOTT, 


N. B. ELDREDGE, ’ 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JOHN I. MITCHELL, 
=- H. W. BLAIR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I should like to be heard on the question of 
concurring in that report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I move non-concurrence in the report pre- 
sented by the commitiee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary motion. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the report, and a refusal to agree is a rejection. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I oppose the adoption of this report because 
this bill proposes to give to the widow of a lieutenant of the Navy $40 
amonth. Under the law widows of officers of that grade are entitled 
to $20. No application in this case has ever been made to the Pension 
Bureau for the allowance of this claim. 

Mr. McCOMAS. For any amount? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Foranyamount. Theapplication was made 
in the first instance to this House; and to agree to this sets a vicious 
precedent. Congress has inaugurated a Pension Bureau for the pur- 
pose of granting pensions to those who are entitled to them, and the 
first duty of applicants is to apply to that department for the relief 
aa As I have said, no application has been made to the Pension 

ureau. 

And even if that practice should be disregarded, instead of coming 
here and asking for that amount which this widow would be entitled 
to under the law they ask for an increase from $20 to $40 per month. 

This question was up for consideration by the House on January 8, 
at the Friday evening session. The House bill was passed giving the 
applicant $5 more than she was entitled to under the law, andI must 
say without any valid evidence that it ought to be granted at all. 
There is nothing pending before this House except the petition of the 
claimant herself and a recommendation by Commodore Schley that the 
pension should be granted, and upon that the House gave her a pension 
of $25 a month; $5 more than the widows of other officers who have 
lost their lives in the defense of the country are entitled to. 

For that reason I am opposed to the adoption of this report. There 
is no evidence here to show that this claimant is entitled to anything 
at all, and anything the House gave her is a mere gratuity. This bill 
is based ona matter of mere sentiment. These people are not specially 
in need of this pension. 

I want to know whether this House intends to set the precedent of 
granting to the widows of officers of the Navy $40 amonth. Ifso, now 
is the time to set that precedent. Whether they intend to dole out 
gratuities as is proposed by this bill is a question for this House to de- 
cide. 

I move that the conference report be not adopted, and that these 
amendments be not concurred in. I hope the House will vote down 
this report and reappoint a committee of conference for the considera- 
tion of these amendments. 

Mr. SCOTT. I admit this bill is an exceptional one, but this is an 
exceptional case. Lieutenant Hunt sacrificed his life in the attempt 
to save the lives of others. He volunteered on what is known as the 
Greely Relief Expedition. After having exposed himself in the search 
of Lieutenant Long’s party, and of the commander of that expedition, 
he was one of the party that brought those remains home. He then 
volunteered on another expedition, and the result was, as is well certi- 
fied, that he had contracted in that expedition diseases which termi- 
nated his life. It was his great bravery and his desire to save the lives 
of others that caused him to lose his life. 

The case being an exceptional one, the Committees on Pensions of 
the two Houses, with the exception of my friend from Tennessee [ Mr. 
ZACH. TAYLOR] have recommended the $40 per month. I do hope, 
sir, that as an incentive to the younger officers of the Navy, when it is 
necessary for them to go forth to save the lives of others, or in the de- 
fense of their country, we will let them know that we will take care of 
their families if they lay down their lives for their country. 

I call the previous question on the bill. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and there 
were—ayes 52, noes 61. 

Mr. SCOTT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint tellers—— 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is it in order for the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ZAcH. TAYLOR] at this point to withdraw his opposition to or- 
dering the previous question on this bill? 


The SPEAKER. It is always in order for a gentleman to withdraw 
his own ition to any measure. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. So far as I am concerned I withdraw my 
opposition. 

The SPEAKER. The House has voted upon the question, and the 
majority isin the negative; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorr] makes the point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will 
appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr] 
and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. PERKINS (before the completion of the count by tellers), Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the previous question be or- 
dered on this bill. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, not wishing to detain the 
House on a measure of this kind, I am willing that the previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the-report of 
the conference committee. 

The question was taken, 

And the SPEAKER declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 76. 

So the report of the conference committee was not agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask now for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.Scotr] 
desire a further conference upon this bill? 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House will further 
insist upon its amendments, and ask a further conference. 

During the day the Chair will appoint the conferees on the part of 
the House. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, was 
delivered to the House transmitting, in compliance with the request of 
the House, a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the 
United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Su- 
perior to Puget Sound, and restoring the same to settlement, and for 
other purposee. 

VETO MESSAGE—CARTER W. TILLER. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a privileged mat- 
ter, the veto message of the President on the bill (H. R. 4002) granting 
a pension to Carter W. Tiller. 

The message was read, as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return without my KOPIOTA House bill No. 4002, entitled “An act granting 
a pension to Carter W. Tiller.” 

he recordsof the War Department show that George W. Tiller, the son of the 

claimant, enlisted in a Kentucky regiment on the 8th day of October, 1861, and 
that he deserted on the 20th day of September, 1863; that he was captured by the 
confederates afterwards, but the time and circumstances are not given. On the 
2ist day of July, 1864, he was admitted to the Andersonville hospital, and died 
the same day of scorbutis. r > 

The father filed his claim for a pension in 1877, alleging his dependence upon the 
d soldier. Ititprobably true that the son while in the army sent money 
to the claimant, though he appears to have been employed as a policeman in the 
city of Louisville ever since his son’s death, at a fair salary. 

The claim thus made was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that 
the claimant was not dependent upon his son 

I am entirely satisfied of the correctness of this determination, and if the rec 
ords presented to me are reliable, I think the fact which appears therefrom, that 
the death of the soldier occurred ten months after desertion, and had no appar- 
ent relation to any service in the Union army, is conclusive against the claim 


now made. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 19, 1886. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iraise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE], 
as a matter of privilege, calls up the veto message of the President, 
which has just been read, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This being a private bill, I think it ought to go 
over until Friday. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 
gentleman’s question in order while I have the floor? 

The SPEAKER. It is always in order to raise the question of con- 
sideration before the House enters upon the consideration of a matter, 

Mr. TAULBEE. But is it in order to raise that question after I 
have taken the floor? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. It can not be raised any other time, 
because after the House has actually entered upon the consideration of 
a matter the question can not be raised. The question, then, is, Will 
the House now proceed to the consideration of the hill and the message 
of the President? 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 89, noes 81. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 


Is the 
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The yeas 


107, not voting 76; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Adams,G. E. Geddes, Matson, 
‘Allen, È. H. s ybury, 
Anderson, J. A. Goff, McAdoo, 
Atkinson, Grosvenor, MeCo: 
aaa rasan a McKenna, 
yne, uenther, cKinley, 
Bound. er, Millard, 
Boutelle, Hayden, Milliken, 
yY, Haynes, Sinh 
Brown, C. E. Henderson, D. B. Mo 
Brown, W. W. Henderson, T. J. Morrow, 
Brumm, Hepburn, Nel: 
Buchanan, Hermann, O'Neill, Charles 

s O'Neill, J. J. 
Burrows, Hitt, rne, 
Butterworth, Holman, Owen, 
Campbell, J. M. Hopkins, yne, 
Campbell, J. E. ouk, Payson, 
Carleton, Howard, Perkins, 
Caswell, Jackson, Peters, 
Collins, James, Pettibone, 
Conger, Johnson, F. A Plumb, 

per, Johnston, J.T. Price, 
Cutcheon, peer: Ranney, 
Dorsey, La Follette, Reed, 
Dunham, Laird, Rice, 
Ely, Lawler, Rom: 
Evans, Le Fevre, Rowell, 
Everhart, Leblbach, Ryan, 
Fleeger, Little, Seranton, 
Foran, Long, Seney, 
Fuller, Lowry, Sessions, 
Funston, Lyman, Sowden, 
Gallinger, r Spooner, 
NAYS—107. 
Adams, J. J. Dargan, Johnston, T. D, 
Allen, J. M. Davidson, A.C. Jones, J.H. 
Anderson, C.M. Davidson, R. H. M. Jones, J.T. 
era pe pipe. poor 
rnes, ockery, es, 

z Dougherty, Lanham, 
Blanchard, Dunn, Lore, 
Bliss, Eden, Martin, 
Blount, Eldredge, cRae, 
Boyle, SN Miller, 
Bragg, Fisher, Mills, 
Breckinridge, ©. R, Forney, Morgan, 
Burnes, Frederi Morrison, 
Bynum, Gay Muller, 
Cabell, Giese: Cc. H. Marphy; 
Cald well Glass, Neal, 
Cam i, e! Hall, eece, 

gS, Halsell, Norwood, 
Olardy, Hammond, tes, 
Compton, Harris, O'Ferrall, 
Cowles, Hatch, Outhwaite, 
Cox, W. R. Hemphill, Peel, 

% Henderson, J.S. Perry, 
Croxton, Hill Pidcock, 
Culberson, Hud F n, 
Curtin, Hutton, Riggs, 
Daniel, n, Rusk, 

NOT VOTING—76. 

Aiken, Crain, Hiscock, 
Bacon, Davenport, Holmes, 
Ballentine, Davis, Ketcham, 
Barbour, Dawson, King, 
Belmont, Dingley, Laffoo: 
Bennett, Try, Libbey, 
——— A Lindsley, 

Felton, Louttit, 
Dreckinridge, WOP Findlay, Lovering, 
Browne, Ford, Mahoney, 
Bunnell, Gibson, Eustace McCreary, 
Burleigh. Glover, McMillin, 
Campbell, T. J. Green, Merriman, 
Candler, Hale, Mitchell, 
Cannon, Hanback, Negley, 
Clements, Heard, O’ Donne 
Cobb, Henley, O'Hara, 
Co He Parker, 
Cox, 8. 8. Hires, Phelps, 


and nays were ordered; and there were—yeas 135, nays 


Worthington. 


Sayers, 
Scott, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 


Stewart, Charles, 
Storm, 


Fea n Mio 
Townshend, 
Ward, J. H. 
Wilson, 


So the House decided to consider the veto message. 
The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 


ther notice: 


Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. RoGERS with Mr. O'DONNELL. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Mr. BAcon with Mr. PARKER. 
Mr. GREEN with Mr. SWINBURNE. 
Mr. GLOVER with Mr. WADE. 
Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BUNNELL. 
Mr. REAGAN with Mr. HISCOCK. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this 


day: 


Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. DAVIS. 
Mr. BENNETT with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. LINDSLEY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, with Mr. HANBACK. 
Mr. DAwson with Mr. ROCKWELL. 


The following-named members were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. LOUTTIT. 

Mr, Comstock with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. CANNON. 

* The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iyield five minutes to my colleague [ Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I am taken somewhat by surprise in 
consequence of the calling up of thiscase this morning, although it was 
done with my consent; and I have not at hand certain memoranda 
which I had hoped to present to the House in the consideration of this 
veto message. I regret very much, indeed, that the time of the House 
has been unnecessarily occupied with aroll-call, because I believe that 
the facts in this case are so few and so simple that the question could 
have been disposed of in less time than has been taken by this dilatory 
movement. 

This old gentleman resides in my district. I have known him from 
my boyhood; and I am somewhat familiar with the facts upon which 
his application for this pension is founded. Bee gon those facts I pre- 
sented to this House a bill which was considered by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and that committee, by a unanimous vote, declared 
that he was entitled to a pension, being the dependent father of a sol- 
dier who had died in the service of his country. That bill passed both 
Houses of Congress, but was vetoed by the President. 

The main consideration which actuated the President was, as it seems 
to me from the reading of the veto message, the belief on his part that 
this young man was a deserter; and he so states in the veto m 
It is due to the facts in the case to state that the record upon this point 
had not been very clearly presented; but my colleague [Mr. TAULBEE], 
who is a member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, made a critical 
examination of the records after this veto message was sent to the 
House, and thereby strengthened the case materially. The facts which 
my colleague developed upon his examination being brought to the at- 
tention of the President, he very promptly directed the Commissioner 
of Pensions to reinvestigate this case, the object being to give this old 
man arrearages of pension if the facts sustained his application. In pur- 
suance of the direct letter of the President, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions caused an investigation of this case to be made by aspecial agent. 
In this latter investigation it is not claimed for one moment that this 
young man was a deserter. The evidence clearly shows that he was 
taken prisoner within a few miles of the point where his company was 
stationed, and was carried to Andersonville prison, where he died. All 
the evidence now conclusively shows that fact. 

Mr. MORRISON. Where is that evidence? Let us have it. 

Mr. WILLIS. It will be given to the House by my colleague. It 
isin the record. There is no dispute about it. 

Mr. LONG. The President, in his veto message, makes no point of 
desertion, does he? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, he does. He mentions that. 

Mr. LONG. I thought the point mentioned by the President was 
that the father was not dependent. 

Mr. WILLIS. The message also raises the point as to the son hay- 
ing been a deserter. That was the main point. 

Now, as to the question of dependence of the father. This old gen- 
tleman, who has now passed the age of three score years and ten, was en- 
gaged in theservice of the city of Louisvilleas a detective, and many years 
prior to the death of his son received a wound in a contest with a burg- 
lar. Because of this fact he was retained on the police force, although 
not capable of discharging the active duties of the position. Heis now 
unguestionably dependent, as he was then. Having a family of five 
or six children and without a dollar in the world, he has been sup- 
ported during the last few years by the Masonic and Odd Fellows frater- 
nities of the city of Louisville. These facts are shown in the evidence 
and are known to me personally; so that there can be no question in 
the world as to the dependence of this father, both at the time when 
his son died and at the present time. 

But I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that in all 
these pension cases, where the question of dependence has been one of 
the prominent questions, our Committee on Invalid Pensions has con- 
sidered the condition of the parent at the time of the application. In 
their judgment it has not been a matter of importance as to what the 
condition of the parent was at the death of the son if it could be shown 
that he was dependent at the time of making the application. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TAULBEE. I yield my colleague five minutes more. 

Mr. WILLIS. I want only a minute or two. 

Upon the question which finally caused a decision adverse to this 
applicant in the Pension Department—that is, whether the son was in 
the line of duty at the time of his capture—I desire to submit simply 
one statement. 

It is admitted on all hands he was within a few miles of the post 
where his company was stationed. This company was there on guard 
duty, being scattered in different directions protecting the property of 
the Government, and this young man at the time was taken prisoner. 

Those are the facts which will be more fully presented by my col- 
league [Mr. TAULBEE]. Therefore I say, on review of the whole ques- 
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tion, there is no question as to the dependence of this father both at 
the time when the son died and at the present time, and no question 
the young man was in the discharge of his duty, having been captured 


the enemy and dying at Andersonville prison. Upon all the facts 
of the case this applicant should be pensioned. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Let me ask the gentleman, in the 
line of his last statement, whether it does not appear in the evidence 
that a comrade of the same regiment was captured at the same time? 

Mr. WILLIS. At the same time, and put in the same prison. 

Mr. MORRILL. Under the late bill we passed present dependence 
only is required. 

Mr. WILLIS. As the gentleman from Kansas has stated, this House 
expressed itselfrecently on the general question of dependence, by mak- 
ing present dependence the only guide. But the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, prior to the passage of that law, as my friend from Kansas 
very well knows, has never given very muchattention to the dependence 
at the time of the death of theson. In this case, however, the evidence 
shows this father was dependent when the son died, being retained in 
the police service, having received a severe wound in an attack made 
upon him by a burglar, and not because he was able to discharge the 
active duties of this position. 

Mr. TAULBEE, Mr. Speaker, I will send to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read a part of the report of the special examiner in this case, to which I 
I invite the attention of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the same time it would not appear that he was flagrantly outside the line 
of duty at the moment of capture, as he is shown to have been 
ernment property, notwithstanding the statement of Mr. Frissman (the 
t he was nsible for the flour received from the several commissaries, 
and that he to make good the loss. We can, I think, consider him in no 
other light than as a contractor, and that the flour was simply in his hands for 
the purpose of converting it into bread for the sustenance of United States troops, 

Mr. TAULBEE. My object, Mr. Speaker, in having that read from 
the is of the special examiner is that full and fair investigation may 
be of thiscase. My colleague [Mr. WILLIS] correctly stated this 
case as far as he went, and this report of the special examiner shows 
the fact that the Pension Office had investigated this case and had re- 
jected this pension claim solely on the question of dependence, but the 
President in his veto message calls attention to the fact that the name 
of this claimant’s son was marked as a deserter on the roll of his com- 
pany. When thiscase was up before, I then stated that the President 
was fully justifiable in vetoing as he did, from the facts before him. 
When he came to consider this bill, to enter on the investigation upon 
which he based his veto message, the records of the War Department 
were submitted to him, and they showed this soldier deserted on the 
20th of September, 1862. That question, however, had been investi- 
gated by the Pension Office prior to this, and the question had been 

uponin the Pension Office. But inasmuch as the veto message 
again raised the question, I took it upon myself to call upon the Ad- 
jutant-General of the Army and the Secretary of War to give a full 
military history or record of this soldier, which they did in a letter 
addressed to me and submitted to the House and printed in the RECORD 
on the Ist day of-May last. Investigation showed that on the company 
roll of this soldier he was marked as deserter for the months of Sep- 
tember and October, 1862, but subsequent report from the captain of 
the company led to the ascertainment of the fact as shown by the 
records of the War Department that instead of this soldier having 
deserted at the time that he was supposed to have deserted he was 
captured by the cavalry of General Wheeler and taken to Anderson- 
ville prison, where he died. 

Mr. STEELE. Right there let me ask the gentleman a question, as 
he undertakes to apologize for the President. Does the gentleman not 
think that the officers who failed to give him full information upon the 
subject are censurable for their neglect? 

Mr. TAULBEE. It is not my purpose to criticise the conduct of any 
officer. I presume the subordinate officers of the Adjutant-General’s 
Office, be they who they may, were perfectly honest in giving to the 
case such attention as they thought it demanded; and when they sub- 
mitted their report to the Commissioner of Pensions they believed it 
covered the entire military record of the soldier. Butif they did make 
a mistake, which I believe they did make, and are censurable therefor, 
I hope that the gentleman will not attempt to attach any blame to the 
present administration either of the Pension Office or the Departments 
of this Government; because he knows as well as I do, and the country 
knows, that the subordinate officers of that Department are not in har- 
mony, PT with this administration at all. 

Sen TEELE. Well, they are getting to be, as fast as you can make 

em 80. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Not quite as fast as I would like to see them made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They are in harmony now with this administra- 
tion, I presume; but they were appointed by a previons administration. 
They are all ‘‘ Democrats” now. 

Mr. REED. I do not think the gentleman from Kentucky ought 
to introduce a topic that will stir up, as much as ihis does, that side 
ofthe House. Let us go on with the public business. 

Mr. TAULBEE. But the question was raised by a gentleman on 
the opposite side of the Chamber. 


I desire, Mr. Speaker, to state the further facts. After the subse- 
quent investigation had been made at the office of the Secretary of 
War, and these official documents came to the knowledge of the Presi- 
dent, on his motion and at his instance action upon the case was de- 
ferred by the House in order that a further investigation of the facts 
by —— examination of an examiner of the Pension Office might 
be I, as one of the members of the committee who had the bill 
in consented to that, although I confess it was with some re- 
luctance I did it. But I do not consider that the claimant has been 
injured, except by the mere fact thatthe relief to which, inmy opinion, 
he is entitled has been deferred by that action forso much longer time. 
I repeat that when the facts were brought to his attention the President 
asked the Commissioner of Pensions to investigate the case. That in- 
vestigation was had, and I hold the report in my hand. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Did the President make the request 
for further delay after the facts brought out by this examination or 
special investigation had been submitted to him? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir; after the facts had, been laid before the 
President, or after he read them in the records of this House, perhaps; 
and he at his own instance asked that action be deferred. 

Mr. STORM. How? š 

Mr. TAULBEE. By addressing a letter to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions and requesting my colleague [Mr. WILLIS] and the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. Matson], as I have under- 
stood from both of them—— 

Mr. MATSON. Will the gentleman permit mea moment? He-is 
probably a little incorrect in that statement. There was no official 
communication or other communication by the President asking that 
action be deferred by the House; nothing of that kind; but there was 
simply action on his part in the way of a letter addressed to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, in which he asked him to further investigate 
the case, and then, upon motion of Mr. WILLIS and myself, we per- 
suaded the House to defer action. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is there any reason why the Commissioner of 
Pensions could not have proceeded to grant the pension notwithstand- 
ing the action of the House in the premises? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I was approaching that point. I may have mis- 
understood the maneuverings touching the case which resulted in this 
poepoe It was my understanding then, and is now, that the 

dent was attempting to make further investigation of the case, 
and the chairman of the committee and Mr. WILLIS both requested me 
to desist until the further investigation of the case could be had. That 
investigation was ordered. That special examiner proceeded to Louis- 
ville, and after having, as he states in his report, given the claimant 
ample opportunity to introduce all the witnesses he desired to intro- 
duce, in a subsequent part of the report gives the name of a witness 
living, I believe, in Saint Louis that claimant desired to have interro- 
gated, but who was never in ted. However material the witness 
may have been, I consider that the testimony submitted by thé k per 
examiner is amply sufficient to authorize the House to pass the bill, and 
it develops facts sufficient in my judgment to induce the President to 
have signed the bill cheerfully had those facts been before him when 
he sent the veto message upon which the present motion is based. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. With pleasure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Why did not the Commissioner of Pensions grant 
the pension at the office ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is what I would like to know. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I was proceeding to that point. 

Now on this report of the special examiner, recommending the re- 
jection of this claim, the Commissioner of Pensions rejected it on the 
ground of dependence; and in the action of the office there is a sugges- 
tion made to the effect that the soldier was not strictly in the line of 
duty when captured by the Confederate soldiers. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is this the report of the examiner ap- 
pointed at the request of the President? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Do you 
wish us to understand that though the special examiner reported ad- 
versely upon the claim, and the Commissioner of Pensions acted ad- 
versely upon it, yet that the reasoning ought to have made them act 
otherwise? 

Mr. TAULBEE. No; I did not state that. What I stated was this: 
That I believe if these facts had been before the President at the time 
he signed the veto message he would have signed the bill instead. 

The decision of the Pension Office is not to the effect that this bill is 
not in the line of legislation, or that this bill is void of merit; but itis 
to the effect that in the judgment of the Commissioner of Pensions ex- 
isting laws do not authorize the allowance of this claim. And in that 
particular this bill stands upon precisely the same footing that every 
other private relief bill passed by this House stands upon. 

Mr. HAMMOND. May I ask the gentleman another question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Has the President’s attention been called to those 
facts? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam not posted as to that. 
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Mr. MILLS. Did the special examiner report against this pension? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. ai) = 

Mr. MILLS. And the Commissioner of Pensions sustains his re- 

rt? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Were these facts before the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions at the time he rejected the application? . 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. On what ground did he reject it? 

Mr. TAULBEE. He adhered to the former decision on the ground 
of dependence, with an intimation that the soldier was not strictly in 
the line of duty at the time of his capture. That is the substance of 
the recent action at the Pension Office. It is fair to the Commissioner 
of Pensions and to the case that I should state that all these facts were 
before him when this last action was had; and yet I maintain that 
action is no indication to the effect that he would not have recom- 
mended, if he had exercised such a prerogative, the passage of a special 
bill to pension this man. z 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The question I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky is this: Is the action of the Commissioner of Pensions final; 
and is it required to pass this bill in order that this man may have his 

nsion? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Allow me this suggestion. If the bill 
which has recently passed both Houses becomes a law would it be neces- 

to pass this bill to secure this man a pension? 

Mr. TAULBEE, It would. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then he is not dependent. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let me say this in response to the gentleman from 
Ohio. He asks me whether, if there is no question about present de- 
pendence, this claimant could not get a pension under the recent law. 
He could because he is absolutely destitute but for the fact as inti- 
mated in the recent decision of the Commissioner of Pensions touching 
the question as to whether the soldier was in the line of duty at the 

. time of the capture. The Commissioner of Pensions still adheres to 
his former decision, and on the point raised by the veto message of the 
President he intimates concurrence. 

I wish to make a brief statement in reference to the question of de- 
pendence, and then will proceed to the vital point of the case. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
whether the Commissioner, upon a review of the case, rejected it for the 
second time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask the gentleman also whether the last decision 
has been appealed to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. TAULBEE. It has not. 

Mr. SOWDEN. And has not been reversed ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. That decision has never been reversed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and there are points upon which an appeal could 
not be pushed and successfully prosecuted on the question of depend- 
ence. At the time the soldier enlisted his father was on the police force 
of Louisville, receiving a salary of $50 or $60 a month. It was proven 
by the officers of the company that he contributed liberally of his pay 
as a soldier to the support of his crippled and invalid father. 

On that question the recent decisions of the Pension Office are to 
this effect. I hold one of them before me now. This is a case decided 
in application No, 178134, where the claimant had property to the 
amount of $4,500 in money or other securities at 7 per cent. interest, 
and in addition to that owned a tract of land in the State of Texas, 
the exact value of which is not given, but from which it is stated in 
the decision $1,000 had been realized. In that case the dependence 
was considered sufficient to authorize the granting of a pension, 

Mr. HAMMOND. Who decided that? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Secretary Teller, I believe. 

A more recent decision is to this effect: That in considering the ques- 
tion of dependence $300 should be allowed for the support of a father 
and mother and $100 for each child under sixteen years of age. Had 
that decision been adhered to in this case I think it wouid have au- 
thorized the granting of a pension on the question of dependence. 

But be the dependence of the father at the time of enlistment as it 
may, the report of the special examiner, as shown by the voluminous 
testimony in this case, is that the father is now absolutely destitute; 
that he is old, decrepit, and crippled. He isin bad health and is sup- 
ported by the charitable institutions of the city in which he lives, and 
where, I am happy to say, he maintains a good reputation and stand- 
ing. His present dependence then is sufficient, in view of the recent 
Jaw passed by this House and the Senate. 

Now, the question as to the line of duty at the time of the capture 
is the only question which, in my opinion, could be made to justify the 


conscience of any gentleman in voting against this bill. The facts of 
the case are simply these: The captain of Company A, to which this 
soldier belonged, was ordered out on a scout or other duty, and, for 
some reason satisfactory to himself, as stated by him in his affidavit, 
he left this soldier behind. The soldier was sent out by some one (it 
is not stated by whom, but itis proven by his comrades who accom- 
panied him) with the baker of the regiment to guard a wagon-train 
carrying flour to the headquarters of the army. While he was thus 
occupied in what he doubtless conceived to be his line of duty, the 
troops were ordered to return to camp, as the result of the knowledge 
obtained that the confederate soldiers were approaching the neighbor- 
hood toward which they were going. 

When this soldier turned and started in the direction of the head- 
quarters he was captured and taken to Andersonville, where he died. 
These are the facts with reference to the question of line of duty, and 
upon that point I wish to call attention again to the extract from the 
report which the Clerk has read from the desk, in which it is said sub- 
stantially that while the soldier may not have been technically in the 
line of duty, yet it was not apparent that he was not in the line of 
duty, and the presumption to that effect was taken to the prejudice of 
this claimant. That isa theory which, so far as my experience and 
observation go, has never been carried out in the administration of the 
Pension Office, and it is certainly a theory which this House has never 
been in the habit of carrying out in the consideration of these private 


cases, 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him an- 
other question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Assuming that this man wasin the line of ek A 
and that his father was dependent, will he not get a pension under the 
general law? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. If the bill now before the President be- 
comes a law. 

Mr. RYAN. If those things concurred he would, 

at armas OND. And if they do not concur, he ought not to have 
it at all. 

Mr. TAULBEE. On that question the special examiner has adhered 
to the intimation made by the President in his veto m , Written 
when all the facts were not before him; and, doubtless, it is apparent 
to members of this House what motives or incentives might prompt 
the examiner, in his report, to strain a pointin order to sustain 
the opinion of the President, when, so far as he could have known, 
that opinion of the President was deliberate and based upon a full knowl- 
edge of all the facts. . 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TAULBEE. With pleasure. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. As I understand the gentleman, the 
presumption is that the special examiner strained a point to meet the 
views of the Executive. Did the Commissioner of Pensions, in again 
rejecting this claim, follow the same line and strain a point? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I think the gentleman did not understand me. I 
do not think I said that the special examiner did strain a point. IfI 
did I spoke unadvisedly; but I insist that I did not say that. Neither 
do I say that the Commissioner of Pensions has strained any point or 
any construction of law or facts in order to justify his action in this 
matter. I have no ambition to accomplish in this case beyond the 
mere desire to do what I conceive to be my official duty in behalf of a 
worthy claimant—a man who gave his son to the service of his country. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. If the gentleman will permit me I will 
ask him another question. If I understand his argument now, it is that 
the special examiner did not strain a point, that the Commissioner of 
Pensions did not strain a point, that the Executive did not strain a 
point, and that all three were right. [Laughter.] If so, what is the 
case here for? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr, Speaker, I am not on this floor to strain points, 
nor to discuss the propriety of straining points. Iam here to discharge 
a plain duty, and I tfully decline to enter into such a colloquy 
as might follow from the remarks of the gentleman who has just spoken. 
I now yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. MATSON]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Before the gentleman takes his seat I wish to 
ask him a question, simply for information. Has the claim been re- 
jected by the Pension Office again since the veto? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What grounds are alleged in the rejection for 
such action ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker, to restating that 
the case was rejected on the question of dependence. The last rejec- 
tion is simply a reaffirmation of the former decision, and amounts to 
this: that the facts as set out in the proof do not justify the allowance 
of the pension under the law, which requires the dependence to have 
existed at the time of soldier’s death. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And upon the testimony as you have examined 
it, you believe that rejection by the Pension Office to be improper? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I say that under the bill recently passed by the 
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House it would be improper, and that under the custom of this House 
it would be improper; for the gentleman doubtless knows that it is our 
custom here and the custom of our committee to consider the question 
of present dependence, rather than to confine ourselves to the question 
of dependence at the time of enlistment or death. 

Mr. MATSON. I did not intend, Mr. Speaker, to say anything in 
relation to this question. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that the attention of this House ought to be 
invited to this case more strongly perhaps than to any other of the cases 
vetoed by the President, because of the fact that there has been prob- 
ably more public discussion on account of this veto than on account of 
the veto of any other of the private pension bills. 

Tosum up the whole case, I think its character might be expressed 
by saying that it was a very close one, even under the general law. At 
the same time my deliberate judgment is that the case has been prop- 
erly rejected in the Pension Office whenever it was adjudicated. I 
believe that as the law now stands, and until the bill recently passed 
by both Houses of Congress and now perhaps in the hands of the Presi- 
dent shall become a law, this case does not come within the general 
law; that there was not shown that dependence of the parent at the 
time of the death of the soldier which the law requires should be 
shown. But, on the other hand, yin. pai and the President have re- 
peatedly acted upon cases of this kind where the question was one of 
present dependence rather than dependence at the time of the death of 
thesoldier. The President has signed bills granting relief to dependent 
parents where the case had been brought to Co because there was 
an inability to show dependence at the time of the death of the soldier, 
and where it was insisted that there was a present dependence, 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. MATSON. Not now. Idecline to yield, because I do not wish 
to be interrupted at this time. When I get through with what I have 
to say about the history of this matter I will yield to the gentleman. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that in many cases in which bills have been 
passed by Congress and signed by the President, relief was based upon 
the ground that the claimant, though unable to show dependence at 
the time of the death of the soldier, showed clearly a present depend- 
ence. Congress and the President have therefore recognized that as a 
just and righteous rule; and recently a bill has been , which is 
now in the hands of the President, to establish that as a general pro- 
vision of law. 

Upon the other question, as to whether or not this soldier was in the 
line of duty, I am satisfied, after a very careful and thorough investiga- 
tion of the facts, that the action of the Pension Office was correct—not 
because I believe that the soldier was not in the line of duty, for I do 
not so believe, I think he was; but the trouble is the evidence neces- 
sary to prove itcan not be uced. Thereis the difficulty. Here is 
an affirmative fact which the claimant must establish. This is a claim 
by a dependent father who had no knowledge of the circumstances un- 
der which his son was taken prisoner, and is unable to show affirma- 
tively that the son was in the line of duty. So I think upon that 
ground also the claim has been properly rejected in the Pension Office. 

U: that question, however, the claimant has shown that his son 
was in the presence of the enemy when taken prisoner; that his face 
was probably turned in the direction of the enemy; that he was engaged 
in guarding Government property; and there are sufficient corroborat- 
ing circumstances shown by this claimant to justify me in arriving at 
the conclusion that the claim ought not to be rejected by Congress on 
that ground, but that where a claim is so nearly established, though 
perhaps not established as the law requires, and where the equities are 
shown to be so strong, there ought to be no hesitation on the part of 
Congress in granting relief. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Is that the question pending before the House ; 
or is not the pending question whether we ought to vote against sus- 
taining this veto in a case that is only a little doubtful? 

Mr. MATSON. That is the question exactly—whether or not we 
ought to pass this bill over the objections of the President. For one, 
with all due respect to the President of the United States, I feel 
obliged to cast my vote in favor of passing this bill over his veto. I 
want to say for the President, because I know the history of this case, 
as does my friend from Kentucky, that the President, during the 
whole progress of the transaction—and this case has received, perhaps, 
more attention than any other that has been vetoed—has shown a dis- 
position to exhaust every possible remedy for the purpose of enabling 
this old man to secure his rights under the ately law. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Would it not be possible and altogether proper 
for the President to send to the House a special message, if he desired 
to retract? 

Mr. MATSON. I do not know of any such p.actice; nor do I know 
that the President wishes to retract. I do not want to put him in that 

ition. I understand that the President stands by his veto because 

e believes that upon this question, whether the soldier was in the line 
of duty, the party who attempts to establish a claim of that kind ought 
to be held to the rigid proof, and that it should be shown aflirmatively 
in this case that the soldier was in the line of duty when he was taken 
prisoner. I suppose the President desires to adhere to that position, 
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and I am not going to quarrel with him about it. He takes one view 
and I another; there is no need of any quarrel. In this case the ques- 
tior is so nearly established, and certainly so equitable a case has been 
made out by this old man, showing that his son was in the presence of 
the enemy and was nearly, if not entirely, in the line of duty, that I 
shall not hesitate to vote to grant a pension from the date of the pas- 
sage of the act. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe I have covered the two principal points 
in the case, and I will yield to the gentleman from Maine for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understand the gentleman to say that if the 
general law had corresponded with the measure which we passed in 
the House the other day, so far as the question of dependence is con- 
cerned, the Pension Office would have found no trouble. 

oo ae I presume there would have been no difficulty in 
t $ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And the only trouble now is that the Pension 
Office requires this man to establish rigidly the fact in regard to his 
son having been in the line of duty; and while such technical proof as 
the Pension Office requires on that point can not be presented, still 
the gentleman from Indiana is satisfied from the evidence that this 
matter is sufficiently established to satisfy Congress beyond any rea- 
sonable doubt? 

Mr. MATSON. I do not put it quite so strongly as that. I do nob 
say it is shown ‘‘beyond any reasonable doubt;’’ that would be a very 
strong proposition. But I do say this claimant has shown that his son 
was there with his company just before he started off to guard the 
wagon train; that he continued in the presence of the enemy; that he 
was doing some kind of military duty at the time he was taken pris- 
oner; and although the father can not now show that his son had a 
regular detail, or that the captain or colonel of the regiment or some 
other officer directed that he should go with that particular wagon 
train, I think enough evidence has been presented to show that the 
young man was there for the purpose of performing his duty, that he 
had not deserted, that he was intending to do his duty as a soldier. 
Therefore I am willing to give the old man the benefit of any doubt on 
this point, and vote to grant him a pension. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Does not the report of the special examiner show he 
was absent without leave? 

Mr. MATSON, Ithinknot. I donot think the report of the special 
examiner shows he was absent without leave. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I call for the reading of the report. 

A MEMBER. ‘There is no report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Here it is in the report. 

Mr.SOWDEN. Let me have the report read. 

Mr. en I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MOR- 
RISON]. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me there is less excuse 
for passing this bill over the veto or objections of the President than 
there was when it was last before the House for consideration. The 
President vetoed this bill, among other reasons, because it appeared 
upon the records of the War Office where it now appears, and has ap- 
peared officially for many years, this soldier was marked as a deserter; 
and because the proof in the case did not meet the requirements of the 
law in relation to the dependence of the father on the son for support. 

The facts are, as shown by the proofs and report of the special agent, 
this soldier was out on guard duty taking care of sutlers’ or Govern- 
ment stores, and was found going alone in the direction of the opposing 
army. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman is mistaken in that. He was with 
several comrades, who were captured at the same time he was. 

Mr. TAULBEE. He was with a wagon train loaded with flour. 

Mr. MORRISON. There are conflicting statements as to the exact 
facts; but whatever the facts may be, or whatever these gentlemen 
claim them to be, the Pension Office sent an agent, I presume with 
the approval of the claimant, and with all the assistance the friends 
of this old man in Louisville could give him, after careful examination 
of the whole matter, the agent was compelled to return to the Pension 
Office and say this claim ought to be rejected, because it did not ap- 
pear that this man was in the line of duty when captured, if he was 
captured. f 

Now as to the other fact, the dependence of the father on the son 
for support; and because of this the consideration of this subject ought, 
I think, to have been postponed at least until it was determined whether 
the measure lately passed here in relation to such dependence was to 
become a law. For I insist, Mr. Speaker, the Pension Office, with its 
agents, with its friendly and almost partial purpose to find in favor of 
every soldier, can better ascertain the truth and can better know 
whether or not a man was in the line of duty at any time than we can. 
And if we had only been patient a day or two until we could have seen 
whether the bill we became the law, the other fact would have 
been di of. And I have little doubt the President will be 
found as desirous of following public opinion as this House. Then all 
legal objection to this claim will be removed, and this man can get his 
pension, if he is entitled toit. If, after further investigation, with all 
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the aid these gentlemen can give the Pension Bureau, they can ascer- 
tain with reasonable certainty, or even if there is any reasonable prob- 
ability of this man having been in the line of duty, he will get his 
pension without the of straining or guessing at facts or run- 
ing counter to established rules or safe nts. 
i . TAULBEE. I yield two minutes to my colleague [Mr. WIL- 
LIS |. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I regret the time of this House has been 
so long occupied with a case which will not bankrupt the Treasury of 
the United States. We are not considering a case, as we were last 
Monday, involving from ten to twenty-five millions of dollars. We 
are not considering a case where the soldier may have served thirty or 


ninety days and ing to give him $12 a month. There was such 
a measure before this House, and some of these gentlemen who array 
themselves against this ian voted for that bill. 


Now, what are the plain facts, the undisputed facts, before this House ? 
There was a soldier, the only boy of this old man; there he lies dead 
in the Andersonville prison. Does the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Morrison] deny that? His son gave up his life as a sacrifice on the 
altar of his country, dying the terrible death of death in prison. 

Does any one deny that his father is now dependent? He can not 
truthfully deny it on this record. The old man is nearly eighty years 
of without any occupation, unable to do any character of work, 
poly lalaan by the charity of the Odd Fellows of my city—there 
is another fact, Mr. Speaker, that all the argument on this floor can not 
do away with. 

What further? Why it is stated that the special agent did not find 
enough proof to show absolutely, without cavil, that this soldier was 
in the line of duty. That special agent was considering the question 
of arrears of on, and we know how careful they are when three, 
four, or five t dollars are involved. But we are not here con- 

idering arrears. We are upon an appeal from the Pension Office, gov- 

not by the technical evidence, but by the inevitable presumptions 

brought out by the i and those presumptions are all in 

favor of establishing the fact that this man’s son was in the line of duty, 

with his face toward the foe, 

was arrested by confederate soldiers and carried with his comrades to 
a confederate prison. These are the facts. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is it not also true that he was acting 
under orders of a superior officer? 

Mr. WILLIS. He was there acting under orders—— 

The SPEAKER. The time yielded to the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask a minute longer. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. WILLIS. What further facts are developed? If you grant 
this pension, not involving ten millions or twenty-five millions of dol- 
lars, but if you grant this pension you will have taken out of the 
Treasury, upon the ordinary expectation of life, about $250 in all. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether 
the property this soldier is alleged to have been guarding was capt- 

at the same time he was captured ? 


every 

The only point now is that this old man, far removed from the battle- 
field, is unable, forsooth, to bring the exact line and plummet to demon- 
strate to these gentlemen by afirmative evidence that this boy was in 
the line of duty, when all the facts show it, and this House, unless it 
hides itself from the truth, will admit that he was. 

Sir, I will not occupy further the time of the House with the discus- 
sion of a question, which, as I have said, according to the ordinary tables 
of human life will require an appropriation of but $250, in view of the 
fact that we passed an appropriation bill covering an expenditure of 
from ten to twenty-five millions of dollars after thirty minutes’ discus- 
sion the other day. 

Mr. BRAGG addressed the Chair. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to have a vote on this case unless some 
gentleman wants to take the floor in opposition. 

- Mr. BRAGG. As I understand it the hour expired before the other 
gentleman from Kentucky had finished speaking, and I addressed the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky took the floor at 
thirty-five minutes past 1 o’clock. He has six minutes of his time re- 


Mr. TAULBEE. I have no desire to prevent the gentleman from 
Wisconsin from discussing the case, if he wishes, either in my own 
time or his own. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to take the floor in my own right. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes. 

Mr. BRAGG. I understood the occupant of the chair a few mo- 
ments to drop the hammer on the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS], who requested to be permitted to proceed for one minute 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] was 
speaking in the time of his colleague [Mr. TAULBEE], who had yielded 
to him five minutes. 


guarding Government property when he | gether. 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr, Speaker, I differ entirely from the conclusions 
of any gentleman who has addressed the House upon this bill, I say 
that the record shows, upon a fair comparison of the evidence, that this 
man was not in the line of hisduty. In reviewing this question, I de- 
sire those gentlemen here who are accustomed to consider evidence, and 
its weight, to listen to what I have to say and the records which I will 
cite in support of the position I take. ` 

The evidence which went to show that this man was in the line of 
his duty was evidence upon ex parte affidavits, and the circumstances 
connected with the positions of the men who made the ez parte affi- 
davits show that they were upon hearsay only; while the record evi- 
dence shows that the man was not in the line of his duty. The first 
affidavit filed to show that he was in the line of his duty was the affi- 
davit of his captain. The affidavit of his captain, the captain of Com- 
pany A, to which this soldier belonged, after stating that the soldier 
was captured, as he learned by hearsay, on to say that he himself, 
the captain, was absent with a detail of his Company A in chargeof a 
wagon train going to Huntsville, Ala., and that this man was left be- 
hind in camp and therefore was not with his company, but was left = 
ing about the camp in the rear, while the company went on duty = 
ing this train on the road to Huntsville; thus showing that the man 
was not with his company at that time. So much for the affidavit that 
he was on duty. 

Next comes the affidavit of a lieutenant of the company that this 
man was captured while on duty guarding a wagon train. When or 
where he does not state, and the circumstances show that he could not 
have known, but made it, as ex parte affidavits are made, upon the 
representations of others. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


on? ' 
Mr. BRAGG. Not now, sir. After I finish this I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

If this company with its officers was off on detached service, and the 
captain in his affidavit says this man was not with it, these two afti- 
davits, that of the captain and the lieutenant, must be construed to- 
. The captain states that he was captured while on duty, as he 
learned by information. The lieutenant who was with him on the 
detail, could have no other information except that possessed by the 
captain, for he was with his company, and it is conceded that the man. 
was left in the camp. 

There is all the evidence there is upon ex parte affidavits that he was 
captured in the line of his duty. Now we have evidence since, that 
the Pension Office have sent a special examiner for the purpose of ex- 
amining these witnesses to ascertain what the truth of the fact was; 
and he reports after a special examination that the evidence shows that 
this man was not captured in the line of his duty, How was he cap- 
tured? And how is it proven? 

A young'man, the son of a baker, by the name of Bottger, testifies — 
and here is all you get as to this man who was on guard. I want to 
call the attention of the House, and particularly the attention of my 
eloquent friend from Kentucky, to what we are told of this man, whe 
it is alleged was on guard, properly detailed, resisting the enemies of 
his country. Let us see what this man Bottger, who was present when 
the soldier was captured, as he states, says he was doing. He de- 
clares ‘‘that he was with the post baker at Stevenson, Ala., with 
Ls pag tain and sutler’s wagon; he was in company with George W. 

He was there with the sutler’s wagon accompanied by George W. 
Tiller, He was not in the service of the United States. He wasa 
son ofa baker; and this straggler left in the camp when his company went 
forward on duty went with the baker’s son to thesutler’s headquarters. 
And what happened while there? There was a raid made on the sut- 
lers, which was very common. [Langhter.] I remember our gallant 
friend Mosby used to say that if we would give him a chance at a sut- 
ler he would exchange an officer for a sutler’s wagon at any time. 
And I have no doubt my friend General WHEELER’s men were hungry. 
For we know the activity of that gentleman here, how he wishes to 
keep every man lively, and unless his soldiers had full haversacks they 
were likely to be hungry. 

Well, General WHEELER’S cavalry made a raid, struck that point, 
and they captured—whom? The baker and this famous soldier from 
Louisville, who was there in company with the baker's son. 

Now, then, let us follow him farther. That affidavit of the capture 
was made by this boy fifteen or sixteen years afterward. Let us trace 
it and see whether or not he might even be mistaken on that subject. 
He was captured and taken with this man Tiller to prison in Rich- 
mond. He was assigned to Castle Thunder, and Tiller, he says, was 
assigned to Libby. Now let us goand examine the confederate records 
of the prison and see what we find. We find a record of Bottger’s cap- 
ture, as a baker held as a prisoner, but there is no record of Tiller. 

We goto Libby. There is no record of Tiller there. We find a 
record, however, of the prisoners who were captured within two or 
three days of that time by my distinguished and active friend from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] all y recorded. But Tiller non est. 


ti 


When do we hear of Tiller next? Ithink, if my memory serves me, 
on the 21st day of July of the next year, almost a year after he was 
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taken into Andersonville prison, and died the next day. 
efr. BROWN. of Pennsylvania. Wi nel 

Mr, of Pennsy yma ill the gentleman it me to 
ask him a question at that point? ore 

Mr. BRAGG. If the gentleman will wait till I get through, he can 
then question me to his heart’s content. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I do not care to ask the gentleman 
the question unless I can do so at this time. 

Mr. BRAGG. I decline to yield. Ihave seen enough catechising 
this cage 

Now, as I have said, there is no record of this man being in prison until 
nearly a year after the time he is reported as a deserter. That brings me 
back to another proposition. If the second lieutenant’s affidavit is cor- 
rect, if there was a detail of this man to go upon duty, then Mr. Sec- 
ond lieutenant and Mr. Captain, who certified that he was a deserter— 
what did they do? They disgraced a member of their own company 
who was on detail doing legitimate duty. Which is the more credible 
evidence, the official action of the officers at the time or an affidavit 
made fifteen years afterwards that they had heard he had gone away 
and been captured ? $ 

Now, on the question of dependence, I know nothing abont that and 
care nothing about it. But I maintain that the record and the evidence 
show that this man if he was captured at the post at Whiteside station 
was there as a straggler, waiting on the sutler’s quarters, and that he 
was not upon duty. And I say there is no man upon the floor of this 
House who can furnish any evidence that that man was ever detailed 
on duty, but on the contrary the evidence is furnished that, instead 
of being on detailed duty with his company, the company went away 
with the ape and performed duty, and were not captured. 

In that view I say, Mr. Speaker, that the President in reviewing this 
evidence reviewed it as a lawyer ought to review it. He reviewed it 
as the chief istrate, whose duty it is to see that the laws are pro- 
tected. He did it without sentiment; he had no gush for a townsman; 
he did it as the chief executive ought to do always, acting coolly and ex- 


1887. 


Where was 


- amining the law and evidence to see if the man was in a position to be 


brought within the benefits of the law. 

It was his duty as chief magistrate, when he came to the conclusion 
that the case was not within the provisions of the law, to say so to this 
House by his veto message. I hope that the message will be sustained. 
I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. BRAGG] takes his seat I wish to ask him if he has read the recent 
report of the investigation by the special examiner. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ihaveit here. I did not know, Mr. Speaker, that 
the evidence taken by the special examiner would show just exactly 
what I have been arguing as the conclusion properly to be drawn from 
the ex parte affidavits. Here is the affidavit of the baker. He was 
asked, ‘‘Was not the soldier detailed to go with you on guard?” His 
answer was ‘‘No, sir; he went on his own hook, I think, and I know 
of no business he had excepta pleasure trip so far as he was concerned, 
I think.” Idid not know, I say, that this examination would show 
that fact, but what this man states is the conclusion I had arrived at 
from the ex parte evidence. It appears that he was examined by the 
pension examiner and testified to the facts exactly as I inferred them 
from the ex parte statements. It shows that the man was left behind 
in camp, as many gentlemen here have known men to be left who 
wanted to go away on a little excursion to the sutler’s or somewhere 

Mr. TAULBEE. Have you read the report of the special examiner ? 

Mr. BRAGG. I have not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to state then—— 

Mr. BRAGG. One moment. Notinmytime. You will not make 
any statement in my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. BkaGG] yield to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER]? 

Mr. BRAGG. Five minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask to have read in my time the report of the 
special examiner, which I send to the desk. 

Before the Clerk begins to read, I wish to state that this is the report 
ofa special agent sent out by the Pension Office, at the request of the 
President, to examine all the facts in relation to this case, not only those 
on file, but also those that could be ascertained by the examination of 
additional witnesses. The officer assigned to that duty was Col. Charles 
C. Horton, who was colonel of an Iowa regiment during the war. 

A MEMBER. What is the date of that report? 

Mr. SPRINGER. September last. Colonel Horton has been in the 
Pension Office for many years; he is well known to the members of the 
Iowa delegation upon this floor, and they will all certify to his high 
character and trustworthiness as a gentleman. I now ask that his re- 
port upon this case be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: p 
tac! ra UISVILLE, KY., September 14, 1856. 

Commissioner 


of Pensions, Washington, D. C.: 
Sın: I have the ho: toreturn the papers and to submit this report in the 
claim, No. Zisi, of Carter W. Tiller, sY. 
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Claimant's ane faye address is amen peer East Green street, Louisville, Ky. 
he claims a pension as dependent father George W. Tiller, late private te Oom 
eE a k entucky OAA, who died at Andersonville prison 


This is a rejected claim. The matter was subsequently brought before Con- 
gress by the introduction of a bill granting a pension to claimant, which was 
, but was fase eh by the eee Jpon representations made to him, 
dent Cl date of July 8, 1886, addressed a communication to 
the honorable Comaaianlomer of Pensions with the request that he review the 
case, not only upon the papers on file in the office, but ales in the light of any 
additional evidence or information within his reach. 

The claim was referred to me for a thorough and exhaustive examination at 
Louisville, Kyn to determine the questions of line of duty of soldier at date of 
ca! and d dence of claimant upon soldier at date of soldier’s death. 

evidence submitted represénts but a small share of the time and 
labor expended in the investigation of thisclaim. Icalled upon and interviewed 
a large number of officers and comrades, not only of soldier's company, but of 
other companies of the regiment, as well as many of claimant's old ne 
and associates, without securing any material or additional evidence or 
tion upon the points at issue. 

In the prosecution of my investigation, I have accorded to the claimant and 
his attorney (one or the other has been present during the examination of all 
babar, exe the utmost latitude, in the way of introducing evidence and in giv- 

ing them time in which to find and introduce wi 

will say in this connection that, 
the witnesses who 
his attorney. While several were hie sor arat TAANA LA eee oF eater 


orma- 


Drogas satisa that I have secured all, and 
h avenne woes secre end the merits or demerits of this cinim, 
my instruct: 


und Owen had left 
to be in Saint Louis, Mo. He is a 


the presum: is that he was in fact absent without proper authority, conse- 
Gently was ae in the line of duty. Atthe same time it would not appear 


he was outside the line of duty at the moment of capture, as meg is 
shown erga pe ve been guardi guarding ng overen property. Notwit Ktonalag the 
statemen! 


ible for the flour re- 
and that he to make the 

we can, I —— egn him in no other light than asa contractor, and tha! 
the flour was sim: in his hands for the purpose of converting it into bread for 
the subsistence o e United States troops. 

To my mind the evidence does not sustain the allegation of dependence at 
date of soldier's death or at any time during the period that he continued in the 
service of the munici government of this city. 

While claimant doubtless been disabled to a great extent for the per- 
formance of manual labor since the receipt of his wound in 1858 and has prob- 
ably been unable to discharge the more active duties of a regular police officer, 
the fact is patent that he did render valuable and efficient service as a detective, 
and the presumption is, from the absence of evidence to the contrary, that he was 
in fact retained upon the said detective foree—— 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Sareh has 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I had desired to move the previous 
question on this case as early as possible, as I certainly do not wish to 
occupy the time of the House unnecessarily, and I will move the pre- 
vious question, unless my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] desires 
to occupy his time. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iwill yield the floor to allow you to make that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Before doing that, however, I desire to make a 
statement with reference to the ent of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. BRAGG]. He has labored to establish the conclusion that 
when this soldier was captured he was not in the line of duty; and, in 
support of that proposition, the gentleman has resorted to the construc- 
tion and collation of testimony. I would call his attention to the doc- 
ument (which he has doubtless read) on page 6450 of the RECORD of 
the last session of this Congress, in which it is shown by the letter of 
the Adjutant-General, addressed to me, of date July 1, 1886, that one 
John W. B. Shirley, a witness in this case; who was charged, as this sol- 
dier was, with desertion, was in fact “ captured at Stevenson, Ala., Octo- 
ber 10, 1863.” 

I call his attention also to another witness who gives a history of his 
prison life, which is corroborated in detail by the records of the con- 
federate prisons. While the records of those priséns are not complete 
in our War Department, yet so far as we have them they do sustain 
and corroborate every Hh best of these witnesses with reference to 
the facts concerning which they testify; yet when the witnesses testify 
as to the capture of this soldier, there is an effort made by the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] to discredit their statements, not- 
withstanding the fact that the records preserved from the wreck of the 
rebellion sustain in an almost miraculous manner every detail to which 
they testify save the mere fact of the capture of the soldier on account 
of whose death apension is claimed. Imaintain that a more complete 
chain of corroborating evidence could not, in all human probability, be 
expected i in a case like this; and, so far as the er parte affidavit of the 
captain with reference to line of "duty i is concerned, he has testified in 
his affidavit before the Pension Office and in the examination made by 
the special agent of the Pension Office recently, that this soldier was 
left behind with his consent, although he has no definite recollection 
of the facts which led to his being thus left behind. Those who were 
captured with him testify as to his having been at the time engaged in 
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the discharge of a public duty—not as the gentleman would have us 


believe, following up the sutler, but guarding Government property, 
having been detailed for that purpose as shown by the evidence of those 
who were with him, as weil as those who had left him at the point 
where he was captured. 

I maintain that to brand this soldier now, to place a stain upon his 
good name after he has sacrificed his life in this way, is unfair to him, 
unfair to every unfortunate soldier who happened to be captured when 
there was none left to tell thetale. Thereis a deeper question involved 
in this proposition than the mere ting ofa pension. Thatisasmall 
matter when compared with the injustice of casting a slur, by the action 
of Congress, on the good name of this soldier, wounding the pride of 
his family in his record, and sending rankling to the heart of his fond 
father who gave his son to the country a bitter realization that the Con- 
gress of that country for which the son gave his life has cast the stigma 
of desertion upon the fair fame of that son. 

I move the previous question. 

Mr. BOUT I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Iwould like 
to know if there is any form in which this question can be put to the 
House so that gentlemen will be enabled to vote for this pension and at 
the same time sustain the Administration ? 

Mr, TAULBEE. To whom was the gentleman’s question addressed ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. To the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. HATCH]. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] has demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now, Shall this bill 
pass, the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding? 
On this question the Constitution requires that the yeas and nays shall 
be entered on the Journal. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, nays 115, not 
voting 67; as follows: 


YEAS—136, 
Adams, G. E. Gallinger, Lovering, Sessions, 
Anderson, J. A ilfillan, L; Spooner, 
Baker, T, kham, Steele, 

ê, Grosvenor, Matson, Stephenson, 
Bound Grout, McComas, Stewart, J. 
Boutelle, Guenther, McKenna, Strait, 

Brady, Hale, McKinley, Struble, 
Brown, C. E. Harmer, Millard, Swinburne, 
Brown, W.W, Hayden, Milliken, Swope, 
Brumm, Ha: offatt, Symes, 
Buchanan, Henderson, D. B. Morrill, Tarsney, 
Buck, Hepburn, Morrow, Ibee, 
Burleigh, Hermann, eece, Taylor, E. B. 
rnes, Hiestand, Nelson, Taylor, I. H. 
ws, Hires, O’ Hara, Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, J. M. Hitt, O'Neill, Charles Thomas,J. R. 
Campbell, J. E. Holman, O'Neill, J. J. ‘Thomas, O. B. 
Jeton, Holmes, Osborne, Thompson, 
Caswell, Hopkins, Owen, Van 5 
Conger, Houk, Payne, Wade, 
s Howard, Perkins, Wadsworth, 

n, Jackson, Peters, ait, 
Cutcheon, James, Pettibone, haoa - 
Dockery, Johnson, F. A. Plumb, Warner, William 
Dorsey, Johnston, J. T. Price, Weaver, A. J. 
Dunham, Kelley, Ranney, Weaver, J. B. 
Ely, Ketcham, s Weber, 

La Follette, West, 
Everhart, Laird, Romeis, White, A. C. 
Farquhar, Lawler, Rowell, White, M: 
Fleeger, hibach, Ryan, Wi 
Foran, bey, Sawyer, Willis, 
Fuller, Little, Scranton, Woodburn, 
Funston, Louttit, Seney, Worthington. 
NAYS—I115. 
Allen, C. H. Dibble, Lowry, Seymour, 
Allen, J. M. Dunn, Martin, Shaw, 
Anderson, C, M, Eden, M = Singleton, 
es, Idredge, .« McMillin, Skinner, 
Ellsberry, cRae, Sowden, 

chard, Ermentrout, Merriman, Springer, 

Bliss, Forney, Miller, Stahlnecker, 
Blount, jeri ills, Stewart, Charles 
yle, Y Mitchell, Stone, W. J., Mo, 

y Gibson, C. H. Morgan, Storm, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Glass, Morrison, Taylor, J. M. 
Bynum, Hall, Muller, 

Cabell, Halsell, it dad ‘Townshend, 
Caldwell. Hammond, Neal, 7 
Campbell, Felix atch. Norwood, Turner, 
Campbell, T. Hemphill, Oates, an Eaton, 
ings, Henderson, J.S, O’Ferrall, Viele, 
Clardy, Henley, Outhwaite, 
carn! og Herbert, eel, Ward, J. H. 
Cowles, Hudd, erry, Ward, T. B. 
Cox, W.R. Hutton, Pideock, Warner, A. J. 
Crisp, Irion, dall, Wellborn, 
Croxton, Johnston, T, D, Richardson, Wheeler, 
Culberson, Jones, J. H. Ri Whiting, 
Curtin, Jones, J. T. Ro! m, Wilson, 

iel, Kleiner, Rusk, 

Dargan, Laffoon, * ise, 
Davidson, A. ©. Lanham, Sayers, Wolford. 
Davidson, R.H.M. Lore, Scott, 
NOT VOTING—#47. 
Adams, J. J. Ballentine, Bennett, Browne, T. M. 
Aiken, ur, Bingham, Bunnell, 
inson, Bar! Bland, Butterworth, 
Belmont, Breckinridge, WCP Candler, 


Cannon, Fisher, Landes, Reagan, 
Clements, Ford, Le Fevre, Reese, 
Cobb, Gedd Lindsley, Rock well, 
Collins, Gibson, Eustace g 
Comst Glover, Mahoney, Smalls, 
Cox,S. S. Green, Maybury, Snyder, 
peers a eee ee 

v ey, n 
Dawson, Heard, O'Donnell, Stone, E. F. 
Dingley, Henderson, T. J. Parker, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Dougherty, Hill, Payson, EU, 
Felton, Hiscock, Phelps, Tucker, 
Findlay, King, Pindar, 


So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the bill was not re- 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. Lona, on this vote. 
ae Gipson, of West Virginia, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, for the rest 
of the day. 
Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. CANNON, for the rest of the day. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. LE FEVRE, on this vote. 
Mr. HEARD with Mr. ATKINSON, for the rest of the day. 
Mr. Comstock with Mr. BINGHAM, for the rest of the day. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 136, the 
ore 115. Two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative, the bill is 
lost. z 
ELLA A. WARD. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to present a privileged rt from the 
Committee on Accounts. That committee has di me to report 
paok with a favorable recommendation the resolution which I send to 

e desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ata atthe rot le ow ead an F 
Wi late an employé of this House, a sum equal to her salary for six months, 
and : hag expenses attending her last sickness and funeral, not to exceed the 
sum o! le 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, Anna E. Ward was the widow of a 
soldier of the United States in the war with Mexico. Ward was des- 
perately wounded in storming the heights of Chapultepec. After his 
death (a little more than twenty years ago) the House of Representa- 
tives placed his widow upon the roll of employés, and gave to her 
charge of the ‘“‘National Statuary Hall.” About one month since she 
died, and this bill gives to her only child the usual six months’ salary 
and a sum of money not exceeding $250 to defray the funeral expenses. 
I ask for a vote upon the proposition. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolution, there were— 
ayes 58, noes 26. 

Mr. COWLES. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH in the chair) appointed 
as tellers Mr. DocKERY and Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. COWLES. After explanation by the gentleman from Missouri, 
I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order of business is the 
call of committees for reports for reference, commencing with the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 


BOUNDARIES OF FOURTH COLLECTION DISTRICT, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. O’FERRALL, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 10347) to change the boundaries of the fourth collection 
Temkar Virginia, and for other purposes, and the same was laid on 

e table. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported 
a substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 11025) to amend an act ap- 
proved June 15, 1882, changing boundaries of the fourth collection dis- 
trict of Virginia; which was reada first and second time, referred to the 
Home. Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT-STATIONS. 

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported back the 
bill (S. 372) to establish agricultural experiment-stations in connection 
with the colleges established in the several States under the provisions 
of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF CRUISER NO. 1. 

Mr. NORWOOD, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 251) relating to the construction of cruiser 
No. 1, known as the Newark; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. It seems no report accompanies this 
joint resolution, and under the rules a written report is required. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I ask, by unanimous consent, to be permitted to 
supply the report during the day. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES FOR NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. JOSEPH, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 237) for the furnishing of a com- 
plete set of weights and measures to the Territory of New Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CHARLOTTE O'NEAL. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 859) granting a pension to Charlotte O'Neal; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PIROMIS H. BELL. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back the bill (S. 1876) for the relief of Piromis H. Bell, administrator 
of Marcus A. and others; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


On motion of Mr. GEDDES, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 
sere gr from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5536) for the 
relief of Ferdinand Hercher; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


JAMES M. WILLBUR. 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back the 
bill (S. 821) for the relief of James M. Willbur; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


BASE OF WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. COMPTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back the bill (S. 2982) to authorize the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to permit the temporary occupancy of streets by a 
railway for the purpose of transporting material to fill about the base 
of the Washington Monument; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MANUFACTURE OF MODERN GUNS. 


Mr. McADOO, by unanimous consent, introduceda bill (H. R. 11026) 
to provide for the manufacture of first-class modern guns for the Navy, 
sea and other defenses; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour for the consideration of bills 
begins at 3 o’clock and 20 minutes. The call rests with the Commit- 
tee on the Revision of the Laws. 


DRAPING OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS, ETC. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws to call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10659) 
to prohibit the appointment of Congressional committees to attend 
funerals at public expense outside of the District of Columbia, and also 
to prohibit the draping of public buildings in mourning except upon 
the order of the President of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the approval of this act no money shall 
be drawn from the Treasury of the United States or be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of either House of Congress to defray the expenses hereafter incurred 
of any Senator or Representative, or any committee of such, in attending the 
funeral or accompanying the remains of any deceased person outside the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; nor shall any public building of the United States be draped 
in mourning unless the same be ordered by the President of the United States, 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the object of the committee in reporting 
this bill was to correct what was believed to be an abuse, which began 
no doubt under a disposition on the part of the two Houses of Congress 
to manifest what was deemed to be a proper measure of respect to the 
memory of its deceased members. It is well known, without going into 
the particulars of the statement, that that practice has, in some cases, 
been very much abused. 

I have not been able to ascertain with accuracy the amount of ex- 
penses attending these joint committees of the two Houses appointed 
for such pu They vary from one thousand to as high as ten or 
twelve thousand dollars, and some perhaps exceed even that amount. 
It is quite impossible, without a vast amount of labor and trouble, to 
ascertain with any degree of accuracy the amount, because the items are 
distributed throughout the books of accounts, and would take a very 
considerable time to collect. 

In the opinion of the committee this practice of sending committees 
of Congress to attend the fanerals of ased persons at great dis- 
tances, or in fact at any distance whatever outside and beyond the 


District of Columbi 
therefore they were in favor of g this bill. 

It will be observed that the bill does not undertake to prohibit the 
two Houses from appointing such committees. It is intended only to 
prevent the payment of any money out of the contingent fund of either 
House or out of the Treasury to defray such expense. If such com- 
mittee is appointed and see proper to go it would be at their own ex- 


pense. - 

Mr. Speaker, I do not think that Congress has any right to tax the 
Treasury or expend the money of the people in sending a committee to 
California or Texas or to any other point to attend a funeral of one of 
its deceased members. . 

It is a wholly unnecessary work in the way of attesting respect to 
the memory of a deceased member, and is certainly, at least in recent 
years, a very expensive one. 

Now, as to the other proposition contained in the bill, that no public 
buil shall be draped in mourning except by the order of the Presi- 
dent. I have ascertained since the action of the committee upon this 
bill that the only authority now existing for that action is supposed to 
emanate from the President. It is a practice that has grown up u- 
ally, and is one I think that exhibits very questionable taste. I have 
seen with regret the public buildings in the city of Washington draped 
in a manner that was altogether out of taste and which seemed to me 
wholly unn as a mark of respect. Besides it is no inconsidera- 
ble item of cost, for I have been informed by some one who knows the 
expense that the cost of draping the Capitol varies from one thousand 
to twelve hundred dollars each time when it is done; and I think it 
manifest that it could be done much more inexpensively and in de- 
cidedly better taste. 

When the President has heretofore directed the draping of the pub- 
liç buildings of the city, that of course was not applicable to the Cap- 
itol; but it has been recognized as a custom on the part of the officers 
in charge of the Capitol, and they have followed the precedent and 
draped the building. Now, if it be a fact that the President has here- 
tofore ordered these things it is clear that there is no law authorizing 
it. Itisa mere assumption or custom that the Executive has fallen 
into. If this is used into law the responsibility is upon him, and 
then perhaps it would be done in better taste, if done at all, than at 
present. 

It may be that it would be well to amend that part of the bill, and 
if it meets the favor of the House I will offer an amendment or addi- 
tion to the bill in the following words: 

And shall specify the manner and extent of the same. 

Baie) if any gentleman desires to be heard I will be glad to yield to 


im. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I wish to be heard for a few moments. 

Mr. OATES. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I did not care to occupy the floor in 
my own right to oppose the bill. There are some things in it that ought 
to be and some things that ought not to be by this House. 
Thad told the gentleman from Alabama this morning that so far as drap- 
ing the public buildings was concerned he was not changing the law at 
all by this bill, for they are only draped now by order of the President. 

I am in favor of passing the bill, if passed at all, to read in this way 
and this way only: : 

That from and after the approval of this act no public building of the United 
States shall be draped in mourning. 

I think the Seapine of public buildings is useless and very extrava- 
gant. But I would not be willing to have the balance of the bill passed 
without expressing my opposition to it. I thinkitaltogether probable 
that it would be better to prohibit the sending out of committees to 
bury Congressmen at home. But it would be certainly a very stran 
thing for Congress to prohibit a committee of this body carrying to his 
home or to the home of his family a dead Congressman in order to save 
the railroad expenses of that committee. 

Many men in Congress are poor. Their families are dependent u 
them. If in this inclement climate disease overtakes them and 
die what could we do but send a committee home with the remains 
and deliver the dead body at the burial place to the wife and children? 
And shall we with a corpse lying before us go around begging volunteers 
to put their hands in their pockets and carry dead men home, paying 
them the decent regard that ought to be paid? It seems to me that 
would be highly improper. 

If we are going to pass anything upon the subject of attending the 
funerals of dead members the bill should be amended by striking out 
the word ‘or,’ at the end of line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words ‘‘ except for;” so that it would read, there should be no such ex- 
pense— 

In attending the funeral except for accompanying the remains of any deceased 
person outside the District of Columbia, 

It ought certainly to go no further than that. My own opinion is it 
is best to leave it just whereitis. I know there is a good deal of news- 
paper talk about improper conduct on funeral occasions and by funeral 
committees. I have never been with one, and therefore can not speak 
with knowledge, but I know the men who do go with them; I know 


is wholly unnecessary as a mark of respect, and 
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they are gentlemen of high tone. I know they are gentlemen who 
would not misbehave themselves on any occasion, and I think most of 
the stuff which is published on such subjects consists simply of lies. I 
do not believe we should yield to any such comment and place our- 
selves in the awkward position of declaring when any member of Con- 
gress dies we can get his body home only by taking it on the express 


trai, and not even then until his family can make the arrangements 
for paying the expenses of transportation in advance. 

That is all I desire to say about it. I propose, if opportunity is al- 
lowed, to offer that amendment, to strike out ‘‘or,’’ at the end of the 
seventh line, and insert the words ‘‘ except for,’ which will reduce it 
to the expense of having a committee simply to attend the remains 
home. I should prefer the whole stricken out except the matter of 
prohibiting the draping of public buildings. 

Mr. OATES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I took occasion at the first 
session of the present Congress to submit some very pertinent and sen- 
sible remarks on the subject of Congressional funerals. [Laughter]. 
These remarks seem to have made a deep impression on the country 
[renewed laughter], so much so that I was warmly indorsed and re- 
turned to the Fiftieth Congress without opposition, just to illustrate 
how profoundly my constituents were impressed with my speech on that 
occasion, and how fully they appreciate their Representative. I will 
repeat what one of my old friends said to me on my return home last 
summer. He met me, and after congratulating me on the very brill- 
iant record I had made in Congress, [laughter] he said: ‘‘And John, 
old fellow, we read your speech about the Congressional funerals, and 
the people all indorse what you said. You are exactly right; and you 
tell them fellows up there in Congress that if you die while you are 
there, you do not ask them to bury you. You have plenty of friends 
down aE who will take pleasure in doing that for you.” [Great 
laughter. 

Mr. Speaker, I must differ with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
HAMMOND]. He says a great many of the Congressmen are poor men, 
and that he does not want to see the spectacle of people going around 

ing some one to take the remains of a poor Congressman home. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I will remind the gentleman and this House of the 
fact that poverty in this country is not confined to members of Con- 
gress [laughter], and of the further fact that the money that is spent 
on these Congressional funeral expeditions is much of it wrung by 
taxation from the poor indeed, and when we are legislating we should 
remember them as well as ourselves. 

I would like for the gentleman to explain to me upon what principle 
he would justify our taxing the people of the country to bury a Con- 
gressman at the public expense, even though he is poor, when other 
poor people have to take their chances for a decent burial. I have no 
fear, Mr. Speaker, that any Congressman who comes here and conducts 
himself properly will be neglected or fail of a decent burial, or lack for 
friends who will be willing to see him properly put away. We give 
the families of dead Congressmen their salaries for the balance of their 
terms, and out of this there is no danger but that they will get a de- 
cent burial. I will guarantee if this bill passes that all the dead Con- 
gressmen will still be decently buried. 

Mr. OATES. The argument of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
HAMMOND] seems to proceed on the idea that there may be cases of the 
death of some Senator or Representative so poor that there will be noth- 
ing with which to pay the expenses of a transportation of his remains 
to his home if his family sees proper to take him there. It assumes, 
too, that he will have no friends here who are willing to accompany his 
remains, 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the friends who are willing to accompany the re- 
mains of the deceased member, even at their own expense, are such 
friends as do really feel deeply their loss and sincerely mourn. But 
the mere formal Congressional committee that is appointed, many times 
consisting in part at least of members who were scarcely acquainted 
with the deceased—not to say friends, but scarcely acquainted—it re- 
minds me of the Chinese system“of employing mourners, where they 
have regular professionals with their uniforms prepared, always ready 
to go, whenever the money is forthcoming for them, to make a mani- 
festation of their grief. 

It is nota mark of respect atall. It is not an evidence of sincere 
sorrow or mourning. But for my respect for the Congress of the 
United States I could mention cases which would certainly shock the 
country, of misconduct upon the part of grave Senators as well as 
members of this House who have accompanied the remains of deceased 
members, either going or returning; but I will not mention them. 

Again, sir, the custom of appointing these committees is not only 
unnecessary as & mark of respect and quite expensive, but it is also 
productive of great inconvenience. During this present session, if I 
am correctly informed, a committee was appointed to attend the funeral 
of one of our members (a gentleman for whom I had great respect and 
whose memory I revere), and the members of that committee, on ac- 
count of the great distance, the inclemency of the weather, and the 
inconvenience of leaving their business here, actually declined to go. 
As we all know it is often a great inconvenience to members to be 


drawn away from the duties which their constituents have sent them 
here To parann, 0 Iaxe pet in the idle ceremony of attending the 
burial of some deceased colleague. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ithoughtthe gentleman said they would go any- 
how, whether their expenses were paid or not. 

Mr. OATES. If any member of this House has not friends who have 
enough respect for him to attend his funeral, I am not in favor of pay- 
ing men to go at the public expense as a mere formality. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I thought the gentleman was an 
ment to show that members ought to stay here and attend to their 
business, instead of attending the funerals of their deceased colleagues, 

Mr. OATES. I am opposed to sending out such committees as a 
mere formality. If any deceased member has friends who desire to 
grend his funeral they can doubtless be excused from the House while 

oing so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield to me for 
one minute? 

Mr. OATES. I will yield to the gentleman a minute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lest there should be some misunderstanding with 
regard to this bill, I desire to state that it does not interfere in the least 
with the custom which now prevails of paying funeral expenses, but 
only prohibits the payment of the expenses of any Senator or Repre- 
sentative who may accompany the remains, 

Mr. OATES. Or of a committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Or ofa committee; but of course the committee 
will be composed of members. The effect of this bill will simply be 
that hereafter the remains of deceased members will be taken to their 
destination by the Sergeant-at-Arms or one of his deputies, and delivered 
to the family. 

Mr. HAMMOND. How does the gentleman find that out? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis provided in the bill “‘ that from and after the 
approval of this act no money shall be drawn from the Treasury of the 
United States or be paid out of the contingent fund of either House of 
Congress to defray the expenses hereafter incurred of any Senator or 
ac preet or any committee of such, in attending to the funeral,” 

te. 


Mr. HAMMOND. But how do you find that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
will take the remains home? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The custom has heretofore prevailed of sending 
the remains of deceased members home by the Sergeant-at-Arms, or 
his deputy, and there is nothing here to prohibit the payment of the 
expenses of doing that. 

Mr. LORE. Under what authority has it been done ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know whether there is a law for it or 
not, but the custom has prevailed, and this bill does not interfere with 
that. All the expenses of the funeral will be paid under this bill the 
same as now. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
believe that is true? 

Mr. OATES. Idonot. [Laughter.] I move the previous question 
on the bill and pending amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Isit necessary before any other amendment can 
be proposed to this bill to vote that down ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is, unless the gentleman from Ala- 
bama consents to accept the amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to offer an amendment, 

Mr. OATES. I understood that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] was pending. 

Mr. HAMMOND. [I offered two. If those amendments are consid- 
ered as pending, I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendments will be 
read and considered as pending. ; 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Strike out “or,” where it last occurs in line7, and insert "except for.” 

Amend by strikin; outall after the word “no,” inline 3, down to and including 
the word “ Te in line 9,and insert “shall,” before the word “be,” in line 10; 
so that the bill will read: “That from and after the approval of this act no public 
building of the United States shall be draped in mourning,” &c. 

Mr. OATES. I now insist on my motion for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is first on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ States,” in line 11, insert “who shall specify the manner and 
extent of the same,” so as to read: “ nor shall any public building of the United 
States be draped in mourning unless the same be ordered by the President of 
the United States, who shall specify the manner and extent of the same.” 

The amendment was agreed to; there being—ayes 76, noes 45. 

The question was next taken on the following amendment, offered 
by Mr. HAMMOND: 


Strike out the word “or,” at the end of line 7, and insert “except for;" soas 
to read: ‘‘or any committee of such in attending the funeral except for accom- 
anying the remains of any deceased person outside of the District of Colum- 


The amendment was agreed to; there being—ayes 100, noes 31. 
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The next question was upon the following amendment, offered by 
Mr. HAMMOND: 

Strike out all after the word “‘no,” in line 3,down to and incl the word 
“any” in line 9, and insert before be,” in line 10, the word “ 7" so as to 
read: “that from and after the approval of this act no public of the 
United States shall be draped in mourning,” &c, 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 109, noes 19. 

Mr. OATES. No quorum. 

Teliers were ordered; and Mr. OATES and Mr. HAMMOND were ap- 

ted. 
ine the count by tellers was concluded, 

Mr. OATES said: I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move to lay the bill and amendments on the 
table; and on that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Georgia moves to 
lay the bill and amendments on the table. 

Ar. HAMMOND. I withdraw the cali for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. OATES. I renew it. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being ayes 26, noes 122— 
less than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HAMMOND, there 
were—ayes 102, noes 46. 

Mr. COWLES. No quorum. 

mei were ordered; and Mr. HAmMoND and Mr. COWLES were ap- 

in 
gu OATES (during the count by tellers). Mr. Speaker, there is on 
the part of the House such a decided manifestation of opposition to this 
bill that I am satisfied the House does not wish any legislation on this 
Se in I le appeal to my friend from North Carolina to with- 
draw 

Mr. COWLES. I decline to do so. 

The count having been concluded, the tellers reported—ayes 119, 
noes 46. 

So the motion of Mr. HAMMOND to lay the bill and amendments on 
the table was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symvson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, the bill (H. 
R. 10203) to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to make a special 
distribution of seed in the drought-stricken counties of Texas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 1368) for the relief of Richard H. & James Porter; and 

A bill (S. 2477) making an appropriation for the establishment and 
erection of a military post in the city of Denver, in the State of Colo- 

CLERKS TO SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES, 


Mr. OATES. Iam directed by the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws to call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 10078) to 
authorize the appointment and prescribe the compensation of clerks to 
Senators and tatives who are not chairmen of committees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Uni 

Mr. OATES. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the farther consideration of the bill, and that 
it be now considered in the House, 

‘There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


clerk, to be appointed and Ar as follows, to wit: be- 
ginning ofeach session, as soon as the committees are announced, nominate to 
the Senate such person as he ires to be his cler! there- 


Sec. 2. hatte the aforesaid clerks shall be paid as other employés of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, but only for the time they are actually present 
and in the service of the Senator or Representative by w canbe fare ee 
ively nominated, each at the rate of $100 per month; and such 
removable at the pleasure of the Senator or Representative at whose instance 
the appointment is made, 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the hour for 
the consideration of bills under the special order has expired. 

Mr. OATES. In order that every gentleman may have an oppor- 
tanity of informing himself on this Pige I ask that the report be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The report is as follows : 

Mr. Oates, from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, submitted the 
following report, to accompany bill H. R. 10078: 

The Committee on the Revision of the Laws, to whom was referred House 


bill 10078, having had the same under consideration, reportthe same back to the 
House, with a recommendation that it pass, 


Pal nant galana ir Sagar eri m gig me car tng aia iae pe ag ee 
chairman of pete agar ace Presta At So enn’: o each Con- 
EUN ainda DOSA ap tha committees are announced, each Senator and 

apc ind nine to name his clerk. These named by the Senators 


are to be enrolled of the Senate, and those named by the 

TA r thr ap the Clerk of the House. They are to be 
of the two Houses are paid, and at the rate of $100 

month during the time they are and It is believ: ia 


and vote upon, How are members of 

most vitally cect measures without ever having had time to the bill 
or the report of the committee thereon, much less an opportunity to study and 

compare such measure with former legislation tonshing the same su 
Oneof the reasons which influenced the committee was the adoption of a 
resolution hy the Senate some years ago, allowing each Senator (not chairman 
of a committee) a clerk, At each session of Congress since then Senate has 
feos ee Sae tate aad toe than Dea colette, 

‘or A e House, ra fru resi 
pier eee! forced to assent thereto. Senators’ clerks nowreceive the 
diem compensation as clerks to committees. The bill herewith re- 
to establish uniformity and wicker as between Senators and 
opening as to clerks and their com 

It is believed that honest and capable young men eas be found in wt ahigec Con- 
gressional district reiting the Union who would gladly accept the position 


the amount of business which eines members a daily visit to some of 
them, the large number of Government the seed 
which ‘tis the right of the people to have distributed amour them, 


pensions 
and patents to be looked after, which, ao the answering of the letters received 
by any member of Con: will req ire the whole aea nary gro and 


he who does it properly find al of h his time fully occupied in 
ance. A Senator or Representative who devotes his time to tasting duties will 
have none to spare for legislation. One of these must be pain cma or the Sen- 


ee eee ee nas a eee ee ene and this is a hardship 
many cases. 

Many of the eee ente cuaauien et eod agea e from the 
Southern States, are poor men, and cannot maintain pemon 
a less salnry than that now allowed by law. tts ae bs the haterest of jb- 
lic at large that poor men of a high order of alent should be driven out or kept 
out of Congress gh the of the salary, and thus the business of 


legislation be entrusted to the millionaires and men of wealth. Such a course 
would be as fallacious as MS iene salaries would be inconsistent with the 
grains of our Oe ES POERA does not in any sense 

ncrease the salaries of members, for under its visions they have nothing to 
do with the EEE of the clerks, meds can the receive any pay except for 


service actual; 
xt the services of a clerk toa member of Con- 


tion to business 
their letters, &c., the: 


the several and reby 
een eect a rare es mee 
portant matters of 1 before Co: ? 


the country in popula- 


the country 

business has been very and wi Or ees E R T a ETa 

of the Government have, not always wisely perhaps, agah, saaie y multi- 
m 


ied. Then three thousand bills was a aggregate of intro- 
uced during ‘a Con e maa ae four times that number are 


$15,000, The total er this bill would amount in oe aggregate 
to about $240,000 per 
num, which at the most would not exceed the 


Sen- 
ators’ clerks ch Tess upon an reife. poy" session, reduce the expenditure about 
A pan 


more than $100,000 annum, Isis cleo belioned that Sees ot this bill 
would greatly the competition for A 

—— > n carpus emai 
well be dispensed with, present necessity 
snag own wach psa iA Ton that the bill ought to j A majority of your 

e aught pein Achar hemp TO S 
Gok ane epee ions voice of 
- B.S. JAMES, 


Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the. Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 1042) to pay B. S. James for transporting 
the United States mails, and that the bill be now considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü é&c., That the of Treasury and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay padae Ie out of any moneys in 
not otherwise a: such sum, n: m re- 


ference to the proper accounting officers, be found Sarna Simin he 
un ue 
hes oe mene ct pore apesi kas! feng rpa 1869 


Mr. CRISP. This bill, which has been passed by the Senate, has 
been unanimously reported by the Committee on Claims of this House. 
In the report of that committee the facts of the case are thus stated: 

In 1866 B.S. James became the lessee of the Laurens Railroad Company, in the 
State of South Carolina. In 1867 the Laurens Railroad Company (James bei! 
lessee) contracted, by Joseph Crews, its superintendent, to carry the 
States mails on sc sepeimendasy. conor In 1809, Crews having been d 


the Treasury 
for the Post-Office t, bya toe dated August 19, 1869 informed the 
claimant that Joseph Sie sav harias waitin to the Department “ that H. R. Scott 
was the owner of the Laurens Railroad, and that he, Crews, 
was his agent, Ma aob of the irae p ie company can not be settled until this 
difference is adjusted een you.” 


The decision of the court was in favor of claimant, but in the mean time the 
ero fe neo paoengcerocteone fe riation forthe year in which the service 
rendered was covered ‘Treasury. pt recto, tof the account 
furnished by the Post-Office Department shows a balance due for mail service on 
that route to September 30, 1870, to the amount of $408.03, 
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There is no question that the amount claimed is justly due and ought 
to be paid. I hope there will be no objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. = 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was di from the further consideration of the 
bill, and the House proceeded to consider the same. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of the special order, being what is known as the pleuro-pneu- 
monia bill. Pending that motion, [move thatall debate in Committee 
of the Whole on the pending section and all amendments thereto, be 
limited to one minute. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I movetoamend that by making it six minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. I accept the amendment. 

The motion, as amended, was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 4. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 7208) to amend an act entitled “An act for the establish- 
ment of a bureau of animal industry, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 29, 1884, and, by order of the House, all general debate is lim- 
ited to six minutes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert “ not exceeding forty persons” after the word “ force,” in line 22. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding this bill purports 
to strike out a whole section and insert half a page in lieu of it, the 
only words stricken outin the old section are “‘ not exceeding twenty.” 
In other words, in two years, that is, since the act of 1884, it has been 
found the limit of twenty persons was too small. I think, unlesssome 
strong reason is given to the contrary, it would be well for us not to 
increase that limit more than double. 

I have heard it said this cannot be done without giving this officer 
unlimited power to employ just as many people as he pleases. Itseems 
to me that is an inexpedient thing to do, if not a dangerous thing to do. 
It isan unusual thing todo. Iftwo years ago Congress thought twenty 
persons could do this duty, certainly forty can do it now, unless some 
strong reason can be given to the contrary. 

I have nothing further to say, and will yield the floor to the chair- 
man of the committee, who can state what reason exists for saying that 
forty persons are not enough. 

Mr. HATCH. I can add but little to what I have stated heretofore 
in this connection. `The gentleman from Georgia and the committee 
will bear in mind when this subject was passed, in the Forty-eighth 
Congress, it was to some extent an experiment. It was new to many 
members of Cungress in both branches, and the disposition was to place 
this limit at twenty ns to be employed at any one time in exe- 
cution of the law by the Commissioner. Experienve has demonstrated 
beyond question an addition from twenty to forty would for a short 
time be inadequate to carry out the provisions of the bill. 

I am aware this unlimited power of appointment is an objection to 
a large number of gentlemen on the floor. I have stated frankly it is 
an extraordinary power, but I do not believe any Jaw can be effective 
in carrying out the purpose of the large class of people who demand 
this legislation without that power. It is absolutely as necessary to 
rely on the discretion, wisdom, and integrity of the officer having the 
execution of this law as to what number is sufficient to accomplish the 
end in view, which is to prevent the transportation of diseased or in- 
fected animals from one State to another, as it is to protect the export 
trade in meat. 

The question recurred on Mr. HAMMOND’S amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 45. 

Mr. HAMMOND. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. HAMMOND and Mr. 
HATCH. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. McMILLIN and Mr. STORM renewed it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I withdraw the point of no quorum in deference 
to members who wish another number voted on. I hope no one will 
further insist on the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is withdrawn. The 
tellers report—ayes 50, noes 90, and the amendment is rejected. 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to make the number “sixty” 
instead of ‘‘ forty.” 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 26. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I offer the following amendment: . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A Lad p ORE AA Ties the aiid aspette kell agents o be appointed key th 

nm 

fa aruah a binen of Agriculture for the DADAS or Fem rira r ieee Onek 
the provisions of this section shall be selected by and appointed upon competi- 
tive examination in the same manner provided for the selection of candidates 
for the classified civil service under the act of January 16, 1883; and the Civil 
Service Commissioners shall provide a special and technical examination for 
such candidates for appointment under this section, and shall keep a 

r of candidates who pass such examination; and no person shall ap- 
pointed as such experts or agents under the provisions of section except 
upon such competitive examination.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Isthere any time allowed for debate? 

Mr. HATCH. Debate has been limited on the bill and amendments, 
and that time has expired. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 63. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
thechair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion a bill (H. R. 7208) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the estab- 
lishment of a bureau of animal industry, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved May 29, 1884, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

PAULINE HOLMAN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 11029) granting a pension to Pauline Holman; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HATCH (at 4 o'clock and 52 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of B. H. Davis and 50 othe 
citizens of Henry County, Indiana, for legislation to prevent the sp 
of disease among cattle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURNES: Petition of certain citizens of Marysville, Mo., 
in favor of Senate bill 1626—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of John Frankman, of Saint Louis, Mo., 
for a pension on account of disabilities incurred in the Mexican war— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolution of the Nebraska State Board of Agri- 
culture, in favor of the Miller bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the same favoring the experiment-station bill— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. EDEN: Petition of Yates Post, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, and others, at Effingham, Ill., in favor of paying pensions to pen- 
sioners on account of wounds or disease contracted in the service, from 
the date of disability—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of J. W. Gadsen and others, of 
Pennsylvania, asking action on the part of the Government to stamp 
out pleuro-pneumonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Iowa State Horticultural So- 
ciety favoring the Hatch experiment-station bill—to the same commit- 
tee. . 

By Mr. HAYNES: Papers to accompany bill to increase the pension 
of Albert G. Fifield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: Thirty-three petitions of sundry citizens of the 
State of Missouri, favoring the bill to pay the expense of rent, light, 
and fuel, and grant other relief to all postmasters of the third and 
fourth class—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of John Barron and other citizens of Howard County, 
Maryland, in favor of the pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Clackamas County, 
Oregon, for the passage of the pension bill in favor of all disabled sol- 
diers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of W. H. Armstrong and others; 
of John G. Johnson and others; and of W. N. Welch and other citizens 
of Indiana, asking for the Passage of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MARKHAM: Petition of Captain John and other Indians, 
concerning the condition of the Mission Indians, and the protection 
of lands held by them—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. p 

By Mr. MILLARD: Resolution of Henry Williams Post, No. 150, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of New York, in favor of the Edmunds- 
Tucker bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL; Resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug 
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ripe fe oring the repeal of all internal taxes, and if the entire abo- 

lition of the tax on alcohol can not be accomplished, then recommend- 
ing the discontinuance of the dealers’ licenses for those in the drug busi- 
ness—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Dr. J. W. Gadsen, of Philadelphia, and others, fa- 
voring the passage of the bill to extirpate pleuro-pneumonia and other 
contagious diseases among cattle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of the executive committee of the Grand 
Lodge of Independent Order of Good Templars, praying for the passage 
of the bill (S. 1579) authorizing the citizens of the District of Columbia 
to decide by ballot the prohibition of liquors in the District—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Letter of Clinton V. Easterday, David Fox, David 
M. Belt, William H. Tillson, and W. W. Payne, of Quincy, Ill., in favor 
of House bill 8098—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, letter of Henry Dresser, of Naples; of J. W. Winans, of Pitts- 
field, and of A. C. Wilson, of Batchtown, Ill., in favor of House bill 
9733—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of L. Pomeroy’s Sons and others, for 

‘ the abolition of internal-revenue taxes—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Woodson Post, No. 185, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Kansas, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. S. Jones and others, citizens of Kansas, in favor 
of international legislation—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of John B. Bray, of Kanawha County, 
and of the legal representatives of Joshua Ellis, deceased, late of Fay- 
ette County, West Virginia, praying that their war claims be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

ByMr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of J. W. Gadsen and others, of 
Pennsylvania, for the extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other con- 
mgou diseases—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

y Mr. J. W. STEWART: Petitions of women of theState of Vermont, 
in favor of the Blair bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Petition of John Pew & Son and others, of 
Gloucester, Mass., against the abolition of the Gloucester collection dis- 
trict—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Calvin Gibbons and 
others, citizens of Missouri, in favor of the experiment-station bill, and 
other matters—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STORM: Memorial of the auxiliary committee of the Penn- 
sylvania Consolidated Cattle-Growers’ Association, in favor of the Mil- 
Jer bill—to the same committee, 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of proprietors of hotels in Washington 
city, urging the passage of the bill (S. 1380) to regulate the sale of dis- 
tilled and fermented liquors in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions asking thatthe claim of the estate of Martha R. Will- 
jams and of the estate of Nelson Kyle be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of Capt. Anson Northrop, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of the Holstein-Friesian Cattle Association, in favor of 
the Miller bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BRAGG: Of Frank Boone and 93 citizens of second district 
of Wisconsin. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Of 88 citizens of McKean County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of T. A. Pearce and 72 others, citizens of East- 

rt, Me. 

By Mr. CONGER: Of 57 citizens of Mendo, Iowa. 

By Mr. EDEN: Of 77 citizens of Hillsborough, IL. 

By Mr, EVANS: Of 89 citizens of Chel Pa. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 271 citizens of Cabot and Derby, Vt. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Of A. Mathewson and 80 citizens of sixth dis- 
trict of Wisconsin. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Of 73 citizens of Redding and of 90 citizens of 
Corydon, Iowa. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Of 312 citizens of Newberry, Baker, and Chil- 
amatte, Oreg. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Of104 citizens of Denison, Iowa. 
at Mr. MOFFATT: Of 158 citizens of Frankfort and Fife Lake, 

ch. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Of 330 citizens of Auburn and Mexico, N. Y. * 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Of 194 citizens of Easton, Pa. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of 109 citizens of Cornwall and Middle- 
town Springs, Vt. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Missouri: Of 29 citizens of Box, Mo. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Of 258 citizens of Brush Valley, Rochester 
Mills, and Apolloborough, Pa. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 3, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM TENNESSEE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of W. C. 
WHITTHORNE, chosen by the Legislature of Tennessee a Senator from 
that State to fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Howell 
E. Jackson, ending March 4, 1887; which were read, as follows: 

Tue STATE oy TENNESSEE.—ROBERT L. TAYLOR, Governor, 
To all who shall see these presents, greeting: 
Congress th Gee UAA bates lies bess peusacly DAA Jara ONASA DY te 

mi oi e Uni en properly and legally ce y 
Naam, abaa of the senate and house of paal ad e dee of the Forty-fifth General 
Assembly of Tennessee, and whereas it is made the duty of the governor under 
the laws to commission such Senator: 

Now, therefore, I, Robert L. Taylor, governor of the State of Tennessee, by vir- 
tue of the power and authority in me vested, do commission W. O. WHITTHORNE 
(of the county of Maury) to fill said office of ‘United States Senator from Tennes- 
see, for the pn racia pir teres ending March 4,1887, agreeably to the constitution 
and laws, during the term, with all the powers, privileges, and emoluments there- 
unto appertain: ng by law. 

In testimony whereof I, Robert L. Taylor, governor as aforesaid, have here- 
unto set my hand and caused the great seal of the State to be affixed, at the de- 
partment in Nashville, on the 26th day of January, A. D. 1887. 

[SEAL] ROBT. L, TAYLOR. 

By the governor: 

JOHN ALLISON, Secretary of state. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, Nashville, Tenn., January, 26, 1887. 
To the honorable President of the Senate of the United States: 


was uly elected 
State of Tennesses in the Congress of the United States for said unexpired term. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be affixed 
e great seal of the State of Tennessee, to be affixed at the department in Nash- 


th 
ville, this 26th day of January, A. D. 1887. 
[SEAL] ROBERT L. TAYLOR, Governor. 
JOHN ALLISON, Secretary of state. 
GENERAL ASSEMBLY, STATE OF TENNESSEE, 
January 26, 1887, 

The undersigned, speakers of the senate and house of representatives of the 
Forty-fifth General Assembly of the State of Tennessee, do hereby certify that 
at a joint convention of the two houses of the General Assembly of the State of 
Tennessee, held in the hall of the house of representatives, in pursuance of law, 
on the 19th day of January, 1887, W. O. WHITTHORNE (more than thirty years 
of age), of the county of Maury, a citizen and inhabitant of the State of Tennes- 
see, and more than nine years an inhabitant of the United was duly 
and constitutionally elected to a seat in the Senate of the United for the 
State of Tennessee for the unexpired term ending March 4, 1887. 

B. W. maalat m 
se. e 
veed em 
Speaker of the house of representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the oath be administered to the Senator- 
elect, and in making that motion I desire to say that these credentials 
seem to me to be in all respects perfect and regular; but I trust the 
paper purporting to be the commission from the governor of the State 
will be withdrawn by the Senator, because clearly it would transcend 
the power of the executive of the State to claim that the commission 
comes from him. Theappointment is clearly the act of the State Leg- 
islature under the constitution, and I trust the Senator will withdraw 
the commission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be placed on 
file. The Senator from Tennessee will please come forward and take 
the oath of office precribed by law. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, escorted by Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, advanced to 
the desk of the President pro tempore, and the oath prescribed by law 
was administered to him. 

CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of PHILETUS 
SAWYER, chosen by the Legislature of Wisconsin a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read, and or- 
dered to be placed on file. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- ~ 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in reply to a res- 
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dlution of January 13, 1887, a report from the Light-House Board as 
to the re-establishment of lights to mark the channel between the 
North and South Hero Islands, Lake Champlain; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, stating, in reply to a resolution of January 31, 1887, 
that the Darorkacas has no information as to the national banks loan- 
ing money, &c., and requiring payment in gold coin only; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
of War, in regard to protecting, in the bill transferring the Signal Corps 
to the Department of Agriculture and Labor, the rights of enlisted men 
as to retirement on account of old age and long service; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military 

irs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of December 13, 1886, a 
report of the Chief of Engineers in regard to the threatened cut-off in 
the Willamette River, at Corvallis, Oreg.; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, relative to additional legislation for the improvement of the 
Des Moines Rapids Canal; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of January 27, 1887, 
areport of the Adjutant-General as to claims filed under the act of June 
3, 1884, to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and en- 
listed men; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting papers relative to contracts for the educa- 


tion of the Apaches at Saint Augustine, Fla.; which, with the accom-” 


panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HALE presented the petition of G. E. King and others, enlisted 
men of the Signal Corps, praying that that branch of the service be 


Mr. FARWELL presented the tion of Morrison, Plummer & Co. 
and other citizens of Illinois, praying for a repeal of the internal-rev- 
enue laws; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR. I presenta number of petitions from the States 
of Illinois, Ohio, shake irginia, West Virginia, Pennsylvania, 
Indiana, Kansas, Iowa, Wisconsin, Missouri, Minnesota, New York, 
and the District of Colambia, which have been prepared under the su- 

of the Nationa] Women’s Christian Temperance Union in the 
department of Sabbath observance, Mrs. Josephine C. Batehan, super- 
intendent, praying for aer against violations of the Sabbath in 
the matter of transportation, and especially with reference to the trans- 
portation of mails on the Sabbath. 

I also present a petition of locomotive engineers on the same subject 
and to the same effect. 

‘These petitions come from different parts of the country, and the lo- 
cality and a sufficient designation of the citizens and the number em- 
braced in each petition is to be found indorsed thereon. They are as 
follows: 

A petition of 110 citizens of Nansemond County, Vi 

A petition of 500 citizens of Washington, District of Turabian; 

A petition of 66 citizens of Washington, District of Columbia; 

A petition of 74 citizens of Albemarle County, Virginia; 

A petition of 59 citizens of Fayette County, West Virginia; $ 

A petition of 56 citizens of Albemarle County, Virginia; 

A petition of 49 citizens of Albemarle County, Virginia; 

A petition of 63 citizens of Cabell and Lincoln Counties, West Virginia; 

A petition of 26 citizens of Charleston, W. Va.; 

A petition of 126 citizens of Powhatan County, Virginia; 

A petition of 155 citizens of (West) Chicago, Il; 

A petition of 64 citizens of Urbana, Il. ; 

A petition of 64 citizens of Bath County, Virginia; 

A petition of 95 citizens of Hampden Sidney, Va.; 

A petition of 15 citizens of Charlotte, N. C.; 

A petition of 109 citizens of Albany, N. Y.; 

A petition of 45 citizens of Wythe County, Virginia; 

A petition of 78 citizens of Wood County, West Virginia; 

A petition of 122 citizens of Bath County, Virginia; 

A petition of 46 citizens of Bell’s Valley, Va.; 

A petition of 30 citizens of Bell’s Valley, Va.; 

A petition of 160 citizens of Rockbridge County, Virginia; 

A petition of 68 citizens of Putnam County, West Virginia; 

A petition of 55 citizens of Rockbridge County, Virginia; 

A petition of 54 citizens of Rockbridge County, Virginia; 


A petition of 29 citizens of Rockbridge County, Virginia; 

A petition of 67 citizens of Rockbridge County, Virginia; 

Ten petitions of 512 citizens of the United States; 

A petition of 52 citizens of Mercer County, Illino 

A petition of 116 citizens (all voters but one) of Osiedonia, N. Y.; 

A petition of 9 citizens of Marshall County, Iowa; 

A petition of 66 citizens (30 voters) of Harshasyille, Ohio; 

A petition of 126 citizens of Allegheny city, Pa.; 

A petition of 29 citizens of Jefferson County, Ohio; 

A petition of 58 citizens of Brookville, Pa.; 

A petition of 66 citizens of Jefferson County, Pa. 

A petition of 59 citizens of Londonderry Gem: Ohio; 

A petition of 50 citizens of Liberty, Ohio; 

a petition of 32 citizens of Worth Township, Butler County, Penn- 
sylvania; 

A petition of 37 citizens of Fayette County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 20 citizens of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 21 citizens of Pa.; 

A petition of 120 citizens of Reynoldsburgh, Ohio; 


A petition of 234 citizens (123 voters) of Washington County, Penn- - 


sylvania; 
A petition of 51 citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa.; 
A petition of 80 citizens of Monroe, Ohio; 
A petition of 137 citizens of Saint Louis, Mo.; 
A petition of 97 citizens of Page County, Iowa; 
A petition of 34 citizens of Randolph County, Ilinois; 
A petition of 150 citizens of Perry County, Illinois; 
A petition of 15 citizens of America, Minn.; 
ae citizens of Richmond and vicinity, in Pennsylva- 


ar petition of 100 citizens of Ohio Township, Scent, Tonks 

A petition of 58 citizens (36 voters) of os County, Iowa 

A petition of 128 citizens of Ontario, Ohio; 

A petition of 24 citizens of Mahoning County, Ohio; 

A petition of 63 citizens of Logan Township, Illinois; 

A petition of 60 citizens of Jones County, lowa; 

A petition of 43 citizens of Boone regen Eke Indiana; 

A petition of 58 citizens of Edgerton, Kans. 

A petition of 35 citizens of Banks Township’ Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 27 citizens of Lebanon, Ohio; 

A petition of 30 citizens (4 voters) of Washington County, Towa; 

A petition of 28 citizens of Jackson ldo By — 

A petition of 105 citizens of South Shenango, Pa. 

A petition of 53 citizens of Evansburg, Pa. ; 

A petition of 51 citizens of Wells County, Indiana; 

A petition of 56 citizens of Ritchie, W. Va.; 

A petition of 31 citizens of Ritchie County, West Virginia; 

A petition of 55 citizens of Butler County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 32 citizens of Jamestown, Ohio; 

A petition of 28 citizens of Madison County, Towa; 

A petition of 23 citizens of Antrim, Ohio; 

A petition of 23 citizens of Hoboken, N. J.; 

A petition of 25 citizens of Guernsey, Ohio: 

A petition of 24 citizens of Crawford County, Missouri; 

A petition of 68 citizens of Carpenter, Putnam County, West Vir- 
ginia; 
Fe en a cpa TA A as tem cod 


A petition of 75 citizens of Upshur County, West Virginia; 

A petition of 90 citizens of Lewis and Upshur Counties, West Vir- 
ginia; 

A petition of 66 citizens of Lee County, Virginia; 

A petition of 146 citizens of Goochland County, Virginia; 

A petition of 49 citizens of Union and Monroe Counties, West Vir- 
ginia; 

A petition of 46 citizens of Sullivan County, nora 

A petition of 117 citizens of Sullivan and Washington Counties, Ten- 
nessee and Virginia; 

A petition of 14 citizens of Nansemond County, Virginia; 

A petition of 13 citizens of Caroline Cane. Togni; 

A petition of 123 citizens of Augusta A Ponchos Oioi 

A petition of 76 citizens of Cobb. Pat Paulding and 
Georgia; 

A petition of 55 citizens of Randolph County, Ilinois; 

A petition of 74 citizens of Greenwood, Mo.; 

A petition of 65 citizens of Burlington, Iowa; 

A petition of 73 citizens of Columbiana County, Ohio; 

A petition of 35 citizens of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 41 citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa.; 

A petition of 24 citizens of Mount Jackson, Pa.; 

A petition of 95 citizens of Franklin County, Kansas; 

A petition of 48 citizens of Clinton County, Indiana; 

A petition of 150 citizens of Bethel and Greenfield, Pa.; 

A petition of 58 citizens of Grant’s Hill, Ohio; 

A petition of 58 citizens of Pepin and vicinity, Wis. ; 

A petition of 122 citizens of Red Oak, Iowa; 
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A petition of 88 citizens of Rex’s Mills, Ohio; 

A petition of 116 citizens (44 voters) of Iberia and vicinity, Ohio; 

A petition of 214 citizens of Beaver Falls, Beaver County, Pennsyl- 
vania; 

A petition of 307 citizens of Rochester, No X33 

A petition of 142 citizens of York County, Pa.; 

A petition of 50 citizens of Plain Grove, Pa.; 

A petition of 34 citizens of Newville, Pa. ; 

A petition of 55 citizens (27 voters) of Washington County, Iowa; 

A petition of 71 citizens of Oskaloosa, Iowa; 

A petition of 39 citizens of Mitchell County, Kansas; 

A petition of 25 citizens of Tonganoxie, Kans. ; 

A petition of 193 citizens (85 voters) of Pittsburgh, Pa.; 

A petition of 56 citizens of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

A petition of 61 citizens of Buffalo, N. Y.; 

A petition of 44 citizens of Andrew and Zwingle, Iowa; 

A petition of 134 citizens of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 66 citizens of Cattaraugus and other counties, New York; 

A petition of 142 citizens of Lawrence ens Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 50 citizens of Hoopeston, Ill. 

A petition of 50 citizens of Faribault County, Minnesota; 

A petition of 86 citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 58 citizens of West Beaver, Ohio; 

A petition of 50 citizens of Will and Kendall Counties, Illinois; 

A petition of 45 citizens (19 voters) of Allegheny and Beaver Counties, 
Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 43 citizens (19 voters) of Allegheny and Beaver Counties, 
Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 50 citizens of Indiana County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 38 citizens of Warren and Hamilton Counties, Ohio; 

A petition of 25 citizens of College Corner and vicinity, Ohio; 

A petition of 78 citizens of Troy, Oakland County, Michigan; 

A petition of 76 citizens of Guernsey County, Ohio; 

A petition of 40 citizens of Martin’s Ferry and vicinity, Ohio; 

A petition of 66 citizens of Washington County, Beanie A; 

A petition of 101 citizens of New Sheffield and vicinity, Pa. ; 

A petition of 45 citizens of Xenia, Greene County, Ohio; 

A petition of 39 citizens (12 voters) of Knox County, Tennessee; 

A petition of citizens of Idaville and vicinity, Ind. ; 

A petition of 20 citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 200 citizens of New Galilee, Beaver County, Pennsyl- 
vania; 

A petition of 54 citizens of Indiana County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 88 citizens of Washington and Allegheny Counties, 
Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 45 citizens of Clay County, Illinois; 

A petition of 66 citizens of Belmont County, Tennessee; 

A petition of 54 citizens of Park and Putnam Counties,” Ohio; 

A petition of 69 citizens of West Sunbury and Clay Top, Pennsyl- 
vania; 

A petition of 132 citizens of Elvira, Iowa; 

A petition of 86 citizens of Porter and Lake Counties, Indiana; 

A petition of 35 citizens of Crawford County, Illinois; 

A petition of 53 citizens of Delaware County, New York; 

A petition of 11 citizens of Bedford County, Virginia; 

A petition of 384 citizens of Warren County, Illinois 
Bor petition of 67 citizens of Browntown, Kanawha County, West Vir- 

ia; 
A petition of 53 citizens of ont, W. Va. 
A petition of 27 citizens of Seine’ Hill, Senin County, West Vir- 


ginia; 
A petition of 11 citizens of Kanawha County, West Virginia; 
A petition of 30 citizens of Gauley Bridge, W. Va.; 
A petition of 58 citizens of Norfolk City and County, Virginia; 
A petition of 111 citizens of Loudoun and Fauquier Counties, Virginia. 
A petition of 102 citizens of Fauquier, Loudoun, and Clarke Counties, 


irginia. 

A petition of 66 citizens of Marion County, West Virginia; 

A petition of 87 citizens of Charlotte County, Virginia; 

A petition of 64 citizens of Staunton, Va. ; 

A petition of 62 citizens of Bath County, Virginia; 

A petition of 192 citizens of Rockbridge County, Virginia; 

A petition of 23 citizens of Pedlar Mills, Va. ; 

A petition of 54 citizens of Augusta County, Virginia; 

+3 A petition of 163 citizens of Nansemond and Isle of Wight Counties, 
irginia 

A petition of 85 citizens of Augusta County, Virginia; 

A petition of 79 citizens of Spottsylyania Countys Virginia; 

A petition of 143 citizens of Christiansburg, Va.; 


A petition of 23 citizens of Elon Township, Va. ; 
A petition of 64 citizens of Augusta County, Virginia; 
A petition of 25 citizens of Spottsylvania County, Virginia; 
_A petition of 68 citizens of Botetourt and Alleghany Counties, Vir- 
ia; 
A petition of 29 citizens of Bath County, Virginia; 
A petition of 52 citizens of Bland County, Virginia; 


A petition of 48 citizens of Goshen, Va.; 

A petition of 22 citizens of Giles County, Virginia; 

A petition of 209 citizens of Farmville, Va. ; 

A petition of 42 citizens of Rockbridge County, Virginia; 

A Wien of 36 citizens (17 voters) of Augusta and Rockbridge Coun- 
ties, 

A petition of 20 citizens of Rockbridge County, Virginia; 

A petition of 9 citizens of Rockbridge County, Virginia; 

A petition of 35 citizens of Rockbridge County, Virginia; 

A petition of 41 citizens of Spottsylvania County AB ager 

A petition of 96 citizens of Harrison and Doddridge Counties, Vir- 


ginia 

A petition of 34 citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania; 

A eens of 54 citizens of Madison Township, Westmoreland County, 
P 


ennsylvania; 

A petition of 24 citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 41 citizens of e, Johnson County, Missouri; 

A petition of 49 citizens of the State of Tennessee; 

A petition of 30 citizens of Londonderry and vicinity, Ohio; 

A petition of 36 citizens of Meredith, N. Y.; 

A petition of 53 citizens of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 49 citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 63 citizens of Plum Creek, Indiana County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 11 citizens of Lucas County, Minnesota; 

A petition of 41 citizens of Washington County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 69 citizens of Venice, Washington County, Pennsylvania; 

A petition of 66 citizens of Uniontown, Penn.; and 

A petition of 216 citizens of Beaver County, Pennsylvania. 

I move the reference of these petitions where similar petitions lave 
gone—to the Committee on Educationand Labor; andI wish toadd that 
they have been examined, and the total number of memorialistsis 14,948, 
of whom one-third are designated to indicate that they are the names 
of legal voters and comprise all classes and conditions of society. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a fags of 535 residents of Washing- 
ton, D. C., living on M, N, Fifteenth, and Eighteenth streets northwest, 
and a petition of 161 Adi ecteot Washingt: D. C., living on T street 
northwest, praying for the passage of the bill for the incorporation of 
the Washington Cable Railway et el which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of Pottsville, Pa., 
and a petition of citizens of Lancaster, Pa., praying for the repeal of 
the internal-revenue taxes; which were referred to the Co 


munittee on 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of George Gross, M. D., of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the creation and temporary support of a 
botanic hospital at Washington; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of ex-soldiers, citizens of Indiana, 
praying for the removal of the limitation in the act granting arrears of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB ted a petition of 1,113 residents of Tenth street 
northwest, Eleventh street northwest, ‘Twelfth street northwest, and 
Thirteenth street northwest, Washington, D. C., in favor of the passage 
of the W: cable railway bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 282 citizens of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the passage of the cable railway bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3102) for the relief of H. C. Rogers, late deputy com- 
missioner of internal-revenue, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

COMPILATION OF VETO MESSAGES. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution providing for the printi 
of the compilation of the veto messages of the Presidents of the Uni 
States, to report it favorably without amendment. Iask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House a sentatives concurring), That the com- 
pilation of the veto messages of the — of the United ‘States, made in 
obedience to a resolution passed by the Senate on the 2ith of July, gg bic 
a and that sain additional copies be printed, of which 1,000 copies 

for e use of the Senate, and 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from the disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8369) granting a pen- 
sion ois Mrs. Henrietta M. Drum Hunt. 

also announced that the House had a bill (S. 
1043) to pa, yB. S. James for transporting the United States mails. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 2 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3263) granting a pension to 
William Bradford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3264) for the purchase of John 
Ericsson’s Destroyer, and ten enlarged steel vessels of the same type, 
for defending the harbors of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 100) appropriating 
money to pay the hire of a hall for the use of the meeting of the De- 
partment of Superintendence of the National Educational Association; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 101) 
to protect the interests of the United States in the extension of 
chusetts avenue through the grounds of the new Naval Observatory; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PLATT submitted four amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Comm and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BERRY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the case of Electa W, fe sero ose that the claimant bave leave to 
withdraw her papers from the files of the Senate, 


SANDUSKY HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to the Sen- 


ate ariy report of an officer of the Engineer Corps or other information in the 


partment in respect to the excavation of a straight channel in the harbor of 
Sandusky, Ohio, on Lake Erie. 


CORRECTION OF THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. HAMPTON. I call attention to a mistake in the Calendar with 
a view of having it corrected. It is Order of Business 1984, being the 
bill (S. 97) for the relief of Basil Moreland. I had the honor of mak- 
ing that report. It is put down on the Calendar as coming from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, while the report was made from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. I wish the correction made before the 
bill is reached on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction will be made. 

REJECTION OF PENSION CLAIMS. 

Mr. INGALLS. If there be no further morning business, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 1902. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish my colleague would withhold that for a mo- 
ment until I can bring up the resolution I offered a few days ago—a 
resolution of inquiry addressed to the Secretary of the Interior. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS] yield to his colleague [Mr. PLUMB]? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] has a right to make the motion. The resolution heretofore 
submitted by him will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB Jan- 
uary 28, 1887, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether there is any rule of his Department applied in the Pension Bureau, or 
any rule of said bureau existing and xppiea with his knowledge or consent, 


whereby aùy applicant for pension is denied a hearing in said bureau con- 
eure his claim by reason of said applicant having petitioned Congress for 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the resolutian. 

The motion was agreed to. 

, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. COCKRELL, as follows: 

At the end of the resolution add: 

** And if there be no such rule, then to inform the Senate who wrote the letter 
of Jan 27, 1887, touching the sion claim of David C., Canfield, and when 
such employé was appointed in the Pension Office,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. It is 
evidently a tion which comes from the Department, and it would 
be perhaps unjust to an individual to have him berated before the pub- 
lic in response to the resolution. All I want is simply to ascertain 
whether such an order exists, and I think on the whole the Senate can 
not doubt the propriety or the im ce of ascertaining whether an 
order such as would seem to be ted by the letter is in existence. 


There is an amendment pending, 


az SAULSBURY. The Senator who offered the amendment is not 
in hisseat. 
Mr. PLUMB. I thought the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] of- 
fered it. He is here. 
Poe SAULSBURY. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
offered it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL] offered the amendment. 
Mr. PLUMB. Excuse me, I thought it was offered by the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL]. Then, in view of the absence of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] from the Chamber I ask that the 


resolution lie over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be passed over. 


ARREARS OF PENSION. 


Mr. INGALLS. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of 
Business 1902, being a resolution introduced by him to discharge the 
Committee on Pensions from the further consideration of the bill (S. 
35) to remove the limitation in the payment of arrears of pension. 
The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. INGALLS December 21, 1886, was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged from the further 
consideration of Senate bill 35,to remove the limitation in the payment of ar- 
rears of pension, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to to the consideration of the resolution. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. On the adoption of the resolution I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the resolution is not long I should like to have it 
read again. I was not paying attention. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will state briefly that the bill (S. 35) to remove 
the limitation in the act of 1879 granting arrears of pension, was in- 
troduced in December, 1885, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, where it has since rested without action. My purpose is, as the 
committee have failed to act, to discharge them, in order that the bill 
may be brought before the Senate for its action. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. STANFORD (when his name was called). I am paired. 

The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). Irise to inquire 
if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] has recorded his vote on 
this question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Vermont [Mr. ED- 
MUNDs] has not voted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS], and I am satisfied that if he were present he would vote 
“yea.” I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COKE. My colleague [Mr. MAXEY] is absent, and is paired 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwEs], who voted, I think, 
just now by mistake. My colleague would vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were 


here. 

Mr. DAWES (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw my 
vote; I voted inadvertently. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired generally with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I transfer the pair with the Senator 
from Kentucky to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn], and will 
vote on this proposition. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iwasrequested by the junior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. CoLqutrr] to announce his pair during his absence with the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. TELLER. If my colleague [Mr. BowEN] were here he would 
vote ‘‘yea.’? Heis paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. 

Mr. SEWELL (after having voted in theaffirmative). Iaskif my 
colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON ] is recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The colleague of the Senator from 
New Jersey has not voted. 

Mr. SEWELL. I then withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VANCE. My colleague [Mr. Ransom] is absent from the city 
on account of sickness in his family and is paired with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. Arcon, 

Mr. ALLISON. Ivoted for the resolution under the impression that 
I was paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM] onl. 
on political questions. Ifthe Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE 
thinks this is such a question as I should be paired upon with his col- 
league I withdraw my vote. 
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Mr. VANCE. I can not state distinctly, but I think the vote will 
show a division according to parties. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very wéll; I withdraw my vote, so that there shall 


be no mistake about it. I should, of course, vote for the resolution. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—27. 
Blair, Farwell, Manderson, Sherman, 
Cameron, Frye, Miller, Spooner, 
Cheney, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller 
Conger, Hoar, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Plumb, Will 
Dolph, McMillan, Sabin, Wilson of Iowa. 
Evarts, Mahone, Sewell, 
NAYS—26, 
Beck, George, McPherson, Vance, 
Berry, Gorman, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Call, Hampton, Platt, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pugh Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Eustis, Kenna, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—23, 

Aldrich, Ch: Harris, Morrill, 
Allison, Colquitt, Harrison Ransom, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Brown, ‘air, Maxey Voorhees. 
Camden, Gibson, Mitchell of Pa., 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the resolution is agreed to, and 
the bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. The vote just taken does not bring the bill before 
the Senate for present consideration, I suppose, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. HARRIS. It simply discharged the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It brings the bill before the Senate, 
but it is subject to objection, like any other measure. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the purpose of asking the Senate to con- 
sider the resolution which I submitted two or three days ago in respect 
to the business of the morning hour of the Senate, taking for granted 
that the vote just taken simply discharged the committee from further 
consideration; and the bill now properly belongs in the Senate for the 
disposition of the Senate, as every other bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that it would 
require a motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS, The bill is one of very great consequence, and I do 
not desire to ask the Senate to vote upon it instanter. I suppose as a 
parliamentary proposition, the committee having been discharged, the 
bill will go to the Calendar, having been read the second time, and can 
be called up on motion. I give notice that at an early day next week, 
as soon as I can obtain the floor for that purpose, I shall move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 


WASHINGTON MONUMENT GROUNDS, 


Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment 
to the bill (H. R. 5097) to regulate the use of the grounds of the Wash- 
ington National Monument, known as Public Reservation No. 3, in the 
city of Washington, D. C., and request a conference with the House of 
Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, SPOONER, 
Mr. MORRILL, and Mr, Vest were appointed. 


CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS, 


Mr. HARRIS. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution that I referred to a few moments since. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution heretofore submitted 
by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. HARRIS February 1, 1887, was read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday, the 7th instant, at the conclusion of the 
morning business for each day, unless upon motion the Senate shall at any time 
otherwise order, the Senate will p to the consideration of House billsand 
joint resolutions favorably reported on the Calendar, and continue such consid- 
eration until 2 o’clock, under pad PrO TRODA Rule VIII as herein modified, 
until the Calendar of such bills and resolutions has been completed. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Under the provisions of Rule VIII, would those 
bills be subject to individual objection? 

The F RESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that they 
wou r 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that the 
object and purpose, and, as I think, the unmistakable effect of the res- 
olution will be to change Rule VIII only in this respect: Upon the reg- 
ular call, House bills and joint resolutions favorably reported upon our 
Calendar will be ‘called instead of taking the Calendar in its regular 
order, Senate and House bills, as they appear there. 

Mr. INGALLS. And a single objection will put any bill over to the 
Calendar under Rule IX? 


Mr. HARRIS. A single objection, unless when the objection was 
made a Senator should move to proceed to consider the bill notwith- 


stan the objection. Every provision of Rule VIII will be in force 
except the single modification that the Calendar of House bills is in order 
to the exclusion of others. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask my honorable friend from Tennessee 
whether, as he understands it, the adoption of this order will prevent 
any Senator from moving to proceed to the consideration of any particu- 
lar measure as now? 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Massachusetts will look at the 
language of the resolution he will see that the right to move to consider 
any bill, Senate or House, on the Calendar remains just as it is to-day 
without my resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understand it; but I wanted to be sure that we 
understood it correctly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I draughted the resolution with the distinct view of 
preserving that right to every Senator on the floor, and I do not think 
the resolution can be susceptible of any other construction than that 
the right is reserved to every Senator to move to consider anything he 
wants to have considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


REJECTION OF PENSION CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendaris now in order, under 
the eighth rule. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to take up the resolution which was laid aside 
a few minutes ago on account of the absence of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution indicated 
by him. It will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB, January 28, 1887, was read, 
as follows: 


That the Secre of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 


Resol 
whether there is any rule of his Department applied inthe Pension Bureau, or 
any rule of said bureau exi and applied with his knowledge or cdnsent, 
whereby any applicant for pension is denied a arne in said bureau concerns 
ing his claim by reason of said applicant having petitioned Congress for relief. 
The question was stated to be on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
to add to the resolution : 


And if there be no such rule, then to inform the Senate who wrote the letter 
of January 27, 1887, touching the pension claim of David C. Canfield, and when 
such employé was appointed in the Pension Office. 

Mr, PLUMB. I think the Senator from Missouri will not insist on 
that amendment. We shall get all that it is material to knowin that 
direction from the Secretary of the Interior, and we might injure some 
one by dragging his name before the public. The main fact is thatthe 
letter appears here signed by the Commissioner of Pensions. The sug- 
gestion of the Commissioner that somebody wrote that letter without 
his instruction or authority would be, I think, rather unusual; at all 
events it might place a deserving employé (whether he be a Repub- 
lican or Democrat, I do not care) in a bad situation by placing him be- 
fore the public in this way. There are a variety of suggestions which 
might be made in that line. SoI think the inquiry proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri would be entirely improper, as it is not at all 
germane to the main inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. Does theSenator from Missouri think it would be proper 
to ask the Executive Department who wrote all the communications 
sent to the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Massachusetts has had too long 
practical experience and has too much good sense as to business to think 
that any such question as that is pertinent to this matter. There are 
thousands and hundreds of thousands of letters written in the Pension 
Bureau, and as every one who has any knowledge of the business—and 
the Senator from Massachusetts has thorough knowledge of it—knows, 
those letters are prepared by the clerks. They are then sent to the 
chiefs of divisions and they go through this machinery. The officer who 
signs them scarcely sees them and never pretends to read them. If he 
were to attempt to read all the letters he signs, he could not do it in 
twelve hours each day. s ‘ 

There isa number of employés in the Pension Office; the busi- 
ness of the Pension Office is behind, and I think it is right and proper 
that individual responsibility should rest on those who make the blun- 
ders and the errors there, and I think it would be to the interest of the 
public service if the Senate should know and the public should know 
bo itis in that office who permits letters to be prepared and go out as 

ey do. 

It is immaterial as to who this man is, it is immaterial as to who his 
chief of divisionis. I should apprehend without knowing, or, if know- 
ing, without saying anything about it, that possibly this is an old 
employé who has been in the Pension Office for several years, and it is 
probable that his chief of division has not been there so long, so that, 
so far as responsibility is concerned, it is equally divided. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would not that be one of those things which the 
Commissioner himself would say in his own defense, if it were true? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. If he were to say that in response to the inquiry 
of the original resolution he would be criticised and denounced upon 
the Senate floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me read a decision which I have which is also 
signed by the Commissioner, which is in print, and I think will throw 
a little light on the subject and show that the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri is entirely wide of the mark. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1836. 
[Samuel Schuler, private, Company E, Sixty-first Pennsylvania Volunteers.] 
Ruling 167.] [Certificate No. 55815. 
STATEMENT OF FACTS, 


Pensioned from May 26,1865, for gunshot wound of neck. Paid to Son Segre 
4, 1870, when dropped, upon the ground that his disability had ceased. Again 
pager ey from 3, 1873, by a special act of Congress, for a hernia of left 
Stay which pension he has since continuously received, 

18, 1585, asks a reissue of the certificate cate to include the gunshot wound of 
neck, sok which he claims him, 
DECISION, 
‘This case coming before the Commissioner— 
Not before some clerk appointed at discretion— 


paneer pa tree eer T E EE 
g a} n: or S; egislation in ere! 
vehi onder the general Jaw, and should have pleaded before thai thet boc ais 


— of action under which he believed hi fentitled. Thatthe hoe Aaa 


ferred hy Ana Cape act are the only iy pensiouanie ‘hts now existing in his be- 
for reissue will be rejected ioniy. 
JOHN C. CK, Commissioner. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the number of that ruling? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ruling 167. I think there is enough in that to dispel 
the idea that some clerk down there has been running away with the 
responsible head of that bureau. I do not conceive that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions himself will plead the baby act in response to this 
PAE POL OEE AO SPE, Yie THRE CP OPEL Se aT 
that he 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not care whether he thanks me or not so far 
as that is concerned. I propose to discharge a public duty. 

I have a copy of the ruling to which the Senator refers. That is a 
case that was appealed to the Commissioner, and he made his decision 
upon it, and it is not one of the letters prepared in the office and sent 
Sorat and about which the Commissioner knows nothing. I understand 

ition of the Commissioner and his ruling. I have in 
my eit Seeker ruling of the Commissioner, ruling 174, February 23, 
1886, which reads thus : 
IN THE CLAIM OF JAMES ROCKWELL, CORPORAL COMPANY C, THIRTY-SIXTH OHIO 
VOLUNTEERS. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
r Washington, D. C., February 28, 
17. 


ere, upon a declaration for invalid pension, the claimant, being dissatisfied 
with the ation of this bureau, removes the consideration of his title to pension 
to Congress, und takes cognizance of the matter, the action of Congress 
will be held mente in the premises upon the evidence before it; and in the absence 
of new, positiveand material evidence, this bureau will not reconsider the claim 
upon its merits under the provisions of the general laws after such Con- 
gressional action has been had, whether Ees orabiS or unfavorable. 
JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner. 


There is no question about the position of Se Taror se DRE: 
ment, but here comes in a letter signed by the Commissioner, not a 
decision, not a ruling, but an answer to a communication, in which 
some one has inserted that an appeal to Congress forfeited all the rights 
of the claimant. Now we are asked that that shall be ed as a 

i I simply desire in connection with that to know the whole 
history of how that letter was written. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Missouri, of course, has the ad- 
vantage of me in his means of communication with the Department; 
and if he knows all about this matter, perhaps this resolution is not 
necessary, so far as he is concerned, put I understood him to say that 
decision 167 which I have read is in precise accord with the letter 
signed by Mr. Black which is the subject of this resolution. The only 
difference is that in one case the letter says the man has forfeited his 
right, and in the other waived his right. For all practical purposes a 
waiver is a forfeiture and a forfeiture is a waiver. 

If this amendment be adopted on the theory of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, no man who ever gets a letter from one of these Departments 
will ever know until he has run the letter down and ascertained its 
genesis and who wrote it—whether he was a Democrat or a Republican, 
appointed under the present or the last administration—whether the 
letter was in response to his call for information or not. It willsimply 
leave the thing open to the wildest guesswork. 

What kind of sanctity or authority is there in a communication from 
a Department if we are to be met by the suggestion that probably it 
was written by a clerk and that clerk was a Republican and conse- 
quently interested in putting this great and glorious and wise and pru- 
dent Democratic administration at a disadvantage? I think that the 
letters which the Senator from Missouri gets from the Commissioner of 


os No. 


the rules of the office, as well as the letters he gets 
Departments of the Government, he sends to his constituents in the 


simple belief that they record the t view of the case and the 
actual facts as they are shown ro byi record. Ido not want this great 
fabric of trust built upon Reng any nacer EAT 
sis by the suggestion few Republican clerks—— 
Ir COCKRELL. A | A at All Republican clerks. 

Mr. PLUMB. All of them? 

Mr, COCKRELL. Nearly every one in the Pension Office. 

Mr. PLUMB. The case is worse, then, than I supposed it was; be- 
cause, of course, if they areall Republican clerks, the Department will 
fall into pitfalls if those who are thus engaged are in combination 
against the chiefs and the dignity of this administration. I should be 
glad to have the Senator from Missouri devise some plan whereby they 
might be substituted by people who might be relied upon to write 
only what the Commissioner directed them to write. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not desire to debate this resolution; but I want 
to say to the Senator from Missouri that when he stated that all these 
clerks are Republicans he could not have examined the record very care- 
fully. ‘There never was a time since I have been acquainted with the 
Interior Department when there was not a very large sprinkling of 
Democrats in that Department and in the Pension Bureau. I think I 
can say that there never has been a time in the administration of that 
office since the war when there was any distinction made between a 
Democratic soldier and a Republican soldier when his application came 
up. Between men who had not been soldiers, Democrats and Repub- 
licans, there was a distinction made in favor of Republicans who had 
not been soldiers. But as between Democratic soldiers who were ap- 
plicants and Republican soldiers who were applicants, I have never 
known any distinction. I can say certainly that for three years there 
never was any made. In that way a great many men got in who are 
Democrats. 

The Senator will remember that recently it appeared that out of some 
eighty-odd who had been put in under the civil-service rules all but 
five were Democrats. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In what positions? 

Mr. TELLER. In the Pension Office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In what place? 

Mr. TELLER. Clerks who came in under the civil-service rules. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Special examiners? 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps they were. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They were putin because there had been one hun- 
dred and fifty put in before, and every one of them was a Republican, 
They were simply divided, as ought to have been done. 

Mr. TELLER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. ‘There is no record of 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg the Senator’s pardon; that is the record. 

Mr. TELLER. The facts will not justify the Senator in his state- 
ment. Of the one hundred and fifty special examiners who went in, I 
have no doubt fully one-half were Democrats. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They may have been Democrats, but that fact 
has only appeared since Cleveland and Hendricks were elected in 1884. 
They were certainly Republicans up to that time. 

Mr. TELLER. They were not. I have not any doubt that there 
are a great many men in there who were Democrats, who perhaps con- 
cealed the fact or said nothing about Democracy, who now say they are 
Democrats, and some perhaps have But I wanted simply to 
antagonize the statement that the Pension Office has been a political 
machine in any shape or manner, unless it has been by the modern 
practice by which in some way out of eighty people who passed the 
civil-service examination seventy-five of them are assured to us to be 
Pomona, and the other five may be because their politics are ‘‘un- 

own.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, one inference that was made by the 
Senator from Missouri is not sustained by the facts. The impression 
he left was that these letters might have been written by clerks with- 
out authority from the Department. Asamatterof fact no letter leaves 
the Pension Office composed by a clerk until it has been submitted for 
revision and suggestion, and alteration, if necessary, by the head of the 
division. And thestatement the Senator from Missouri makes, that this 
may have been an unauthorized letter from a clerk, is not borne out by 
the facts, because there is a corps of revisers and examiners in the Pen- 
sion Office, appointed by the Commissioner, who have chargeof the cor- 
respondence, and no letter leaves the office without having been sub- 


jected to revision; and one of the clerks has stated to me within the last 


week that a letter which had been composed by him had been altered 
and amended three times before it went out of the office, and that he 
was specially directed to insert provisions which had hitherto never 
been permitted to be in the correspondence of the Pension Office. 

Therefore this letter, which was written by a clerk, which has been 
presented here in evidence by my colleague, left that ‘oflice under the 
sanction and authority of the Commissioner; and there is no doubt in 
the world but that it was in accordance with that order, which was 
deemed of sufficient importance to A preg: and put on file as one of the 
methods of transacting business in that Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] if he 
had listened to what I said would have had no occasion to have made 
the remarks he has just made, because I stated distinctly that these let- 
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ters were prepared by the clerks and passed through the hands of the 
chiefs of divisions, and that I apprehended that in this case it would 
be found that this letter had been prepared by a clerk who had been in 
the office for years, and had passed into the hands of a chief of division 
who had not been there so long. We all know how that is. 

My good friend from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] spoke about seventy- 
five or eighty Democrats having been appointed in the Pension Office. 
I suppose he refers to the one hundred and fifty examiners in the field. 
I think if he will examine the record he will not find ten Democrats 
among the whole of the entire selection. I confess that since Novem- 
ber, 1884, according to their professions, quite a number, not only of 
these special examiners but of other employés, may have peen Demo- 
crats all the time, concealing that fact and voting the Republican ticket; 
and so it may be in the Pension Office generally. ‘There may be hun- 
dreds of the employés, who, since that election, have turned out to be 
Democrats and have been so all the time, but their Democracy was 
never known before. Soon after the election in 1884, when we came 
here, it was a joke, a standing offer in some of the departments to 
give $5 to any man who could be found in departmental positions who 
was not a Democrat; the conversion had been so glorious and so com- 
plete ! 

I have considerable correspondence with the Pension Office, probably 
nearly as much as almost any other Senator. I have had frequently 
to send back to that office, and to other offices, letters which they had 
sent in answer to my communications, but which were not answers; 
they were not responsive to what I had asked; and I have had to send 
them back mally to the head of the bureau in order that his atten- 
tion might called and a full answer given. He had signed the first 
reply. Soitis in other departments. It is impossible for the head of 
a bureau such as the Pension Office to know everything that he signs; 
and I want to get at this as a lesson and instruction. If this letter was 
written without any such order having been given as it states, let us 
know where the responsibility of originating it rested; and I can not 
see why there should be any squ in knowing all the facts in 
the case, because the Senator from Kansas knows perfectly well that if 
General Black were to come in here in his response to resolution 
and give the statement that that letter was Yearning by so-and-so, 

through the hands of a certain chief of division, and was signed 

y him without looking at it or without being able to examine it, then 

there would be criticism and harping let it. What I ask is simply 
to let us know who prepared the letter; let him make his explanation, 
and let that come in connection with the report of the Commissioner. 

I have sent letters that have remained unanswered for months. 
When I have called the attention of the Department to the failure to 
receive a response to a particular letter, it was sent to the division 
where that letter had gone, and it was sent to the clerk upon whose 
desk that letter had been placed, for the purpose of receiving his ex- 

Janation, and I have received the explanations and excuses which they 
fave given for keeping letters on their desks unanswered for months. 

I can not see why there can be any possible objection to this little bit 
of an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

The question ing put; there were on a division—ayes 17, noes 21. 

Mr. SAULSBUR There is not a quorum voting. Let us have 
the yeas and nays. I think this is an important question. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not see that there can be any reasonable 
objection to the amendment. Here isa resolution evidently seeking 
to inculpate the Commissioner of Pensions in something deemed of- 
fensive to the soldiers of the country. The amendment si onary pe 
poses to make an inquiry to know who prepared the letter ci 
yet itis opposed on the other side of the Chamber, under the appre- 
hension, I presume, that it will tarn out, if the amendment is adopted, 
that some employé put in under a former administration had prepared 
this letter, and therefore a case can not be made fully against the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. 

We all know that there is in all the departments a large number of 
men who have no sympathy, and who have never had any sympathy, 
with the present administration, and it is very possible—I do not say 
thatit is trne, because I do not know the fact—that those men under 
the Commissioner of Pensions, put there by a former administration, 
may be secking to bring disrepute on the administration of that bureau 
while they are receiving the patronage of the Government and the pay 
that is provided for their positions. 

I think the administration is making a great mistake in keeping so 
many men hostile to the administration in the various departments of 
this Government. The civil-service law is obligatory upon the Presi- 
dent, of course, to execute; but a set of rules has been made under the 
civil-service law, and with the approbation, I believe, of the President 
of the United States himself, which cramps the administration at every 
step and does injustice to the men who placed the tion in 
power. If I were the President of the United States I would revoke 
those rules, and I would make such rules as would place the depart- 
ments under the control of men who were friendly to the administra- 
tion and not hostile to it. 


I think the President is making a great mistake for himself, for his 
party, and for his country in not exercising the power which he has to 
have a revision of those rules, to have the rules so framed that his 
friends shall be placed in power instead of men who are hostile to the 
Government. You may go to any depariment of this Government, 
and there are the same men who have, for year, been carrying on the 
Government, men who have no sympathy with the administration and 
who—lI do not say they can do it because I do not know the fact—but 
who, I strongly suspect, sometimes desire to sce the very administra- 
tion under which they are holding place brought into ridicule before 
the country. 

I go sometimes to the Post-Office Department. The head men of 
that Department are the men who have been there for years, and Dem- 
ocratic members of Congress are sometimes required to go and consult 
these same officials in reference to matters connected with the interests 
of that Department in their own States, Personally I have always re- 
ceived very kind and proper attention; I have no complaint personally 
to make; but at the same time I do believe that it is wrong, and I do 
not hesitate to say it here and now. 

While I would not convert President Cleveland into a public butcher 
to decapitate every man in the departments who is adverse to him in 
politics, I would instruct him, if I could, that it is his duty to himself, 
to his administration, to the party that elected him, to the , to 
the service, to purge these departments very largely of the men hostile 
to his administration. If he does not do it he will not have a success- 
fal administration, in my opinion. No man ever yet did fn the t any 
business successfully with agents that were hostile to him in trans- 
action of his business. It is true of politics as it is true in any other 
department of life, and I should be glad if the President would wake 
up to the duty which he owes to the country and to the party which 
elected him to purge these departments of the men who fought it and 
seek sometimes to bring the administration into disrepute. 

Mr. PLUMB. If there has been any attack on this administration 
Sn thin debate f ka beats mada fey tha Honatar Ane Tarhed and bA 
Senator from Missouri. If there is anybody in the Interior Depart- 
ment to-day, in the Pension Bureau, or any other bureau of it it is 
simply because the President elects that he shall stay there. Thereis 
no civil-service rule which requires any man to be kept, and the rule 
which the Senator from Delaware has paraded so strongly here has 
nothing to do with changes of the personnel of the departments. Back 
of that, perhaps, there is a suggestion that if those who are to be ap- 
pointed are to be appointed because they can pass a civil-service exam- 
ination very few Democrats will succeed in getting through that sieve; 
but, as the £ Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] says, that is their 
misfortune and not the fault of the President. He has got a limited 
amount ot material to work with of the character that is fit for execu- 
tive functions. I credit him with doing the very best he can; and the 
wisest thing he has ever done, although he has not done any part of it 
on my recommendation, is his keeping in office the trained men that he 
found. there in order that the public business might not suffer. 

The Secretary of the Treasury sent us a letter the other day in re- 
gard to the currency of the country which, as I know, does not meet 
with the views of who sit on the other side of the Chamber. I 
have no doubt that down at the bottom they would like to know who 
wrote that letter. Why do they not offer a resolution to find out? 

We are to presume that the President himself, whether he writes his 
own messages or not, is responsible for that which he sends here, and 
that pa Dove under him is responsible in the same way; and to go 
back of Commissioner of Pensions and inquire who his clerks are 
and put the responsibility upon them is to take away his responsibility 
entirely in that bureau and allot it to the clerks, and that ibil- 
ity then to be by Congress directly in reference to the par- 
ticular individual whose place is at stake. AsI said in the 
I have a great deal more respect for the Commissioner of Pensions than 
to believe that he wants anybody to assume that he is not responsible 
for what is going on in his bureau, which is under his su and 
which he esteems himself able to supervise in such a way that the pub- 
lic interests shall not suffer. 

Iwant simply to know—and it is a pertinent inquiry—whether there 
is a rule whereby men who are entitled to pensions, because they have 
exercised the constitutional right of petition in bringing their cases to 

have forfeited, according to the judgment of the head of that 

— their right to have that which the country owes them and has 

too long denied. For that p I do not care to inquire into the 

personnel of the Department. I look to the head of it as the country 

fooks to the head of the administration in the person of the President 

and his lieutenants, who are his Cabinet ministers, for that which they 
find in the administration which is good or bad. 

Mr. MORGAN. As this matter seems to be taking rathera political 
turn and we are called upon for our votes on it by yeas and nays, I 
wish to express my views in regard to it. 

The Senator from Kansas evidently does not want the information 
bere a Republican official in the Pension Office was the author of that 

etter. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say that if that is true I assume that the 

er will state it in his own defense, but I do not care to sug- 


1312 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 3, 


gest to him by the resolution a way whereby he can get out of the 
responsibility for what is done in his bureau. I want also to say 
another thing, that the President of the United States can have my vote 
and my voice to turn out every single Republican in all the Depart- 
ments. I have not asked that they should remain there at all, and I 
am not concerned about them in the slightest d 

Mr. MORGAN. The Commissioner of Pensions is rather an able 
man, I take it. He has been spoken of in connection with the Senate 
of the United States on several different occasions. He has for years 
been considered a man in the United States of marked ability. He 
does not need a suggestion from the Senate or from any Senator as to 
what should be a proper response to the words of this resolution of in- 
quiry. But after the Senate has voted down this amendment, if it 
shall do so, he will doubtless feel himself forbidden to make any allu- 
sion to the fact that there is any possibility of his not being responsible 
for the letter that is being questioned here. In order to give him a 
fair chance to show exactly how this matter has occurred, the Senate 
ought to be willing to listen to the truth, and not act upon presump- 
tion. Sometimes presumptions that are based on mere appearances 
are very erroneous and very deceptive, and it seems that the Senator 
on the other side desires to hold on to what we consider to be an erro- 
neous and deceptive presumption, for the purpose of putting in default 
a very important officer of this Government. 

Now let us have the naked truth. That is the way to get at what is 
right in this matter, and I am a little surprised that Senators are not 
willing that we should have it. 

I have not very much personal connection with the or soxkrcnonoeed of 
thisGovernment. Ido not worry them very muchabout business mat- 
ters. Nevertheless, I have on frequentoccasions been led very strongly 
to suspect that men who have been in office a long time, who have had 
chances to form combinations and cliques and rings in the different 
departments, are busily, steadily, continuously acting as spies upon 
this Administration, for the bul gel of collecting up all the little mat- 
ters that they can, and that they communicate them to the representa- 
tives of the Republican population of this country; and I have not 
any doubt that to-day there are gentlemen in this Senate better in- 
formed of what goes on in the Treasury Department of the United 
States than Mr. Manning can be. 

Take the Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service. There isa 
man who has a very large number of employés under him. How 
many? Four thousand—my colleague says between seven and eight 
thousand—a pronounced, steadfast, fixed, and talented Republican, 
a man who has more arbitrary power to control his subordinates than 
any other man I know of in the Government of the United States. It 
would be, I think, a discredit to a Democrat to go to the President of 
the United States and ask for the removal of that man. There would 
be no ground that could be taken in regard to it, except that stated by 
the Senator from Kansas, deliberately, and with so much of intelli- 
gence, that the material is too short in the Democratic party to fill up 
the offices. That would be all. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam taking the action of the President as confirma- 
tory of that idea. Ican not see why he should have kept Republicans 
in if he could find competent Democrats to fill the places, 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatis another case of acting on presumption which 
I think isa little presumptuous on the part of the Senator. The 6,000,- 
000 voters in the United States who are Democrats combine together 
the best ability that was ever assembled in the United States in its 
history. There is noquestion of it. There are more intelligent white 
men, there is more intelligence to-day in the Democratic party of the 
United States than ever before existed in a party in this country. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then why should the President go ig fers this great 
party to select the scalawags he found in office under a Republican ad- 
ministration? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam neither indicting nor excusing the President. 
He is not on trial. The Democratic party is. It is put on trial by the 
accusation of the Senator from Kansas that we have not got intelligent 
men enough in our numbers to fill up the offices. That is the propo- 
sition. The Senator from Kansas is on trial for his remark, and not the 
Presidentof the United States. This party, the Democratic party, com- 
prising six million and more of voters, has been drawn together in the 

of social and local ostracism in many parts of the United States, 
and in face of the fact that the Republican party has had the adminis- 
tration and the dispensation of the patronage of this Government for 
nearly twenty-five years, with all the power of this patronage behind 
it, reaching to the Army and Navy, reaching to every ramification of 
office in the United States, with all the power of that immense pres- 
tige which the Republican party of the Northern States won by reason 
of their assumed attitude in conducting the war against the rebellion, 
we find that man after man, troops of men, have dropped out from be- 
hind their banners and allied themselves with the Democratic party. 
They have not come into association with us because of the tempta- 
tions of office, for we had no offices to offer them. They have not come 
because we had money to lay before them to bribe them into our serv- 
ice. They have come because they have witnessed the rapacity, the 
infidelity to the Constitution, the wrong and injustice of the | Repub- 
lican party toward the people of the United States, which have so 


moved and impressed them that they were compelled in decent self-re- 
spect to leave the banner of that party and come into a that had 
some respect for the Constitution and some respect for justice and for 
law. That is the reason the Democratic party numbered so largely on 
this occasion in this last election, and that is the reason why I am able 
to say that there areJ{more men who have been drawn beneath the Demo- 
cratic banner into the present party organization of intelligence and 
ee than were ever found in one party in the United States be- 
‘ore. 

The Democratic party is a conglomerate party made up of men who 
had the independence of thought to leave their former party leaders 
and machine workers behind and to come out in the honest advocacy 
of those opinions and those policies which they believed were essential 
for the welfare of the individual men of this county, communities, 
States, and the whole country at large. That is the party we belong 
to, and I think that out of that number, whether the President concurs 
with me or not, it is quite possible to get officers enough to fill up the 
quota in the city of Washington. I concur with the venerable Senator 
from Delaware, that that man mistakes his opportunities and puts too 
much at peril who deliberately leaves the administration of affairs, for 
which he is responsible, in the hands of his enemies. I have not any 
doubt at all, indeed I could pont out if occasion required it, quite a 
number of men in the offices of this country to-day who are Republicans 
who are unworthy men. 

I will not say that you can not point out Democrats who are unworthy 
men, either, but I say that it is the duty of the Administration to put 
the Commissioner of Pensions and the Commissioners of other bureaus 
and the heads of other departments in such position that they will 
feel that they are safe in their surroundings. ‘That is the legitimate 
duty of government, and one without which there can be no proper 
vigor in government, and without which there can be no proper inspec- 
tion of the conduct of inferior officers and servants—chiefs of divisions 
in the departments and bureaus of this Government. I insist upon it 
that it should be done, and I hope that the Administration and the 
heads of departments will take warning from this debate this morning 
and will not any longer allow themselves to be put in a position of 
jeopardy and distrust and perhaps disgrace by and through the con- 
duct and agency of their subordinates who are treacherous to them 
and to the party that they pretend now to be regardful of. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The debate has taken a pretty wide range; I do not 
know that it is entirely pertinent to the resolution; but some observa- 
tions which have been made by the Senator from Alabama seem toin- 
dicate on his part an absence of accurate knowledge of what is going 
on in the United States. He has eulogized the Democratic yina 


way not so agreeable to many of them who shall ever be able to in-, 


spect with knowledge his polished periods in the pages of the vivacious 
newspaper that we publish here every day. But while he is eulogiz- 
ing this party and serving it and the country so admirably here, the 
Democratic party is entirely disappearing. There are sections of coun- 
try where it once existed, not only in vigor, but in great numbers, 
where there is only a trace of it left. 

In the State of South Carolina, a State having, according to the last 
census, as many people as the State of and having as many 
Representatives in the other House of Congress as the State of Kansas, 
only 33,000 votes were cast at the last election for members of the 
Congress of the United States, while nearly 300,000 were cast in the 
State of Kansas at the same election for members of Congress. One 
district in the State of Kansas cast 58,000 votes, nearly twice as many 
as the entire State of South Carolina. Only about 30,000 votes were 
cast in the State of Georgia, called the Empire State of the South, over 
whose name and achievements the average Bourbon Democrat lingers 
with pride, as he speaks of that Empire State situated midway between 
the Atlantic and the Mississippi, the keystone of the confederate arch. 
In the Senator’s own State, where, according to the figures of the last 
census—whether they are to be believed or disbelieved I will not say— 
there are as many people or more than there were in the State of Kansas 
in 1880, less than one-quarter the number of votes were cast at the last 
general election than were cast at the same time and for the same pur- 
pose in the State of Kansas. There are men sitting in the other House 
of Congress assuming to represent constituencies that are akin to the 
men who sit in the Parliamentof England representing rotten boroughs, 
universities, and estates, the tenantry on which vote according to the 
dictates of the man who owns the land. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The Senator will allow me to say that in Alabama 
they had no Republican ticket at all, and the people were not in any 
way expected to come out to vote. They carried the election without 
any struggle or effort. ‘There was no Republican ticket. 

Mr. PLUMB. Perhaps we might have instruction by ascertaining 
why it was that the Republicans did not have a ticket in the State of 
Alabama. 

Mr. BECK. May I say a word? 

Mr. PLUMB. You may. 

Mr. BECK. To show how misleading these figures are I may state 
that in the district in which I live, the Lexington district, Kentucky, I 
believe less than 5,000 votes were cast. 

Mr. PLUMB. I thank the gentleman for testifying in my behalf. 
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Mr. BECK. Waita moment. That was because Colonel BRECKIN- 
RIDGE, now the Representative and again elected, had no opposition and 
nobody thought of opposing him. Everybody knew that 1 vote for him 
was as good as 20,000. We could have cast and would have cast 30,000 
votes if there was any necessity to come out, but in that case 5,000 
were as good as 30,000, as no one opposed him. In an adjoining dis- 
trict, where there was a contest, with perhaps 5,000 fewer votes than 
we have, 31,000 votes were cast because of the contest. That is very 
often the difficulty about the vote coming out. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the suggestion which the Senator from Kentucky 
makes is correct, that the people are really there, how does their pres- 
ence there comport with their absence from the voting precincts at the 
time when members of Congress are to be elected toserve them? They 
do not come out to express the opinions which they have on public 
questions; and what groundwork is there for the eulogy which the Sen- 
ator from Alabama passed on this great Democratic party when only 2 
or 3 per cent. of its numbers ever go to the polls to express their judg- 
ment on matters which are to be settled by the votes of Congress, and 
which are supposed to be material to-the welfare of the whole people of 
the United States, themselves included. 

Mr. President, in those places where the Democratic party thrives 
most there is no such thing as public opinion. No man who sits in 
Congress with only three or four thousand votes at his back at an elec- 
tion which passed off in that way can assume to represent any phase 
of that public opinion which ought to be finally reflected in laws en- 
acted by Congress. 

I do not care to go back of the figures and inquire into the whys and 
wherefores. I take the eulogy of the Senator from Alabama upon the 
Democratic party, and then I show either that the Democratic party 
has entirely disappeared in certain localities or that a worse thing has 
come about, that the people of those sections have no interest whatever 
in public matters, do not care who represent them in Congress, do not 
submit to the arbitrament of intelligent discussion any public ques- 
tion, nor any question affecting their representation in the lower House 
of Congress, and per consequence are not fitted to exercise the functions 
of government. 

Mr. President, if there is any responsibility in administration to-day 
that is not fully devolved on the President of the United States and 
those whom he has selected and whom the Senate so promptly con- 
firmed, I should like to know where itis. I should like to know how 
it is that this great, powerful, and intelligent organization which se- 
lected the President is to-day putting off upon the subordinates it 
found in office, and whom it either lacked the courage of conviction or 
the intelligence to discharge, those acts which it ought to be and is 
practically responsible for itself. No eulogy of the Democratic party, 
no admonition to the President that he should go on and turn out with 
greater rapidity, will enable Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
to disguise the issue which is presented here on the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I donot care to go into political wrangles, 
but thestatement of the Senator from Kansas that the number of votes 
tast for any Representative is either evidence of the ignorance of the 
people to be represented or that the party who send him do not take 
an interest in the Government or are unfit to have Representatives is 
so unjust that I rose to illustrate by just what happened in the neigh- 
borhood where I live. 

I said the votes cast for Colonel BRECKINRIDGE would have been mul- 
tiplied four times but for the fact that the Republican party in that 
district made no contest. ‘That my Representative from Lexington is 
the ablest man in that body on either side will be determined before 
two years if it is not known now. It is known to the Republicans of 
that district as well as to the Democrats, and by common consent he 
came back without opposition and could have got 20,000 votes just as 
readily as 5,000 if anybody had attempted to call for a vote against him. 

To say that that district is not fit to be represented or that its people 
take no interest in public affairs because by common consent a distin- 
guished man is allowed to be elected without opposition is not fair; 
and that happens very often in large portions of the country. As I 
said, in the adjoining district, where there was a contest, and where 
there are not so many voters by perhaps five or six thousand, over 30,000 
votes were cast, and we could have cast 35,000 or 40,000 if both sides 
had come out. These are the facts. The statement of the Senator 
from Kansas does not present the facts really as they exist in the com- 
munity. 

I am neither going to laud the administration nor to find fault with 
it. A good deal was said by the Senator from Delaware that the ad- 
ministration would do well to act on. 

While I am on my feet I will say that as everybody else has a griev- 
ance perhaps I have one. I must say thaf in my opinion it is not 
wise policy on the part of the administration to keep its enemies in 
power to hurt it all they can or to allow them to do all the harm they 
can. I voted against the civil-service law and worked against it, and 
was one of the few who voted with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE]. It was simply a method of keeping Republicans in 
office after you gentlemen had lost your power. There was no exami- 
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nation of those who were in office, but all were kept, and therefore 
there were no paos vacant, and there were 10 per cent. more in office 
than were really needed. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator says there are 10 percent. more in than 
are needed. Is it not true that every head of department except one 
has asked for an increase of force? 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. With the Senator’s permission I desire to say that 
he misapprehends the force and effect of the civil-service law. There 
is not a single provision in it which restricts or interferes in the least 
with the power of the President, or of any other officer having the ap- 
pointing power, to dismiss any employé or officer of the Government 
under him—not a single provision. 

Mr. BECK. Well, I will not go into that. All that were found 
there had a right to stay, and nobody could get in unless he went 
through an examination that could be made easy or hard as the ex- 
aminer saw fit. But Icare nothing about that. 

What I was going tostate was, thatthe administration, in my judg- 
ment, has made a mistake in not putting its friends in place where it 
has the power to do so. I do not believe that any man can carry on a 
farm if his plow-boys are trying to break him down; and a man can not 
carry on a corner grocery if all his clerks are seeking to destroy him. I 
do not believe a great government can be administered without having 
the good will of the men who are intrusted with its positions. There 
is one case that I desire to refer to, that of the man at the head of the 
railway mail service, a Republican, a good man, no doubt, but as earnest 
a worker for the Republican party as I am for the Democratic party, 

Mr. PLUMB. He does not make any appointments. 

Mr. BECK. The Blue Book shows that he has under him nearly seven 
thousand men. 

Mr. PLUMB. He does not appoint one of them. 

Mr. BECK. Of that number 4,400 are railway mail clerks with 
salaries of from eight hundred to $1,800; and he manages to retain nine- 
tenths of them as colaborers with him against the party he pretends to 


serve. 

Mr. PLUMB. Whata helpless Postmaster-General you have got! 

Mr. BECK. Nooneman can manage any great department without 
having to rely on his subordinates. When a man like Mr, Jameson— 
able, I admit, but not indispensable, for he might die, and the railway 

al service would not stop if he did die, and somebody should take 
is place—has under him 4,400 men, as the Blue Book shows, the most 
intelligent young men in the country, ramifying, in every part of the 
country, with salaries varying, as I say, from $1,800 down to a year, 
is it right that I should have to go, with my hat in my hand, and beg him 
to look into things, and he can turn me off, as if I was a beggar, and I 
dare not tell him why I want a change made, because the very reason 
why I desire a change is the very reason why he wants to keep the men 
he has got. He desires to keep men to break downthe administration. 
I desire to put men there who will build it up, and I cannot tell him 
so. That is a case I give you, as illustrating the whole matter. I do 
not care to say more now, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that it would be a very great detriment to the public service to 
dismiss a class of men like the railway mail clerks. Their efficiency 
depends largely upon their experience, and their places can not be filled 
readily. They are not, I understand, within the civil-service rules; 
at least they have not been so construed, and yet the Department, I 
think, including the present head of the Post-Office Department, look- 
ing more earnestly to the civil-service than to political advantage in 
that particular, has determined to keep these people, and to make dis- 
charges only for lack of ability in the line of duty in which they are 
serving. It can not be pretended that persons of equal ability can be 
put in and take their places under months. Is a great public service 
of the country like that to be disturbed for the purpose of building 
up a political party? Notatall. I would not blame the present head 
of that Department if when there is a vacancy and he is compelled to 
putin a new man, he selects a Democrat and puts him in. Iexpecthim 
to do that. But I think the public would rise up and be heard if there 
had been an attempt to discharge this great corps of efficient, valuable, 
and necessary workers in the railway mailservice. Youcould not have 
done it without detriment to the public service of such a character as 
would have overwhelmed the Democratic party. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not riseto make aspeech, but I wish 
to say that I think we have been wasting a great deal of the valuable 
time of this body, with a vast amount of important matter requiring 
practical attention by the Senate. I understand that this resolution 
simply proposes an inquiry whether or not the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions has declared or decided and informed any one that he regarded 
an application to Congress as forfeiting the right to a pension. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator is mistaken about the resolution. The 
resolution simply inquires whether there is a rule of a certain kind in 
the office. We know by the letter what was done in the given case, 
but I simply wish to ascertain what the rule is in regard to it. 

Mr. CALL, The decision which has been read by the Senator from 
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Missouri of the Commissioner of Pensions clearly shows that that was 
simply an infelicitous use of language. That decision no one can con- 
trovert. It asserts that when Congress has passed upon the subject of 
the rights of a pensioner and the evidence, that decision of Congress is 
obligatory and binding upon the Commissioner; but that other and new 
evidence will be considered by him. Now, we know what the rule of 
the Pension Office is; we know what the wise and just decision of the 
Commissioner is; that it affirms the powerof Congress, and that it hav- 
ing been exercised, he submits to it. That is all he has done, and that 
is all we can find out. 

Mr. COSKRELL. If the Senator from Kansas simply introduced his 
resolution asking if there was such a rule in that Department, there 
would have been no occasion for the amendment which I offer; but on 
the 28th of January, when the Senator submitted the resolution, he 
said: 

Mr. Pitump. The occasion for the resolution is found in a letter, which I send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter wilk be read if there be no objection. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1887. 
Srm: In response to the request of Hon. P. B. Pimp, relative to your claim 
for panon No. 260105, as late of Company D, Fifth Pennsylvania , you 
are informed that it was rejected January 29, 1879, on the ground that the alleged 
affection of eyes wasincurred by lifting heavy timbers in the year 1857, as shown 
by the certificate of disability upon which you were disch. ._ Furthermore 
your appeal to the Congress of the United States for aid forfeited your right as 
a claimant before this office, which therefore declines further consideration of 


JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner. 

Davin C. CANFIELD, Fort Scott, Kans. 

And then Mr. ALLISON and Mr. INGALLS exclaimed: 

“Forfeited!” 

And Mr. PLUMB replied: 

Yes, “forfeited.” He is advised that he has thereby forfeited his right to be 
heard in the Pension Office. 

In view of the fact that every one knows that these answers which 
go outin regard to the hundreds of thousands of inquiries that are 
made every year have to be written by some subordinate and go through 
the hands of the chief of division and then signed, asa matter of course, 
without further investigation or inquiry, I thought it but just and in 
order that we might find out who was the clerk, and when he was ap- 
pointed who wrote that letter, and who was the chief of division through 
whose hands it passed, so that we might have before us all the facts. 

Now, Mr. President, a word as to the intimation that the Senator 
from Kansas made or the slur he attempted to cast upon the Demo- 
cratic party in regard to ignorance, that we did not have intelligent 
men enough to fill the offices. This slur has been used on other occa- 
sions, and it does not come well from that Senator or any other Sena- 
tor. Isay to him that the census reports will show in 1890 that there are 
more intelligent Democrats in the State of Kansas than there are intelli- 
gent Republicans. Istate that the censusof the United States will show 
that there are more Democratic voters who can read and write in the 
United States than there are Republican voters who can. 


RAILROAD ATTORNEYS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair at this 
hour to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 
2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting as attorneys or em- 
ployés for railroad companies holding charters or having received grant 
of lands or pommia aid from the United States. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the bill under consideration by the 
Senate now is a crimes act. It belongs to the province of constitu- 
tional jurisdiction in criminal matters by the Congress of the United 
States, if it has any proper place here; and asa imi considera- 
tion of the value, the necessity, the operation, the expediency, and the 
constitutionality of this new crimes act I deem it quite important that 
we should understand what the condition of the law now is as bearing 
upon the integrity and propriety of conduct of members of Congress. 

This crimes act has this clear feature upon its face—that it makes 
that a crime which never was a crime and in its nature never can be 
made a crime except by the positive enactment which so decrees. In 
the next place this criminal legislation is confined to a few persons. In 
its largest comprehension it includes only the two Houses of Congress, 
and then, by a lesser reduction, it is only the lawyers of the country 
who are members of these two Houses. When, therefore, I find that 
a bill introduced, as I suppose, suddenly into this Chamber at the last 
session, undertakes to do that, to make a new crime, to confine it only 
to members of Congress, and to confine it only to members of the pro- 
fesssion of the law as they may be members of these two Houses, as 
they may purpose to be, or their constituents may desire to make them, 
members of Congress, if Iam right in the examination of this criminal 
act proposed that it is an artificial decree of criminality when the 
transaction that is thus made a subject of criminal legislation in its 
qualities has no such turpitude and no quality of injury to the public 
service, I shall have gone a great way, I think, in satisfying the honest 
judgment of this Senate and the honest judgment of this country that 
such an act should not be passed. 


But if in addition to that I shall satisfy the Senate that all that is 
in its nature to be proscribed, or denounced, or avoided, in the action 
that is thus made the subject of the denunciation of this act, is already 
found on the statute-book, then I hope the judgment of the Senate, 
and I hope the concurrent judgment of the country, will understand 
that there is no occasion for solicitude, that there is no protection re- 
quired, and there is no justification for this special legislation. 

I hold in my hand the bill as presented by the Senator from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. Beck] and as reported from the Judiciary Committee, 
which enables us to ascertain what the original proposition was and 
what the substitute of the committee is. Ido not need to read this, 
for it is in the general recollection certainly of the Senate. 

I also hold in my hand four or five amendments that haye been pre- 
sented by different Senators, but for any purpose that I need to con- 
trast the scheme of the original bill as proposed by the Senator from 
Kentucky with the suggested modifications that seem to pursue a line 
that is to secure good legislation and is contradictory to and corrective 
of what I regard as the vice of the original measure proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky, I am only-called on to refer to the last amend- 
ment, which was introduced in the Senate last evening by the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware [Mr.SAULSBURY]. Iwill read thisamend- 
ment for the purpose of comparison between the bill and what may be 
deemed a correct line and may be regarded as n to meet an 
expectation in some part of our communities that desire some legisla- 
tion in addition to what is now on the statute-book. This amendment 
proposes to strike out the whole of the bill and substitute this: 

That it shall be unlawful for any member of Congress to accept em; ent 
as general counsel or attorney, or receive payment for services as such general 
counsel or attorney, from any company, or from any officer or nt 
thereof, which obtained its charter or any grant of land or pecuniary fy tox 
the United States: Provided, That this act shall not be construed to prevent 
members of either House of Con; from appearing as counsel in suits by or 
against such railroad companies in the State or Federal courts, when the United 
States is not a party or interested in the result of said suits. 

This amendment is extremely well drawn in observance of what I 
suppose is in the minds of very many of our citizens and in the minds 
of very many of the Senators when they think that there is a practical 
and an important interest that should be guarded against being en- 
croached upon by too intimate relations between members of either 
House of being lawyers in professional service for these same 
corporations. Italso, not only by the limitation of this principal clause, 
but by the operation of the proviso, distinctly draws the line of use- 
fulness, of what is not opprobrious and is not offensive in the treatment 
of the profession of the law or of the two Houses of Congress in accept- 
ing or imposing this form of legislation. 

Mr. President, the principal act now on the statute-book which has 
most to do with the topic or interest to find a place for itself on the 
statute-book in the view proposed by the Senator from Kentucky is what 
is known as the bribery act. It forms one of the sections of the Revised 
Statutes; that is, section 5500 of chapter 6 in the crimes code of the 
United States. The name of its title is ‘‘official misconduct, &c.,”’ 
and it pursues through many sections appropriate legislation for the 
thorough exposition and the proper punishment of violations of con- 
duct on the part of this or that officer. 

We come in section 5499 to the topic of what we call bribery, and 
we all understand that bribery is in its nature a crime, a crime of great 
heinousness in its relation to the public service, and certainly a very 
great crime in any high officer of the Government who exposes himself 
to or is chargeable with any such corrupt purpose or intention. Sec- 
tion 5499 takes up the subject as to judges: 

Every judge of the United States, who in any wise accepts or receives any 
sum of money, &c. 

I will not read itin full. The next section is that which touches 
members of Congress, and that I shall read in full in a moment. 

Section 5501, still adhering to the same subject of bribery, takes up 
the application and the punishment in the case of— 

Every officer of the United States, and every person acting for or on behalf of 
the United States, in any official capacity under or ay virtue of the authority of 
any Department or office of the Government thereo: 

And the next section, which is 5502, besides the sanctions, which I 
think are the same in each of these sections, has this further punish- 
ment provided to carry all of these instances : 

Src. 5502. Every member, officer, or person, convicted under the provisions of 
the two preceding sections, who holds any place of profit or trust, shall forfeit 
his office or place; and shall thereafter be forever disqualified from holding any 
office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States. 

It will be admitted at once that however mild or however general 
the phrases which may be used in the new act proposed by the Senator 
from Kentucky having any relation to the subject of punishment or to 
the subject of danger needing to be guarded against, it isin its relation 
to bribery, it is because it belongs to that topic that it is here; and if 
it be a rightful matter of treatment under that head it should find its 
place under that section, and there will be very little consideration re- 
quired to see whether it deserves a place in that section or whether all 
that there is needing to be guarded against is not already embraced 
and covered by this section. 

If Senators will give me their attention while I read this bribery sec- 
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tion they will see at once, without much aid from argument on my 
part, that all that is really aimed at and is worthily embraced within 
theoperation and the punishment and the dangers of bribery is covered 
by the existing legislation. Let me read: 

Src. 5500, Any member of either House of Congress who asks, accepts, or re- 
ceives any money, or any promise, contract, undertaking, obligation, gratuity, 
or security for the payment of money, or for the delivery or conveyance of any- 
thing of value, either before or after he has been qualified or has taken his seat 
as such member, with intent to have his vote or decision on any question, mat- 
ter, cause, or proceeding which may be at any time pending in either House, 
or before any committee thereof, influenced thereby, shall be punished by a fine 
not more than three times the amount asked, accepted, or received, and by im- 
prisonment not more than three years. [See 2 5450.] 

If lawyers bring themselves into relation with land-grant railroads 
or railroads receiving their incorporation from the United States, of 
course in regard to them asin regard to a thousand other relations 
that are possible with other railroads, other corporations, other private 
litigants—if they bring themselves fairly within the imputation of 
having accepted such relation and compensation connected therewith 
with the intent that the vote or decision of such lawyer is to be influ- 
enced thereby, the case is covered by that section as it now reads. The 
language is broad; the distribution of the topics and forms under which 
bribery may be approached or bribery be submitted to are distinctly 
here, Let me again call attention to some of these phrases, ‘‘ who 
asks, accepts, or receives any money or any promise, contract, under- 
taking, obligation, gratuity, or security for the payment of money.’’ 

Ifa railroad attorney, as he isstigmatized, comes into a relation with 
a land-grant corporation of general employment with an intention to 
be honest in the transaction in which he is ostensibly employed, and 
there is also an intention that he is to be retained, so to speak, for a 

icular interest or the general interest of this employer in any mat- 
ter that shall be pending at any time in Congress, the proof of that is 
as clearly embraced within the prohibition and within the punishment 
as any of the other more direct forms of the offense of bribery. 

Nor will it do to say that it may be true, but it may not be easy to 
prove the criminal intent. But without the criminal intent it is nota 
crime. You are not to avoid the necessity of proving that essential in- 
gredient of the corpus delicti by undertaking to punish things that are 
not crimes in order to guard against or disable men from committing 
crimes. ‘This latter is the essence of tyranny in legislation. Neither 
will it do in dealing with a topic that intrinsically is intricate, to sub- 
stitute affirmative and purely arbitrary rules of evidence. That is an- 
other form of tyranny—a form of tyranny that I hope will never find 
its place on any statute-book in this country. 

If you are willing to impart to the vigor of this section on crimes a 
force which shall expose to punishment and big ge the conduct 
denounced in the bill proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, then 
here is its place; put it in juxtaposition with the elements of turpi- 
tude and of mischief and of punishment that belong to it; put it in as 
a crime though it is not now a crime and does not include any of the 
turpitude or the evil intent indicated in the section, but that it shall 
be as in the nature of corruption of the integrity and puri 
of the conduct of members of Congress, or put it in as a rule of evi- 
dence, leaving the section to stand as it now does in the enumeration 
of the acts that are punishable as a crime, and provide in bold and 
bald assertion that if any member of Congress shall argue a cause for 
a railroad corporation in the public courts of this country in matters 
that have nothing to do with Congress or its legislation, that shall be 
conclusive evidence of his having accepted a bribe. Logic can not be 
discarded from legislation, from criminal l ion especially, and 
these two distinct forms of tyranny have been carefully avoided in the 
legislation of this country in the States and in the United States. 

t me read an amendment to this section that will place in proper 
juxtaposition the scope and nature of this new criminality and the ap- 
plication of the old punishment, not toosevere, andthe old guilt. Bet- 
ter to fetter it at once with the mild form that belongs to the nature of 
the transaction to which the new criminal legislation is to apply. 
After reading down to the completion of the criminality as thus de- 
fined, ‘‘ with intent to have his vote or decision on any question, matter, 
cause, or proceeding which may be at any time pending in either House, 
or before any committee thereof, influenced thereby,” then it goes on 
to say ‘‘shall bepunished.’? Let me introduce what, in my judgment, 
is the amendment of the criminal law of the country by the crimes act 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky: 

And any such member, being of the profession of the law, who shall accept 
any professional employment in any matter in which a railroad company which 
has received its incorporation or any land t from the United States is con- 
cerned, from such company, though such matter have no relation to any 


matter pending in Congress, and though such acceptance and employment be 
oo intent to havc his vote or decision influenced thereby, be pun- 


Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. : 

Mr. GEORGE. The essence of bribery, I understand, is the agree- 
ment, express or implied, between the giver and the receiver that the 
conduct of the receiver shall be affected in some way by the bribe. It 
has been therefore held that a judge ought not to receive a gift from 
any person having a suit in court, notwithstanding there may be no 


agreement of a corrupt character such as is denounced by that statute. 
I think Lord Bacon was charged with having received gifts from suit- 


ors. But while there is no corrupt agreement between the railroad com- 
pany and theattorney which would be dishonorable to either or which 
would compel the attorney to carry out the wishes of the railroad com- 
pany, yet the attorney, just like the judge in the case which I have 
mentioned, is the recipient of benefits, of favors from the railroad com- 
pany which might impair his impartiality in a matter of legislation in 
which the railroad company was interested. 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘Then it belongs under the head of bribery, as Lord 
Bacon’s conduct came uñder the head of bribery. It is not necessary 
that there should be an agreement inter partes about it. The point is 
whether the relation is such that the action in the public capacity shall 
be influenced thereby. 

Mr. GEORGE. Isit not absolutely improper for a judge to receive 
a gift from a suitor in his court although there may be no agreement, 
express or implied, that it shall affect the judge’s action? 

Mr.EVARTS. It is an executed contract when he receives the gift, 

Mr. GEORGE. That does not answer the question. I ask if it is 
not equally improper for a judge to accept a valuable gift from a suitor 
having acause pending in his court without any agreement as to whether 
he should be affected by the gift or not? 

Mr. EVARTS. The point unquestionably is that you discriminate 
and punish and condemn a transaction that carries the nature of tur- 
pitude and influence, though there be a failure to show a deliberate 
and express contract to thateffect. The act of a judge in his capacity 
receiving gifts from a suitor is in itself an official impropriety, whether 
or not it comes within the definition of bribery as affecting judges as 
described in one of the sections to which I have referred. 

Mr. GEORGE. Suppose the judge should be so good a man and so 
pure a man as that he would not be influenced by it, is it not as mat- 
ter of ye aid for the security of the fair and due administration 
of public justice and to maintain the character of the courts, even ina 
case where the intent of the parties on both sides was entirely innocent— 
is it not an improper thing for a judge to receive a gift from a suitor? 

Mr. EVARTS. Such an act undoubtedly has the denunciation of 
morals, and when it reaches the point of requiring to be redressed by 
poio justice and it does not fall within proper regulation of criminal 
egislation, then it falls within the rule of impeachment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Again, if the Senator will allow me, if that be true, 
as the Senator admits we are judges in a most important matter be- 
tween the United States and these railroad companies, would not the 
very rule which he admits to be correct in reference to a judge sitting 
on the bench apply to a judge sitting in this Chamber or in the other 
end of the Capitol to determine the rights of parties before the Ameri- 
can Congress? 

Mr. EVARTS. Ido not admit the correctness of the analogy, be- 
cause there is not one word as to gift in this bill that is proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky. Thereis not any relation of favor or gift about 
it, and subsequently in my discussion I shall point out that fallacy in 
the proposition. 

Mr. GEORGE. But allow mehere to say that while there is no gift 
in the matter, yet the employment of an attorney at a large salary is 
always me a favor on the part of the employer that it may affect the 
employé. 

Mr. EVARTS. ThatI shall consider; but atthis moment I ask the 
Senator if there is anything in the bill about a large fee or a general 
fee. Iam not to discuss here questions of morals as to how this or that 
may be shaded into a corrupt or corruptible ingredient. Iam talki 
about the bill as it reads, and there is nothing in it about gifts, m 
there is nothing in it about large and general retainers at all, nor is 
any general relation between attorneys or members of our profession 
with these railroad companies or anybody described. I am talking 
about the bill as it is, not as it might be, not as it might be made con- 
sonyant, perhaps, with what all would appreciate as falling within the 
region of either denunciation or debate. 

Mr.GEORGE. Now, if I am to understand the Senatoras admitting 
that the tender by the railroad company and the acceptance by the 
attorney of a large fee would be objectionable, then I respectfully sug- 
gest that what would be large to one man would be small to another, 
and that as every one has his price, as Walpole said, some men have 
much more capacity to be influenced than others. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have not admitted the proposition about the rail- 
road attorneys; I have only admitted it about the judges, that such 
conduct on their part came within the range of impeachment or denun- 


tion. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understood the Senator to admit it by implica- 
tion. 

Mr. EVARTS. I said the bill did not attempt to go upon anysuch . 
idea of gift or of criminal relation that carried it beyond the mere 
actual service employed, with no intent of any kind; but I have re- 
served that matter for more explicit determination when I come to take 
it up. 

I think there is not a lawyer in or out of either House of Congress, 
nor any fair-minded man, whether he be connected with journalism or 
with the busy and common occupations of life, who would not pro- 
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nounce such an amendment as I have proposed here as a fit expression 
of the denunciation of the bill before this body, if it is to be included 
within the shade and the criminality of bribery; first, that the statute 
as it now reads covers every form of retainers, but carries under guise 
of honest and honorable relation a purpose that by its actual circum- 
stances shall disclose or by accompanying evidence shall impart to it 
the in; ent of being done—and this is all that this clause requires— 
with the intent that it shall affect his decision or vote in this body. 

There are two other crimes sections which are not embraced under 
this code as the heads are distributed in the Revised Statutes, and they 
are important, serious, and comprehensive regulations of members of 
Congress in regard to the matters which are there disposed of. They 
come under a general title of provisions applicable to several classes of 
officers, and these two criminal sections as I think ought to find their 
place under the title from which as I think I have already read of bribery, 
are put under a — of conduct, but they are crimes statutes 
and nothing else. I need not read these, though I shall ask that they 
be taken in the RECORD in full from the statute-book which is open 
before me. 

The sections of the Revised Statutes referred to are as follows: 

Sec, 1781. Every member of Congress or any officer or agent of the Govern- 
ment who, directly orindirectly, takes, receives, oragrees to receive, any money, 
pro} y,or other valuable consideration whatever, from any person for pro- 
curing, or aiding to procure, any contract, office, or place, from the Government 
or any Department thereof, or from any officer of the United States, for any per- 
son whatever,or for giving any such contract, office,or place to any person 
whomsoever,and every person who, directly or indirectly, offers or agrees to 
give, or gives, or bestows any money, property, or other valuable consideration 
whatever, for the procuring or aiding to procure any such contract, office, or 
place, and every member of Congress who, directly or indirectly, takes, receives, 
or agrees to ve any money, property, or other valuable consideration what- 
ever after his election as such member, for his attention to, services, action, vote, 


or decision on any question, matter, cause, or poobedie which may then be 
pending, or may by law or under the Constitution be brought before him in his 
official capacity, or in his place as such member of Congress, shall be deemed 
qu of a misdemeanor and shall be imprisoned not more than two years and 
ined not more than $10,000. And any such contract or ent may, at the 
re of the President, be declared absolutely null and void ; andany member 
Congress or officer convicted of a violation of this section shall, moreover, 
be disqualified from holding any office of honor, profit, or trust under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

SEC. 1782. No Senator, Representative, or Del e, after his election and dur- 
ing his continuance in office, and no head of a Department, or other officer or 
clerk in the employ of the Government, shall receive or saree to receive any 
compensation whatever, directly or indirectly, for any services rendered, or to 
be rendered, to any person, either by himself or another, in relation to any pro- 
acai , T earnan claim, controversy, y on, arrest, or other mat- 
ter or thing in which the United States is a party, or directly or indirectly in- 
terested, before any Department, court-martial, bureau, officer, or any civil, 
military, or naval commission whatever. Every person offending inst this 
section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be imp: med not 
more than two years, and be fined not more than $10,000, and shall, moreover, 
by conviction therefor, be rendered forever thereafter in: 


capable of holding any 
office of honor, trust, or profit under the Government of ase United States. 

Mr. EVARTS. Weare more familiar, I think, with reference to this 
debate with these two sections, because they are relied upon as a line 
and method of legislation that gives support to this additional and 
progressive feature which is the subject of the proposed act. Section 
1781 provides that— 

Every member of Congress, or any officer or agent of the Government, who 
directly or indirectly takes, receives, or agrees to receive, any money, property, 
or other valuable consideration whatever, from any person for procuring or aid- 
ing to procure any contract, office, or place from the Government— 

That is a sufficient description of that section. That is a crimes 
statute, clearly so, and it is a denunciation of an improper thing to be 
done. It is in its nature, in its quality improper to be done—the cor- 
pus delicti, in the nature of morals and of government. That is against 
brokerage on the part of members of Congress in obtaining the appoint- 
ment of persons to office. 

That is the nature of this legislation. It pursues very carefully every 
form and shape of this denunciation, and it provides that the member 
of Congress shall be imprisoned not more than two years, and fined not 
more than $10,000; that the contract may be declared null by the Presi- 
dent of the United States at his option; and when a member of Congress 
or officer is convicted of a violation of the section he shall moreover be 
disqualified from holding any office of honor, profit, or trust under the 
Constitution of the United States. Thatisacrime. You can not alter 
its nature by putting it under a series of regulations that do not fall 
within that description. It is imprisonment and fine, a grave and 
weighty punishment, and the penal punishment to be excluded from 
the enjoyment of the common right of citizens of the United States in 
enjoying public place. 

Mr. GEORGE. Still that was not legally equivalent to a crime until 
the act was passed. . 

Mr. EVARTS. It was not put in the shape of a criminal section, 
but it was criminal before in its nature, and it is punished for the rea- 
son that it is wrong. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is, morally wrong, but not legally. 

Mr. EVARTS. No; the act itself (we will not dispute about the 
word ‘‘criminal’’ in the sense of being written down in the crimes 


act) is a criminal thing. 
Mr. GEORGE. I mean legally a violation of criminal law. That 
is what I mean by ‘‘criminal.”’ 
Mr. EVARTS. Itwas nota violation of criminal law until the crim- 


inal section was passed, and the bribery was not punishable before, 
but there is no interest in that equivocation on the meaning of what is 
written down to be punished, when it is in its nature wicked and eor- 
rupt, and is put into the statute book for punishment because it is a 
crime, and not one that is made a crime, and on its face is not a crime, 
against the duties and obligations of society or of Government, 

Mr. GEORGE. Do you say as much for the statute which prohibits 
members of Congress from prosecuting claims against the United States? 

Mr. EVARTS. I can not notice all these sections at once, but Ishall 
not omit that when I come to expose the true nature of each of them. 
I now come to section 1782, 

No Senator, Representative, or Delegate, after his election and during his 
continuance in office, and no head of a Department, or other officer or clerk in 
the employ of the Government, shall receive or agree to receive any compen- 
sation whatever, directly or indirectly, for any services rendered, or to be ren- 
dered, to any person, either by himse 
ing, contract, claim, controversy, € , accusation, arrest, or other matter or 
thing in which the United States is a party, or directly or indirectly interested— 

That is the description of the misconduct, but the representation of 
the board or officer then follows— 
before any Department, court-martial, bureau, officer, or any civil, military, or 
naval commission whatever. 

It will be observed that although the misconduct here denounced is 
so recognized in its character, whether it is made a subject of penal 
punishment or not, it is offensive to the interests of society and it is 
denounced and punished to guard against the misconduct. But I ask 
the attention of members of the Senate to the discrimination there 
made. It does not undertake, even in — to these representations, 
to make it punishable for a member of either House to represent inter- 
ests in the great and public courts of record of this country; it is only 
in these particular and limited administrative functions, as a court- 
martial is really the only one that comes up to a court in the least sense. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Court of Claims is mentioned there, is it not? 

Mr. EVARTS. It is, but not in the section I am now talking about. 
When I come to that I shall endeavor to adequately express and eluci- 
date it. Leave out courts-martial and you have nothing of the public 
administration of justice in courts; it relates to department or bureau 
officers, civil, military, or naval commissions, or whatever. That is 
made punishable by the same grave and weighty denunciation, and the 
same consequence of losing employment. 

In these two sections, whatever you may think of them as useful 
legislation—and about that I have no question, I have no reason to 
make any, certainly none in reference to my argument—the thing for- 
bidden is itself a crime, and the form and manner of its punishment is 
the only question taken up by the National Legislature in passing those 
sections. It does not take up what is innocent, and denounce it and 
make it punishable as a crime, because some injury may be expected or 
may be feared by the influence even of innocent parties. 

If it was desired that the offense described and made punishable in 
section 1782 should be extended to a representation by a member of 
Congress in the courts of the country at large, here is the place to put 
in that amendment; and that would be, after the enumeration of the 
places in which this representation or maintenance of interests is de- 
scribed, in this form: 
és ae before any public court or tribunal of justice of the United States, or of any 

e. 

I do not now make any question as to whether it could be only law- 
fully or constitutionally confined to courts of the United States or not. 
Then it is seen you would place what was omitted from the represent- 
ation in great and open courts of the country, an espousal by an advo- 
cate, an attorney, as you may please to call him, of the matters of which 
the United States was interested, the corpus delicti here being a mat- 
ter in which the United States was concerned; and that was the crime 
and the mischief to be guarded against. 

I have thus shown in regard to this crimes enactment that it does 
not undertake to turn upon the employment of members of either 
House in their ordinary avocations. It undertakes to deal with the 
subject-matter of criminality and of redress and prevention, and that 
is of undertaking to be themselves representatives of private interests 
in matters in which the United States is concerned. Therefore you 
can find no more in those two sections than in the bribery act any justi- 
fication of the legislation that is now proposed. 

I now come to the only other piece of legislation which affects the 
conduct of members of Congress in reference to their occupation and 
their relations of an improper kind that the law should regulate, and 
it is the law establishing the Court of Claims. The name of the title 
is ‘‘The Court of Claims: Organization and Sessions.” The Court of 
Claims is then constituted, and what is it? Itis a board with judicial 
function to audit and adjust and maintain, according to law and justice, 
claims against the United States; so that you do not need to find any 
special reasons for prohibiting members of Congress from practicing there. 
The existing act only needed to be applied to the Court of Claims, if 
it had been treated asa matter that really should be brought within 
the regulation of criminal law; but it did not need to be brought 
within the tion of criminal law, nor did it need to trespass upon 


or another, in relation to any proceed- 


the private rights and interests of society, of members of any profese 


— 
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sion, or of members of either House of Congress except in the simple 
statement which I will read. After the complete organization of the 
court, section 1058 adds: 


Members of either House of Congress shall not practice in the Court of Claims. 


Is it necessary for me to give reasons why this is not a regulation of 
private conduct? It is a regulation of the constitution of the court 
itself, which on its face has for the defendant the United States. There 
is no litigation before the Court of Claims in which the United States 
is not a party presumptively, an actual party to the record and in the 
discussions. When matters are sent there they are sent by the will 
and order of the two Houses of Congress, conferring for special reasons 
a jurisdiction pro hdc vice in the matter thus referred. 

It is impossible to raise an argument that the private conduct of 
members of society, the private conduct of members of the profession, 
or the private conduct of members of the two Houses of Congress is 
touched or affected by that provision. It is the subject-matter there 
that is the foundation of precluding members of Congress from prac- 
ticing in thatcourt. I venture to say that if that clause had not 
in the law, no member of Congress would ever have practiced there. 
I can not conceive on what general principles you need to draw a 
line to enforce on the conscience and the sense of propriety of mem- 
bers of the Senate or of the other House the fact that the Court of 
Claims is in its whole nrpey fersag! and management of adjustments 
a court in which the United States is on one side and the claimants are 
on the other; and section 1058 precludes members of Congress from 
practicing not only for suitors there but for the United States. It is 
an arrangement of the court, and an eminently proper one. Congress 
did not need to denounceit by criminal legislation, and it is not accom- 
panied with any denunciation or any punishment whatever. It is an 
element in the composition of the jurisdiction of the court, and it is, 
as we all know without any further insisting upon it, an auditing be- 
tween suitors and the Government of the United States, the payment 
after judgments depending upon the action of Congress. For every 
reason, without any public exposition or elucidation of the nature of 
the court, that is all there ison the subject of the Court of Claims, and 
it, with the section I have read, is the only basis by which itis argued 
that this further step can be taken. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator allude to the statute which pro- 
hibits members of Congress from being interested in contracts with the 
Government, which was cited by the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. EVARTS. No; I have not read thatsection. It certainly does 
nct go any further than sections 1781 and 1782. 

Mr. GEORGE. It only prohibits members of Congress from being 
interested in any contract with the Government. 

Mr. EVARTS. It certainly does not go any further than the sections 
I have read. 

Mr. GEORGE. Itis only valuable in the aspect that it is an instance 
in which Congress undertook to make criminal and to punish acts of 
members of Congress which before the passage of the law were perfectly 
innocent. 

Mr. EVARTS. It does not approach as near this subject as the 
sections I have already adverted to, and itcan carry no argument. It 
does not apply to any class of the members of the two Houses, which 
is denounced very properly and rests on the same reason that they are 
precluded from representing claims against the Government, and there is 
the same reason for punishing the engagement in them. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the attention of the Senate and of 
the Senator to the fact that it is an instance of a statute passed by Con- 

ress for the regulation of members of Congress which prohibits the 
ag of things by members of Congress which in‘ themselves before the 
e of the act were perfectly innocent. 

Mr. EVARTS. I think not. 

Mr. GEORGE. And farther, these acts being innocent, not contrary 
to law, they were prohibited not because a member of Congress could 
not perform his contract with the Government as well as anybody 
else, but because of the tendency of that sort of relation to the Govern- 
ment to influence improperly the member of Congress. : 

Mr. EVARTS. I should not at all agree with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi that the action was innocent before the statute was passed. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was innocent so far as the law was concerned. 

Mr. EVARTS. Now we are back to the old question as to whether 
a crime depends on punishment written down in the book. I have un- 
dertaken to draw the distinction. Nor was there in that motive nor 
in its treatment of that denunciation a recognition of the right of pro- 
hibiting because there would bean evil tendency that might escapeinto 
bad relations. The law relates to an act which in its terms and con- 
duct and relations is not justifiable and should not be allowed. 

Mr. GEORGE. The taking of a contract in which the Government 
is interested on one side by a member of Congress is not reprehensible 
in any point of view, except in the point that its tendency is to make 
him do wrong as a member of Congress. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is not necessary for me to point out the distinc- 
tion. In the first place, getting the contract is one thing. He has an 
advantage over the rest of the world in that, and he makes the contract 
with men who are in subordination to the action of the two Houses of 


Congress, and the whole relation is, from beginning to end, vicious and 
reprehensible. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from New York allow me to make a 
suggestion in answer to the query of the Senator from Mississippi ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I believe that in all systems of jurisprudence a con- 
tract by a trustee or by any one holding a fiduciary relation to others 
in respect to the matters of his trust is denounced as immoral and 
against public policy; I mean any contract by which the trustee is to 
be benefited. Bo when a member of Congress, who is a part of this 
Government, undertakes to make a contract with the Government he 
is in one sense contracting with himself, and is therefore obnoxious to 
the rule which would prohibit any one in the capacity or position of a 
trustee from undertaking to benefit by any such relation. It seems to 
me that the law which the Senator from Mississippi has alluded to 
comes clearly within the denunciation of that class of contract relations, 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator from New York will allow me, I am 
very much obliged to the Senator from Delaware for calling my atten- 
tion to the general rule of law about the contracts of trustees in rela- 
tion to trust property. Those contracts are denounced, not because 
they are injurious to the trust property, for they may have been bene- 
ficial, but because of the tendency of such contracts to make the trustee 
act improperly. That is all there isin it. It isthe tendency, and not 
the act itself, because if the contract was shown to be beneficial to the 
cestui que trust it would, nevertheless, be condemned by the law. 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not need to either contradict or to discriminate 
between the propositions of the Senator from Mississippi and those that 
T have occasion to support in regard to the bill presented by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, under discussion here, because I think he will agree 
that the relation of making contracts with the United States is quite 
rat sa making an influence on action in this body as this attorneys 

ill, 

Mr. GEORGE. I myself believe that the contract law is a proper 
law, and I wish the Senator tọ understand that I believe the taking ot 
a fee from a railroad company by a member of this body, until prohib- 
ited by law, is not only not wrong, but I see no objection to it what- 
ever. It may bea highly honorable relation carried out in that way. 
So far as that is concerned, I do not want to be understood as saying 
that there is anything malum in se in taking the contract. 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘Then the Senator agrees with me on that point, al- 
though I can not agree with him that for Senators and Congressmen to 
make a contract with the Government is an innocent thing in itself. 

What does this proposed act undertake todo? I will read it as 
originally presented and as it was referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee: 


That it — be unlawful for asd member of ae cir oe oros ree ip doo 
ny railroad company, or any officer or agent thereof, which obtained its charter 
or any grant of lands or pecuniary aid from the United States. 

And any person who violates itshall be punished. That is the crime. 
TheSenator from Mississippi gives at least his countenance to the propo- 
sition that the act thus denounced is perfectly innocent in his own 
mind. 

Mr. GEORGE. No man is condemned for taking that relation un- 
less a law, which does not now exist, is passed on the subject. 

Mr. EVARTS. Of course we know it is wrong to violate laws. 
Whether laws are good or bad, it is wrong to violate them. We all 
know that, and we know the difference between a law in criminal re- 
lation finding a crime and proceeding to punish it and a law finding a 

rfectly innocent relation and then turning it into a crime and pun- 
ishing it by mere force of law. 

The motives for passing this measure will be of course considered, 
and I shall have something to say about them; but in the conscience 
of men, in the intelligence of men, in the safety of society, in the free- 
dom of our communities, in the great institutions which are the feat- 
ures of governments of justice, you never can get over the distinction 
between pursuing wrong and pursuing fraud and punishing it, and pur- 
suing innocence and the ordinary freedom of citizens and punishing it 
by mere enactment of law. The distinction never can be dissimulated; 
it never can be disguised; and when as the first proposition you are crit- 
icising a new law you are to find that in the nature of things it is per- 
fectly innocent and in the common right of the people of this country, 
that it belongs to them as a part of their innocent property; then the 
burdén is upon those who find such a mischief, and such a motive, and 
such a necessity as will justify taking from common possession, common 
right, and common innocence, and denouncing them all as crimes to be 
punished by sending men to jail. How long does such a law last? It 
may grow into an enactment; timorous, agitated communities may re- 
sort to such legislation; but it never lasts long, and never is justified 
except upon that supreme and final necessity in overlooking the dis- 
tinction between right and wrong. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all very true, but in the administration of 
justice, in the discharge of high functions of government which decide 
between man and man, the law is full of denunciations against acts 
which are in themselves perfectly innocent, but which are condemned 
solely on the ground of public policy, because if such acts were permit- 
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ted they might tend to corrupt the administration of justice, For in- 
stance, as I have said, you can not make a gift to a judge, you can not 
give a juror who is trying a case a drink of water or a piece of bread, 
not because it is criminal to give hima drink of water or a piece of 
bread, but because of its tendency to corrupt justice. 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘The difficulty, if the Senator will allow me to say it, 
is that he cites no instances which are innocent. ‘They would be inno- 
cent if the man was not a judge, and they would be innocent if the 
man was not a juror, but he does not cite any case where it is innocent 
as towards the judge or innocent as towards the juror. It is an inter- 
ference with the mines a rust in the panel that ye be 
guarded against app: of any kind, even a message from a dying 
wife, unless it goes through the channel of the court. 

Mr. GEORGE. Thatis exactly what the friends of this bill say, that 
although the actitself may be innocent as between other parties, yet as 
this may affect the conduct of a member of Congress in the discharge of 
a high public duty in the administration of public justice, it ought to 
be condemned. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ishall proceed to consider, as I go on, what this pro- 

legislation does. It is entirely uncalled for. Every gentleman 
who has defended or espoused this proposed enactment has discarded at 
once any impression or any imputation that there now exists in this 
body or in the other House of Congress any practice or any relation that 
needs to be guarded against. Isit not the first duty of legislators, when 
a crimes actis to be enacted, especially when innocence is to be turned 
into crime, that there should be some controlling public interest which 
makes asupreme and subtending authority out of what otherwise would 
be intolerable oppression? Is it not understood that if you will find a 
similarity in the poea of the jury-box from any intrusion from 
any cause you find in the very seclusion of it the necessity for the sup- 
pression of this or that form of message to prevent intrusion in any form 
upon the seclusion of the panel ? 

This proposed legislation is wholly uncalled for. Nothing is occur- 
ring here, nothing is occurring in the other House of Congress, that in 
the least is supposed to require any such enactment. It is true the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY ] has said, looking outside of this 
Chamber, imputing no such instances here, that there is—I use his 
own words—‘‘a restless dissatisfaction or a vague fear.” That is the 
nearest approach I have heard in the justification of this new legisla- 
tion trespassing upon the line of the regulation of the conduct of Con- 
gressmen toward the action of Congress and the encroachment upon 
the liberty of citizens in the ordinary conduct of their affairs. 

I have laid down all the citations from the statute book, and I had 
no intention of leaving out the provision about contracts with the Gov- 
ernment which the Senator from Mississippi has very properly intro- 
duced into the matter. This measure is unprecedented by any of that 
legislation, I know that it is professed, and I knowit may be felt that 
it is in some argumentative estimate and criterion of this new legisla- 
tion, a step forward. If the existing legislative acts are based on the 
substantive and firm principle of actual delinquency and of actual 
danger in the service of the country, where do we find any warrant for 
a step that takes you entirely over the bound of dealing with innocent 
acts and dealing with the common conduct of members of society? 
There is the danger. 

Is it enough for us to feel that there is a restless dissatisfaction and 
a vague fear? I do not speak with any disposition of disparaging pub- 
lic opinion even in the form of restless dissatisfaction and vague fear, 
but I do not find, and should not find if there were, in the minds and 
breasts of the members of this body or of the members of the House of 
Representatives what they could not define and solidify more clearly 
than ‘‘a restless dissatisfaction and vague fear.” No measure has ever 
yet been in either House of Congress upon an opinion eyen in 
the members of the two Houses that there was in their own minds a 
restless dissatisfaction or a vague fear. They must find a substantial 
dissatisfaction and a sincere, and thorough, and sensible fear. 

But conversant with what is occurring in the business of the country 
as it is committed to the two Houses of Congress, conversant with the 
members as surrounding us under the delegation of their respective 
States, the representation in the other House coming directly from the 
suffrage of the people in their respective districts, if our own judgment 
does not face us with any impending danger or any threatened or med- 
itated mischiéf, there is not any reason why we should excuse our sober 
judgment which would direct us one way and accept as a basis for leg- 
islation a restless dissatisfaction and a vague fear somewhere else. 

If the members of society who feel this restless dissatisfaction and 
this vague fear would devote their own attention and acquire the same 
knowledge that we possess on the subject, the same estimate of the 
mischief and the same estimate of the gravity of the enactment, I will 
venture to say that brought into conference among themselves and ap- 
plying their own judgment to a deliberate discrimination and assertion 
of what they would insist upon, it would end in denouncing the bill 
presented by the Senator from Kentucky, and they would be entirely 
satisfied with the provision included in the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

Ido not undertake to draw distinctions between the capacities or the 
integrity of those who are members of Congress and those who are not, 


and who are each in their own functions, each in their particular ad- 
diction, animating and influencing public opinion; but we can not part 
with our function, although they may with energy, with courage and 
intelligence, judge that there is need of legislative interference. It is 
our energy, our intelligence, and our courage that is to deal with the 
matter of placing on the statute-book of the United States a permanent 
inscription of law. 

Besides this measure being entirely uncalled for and entirely unpre- 
cedented, it is entirely illusory. There is not any sensible, intelligent 
man in Congress or out of Congress who fears a corruption or a tend- 
ency to corruption that shall subject the free, unbiased action of mem- 
bers of Congress to the subjugation of the relation between attorney 
and client. There is not any man but who will say and will see that 
if there be corrupt desire on the part of any members of Congress or 
any lawyers, if they are to be treated in a more disparaging light as 
members of either body of Congress, or as the corrupting agents or 
the corrupting motives of the vast interests that touch the relations 
between great corporations, land grant or not land grant, so as to affect 
members of Congress in their action here, what a libel is such a bill as 
this, as if the open, and solid, and just, and right occasion by which 
the relations between client and lawyer should be established being 
denounced it would be a suppression of the ‘itching palm” of Sena- 
tors or the extinction of the corrupting power of Senators, If you 
enter upon this legislation you must produce a situation of general 
opinion at least, to be accepted and acted upon here, that the body of 
lawyers are in the nature of their employment a disgraced body, a 
body of habitual criminals, There is the terror of this thing. Is it 
true that servility is the badge of all our functions? If we are to 
accept that attitude put on us, if we are ready to write as on frontlets 
between our eyes, servility as the badge, then indeed we can see that 
this act proposed does not rest on ‘‘ restless dissatisfaction ’’ or “vague 
fear,” but that we are a zed and described body of fellow-citi- 
zens who are to be followed by punitive legislation wherever we go. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not like to disturb the Senator from 
New York in his debate, but he is an old lawyer and it will not hurt 
him. Will he be kind enough to tell the Senate and the country wherein 
the substitute offered by the Judiciary Committee is an improvement 
on the bill I presented? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly the Senator from Kentucky does not wish 
to interrupt meat this moment. I expect to consider that point when 
I take up the amendment, which I have not yet approached. 

Mr. BECK. I did not wish to interrupt the Senator at any particular 
time, but he has seen fit as a member of the Judiciary Committee to 
make by a substitute any attack that we may assume to have been 
made on the legal profession infinitely worse than anything I ever 
ventured to suggest, and I want him to tell the Senate and the country, 
whenever he likes to do so, how far he has improved the measure I in- 
troduced by his substitute? 

Mr. EVARTS. If the Senator from Kentucky had done me the 
honor to listen to my argument to-day he would not have had occa- 
sion to suppose that I imputed to him for one moment any motive or 
any purpose. Whatever I said about the bill in the aspect that I am 
now regarding it, which has recently engaged my attention, and but 
for a few minutes, is on the face of the section as pointed by the ob- 
servations of the Senator from Mississippi; that this was all innocent 
conduct in itself, but that it was to be guarded against, because it had 
an opening and an opportunity for fraud and mischief. 

Mr. BECK. Then I have to apologize to the Senator, because being 
a member of the Committee on Appropriations, and a member of the 
subcomittee having charge of the post-office appropriation bill, and the 
committee having mét in full committee at half past 2, I was obliged 
to go out and to take part in seeking to perfect that bill; and so I 
missed a part of what the Senator said. ought not to have inter- 
rupted him, having lost part of it. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator from Kentucky will do me the credit 
of saying that neither in my manner nor in my observation did I show 
the least objection to his withdrawal from the Senate. I knew of his 
engagement, and I gave it as a reason why when in the order of my 
argument I should come to the topic to which he draws my attention 
it would then be in my way to consider it. I do not think any mem- 
ber of the two Houses of Congress will deny, I do not think that any 
vigilant csitic and observer of public duty will deny that if there be a 
corrupt purpose and a corrupt wish on the side corrupting or on the 
side of the corrupted member, it is wholly illusory, and that is the 
topic with which I have engaged myself, and I shall dismiss it. 

Mr. President, I shall enter on no encomium of the profession 
of the law. There isnoother collection of men where there is so large 
a proportion of those who understand their profession, understand 
themselves, understand their relations to clients and the relations of 
clients to them. So if we do inscribe this enactment upon the perma- 
nent statute-book of the United States it will have been written by 
lawyers and about lawyers, and they can not escape the imputation of 
those who join in it that in their judgment, from what they know of 
lawyers and know of the relations between clients and lawyers, it isa 
class to be taken out from the rest of the community and separated 
from other members of the two Houses of Congress and reserved from 


=a U 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1319 


the honorable and innocent conduct of their profession for fear that 
they may be drawn over the line of their duty. The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Witson], I think it was, who said that this enactment 
would be a wise and judicious admonition to the bar and a safeguard 
to them against being overtaken in some unwary moment byan undue 
subserviency to the influence of corporations. Another form of ex- 

ression used by, I think, both the Senator from Maryland and the 
Senate from Arkansas, and certainly the Senator from Kentucky used 
the phrase, was of lawyers coming into the Senate with their clients’ 
money in their pockets. Whose money isin their pockets in the inno- 
cent relations of attorneyship and great service by a great and noble 
profession to the needs of the community which was demanded in 
every form of their necessity and their danger and never denied to 
them? Will not the people of this country know what the lawyers 
are? And can any relation ever be more sacred than theirs because of 
the very honesty, the very fidelity, the very prudence, the very sanc- 
tity of their profession? 

You may rely upon it that when a lawyer takes a fee from a land- 

t railroad, or a company incorporated under the United States 
ws, that it is not of the true relation between attorney and client of 
honest compensation, of fair compensation, then he is on the very edge of 
taking, under the guise of compensation, what is denounced and is pun- 
ishable, and is capable of punishment, under the bribery section of the 
statute. It is not less a bribery of the Senator from any State that, 
not occupying the relation of a lawyer giving service for a compensa- 
tion, he takes the compensation without theservice, and ices | er in 
the Senate as a votary or a defender of wrong. Hebrings hi withi 
the denunciation of bribery, taking, under the guise of compensation, 
what is no compensation for the lawyer’s service, but is a payment 
under a shadow or an expectation or a fear that the corporation is buy- 
ing something that is not matter of merchandise; that is the sale of a 
public trust. 

But I repudiate the notion that when a lawyer has in his et the 
money that he has earned and received from his client, it is the client’s 
money in the lawyer’s pocket. What is it? Do we consider that the 
grocer, the butcher, or the baker, when he has his bill paid at the end 
of the month, goes about with his patron’s money in his et? Then 
we go about with their bread and their beef in our health and our 
strength, Therefore my quarrel—if the Senator will allow me to say— 
is his talking about one thing and my talking about another. Iam 
speaking of that which is dear to the rights of every lawyer in the in- 
terest of his client and in the interest of society; and not only for his 
own profession, but for all the employments of life. I contend that citi- 
zenship is not to be impinged upon because honest employment may 
lead to criminality. Shall we suppress the apothecary shop because 
poison is dealt out there? We punish for administering poison; but 
we do not say that the keeping of a shop for the sale of medical means 
of cure is to be prohibited because it is a cover for the sale of poison. 
We do not pass laws of that kind in the United States jurisdiction, not 
in the States, nor do the freer states of Europe. We long got out of 
that system by which a tyranny by terror and fear, moral and real, is 
set up for the control of actions by in terrorem legislation. 

Mr. President, nothing that has been said here, on one side or the 
other, will in the least affect the judgment of lawyers about themselves, 
or of the community about lawyers. I will put it to any community, 
rural or city, if the lawyers have not the confidence of the community. 
They know that the lawyers know all their affairs, and I believe it is 
a general proposition that this widely diffused profession of the law in 
this great country, sooner or later, in its own neighborhoods, knows, 
under the confidence and trust reposed in it, all that may be hid and 
should be hid for the interests of society. But do lawyers see them- 
selves under that guise and in that form in the attitude of hostility to 
the general interests of society? Every State in the Union, I imagine, 
certainly the great State that I have the honor, with my colleague, to 
represent, provides, in the interests of the administration of justice, 
which Burke has eloquently described as the main interest of all society, 
that thelawyer shall not be allowed to disclose anything that has passed 
in confidence between himself and client. Why is it? 

We lawyers no less than the judges are servants of the law, and the 
primary and principal and essential duty is in the integrity and the in- 
trepidity of the bar. Where is innocence defended? Where is power 
resisted? Certainly not by judges who originate and assume no juris- 
diction, but in the courage and intrepidity of the profession of the law; 
and as I have said, strange as it may seem, this vestibule leading into 
the courts of justice must protect the relation between client and law- 
yer, because it is the first stage of the perfect administration of justice 
and the first department of the execution and maintenance of law. 

So then, as I said, not as an encomium upon the profession of the law, 
those of us who have advanced in that profession to the dignity either 
of mere professional success or of prominence in public interest and in 
the public approval of the communities in which we live—and none 
else are here—know what lawyers are, and know whether there is any- 
thing in the history, or in the nature, or in the workings of the profes- 
sion of the law that needs them to be s2t up and guarded, not by pun- 
ishing them if they do wrong, but by punishing them for doing what 


is innocent and right, because there may be opportunities of cover and 
isguise to do wrong. 

Mr. President, there is another suggestion in maintenance of this 
provision, unconnected with any question of morals. It has been in- 
sisted upon here that as lawyers, in common with other members of 
the two Houses, are $5,000 a year, they should withdraw from 
attention to anything but their business in the Senate and in the House 
of Representatives. Well, do railroad retainers draw men in that sense 
out of the Senate any more than commerce? If you are going to pro- 
pose a bill applying to lawyers, if you think there is adi be- 
tween lawyers and other members of the body, for attending to their 
private interests and pursuits, make the distinction or apply it to all, 
and pass a law, not that they shall not take a fee from a railroad com- 
pany, but that they shall not take a fee at all; that they shall not, be- 
tween the 1st day of January and the 31st day of December, have their 
minds and thoughts and strength subtracted from the duties of the 
Senate. 

This bill is not of that nature; and the proper place for such a pro- 
vision is an amendment to the Constitution, a provision for compensation 
of the members of the two Houses of Congress. Put it there, $5,000 a 
year,and no one shall be at liberty during his membership of the body to 
pursue any individual trade, business, art, profession, or occupation. 
Then you would have it; then it would not be an aspersion of a great 
profession, nor would there be as great an aspersion of the great bodies of 
Congress; then with our eyes open we should know that all gain of 
merchandise, and of commerce, and of the liberal professions in all their 
forms was to be excluded from the means of subsistence. 

How does the argument that we shall not be withdrawn from this 
body while in session apply to the eight or nine months from the 4th 
of March to the Ist of December next? Are we to be idle then? 

Before I take up the next topic, which will be the constitutionality 
of this bill, I wish to call not the attention of the Senate, for it is well 
known to them, but the attention of those who shall do us the honor 
to consider our debates in the community at large, to the fact that not 
only have we firm and certain provisions of criminal law already on 
the statute-book, not only have we the clauses of the Constitution 
which give a dominion over all the members of the two Houses in the 
respective exercise of power by each House over the continuance and 
over the conduct of members, but we have recognized as a part of the 
parliamentary law which no one has ever disputed, what seems to be 
as thorough and as clear a recognition that it is regarded by this body, 
as no doubt by the House of Representatives, as a clear violation of 
propriety and of duty for a member to take part in any decision that 
affects the private interests of the member. Let me read from Jeffer- 
son’s Manual: 

Where the private interests of a member are concerned in a bill or question 
he is to withdraw. And where such an interest has appeared, his voice has 
been disallowed, even after a division. In a case so contrary, not only to the 
laws of decency, but to the fundamental principle of the social compact, which 
denies to any man to be a judge in his own cause, it is for the honor of the 
House that this rule of immemorial observance should be strictly adhered to. 

Where will you find a more rigid rule of morality, of decency, of the 
principles of the social compact? You can not find an instance of a 
parliamentary body, a house of bishops, any confederacy of the highest 
repute and honor in the world, that from immemorial usage has not ad- 
hered to the position which I have read. Isit not true now? Has it 
died out? Do we need criminal enactments, not against criminal con- 
duct, but against freedom of action lest it should involve a contrariety 
or a diversity with duty. Now, duty to the country, duty to this Sen- 
ate is the law that prevails here. Weare not to be taunted with a need 
of obeying two masters. Wecan obey as our master the administration 
of the law when we are in fact in the attitude of servants of the law 
serving the needs of our clients and the court, and here we have our 
subservience to our duty to the country and the Senate under as rigor- 
ous a rule of demeanor as can be made by human ingenuity. Andare 
we serving two masters when we serve the dignity of the law and the 
protection of the community in the courts, and when we protect them 
here also in the interest and the duty of a Senator of the United States 
to our constituents ? 

Away, then, with this plea! It is all a mere confusion of words and 
ideas. People are talking about one thing and denouncing it. We 
are defending another. What is this legislation? What is a corpora- 
tion? What are these safeguards, and what are the mischiefs that are 
apprehended? It is in vain to think there can be any difference be- 
tween the lawyers on the other side of this gangway and the lawyers 
on this if we inscribe this law. When we look to-morrow or another 
year for this notion of your apprehended dissatisfaction or vague fear, 
what answer have we to make to other professions and to the com- 
munity outside of these Chambers that we with our own hands have 
inscribed this imputation, covering with shame with one breath this 
honorable profession and the dignity and glory of the Senate? What- 
ever may be the debate here, whatever may be the debate, the resist- 
less debate, outside of the two Houses of Congress, it is we who will 
have written this inscription that servility is the badge of all our pro- 
fession, and each one must answer for his own profession, for it can not 
be disguised that there is a feeling that induces men to exclaim absque 
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argenlo omnia vana. Outside apprehensions and vague fears do not 
protect us when we bring face to face this action and the lawyers and 
are asked where we found the ground for a denunciation of this class 
among all the learned professions that they can not be trusted to de- 
cide between what is good and what is evil, submitting to the law to 
punish guilt, but expecting the protection of the law given to all men 
in what is innocent. 

Now, I come to dispose of the question of constitutionality. The 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] has exposed to the Senate what 
is the nature, what is the discrimination which I draw between the 
legislative acts that are now on the statute-book and this proposed 
legislation. We shall all agree that the only criminal jurisdiction of 
the United States is over legislation where it has control of the subject- 
matter. Whenever you approach a specific species of conduct before 
you can exercise your criminal control in punishment you must find 
that that subject-matter is committed to you. In every one of the sec- 
tions that I have cited I have found that it is attributed to the United 
States jurisdiction in its criminal jurisprudence because of the neces- 
sity of it in the conduct and attitude of the action of the members of 
the two Houses, that the very matter is one that does touch upon it. 
Whenever you find that the corpus delicti is not adhering to the line 
of Federal jurisdiction it is an invasion and should be considered a very 
dangerous invasion either of the rights of the States or the rights of 
members that are not governed except by the regulation of the two 
Houses. 

Where is the constitutional provision that gives the least jurisdiction 
tothe United States here? It is quite true that we are members of the 
Senate; it is quite true that we are, in our relation as members of the 
legal profession, entirely outside the Federal jurisdiction at all, and 
that Gane is no part of our conduct as members of our profession that 
can come within the criminal jurisdiction of the United States for its 
far-reaching power. There is no such authority. There are many 
instances, we all know, where lawyers are brought within the jurisdic- 
tion of the criminal jurisprudence of the United States because the 
subject-matter is within the sphere of that jurisdiction. But this bill 
says: 

That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House of Congress to ac- 
cept employment as attorney-at-law, or payment for services of any kind, from 
any railroad company, or any officer or nt thereof, which obtained its char- 
ter, or any grant of lands, or pecuniary aid from the United States. 

We are restrained from any jurisdiction of this criminal legislation 
as any other members of unless you make an exception of 
some kind to bring us within the Federal jurisdiction. Where is it? 
Do you find it in a statute relative to accepting bribes or e: ing in 
furthering claims against the United States in the Court of Claims? 

The very issue of this subject-matter is that you are prescribing reg- 
ulation and punishment for the conduct of individual members of this 
body in their every-day duties and employments and honest and hon- 
orable ayocations. How is it connected with their Senatorial duties? 
Because their conduct is invaded and controled and domineered over 
by Federal legislation, either because of requiring other qualifications 
in Senators than the Constitution has imposed or as restricting the or- 
dinary and common rights of the community in regard to the particu- 
lar services of lawyers, because if they are improperly in such employ- 
ment there is an opportunity of proving crime under the existing stat- 
utes, but this is because of a suspicion that they might commit some 
im p.opriety ! 

‘Tae Senator from Kentucky asked me how the amendment reported 
by the Committee òn the Judiciary had improved the bill’s denuncia- 
tion of lawyers. It has not improved his bill at all, but it has admit- 
ted the logic of his bill and applied it discreetly and decorously and 
logically to other employments, and that wound that the amendment 
of the Committee on the Judiciary has given to the bill has troubled 
the Senator from Kentucky. It has taken his logic and reduced it to 
an absurdity. The Senator denounced it as bringing ridicule and con- 
temptontheprofession. He even questioned the good taste of the mem- 
bers of the Judiciary Committee. Now you may read every clause 
here, and I defy him and challenge him to say that there is a clause 
here which is not according to the logic of his bill. Idonot think any 
distinction can be made in regard to someof these matters, nothing can 
be drawn in the way of distinction between the principle of the meas- 
ure as it came from the hands of the Senator from Kentucky except 
that you may say there is not any such occasion and is not any com- 
plaint, any restless apprehension about the other classes named in the 
amendment. I challenge the Senator to show the difference between 
any one of the clauses the Judiciary Committee has appended to that 
first clause to distinguish it from the operation of the first one except 
that there is some fear that somebody may think we may go too farin 
the ramifications of the principle of the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. President, I do not know any more how we can be governed by 
fear. I believe that a Government of fear is the worst Government in 
the world. It costs nothing to govern by fear. Fear isa base motive 
that makes cowards of all. Some may be afraid that if they do not 

vere with energy against railroads, in the way of aspersion if not 
of restriction, they may suffer in the estimation of their falling short 
of duty. Others may*fear that as some Senators think necessity and 


duty impel them, although they cannot be driven to do the act, yet 


they be misjudged if they fail to respond to this call for action. 
From these two fears, one of active impulse and one of cowardly retrea’ 
we are to have a bill passed when no justification for it is shown, an 
that isa violation of common propriety. If from the wise s' already 
taken by the sections I have cited from the statutes you can deduce the 
power to pass this bill, overlooking the discrimination I have pointed 
out, I should like to know why you can not argue from this bill when 
it becomes a law to any and every extent of dominion over private 
duty and conduct of members. 

Why should we stop at lawyers? Why should we not include those 
who are in manufactures, and those who are in commerce, and those 
who are managing railroads, and those who own stock, and those who 
are interested in bonds? Where can you draw the line between the 
power and duty of criminal legislation by this Government and the 
private security and protection in honest employment of those who do 
not violate the rules of law or of justice? 

Let us look at the operation of this limitation, this encroachment 
upon the freedom of the and the freedom of the representative. 
There are to be found in our Constitution firm lines that make this a free 
country. How? Because its function and law, the supreme law of 
the Constitution dominates over it, and then there can come into ex- 
istence no other mode of dealing with rights except the law, and that 
law should be obedient to the laws of God and the rules of the Consti- 
tution. When you have laid down the proposition on which the con- 
stitutions of these two Houses are founded within the brief pages of 
the Constitution of the United States, you have said all and everything 
that can touch the question of the freedom of eligibility and the free- 
dom of action; and if you can disparage this or that class from being 
open on the same terms with all others to the selection of the suftrage 
and to independence after coming here, then you have the beginning in 
principle, in mischief, and in danger of encroachment on the freedom of 
the suffrage and the independence of the judiciary. 

Now, let me call attention to the energy and the perspicacity and 
the ci ion with which these two Houses of Congress are recog- 
nized in two sections of the Constitution of the United States in the 
establishment of these two great bodies resting upon free suffrage and 
how they are limited. There is a clause in the constitution of New 
York, solemn and formal (and in how many other States I do not 
know), and it is a proper arrangement in the view and purpose of that 
State in which they were obliged to legislate in the shape of constitu- 
tional clauses, and the tribunal that judges of the elections of Senators 
has determined that this was an encroachment on the firm, clear, abso- 
lute freedom in the mode of filling these chairs which was not to be 
encroached upon even by wise and politic and prudent arrangements 
in the constitutions of the States. I read from the constitution of the 
State of New York: 

No member of the lature shall receive any civil appointment within this 


State, or to the Senate of the United States, from the governor, the governorand 
senate, or from the Legislature during the time for which he have been 


„elected; and all such appointments andall votes given for any such member for 


any such office or appointment shall be void, 


And yet when the Legislature meets in the State of New York to 
choose a Senator, under the instruction from the determination of this 
body that that is foreign to the freedom of the Senate established by the 
Constitution, it may pay no attention to this clause of its State consti- 
tution. I do not know that anybody has ever been elected who came 
within that regulation, but I know that several times votes have been 
cast for such persons without any hesitation. 

Then, Mr. President, to conclude, I must think that a proper exam- 
ination of this bill will show that it is entirely uncalled Tor. that it is 
unprecedented, that it is illusory, that itis unconstitutional; and that 
to restrict our employment, unless we come within the inculpation of 
the criminal legislation of the Government of the United States, based 
on its jurisdiction from connection with our duty in Congress in refer- 
ence to what is binding and what is a part of the action of the United 
States Government, is, as I have said, entirely unconstitutional. 

If we wish to denounce permanently all general engagements which 
enlist the lawyer in the general service of one of these corporations, 
let that legislation exclude those occupying that relation from partici- 
pating in the votes or decisions before the Senate. If you think it im- 
portant for the public interest that that should be prescribed, let them 
prescribe that, for it will not offend the sense of freedom or of moral- 
ity by classifying such an agreement as is specified as being in itself an 
adequate and suitable reason for infringing the proper freedom of action, 
that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] has offered. Do 
not allow any vague fear, any restless general apprehensions, to it us 
beyond any necessary exaction or constraint on the ordinary om 
of citizens. 

I have endeavored to bring attention to existing legislation and to 
the very features which distinguish this bill from that. I have en- 
deavored to point out a transgression of the primary principles of leg- 
islation in a free country which is to suppress innocence and not to 
guard against danger of corruption, and I have pointed out that if we 
enact this measure it will be our own accusation, our accusation of the 
Senate, and our accusation of our profession, and then when we look for 
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vouchers or instigators of these imputations outside of this Chamber, 


we shall find nobody that will take the responsibility. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-four minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House requested the Senate to return to the 
House the message announcing that the House had to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8869) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Henrietta M. Drum Hunt. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1536) for the purchase of suitable grounds in the city of Owensborough, 
in the State of Kentucky, and the erection thereon of a public build- 
ing for the post-office, United States collector’s office, United States 
commissioner’s office, and for the use of other United States officers in 
said city, and appropriating money for said purposes, with an amend- 
ment; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 10203) to enable the Commissioner of 
Agriculture to make a special distribution of seeds in the drought- 
stricken counties of Texas, and making an appropriation therefor; and 
it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

HENRIETTA M. DRUM HUNT. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the bill mentioned by the House in the 
m House bill 8869, be returned in compliance with the request 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. BLAIR submitted three amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PLUMB. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10793) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1888, to report it with amendments, and I give notice that I shall 
eall it up at an early day. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OWENSBOROUGH, KY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1536) for the purchase 
of suitable grounds in the city of Owensborough, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, and the erection thereon of a public building for the post-office, 
United States collector’s office, United States commissioner’s office, and 
for the use of other United States officers in said city, and appropriat- 
ing money for said purposes, which was in section 1, line 20, after the 
word ‘‘ therein,” to insert: 

Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 
which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein lim- 
ited after the site shall have bean purchased and paid for, shall have been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site, nor plan for 
said building, shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an 
expenditure exceeding the said sum of $50,000 for siteand panang: and thesite 

re 


urchased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from by an open 
sane of at least 40 feet, including strects and alleys, 


The amendment was concurred in, 
HOURS OF SITTING. 

Mr.CALL submitted the following resolution forconsideration; which 
was ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That, for the remainder of the session, the Senate will convene at 11 
o’clock a. m, and, with a recess of one hour, will continue in session until 9 p. m, 

Mr. MILLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 41 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 4, at 12 o’clock 
m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 3d day of February, 1887. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Robinson M. Jones, to be postmaster at Chico, Butte County, Cali- 
ifornia, vice Jo Davis Sproul, resigned. 

George C. Middlebrook, to be postmaster at Millbank, Grant County, 
Territory of Dakota, vice Alfred H. Lewis, whose commission expires 
February 5, 1887. 


August E. Kammerer, to bs postmaster at Beardstown, Cass County, 
oe vice Norman Parsons, whose commission expires February 12, 

A. M. McPherson, to be postmaster at Galena, Cherokee County, 
Kansas, the office having become Presidential. 

James A. Ballinger, to be postmaster at Machias, Washington County, 
Maine, the office having become Presidential. 

George H. Snowman, to be postmaster at Bucksport, Hancock 
County, Maine, vice Alfred L. Skinner, whose commission expires Feb- 

5, 1887 


Lawrence Reade, to be postmaster at Woburn, Middlesex County, 
Massachusetts, vice William T. Grammer, commission expired. 

Maria 8S. Hewlett, to be postmaster at Jonesville, Hillsdale County, 
Michigan, rice Jane S. Sinclair, removed. 

Joseph H. Kilbourne, to be postmaster at Big Rapids, Mecosta 
County, Michigan, whose commission expires February 7, 1887. 

William A. Wheeler, to be postmaster at Atkinson, Holt County, 
Nebraska, the office having become Presidential. 

Daniel B. Smith, to be postmaster at Mount Holly, Burlington 
County, New Jersey, vice Jacob F. Laumaster, whose commission ex- 
pires February 27, 1887. 

William G. Brading, to be postmaster at Gallipolis, Gallia County, 
Ohio, vice Samuel F. Neal, whose commission expires February 5, 1887. 

Frank E. Rich, to be postmaster at Westerly, Washington County, 
Rhode Island, vice Eugene B. Pendleton, whose commission expires 
February 19, 1887. : 

Du Bose Egleston, to be postmaster at Winnsborough, Fairfield 
County, South Carolina, rice Du Bose Egleston, whose commission ex- 
pires March 2, 1887. 

E. J. Higgins, to be postmaster at Ackley, Hardin County, Iowa, 
vice William Francis, whose commission expires February 7, 1887. 

L. P. Bowes, to be postmaster at Eldora, Hardin County, Iowa, vice 
Marcus W. Moir, whose commission expires February 5, 1887. 

Edward Sorin, to be at Notre Dame, Saint Joseph County, 
Indiana, vice Edward Sorin, whose commission expires February 15, 
1887. 


John H. Cushenberry, to be postmaster at Girard, Crawford County, 
eee vice Elias A. Wasser, whose commission expires February 5, 
Jesse White, to be postmaster at Wiscasset, Lincoln County, Maine, 
vice Isaac H. Coffin, whose commission expires February 5, 1887. 

John §. Fay, to be postmaster at Marlborough, Middlesex County, 
Massachusetts, whose commission expires February 5, 1887. 

Howard M. Church, to be postmaster at Holly, Oakland County, 
Michigan, vice David Hobart, commission expired. 

Charles Cowan, to be postmaster at Ovid, Clinton County, Michigan, 
vice Lewis C. Mead, whose commission expired January 29, 1887. 

William W. Joyner, to be postmaster at Flint, Genesee County, 
ea Francis H. Rankin, whose commission expires Febru- 
ary <4, ` 

Joseph M. Frisbie, to be postmaster at Saint John’s, Clinton County, 
sere: vice George A. Wells, whose commission expires February 

x 7 

Andrew W. Bingham, to be postmaster at Littleton, Grafton County, 
New Hampshire, vice Phineas R. Goold, whose commission expires 
February 5, 1887. 

George W. Paul, to be postmaster at Claremont, Sullivan County, 
New Hampshire, vice John M. Whipple, whose commission expires Feb- 
ruary 19, 1887. 

John 8. Ellen, to be postmaster at Willoughby, Lake County, Ohio, 
vice George 8. Eddy, whose commission expired January 13, 1887. 

George Perritte, to be postmasterat Cannonsburg, Washington County, 
Pennsylvania, vice Jane Martin, deceased. 

Nathaniel Brady, to be postmaster at Beaufort, Beaufort County, 
South Carolina, vice Philip E. Ezekiel, whose commission expires Feb- 
ruary 15, 1887. 

Sylvester N. Clark, to be postmaster at Cleburne, Johnson County, 
Texas, vice Sylvester N. Clark, commission expired. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
Calhoun Fluker, of Clinton, La., to be surveyor-general of Louisiana, 
vice Benjamin F. Ledbetter, deceased. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
Judson §. Farrar, of Mount Clemens, Mich., to be consul of the 
United States at Port Sarnia, to fill a vacancy. 
For promotion in the Army. 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Lieut. Col. James M. Whittemore, to be colonel, January 3, 1887, 
vice McAllister, deceased. 

Maj. Francis H. Parker, to be lieutenant-colonel, January 3, 1887, 
vice Whittemore, promoted. 

Capt. John A. Kress, to be major, January 3, 1887, vice Parker, pro- 
moted, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, February 3, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, of 
Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. DAvis, of Massachu- 
setts, by way of a correction of the Journal, perhaps, desires to have it 
stated that with reference to the report of the Committee on Commerce 
on the bill H. R. 10347, in relation{to the boundaries of the fourth col- 
lection district of Virginia, he dissented from the report made by the 
majority of the committee, and asks consent to file the views of the 
minority. 

The SPEAKER. The statement of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts will go into the RECORD; and if there be no objection the gentle- 
man’s colleague will be permitted to file his views dissenting from the 
report of the committee hereafter. 

The Journal was then approved. 


ESTIMATES, CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting the estimates of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion for appropriations for additional force for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1888 ; which was referred tothe Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a report of the receipts 
and expenditures of the Metropolitan Railroad Company of Washing- 
ton, in the District of Columbia, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886 ; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL COPY OF ENGROSSED BILL. 


The SPEAKER also directed the reading of the following communi- 

cation from the Senate: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 2, 1887. 
That the Secretary be directed to furnish the House of Representa- 
tives, in compliance with their request, a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 
2172) restoring to the United States certain lands granted to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to 
Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Clerk of the House 
will be directed to re-engross the bill so as to include the amendments 
adopted by the House, and make the proper official indorsements upon 
the same, and again inform the Senate of the action of the House there- 
upon, 

Ar, RANDALL. This is the bill which was lost during the recess? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is a bill which 
passed the Senate and came to the House, where it was amended by 
agreeing to a substitute for the bill. Thereupon a committee of con- 
ference was appointed, but before their report was made the original 
engrossed copy of the bill was lost or mislaid. 

The Senate has now transferred to the House another engrossed copy 
of the bill as it passed that body originally, and the order suggested 
by the Chair is to cause it to be engrossed as it passed the House and 
return it to the Senate in that form. 

Mr. RANDALL. That would be the final engrossment of the bill 
as it passed the House? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be re-engrossed as 
amended and transmitted to the Senate. 

MRS. HENRIETTA M. DRUM HUNT. 


The SPEAKER announced as the managers on the part of the House 
at a conference to be held on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. 8869) granting a pension to Mrs. Henrietta M. Drum 
Hunt, Mr. Scorr, Mr. ELDREDGE, and Mr. ZACH, TAYLOR. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. WAKE- 
FIELD, for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 


EXPLANATION. 


Mr. OATES. Mr, Speaker, on yesterday while the bill with refer- 
ence to Congressional funerals was under consideration I made a state- 
ment upon information which I had then, in which perhaps I did in- 
justice to certain gentlemen who were appointed upon a committee not 
long since to attend the funeral of a deceased member. I used the 
following language: 

During this present session, if Iam correctly informed, a committee was ap- 
poang to attend the funeral of one of our members (a gentleman for whom I 

d great respect and whose memory I revere), and the members of that com- 
mittee, on account of the great distance, the inclemency of the weather, and the 
inconvenience of leaving their business here, actually declined to go. 


I am informed, sir, that the reason why that committee failed to at- 
tend the funeral was not as I stated, but from an intimate knowledge 
they had obtained of the well-known opposition of the deceased mem- 
ber during bis lifetime, and I refer to my friend, the late lamented Mr. 


PRICE, of Wisconsin, to Congressional funeral committees. I deem it 
but just to the gentlemen on that committee to make this explanatory 
statement, 

Mr. CASWELL. Allow me, Mr. Speaker, to addin this connection 
that it was ascertained the funeral would occur before the committee 
could reach the place of holding it. I will also add at the 
of my colleague upon the committee [Mr. LA FOLLETTE], that they 
were prepared and had all arrangements made to go to attend the fu- 
neral until this discovery was made. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OWENSBOROUGH, KY. 


Mr. LAFFOON. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 1536) and put it upon its 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase suitable grounds in the city of Owensborough, 
in the State of Kentucky, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable public build- 
ing, with a fire-proof vault extending to each story, for the post-office, United 
States collector's office, United States commissioner's office, and for the use of 
other United States officers in said city. The cost of the site, and building 
thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications to be previously made 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, 1 not exceed $50,000: Pro- 
vided, That no money sppropriatao. for this payers shall be available until a 
valid title to the grounds for said building shall be vested in the Uni 5 
nor until the State of Kentu shall cede to the United States exclusive juris- 
diction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the 
owner thereof, for all pw except the administration of the criminal laws 
of said State and the service of any civil processes therein. 

Src. 2. That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be usedand expended 
in the purchase of said grounds and the erection of said building. 


= Te committee recommend the following amendment to the Senate 
ill: 

After the word ‘ therein,” at the end of section 1, add the following: 

“Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a buildin: 
whieh will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exeeed in cost the balance of the sum herein lim- 
ited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site, nor plan for 
said building, shall be spproron by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an 
expenditure exceeding the said sum of $50,000 for site and giang E- and thesite 
purchased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from 
space of atleast 40 feet, including streets and alleys,” 

aot oo Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to ask whether the House Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds had this bill under consideration and 
reported thereon? 

Mr. LAFFOON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the population of this place? 

Mr. LAFFOON. Fifteen thousand. 

Mr. BURROWS. Are there United States courts there? 

Mr. LAFFOON. No, sir. Thereis nota United States court within 
150 miles of that place; but we want one, and can not have it without 
a public building. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman says the population is 15,000 and 
there is no United States court there. What is the public building to 
be used for? 

Mr. LAFFOON. For the post-office, United States collector’s office, - 
United States commissioner’s office, and for other Federal offices in 
that city. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to make an inquiry of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I have had a bill referred 
to that committee for constructing a public building in my city where 
the population is 20,000, and where there is a United States commis- 
sioner and all the offices mentioned here. Why has not that bill been 
reported ? 

Mr. JAMES. The committee will get to that bill in good time. 

Mr. LAFFOON. The bill of the gentleman from Michigan will no 
doubt come out all right. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to know on what principle the com- 
mittee is acting. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Wait till we get this bill through. 

Mr. BURROWS. I shall not object to this bill; but I desire to have 
my bill reported. 

oe Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LAFFOON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


re by an open 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STORM. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER, The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports. 
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LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 11028) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1888, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task leave to present hereafter the report in writ- 
ing required by the rules. 

There was no objection, and the report was ordered to be printed, 
when filed. 

Mr. MILLS. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 3052) to extend the time 
for filing claims in the Court or Claims under the provisions of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the ascertainment of claims of Ameri- 
can citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to July 31, 
1801;’’ which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which were 
laid on thetable, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill ta R. 10209) to enable the people to name their postmasters; 

A bill (H. R. 10150) to amend section 714 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 10386) for the redistribution of unclaimed money in 
bankrupt and receivers’ estates; and 

A bill (H. R. 10997) to amend section 9 of chapter 341 of the United 
States Statutes at Large, volume 23. 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 10695) to regu- 
late the prosecutions against Indians for crimes committed in the Ter- 


ritories. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I desire that this bill shall go on the House Cal- 


endar. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 10003) toamend 
section 3220 of the Revised Statutes; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDEN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back with 
an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 10519) relating to limitations 
in criminal cases; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

S. D. BARCLAY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10794) for the 
relief of S. D. Barclay, G. D. Adams, and Wiliam H. Kimbrough; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY (by Mr. Loverina), from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported back with an adverse recommendation bills of 
the following titles; which were laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 9963) granting a pension to Jacob Crosly; and 

A bill (H. R. 9580) granting a pension to C. H. McWethy. 


ELIZABETH RICE. 


Mr. ELDREDGE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2216) for the relief of 
Mrs. Elizabeth Rice; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 10764) granting 
pensions to the dependent relatives of the members of the Life-Saving 
Service who were lost at Virginia Beach January 8, 1887. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Task that this bill be placed on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

NEHEMIAH OSBURN. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 9252) for the relief of Nehemiah Osburn; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


ROBLEY D. EVANS AND RICHARD M. GREEN. 


Mr. FLEEGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1361) for the relief of Robley 
D. Evans and Richard M. Green; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
ALBERT GREENLEAF. 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. R. 
11029) for the relief of Albert Greenleaf; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WINDSOR HOTEL COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2761) to in- 
corporate the Windsor Hotel Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the Committee on Accounts was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of resolutions directing the Clerk 
of the House to make certain payments to Joseph A. Woodsworth, Will- 
iam Tyler Page, Robert Dougherty, Noah W. Halley, and Samuel J, 
Long; and the resolutions were severally referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

On motion of Mr. SPOONER, the Committee on Accounts was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of a resolution directing the Clerk 
of the House to pay Charles Holbrook, out of the contingent fund ofthe 
House, for services as laborer from July 1, 1886, to August 5, 1886, in- 
clusive; and thesame was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORT OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, 


Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, back 
with favorable recommendation joint resolution (S. R. 94) ordering the 
printing of the annual report of the National Academy of Sciences, with 
the accompanying memoirs; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN L. JEWELL. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Accounts, re- 
ported back, with favorable recommendation, a House resolution au- 
thorizing the Clerk of the House to pay out of the contingent fund to 
Edwin L. Jewell, assistant index clerk of the House, the sum of $240, 
being the amount of his salary from December 6, 1886, to January 15, 
1887; and, in accordance with the recommendation of the report, the 
resolution was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

TheSPEAKER. The call of the standing and select committees for 
reports is now completed. The hour for the consideration of bills be- 
gins at fifteen minutes before 1 o’clock. ‘The call rests with the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws, 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 10078.* 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I make the point of order that that bill 
must receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole, as it 
requires an appropriation of money. 

Mr. OATES, ‘That requirement was dispensed with yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The House, by unanimous consent, yesterday dis- 

the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union from 
the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I introduced this bill because I was con- 
vinced of the necessity for some such enactment. It was not for my 
own convenience or benefit, because, by the favor of the Speaker in the 
last Congress and in this, I have had the good fortune to be chairman 
of a committee which has given me the assistance of a clerk. I know, 
however, from my own experience that if a member of Congress un- 
dertakes to perform the drudgery of attending to the interests and re- 
quests of his constituents before the Departments, and of giving prompt 
answer to the letters which he receives touching public business, he will 
have no time for the study of important questions of legislation, un- 
less he is a gentleman of much more extraordinary capacity than any 
within my knowledge. As I have stated in the report, as succinctly 
as I possibly could and upon the floor, the reasons why I think this meas- 
ure should the House, I will now ask that the report be read, and 
will beg the attention of gentlemen. to the reasons for the bill therein 
set forth. 

The report (see page 1303) of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD) was then 
read. 

Mr. OATES. T now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. CALDWELL]. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr, Speaker, no more delicate duty could be de- 
volved upon a Representative of the people than to be called upon by 
any act or vote to increase his own compensation or patronage, or to 
give to himself any additional perquisite beyond those which were at- 
tached to the office at the time of his election. My idea of the trust 
of this office of Representative is that the only way in which any gen- 
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tleman would be authorized to vote to grant to himself any additional 
patronage or perquisite of office would be by having first canvassed the 
matter before his constituents at the time he was honored with election 
toaseat here, If it were an original question—if this Congress were 
called upon for the first time to fix the compensation of its members— 


then gentlemen would have been elected with full knowledge on the 
part of their constituents that that was one of the questions on which 
they would have to vote. But such not being the case, I say that the 
only way in which any Representative of the people can be justified in 
voting for this increased compensation—because it is nothing more nor 
less than that—is by having first submitted the question to the people 
who elected him. 

The only contingency I can see in which any Representative would 
be justified in voting for this measure would be, as I have said, after 
canvassing the question with his constituents and after they had sent 
him here with a full knowledge that he intended so to vote. 

A MEMBER. How would he ascertain their views? * 

Mr. CALDWELL. Why, let him get the expression of the conven- 
tion that nominates him, or the expression that comes from the people 
at the ballot-box. When he is making the canvass of his district let 
it be understood that he is to be voted for with this as a part of his 
platform. No man on this floor, at any rate no Democrat, is author- 
ized to vote, under present circumstances, for any such increase either 
of patronage or of pay. The platform upon which the Democratic 
party came into power was retrenchment and reform, and a return of 
this Government to ‘‘ Jeffersonian simplicity.” I want to know 
whether it is ‘‘retrenchment’’ to add three hundred and twenty officers 
to the present list of Government employés. I want to know whether 
it is ‘‘reform’’ to reach out and grasp patronage which does not belong 
tous. I wantto know whether it is ‘‘retrenchment”’ or ‘‘reform” to 
add to the burdensof the people a quarter of amillion dollars per annum. 
I want to know whether it isa return to ‘‘ Jeffersonian simplicity.” I 
say it is not. 

hy, gentlemen, in passing such a bill as this you are putting be- 
tween yourselves and your constituents a body servant—'‘‘a bright and 
active young man ” to attend to your duties at the Departments. And 
I tell you your constituents will conclude that if your business can not 
be attended to in person at the Departments, if you are not ‘‘ bright 
and active’’ enough to do it yourselves, they had better leave you at 
home and send the bright young man here. 

Further, on the question of ‘' Jeffersonian simplicity;’’ a return to 
that administration of the Government which kept the Democratic party 
in power for half a century before the war and which has returned them 
after twenty-five years of exile upon the cold and barren promontory of 
defeat, I say that those sound principles of administration are violated 
by interposing between the people and their representatives any sort of 
shadow or makeshift suchas this. It putsme in mind of an aristocratic 
doctor who would take off his gloves to feel the pulse of a rich man, who 
would feel the pulse of a poor man with his gloves on, and who would feel 
the pulse of the poor negro with his walking-stick. [Laughter.] What 
would you do under such a bill as this? You would send your bright 
young man to do what you ought to do before the Departments. Asa 
special act of grace you would with your own hand write to a favored 
constituent; to the ordinary man you would dictate a letter in the hand- 
writing of your clerk, with your lordly signature affixed at the bottom; 
but as to the poor common fellow, you would communicate with him 
through the medium of the type-writer. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, whatever others may think of this measure, I see 
in it disaster to Representatives here; I see in it the grave of the Demo- 
cratic party; and I invoke the voice of the people’s representatives 
against thus burying that grand old party. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CALDWELL. One minute more. I say that if there is any 
power left in the veto hand of the President, he will bury this meas- 
ure, if passed, under the trip-hammer of his veto, rather than bury 
himself and his party by approving it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRUMM (to Mr. CALDWELL). Have you not a clerk as chair- 

“man of the Electoral Count Committee? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I have. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does he not do your private business ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. That is none of your business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 10072) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes. 


CLERKS TO SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. OATES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Weni. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to what I suppose to be a question of order. 
I wish to inquire in what manner the time is being divided. 

Mr. OATES. Iam dividing the time. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the gentleman from 


Alabama has control of one hour. After that some other gentleman 
would be entitled to recognition; butthe consideration of the bill under 
this order will cease at the expiration of one hour, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman will allow the time to be 
equally divided. 

Mr. OATES. Iam dividing the time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise to advocate this 
bill, simply because I believe it to be right and necessary. I am one 
of those who have the courage of their convictions and are ready to 
vote for what they deem to be right, and not merely to bow to public 
clamor. I believe that none of my constituents who thoroughly un- 
derstand this matter would refuse to indorse my vote in favor of this 
bill. I apprehend that on this question other members are in a simi- 
lar situation to my own. I represent a population of almost 200,000, 
embracing 35,000 to 40,000 voters. We all understand that the gen- 
eral business which is to be transacted here in Congress, with the nu- 
merous bills presented, which should receive the careful consideration 
of every member, is, undoubtedly, sufficient to occupy the entire time 
and attention of any of us. But besides attending to this branch of 
our duties many of us are in constant correspondence with constituents 
for whom there is always business to be attended to at the various 
Departments of the Government in this city. Now, can we say that 
this is none of our legitimate duty, that we will throw it all aside and 
not attend to it? 

Certainly no members are going todo that. We can not doit. We 
are sent to represent the people, and I say it is to the interest of our 
constituents that each member of this body should have a clerk. Un- 
doubtedly he has clerical work enough to occupy his time and atten- 
tion, and to occupy all of his time. 

This House has decided this is so. As to the Senators at the other 
end of the Capitol we have voted for this same thing time and again. 
Different Congresses have done so. Does anybody pretend to say that 
is not right, that those clerks are not n to be employed? Does 
any one pretend to say that members of the House have not as much 
labor to perform, as many bills to examine, and as large responsibility 
lying on their shoulders as the Senators at the other end of the Capi- 
tol? We have indorsed it, and the people do not complain of it. 

Are we going tovote against this because we fear it will raisea clamor 
orsomething of thatkind? Are we going to vote against it because the 
newspapers will clamor against it? 

I am in favor of this bill, Mr. Speaker, not for personal interest. I 
will receive no personal benefit from it. Iam not a member of the 
Fiftieth Congress. I hope my successor will represent my people as 
wellas I have tried todo. [Applause.] And unless he has more than 
ordinary brain and more than ordinary physical power he can not do it 
without the assistance of a clerk, unless he works himself to death. 
[Applause.] If any of my constituents could follow me from morning 
till night around the different departments attending to the different 
requests which come up to me, and then attending the sessions of the 
House from 12 o’clock until 5 or 6 o’clock in the evening, and then 
afterwards follow me to my home where I am kept until midnight an- 
swering the correspondence which I have received, I tell you, sir, they 
would say if they knew it all that a clerk is needed; that the work re- 
quires it. 

If necessary we should take the responsibility, and when we do what 
is right our constituents will indorse us every time. Certainly the 
work imposed upon a member of Congress does require the service of a 
clerk. We all admit the necessity. We all admit we need such serv- 
ices, and why not get up and vote for these clerks if we think this 
proposition is right? If we do not think it is right, and the work is 
not to be done, then donot doit. In all my votes I have the courage 
of my conviction, and vote asI believe to be right. Therefore I am for 
the pending proposition, and I apprehend the House will take the same 
view of it and pass the bill as reported from the Committee on the Re- 
vision of the Laws. [Applause. 

Mr. OATES. I now yield for three minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I hope this bill is not going 
to be put through by whip and spur under the gag of the previous 
question, preventing discussion—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has yielded to the 
gentleman from Ohio for three minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, what are clerks to members 
of Congress for? Certainly not to help them in the discharge of their 
legislative duties. Clerks can be little or no help to members of Con- 
gress in the discharge of such duties. It is, then, to aid them in the 
discharge of private business—that sort of business that is thrust upon 
them by those having claims of one kind or another, in other words, 
private and not public business. 

Now, sir, what is most needed is to curtail this private bustness 
which members of Congress are now called upon to do. They ought 
not to have it to do. They are now often made mere employment 
agents to help persons to places—claim agents to do business at the 
various departments of the Government—pension agents, patent agents, 
and claim agents for all kinds of claims; and their efficiency and use- 
fulness as legislators is in a large measure destroyed by demands of 
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this kind upon them. Now the clerks proposed in this bill would be- 
come claim-agent attachments to members of Congress, and would be so 
considered. A member then might properly sign himself M. C. and 
C. A.—member of Congress and claim agent. [Laughter.] It would 
be notice to the whole country that every member of Congress has a 
claim agent attached to him and you will please send all your claims 
to him to be prosecuted at the public expense instead of to claim agents 
at your own expense. [Laughter. ] 

Bad as the claim-agents business has become, and abused as it often 
is, I nevertheless it as the lesser evil of the two. Better these 
than three hundred and twenty-five claim agents attached to as many 
members of Congress, for that is what this bill means and nothing else. 
If it is not that, then it will amount to giving salaries to sons, nephews, 
or nieces who want to spend their time in Washington. Or, possibly, to 
some one to actas ‘‘home correspondent ’’ to tell constituents, through 
the local press, how greata man they have representing them, and how 
tremendously he and his clerk are working for them. The secondary 
effect of creating three hundred and twenty-five claim-agent attach- 
ments will be to double up the private business before Congress. It 
will be brought from the departments to the House as fast as three hun- 
dred and twenty-five active men anxious to serve their employers can 
bring it here, until the House becomes little more than an ‘“‘ annex’’ 
to the departments for adjudicating private claims. Better, Mr. 
Speaker, divest members of Congress altogether of the duty of acting 
as claim agents in the prosecution of private claims and provide some 
other machinery, perhaps State agents. At any rate take it from mem- 
bers of Congress and leave them to attend to the public duties they 
were elected to perform. Do not invite more by providing for three 
hundred and twenty-five claim agents to be attached to so many mem- 
bers of Congress. E 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish to ask my friend from Ohio if it is not true, 
as a matter of fact, that this is simply an in: compensation for 
members of Congress? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes; but I think it issomething more than 
that; it is an invitation besides to the public to send to him all the pri- 
vate business anybody may have to be attended to at the public expense. 

That is the objectionable feature of the bill, in my judgment, and I 
oppose it on that ground. If it is not that, then, as the gentleman 
from Indiana says, it is an indirect way of increasing the salaries of 
members. I say relieve members of Congress of that kind of business; 
provide some other way to have the private business of constituents 
attended to without requiring all the time of a member of Congress 
and a clerk too, as will be the case under this bill. If left to attend 
to public and legislative duties as they should be, and must be if 
they are expected to attend properly to these, and not have their time 
frittered away on private matters, members of Congress would need 
no clerks, for clerks in such matters can be of little or no use to them. 
Clerks would then be of no more use than a footman or a liveried ser- 
vant. For these reasons I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ifa constituent writes you about an office, do you 
send his letter back to him unanswered ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No, sir; but I answer such letters myself. 

Mr. OATES. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
via [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to speak from an experience 
of twenty-six years, and I may be permitted to say that year after year 
I have paid from my poor salary $900 for such services as I have had 
to perform, and. services of which the gentleman from Ohio can show 
no means of divesting members. I have for two years of my service 
enjoyed the privileges of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. CALD- 
WELL], who opposes with so much vigor the bill; that is to say, I was 
chairman of a committee that had a clerk, and that privilege saved me 
my #900 a year. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CALDWELL. ‘There is no law compelling you to come back, 
or to stay after you got here. You could resign at any time. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam at this very day using the service of a gentle- 
man to whom I pay $100 a month out of my poor salary of $5,000; and 
I believe if my constituents knew the sacrifices I have made to serve 
them they would shock the public sense by making up a fund and re- 
imbursing me, for they know I have not paid out that sum of money 
for my own service, but for theirs. Nor do I want a clerk to help me 
to get offices, for in 1868 my response was, to as flattering an invitation 
as ever man received requesting the withdrawal of a refusal of arenom- 
ination—my answer was, ‘‘not if I am to be regarded as an appoint- 
ment agent.” If they would put it into the platform that I should 
‘not be expected to administer or seek to administer the minor employ- 
ments of the Government I would take it; and for eighteen years they 
have elected me with increasing majorities because they find me serv- 
ing the general interests of the people and leaving the distribution of 
the offices to the care of those to whom the Constitution and the laws 
confide them. 

There is not a man on this floor who ought not to have the right to 
draw, on behalf of his constituents, a competent salary during the 
sessions of Congress for a man to perform those duties which few of us 
have the physical ability to ‘orm in connection with our duties to 
our ronstituents and to the people of this country. 
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With a clerk and a competent one, a phonographer and type-writer, 
a gentleman familiar with the routine of the departments, I came here 
at noon to-day exhausted by a hard day’s labor dealing with my cor- 
respondence brought to me through the post-office here to-day; and 
when night comes instead of finding rest, my clerk, the agent of my 
constituents, will be there ready to earn his portion of his $100 a 
month. We can not rid ourselves of these private duties if we would, 
and we should not if we could. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OATES. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the pending measure ought to be cone 
sidered merely as one providing for an increase of the pay of members 
of Congress. Of course, sir, gentlemen find it necessary during the 
current sessions of Congress to spend a part of their salary in employ- 
ing clerical assistance, but such is not the case now any more than it 
was in former years—for the employment of clerical assistance in their 
correspondence and sometimes in making researches into public ques- 
tions has always been, or at least for many years past, to a greater or 
less extent inevitable. That, I think, has been the experience of all 
members of Congress now in this House without regard to the periods 
in which they served. « 

But the question is whether or not, in view of the salary now paid 
to members of Congress, a member of the House or Senate can not very 
well afford to incur this expense without casting it upon the Seu. 
Let us look for a moment how rapidly we are progressing, and it sho 
be remembered that the measure of economy on the part of the Govern- 
ment, in the House and in Senate, will be the measure of public expen- 
ditures and the measure of economy throughout all departments of the 
Government. 

Thirty-two years ago the pay of a member of Congress was $8 a day. 

Mr. EDEN. And during the session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, as my friend suggests, $8 per day during the 
session. Twenty-two years ago, the year the late war closed, when 
the cost of living was greater than it is at the present time, and when 
the correspondence of a member of Congress was as great as now, the 
pay was $3,000 a year. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. With potatoes at 10 cents a bushel and 
board $3 a week. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. No,sir, the gentleman is mistaken in that 
The cost of living was much higher then than now. In 1865-66, right 
on the heels of the war, when the cost of living in this city was nearly 
twice as much as it is to-day, the salary of a member of Congress was 
$3,000. It advanced to $5,000, and yet some gentlemen think that we 
can not afford to pay out of this advanced salary—this largely increased 
salary over that received by our predecessors—the small amount nec- 
essary to obtain clerical assistance to aid us in performing some of the 
duties which are incumbent upon us here. I wish gentlemen to ob- 
serve that the pay of a member of Congress has been increased from 
$8 per day during the session to $5,000 per year within thirty-two 
years—a single generation. 

Mr. BRUMM. Has the gentleman from Indiana himself a clerk, as 
chairmun of a subcommittee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not a clerk. 

Mr. BRUMM. Do you not have the use of one? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not had one except what I paid for myself. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OATES. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DOUGHERTY]. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. There are two reasons especially which induce 
me to vote in favor of this bill. There are other reasons which the 
limited time at my disposal will not permit me to state to this House. 
I should be better satisfied if the bill were amended in one respect, and 
if in order at any time during the discussion, I will submit an amend- 
ment that this act, if it should become a law, shall not take effect un- 
til the convening of the Fifty-first Congress, so that these members of 
the Forty-ninth Congress who are to be members of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress shall not be to the suspicion of having voted to increase 
their own pay. Butif this bill can not be passed with such an amend- 
ment and if it is necessary that its provisions shall apply to the mem- 
bers of the Fiftieth Congress, even then I shall vote for it for the rea- 
sons which I will now endeavor to give as briefly as possible. 

The first reason is that it is an utter impossibility without this as- 
sistance for any member of this House to give to the duties, which the 
business of his constituents require him to attend to, that attention 
which those interests deserve, and also to find the time which is nec- 
essary to enable him to inform himself in reference to the public ques- 
tions that he is called to vote upon as a member of this House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OATES. Iyield the gentleman from Florida one minute more. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. IfI performed all the duties required at my 
hands by my constituents and performed those duties as my constitu- 
ents have the right to have them attended to, I never would be able to 
attend a session of the House. That, then, is one reason which will 
induce me to vote for this bill, that I can give moreattention to the du- 
ties which the people of the State of Florida require shall be per- 
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formed by me, and in order that their business may be more satisfac- 
torily attended to by those who shall succeed me here. 

The other reason is that at every session of Congress for years, as 
the record shows, a Senate amendment to an appropriation bill has 
come here which practically increases the salaries Of Senators by allow- 
ing them clerks, and after a show of objection the House, though con- 
trolling the purse-strings, backs down and to the amendment. 
Now, I am not willing to admit that any Senator performs his duty 
any more earnestly and conscientiously than I do, and I do not be- 
lieve he is entitled to any compensation more than that which is ac- 
corded to me asa member of this House. I know of no duty which 
those statesmen in the other end of the Capitol are called upon to per- 
form other than that performed by Representatives of the people, ex- 
cept it be the self-imposed one of filling the sinecure places under the 
Government with their ‘‘ brothers, their sisters, their cousins, and their 
aunts,” and other blood relations and protégés. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OATES. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER. Ishouldnot have asked the indulgence of the House 
on this occasion at all if it had not been that on account of being a 
member of the committee which reported this bill I had a sort of im- 
mediate responsibility for the report. I want to put in a disclaimer, 
Mr. Speaker, for any responsibility for the opinions contained in that 
report, although I have the highest respect for the gentleman who is 
chairman of the committee, and whose wishes I regret very much to 
antagonize. 

I want to say, in the first place, Mr. Speaker, that it is no new thing 
for me to be reminded that the position of a member of Congress is not 
asinecure. It is full of arduousand difficult and embarrassing duties. 
But I submit, sir, that it is hardly consistent with our party professions 
that we should commit ourselves to a measure which is intended to 
increase our own allowances. 

In the second place, I want to say that the record we have made as 
a party on this question and on the amendments put by the Senate on 
our appropriation bills proposing compensation for clerks for Senators 
requires, if we are consistent with that record, that we should adhere 
firmly to the policy of resistance to which we dedicated ourselves even 
as early as the Forty-seventh Congress. I remember when gentlemen 
on both sides of this Hall stood together to a man determined to resist 
that measure which the Senate put upon our appropriation bills, even 
to the extent of incurring the hazard of a prolongation of the session or 
even of an extra session. Now, I ask is it exactly fair to ourselves in 
committing ourselves to this proposed measure of increasing our own 
allowances when we are unable} to resist the Senate to embark our- 
selves in the same measure and give ourselves the allowances which 
we denounced when proposed for those at the other end of the Capitol? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does not my friend remember that the bur- 
den of our complaint and the main ground of our opposition was that 
they had and we had not this allowance? 

Mr. TURNER. The gentleman from Ohio is too familiar with the 
powers of this House not to know that if we had dared to incur the re- 
sponsibility for that sort of thing we could have pone an amend- 
ment to the Senate amendment by which we could have given ourselves 
the same allowance. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Butwe had not the courage of our convic- 
tions, that is all. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OATES. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CURTIN ]. 

Mr. CURTIN. If I know anything of the spirit and disposition of 
my countrymen I think Iam not mistaken in the assertion that the 
American people are not fond of small things orlittleeconomy. Ihave 
been a member of Congress for some time; and, as my distinguished 
colleague from Philadelphia stated of himself, my life here has been 
taken up in labors greater than I ever incurred in the practice of my 
profession. From early morning until I come here at 12 o’clock I am 
engaged; I have engagements also for the evening, and I could not per- 
form the duties which devolve upon me without assistance. I have 
employed and paid assistants, paid them regularly, and I could not 
perform my duties without them, and would scarcely have an oppor- 
tunity to read or reflect upon the measures coming before this House. 

But now, Mr. Speaker, Iam going out of Congress. I shall have 
nothing to do with the next Congress, except to give it my support as 
a private American citizen, and in leaving this Hall I do not wish to 
yield to any small legislation or to condescend to any demagogism, 
but I desire to fire one stern gun in favor of those who come after me. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. OATES. It is impossible, Mr. Speaker, in the short time that 
I have to allow opportunity to all the gentlemen who wish to express 
themselves on this subject, and I therefore ask unanimous consent that 
members who see proper to do so be allowed to print their remarks in 
the RECORD. 

A MEMBER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


Mr. OATES, Then, Mr. Speaker, I only desire in conclusion to cor- | Bland 


rect an error which my friend from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] committed, 
unintentionally I have no doubt. I understood him to characterize 
the opposition which this House made to the appropriation adopted by 
way of amendment in the Senate for the pay of clerks allowed to Sen- 
ators as a partisan opposition. I did notso understand it. 

Mr. TURNER. If the gentleman refers tome, I beg to correct him. 
I said that both sides united in opposition to that amendment. 

Mr. OATES. Then, Mr. Speaker, I merely wish now to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the Senators for whom those clerks are provided, 
with the assent of the House each year, are Senators who are not chair- 
men of committees, and that theyare the Democratic Senators. Now, 
sir, I was inclined to offer an amendment to this bill so that there 
could not possibly be any doubt as toits meaning. It provides that 
‘from and after the approval of this act,’’ &c., and I thought that 
language might possibly be misconstrued to apply to the present Con- 
gress, but, as I have no real apprehension of any such misconstruction, 
and as the bill is not intended to apply to the present Congress, and, 
if approved at all, will probably not be approved much before the ad- 
journment of this Congress, I do not think any amendment necessary; 
and I now move the previous question on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the bill be laid on the table, and on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
142, nays 105, not voting 71; as follows: 


YEAS—142, 

Adams, G. E. rey aaa La Follette, Shaw, 
And n,C.M. Findlay, Laird, Singleton, 
Anderson, J.A. Fleeger, Lanham, Skinner, 
Barksdale, ‘ord, re, Sowden, 
Barnes, Forney, Lowry, Springer, 
Barry, Frederick McAdoo, StahInecker, 
Blanchard, Fuller, McComas, Stephenson, 
Bliss, Gay, McCreary, Stewart, Charles 
Blount, Geddes, McKinley, Stone, W. J. , Mo. 
Boyle, Gibson, C. H. MeMillin, Storm, . 
Bragg, Glass, McRae, Swope, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Goff, Merriman, Symes, 
Breckinridge, WCPGreen, Millard, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, Guenther, Mills. Taylor, J. M. 
Buck, Hale, Morrison, Thomas, O. B. 
Cabell, Halsell, Maller, Tillman, 
Caldwell Hammond, Neal, Townshend, 
Campbell, Felix Harmer, Nelson, Tucker, 
sent ta J.M. Harris, O' Ferrall Turner, 
Clardy, Hatch, O'Neill, Charles Van Eaton, 
Clements, I wen, ait, 
Cobb, Hemphill, Payson, Ward, T.B. 
Cooper, Henderson, D.B. Peel, Warner, A. J. 
Cowles, Henderson, J.S. Eorp Warner, William 
Cox, W.R. Herbert, Pettibone, Weaver, A. J. 

sp, Hiestand, Pidcock, Weaver, J. B. 
Croxton, Hill, Pindar, Wheeler, 
Culberson, Hires, ý ilk 
Davidson, A. C. Holman Randall, Willis, 
Davidson, R.H.M., Hutton, Richardson, Wilson, 
Dawson, Jackson, Riggs, Winans, 
Dibble, James, Ro m, ise, 
Dockery, Johnston, T. D. Sayers, Wolford, 
Eden, Jones, J. H. Scranton, 'orthington. 
Ermentrout, Kleiner, Seney, 
Everhart, Laffoon, Sessions, 

NAYS—105, 

Allen, ©. H. Dunham, Lawler, Rockwell, 
Allen, J.M. Dunn, Libbey, Romeis, 
Baker, Eldredge, Lindsley, Rowell, 
Bayne, Ely, Long, Ryan, 
Bingham, Evans, Louttit, Scott, 
er rs over OG: Snyder, 

utelle, er, n, pooner, 
Brady, Foran, Mar , Steele, 
Brown, C. E. Funston, Martin, Ste J.W. 
Brown, W.W. Gallinger, Maybury, Stone, E. F. 
Brumm, Grosvenor, McKenna, Strait, 
Burleigh, rout, Miller, Struble, 
Butterworth Hall, Milliken Tarsney, 
Campbell, J. b. Hayden, Mitebell, ‘Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, T. J. ynes, Moffatt, Thomas, J. R, 
Cannon, Henderson, T. J. Morgan, Trigg, 
Carleton, Hepburn, Murphy, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Hermann, Norwood, Wade, 
Catchings, Hitt, Oates, Wadsworth, 
Collins, Holmes, O'Hara, Weber, 
Conger, Hopkins, e. West, 
Crain, Houk, Outhwaite, White, A. C. 
Curtin, Hudd, Peters, White, Milo 
Cutcheon, Trion, Phelps, Woodburn, 
Daniel, Jones, J. T, Plumb, 
Dargan, Kelley, Reed, 
Dougherty, Landes, Rice, 

NOT VOTING—71. 

Adams, J. J. Browne, T. M, Davenport, Henley, 
Aiken, Bunnell, Davis, iscock, 
Atkinson, Burnes, Dingley, Howard, 

m, Burrows, Dorsey, Johnson, F. A. 
Ballentine, Bynum, Ells! A Johnston, J, T. 
bour, Candler, Gibson, Eustace, Ketcham, 

Belmont, Compton, A King, 
Bennett, Comstock, Glover, Le Fevre, 
fe Cox, 8.8. Hanback, Lehlbach, 
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Little, Parker, Sawyer, Thom; 
Mahoney. Payne, Seymour, 

Matson, Perkins, Viele, 

Morrill, Ranney, Sp Wakefield, 
Morrow, Reagan, St. in, W 

Neece, Reese, Stone, W.J., Ky. Ward, J.H, 
Negley, Rogers, Swinburne, Wellborn, 
’Donnell, Rusk, Taulbee Whiting, 
O'Neill, J.J. Sadler, Taylor, l. H. 


So the motion to lay the bill on the table was agreed to. 
Mr. NEECE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LIT- 
TLE]. Were I not paired, I should vote ay. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. BENNETT with Mr. PERKINS, until Saturday next. 
Mr. LE FEyRE with Mr, IKE H. TAYLOR, on this vote. 
Mr. NEECE with Mr. LITTLE, on this vote. 
The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 
Mr. Bynum with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 
. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. NEGLEY. 
. MAHONEY with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 
. BALLENTINE with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 
. CANDLER with Mr. BUNNELL. 
. GLOVER with Mr. WADE. 
. REAGAN with Mr. HISCOCK. 
. BAcon with Mr. PARKER. 
. BLAND with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
. ROGERS with Mr. O'DONNELL. 
Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
Pia following-named members were announced as paired for this 
ys 
Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. SADLER with Mr. THOMPSON. 
Mr. Comstock with Mr. ATKINSON. 
Mr. Grsson, of West Virginia; with Mr. HANBACK. 
. ELLSBERRY with Mr. WHITING. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated, 
Mr. EDEN. I move to reconsider the vote just taken, and also to 
lay that motion on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills under this 
order has expired. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the sundry civil appropriation bill 
has been returned from the Senate with various amendments. I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill, with the amendments, be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 10203) 
to-enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to make a special distribu- 
tion of seeds in the drought-stricken counties of Texas, and making an 
appropriation therefor; when the Speaker signed the same. 


PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the special order, the pleuro-pneumonia bill. 
ys STEELE. I desire to raise the question of consideration on that 

The SPEAKER, The motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH] is in order. The only way to defeat it is to vote it down. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to call up another special order, the bill to 
increase the efficiency of the Army. 

The SPEAKER. The special order called up by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH] has priority over that which the gentleman 
from Indiana desires to call up. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to inquire whether the bill which the gentle- 
man from Missouri wants to call up is older than the order under which 
he makes this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know; but that order covers 
all business which may be presented by the Committee on Agriculture, 

Mr. STEELE. Then that committee is in a position to antagonize 
everything else until the close of the session. 

The SPEAKER. Except those matters which are specified in the 
order as having priority. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH, it was agreed 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, for the further consideration of the 
pleuro-pneumonia bill. The pending question is on an amendment 
offered yesterday by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have that amendment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


viso to section 1, the following : 

, That the said experts and agents to be appointed by the 
Commisssioner of Agriculture for the purpose of ping ann, Ser penaren under 
the provisions of this section shall be selected by and appointed upon ar 
tive examination in same manner provided for the selection of can 

for the classified civil service under the act of January 16, 1883; and the Civil 
Service Commissioners shall provide a and technical examination for 
such candidates for appointment under this section, and shall Kopa ogee 
nega of candidates who pass such examination ; and no person ap- 
pointed as such experts or agents under the provisions of this section except 
upon such competitive examination.” 


Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Michigan made the point of no 
quorum, although the amendment was voted down more than two to 
one. I hope he will withdraw his point, and let us proceed with the 
bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman let us have a vote on this 
amendment in the House? 

Mr. HATCH. No; I can not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be again put to the commit- 
tee, if there be no objection. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 69. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN appointedas tellers Mr. HATCH and Mr. CUTCHEON, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 13, 
noes 86. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I withdraw the point. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to pre- 
pare such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary for the speedy and 
effectual har. cobopeayd and extirpation of said diseases, and to certify such rules 
and ons to the executive authority of each State and Territory, and in- 
vite said authorities to co-operate in the execution and enforcement of this act. 
Whenever,the plans and methods of the Commissioner of Agriculture shall be 


accepted by any State or Territory in which pleuro-pneumonia or other conta- 
gious, infectious, or communicable disease is declared to exist, and whenever 


Add, as a further 
“And 


ous, or com- 
municable disease in conformity with the provisions of this act, the Co. 


in such disinfection and other means as may be n to extirpate the dis- 
ease: the Commissioner of Agriculture s causes inves- 
tigations to be made as to the existence of pleuro-pneum: foot-and-mouth dis- 


to suspect ce; 
Commissioner of Agricultw 


same 
to be destroyed, and pay the owner not to ex three-fourths of such amount 
as the appraisers may determine to have been the value before being diseased 


from beco: exposed: A , That whenever a State or Terri- 
tory, in any section of which a con us or infectious disease which the 
mumissioner of Agriculture has d: dangerous to the animal indus- 


the Commissioner of Agriculture, shall to 
the said State or Territory, or such part of said State or Territory as he may 
deem dangerous to the animal industries of the country, and to zaguna or 
prohibit the transportation of cattle out of said State, Territory, or district, 
Mr. HATCH. I desire to offer an amendment on behalfof the com- 

mittee in lines 59 and 60, After the word ‘‘State,’’ strike out the 
words “‘ provided for condemning private property for public use;’’ so 
it will read : 

And under the laws of the State shall cause the same to be destroyed, &e, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I will state, in explanation of that amendment, 
that in some of the States where they have laws on this subject the 
acts are not entitled ‘‘acts to provide for condemning private property 
for public use; but in an act of May 29, 1884, establishing a bureau 
of animal industry, special provision is made for condemning private 
property for public use. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But how can the law be operated where a State 
has made no such provision ? 

Mr. HATCH. Where a law is made for condemning private prop- 
erty, diseased or exposed to disease, for the purpose of stopping the 
spread of the contagion, the condemnation of private property cannot be 
made under the State law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But suppose there is no State law, then under 
what law would the condemnation be made? 

Mr. HAMMOND. As the amendment is proposed to be amended by 
the gentleman from Missouri, condemnation and destruction of this 
property could only be made under the Statelaw. Many States have 
no such law, and in such a State you could not operate this law. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman is broad in his statement there are 
many States which have no such law. 
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Mr. HAMMOND. Suppose there is only one State, the State of 
Georgia, which has no law for the condemnation of private property ? 

Mr. HATCH. Condemning private ge perty in such case? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Orin any case. Except when the Legislature de- 
sires to authorize any such condemnation it passes a specific act for such 
purpose, just as the United States, which has no law condemning pri- 
vate property for public use, does when occasion requires such a law. 
And that is the law in most of the States. 

Mr. HATCH. In that case the Commissioner would be compelled to 
treat directly with the citizen, and he would have to get his consent be- 
fore the property could be condemned and destroyed. The theory of 
the section is: there shall be no invasion of the right of private property 
within a State except by State law, or by the approval of the owner. 
That is the theory of the whole section. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I submit to the gentleman from Missouri that the 
amendment he offers takes out that feature of the bill and leaves (if 
Congress can give that authority to all) the right to destroy private 
property without regard to the law of the State. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman misapprehends the effect of the amend- 
ment, as he will see if he will listen for a moment. That section, as 
reported from the committee, reads as follows: ‘‘ And under the laws of 
the State provided for condemning private property for public use, 
shall cause the same to be destroyed,’’ &c. Many of the States have 
since the enactment of the law establishing the bureau of animal in- 
dustry passed laws conforming to the provisions of that act. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia is ized. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ido not care to be heard upon this amendment, 
but wish to offer one in a line above that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before we come to that, if the gentleman will 
yield to me—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have not the floor. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ido not wish to take the gentleman from Missouri 
off the floor. 

Te CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
expi 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, I submit to the gentleman from Missouri if 
his amendment will not have the effect I claim. What is the effect of 
striking out this provision? Let us read it as it is in the bill, and as it 
will stand if his amendment is adopted: 

Shall cause the appraisal of the animal or animals affected with or that have 
been exposed to such disease, and, under the laws of the State provided for con- 
demning private property for public use, shall cause the same to be destroyed. 

That is the bill as it is reported by the committee, The amendment, 
as suggested by the gentleman from Missouri, is to strike out that por- 
tion of it-—— 

Mr. HATCH. Commencing with the word ‘‘ provided ’’—the words 
‘provided for condemning private property for public use.” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes, you strike out of that provision the follow- 
ing words: 

Provided for condemning private property for public use. 

Then if there is no such law in the State this provision will be in- 
effectual. 

Mr, HATCH. Of course, and it would be anyway if there is no law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And this much-feared pleuro-pneumonia, that is 
going to destroy finally everything in the way of cattle unless it be ex- 
terminated instanter, will be allowed to range at will throughout the 
length and breadth of the State; and honne; after all of this army of 
special examiners have been appointed, and have entered upon their 
duties and have gone forth indued with the wisdom of this Congress, 
if they have it at all, to ferret out pleuro-pneumonia, they find out that 
they are utterly powerless to deal with it, and that is to be the sub- 
stance of this action by this Congress ! 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman vote for a provision or a section 
that will give the officers or employés of this department—Federal offi- 
cers—the power to go into a State and condemn and take possession of 
or destroy private property? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will never vote to go as far as your bill pro- 
poses to go. No, sir; I will not give them authority to override the 
Constitution of the United States, as your committee proposes to do, 
with all due defference to the committee. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I was just pointing out that the gentleman’s bill, 
after giving him all that he asks, and after this commission has been 
appointed, will be utterly powerless to deal with the disease in any 
portion of the country. 

Mr. HATCH. Wherever the disease breaks out it will be easy to 
get the State to act in conjunction with the Federal authorities to stamp 
it out. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The Legislatures of twenty-three of the States 
only meet every two years. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They have only biennial sessions in many of the 
States; and three years ago we were told that if we did not get a spe- 
cific and certain remedy for this disease, and that very soon, too, that 
the cattle industry of this country would not be worth enumerating; 
and yet after three years of this terrible aa ai which then threatened 


us we know no more about pleuro-pneumonia, we know no more about 
the cause of the disease or the remedy for it than we did then; and 
again the Agricultural Committee comes and asks this House to give 
them more power and more men and more money, and the same threat 
is held over us that if we do not yield to this request ruin is impending. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘The gentleman claims that-he does not know more 
than he did three years ago. He does not mean I presume to include 
everybody in that statement. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have listened patiently to the great Agricultural 
Committee of this House and its reports, and to the gentleman from 
Missouri in particular, and I am compelled to say that after all of his 
Iucubrations on this subject the matter is involved in as much obscurity 
as it was before. 

Mr. HATCH. That is not the fault of the ‘“‘ gentleman from Mis- 
souri.” He can state facts, but it is impossible for him to make the 
gentleman understand them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The trouble is the gentleman from Missouri fails 
to state any new facts. We have heard this old story before. 

Mr. HATCH. Read the report of the committee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the gentleman’s ‘‘ statement of facts’? comes 
in direct conflict with the reports from the Bureau of Agriculture itself. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘The gentleman is mistaken in that. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word. 

My friend from Tennessee says that the country has learned nothing 
about pleuro-pneumonia since this legislation began. In that I regret 
to say that my friend, who is usually well informed, is very much mis- 
taken. Last summer and fall this disease broke outin the city of Chi- 
cago at the stock yards, and so great was the alarm and damage result- 
ing from that outbreak that the cattle industry of the whole country 
was to a greater extent than by any other circumstance that 
has happened to that industry in the last quarter of a century. 

I regret that the House has not taken to inform itself of the 
extent of the outbreak which has ca such a loss, and I hope the 
gentleman from Tennessee will give me his attention and I will try to 
enlighten him upon the subject. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thank you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The outbreak last summer and fall has, by the 
testimony of intelligent cattle men, involved the State in a loss with 
reference to this industry amounting to the enormous sum of at least 
ten millions of dollars. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask the gentleman from Illinois if to-day this 
Agricultural Bureau and the governor of his State are notatloggerheads 
on this question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I answer the gentleman from Tennessee that that 
has nothing to do with this question. Those flowers of rhetoric that 
bloom in my friend’s mind have nothing to do in this case. 

I bave been trying to impress some facts on the mind of my friend, 
and he seems to be utterly unimpressible. I want to call his attention 
and the attention of the House to the fact that that disease did have a 
most extraordinary and damaging effect upon the great Northwest even 
since the adjournment of the last session of Congress; that more than 
three thousand head of cattle were either exposed to or actually affected 
with this disease, and that several hundred head of cattle were, under 
the operations of the bill, now a law, and of the laws of the State of 
Illinois, condemned and slaughtered; and that every veterinary sur- 
geon and scientist who came there, and many did come to Chicago for 
the purpose of investigating the disease, that every one of them con- 
curred in stating two facts, which do not seem to be understood on this 
floor. First, that the disease was infectious and contagious; and, sec- 
ondly, that the cattle which there died did have this disease. There 
was not a dissenting opinion on this proposition among the scientists 
and physicians who investigated the disease at the yards. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Was it not also agreed among a portion of them 
that the disease originated there? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it not claimed that that is a fact? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not claimed by any one who has investi- 
gated the subject that it is a native disease. Itisexotic. It doesnot 
belong to this country. It has never been brought about by any local 
circumstances in this country. Every single case which has been in- 
vestigated in the United States has been traced to countries beyond 
the sea. Never has a case grown up of itself in this country. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Where did it come from to the State of Illinois ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It came from the Eastern States, and it came 
there from Europe. In this case the disease came from Baltimore to 
Ohio, from thence to Indiana, and from thence to Illinois, Every case 
has been traced. Gentlemen talk about other diseases, such as hog 
cholera. ‘Those diseases have nothing to do with this disease, 

Mr. HAMMOND. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. If this disease comes from abroad and the object 
of the bill is to protect it, and in order to provide that protec- 
tion you must offer a high reward for the killed cattle, why is it the 
bill offers no reward for the cattle imported into the country sick—why 
is it it will not pay for them at all? 
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Mr. McMILLIN. There is no reward there for the detection of the 
disease. 


Mr. HATCH. With the permission of the gentleman from Illinois 
I will state that we have at an expense of $30,000 kept up quarantine 
stations from which no head or hoof of imported live-stock can be taken 
out except under prescribed regulations. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But I understand from the report of the com- 
mittee, of which the gentleman from Missouri is chairman, that this 
disease may be fifteen months in incubation. Is there any place where 
cattle are kept fifteen months? 

Mr. HATCH. No, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then your detective system amounts to nothing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not yield any further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] has expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ provided,” in line 59, insert the following: 

“Therefor, or under such laws as may exist in such State.” 

So that it will read: 

“ Underthe laws of the State provided therefor, or under such laws as may ex- 
ist in such State for condemning private property for public use.” 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objectiontothatamendment. But let me 
ask the gentleman from Michigan how does that add anything to the 
broad statement— 

Shall cause the appraisal of the animal or animals affected with or that have 
been exposed to such disease, and, under the laws of the State, shall cause the 
same to be destroyed, &c. 

How can you make it broader than that? 

Mr. C HEON. I will answer the question of the gentleman from 
Missouri. If there exist in a State laws for condemning diseased cat- 
tle or other animals they will be condemned under those laws. But 
if there be no law applicable thereto they will be condemned, should 
my amendment be adopted, under the law most analogous thereto 
for the condemnation of private property. 

Mr. HATCH. I think the expression “laws of the State’’ covers 
the whole ground. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the word “ exist,” in line 39, the words: j 

“ Or such State or Territory shall have adopted plans and methods for the sup- 
pression and extirpation of said diseases, and such plans and methods shall be 
accepted by the Commissioner of Agriculture,” 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The existing act was passed and approved on the 
29th of May, 1884. The gentleman from Missouri by the amendment 
which he recently offered declared that the purpose was not to restrict 
the rights of the several States; and yet in this clause copied from that 
statute he has stricken out the words which I propose to reinsert, the 
only words which recognize the authority of a State to make laws on 
the subject. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me to explain? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HATCH. That was simply because we supposed we had pro- 
vided for it better in another place, but, as the gentleman seems to be 
critical about it, I have consulted with several friends of the bill and 
said that I was perfectly willing to accept the amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman tell us where he thought it 
was better provided for? 

Mr. HATCH. In the amendment which has just been adopted, 
which covers all the laws of the State, and which provides that the con- 
demnation, wherever it is made, can only be made under the laws of the 
State. Also, in the several provisos that follow in regard to payment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The difference is just this: After a long fight 
over this bill of 1884, Congress consented to go into this business to 
the extent of letting the State go foremost and the Commissioner of 
Agriculture ride behind, and confined the bill to only such matters as 
related to interstate commerce; whereas this bill strikes out the State, 
puts the Commissioner of Agriculture in the lead, and lets him cut up 
the State as he sees proper. Now, Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as that 
amendment is to be accepted, I go on to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the situation here. 

This bill passed before, in 1884, by only a small majority. Upon the 
motionof the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] to recom- 
mit it the nays were only 145 as against 138 yeas. The proviso which 
begins here, at line 75, was stricken out in that bill of 1884 upon a yea- 
and-nay vote of 155 yeas against 127 nays. The House solemnly voted, 
after long debate, that that ought not to be in any such bill; yet it is 
brought here and put in again as a proviso to something new and 
made to appear necessary to carry out the provisions of the bill as to 
interstate commerce. Again, the bill of 1884 authorizes no money to 
be expended for any other purpose than to prevent the spread of the 
disease between the Territories and the States of this Union. 

Those words are stricken out. The words which gave the bill of 1884 
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its constitutional status, if it had any, are by this bill stricken out, and 
in place of them the words ‘‘to extirpate said disease ™ are inserted. 
The other bill did not touch cattle until they became an article of com- 
merce; this bill allows the United States, by its Commissioner of Ag- 
riculture, to visit my private barn and kill a cow that I never intend 
shall be moved and that never will become the subject-matter of com- 
merce. For my own part, I shall content myself with voting against 
the bill, but I wish those gentlemen who support it, and who desire to 
find a constitutional basis for their votes, to try to ascertain by what 
authority the United States can interfere in this matter. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HATCH. Let us dispose of the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood that that was accepted. 

Mr. HATCH. I can not accept it for the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Now, Mr. Chairman, to make the language con- 
form, I desire to offer another amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out “to extirpate the disease,” in lines 48 and 49, and in- 
sert iu lieu thereof “to prevent the spread of such disease from one State or 
Territory to another.” 


The question was then taken on the amendment; and there were— 
ayes 39, noes 53. 

Mr. HAMMOND. No quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 44, noes 120. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SWINBURNE] will now be reported. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 61, section 3, strike out “‘ destroyed and,” and insert “quarantined and 
destroyed if deemed necessary for scientific investigation by the scientific ex- 

rts provided for in section 1 of this act; and, to this provision into ef- 
Feet, the anid experts shall provide such rules and onsas in their judgment 
are necessary to best prevent the a of the disease and promote a thorough 
investigation and understanding of its nature, characteristics, consequences, and 
the laws governing the same, and where the cattle are destroyed to.” 

Mr. SWINBURNE. Mr. Chai thisamendmentsimply prescribes 
what the experts shall do if the House should see fit to pass the bil in that 
form. I offer the amendment for this reason: In connection with our 
report as an Agricultural Committee a misfortune happened—how or 
why, Ido not know. That report was made early in the session, lon: 
before the reports were received from the Agricultural Department. 
mean our report known as ‘‘the Hatch report,” in which it was stated 
that 62,000 head or cattle, or thereabouts, were then sick or exposed 
to the disease, and the proposition wasto kill all ofthem. That state- 
ment went abroad over the Old World and injured ourcommerce to the 
amount of untold millions. The sale and transportation of our cattle 
was interfered with to such an extent that foreign buyers would hardly 
deal with us at all, for they said, ‘‘Why, you are sending over to us 
beef that has died of pleuro-pneumonia, so called.” i 

The other day when I called for that report from the Agricultural 
Department—and the committee were with me in asking for it—the 
answer was that they had never made that report. But the fact is it 
was made nearly three months before. 

Resolution after resolution was adopted, there being, I think, three 
resolutions altogether; and finally when I got that report from the 
Agricultural Department, it wasin the form of stray leaves. In that re- 
port it is charged that there is a large amount of this disease in New 
York and Brooklyn. I transmitted to the boards of health of those two 
cities a copy of the statement on that point; and they said it was not 
true. Dr. Loring, who is familiar with this question, said thathe never 
had been able to find a case where he could produce the contagion in 
animals that were not acclimated; that inanimals brought, for instance, 
from the mountains, he had never been able to find acase of that kind, 
though a large number of them were said to have pleuro-pneumonia. 
Now I would be glad if we could have an Agricultural Department 
apon whose statements we could rely, a department composed of scien- 

c men. 

We have been told by the Department that this disease has existed 
in Chicago for three years. The Department undertakes to say the dis- 
ease existed there before Chicago had found it out herself. What has be- 
come of the four hundred and fifty-five herds and the sixty thousand 
cattle that were stated to besick of this disease, or to have been exposed 
toit? You have the answer in the RECORD. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What is the answer? 

Mr. SWINBURNE. That they did not make the report. In short, 
they did not give us a word of information in response to that resolu- 
tion. That is the reason I have offered this amendment. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I have but a word to say with 
reference to this amendment. As we all know, the remarks just made 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE] were uttered in 
s0 low a tone as to be inaudible to almost every member of this House; 
but as I understand his amendment, it provides that these experts to 
be appointed under the operation of this bill shall provide various rules 
and tions. Now, I want to express my conviction that there has 
been y too much scientific talk on this bill. It is an old proverb 
that whilst the doctors disagree the patient dies. 

Mr. SWINBURNE. Does the gentleman mean to say that the doc- 
tors, as such, have ever been consulted in regard to this measure? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam speaking of the discussion on this floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It occurs to me this is a case where the advo- 
cates of the bill want the patient to die. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I fail to see the pertinency of the gentleman’s 
ggestion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam sorry. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The very astute gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] may understand it. 

Two facts are beyond dispute. Oneis that there issome disease, call 
it what we may, unknown until within a few years past in our coun- 
try, that is destroying our cattle. Ido not care whether it is called 
pleuro-pneumonia, contagious lung fever, or anything else. The dis- 
ease exists. It exists in the district that I have the honor to represent. 
It exists in almost every country district represented on this floor. An- 
other fact exists beyond dispute. This disease is capable of being com- 
municated from one herd to another, and is so communicated. When 
these two facts coexist a remedy becomes necessary. I do not venture 
to approve every detail of the proposed remedy; but I have heard 
enough of the discussion on this floor to convince me that unless the 
friends of the farmers and of the cattle interests in this country stand 
by this bill, it will be so emasculated as to be of no practical benefit 
to the interests it is designed to promote. Whatever the remedy may 
be, it is necessary that something should be done. This evil is no 
longer confined to a single State. It exists throughout the country; 
and the remedy must be broader than the confinesof any State. Ifit 
iis be effective, it must be as broad as the domain of the United 

tates. 

Mr. MCADOO, Willmy colleague allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McADOO. I would like my colleague to state what was the re- 
sult in New Jersey of a large expenditure of money on a somewhat 
similar basis to this bill, for the purpose of putting down this disease ? 
My colleague will remember that New York and New Jersey acted 
eonjunctively in the expenditure of that money and in carrying ont 
provisions of Jaw somewhat similar to the bill now before us. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We only know this, that as a result of those 
efforts beyond reasonable doubt the disease was kept confined to nar- 
rower limits than would have been the case if those efforts had not 
been made. 

My friend the other day discussing this bill said he would rather 
every cow in the country should die than that any principle of the 
Constitution should be violated. And as he said that I pictured to 
myself the farmer in our State coming into his house and saying to his 
wife, ‘‘ Nancy, the last cow is dead, but, thank God, Mr. MCADOO has 
saved the Constitution for us.” [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. McADOO. But is it not a fact that it was an utter failure in 
New Jersey, and every dollar was wasted? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No, I think it was not. 

Mr. McADOO. Yes, every dollar was absolutely wasted, and you 
did not save a single consumptive cow or decrepit hog. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It was not wasted. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that all debate on the ing section and 
amendments be limited to ten minutes. [Cries of ‘‘Object!’’] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I shall certainly object to closing debate 
on this section and the amendments which are to be proposed to it in 
ten minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I shall move that the committee rise for the 
p of going into the House and limiting debate. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion a bill (H. R. 7208) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the estab- 
lishment of a bureau of animal industry, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved May 29, 1884, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and pending that 
motion I move that debate on the pending section and all amendments 
thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to amend that. 

Mr. HATCH. Andon that motion Idemand the previous question. 

Mr. STEELE. Make it fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam willing to accept fifteen minutes. 


SU; 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let the gentleman withdraw his previous 
question, and let the House fix the time itself. 
Mr. HATCH. If it will suit gentlemen, I will make it twenty min- 


utes. 
Mr. LANHAM. If the previous question is ordered will it exclude 
further amendment? 
Mr. HATCH. It will not. My only object is to close the debate. 
pe STEELE. Does the gentleman agree to make it twenty min- 
a z 
Mr. HATCH. Ido. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not do that pending the de- 
mand for the previous question if objection be made. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Then I object. 
The question recurred on ordering the previous question. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 33. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No quorum voted. 
Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas - 
175, nays 57, not voting 86; as follows: 


YEAS—175. 
Allen, ©. H. Ermentrout, Kleiner, Romeis, 
Allen, J. M. La Follette, Rowell, 
Anderson, J. A. Everhart, Laird, Ryan, 
er, ‘arquhar, Lanham, Bawyer, 

i; Felton, Lawler, Sayers, 
Bayne, Findlay, Le Fevre, Scott, 
Bingham, er, Leh Scranton, 
Bliss, Fleeger, Little, Seney, 
Bound Foran, Long, Shaw, 
Boutelle, Ford, re, Snyder, 
reas’ porns, ck. M kham, poart 

ragg s T, 
Breck: WCP Fuller, Maybury, Pe plen E 
Brown, C, Fu n, McComas, Steele, 
Brown, W. W. Gay, McCreary, Stephenson, 

rumm, Geddes, McKenna, r! 
Buchanan, Gibson, 0. H. McKinley, Si ie, 
Burleigh Gin Min Tare 

ur . ass, er; 

Burnes, Goff, Milliken, Taulbes; 
Burrows, Green, Mi Taylor, E. B, 
Bynum, Grosvenor, Morrison, Taylor, I. H. 
Cabell, Grout, Morrow, Taylor, Zach. 
Caldwell, Guenther, Muller, mas, J. R. 
Campbell, Felix Hall, Murphy, Thomas, O. B, 
Campbell, J. M. Harmer, Neece, Thompson, 
Cannon, Hatch, Nelson, Townshe: 
Carleton, Hayden, O’Ferrall 4 
Caswell, Haynes, O'Neill, Charles Viele, 
Clardy, Heard, O'Neill, J.J. Wade, 
Compton, Henderson, D. B. borne, Wadsworth, 
Conger, Henderson,T.J, Outhwaite, Wait, 
i Hepburn, wen, Warner, William 
Crain, Hermann, Payne, Weaver, A. J. 
Culberson, Tliestand Peters, Weaver, J.B, 
Curtin, Hill, Pettibone, Weber, 
Davidson, R. H.M. Hires, i West, 
Dawson, Holman, Plumb, Wheeler, 
Dorsey, olmes, Price, White, A 
Dougherty, Hopkins, Ranney, White, Milo 
Dun ý Tutton, Rice, Wilson, 
Dunn, Trion, Richardson, Winans, 
Eden, Jackson, Riggs, Worthington, 
Ely, Johnston, J.T. well, 
NAYS—57. 
Adams, J. J. Halsell, McAdoo, Sowden, 
Blanchard, Hammond, McMillin, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Blount, Harris, McRae Storm, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Hemphill, Mo 7 Taylor, J. M. 
Clements, Henderson, J. 8. Neal, Tillman, 
bb, Herbert, Norwood, Tucker, 
Collins, Hitt, Oates, Turner, 
Cowles, Howard, Peel, Van Eaton, 
Cox, W.R. James, Perry, Wallace, 
Crisp, Johnston, T. D. Boge 5 Warner, A. J 
Croxton, Jones, J. R 
Cutcheon, Jones, J.T. if Wise. 
iel, Eiig, Seymour, 
Dibble, es, Sin; h 
Gallinger, Lovering, Skinner, 
NOT VOTING—S6. 
Adams, G. E. Da: 4 Louttit, Sessio. 
Aiken, Davenport, Lowry, S. EA 
Anderson, C. M. Da n, A.C. Mahoney, 
Atkinson, ; Martin, Stewart, Charles 
Bacon, Dingley, Matson, Stewart, J. W. 
Ballentine, ery, Merriman, St. Martin 
Barbour, Ș Mitchell, Stone, E. E 
ksdale, Elisberry, Moffatt, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
paroa GIDa ustace neie haan Alepas 
mont, over, egley, mes, 
Bennett, e, O'Donnell, Erom OTEO, 
Bland, Hanback, O'Hara, Van Schaick, 
Boyle. Henley, Parker, Wakefield 
Browne, T. M. H k, Payson, Ward, J, H.. 
Bunnell, Houk, Perkins, Ward, T. B. 
Butterworth, Hudd, Pindar, Wellborn, 
Campbell, J. E. Johnson, F. A. ~ Whiting, 
Campbell, T. J. Kelley, a Willis, 
a a a 

n, oon, TS, urn 
Gomat. Libbey, Rusk, 

Cox, 8. 8, Lindsley, Sadler, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
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Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I object. 

The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of the day : 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. KErcHAM. 

Mr. MARTIN with Mr. LOUTTIT. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BuTTERWORTH, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, in writing, was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


RETURN OF MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the Chair will lay before 
the House a resolution for present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to request the Senate to re- 
turn to the House the a that the House had agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. 8869), granting a pension to Mrs. Henrietta M. 
Drum Hunt. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this bill is still in con- 
ference, but by mistake it was enrolled, and a message sent to the Sen- 
ate that the House had agreed to the amendment. 

There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had bills of the following titles, in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested; 
namely: 

A bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office; 

A bill (S. 2896) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the cities of Omaha, Nebr., and Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 3157) to authorize the removal of the quarantine station 
from Ship Island, Mississippi. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed a concurrent 


resolution providing for completing the compilation and printing of the 
veto messages of the Presidents of the United States. 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 
5097) to regulate the use of the grounds of the Washington National 
Monument, known as Public Reservation No. 3, in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., and requests a conference with the House on the bill and 
amendments, and had appointed Messrs. SPOONER, MORRILL, and VEST 
as managers on the part of the Senate. 


PLEURO-PNEUMONIA BILL, 


Mr. HATCH. I now ask unanimous consent to modify my motion 
so as to limit the debate to twenty minutes instead of ten minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. LI object. Ifthe gentleman will make it 
one hour, I will withdraw the objection. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Hatcu, the House 
divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 13. 

Mr. WARNER of Ohio. No quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 173, nays 49, not vot- 
ing 96; as follows: 


YEAS—173. 
Adams, J. J. Dockery, Hayden, McCreary, 
Allen, O. H. Dorsey, Haynes, McKenna, 
Allen, J.M. Dougherty, Heard, McKinley, 
Anderson, J. A. Dunham, Henderson, D.B., Millard, 
Atkinson, Eden, Henderson, T. J, Miller, 
Baker, Eldredge, Hepburn, Tills, 
Barksdale, Ely, Hermann, Moffatt, 
Barry, Ermentrout, Hiestand, Morrison, 
Bayne, cvans, Hill, ed an 
Bliss, Everhart, Hires, Neal, 
Blount, Farquhar, Hitt, Neece, 
Boutelle, Felton, Holman, O'Ferrall, 
y, Findlay, Holmes, O'Hara, 
Brown, C. E. isher, Hopkins, O'Neill, Charles 
mm, Fleeger, Ho x O'Neill, J.J. 

Buchanan, Foran, Irion, Osborne, 
Buck, Ford, Jackson, Owen, 
Burleigh, Forney, Johnston, J. T, Payne, 

urnes, Frederick, Kleiner, Peters, 
Burrows, Fuller, ‘oon, Pettibone, 
Bynum, Funston, La Follette, Pidcock, 
Cabell, Gallinger, ird, Plumb, 
Caldwell eddes, Landes, Price, 
Campbell, Felix Gibson, C. H. ham, Rice, 
Campbell, J. M. Glass, Lawler, Richardson, 
Campbell, J. E. Goff, Le Fevre, 6i 
Cannon, Grosvenor, Little, ell, 
Carleton, Grout, Long, Romeis, 
Caswell, Guenther, Lore, Rowell, 
Collins, Hall, Lovering, Sadler, 
Conger, Halsell, ea Bawyer, 
Cooper, Harmer, rkham, Sayers, 
Curtin, Hatch, Scranton, 


Seney, Stone, E. F, Thomas, 0. B. White, A. O. 
Seymour, it, Townshend, White, Milo 
Shaw, Struble, rigg, Wilkins, 
Singleton, Swope, Van ick, Willis, 
Spooner, Symes, Wade, Wilson, 
Springer, Tarsney, Wadsworth, Winans, 
er, Taulbee, Warner, William Wise, 
Steele, Taylor, E. B. Weaver, A. J. Wolford. 
Stephenson, Taylor, I. Weaver, J. B. 
Stewart, Charles Taylor, Zach. Weber, 
Stewart, J. W. Thomas, J. R, Wellborn, 
NAYS—49. 
Barnes, Davidson, R. H, M. McMillin, Storm, 
Blanchard, Dibble, McRae, Swinburne, 
Boyle, Hammond, Morgan, Taylor, J. M, 
Bragg, sS, Muller, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, O. R. Henderson, J.8. Oates, Tucker, 
Campbell, T. J. Herbert, Peel, Van Eaton, 
Clements, ames, Perry, Viele, 
Cobb, Johnston, T. D, Phe) y ce, 
Cowles, Jones, J. H. Randall, Warner, A.J. 
Croxton, Jones, J. T. ed, Wheeler. 
Cutcheon, King, Skinner, 
Daniel, Libbey, rs Sowden, 
W cAdoo, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
NOT VOTING—9%. 

Adams, G. E, Crisp, Ketcham, Reagan, 
Aiken, Culberson, Lehl iee E 
Anderson, C. M. Davenport, Lindsley, Robe: £ 

con, Davidson, A, C. Louttit, Rogers, 
Ballentine, Davis, Lowry, Rusk, 

ur, Dawson, Mahoney, Ryan, 

Belmont, Dingley, Martin, Scott, 
Bennett, nn, Matson, Sessions, 
Bi s E Try, Maybury, Smalls, 
Bland. Gay, Me an, Snyder, 
Bound, Gibson, Eustace Milliken, Spriggs, 
Breckinri WOP Gilfillan, Mitchell, St. in, 
Browne, T. M. Glover, Morrill, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Brown, W, W. Green, Morrow, aap 
Bunnell, e, Negley, 
Butterworth, Hanback, m, ‘Turner, 
Candler, Hemphill, Norwood Wait, 
Catchings, Henley, O'Donnell, Wakefield, 
Clardy, iscock, Outhwaite, Ward, J. H. 
Compton, Houk, Parker, Ward, T. B. 
Comstock, Hudd, Payson, W: 
Cox, 8.8. Hutton, Perkins, Whiting, 
Cox, W.R. Johnson, F, A. Pindar, Woodburn, 
Crain, Kelley, Ranney, Worthington, 


So the motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reade 
ing of the names. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I object. Let them be read. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. HUTTON with Mr. Morrow, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. KETCHAM, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). The question recurs 
on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the a of resuming the consideration of the pending bill (H. 
R. 7208). 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore stated that the “‘ ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes 19. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair appointsas tellers the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WARNER]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 151, noes 12, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of resuming the consideration of the pleuro-pneumonia bill. 
By order of the House debate on the pending section and amendments 
thereto has been limited to ten minutes, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We all recognize the fact, Mr. Chairman, 
that there may be conditions affecting the public safety or the public 
health with which the several States are unable, and in some cases 
possibly unwilling, to successfully deal, and when such conditions 
arise an appeal is very properly and in fact necessarily made to the 
General Government as having a larger jurisdiction and more ample 
powers to meet such an emergency. 

It is urged that this bill deals with such a condition of affairs in 
that one of the great sources of our food supply is seriously threatened 
with partial destruction, and in turning aside such a calamity all our 
people are interested. The necessity for legislative action being con- 
ceded, a question remains whether this bill deals wisely in all its pro- 
visions in meeting the conditions which confront us, 

Isubmit that, admitting whatever there may be of wisdom in the 
other provisions, that which authorizes and in effect requires the pay- 


ment by the United States of three-fourths of the appraised value of 
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the animals slaughtered, the appraisement fixing the value as of sound, 
healthy cattle, as the bill requires, is well calculated to promote 
pleuro-pneumonia instead of suppressing it. The result in each case 
would obviously be to pay the full value of the animal, thus affording 
aready market for herds and creating a strong temptation to collusion 
and fraud. ‘The several States are vitally interested in the case of the 
herds of cattle owned by the citizens within their borders, and will or 
should be required to co-operate with the General Government and 
should make some provision for paying at least in part for private 
herds of their citizens when they are destroyed in pursuance of the 
provisions of this bill, and in no event ought the General Government 
to be authorized to pay over one-third or one-half at most of the value 
of an animal appraised asif sound. The States could in fact, if they 
would, suppress pleuro within their jurisdiction and pay the expense. 
Massachusetts did so. 

But in view of the danger arising from interstate-commerce in cattle 
the General Government is appealed to. But in my judgement the 
General Government should not do more than ought properly to devolve 
upon it. x 

If the State of Ohio can not supplement the payment by the Govern- 
ment of one-third of the value of the herds slaughtered in the private 
pastures of that State, then Ohio is remiss, and ought not to be heard 
when she appeals to have the United States bear burdens which should 
properly be borne by the State. All the people of Ohio are interested 
in the suppression of pleuro-pneumonia, whatever it is and wherever it 
is within her borders; and I submit that it is quite enough for the 
General Government in behalf of all the people to aid to the extent of 
paying at most one-half the loss sustained in the destruction of cattle 
owned inthat State. Otherwise the General Government resolves itself 
into a philanthropic live-stock insurance company, and tainted herds 
will soon become very numerous and pleuro-pneumonia would abound. 
There is a good deal of human nature throughout this land, and supple- 
menting the good neighborhood which obtains everywhere would insure 
the payment in every instance of about the full value of each animal, 
and herd-books with pedigrees would be multiplied without limit and 
blooded stock would be found in every pasture. 

No provision should be adopted which even tends to absolve the States 
from doing their full duty in protecting their own herds from destruc- 
tion, and the best way to secure this is to leave the responsibility and 
loss largely on the States. To assume they would do nothing would 
be to assert that the citizens of such State court pestilence and famine. 
With a division of the burden and responsibility, the General Gov- 
ernment, acting conjointly with the States, can successfully accomplish 
what is sought by this bill. In that view, I shall at the proper time 
offer an amendment to strike out ‘‘three-fourths’’ where it occurs in 
the section being considered, and insert ‘‘one-half,’’ and rely upon the 
several States to do their share whatever that may be. It is urged 
that men will conceal the fact that they have worthless animals unless 
you pay them three-fourths the value of sound animals as an induce- 
ment. Thatis absurd. A man who has an animal tainted so that its 
meat is unfit to eat ought to be punished criminally for offering it for 
sale; and it is enough for him that the Government pays him one-third 
or one-half of the value of the animal appraised as if it were sound. 
I submit that is as far as we ought to go, if, indeed, we ought to go 
so far. Therefore, I shall offer the amendment I have indicated. 

So far as the amendment of my friend from New York [Mr. SWIN- 
BURNE] is concerned, I understand it looks to defining and limiting the 
duty of experts; but I am not sufficiently familiar with its exact pro- 
visions to approve or disapprove it. But I do feel we are offering a pre- 
mium for the propagation of pleuro-pneumonia by offering three-fourths 
of the value of every herd selected in any pasture and appraised by 
the neighbors of the owner, where good neighborhood obtains, insur- 
ing payment of full valueof each animal. I therefore hope, if it pleases 
the House, that it will reduce the amount to one-third. This bill 
doubtless meets a much-felt want, but in view of the vast powers it 
confers it should be carefully guarded. 

Mr. HATCH yielded to Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I ask for the reading of the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SwINBURNE]. 

Mr. HATCH. I object. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE withholds his remarks for revision. [See Ap- 
peddix. ] 

Mr. CAREY withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER was recognized, and yielded to Mr. LANHAM. 

Mr. LANHAM. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 76, after the word “which,” strike out “a contagious or infectious dis- 
ease,” and insert “ pleuro-pneumonia, foot-and-mouth , or rinderpest.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon this paragraph and all 
amendments thereto has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to state to the committee that I accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have an amendment that I desire to offer, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE]. 


Mr. McMILLIN and Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment be re- 


again. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question was taken on theamendment offered by Mr. SWINBURNE} 
and there were—ayes 84, noes 81. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it—— 

a HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that no quorum has 
vot 

The CHAIRMAN. There isa quorum. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I demand tellers, 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers aredemanded. Allin favor of ordering 
tellers will rise and stand until they are counted. 

Mr. HATCH. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. My point is that the confusion is so great that the 
committee can not hear the Chairman. Ihave not heard more than one 
announcement out of three. I ask for tellers upon the last vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair was submitting that question to the 
committee. 

Tellers were ordered, 64 members voting in favor therof. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, is the question now on the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SWINBURNE] ? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is. 

The committe again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, noes 
73. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will next be taken on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 76, page 4, after the word “ which,” strike out the words “a contagious 
or eae and insert “ pleuro-pneumonia, foot-and-mouth disease, 
or rin e 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 61, 62, and 63 strike out “three-fourths of such amount as the apprais- 
ers may determine to have been the value before being diseased or exposed,” 


and insert in lieu thereof “such amount as the appraisers may determine to be 
the value of the cattle as diseased or exposed.” 


The question being taken, there were—ayes 70, noes 70. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair votes in the negative, and the noes 
have it. 
Mr. McMILLIN. No quorum has voted. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. HATCH were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 72, 
noes 91. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 52 strike out “and,” and insert, after the word *‘ rinderpest,” the words 
“and hog cholera.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. I could not hear a word of that last amendment. 
[Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been disposed of. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I offer the amendment which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 61 and 62 strike out “ three-fourths ” and insert ‘‘ one-half;" so as to 


, “and pay the owner not exceeding one-half of such amount as the ap- 
praisers may determine to have been the value before diseased or exposed,” &c. 


The amendment was agreed to; there being—ayes 110, noes 36. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
en the state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion a bill (H. R. 7208) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the estab- 
lishment of a bureau of animal industry, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved May 29, 1884, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsoN, one of its clerks, re- 
turned to the House, in compliance with its request, a message from 
the House, announcing its agreement to the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 8869) granting a pension to Mrs. Henrietta M. Dram 
Hunt. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House now take a recess until 11 
o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. MILLS was to; and accordingly (at 4 
o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Florian Lischewsky, late private of 
Company C, Twenty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, for resto- 
ration to pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, asking for the 

of House bill 1621—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Frederic 
Williams, of Natchitoches, La.—to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Papers relating to the claim of James Stevens, of 
Gordon County; and of Mrs. Emily Speight, of Baldwin County, Geor- 
gia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Memorial of Letter-Carriers’ National Association 
and of the Knights of Labor, in favor of a law making eight hours a 
day’s labor for letter-carriers—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of George W. Kenedy and 33 others, citi- 
zens of Pottsville, Pa., for repeal of internal taxes—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Frank Emerich and others, of Marion 
County, Indiana, for reduction of postage on seeds, &e.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Papers relating to the claim of Lucretia Frea- 
lix, of Walker County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition to accompanying House bill, granting a 
pension to William E. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of Post No. 271 and of Post No. 285, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Michigan, in favor of the anti-polyg- 
amy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Grover Post, No. 126, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Fryeburg, Me., forthe passage of anti-Mormon bill—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of officers of the Independent Order of 
Good Templars, of Nebraska, in reference to the liquor traffic in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of enlisted men of the Signal 
Corps, asking for the passage of House bill 5190—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of S. S. Stevens and others, citizens of the eighth 
district of Pennsylvania, for the repeal of internal-revenue taxes—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution of the Philadelphia Drug Exchan; 
in favor of the bill (H. R. 1621), to regulate commercial sales of goods by 
samples—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Boone County, Missouri, in 
favor of the Miller bill to extirpate cattle diseases—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Oregon for land-grant 
forfeitures—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of cattle-growers of New Harmony, Ind., 
in favor of the Miller bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition of General Grant Post, No. 209, of Ben- 
jamin Marvin Post, No. 209, and of Pratt Post, No. 127, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of James A. Hopkins and 41 others, citizens 
of Delaware, for the repayment of expenses entailed by the draft of 
1865—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Resolution of the Iowa State Horticultural Society, 
in favor of the passage of the Hatch experiment-station bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of George G. Meade Post, No. 48, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of San Francisco, Cal., for the passage of the 
anti-polygamy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Jonathan Carpenter, of Rappa- 
hannock County, Virginia, praying that his war claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of enlisted men of the Signal Corps, 
favoring the passage of House bill 5199—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, petition of owners, masters, and seamen of American sailing 
vessels, favoring the passage of the Dingley pilot bill—to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: Petition of citizens of Bound Brook, N. J., for 
the repeal of internal taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of New 
York, in favor of the pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Letter of S. D. Nokes, of Mound Station, Ill., in 
favor of House bill 9733—to the Committee on Ways and Means. | 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Neosha Falls Post, No. 73, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Kansas, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Letter-Carriers’ National Association, 


asking that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. s 

Also, petition of enlisted men of the Signal Corps, United States 
Army, for transfer of said corps to the new Executive Department con- 
templated in House bill 5190—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of enlisted men of the Signal 
Corps of the United States Army, favoring House bill 5190—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of the Legislature of New York, favoring the bill (H. R. 
10359), to extirpate pleuro-pneumonia among cattle—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, . 

Also, petition of Letter-Carriers’ National Association, for relief—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.; 

Also, petition of the Western Virginia leaf-tobacco trade, in favor of 
the repeal of the tax on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of 75 citizens of Howard County, Indiana, 
in favor of the Miller bill to prevent contagious diseases among cattle—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. } 

Also, petition of Lieut. E. D. Pierce, late Company H, Fifth Indiana 
Volunteers, Mexican war, and numerous citizens of Indiana and Wash- 
ington Territory, asking arrears of pension for Lieutenant Pierce, and 
giving reasons therefor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of citizens of Wise County, 
Texas, praying for an appropriation to buy seeds for the drought suf- 
ferers of that State—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of Francis M. 
Wedgeworth; of Sophronia Hughes, administrator of A. C. Hughes; of 
Thomas M. Barksdale; of David F. Bates; of Sarah J. Graham; of An- 
derson A. Clem; of James M. Newby; and of William R. Hanserd, of 
Limestone, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: Papers in the claim of William F. Turner, ad- 
ministrator of Jacob Custer; of John W, Ott; of Mrs. Elizabeth B. 
Welsh; of John J. Lock, administrator of Uriah Rutherford, deceased; 
of David A. Wazeley; of William C. Ramey; of Samuel Ruckle, of Jef- 
ferson County; and of John D. Conard, of Loudoun County, Virginia— 
to the same committee. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. GILFILLIAN: Of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of 115 citizens of Allison, and of 66 
citizens of Quasqueton, Iowa. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Of 165 citizens of Yam Hill County, Oregon. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Of 143 citizens of Dakota City and Eldora, and 
of 90 citizens of Clarion, Iowa. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Of 193 citizens of Pennsylvania, 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Indiana. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Or 315 citizens of Joliet, Tl. 

By Mr. PRICE: Of 389 citizens of the eighth district of Wisconsin. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Of 65 citizens of Perry and Pittsfield, Il. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Of the Methodist, Baptist, and Congregational 
churches, and of 192 citizens of Corry, Pa. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: Of the Presbyterian, Methodist, and Baptist 
Churches of West Troy, N. Y. 

By Mr. TARSNEY (by request): Petition of the Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Michigan. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of 148 citizens of Berea, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 4, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was read: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 3, 1887. 


s 

Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, 
copy of letter of the Secretary of the Interior of the 2d instant, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for pay of agents to make allotments of lands 
in severalty, including act and necessary traveling and other expenses of 


such sona $25,000. 
pectfully yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore United States Senate. 


Mr. HALE. I should like to have the letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior accompanying that communication read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE races PO 
Washington, February 2, y 
Sm: In accordance with the provisions contained in the second section of the 
act of July 7, 1884 (23 Stat., 254), I have the honor to transmit herewith for pre- 
sentation to Congress copy of a letter of 1st instant from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, inclosing an item of appropriation in the sum of $25,000 to pro- 
vide for the salaries and necessary expenses of special nts to make allot- 
acacia in severalty, including actual and necessary ingne i expenses of such 
agents. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfull 
Siri i H. L. MULDROW, 
d Acting Secretary. 
The Hon, SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. HALE. Ishould like to have the estimate, not read, but printed 
in the RECORD. It is a very important matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nothing further accompanies the 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury except a short letter 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. That will be printed in the 
RECORD; and all the papers will be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed in document form. 

The letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 1, 1887. 
Sır: The general allotment bill (S. 54), now before the President for his signa- 
ture, provides that the allotments of lands in severalty therein authorized shall 
be made by special agents appointed by the President for that purpose, but 
makes no provision for the payment of the salary and expenses of such special 


agents. 

1 therefore have the honor to recommend that the attention of Congress be 
called to the matter, through the proper channels, with the request that an item 
(draught of which is herewith submitted) be inserted in the Indian appropria- 
tion bill appropriating the sum of $25,000 for that purpose. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. D. ©. ATKINS, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Item of appropriation : 
pay of anced agents to make allotments of lands in poche egy tr 
’ 


For 
actual and necessary traveling and expenses of such agents, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in reply to a 
resolution of January 11, 1887, an estimate of contingent expenses of 
the Treasury Department; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
mere to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also Jaid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
submitting an estimate of $1,500 appropriation for removing the Jica- 
rilla-Apache Indians in New Mexico toa more suitable location; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for the erection of shops, &c., 
at the Indian Industrial School at Genoa, Nebr.; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a letter from the secretary 
of the Territory of Dakota, transmitting a resolution of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Dakota, remonstrating against the removal of Fort 
Abraham Lincoln; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


TERRITORY OF DAKOTA, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Bismarck, D. T., January 31, 1887. 
Str: In compliance with the instructions contained in the inclosed PEUN res- 
olution of the slatiye Assembly of the Territory of Dakota, I have the 
honor to transmit herewith a copy of house bill No. 50. 
I am, your obedient servant, 
M. L. McCORMACK, 


Seerctary of Dakota. 
Hon. Jons SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate, Washington, D. C. 


ri 
pointa in eyery direction. 

Its abandonment would necessitate the removal of the bodies of the dead in its 
cemetery to some other point, many of whom have but recently been brought 
there from other posts and interred. 

Its adequate maintenance is a necessity to the settlersin the adjacent country, 
who are unprotected, except by the near presence of United States troops, from 
the depredations of the roving bands of Indians who are continually wandering 


over the country, or from the horrors of an outbreak of the thousands now 


on the adjoining Sioux reservation, whose atrocities and massacres are 
still fresh in the memories of the people, while its abandonment would not only 
tly alarm and jeopardize the present 
ties, but would also seriously retard 
section of the country, 


scattered settlers and small commun- 
further settlement and development of that 


Resolved, That we urge upon our Delegate in et Shaaee Hon. O. S. GIFFORD, 
to use every effort to secure the object above set fo: 

duly certified copies of the foregoing preamble and resolutions 

be forwarded to Hon. O. S. GIFFORD, the President of the Senate, and the 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, at Washington, to belaid before both 

ouses of Congress, and o: printed and referred to appropriate commit- 


Ustrep STATES or AMERICA. 
TERRITORY OF DAKOTA, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 


I, M. L. McCormack, secretary of the Territory of Dakota, do hereby certify 
that I have carefully compared the fo ing copy of house bill No. 50, being a 
joint resolution against the removal of Fort Ab) Lincoln, approved by the 
governor January 29, 1887, with the enrolled original now on file in this office, 
and that the same isa correct transcript therefrom, and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my handand affixed the great seal 
of the Territory of Dakota, at Bismarck, this 31st day of January, 1887. 

[SEAL] M. L. M RMACK, 

Secretary of Dakota Territory. 


Mr. EUSTIS presented the petition of J. L. Lyons & Co. and other 
citizens of New Orleans, La., praying for the repeal of the internal- 
revenue laws; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. I presenta petition signed by all the national banks 
of the city of Omaha, Nebr., suggesting certain amendments to the bill 
(H. R. 9110) in relation to national banks. The petition suggests 
that Chicago be added to the list of cities where reserve banks can 
deposit money as now in the city of New York. Ialso present a simi- 
lar petition signed by all the national banks of Kansas City, Mo., sug- 
gesting that Saint Louis also be added to the list. I move the refer- 
ence of these petitions to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of druggists of Reading, Pa., 
and a petition of druggists of Scranton, Pa., praying for a reduction of 
internal-reyenue taxes; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the memorial of G. F. Dunlop, M. T. Ad- 
ler, Robert E. Frey, and a large number of other citizens of 
town, D. C., remonstrating against the proposed franchise to allow the 
Washington Cable Railroad Company to lay its tracks through the 
streets of Georgetown and Washington; which’ was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented a petition of citizens of Virginia, 
praying for the passage of what is known as the Colquitt bill to regu- 
late the granting of liquor licenses in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUTLER presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Health 
of Charleston, S. C., favoring legislation looking to the erection of a 
hospital near Key West for the purpose of assisting the proper author- 
ities in keeping out yellow fever from the United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Berry, of Aiken County, 
South Carolina, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of W. T. Dale and other citizens 
of Spring Hill, Tenn., praying for the passage of a bill in relation to 
the observance of the Sabbath; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Norwich, Conn., favoring an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Thames River; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6538) to define the boundaries of the collection 
districts of Miami and Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, reported it with- 
out amendment. À 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3013) for the relief of First Lieut. James 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 7819) to establish the order of promotion in the Medical Department 
w the Army, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon, 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was. re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10048) to authorize the Fremont, Elkhorn and 
Missouri Valley Railroad to build its road across the Fort Meade Mili- 
tary Reservation, reported it without amendmentand submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3146) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the post-office appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved its 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3265) to increase the pension of 
Lucy Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


en 
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Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3266) for the relief of Lacon R. 
Tillman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (S. 3267) to increase the appropri- 
ation for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, = 


SCHOOL BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be directed to make suitable 
aupccueions for the rent or construction of buildings for school purposes suf- 
ficient to accommodate all children of school age in the District of Columbia. 


In connection with the resolution I desire, in order to show the im- 
portance of the subject and the oversight or neglect which has followed 
the want of buildings for school-houses, to have read as part of my re- 
marks a preamble and resolutions adopted at a meeting of citizens of 


this city. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks that 
the preamble and resolutions he sends to thedesk beread. If there be 
no objection they will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Preamble and resolutions unanimously ado ata public meeting of citizens 
and tax-payers of East Washington, D. C., held December 29, 1886, 

Whereas Con has by law imposed a penalty of $20 on every person or 
guardian in the District of Columbia who falls to send each child of school age 
to school twelve weeks each year; and 

Whereas the official record for 1886 shows that there are 5,000 more school 
children enrolled than there are school seats in the District; and 4 

Whereas Congress by its laws has deprived the people of the District of the 
legal right or power to build aschool-house with their own taxes eyen, except 

yy its permission ; an: 5 

Whereas the record shows that, because of the want of school buildings, over 
12,000,— considerably more than one-third of the children enrolled—are com- 
pelled to attend haif-day schools; and 

Whereas in the third school division, known as East Washington, out of a 
total of 83 schools, 35 are half-day schools, embracing 1,750 scholars, 786 of whom 
are in the third and fourth es, and who are com ed to occupy an old 
stable, a loft over a tin and paint shop, an old engine-house, and unfit 


laces ; an 
Whereas the eight-room building now being erected will not provide room 
for half of these children; and 
Whereas the children of the poor seldom attend school beyond the fourth or 
cin grade, a s prai receive little or no benefit from the high grades or the 
gi ool; an 
Whereas it is an axiom that “ignorance is the motherof crime and vice,” and 
it has been publicly charged by a high officer of the United States Government 
that in consequence of this condition of our educational affairs there is more 
crime in Laing ook to the population in the District of Columbia than in the 
city of New York; and 
ereas it has been publicly stated by a Senator that this bad condition of our 
school affairs is the fault of the people of the District, because they had not made 
their wants known to Congress, notwithstanding their repeated memorials and 
| roenan backed by urgent PAETE from the Secretaries of the Treas: and the 
terior, the Commissioner of the Land Office,and by Washington, Jefferson, 
and Monroe from 1804 to the present day; and notwithstanding the fact also 
that the official record of Congress shows that, while it has given to the States 
over $28,000,000 in money, over 80,000,000 acres of the public lands for school 
pepon and 155,000,000 acres for railroads, it has never given to the District of 
lumbis a dollar of money or a foot of land for such purpose, but, on the con- 
, received as a free gift from the citizens of the District three-fourths of all 
the d occupied by the city of Washington; and notwithstanding also that 


more than one-third of the pupils are the children of colored je, a large por- 
tion of whom were brought here by exigencies of the war as “ ” and 
left on our hands, and for whom we are re by a law of Congress to expend 
as much per capita as for the white children for school p very few of 


whom are able to ordo contribute a cent to the District revenues or school fund, 
besides whom we are required to provide school facilities for a ge ios number of 
non-residents in the employ of the United States Government, who also con- 
tribute nothing to the schoo! fund; 

Therefore it is hereby resolved by the citizens and tax-payers of East Wash- 
ington, in public meeting assembled, as follows: 

ved, ‘That we here and now call the attention of Congress to the terri- 
ble condition and needs of the public schools of the District, as set forth in the 
report of the board of school trustees and of the superintendents of the schools; 
and ask for the publication of this preamble and resolutions in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, to the end that all Members and Senators may be informed as 
to the facts in the case. 

2. Resolved, That for the reasons above set forth it would, in our opinion, be 
poai wrong to expend any more of our limited reventies to en) high- 

ool buildings or to increase the e: ditures for said schools until the lower 
grades have been more full. ome for. 

3. Resolved, That the conditions and needs of the third school division imper- 
atively demand the erection of at least one twelye-room school building in said 
division the coming season. 

4. Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by this meeting to wait 
on the Committee of Appropriations for the District of Columbia of the House 
and Senate and urge on said committees the necessity and propriety of increas- 
ing the school facilities for the lower grades first, and of providing for at least 
one twelve-room school building in the third division the coming season. 

Fifth. Resolved, That in view of the facts herein set forth, simple justice would 
seem to require that Ma A should, by a grant of land or otherwise, provide 
a public school fund for the District of Columbia at least equal to that provided 
for the several States of the Union; and we hereby invoke the earnest attention 


of Congress to the matter. 
ESA S. C. CLARKE, Chairman, 
`” Washington, D. O- December 29, 1835. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understood that the resolutions presented were res- 
olutions of a meeting of citizens of this District. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A resolution was offered by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, which will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. VAN Wyck. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves” 


that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ihave no objection to that motion. I intended 
to ask that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I offered the resolution for the purpose of laying the founda- 
tion in order that the resolutions of the citizens of this city might be 
properly presented to this body and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. I presume all that will be necessary will be that the 
wants of the citizens as expressed should be called to the attention of 
the committee. 

The facts stated in the resolutions are alarming, if they be true, and 
nodoubttheyaretrue. While great efforts have been made by Congress 
to appropriate millions and millions of dollars for school purposes, 
right in the shadow of this Capitol this neglect has been going on year 
after year, so that there are not absolutely buildings or seats provided 
for the children of school age, and to such an extent has it grown that 
it has been published to the world that the ratio of crime is really 
greater in the city of Washington, in proportion to population, than in 
the great city of New York, which we always supposed took precedence 
in that 

I therefore ask that the resolutions of the citizens and the resolution 
which I have offered may be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution and accompanying 
papers will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say just a word upon the motion to refer. 

It is not alone the fact that there is not school room enough for all 
the children of school age in the District. If there were seats and 
benches for three-fourths of them it would probably be enough, but 
there are not enough for those of school age who are enrolled as desir- 
ing to attend. I think I explained this once before. If the school age 
be from four to sixteen, as it used to be in my State, it covers twelve 
years. If children on the average go to school eight years out of the 
twelve they are doing tolerably well, as an average. ‘That would re- 
quire school room only for two-thirds of the number who are returned 
as of the school age. But in this District that is not what the Senator 
from Nebraska refers to, if he will allow me to say so. The difficulty 
is that there is not room for those who do apply and desire to attend 
school, and they are only a fraction of the total number—a large frac- 
tion it is true, but not all by any means. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think that Congress is open to the criticism 
implied in these resolutions and in the remarks of the Senator from 
Nebraska. Congress has never failed to come up to all that those who 
are clothed with the authority of administering public affairs in this 
District have asked. 

The law does not require the Committee on Appropriations to make 
the estimates for public schools in this District. The law imposes that 
duty upon se i and if ae have been more engaged and pees in 
other enterprises looking to the prosperity of the District or of any por- 
tion of it than they have to the education of the children of phe arch roe 
in this District, the criticism should be applied to them and not to 
Congress. 

The resolution of the Senator from Nebraska and the resolutions 
which it covers suggest that the Committee on Appropriations make 
the estimates, and that they determine for themselves what is necessary 
for the schools in this District. What is the purpose of having a board 
of commissisoners to manage the affairs of this District, what is the 
object of having a school superintendent in this District, what is the 
purpose of having a board to which the interests of the schools in this 
District are committed, if the Committee on Appropriations, which has 
considerable to do, Iam of opinion, is to go and visit all the schools, 
is to go and enumerate all the scholars, is to go and ascertain the 
average attendance, and the standard of progress made by the scholars, 
and to determine where it is best to have a school-house, and what is 
the shape best to have it built, and how much is to be expended? 
Those officers appointed here under the Government are ornamental if 
that is the purpose and the object of all these resolutions. I suggest 
to my distinguished friend from Nebraska that he open his cannonade 
upon those officers to whom the interests of this District are committed. 

I happened to attend the public meeting to which those resolutions 
allude, and I heard a high official of the Government make the state- 
ment that the crimes committed in this District were greater in pro- 
portion than they were in the city of New York, and he did not seem 
to understand what the matter was. He declared that the whole diffi- 
culty was with Congress. 

The Committee on Appropriations have never failed, nor has Congress 
ever failed, to give to this District for the purposes of education every- 
thing its officials have asked. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution and accompanying 
papers are referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. There is no question before the Sen- 
ate; concurrent or other resolutions are still in order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Massachusetts seems to misun- 
derstand the extent and the purport and the object not only of the res- 
olution which I offered but of the resolutionsadopted by sundry citizens 
of Washington on this behalf. There was no cannonade intended on the 
part of the citizens, neither was there any cannonade intended on the 
part of the resolution which I felt it my duty to offer. 

Ido not know why it should be that when the Congress of the United 
States are appealed to, or a distinguished committee of this body are 
solicited, mildly, humbly, gentlemen at once feel it their duty to sup- 
pose that some attack is made upon them and to characterize it as a 
cannonade. ‘This is the petition of the citizens of Washington, humbly 
beseeching and asking, as they have to do when any of their rights are 
eoaid, coming obsequiously, with hat in hand, begging that they 
may be recognized in their rights. They come to this body year after 
year to seek for redress of wrongs and for the prevention of outrages, 
and neither thecommittee to which the gentleman refers, nor any other 
committee, nor Congress itself manifests any disposition to take them 
by the hand, or to relieve them from the scourgings that are inflicted 
upon them. They come now, meekly as usual, to ask Congress at least 
to prevent them from the increase of crime by giving them school room 
sufficient to educate theirchildren. That is all they ask, and the Sen- 
ator from the grand old State of Massachusetts, which boasts of the ex- 
cellence of education to all her children, charges the citizens of Wash- 
ington, when they make this humble appeal, with a cannonade upon 
the committee. Itis remarkable in the source from whence the objec- 
tion comes. 

Is the right of petition to be thusstigmatized when their petitiononly 
asks to be allowed toexpend their money for the purpose of educating 
their own children and the children of the poor that there may be less 
of crime and less of poverty in the District of Columbia? 

Then my friend says that it is beyond the duty of the Committee on 
Appropriations to make estimates. Certainly. The citizens are not ask- 
ing them to make estimates. Did the distinguished Senator, who isa 
member of the committee, read the report of the school board of this 
city? Did he find time for that, may I ask him? Has he read the 
report of the superintendent of public schools for this year presented 
to this body? 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator does not ask the committee to make 
estimates and they have made appropriations for all the estimates, what 
does he ask the committee to do? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask the Senator if he has read the report of 
the superintendent of schools of this city? Has he read the one for 
the current year? Has he read it? 

Mr. DAWES. Suppose I have? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is not a question of supposition; it is a ques- 
tion of fact. Hasthe Senator read it? [A pause. 

Mr.DAWES. The Senator hascometoa fall stop because I have not 
answered his question. Perhaps I should be tempted not to answer it 
at all. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Just as the Senator chooses. Ican not enforce 
an answer. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam quite free to say that I have read it with great 
pleasure and delight, and I have derived a good deal of profit from 
reading it, but it has thrown no light on the question as to what the 
Committee on Appropriations can do if they are not called upon to 
make estimates and have made appropriations for every estimate that 
somebody else has submitted to them. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ifthe Senator had gone a little further he might 
have characterized the proper feeling which the reading of that docu- 
ment would naturally have inspired. He says he read the report with 
profit and pleasure. I think he could have added that he read it also 
with pain. That such a state of facts exists as is set forth in the re- 
port of the superintendent of the public schools in this city should 

roduce pain in the mind of a distinguished Senator coming from a 
Btate which values education so highly as does the State of Masschu- 
setts; that such facts could be stated in the report of the superinten- 
dent of education in this city should have brought the Senator to his 
feet at once in this body and not caused him to enjoy the pleasurable 
sensation of which he speaks—the idea that such a state of facts could 
have existed beneath the shadow of the Capitol of this great Republic 
is a matter which might have better produced pain than pleasure in 
the mind of the Senator reading it. 

The facts are there, and now the committee shields itself under this 
cannonade, as the Senator calls it, from the fact, he says, that it is be- 
yond the dignity of the committee to make estimates. Certainly the 
citizens do not ask the committee to make estimates. The necessary 
estimates will be gladly furnished to them. All the people of the Dis- 
trict want is a disposition on the part of the Senate to do for them what 
they ask and implore and have a right to demand. If Congress is de- 
termined to keep its clutch and hold upon a population of 200,000 cit- 
izens, intelligent, and desiring that their children should grow up in 
intelligence, if Congress will insist upon denying to the people of this 
city home rule, the power to regulate their own matters in regard to a 
question so important as education, then Senators should not stand up 


here and find fault with the duty and labor which they im upon 
themselves and arraigna feeble people and call it a AAE heresies 
they dare come and ask Congress to relieve them from the stigma and 
stain that their children should grow up in idleness and that vice and 
crime should come commensurate with thatignorance and poverty. It 
is a startling proposition. land answered Ireland, when Ireland 
demanded home rule and she denied it, in no more opprobious terms 
than the gentleman who stigmatizes this humble effort as a connonade 
on the part of the citizens of Washington. If Congress are determined 
to deny this little of home rule to this people, this little of self-control 
to this people, then they must not arrogate to themselves any special 
prerogatives of dignity when they are called upon to yield in so impor- 
tant a matter as that of education a little of the time and attention which 
they give to other matters. 

Mr. President, I have said all I need to say upon this matter. It was 
only called out by the very remarkable expression of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and I trust what I have said will be sufficient. I trust 
I may say to those who the resolutions that all they have to do 
is to ask, to stretch forth their hands and to implore, and the doors of 
the Treasury will be opened at least in the matter of education. 

I will say to my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] that there 
are thousands and thousands of children in this city who are only 
allowed the advantages of school one-half of each school day because 
there is not room enough in this great city of this great Republie for 
which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATER] desires to appro- 
priatenearly a hundred million dollars for educational purposes. Thou- 
sands of children in this city are denied the privileges of education 
one-half of each school day of the year because this great Republic 
will not allow to the citizens of this city the privilege of taxing them- 
selves to build houses or rent rooms for that purpose. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I only rise to suggest to the Senator 
from Nebraska what perhaps hehas overlooked, that the appropriation 
in the bill to which he refers of $77,000,000 would carry to this Dis- 
trict its proportion and would do thus much toward helping out and 
relieving the evil that the District is suffering from in common with 
the whole country. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Butas that bill is so far off in the future it gives 
very distant prospects of relief to the citizens of this city, who imme- 
diately need relief, and they want it. What adisgrace! And the 
Committee on Appropriations do not knowit! The intelligent Senator 
from the highly cultured State of Massachusetts does not seem to know 
that there are thousands of children here to-day not only of school age 
but upon the roll seeking education, demanding it, and yet the inno- 
cence of Senators who have not been properly approached is such that 
they do not know it; and the report which states that fact does not 
excite any feeling of dissatisfaction or pain. 

Mr. President, I trust that with this explanation on esd gece of the 
Committee on Appropriations and the liberality manifested they will 
see to it that if the commissioners have neglected to press it, as I think 
they have not, if the superintendents of education in this city have 
neglected to press it, as I think they have not, they will press this 
matter now even at the risk of being charged with another cannonade 
as against the Committee on Appropriations or the Congress of the 
United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further ‘* concurrent or 
other resolutions ? ” 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to say a word or two more upon this subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution has been already re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I rose as soon as the Senator from Nebraska closed 
his remarks. At any rate I do not think it out of place altogether to 
say something about the report to which reference has been made, be- 
cause the discussion will inevitably arise, and it is quite as well that 
something should be said at least before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has come to any decision. I will confine myself to giving an of- 
ficial statement briefly of the chief facts in this matter as presented by 
the board of trustees of the schools of this District. They say: 

In the first place, it is shown that the basements of eight of our public school 
buildings are, under the pressure of absolute n ty, crowded with children, 
No one of these basements was ever intended for any such purpose, and every 
one of them is wholly unfit forit. As stated by the superitendents, they are 
dark, damp, and incapable of proper heating or proper ventilation—so dark that 
on many days in the year the schools must be dismissed because the children 


can not see to read their lessons, 
s s 7 e J * s 

But, in the second place, these reports show that, even after resort to these 
basements and tothe S Frm unsuitable rented school-rooms, 9,120 children, 
or more than one-third of the entire attendance, were restricted to half-day 
schools last year, for the simple reason that the total seating capacity provided 
for the accommodation of pupils, these objectionable make-shifts included, left 
4,530 children wholly unprovided for, and compelled the unseating of that many 
other pupils for one-half of each day throughout the school year in order that 
the first-named might not be wholly excluded from the benefit of the schools. 
And the statistics for the current year included in the two reports show that 
the number of children whose common-school opportunities are thus dwarfed 
and mutilated is now increased to 12,089. 


And again: 
We have in actual attendance about 5,000 pupils in excess of the seating capa- 
city provided— 
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In attendance, mind; 5,000 in excess of the seating capacity— 
the basement and rented school-rooms all included. 

Mr. DAWES. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The ‘‘report of the board of trustees of public 
schools of the District of Columbia for the school year ending June 30, 
1886.” 

Mr. DAWES. To whom is it addressed? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I know the legal point the Senator makes. I will 
attend to it when I get through reading from the report. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to know to whom it is addressed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is addressed to the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, who are the mere instruments of Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. So I supposed, and they address their conclusion—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will attend to that before I get through. 

Mr. DAWES. They address their conclusion to— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will attend to it before I get through. TheSen- 
ator pleaded in abatement that miserable evasion before. The board 
of trustees say: 

Each teacher, with us, is intrusted with about fifty pupils; so that, retaining 


the basements and rented buildings, we actually need, at the present time, one 
hundred additional school rooms. 


Again, from Mr. Powell to the president of the board of trustees: 

I herewith present a summary of statistics compiled from records in my office 
and from the report of Superintendent Cook. 

This is submitted to the trustees: 


The total number of school rooms owned and rented (458) accommodated 21,- 
663 pupils, but there were 26,223 pupils enrolled on an ave: throughout the 
school year, excluding those enrolled in the Washington High School. 

There were therefore 4,560 pupils for whom there were no seats and 4,560 other 
pupils were compelled to give up their seats to thema half of each day; that is, 
there were 9,120 pupils on an average throughout the entire school year who 
were attending half-day schools, 

The condition of the schools for the current year is worse than was that of last 
year, because the additional demand for school room because of the increase in 
the population of the city is much in excess of the additional supply. 


The additional demand does not keep up with the increase of the 
number of pupils. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that a cannonade is made upon 
the Committee on Appropriations. Notatall, sir. I am saying noth- 
ing savage or harsh about either the commissioners or the Committee 
on Appropriations; they must do their duty as seems best to them; but 
I submit that Congress can not escape its obvious duty in this matter 
by saying that the commissioners have not asked for all that is needed. 
They are afraid to ask for all thatis needed. ‘That is what I have been 
told over and over again. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. To wait until I get through would be just as well 
and much better. The commissioners do not estimate for what they 
know to be needed. I state that, and I ask the Committee on Appro- 
poms to summon those commissioners and put them upon their 

onor to testify—I say nothing of their oath—whether they have asked 
all that was in their judgment needed by the demands of humanity 
and common decency for the schools of the District. I say they have 
not; but whether they have or not, if there be any legal authority in 
this body to increase that approprjation upon the District appropriation 
bill I hope it will be done by the Committee on Appropriations, and 
if not, I hope it will be done by the Senate, that we at least may clear 
ourselves. 

Isay deliberately that somebody is disgracefully neglecting duty. It 
is either the commissioners or the Congress, one or the other. Ido not 
care to attempt to apportion it, but the evil is unquestionable, and isa 
shame to civilization. Here we have proposed to vote $77,000,000 asa 
gift to the various States because we say the States are too indolent, or 
too stupid, or too ignorant to take care of their own children, when right 
here in the District of Columbia, in the center of the country, in that 
bit of land which ought to ke the typical presentation of the benefits of 
free government, we are exhibiting a worse neglect of schools, I venture 
to say, than prevails in any State or Territory of the Union. 

Mr. DAWES. Nomember of the Committee on Appropriations that 
I have heard of has fallen short of the Senator from Connecticut or the 
Senator from Nebraska in denouncing the condition, hopeless almost, 
of the children of this District for want of education. If any commis- 
sioner of the District has attempted to shield himself from responsibil- 
ity by saying that he dare not ask the Committee on Appropriations 
for what he deems necessary for the education of the children in this 
District, he has stated tothe Senator from Connecticut or to somebody 
else that which does not exist in fact. Every commissioner of the 
District ever since I have been upon the subcommittee connected with 
the District appropriation bill knows that the committee themselves 
have attempted and have put in appropriations beyond the advice of 
the commissioners; and when they prefer to have the money taken 
from the purposes of school education to extend streets out from the 
boundary ofthe city, or to expend money in other methods of improve- 
mentin this District, they shall not undertake to shield themselves 
here in this body from any dereliction of duty to the poor beggar chil- 
dren of this District by saying they did not dare to ask for appropriations 
from the Committee on Appropriations, They never have asked for a 


dollar since I have served upon that committee for the pomes of ed- 


ucation that they did not get, and they have got more than they asked 
many a time. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I disclaim any reflection upon the Appropriations 


Commi gentlemen for whom I have the highest respect, personally 
and officially. Isimply state that the condition of the District is in- 
famous. 


Mr. DAWES. I agree with the Senator in that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. If this cannonade can be suspended fora little while, 
I should like to present some morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no question before the 


te. 
Mr. BUTLER. Then I think we had better cease firing. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. The question is on the reference of the resolu- 
tion: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was referred long 
since. The Chair endeavored to stop the debate, but could not. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed an order, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate, directing the Clerk to make a 
duplicate engrossed copy of the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 2172) restoring to the United States certain of the lands granted to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a 
railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same 
to settlement, and for other purposes, indorsing thereon the action of 
the House in requesting a conference with the Senate on said amend- 
ment, and after indorsing on the duplicate engrossed copy of said bill 
furnished by the Senate in compliance with the request of the House, 
the action of the House on said bill, he deliver all of said papers to the 
Senate, and request that body to have indorsed on the duplicate en- 
grossed copy of the amendment of the House the action of the Senate 
on said amendment in agreeing to a conference, and request the Senate 
to return all of said papers to the House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8869) 
granting a pension to Mrs, Henrietta M. Drum Hunt, further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the amendment, asked a further conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Scorr, Mr. ELDREDGE, and Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 170) authorizing an 
investigation of the books, accounts, and methods of Pacific railroads 
which have received aid from the United States, to report it favora- 
bly with an amendment and to ask the present consideration of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read first. 

Go apnea protempore. The jointresolution will bereported 
at length. 

Mr. HOAR. The joint resolution is altered by recommendation of 
the committee to a bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to hear it read before we give consent 


to its consideration. 
The substitute reported by the com- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the amendment reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE. Thisisa long proposition and a very important matter, 
and there are other subjects that ought to come up this morning, I 
think it had better go over and be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifany Senator wants it to go over I am indifferent. 
The resolution has been submitted to Senators who have represented 
in debate various views of this question, and so far as I am aware the 
amendment has the general approbation of all those Senators except 
in one respect, in which I dissent from it myself, but I think when it 
is read it will pass without discusson. Still it is quite reasonable that 
it should go over if the Senator prefers. 

Mr. HALE. I donot know that I am opposed to the resolution, but 
I think it had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I give notice that I shall call it up at the first possible 
moment, probably to-morrow, at the proper time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that this be printed in the RECORD. I 
do not know what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print has already been 
made. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is in bill form. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Iowa asks that the amendment may 


be printed in the RECORD. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the sub- 
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stitute reported by the Senator from Massachusetts will be printed in 

the RECORD. The Chair hears no objection. 

i The substitute reported by the Committee on the Judiciary is as fol- 
WS: 


That the President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint three commissioners, 
whose compensation shall be per month to each, and the necessary travel- 
ing expenses and board bills, for which proper vouchers shall be returned, to 
be approved by the Secretary of the Interior; and said commission may ap- 
point a stenographer, if necessary,and fix his compensation; and the persons 
appointed on the said commission shall have power toexamine all books, pa- 
pers, and methods of the com ies hereinafter named, employ experts if 
necessary; and they shall at all times be under the immediate di: on and 
control of the President of the United States, and may at any time be removed 
by him in his discretion, 

Src, 2. That the duty of said commission shall be to examine into the work- 
ing and financial management ofall of the railroads that have received aid from 
the Government in bonds; to ascertain whether they have observed all the obli- 
gations imposed upon them by the laws of the United States under which they 
received such aid,or which have been since in reference thereto, and 
complied with all other obligations to the United States; and whether their 
books and accounts are or have been so kept as to show the net earnings of the 
aided roads, and what said books and accounts actually show in regard thereto, 
and what have been in fact said net earnings; or whether there has been a di- 
version of earnings of aided roads to less productive branches, through con- 
structive mileage allowances, or average ae allowances between aided 
and non-aided roads or parts of roads, or otherwise, and also whether such sys- 
tem of constructive mileage allowances is fair and usual, and in practical opera- 
tion has resulted adversely or otherwise to the aided roads and the interest of the 
United States; or whether there has been a diversion of earnings of aided roads 
to wrongful or improper purposes, and, if so, to what extent; whether there is 
a discrimation of rates in favor of unaided against aided roads; whether any, 
and, if so, how much, money is due and owing to the United States on account 
of mistaken or erroneous accounts, reports, or settlements made by said roads; 
whether any traffic or business which could or should be done on the aided 
lines of said companies has been diverted to the lines of any other company or 
to non-aided lines, and what amounts have been deducted the gross earn- 
aided railroad companies, by their general freight and pas- 


structive mileage, monthly or other E parano on any pooling or rate arrange- 


or granted have been diverted from their lawful use; whether any new stock 
or bonds have been issued or any guarantees or pledges made cont: to or 
without authority of law; whether any of the directors, officers, or em és ot 


e ress, mining, 
with : 


amounts of money or other valuable consideration, such as stocks, bonds, ee, 
er for 


ion 8 include the aoon 
sale of the stock of the Kansas Pacific Rail CORANA 10 the Union c 
Railroad Company, and all the circumstances and particu! pertaining to said 
alleged sales, and whether any of the Pacific corporations which ob- 
tained bonds from the United States to aid in the construction of their railroads 
have expended any of their moneys or other assets in the construction, or to aid 
in the construction, of other railroads, or invested of theirmoneys or other assets 
in the stocks or bonds of GAN fagan areg pion mining, and commercial compa- 
nies or corporations, or of o! railroad corporations; and if laa eer expendi- 
tures or investments have been made, the extent and c reof made by 
each of said corporations shall be inquired into, and also the present interest of 
any of said corporations in the railroads auxiliary to their respective railroads. 

And said commission shall also ascertain and report the names of all the stock- 
holders in each of said companies, from its organization to the date of the in- 
vestigation herein provided for, as they epee on the books of said companies 
atthe date of its annual meeting in each year; the amount of stock held by 
each; what consideration, if any, was paid by each stockholder to said company 
for his stock, and when and in what property such payment was made; the date 
when each stockholder so appearing on the books became such; and whether 
stock is now held or has heretofore been held in the name of any person in trust 
or for the benefit of any other,and the names of all such persons; the total 
amount of stock in each company, and the dates and amountof any increase of 
such stock, and the reason for such increase; and the amount of the annual sal- 
aries or compensation thatare now oratany prior time have been paidto any of- 
ficer or employé of said company, when such salary or compensation amounts 
to $5,000 or more per annum,and the names of the persons now receiving or 
who have heretofore received such salaries or compensation, and all bonuses or 
donations which may have been given or paid to any such person; and all pay- 
ments made under the head of legal expenses, to whom made, and the amount 
paid to each, and for what specific services such payments were made. 

Said commissioners shall also consider and report whether the interests of the 
United States require any extension of the time for the performance of the obliga- 
tions to the United States ofsaid companies, or any of them, and the facts and cir- 
cumstances upon which said opinion is based, including the security held by the 
United States for the performance of such obligations, and the value thereof, 
and the value of the property of such companies, and either of them, not in- 
cluded in such security, and what further security it is expedient that said com- 

ies shall he required to give; and if, in their opinion, such extension shall 
required by the interests of the United States, they shall submit ascheme for 
such extension, which shall secure to the United States full payment of all debts 
due them from said companies, with a reasonable rate of interest, in such time 
as the commissioners shall propose, having due zegara to the financial ability 
of said companies and the proper conduct of their business in such manner as 
shall afford efficient service to the public, 


And the said commission shall report in full in regard to all such matters afore- 
said, and in regard to any other matters}which may be ascertained or come fo 


their knowledge in regard to said com ies respectively, on or before 

ber 1, 1887, to the President of the United § States, who shall forward said report 
to Congress with such recommendations or comments as he may see fit tomake 
in the premises. 

That the commissioners hereby created, or either of them, shall have power 
to require the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the production of all 
books, papers, contracts, ments, and documents relating to the’matter un- 
der investigation, and to administer oaths; and to that end may invoke the aid 
of any court of the United States in requiring the attendance and testimony of 
witnesses and the production of books, papers, and documents under the pro- 
visions of this section. Any of the circuit or district courts of the United States 
within the jurisdiction of which such inquiry is carried on may, in case of con- 
tumacy or refusal to obey a subpcena issued to sny paon, issue an order requir- 
ing any such person to appear before said commissioners, or either of them, as 
uce books and papers if so ordered, and give evidenco 
touching the matter in question; and any failure to obey such order of the court 
may be punished by such court as a ete the À 

The claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the per- 
son giving such evidence shall not excuse such witness from testifying; butsuch 
evidence or testimony shall not be used against such person on the trial of any 
criminal proceeding. 

Serc. 3. That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, for the purposes of this investigation. 

Sec. 4. That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be deemed nec- 
essary to the protection of the interests and the preservation of the security of 
the Un ited States, in respect of its lien, mortgage, or other interest in any of the 
property of any or all of the several companies upon which a lien, mortgage, or 
other incumbrance paramount to the right, title, or interest of the United States 
for the same property, or any part of the same, may exist and be then lawfully 
liable to be enforced, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under the direction of 
the President, redeem or otherwise clear off such paramount lien, mortgage, or 
other incumbrance by paying the sums lawfully due in respect thereof out of 
the Treasury; and the United States shall thereupon become and be subrogated 
to all rights and securities theretofore pertaining to the debt, mortgage, lien, or 
other incumbrance in respect of which such payment shall have been made. It 
shall be the duty of the Attorney-General, under the direction of the President, 
to take all such steps and proceedings, in the courts and otherwise, as shall be 
needful to redeem such lien, mo: or other incumbrance, and to protectand 
defend the rights and interests of the United States in respect of the matters in 
this section mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mortgages or liens of 
the United States on any such railroad property. 

Sec. 5. That from and after the first day of July, 1887, there shall be charged to 
and collected from the Central Pacific Railroad Company,the Union Pacific 
Railway or Railroad Company, by whichever description it may be lawfully 
known, the Central Branch Union Pacific Railway Company, the Sioux City and 
Pacific Railroad Company, and the Kansas Pacific Railway Company, as all the 
same are described and known in the acts of Congress providing for issuing 
bonds in aid of the same, or acts in addition thereto, their successors and assigns 
respectively, 40 per cent. of their respective annual net earnings, to be ascer- 
tained as provided in section 1 of the act of May 7, 1878, in lieu of the oi cent. 
provided for in said act, so far as the same re: the companies mentioned in 
said act, and as to the others herein mentioned absolutely; and to that end the 
said act of May 7, 1878, and any and all amendments or modifications thereof, 
be, and the same are hereby, extended to the Kansas Pacific Railway Company, 
to the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company,and to the Central Branch 
Union Pacific Railroad Company; and said act, and all amendments thereto or 
modifications thereof, shall henceforth apply to the said respective corporations 
herein last named, as well as to the corporations named in said act. 

Src. 6. The sinking-funds which are or may be held in the Treasury for the 
security of the ind ness of either or all of said railroad com es may, 
in addition to the investment now authorized by law, be invested in any bon 
of the United States heretofore issued for the benefit of either or all of said 
companies, or in any of the first-mortgage bonds of either of said companies 
which bave been issued under the ee, of any law of the United States 
and secured by m of their roads and franchises, which by any law of 
the United States have m made prior and paramount to the mo: lien, 
or other security of the United States in respect of its advances to either of said 
companies as provided by law. 

Amend the title so as to read; “An act, authorizing an investigation of the 
books, accounts,and methods of railroads which haye received aid from the 
United States, and for other purposes.” 


Mr. McPHERSON. Do I understand that objection has been made 
to the present consideration of the joint resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection has been made to its pres- 
ent consideration, and it goes over and will be placed upon the Calendar. 


HOURS OF SITTING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], 
which comes over under objection. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That, for the remainder of the session, the Senate will convene at 
a Cage a. m., and, with a recess of one hour, will continue in session until 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that resolution will not be adopted. I do 
not think the public business requires—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator move to refer it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to refer it to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa to refer the resolution to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE MACKEREL FISHERY. 


Mr. PALMER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 1833, being the bill (H. R. 5538) relating to 
the importing and landing of mackerel caught during the spawning 


season. 
Mr. MILLER. I hope the Senator will not insist on that now. I 
shall necessarily leave the Chamber within a very short time, and I can 


the case may be, and pr 
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not be here for the remainder of the day. 


I trust that bill will be al- 
lowed to go over. It is set apart as a special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. I would state that this bill was passed last session 
by the House of Representatives and was acted upon by the Senate 
Committee on Fisheries, but, on account of the unavoidable absence of 
myself first, and of the Senator from New York secondly, action has 
been deferred at this session. I should like to grant the courtesy that 
the Senator from New York asks, andif he will not ask it to too t 
an extent I shall be willing to defer the consideration of the bill at 

t. If he can state a time when I can call it up, I should like to 
have him do so. 

Mr. MILLER. I shall be prepared on my part to take up this bill 
next Tuesday without fail, and perhaps on Monday, but I am not posi- 
tive that I can be here on Monday. I certainly shall be here on Tues- 
day and will make no objection to taking it up then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Michigan 
withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. MILLER. IfIam not here on Tuesday I shall make no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. PALMER. I withdraw the motion. 


TERM OF COURTS AT TEXARKANA. 


Mr. BERRY. I move to take up Order of Business 2071, being House 
bill 9116. “It is a local matter that will not take five minutes. 

Mr. CULLOM. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9116) 
to provide for holding terms of United States courts at Texarkana, 
Ark., and for other purposes. 

Mr. BERRY. It will not take five minutes. The reading of the 
bill will be sufficient. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

That the circuit judge of the United States for the circuit in which the eastern 
district of Arkansas is situated may, in his discretion, whenever in his opinion 
the publie interest shall require it, order special terms, not exceeding two in 
each year, of said circuit court, to be held at the city of Texar! in said dis- 
haa Notice of the time of holding such special terms shall be pu! mace f aves 
by such advertisement in two newspapers printed in said district as 

udge shall think proper, which notice shall be published at least twenty one 
fore the day fixed for holding such term. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and 
ask a conference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimons consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. EDMUNDS, 
Mr. Witson of Iowa, and Mr. COKE were appointed. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
order from the House of Representatives: 


Ordered, That the Clerk be directed tomake a duplicate engrossed copy of the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United States cer- 
tain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the 
construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the 
same to settlement, and for other purposes, indorsing thereon the action of the 
House in requesting a conference with the Senate on said amendment, and after 
indorsing on the duplicate engrossed copy of said bill furnished by the Senate 
in compliance with the request of the House theaction of the House on said bill 
he deliver all of said papers to the Senate, and request that body to have indorsed 
on the duplicate engrossed ast A of the amendment of the House the action of 
the Senate on said amendment in agreeing to a conference, and request the Sen- 
ate to return all of said papers to the House of Representatives. 


Mr. DOLPH. Ioffer the following order, to comply with the request 
of the House: 


Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to indorse the action of the Senate 
agreeing to the conference asked by the House on the amendment of House to 
the bill S. 2172 on the duplicate engrossed copy of the said amendment, and re- 
turn the papers tothe House of Representatives agreeably to its request. 


The order was agreed to. 
REFUNDING OF DIRECT TAX. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 995. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 


pa the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by 


Mr. DAWES. Ido not like to interrupt the Senator, but I desire 
to call up the Indian appropriation bill. 
wae, MORRILL. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
rmont. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill (S. 995) to credit and pay to the 
several States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys 
collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved 


Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. It is absolutely impos- 
sible to hear where I sit the Chief Clerk reading from the esk, the 
disorder in the Senate is so great. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The business of the Senate will be 
suspended untilorderisresumed. Conversation among Senators should 
cease. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report on the bill? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chief Clerk read again the bill which he has 
just read? It is short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that the Committee on Finance pro- 
pose to amend the proposition in the bill which would pay 15 per cent. 
where the States promptly paid the tax. In other words, the bill only 
proposes to pay back to the several States that have paid the direct tax 
the exact amount that has been paid. 

I presume that this subject is well understood by nearly all Senators; 
that the major part of the States have paid the tax in full, whereas 
several of them have not. Some have paid a part, and some perhaps 
noneatall. The documents in relation to this matter are very volum- 
inous, and in order to present the case as it would be presented by a 
report, I will ask-the Secretary to read the statement of the case by 
Secretary Folger, and I presume it will be understood by all, that there 
is no method by which this matter can be actually and finally settled 
and made just and equitable to the several States except by collecting 
from those States that haye not paid the balance that may be due from 
a or restoring to all those who have paid the full amount so paid. 

x pie ULLOM. Will the Senator state what the aggregate amount 
wil ? ` 

Mr. MORRILL. About $15,000,000, less 15 per cent. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the report 'show the amount which each State 
would be entitled to under the bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. That it isimpossible to state with entire accuracy, 
because the register’s office would not, perhaps, with the ac- - 
counts of the Treasury ent. Some States have paid something, 
and where claims of theirs have been allowed to the States the amount 
has been credited to them, and that may not appear in the accounts 
kept in relation to the direct tax. I ask the Secretary to read what I 
have marked on the margin of the paper which I send to him, from Sec- 
retary Folger. 

Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). Before that state- 
ment is read I think a few words, if I can get the attention of the Sen- 
ate fer a moment, will inform hem as to the condition of this very 
important bill. I only wish to recall facts known to every Senator. 

This bill has been several times recommended by the Treasury De- 
partment, partly because it is an act of justice to the States that paid 
the money, but chiefly as a relief from legal complications and many 
lawsuits in which the United States are likely to be and are now in- 
volved with the Southern States, or the States lately in rebellion. It 
is only necessary to state a few historical facts to bring the whole case 
before the Senate. 

During the war a tax of $20,000,000 was levied upon all the States, 
North and South alike. The proposition was made that if any State 
would pay its share of the tax it would be allowed a discount of 15 per 
cent., and under that provision almost all the States not in rebellion 
pe the tax to the General Government. Some did not because they 

not the means to do it, and it was gradually collected or paid by 
them subsequently. Practically, I think, all the States, with one or two 
exceptions, that were not in rebellion paid the tax. 

This amount was charged to the States formerly in rebellion, and was 
collected in some of those States from private individuals, as in the 
State of South Carolina, where a ter amount was collected from 
private individuals by the sale of lands than the tax levied against 
South Carolina. 

Under the law as it now stands, whenever any money becomes due 
to a State it is placed to the credit of the State; but as this charge 
stands on the books of the Treasury against eleven or twelve or thirteen 
States of the Union, and has not been paid, there has been a constant 
state of irritation between the Treasury Department and the Southern 
States in regard to their claims as shown upon the books of the Treas- 
ury Department. Occasionally the First Comptroller will give a credit 
to a State, the State of Georgia for instance. A bill passed Congress 
allowing Georgia a certain sum of money, whichthe Secretary of the 
Treasury at once placed to the credit of Georgia, but did not pay over 
the money because under the plain language of ‘the law he was for- 
bidden to pay over to any State any money accruing to it in the course 
of business until it had settled its various dues and accounts with the 
Government. 

The result is that the United States are now in litigation with sev- 
eral of the Southern States and have some controversies with several 
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of the Northern States that did not pay up the amount of their direct 


tax promptly. Under the tances three or four Secretaries of 
the have recommended that out of the overflowing money in 
the Treasury there be paid back to the States that paid this tax the 
actual amount they paid of the direct tax, and that there be credited 
to the States that did not pay the money their quota of the tax, so as to 
practically equalize and restore things to the condition in which they 
were before the tax was levied. It is manifestly just. It has been 
uniformly recommended by the Department of late years, and it is now 
recommended, I know, by the Committee on Finance unanimously 
after a full examination. 

There are voluminous documents and reports here without number, 
giving the details and showing the amount due to each State. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] desires me to incorporate, 
and I will make it part of my remarks, a table which shows the exact 
state of the account with each State, and whether it paid the tax or 
not. I will make that a part of my remarks. 


Statement of the condition of the direct-tax accounts of the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia, under acts of August 5, 
1861, and June 7, 1862, as appears from the books of the Register of the 
Treasury to date. 


15 cent. 


Amount im- | Amount col- | Balance due 
allowance: State or Territory. 1 


United States, 


2 


$529, 313 33 $18, 285 03 
261, 886 00 184, 082 18 
254, 538 67 254,538 67 |. 
22,905 33 22,189 96 
308,214 00 261,981 90 
8, 241 33 3, 241 33 
74,683 33 70, 332 83 
49, 437 33 49, 437 33 
77,522 67 43,529 81 
5S4, 367 33 106, 963 17 
, 146, 551 33 974,568 63 |.. 
904, 875 33 769, 144 03 
452,088 00 384, 274 80 
71, 743 33 71, 743 33 
713, 695 33 606, 641 03 |.. 
335, 886 67 268,515 12 
420, 826 00 857,702 10 
436, 823 33 871, 299 83 
$24,581 33 700, 894 14 
501, 763 33 426, 498 83 
108,524 00 92,245 40 
413,084 67 101,717 04 
761,127 33 646, 958 23 |. 
19, 312 00 19, 312 00 |. 
4,592 67 4,592 67 |.. 
218, 406 67 185, 645 67 |.. 
450, 134 00 382,614 83 |.. 
62,648 00 62, 648 00 |.. 
«| 2,603,918 67 | 2,213,330 86 
576, 67 336,194 45 
1,567, 33 | 1,332,025 93 
85, 140 67 85,140 67 
1,946,719 33 | 1,654,711 43 
116, 963 67 99,419 11 
669, 498 00 387, 734 31 
355,106 67 130,008 06 
26, 982 00 |... s2cc-r.sesersrcceere 
211,068 00 179, 407 80 | ......csecseceresesesers 
ess Virginia }.... 729, 071 02 515,569 72 
27,172 72 | West Virginia |.. 208,479 65 181, 306 93 
ststtmseeeecees| Washington ... 7,755 33 4, 268 16 
89,346 43 | Wisconsin....... 519, 668 67 454,044 H 
stssseseueeesseres] SOUtH Carolina .. 363,570 67- 877,961 30 


* Payments made on account, 15 per cent. allowance for cost of assuming col- 
lection, namely : 
To California, September 10, 1884, deficiency act July 7, 1884.... $31,583 26 


To Kansas, August 23, 1882, deficiency act August 5, 1882........ 10,761 50 
To Nevada, September 3, 1884, deficiency ‘ek Tony, fas T a 688 90 
To Oregon, September 16, 1884, deficiency act July 7, 1884 ........ 5,271 10 


In pan on compromise. 
Nebraska: 


4,281 60 
Amount allowed by First Compt 
1884, under act August 7, 1882...... s.s essere cesses 15,080 40 
19,312 00 
@ New Mexico: 
Amount allowed by First Comptroller of Treasury, March 27, 
1884, under act July 1, 1962............0000;cesessessoersacsssnnscrees sesecsos , 648 00 


l 
fer $208,479.65 of the amount originally imposed on Virginia to the State of 
West Virginia. 
{ Balance due State. 
ROS. A. FISH, 
Assistant Register. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


Register’s Office, March 22, 1886. 


Mr. HALE. What is the aggregate as shown by that which was 
collected from the States which did pay? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Between fourteen and fifteen million dollars, but 
they got a discount of 15 per cent. and that we do not allow. We give 
them back the exact amount they paid. 

Mr. CULLOM. Willthe Senator allow the table showing the amount 
each State is to receive to be read by the Secretary now so that we may 
understand what it is? 


Mr. SHERMAN. It would be quite a complicated thing. It can 
be printed in the RECORD and the Senator can read it there. 

Mr. CULLOM. But if we are now to vote on the bill, I should like 
to know what it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator can see the table. He can not un- 
derstand it from the reading at the desk because the table is made up 
on the condition that 15 per cent. is remitted, and also on the condition 
that itis not remitted, and also the various other conditions. How- 
ever, the amount is stated in the table. 

Mr. MORRILL. Illinois gets over $1,100,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Illinois will receive, in one view of the case, that 
is if the 15 cent. is allowed, $1,146,000. Without the 15 per cent. 
it gets $974,000. The whole amount is stated here. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. What is the aggregate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The aggregate of the refund I think is about four- 
teen or fifteen million dollars, and the balance is credited to the several 
States that did not pay, so that they are relieved from any farther 
claim for payment of the direct tax. 

I have made this statement simply that the Senate may understand 
the importance of this question and the fact that the bill has been ma- 
turely and fully considered, and I believe itis a measure that will be 
highly acceptable to all the States of the Union at this time. 

Mr. MORRILL. After the statement of the Senator from Ohio I do 
not know that it is necessary to read the report of Secretary Folger on 
this subject, but I ask to have it appended to my remarks. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read also. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. This is an important bill, and I think the state- 
ment should be read. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the portion I have marked be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 14, 1884. 

Srn: I have the honor of acknowledging the receipt from you of the bill (H. 
R. 110) entitled * A bill to adjust certain accounts between the United States 
and the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia,” 

This bill relates to the direct tax of $20,000,000 annually laid upon the United 
States, and apportioned to the States, the Territories, and the ict of Colum- 
bia under the act of Congress August 5, 1861 (12 Stat. at Large, page 294), 
The purpose of the bill is to relieve and discharge from further liability for that 
tax those States and Territories which have not paid the portion thereof appor- 
tioned to them rhe site fe and to repay, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to those States and Territories which have paid any 
portion the sums by them respectively paid. pipea ie by the act above cited 
this tax was made an annual one, an attempt to collect it for more than one 
year has never been made. By that attempt there were collected about $15,000,- 
000, principally from the States which did not seek to go out of the Union, and , 
there were left uncollected about $5,000,000, principally in the States which did 
seek to go out of the Union. The sum uncollected remains a eph o ro aap 
those States, and for the purposes of this letter it may be assumed that it isa 
valid and enforceable charge. It is plain, however, that no legislator at this 
day would propose to raise revenue by a tax of that kind, There is no need of 
resorting to such method. 

The revenues of the Government, from sources notso extraordinary, and col- 
lectible by means and appliances not so objectional as those involved therein, 
are ample for its purposes. They are, indeed, superabundant, and the concern 
of statesmen is rather how they may be uced than how they may be in- 
creased, The Government, then, needs not the money to be got by enforcing 
this tax. At the same time itis plain that to enforce it would put a grievous 
burden upon the people of the States which arein default in payment. It needs 


no array of facts to show this. Con; in one, if not both branches, has this 
session considered the proposition oi uniary aid to these people to hel 
them place and keep up common sch and the Senate has passed a bili 


therefor. Ifthere be need for that succor, there would be harm in enforcing 
this charge. It is to be considered, too, that while taxes are seldom looked upon 
with favor, this would be specially objectionable. The purpose for which it 
was laid can but be remembered with distaste. Itcan scarcely be expected 
that there would be cheerful aid from the State authorities in the enforcement 
of it. It may be doubted whether there would be any. Indeed it would, with- 
out further legislation, have to be enforced by the machinery provided by the 
act under which it was laid. This would call for the appointment of numerous 
Federal officials who would go among the people as obnoxious exactors, I 
think it must be conceded that there is,and ever will be, great reluctance to 
ever setting about the collection of this tax. That it never had t favor is 
shown by that it was never put in force but one year, In practical effect, then, 
the law for it isobsolete. hy, then, should there remain this unenforced lia- 
bility, a menace to the people, the enforcement of which is called for by no 
public need nor by any public opinion? 

In my judgment the people and the property of the States in default should 
be relieved and di from it, 

But to give such relief and discharge would be to put an inequality of burden 
upon the States which paid unless they in turn were in some way relieved. 
This the bill pro to do by repaying to them the sums received from them, 
Assuming that the tax was lawful, and the collection as far as made was war- 
ranted, t! apart from the circumstances, would be a proposition to donate to 
the States surplus moneys of the United States, a proj tion which I should not 
favor. But as connected with the proposition to d from onerous and 
needless liability a of the people, it takes on a different character; it 
is presented as an adjustment between different bodies of the poopie: and is 
worthy of acceptation, Indeed, it would be unjust to the people of the loyal 
States to release the people of the once insurrectionary States from their liabil- 
ity without refunding to the former the sums paid by them, and there are anal- 
ogies in the legislation of by Hei 

Acts have been passed, refunding to States moneys raised by them for the rais- 
ing, arming, and equi ping of ga 2 for the Army of the United States in the 
civil war; and for ak g other refunds of like character, The purpose of lay- 
ing this direct tax was to aid in the ultimate payment of the extraordinary ex- 
penses of the ernment caused by the civil war. The raising, arming, and 
equipping of troops by the States served to keep down those pe for the 
time. It was a voluntary act upon the partofthe States. There is no violation 
of principle or fundamental law in repaying to the States from the funds of the 
United States the cost thereof. The purpose and effect of this bill is not so un- 
like in nature to that as not also to be freed from the objections to a bald dis- 
tribution among the States of what are called the surplus revenues of the United 


Under the peculiar facts of the case, and as it is not likely to become a prece- 
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dent for other of Federal moneys, my judgment is that the proposed 
peor apps: porn It is true thas acelin tinlikn dae nok i Bown ts 
mek ben out the proposition of the bill. Thus, in some of the Sout 


was tosome extent enforced. Tax sales were made of pieces of 
estate, in instances, for less than the value of them. Only the surplus of pur- 
chase money over the tax and charges has been available to the owners, and 
they have lost the difference between that and the total of the purchase money 
and between the paroisse money and the real value. On the other hand, in 
most, if not all, of the Northern States the payment tothe United States of the 
tax was assumed by the State government, which collected the amount of its 
own people in itsown tax levy. Of course, in the changes of citizenship and of 
ownership of taxable property, while a repayment into the State treasury will 
tend to reduce the amount of State tax, it will not inure to the benefit of some 
of those who, in 1861, were tax-payers. But these failures of full and general 
compensation in dealing with transactions so long past must ensue, and are not 
to non, ssa rai urged against proposed measures which, in the main, do work 
ual benefit, 

also inclose herewith a communication to me from the First Comptroller of 
the Treasury, which presents views in accord with some of those expressed by 
me, and gives tables of value, and a draught of a bill; and to thiscommunication 

ully, 


I ask attention. 
CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 
Non, A. J. WARNER, 


Very res; 
Chairman Subcommittee of Committee on Claims, 
House of Representatives. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think the amendment has not been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 8, after the word “‘thereto,’’ 
the committee propose to strike out the words ‘“‘ with an additional 
sum of 15 cent. upon all amounts so collected where such States 
or Territories or the District of Columbia have collected the same.with- 
out cost to the United States;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to credit to each 
State and Territory of the United States,and the District of Columbia,a sum 
son to all collections made trom said States and Territories and the District 
of Columbia under the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, and the amend- 
atory acts thereto. 

Mr. BECK. In section 3, line 6, after the word ‘‘same,’’ I suggest 
to add “‘ the governor of the State.” All I want is that the money 
shall be paid to the authorities of the State, either the treasurer or 
governor. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it should be paid to the treasurer. 

Mr. BUTLER. Say, ‘‘ paid on the warrant of the governor.” 

Mr. BECK. What I desire is that the money shall go directly to the 
seg and if any agent or anybody has any claim let him make it to 

e State. 

Mr. CULLOM. Warrants are always issued to the governor of a 
State, at any rate. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Illinois has been a governor and 
knows exactly the language which is necessary. 

Mr. CULLOM., Itought to be paid directly to the governor of a State. 

Mr. TELLER. I submit to the superior knowledge of the late gov- 
ernor of Illinois. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 6, after the word “same” it 
is proposed to insert ‘‘to the governor of the State;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 3. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the geneuy 
not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be necessary to reimburse 
State, Territory, and the District of Columbia for all money found due to them 
under the provisions of this act; and the Treasurer of the United States is 
hereby directed to pay the same to the governor of the State. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky 
that his amendment does not provide for payments to the Territories 
and the District of Columbia. It merely provides for the States. The 
Territories and District of Columbia are also interested. 

Mr. BECK. Add the words “and Territories.” The amendment 
was proposed in such a hurry that I did not have time to put it in 
proper shape. I move to insert the words: 

To the governors of the States and Territories and to the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. From the statement that this bill receives the 
entire approbation of the Finance Committee, it would seem probably 
useless to say a word in opposition to the proposition. 

From the report of the Secretary of the Treasury it appears that the 
embarrassment arises from the difficulty of collecting from the Southern 
States the quota of this tax which was due from them. ‘That is one 
distinct proposition which can readily be understood. If there be any 
reason, at this length of time from the war, which caused the neces- 
sity of this tax, why those States should be exempt from the payment 
which is due to the Government from them, that is one question 
which might call for the attention of Congress and the country. But 
when it is proposed to take from fifteen to twenty million dollars out 
of the Treasury and pay it to the States which paid it in, it seems to 
be establishing a precedent which may come back to curse Congress if 
they should feel themselves bound to follow the precedent. 

We have many claims arising from the war which are not paid, claims 
that are honest, preferred by citizens whose property was taken. We 
have been told repeatedly that persons who suffered by the loss of their 
property by the ravages of war must regard that loss as an incident of 


war, and if we commenced to pay debts of that kind there never would 
be any end, and therefore the iio? Abr be depleted by paying 
an honest debt to an honest citizen. there any reason why, because 
a Union man’s buildings lay in the pathway of war and were subject 
to its havoc and destruction, he should not be compensated when he 
has been impoverished, upon the pretext that it was a consequence of 
war, unfortunate for him but too great for the Government to attempt 
to liquidate? 

Now, we propose what? To take from fifteen to twenty million dol- 
lars out of the Treasury which was put there in response to the law and 
by its act. Since then there have been changed conditions in the coun- 
try. Could we have received it one day and have paid it the next 
day there would be no injustice in making this voluntary gift; but 
injustice will be done to somesections of the country because there have 
been changes in population, and those who contributed in New York 
and in Pennsylvania, and other great States, will receive a large por- 
tion of this donation, of this gift, of this charity—for it isnothing else— 
on the of the Government. The population has gone out from 
those older and richer States, and the men who have gone from them 
are now citizensof the younger States, that receive none of this bounty. 
If it is well to distribute fifteen or twenty million dollars as charity, or 
as a gift, why should it not be distributed on the basis of population 
among, if you please, the loyal States? The States of the South which 
were in rebellion contributed not their share; and if the loyal States 
were the only ones which contributed, then why not apportion this fif- 
teen or twenty million dollars from the Treasury among those States in 
proportion to their population. By that measure the younger, the 
poorer, the most heavily-taxed portion of this Republic would receive 
some of the benefits of this great munificence, instead of pouring it into 
the laps of States already overgrown in wealth, like New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Illinois, and Ohio, The States in the Northwest contributed 
then, and are contributing to-day, in proportion to their wealth, more 
than the Eastern States; contributing more of their labor than these 
wealthy States; and why should they not receive a share of this bounty? 

The money has gone into the Treasury. It will go out+to repay New 
York, where it was raised how? Not by direct taxation. The wealth 
of New York did not contribute; but the poverty of the Northwest con- 
tributed, if I may use that term, and only in contradistinction with the 
great wealth of the East. They contribute by the charges which they 
pay in tariff duties, by the charges which they pay upon sugar, for in- 
stance. The humble settler in any of the Northwestern States pays pre- 
cisely the same into the National Treasury in the duty upon sugar as 
the millionaire in New York or Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. How about whisky? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. They pay the same on whisky, and I will say to 
my friend who asks about whisky, that they may pay a little more than 
the Eastern States, because there is more population rene to that 
potential political family to which my friend [ Mr. SAULSBURY ongs. 

Therefore it is that there seems to be no sort of justice in this prop- 
osition. Is there any reason why New York should be paid nearly 
$3,000,000 because she contributed near $3,000,000 to carry on the war. 
Then the individual citizen of the State, then the municipalities and 
counties which impoverished themselves by raising money to pay boun- 
ties to soldiers who went to the war ought to be repaid. 

If this is unanimously reported from the Finance Committee, it seems 
to be in the spirit which is manifested very much ent at this 
time, to deplete the Treasury, to empty it, when the difficulty with 
the people of this Republic to-day is that there are surplus millionsin 
the Treasury. The people are demanding to-day that the sources of 
taxation, that the sources from which these millions are drawn, shall 
be stopped; not that you shall open one end of the Treasury and letit 
run out and hunt for avenues in which it may escape, but that you may 
stop the drain on the people which draws taxes from them and fills the 

full. There is the point with the people; not that the money 
is there; and when one and another attempt is made to drain this 
money from the Treasury and not stop the sources of supply from 
which this money is taken, there arises objection in the public mind. 

We can not escape our duty in that direction. It is to reduce the 
excessive duties imposed by our tariff laws; but those are perhaps to be 
continued. You empty this fifteen or twenty million do into the 
treasuries of the various States of the Republic, but you do not seek 
to take fifteen or twenty million dollars of burden off the people who 
are required to pay the money. They who use sugar in the East and 
in the West, in the North and the South, arestill required to pay their 
2 cents upon the pound of sugar; and you have an equality in the col- 
lection. There is no difference between the laborer and the millionaire; 
each pays his 2 cents per pound upon the sugar he uses. You have 
equality there, but in the distribution of this gift, of this bounty, the 
equality ceases. 

I desired merely to make this suggestion more in the nature of a 
protest, because there is evidently power enough. There are strong, 
powerful States sufficient to pass this bill into a law; and when it is 
done, the next we shall hear if there be a few more such m and 
we can not stop, will be that we can not ask for a reduction of tariff 
duties because we must have money in the Treasury. 

It has been said here by the chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
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mittee and other distinguished gentlemen that it is extremely doubtful 
whether in the future there will be any surplusinthe Treasury. Then, 
had we not better pause? Thereisno need of hasteabout this. These 
great States, these wealthy States have paid this tax, a debt which they 
owed to the United States. They have received full consideration for 
it. Then, let the money remain in the Treasury to be appropriated in 
some other way besides paying it back to those who paid it. Let us 
see whether there will be an objectionable surplus in the revenue, and 
then direct our attention to the stoppage of taxation, which is the only 
matter of which the people complain. 

It may be deemed necessary in order to strengthen the arguments of 
the high protectionists, it may be necessary in order to strengthen the 
arguments of those who think that internal-revenue taxation should 
be continued, to show an apparent necessity for their continuance by 
pointing to a diminution of the amount in the Treasury; but I ask, 
of course without any expectation of its being complied with, that 
this money at least shall be equally distributed, because, as I have said, 
there is more justice in giving to the humble citizen who has lost his 
all and been beggared, there is more justice in paying a portion of his 
honest claim the government that d him on the ground 
of the necessities of war, than in paying three millions into the treas- 
ury of the State of New York, two millions into the t of Pennsyl- 
vania, and nearly two millions into the of the State of Ohio. 
You may do this because you have the power, but it will be only upon 
that ground. 

If the Southern States, as I have said before, are unable to pay their 
quota, forgive them the debt, if you please; but do not in connection 
with that, in the way of magnanimity or generosity, couple with it a 

proposition unjust as I think this proposition to be. erefore it is 
That I have a right to state, and I do state and believe, that this is only 
one of kindred propositions to deplete the Treasury so that there may 
be no apparent excuse for granting what the people ask—a reduction 
of taxation and a reduction of duties which weigh series upon the 
people of this nation. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask a question of the Senator from 
Vermont before he goes on. 

This bill disposes, as I understand, of something like $18,000,000 of 
assets, which are in the form y of charges against certain ’States 
and partly in the form of paid into the Treasury. I should be 

glad to know what the total is on the books, and how much of that 
fotal i is to be restored to the States in cash, and how much is to be ac- 
counted for simply by settling the accounts on the books by forgiving 
the debts. 

Mr. MORRILL. The nearest approach to accuracy on the subject 
that I have been able to arrive at is that a trifle over twelve millions 
of money will go out stirs the A ESY, and about five millions of un- 
paid tax will be relinquish: 

I will say, Mr. Preident, C ihai I think it is unnecessary to continue 
the debate after the very lucid speech of the Senator from Nebraska. 
We have the money on hand; we are not about to tax anybody for 
money to pay this debt, and it is the nearest approach to justice that 
it is possible to devise from all the information we can obtain on the 
subject from the Treasury Department, from documents, and from 
other sources. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now one word as to that proposition that we 
have the money on hand, as an excuse for taking $18,000,000 out of 
the Treasury that we have the $18,000,000 there. If we take $18,000,- 
000 out of the Treasury we must continue our excessive duties and 
taxes and put $18,000,000 more there again to provide for the expenses 
of this Government. It is a fallacious argument that we have the 
money there. Certainly we have it there. We could have no govern- 
ment without money there. But the fact is that $18,000,000 has been 
paid there when it has been required to be paid by the laws of this 
nation. It is there, and I say to my friend, and I desire to say to the 
people of this country that when that $18, 000,000 is taken out $18,- 
000,000 more will be drawn by taxation from the people to supply its 
place, and it necessarily must be so. 

But this and other projects like this are to be the excuse for con- 
tinuing to draw from the pockets of the people this unjust and, as I 
think, altogether oppressive burdens of taxation. Keep your eighteen 
million; do not give three million to New York which she does not need; 
she received consideration for what she gave. Give pensions to soldiers 
who are wasting out their lives in poor-houses, and then we can talk 
about the eighteen million being in the Treasury to pay the States. I 
have seen growing, and so have the people of this nation, this desire, 
this determination at every conceivable opportunity to deplete the 
Treasury of the United States so as to prevent any reduction in taxa- 
tion by the tariff and other things which the people of this nation feel 
to be oppressive and unjust. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think there ought to appear somewhere upon the 
record a statement of this account. The Senator from Vermont did 
not quite complete it, but the Chair has kindly furnished me some- 
thing upon the subject. The total amount is about $20,000,000 to be 
repaid, less 15 per cent., or $17,000,000, which, roughly, is cash $12,- 
000,000 to be taken out of the Treasury, and a reduction of the sur- 


plus to that amount and a credit of $5,000,000. That is to say, $17,- 
000,000 are disposed of by this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The occupant of the chair handed 
to the Reporter the Ti statement giving the amount to be repaid 
to each State under the operation of the bill, but it was not read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But it will appear in the RECORD, then. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand the necessity for this bill is in 
order to adjust the accounts between the Treasury and the several 
States of this Union. Personally I would prefer to have forgiven the 
debt due by the Southern States that were out of the Union when the 
tax was imposed so that the money could not be collected from them. 
I would have preferred myself that the committee should have pa 
posed, in order to adjust the accounts of the Treasury, to forgive 
delinquent States all their debt and let the money that had been aid 
in twenty-odd years ago remain in the Treasury. I remember when 
it was collected in my State. Being a direct tax, of course it had to 
be levied on all the States then recognized as being in the Union, 
the Southern States as well as the others. But the Roath States 
were not in a condition for the Government to collect it, and nobody at 
that time e that it would be collected outof the Southern States, 
But the States that were in the Union and could be reached by the 
Federal collectors were compelled to pay it. I know in my own State 
we assumed the debt and levied the tax upon the holders of real estate 
in the State and raised the money and paid it into the Treasury. I 
suppose that was done in most of the States. Now, you can not return 
it to the men who paid it; you return it to the State governments. 

As I before remarked, if the committee could have prepared a bill 
by geheral acquiescence providing that the delinquent States should 
be forgiven their debt I would have preferred that to any other ar- 
rangement. The bill seems to be equitable on the principle upon which 
it is proposed; that is, to return to the States which did pay the amount 
bia they paid and forgive the others. Personally I would have pre- 

erred the absolute gift to the States that were then Confederate States 
pee out of the Union, for at that time there was not a single member 
of Congress who ever expected one dollar of the tax levied on these 
States to be collected; but being a direct tax, and the Constitution re- 
quiring that all direct taxes should be equally laid, Congress had of 
course to apportion a part of it to the Southern States. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. This is a matterofimportance. Perhaps people 
generally may have given the matter some consideration, but I think 
there are Senators who have not had opportunity, certainly I have not 
had, to give it that thought which its importance deserves. I ask the 
Senator from Kentucky whether there was objection in the committee, 
or has there been in the Senate, to releasing the defaulting States from 
theirobligation by reason of this tax, without imposing the onerous con- 
dition of distributing the money actually collected back to the States 
that paid? 

Mr. BECK. I had the honor to serve for, I believe, six years upon 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the House and eight years in 
this body, and this has been a bone of contention and annoyance ever 
since I first came to Congress, and Isee no other equitable way to settle 
it unless the way we now propose. Weare able todoit. We shall 
never do it in any other way. It has been a contention all the time. 
Any attempt to give up what is charged to the Southern States when 
the others have paid the tax would be utterly impracticable, and such 
a proposition never could approach success. We can not do it in an 
other way than this. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES 
knows that when he was chairman of the Committee of Ways an 
Means in the House, and I served under him, we had the subject be- 
fore us, and at last, I believe, there is no way to do it but this. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Southern States had directly paid their 
quota under this law, does the Senator think there would ever have 
been a proposition to repay the other States what they paid? 

Mr. BECK. I think not. I think there would have been no neces- 
sity for it in that contingency. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely; that is the point I desire to impress 
on the Senate. Had all these defaulting States paid promptly, the 
Senator admits, as I presume the whole committee will admit, that 
there never would have been an attempt to divide this money among 
the States of the Union. Then they were em y this one 
question, how they should deal with the defaultin ting States. I fail to 
see in a proposition presented to Congress to relieve the defaulting States 
from the payment of their debt which by reason of certain circum- 
stances it may be magnanimous or even just, perbaps because of their 
poverty after the war, and I think the people generally will fail to see 
any reason why in doing that act of justice we should couple with it 
another act which has not the character of justice at all. The other 
States have paid their debt to the Government. They have only paid 
what they were obliged to pay—New York nearly $3,000,000, Pennsyl- 
vania nearly $2,000,000. They only paid what was their "due; and 
now because there are other debtors who have not pe theirs, is that 
any reason, any pretense even, why weshould pay back to the debtors 


who did pay and received consideration for a money, because there 

are poor defaulting debtors who can not pay 
I see no propriety in that, Mr. President, Aw I only want to stop 
h to protest, because I think all I may say will amount to 


long enoug 
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nothing. This thing is all fixed and settled, undoubtedly. New York 
must vote for it for the $3,000,000 that comes back to her treasury; 
Ohio must because there is a million and a half to go into her treasury, 
and she can not forego the opportunity to take a million and a half 
out of the Treasury of the United States. Pennsylvania gets nearly 
$2,000,000, and of course her statesmen must not hesitate a moment if 
they can put their hands in far enough and strong enough to take out 
$2,000,000 from the Treasury of the United States and put it into the 
treasury of the State. 

So the bill will go through. Why? Under what pretence? There 
are claims against you that you can pay with this $18,000,000. Can 
you, sir, stand before the people of Ohio and say it is just? ‘There is 
no justice in taking $3,000,000 out of the Treasury of the United States 
and putting it in the treasury of the State of New York. No New York 
Senator can make an argument that will induce the citizens of New 
York to believe there is anything justin that. There is no reason for 
it. We have claims on us, we have honest debts against this Govern- 
ment, we have citizens without number who have been impoverished 
by reason of the war, by having their property taken from them, as I 
said before, and they receive no consideration at the hands of a Senate 
which is willing to take $18,000,000 out of the Treasury and pay it 
where it does not belong, where there is no pretense of a claim for it, 
not the least; and you turn impoverished men from your doors and you 
refuse to give what the ordinary principles of justice require. You 
turn them out of the doors of your Senate Chamber when you acknowl- 
edge the justice and equity of their claims, and content yourselves with 
saying that to pe em would establish a precedent that would cost us 
millions of do 

Look at it just fora moment. These wealthy States with no claim 
against this Government are to receive this money, and you turnontof 
doors the beggared man who lost all in the track of war; you turn him 
out and tell him his claim is just and equitable, but there is danger 
that the may give out before such honest claims are paid. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is well, Mr. President, for the Senate to under- 
stand the true attitude of this case, so far as the Southern States are 
concerned. It has been stated on the floor that this question has been 
distinctly presented in the case of a debt due to the State of Georgia 
by the United States. What is the act under which the tax was ap- 
portons among the States, and what is the Constitution on that point? 

ut I especially now call atttention to the act. There was no attempt 
on the part of Congress to assess the tax against the State in its corpor- 
ate capacity; that is, to create a debt against the State as a State debt 
and a State obligation. The whole effect of the law of 1861 appor- 
tioning the tax among the several States was to authorize the tax-col- 
lectors of the United States to collect from the tax-payers in each State 
up to the amount apportioned to the State; and the result of all that 
legislation was simply that when the tax was assessed the separate share 
of each tax-payer became a legal debt to the United States, and unless 
the State by act of its Legislature assumed the debt, as that act pro- 
vided it might do, then there was no debt against the State. And so 
far now as the rebel States are concerned the tax stands in this atti- 
tude exactly: there is no claim against the State governments; none 
whatever. The claim which the United States have is against the tax- 
an pot a not against the tax-payers of 1887, but against the tax-pay- 
ers of 5 

It is an obligation which the tax-payers who then existed owed, each 
for his separate share of the tax. That is exactly the legal attitude of 
this case; and that view of it, I want to state to the Senate, has received 
the unanimous sanction of the Judiciary Committee of this body, who 
in the Georgia case directed the report of a bill to pay to the State that 
which the Treasury officials had detained from the State, which was her 
acknowledged right against the United States on account of this debt. 
The Judiciary Committee all agreed that it was such a set-off as could 
not be enforced against the State, because there was no legal obligation 
on the part of the State to pay it; and so it is with all the other States. 

I want the Senate to exactly understand the condition of the case. 
You may go into Mississippi and Georgia and collect as much of this tax 
as you can, but you must find the tax-payer of 1861; you must assess 
it upon him for the amount which he owed at that time. 

I wish the Senate to understand another proposition in this matter. 
The tax was no lien upon the land beyond two years; so that if a man 
in 1861 had 10,000 acres of land in Mississippi, and on that account owed 
$5,060 for taxes, and to-day he is insolvent, and his land belongs tosome- 
body else, you can not collect that at all. 

The equity of the bill, however, so far as the Southern States are 
concerned, is this, and I believe I shall vote for it upon that equity: 
The United States Treasury officials, by a ruling of the Treasury De- 
partment which is now acknowledged—not only now, but was under 
the last administration—to be erroneous, have charged on the books of 
the Treasury Department against each of the Southern States, for in- 
stance, Mississippi, the amount due by the tax-payers of that State of 
1861 under the actof 1861. They have charged it against the State asa 
State debt; and whenever anything is due from the United States to the 
State of Mississippi or the State of G ia, or any otherSouthern State, 
the Treasury officials, without warrant of law, acting, as they concede 
they are acting, in violation of law and in violation of the decision of the 


Judiciary Committee of this body, instead of paying the debt to the 
State, undertake to credit the State upon this charge which they have 


put on the books of the against the State without authority 
oflaw. In that way about $100,000 due the State of Mississippi by 
the Government has been kept on the books of the Treasury Depart- 
ment against this supposed and illegal charge made by the Treasury 
Department against the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Your proposition, as I understand it, is that it was 
unjust to the State of Mississippi that the United States should credit 
money due her as against this debt, that the tax was not a debt against 
the State, and therefore you consider it equitable, so far as Mississippi is 
concerned, to di the amount of the tax. Now, before you sit 
down will you please go on and show how you consider it equitable 
when New York State paid nearly $3,000,000 into the Treasury to pay 
back to New York the $3,000,600? 

Mr. GEORGE. I donotcare anything about thisbill. Ithink théy 
ought not to charge the State of Mississippi with this amount; but I 
see they are going to do it; I see they have been doing it all along; I 
see that the present administration will not change the rule on that 
subject; and there is some sort of equity, I suppose, in the idea that as 
these Northern States paid their movey to whip us fellows down 
there, and we did not pay our share of the cost of the whipping, now 
after the whipping is all over we ought to return to them the money 
which they paid for whipping us. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. MAHONE. I wish to ask if the bill covers the penalty imposed 
by the law of 1862 on individuals? 

Mr. MORRILL. It does not. 

Sage ics WYCK. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of 

e bill. 

Prien? see and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the hour of 2 o'clock has arrived. 

Mr. MORRILL and others. Let the roll-call proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call commenced. 

The Secre resumed and continued the calling of the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. If I were not paired I 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. MAXEy’s name was called), My colleague 
[Mr. Maxey] is absent. If present he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. HAWLEY (when Mr. PLATTS name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. PLATT] is absent by reason of indisposition in his family. 
If he were here I think he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when Mr. VANcE’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. VANCE] has just been called from the Senate. He is paired on 
party questions with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], but 
this is not a question of that character. If my colleague were here he 
would vote ‘*yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
HARRISON]. 

Mr. KENNA. Iannounced my pair with the Senator from New 
York, but I am assured he would vote for this proposition if present, 
and so I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is absent. I 
understand he is generally paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS]. It is unnecessary to say that if he were present my col- 
league would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that the absent Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Maxey], with whom I am paired, would vote ‘‘yea’’ if present, 
and therefore I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] is necessarily detained from 
the Senate. If present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 53, nay 1; as follows: 


YEAS—53. 3 
Aldrich; Dolph, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Allison, Eustis, McPherson, Spooner, 

k, Evarts, Mahone, Stanford, 

Blackburn, Farwell, derson, Teller, 
Blair, Frye, Mitchell of Oregon, Vest, 
Bowen, George, Morri Joorhees, 
Call, Gorman, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cameron, Gray, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Cheney, Ham pion; m, il 
Cockrell, Hawley, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, ‘oar, Sabin, Wilson of Md. 
Conger, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Dawes, Kenna, well, 

NAY—1. 

Van Wyek. 
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ABSENT—22. 

Berry, Edmunds, Ingalls. Plat 
Brown, Fair, Jona of Florida, Plumb, 
Butler, Gibson, Maxey, Pugh, 

den, Hale, Miller, Vance, 

Harris, Mitchell of Pa., 
Colquitt, Harrison, Morgan, 
So the bill was passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (S. 269) for the re- 
lief of W. H. Powell. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 7508) granting the right of way to the Annapolis and Baltimore 
Short-Line Railroad Company across the Government farm connected 
with the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md.; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 3d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 9) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting 
of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision of ques- 
tions arising thereon; and pia 

An act (S. 2589) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at Saint Louis, Mo. 


AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD ATTORNEYS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being Senate bill 2578. , 
~ The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting 
as attorneys or employés for railroad companies holding charters or 
having received grant of lands or pecuniary aid from the United States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from husetts ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. For what purpose? 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be laid aside informally, so that I might call up the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I shall occupy the attention of the Senate 
but a short time, and I prefer to say now what I wish to say on this 


bill. : 
The Senator from Iowa is entitled 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the floor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the bill we are now consid- 
ering was reported by the Committee on the Judiciary with a recom- 
mendation in favor of its It is true that the original bill as 
introduced by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] was not ap- 
proved by the committee, and that the report presents a substitute for 
that measure. But itis also true that the substitute approves the 
principle upon which the original bill is based. Hence the report of the 
committee by necessary implication affirms the constitutional power of 
Congress to pass either the original bill or the substitute. A report in 
favor of the of a measure which it presents conveys to the 
Senate, by implication at least, the judgment of the committee that 
the thing which it approves is not obnoxious to any constitutional ob- 
jection. 

The bill introduced by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] is 
as follows: 


That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House of Congress to ac- 
cept employment as attorney-at-law, or payment for services of any kind, or 


any gratuity whatever from any railroad company, or any officer or agent 
thereof, which obtainedits charter, orany tof lands, or pecunie aid from 
the United States; and any person who violates this provision shall be guilty 


of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction, be fined in any sum notexceeding 
and imprisoned not more than one year, in the discretion of the court, 

This bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary for its con- 
sideration. After due deliberation the committee reported it back to 
the Senate with an amendment in the nature of a substitute in form 
as follows: 


,000, 


aid from the United States, when measures 
such railroad are pending before Congress; or against any bank or 
corporation or other officer or nt thereof, which obtained its charter or any 
pecuniary aid from the United s; or from or against any corporation or 
sompeny, its officer or nt, engaged in the business of interstate commerce by 
land or water, or in the business of any interstate transportation, or in the trans- 


n, com- 


portation of the United States mails; or from or against any co’ 
i production, 


pany, firm, or person, or officer or agent thereof, engaged in 
manufacture, or sale in the United S! orin the business of importing into 
the United States from any foreign country, any article whatsoever upon the 
importation of which any customs duty is now levied, or shall af any time 
hereafter belevied; or from or nst any manufacturer of any article on which 
be} — tax is now levied, or s. at any time hereafter be levied, by any act 
of Con i 

SEC. g That any person who violates the provisions of this act shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and may be punished by imprisonment not exceeding one 
year, or by fine not exceeding $500, or by both, in the discretion of the court. 


This amendment received the support of a majority of the commit- 
tee. A minority of the committee reported an amendment in the fol- 
lowing language and form, namely: 

That it shall be unlawful forany member of either House of Congress, or any 
civil ofticerjof the United States, to accept employment as attorney-at-law, or pay- 
ment for servicesof any kind, or any gratuity whatever from any railroad com- 
pany, or any officer or agent thereof, which obtained its charter, or any grant 
of lands, or pecuniary aid from the United States; and any person who violates 
this provision shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction, be fined in 
any sum not exceeding $5,000, and imprisoned not more than one year, in the 
discretion of the court. 


This amendment incorporates into the original bill the words ‘‘or 
any civil officer of the United States.” 

In no other respect does it propose to change the form or text of the 
original bill. 

It will be apparent to every Senator that if these proposed amend- 
ments are within the constitutional power of Congress, then the original 
bill does not exceed that power. 

This was admitted by the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] 
when, in the course of the remarks which he made to the Senate on 
yesterday, he said: 

The Senator from Kentucky asked me how the amendment reported by the 
Committee on the er d improved the bill’s denunciation of lawyers. 
It has not improved his bill at ean but it has admitted the logic of his bill and 
applied it discreetly and decoro and logically to other employments, and 
that wound that the amendment of the Committee on the Jui 
to the bill has troubled the Senator from Kentucky. It has taken his logic and 
reduced it to an absurdity. The Senator denounced it as bringing ridicule and 
contempt on the profession. He even questioned the good taste of the members 
of the Judiciary Committee. Now Rie may read every clause here, and I defy 
him and challenge him to say that there is a clause here which is not according 
to the logic of his bill. ‘I do not think any distinction can be made in regard to 
some of the matters, nothing can be drawn in the way of distinction between 
the principle of the measure as it came from the hands of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky except that you say there is not any such occasion and is not any com- 
plaint, any restless apprehension about the other classes named in the amend- 
ment, I challenge the Senator to show the difference between any one of the 
clauses the Judiciary Committee has appended to that first clause to distinguish 
it from the operation of the first one except that there is some fear that some- 
oy, mere nk we may go too far in the ramifications of the principle of the 

nator’s š 


This is a very forceful affirmation of the constitutionality of the orig- 
inal bill when considered in connection with theaction of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary in respect of the two several amendments to that 
measure which it reported to theSenate. Surely nothing in this respect 
bas come from that committee, of which the Senator from New Yorkis 
a member, with the stamp of its approval accompanied by a denuncia- 
tion of unconstitutionality. No one will pretend that this isso. We 
are not dealing with any such ridiculous predicament as this. The 
bill is before the Senate with its constitutionality declared by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. From this judgment I did not and do not 
now dissent. On the contrary I concur in the opinion held by the other 
members of the committee that it is within the constitutional compe- 
tency of Congress to enact the bill of the Senator from Kentucky, or to 
substitute therefor either of the proposed amendments. The constitu- 
tional question being out of the way there still remains one of another 
character to be answered. Is there any sufficient reason to be found in 
considerations affecting public policy that demands or will justify the 

of this bill? The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGayn] in his 
remarks on the bill during the session of Friday last said: 

No bill of particulars, no cification of the facts which show a public neces- 
sity for the public criminal law we are asked to enact here, been stated; 
and I think it is due to the Senate of the United States before it shall act upon 
a matter of this kind, of this grave importance, that somebody should arise on 
the floor of the Senate and specify that at least some Senator had been guilty of 
some conduct of a character that was not reached by law-in the present state of 
the law, which required that our criminal laws should be amended by the in- 
troduction of this statute into them for its punishment. But nothing of that 
kind seems to have occu ; at all events it has not been named. 

If it could be shown here that some Senator had cast a corrupt vote for a land- 
grant railroad corporation there would be no difficulty in the exercise of the 
conceded constitutional right of the Senate to expel him from this body, for that 
right is expressly found in the Constitution, two-thirds of the Senate concur- 
ring therein, there was anything more than an outside suspicion to agitate 
the mind of this body to make an inquiry and an enactment of this kind based 
upon that inquiry it ought to be stated, so that the Senate would havea chance 
to expurgate itself by the ordinary methods known to rliamentary bodies, by 
the method secured in the Constitution of the United States, and not by going 
outside of this body and asking a court of justice in the District of Columbia, or 
wherever it may be, to impose penalties upon that Senator, penalties which may 
be exactly contrary to his duties in this body. 

Evidently that Senator had not discovered such a reason as the ques- 
tion I have stated suggests. But it seems to me that his view of the 
case, as presented in the quotation I have made from his remarks, is 
superficial. To wait until the things which he suggests shall have 
been done before applying to them the denunciation of law would not 
be, it seems to me, the best way to conserve the public welfare. It is 
not the usual mode of action in matters of this kind. Communities do 


has given 
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not wait until things which tend to their hurt have transpired before 
declaring against them the prohibition of affirmative law, and Iam glad 
to be able to say that the vote which I intend to cast for the enactment 
in proper form of the principle of this bill will not be induced by a 
belief that the things which the Senator from Alabama seems to think 
should precede the enactment of the proposed legislation do now exist. 
I have no sufficient reason for believing that such things do now exist. 
I place my support of the bill on a different ground. I believe that 
the bill presents a question of political ethics rather than of present 
criminal conduct. I believe that the ethical principle that it presents 
is a sound one, and that its recognition by affirmative law will be 
promotive of the public good. Holding to this view of the case I can 
not vote against the principle and purpose of this bill, and I shall de- 
rive more satisfaction from the fact of voting to affirm a correct canon 
of political ethics than I possibly could from a conviction of the present 
existence of results which it aims to prevent and which the Senator 
from Alabama affirms should precede its enactment. 

Mr. President, I am not unmindful of the often-asserted charges and 
frequently-expressed suspicions which come to usin the public press, and 
in other ways, and through a multitude of channels indicating a pretty 
widespread demand for some such legislation as this bill proposes. I 
can not but believe that this demand does very great injustice to this 
body. If called upon to name a member of this Senate who could be 
knowingly swerved from the conscientious di of legislative duty 
by reason of professional employment, I could not doit. I donot be- 
lieve that the case exists. _ Still I shall vote for the affirmation of the 
doctrine of this bill, without thereby expressing in the slightest de- 
gree even a suspicion, not to say belief, that any t member of 
this body by accepting professional employment of kind and character 

hibited by its terms would thereby surrender himself to influences 

m which that unknown quantity called bias is evolved, and I make 
this statement without any intention of entering upon a discussion of 
the subjects to be found in that interesting field of mental phenomena 
which in all ages have appeared as the results of the subtle foree of in- 
tellectual operations inappreciable to the persons affected, but never- 
theless affirmative in the matter of inducing effects. 

It is in this field of inquiry that the reasons for the suspicions and 
beliefs which may have found lodgment in the public mind in respect 
of the propriety of such legislative action as this bill su; can be 
found; and the fact that so many people are inclined to enter upon 
that field of inquiry and therein formulate suspicions and beliefs is a 
forceful suggestion, as it seems to me, why we should declare by law 
the correct principle of political ethics upon which this measure rests. 
If it does no more than serve as a protection to the good name of the 
branch of the public service to which it relates, it will not wholly fail 
in the office to which it is assigned. It is best on all accounts that no 
encouragement be given to the people to have other than a good opin- 
ion of the public service and of all connected therewith. 

I recognize it as a part of my public duty to do whatsoever I right- 
fully may to protect the good name of the branch of the public service 
to which I belong. But I do not expect all others to agree with me in 
all that I may do to effect that end. I can only act for myself as the 
light which I have may pointthe way. The debate on this bill has dis- 
closed sharp divergences of opinion, and they will be affirmed by the 
final vote when it shall have been cast. It seems to me a duty to vote 
for its passage in such form as will most tend to effect its declared pur- 
pose. It is, doubtless, quite as clear to others that the principle of the 
billisallwrong. But however we may differ here, Iam quite sure that 
an affirmative declaration of the doctrine of this bill will be approved 
by the thoughtful people of this country. And this approval will, in 
my judgment, be given—not because of a belief that the members of this 
body are corrupted by the methods suggested by the bill, but for that 
other and better reason that it will be regarded as a marked recognition 
of a correct printiple of political ethics, as well as a resolute affirmation 
of sound public policy. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to lay aside this business and take up the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not like to antagonize appropriation bills, but I 
know the Indian appropriation bill passes almost on the reading of it, 
and this bill will perhaps take less than half the time to finish it, if it 
is disposed of now, that it will take if it be postponed for a day or two. 

Mr. DAWES. If no other Senator desires to speak on it—— 

Mr. BECK. I do not know of any; but I think we can more readily 
dispose of it now than if it is postponed, and the Indian bill is a very 
simple one. 

Mr. DAWES. I will not interpose if the bill can be disposed of 
during the next hour; but it is very important, considering that the 
Post-Office appropriation bill is expected to be brought up to-morrow, 
that the Indian bill be finished to-day, but I will wait a little while. 

Mr. FRYE. Let us come to a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, in the 
chair). The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] to perfect the text of the bill. The amendment 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 


After the word “kind,” in line 5 of the original 
XV ITI——85 


bill, it is to strike out down to and including the word 
“court,” in line 11, in the following words: 

From any railroad company, or any officer or agent thereof, which obtained 
its charter, or any tof lands, or peer. aid from the United States; and 
any person who violates this provision shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, 
on conviction, be fined in any sum not exceeding $5,000, and imprisonment not 
more than one year, in the discretion of the court. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


In opposition to the United States, in any case to which the United States may 
bea party, or in which its interests may be concerned, or from any railroad com- 
pany which obtained its charter, or any grant of lands, or pecuniary aid from 
the United States, if such member shall have reasonable cause to believe that 
measures specially affecting the interests of such railroad are pending before 
Congress, or are about to be so pending during his term of office, Any person 
who violates the provisions of this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
may be punished by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by a fine not ex- 
ceeding , or by both, in the discretion of the court. 


Mr. DOLPH. I should like to inquire what the amendment just 


read is, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on the Judiciary re- 
ported a substitute for the original bill, and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] moves to perfect the text of the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the proposed amendment, just read, take the 
place of the amendment reported by the committee ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not entirely. 

Mr. FRYE. Very largely. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call for the reading of the amendment, then, as it 
would stand if the amendment to the bill were adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFMICER. Thebillasit would stand, ifamended, 
will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House of Congress to ac- 
cept employment as attorney-at-law, or payment for services of any kind, in 
opposition to the United States, in any case to which the United States may be 
a party or in which its interests may be concerned, or from any railroad com- 
ang Saray obtained its charter, or an t of lands, or pecuniary aid from 
the United States, if member shal ve reasonable cause to believe that 
measures erap Erreg top the interests of such railroad are pending before 
Congress, or are ut to be so pending yg Eren term of office. Any person 
who violates the provisions of this act shall guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
may be punished by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by fine not ex- 
ceeding or by both, in the discretion of the court. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make one remark on that amendment. 
It is a very difficult question to be determined by a jury whether the 
member of Congress had reasonable ground to believe so and so. With 
that provision in, it would be almost impossible to convict any party 
who should say that he was ignorant that anything affecting the in- 
terests of arailroad would come before Congress, For that reason alone 
the amendment ought to be voted down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. COKE called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire if this amendment should 
be voted in, would it be in order to propose the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. SAULSBURY], which I think is a better 
amendment than this? Will it be in order after this is adopted, if it 
should be, to move that amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is a motion to perfect the orig- 
inal text. After that is perfected the proper question will be the 
amendment proposed by the committee. Then it will be in order to 
amend the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. Are we voting on the substitute of the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendmentof the Senator from Delaware is a sub- 
stitute for the original bill. Therefore the Chair is entirely right in 
saying that this is to be voted on first. Then that will be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is one to 
perfect the original bill introduced by the Senator from Kentucky. 
After that has been perfected, then the next proper question will be on 
the amendment proposed by the Judiciary Committee, which is sub- 
ject to amendment. A 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Would it be in order now to offer my amend- 
ment, which isin the nature of a substitute for the whole bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis notin order now. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. DAWES (after having voted in the affirmative). It did not oc- 
cur to me when I voted that I was paired with the absent Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Maxry]. I withdraw my vote. If he were present, I 
should vote for the amendment. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. Maxey] if pres- 
ent would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. KENNA. Iam paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER]. If not paired, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] is paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. The Senator from 
Tennessee requested me to announce the pair and to say that he would 
vote against all these amendments. If present, he would vote ‘‘nay”’ 
on this amendment, 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam paired on this question with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If he were present, I should vote “‘nay.”’ 
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Mr.COCKRELL, _ I am paired forthe day with the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], who is necessarily detained at home in consequence 
of the indisposition of his family. I understand if present that he 
would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and therefore I will let my vote ‘“‘nay’’ stand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (after having voted in the affirmative). I with- 
draw my vote. I am reminded of what I did not observe before, that 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], with whom I am paired on 
this bill and everything else, is not here. So I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iam paired with the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. HARRISON], but I have transferred the pair to the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON], so that those two Senators are now 

red. 


The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—2%. 

Pee Evarts, McMillan, tela 
3 Farwell Mahone, herman, 

Bower, Frye, Morrill, Spooner, 
Call, Hale, Payne, Teller, 
Cheney, Hawley, Pagh, Williams. 
Conger, E 4 Riddleberger, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 

NAYS—21. 
Aldrich, Coke, McPherson, Whitthorne, 

ik, Dolph, Manderson, Wilson of Iowa, 
A Fair, Mitchell oġOreg., Wilson of Md. 
Rlackiaien, George, Saulsbury, 
utler, Gorman, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
e ABSENT—2. 
Brown, Gibson, Maxey, Sabin, 
Camden, Gray, Miller, Stanford, 
Cameron, Ham Mitchell of Pa., Vance, 
Chace, x Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, $ Palmer, Vest. 
Dawes, In; Platt, 
Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Eustis, enna, Ransom, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], which will be 
read, it being to perfect the amendment reported by the committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 11 of the amendment of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, after the word ‘‘Congress,’’ it is proposed to strike 
out all down to the end of section 2, as follows: 

Or from or any bank or corporation, or other officer or agent thereof, 
which obtained its charter or any pecuniary aid from the United States ; or from 
or against any corporation or company, its officer or agent, engaged in the busi- 
ness of interstate commerce by land or water, or in the business of any inter- 
ion, or in the vena, Skaren United States mails; or from or 

company, „Or m, or officer or agent thereof, en- 
gaged in the production, manufacture, or sale in the United States, or in the busi- 
ness of importing into United States from any foreign country, any article 
w upon the importation of which any customs duty is now levied, or 
shall at any time hereafter be levied ; or from oragainst any manufacturer of any 
article on which an excise-tax is now levied, or shall at any time hereafter be 
levied, by any act of Congress. 

Sec. 2. That any person who violates the provisions of this act shall be guilty 
ofa misdemeanor,and may be punished by imprisonment not ex one 
year, or by fine not ex g $500, or by both, in the discretion of the court. 


Mr. BECK. Is that the amendment of the Judiciary Committee? 
There is so much noise we can not hear. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentjust read is anamend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida to the amendment proposed 
by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BECK. I have endeavored to get every amendment, but I have 
not seen that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thependingamendmentis theamend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. BECK called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know before I vote on that amend- 
ment whether the last vote substituted the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] for the original bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It did substitute the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts for the original bill so far as it went. 
The Chair will state to the Senator from Mississippi that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts was not an entire 
erring but a substitute for the greater portion of the text of the 

Mr. GEORGE. The print I have reads, ‘‘Strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert the following.” That was offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. FRYE. That was not the amendment voted on. 

Mr. GEORGE. It reads, “Strike out all after the enacting clause.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts was not to strike out all after the enacting clause, but 
after the word ‘‘kind’’ in line 5, and insert what the Senate has 
already agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask the attention of the Senator from Kentucky. 
I suggest to him that he allow this bill to be laid aside informally and 


state 
against any co 


that we take up the Indian appropriation bill. [‘‘Oh,no.’?] Let the 
Senate come to understand where it stands on this bill. 

Mr. BECK. I hope that will not be done. A postponement of this 
bill now will involve a good deal more debate. I believe we have all 
agreed not to debate it any more, If the bill goes over another day 
there may be extended debate. Iam willing to go on now and have it 
disposed of. The Indian appropriation bill, as the Senator knows, can 
pass in an hour any day, as the House and Senate committees have not 
disagreed at all on any matter of principle. 

Mr. HOAR. We can finish this bill in a few minutes. 

Mr. BECK. Let us have it disposed of. 

Several SENATORS. Go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Rea the Oats ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] to the amend- 
ment of the Judiciary Committee. 

oh CALL. That amendment will leave the committee’s bill to 
read : 

Thatitshall be unlawful for any member of either House of Congress to accept 
employment as attorney-at-law, or payment for services of any kind, in oppo- 
sition to the United States, in any case to which the United States may be a 
party or in which its interests may be concerned; or from or against any rail- 
road company which obtained its charter, or any grant of lands, or pecuniary 


aid from the United States, when measures specially affecting the interests of 
such railroad are pending before Congress. 


Mr. BECK. The motion of the Senator, I understand, is to strike 
out all that part of the amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary 
after the word ‘‘Congress,’’ in line 11? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the Senator from Florida does not pro- 
pose to strike out all the rest of the bill, but simply the rest of that 
section ? 

Mr. BECK. The rest of that section. 

Mr. CALL. I propose only to go to the end of that section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 
The yeas and nays have been ordered on this amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. I would vote 
for this amendment if I were not paired, 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called), On all questions per- 
taining to this bill I am paired with the Senator from Georgia Mr. 
Brown]. Ido not know how he would vote on this particular prop- 
osition; so I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire tosay that my colleague [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] on all ques- 
tions relating to this bill. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the negative). I had forgotten 
when my name was called that I was paired with the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. I nowannounce the pair again, and on 
all further votes on this bill I shall not announce it. I withdraw my 
vote on this amendment. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 


[Mr. CHACE]. 
The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—23. 
Beck, ` Callom. Hale, Voorhees, 
oR Eustis, $ Hampton, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Fair, Jones of Arkansas, Whitthorne, 
Bowen, Frye, McPherson, Wilson of Md. 
Call, George, Manderson, 
Cameron, Gorman, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Gray, Vest, 

NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Morrill, Sawyer, 
Allison, Evarts, Payne, Spooner, 
Blair, Farwell, Pugh, ller, 
Butler, Hawley, m, Williams, 
Cheney, Hoar, Riddieberger, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cockrell, Mahone, Sabin, 
Conger, Mitchell of Oreg., Saulsbury, 

ABSENT—25. 

Brown, Harris, Maxey, Sewell, 
Camden, Harrison, Miller, Sherman, 
Chace. Ingalls, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Vance. 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Edmunds, Kenna, Piatt, 
Gibson, McMillan, Plamb, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Idesire now, if it is in order, to offeran amend- 
ment as a substitute for ihe whole bill as amended. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in order now, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair. The amendment would be in order as a substitute 
for the amendment reported by the committee, but a substitute for the 
whole bill is not now in order in the opinion of the Chair. The Chair 
will state to the Senator from Delaware that the pending question is 
on the amendment by the Judiciary Committee. To that, 


roposed 
if the Senator from Deaware desires, he can offer a substitute. 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. Then I will offer my amendment as a substi- 
tute for the amendment of the Judiciary Committee. That is in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask for information. Does not the amendment 
offered by my colleague [Mr. PLATT], similarly in the nature of a sub- 
stitute, precede the amendment of the Senator from Delaware? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has not been advised of 
any such amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask that the clerks may inform the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator’s col- 
league has not been formally offered, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] gave notice 
that he would offer it at the proper time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I give notice that I shall offer it at the first oppor- 
tunity. I thought he had offered it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been offered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has been printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY], intended as a substitute for the 
amendment reported from the Judiciary Committee, will be stated. 

Mr. DOLPH. First let the amendment of the committee as it now 
stands be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Judiciary 
Committee will be read. 

Several SENATORS. It has not been amended. 

Mr. DOLPH. If it has not been amended I do not care to have it 


read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been amended. The 
amendment proposed to it was voted down. 

Mr. BECK. Do I understand the Chair to say that it has not been 
amended ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The only amendment to it that has 
been offered since the present occapant of the chair has been in the 
chair was the amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], 
which was voted down by a majority of 1 vote. 

Mr. BECK. I understood that the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] was adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Kentucky that that was not an amendment to the amendment of 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BECK. What was it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itwas an amendment to the original 
text, and was agreed to. The amendment now proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by 
the Committee on the Judiciary, it is moved to insert : 

‘That it shall be unlawful for any member of Congress to accept woe pp loses 
as general counsel or attorney, or receive payment for services as general 
counsel or attorney, from any railroad company, or from any officer or agon 
thereof, which obtained its charter or any grant of land or pecuniary aid from 
the United States: Provided, That this act shall not be construed to prevent 
members of either House of Con: from appearing as counsel in suits by or 
against such railroad companies in the State or Federal courts, when the United 
States is not a party or interested in the result of said suits, or wherethe subject- 
matter of any such suit is pending before Congress, or such member of Con; 
porn fri oma ground to believe the subject will come before Congress for its 

Mr. HALE. I should like the Senator from Delaware to explain to 
the Senate what he believes to be the legal effect or purport of the 
words ‘‘ general counsel ?’’ P 

Mr. SAULSBURY. My understanding is that railroad companies 
are in the habit of employing and retaining counsel as their general 
counsel to serve them in such capacities as the interests of the railroad 
companies may require, at a fixed salary. That is the case at least in 
the section of the country in which I live, and I understand that it is 
the system pursued by railroad companies generally. I believe that 
relation to be inconsistent with the position of a°*member of Congress, 
but I do not believe that it is inconsistent with the duties which we 
owe as members of Congress to the Government for a Senator to appear 
in the courts in special cases where the Government is not interested, 
in private suits between parties, and I have sought to draw that dis- 
tinction. 

There are general counsel engaged by roads who retain that position, 
and itis that relation which I believe to be inconsistent with the duties 
of a member of Congress, because, naturally, being employed for the 

urpose of looking out for the general interests of the corporation which 
ka retained him, he may come in conflict with the duties which he 
owes here in questions that come before Congress relating to the par- 
ticular road which had thus retained him. 

Mr. HALE. Ithink I see clearly now what the Senator has in view; 
but does not the proviso of the Senator’s amendment in the terms take 
care of all cases where railroads or corporations have suits in the courts 
with private parties in which the United States is not interested, and 
would it not be very easy under the term ‘‘general counsel’? to evade 
the effect of the amendment and take away what the Senator desires? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The relation of general counsel is inhibited by 
my amendment. ; 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; but it no further. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It goes no further. 
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Mr. HALE. It does not prevent railroads which have received Gov- 
ernment benefactions from employing counsel outside of the courts, 
where they have private litigation for a certain time or for a specified 
object even, although the Government may be interested. As I un- 
derstand it it only applies to the relation where a counsel is engaged, 
for instance, by the year at a regular salary, but it would not prevent 
a company from employing a member of Congress as an attorney for a 
specific purpose, even if that involved him in relations to the 
Government or in the relation of defending the railroad where it had a 
suit with the Government. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand the amendment to prohibit a 
member of Congress first from assuming the relation of general counsel. 
I understand that the amendment further would prohibit any member 
of Congress from acting as special counsel in any particular case where 
the Government of the United States was a party to the suit or inter- 
estedin the resultof the suit. Thatis my understanding of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. Where does the Senator find that provision? It is 
not in the printed amendment as I have it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The first clause in the substitute which I have 
offered is an inhibition against the employment of a member of Congress 
as general counsel or attorney for railroads of a particular class. 

The proviso as printed reads: 

That this act shall not be construed to preyent members of either House of 
Congress from appearing as counsel in suits by or against such railroad com- 
paon in son ager PTER seed when the United States is not a party or 

Mr. HALE. That takes care of the private litigation of companies, 
and allows the attorney to appear. Where in the amendment as 
printed is the provision which prohibits members of Congress from ap- 
pearing asattorneys and co for railroad companies in special cases 
where the Government is interested, unless the amendment of the Sen- 
ator contains something more than there is in the printed text? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have added an additional clause, which is in 
manuscript: 

Or where the subject-matter of any such suit is eating before Con or 
such member of Con; has reasonable ground to believe the subject will come 
before Congress for its action. 

Mr. HALE. I do not find that in the printed amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No; I added it at the suggestion of the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] after the amendment was printed. 

I wish to state in reference to the amendment that the inhibition of 
the employment of general counsel differs from the original bill or from 
any amendment which has been offered to the bill in this particular, 
that it does not undertake to define the crime; it does not undertake 
to prescribe any punishment, but follows the course which was pur- 
sued in reference to appearances before, the Court of Claims, and is a 
mere inhibition of such employment. It does not undertake to provide 
any punishment for the crime; it leaves that to be dealt with, on the 
idea that members of Congress, being law-makers, would faithfully ob- 
serve a statute which they had themselves enacted. 

There is nothing degrading to the Senate in such a proposition, and 
I have no doubt thatif my amendment should become the law no mem- 
ber of Congress would assume the relation of general counsel for rail- 
roads in any case or would appear in any case in a court where the in- 
terests of the Government were involved in any way. It would be in 
harmony with the action that was had with reference to appearances in 
the Court of Claims, where there was a simple inhibition against mem- 
bers of Congress appearing in the court; and I believe that that is all 


the legislation we need. . 
Mr. HALE. Ifit js in order, I move to strike out in lines 4 and 5 
the word ‘‘general’’ before ‘‘counsel,’’ where it occurs in both lines, 


That would leave the first part of the amendment with a clear inhibi- 
tion against members of Congress accepting employment as attorneys 
from railroad companies. That of itself would be so complete that 
without the proviso following no member of Congress could be employed 
at all by these corporations, but with the proviso which follows, ‘“That 
this act shall not be construed to prevent members of either House of 
Congress from appearing as counsel in suits by or against such railroad 
companies in the State or Federal courts, when the United States is not 
a party or interested in the result of said suits,” the sweeping clause 
of the first part of the amendment will be so modified that members of 
Congress can appear in all that great domain of suits where the United 
States is not interested; and with this amendment I believe the object 
that should be sought for will ba accomplished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Maine that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Dela- 
ware is already an amendment in the second degree. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I accept the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is accepted. 

Mr. BECK. Let the amendment be read as modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware proposed as a substitute for the amendment reported from 
the Judiciary Committee will be read as modified on the suggestion of 
the Senator from Maine. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4 and in line 5, of the matter proposed 
to be inserted, strike out the word ‘‘general;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be unlawful for any member of Congress to accept employment 
as counsel or attorney, or receive payment for services as such co! or attor- 
ney,from any railroad company, or from any officer or agent thereof which ob- 
tained its charter or any grant of land or pecuniary aid from the United States: 
mapesa That this act l not be construed to prevent members of either 
House of Congress from appearing as counsel in suits by or against such rail- 
road companies in the State or Federal courts, when the United States is not a 
party or interested in the result of said suits, or where the subject-matter of any 
such suit is pending before Congress, or such member of Con, has reasona- 
ble ground to believe the subject will come before Congress for its action. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware that he modify 
his amendment further by leaving out the words which are in manu- 
script and not in the printed text. It seems to me itis very clear and 
pithy as left in the printed text as now amended, and covers every 
ground that it should be sought to cover. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That is my own impression. I put in those 
words at the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senatorfrom Delaware fur- 
ther modify his amendment? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will omit the part in manuscript from the 
amendment. 

Mr. COKE. How does the amendment now stand ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware as now modified will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. From the matter proposed to be inserted strike 
out the words: y 

Or where the subject-matter of any such suit is pending before Congress, or 
such member of Congress has reasonable ground to believe the subject will 
come before Congress for its action, 

Mr. HALE. I understand the Senator from Delaware withdraws 
that part of the amendment. 
ie x SAULSBURY. Yes; the manuscript part which has just been 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thé amendment of the Senator from 
cease ny to the amendment of the Judiciary Committee will be so 
modified. 

Mr. HOAR. Thereseems tobe still a misunderstanding in the Cham- 
ber among some Senators with whom I have conversed, regarding the 
parliamentary position of this question. I desire to ask the Chair if 
this be the position of the question: The Senator from Kentucky moved 
as an original bill A, to which the Committee on the Judiciary proposed 
a substitute B. The original bill A was amended by the amendment 
which I reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. HOAR. Then to the substitute B, the Senator from Delaware 
moves his amendment as a substitute by striking out and inserting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the situation. 

Mr. HOAR. If the amendment of the Senator from Delaware be 
adopted, then the further question will be whether the substitute B 

(which is the amendment of the Senator from Delaware, if that be 
adopted) shall be substituted for the original bill as it has been 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let us have the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware fixed as he desires it before we vote upon it. I understand 
that he modifies it by striking out the last clause, which is in written 
words and not in print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware will ad- 
vise the Secretary as to the precise character of his amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The precise character of my amendment is now 
as it was printed, except as it was modified or the suggestion of the 

-Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], by striking out the word ‘‘general”’ 
before ‘‘counsel,’’ in lines 4 and 5. 

Mr. HALE. That is it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
substitute proposed by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to know whether the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware is not still amendable? 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My only doubt is whether the amendment I pro- 
pose to offer would be an amendment in the third degree. I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate to the amendment submitted by my 
colleague [Mr. PLATT], which has been printed, and is, I suppose, upon 
Senators’ tables. Isuggest that'westrike out all after the words ‘‘mem- 
ber of,” in the third line of the pending amendment— 


That it shall be unlawful for any member of— 


And insert my colleague’s amendment; so as to read: 


That it shall be unlawful for any member of cither House of Congress to ac- 
cept employment as attorney-at-law, or receive compen: on for services ren- 
, in o) tion to the interests of the United States, in any suit, action, or 
other matter in the result of which the United States is directly or indirectly 
interested, or in respect of which any question is pending before Congress, or 
in respect of which such member reasonable cause to believe legislation by 
Congress may be asked. 


SEC. 2. That any person who violates the provisions of this act shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and may be punished by imprisonment not exceeding one 
year, or by fine not exceeding $500, or by both, in the discretion of the court. 


The essence of the amendment proposed by my colleague is this: It 
makes no reference to land-grant roads or any other roads, but forbids 
a member of either House of Congress to be retained in opposition to 
the interests of the United States in any matter of controversy before 
the courts of the United States. It covers the whole question once for 
all, and ends the discussion. I move that as an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In the first place, I am opposed to that amend- 
tment, and perhaps I can afford, as well as any other member of the 
Senate, to oppose it. I have never been retained by a railroad company 
in any suit which such company have ever had. It has been my fort- 
une to fight the railroad companies in my own State, not only in the 
State courts but in the circuit court of the United States and in the 
Supreme Court of the United States. So I can afford now, never hav- 
ing been employed as a railroad attorney, to say that I believe the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut would do great injustice 
to the profession by excluding them from legitimate practice. 

I am opposed to the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut on 
another ground. It undertakes, as the original bill does, and as every 
amendment which has been offered does, except my own, to define, 
and to punish as a crime, employment of members by railroad com- 
panies. To that Iam opposed. The mere inhibition, without desig- 
nating that it shall be either a misdemeanor or a felony, or without 
prescribing a penalty of imprisonment or a fine, will be more consist- 
ent, as I think, with the character of legislators dealing with them- 
selves, who will obey an inhibition of law just as readily as they would 
if the penalty of the penitentiary, of the jail, or of a fine, was imposed 
upon them. _ 

I am opposed to it on all these grounds. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator’s objection goes only to the second sec- 
tion of the amendment proposed by my colleague, the punitive section. 
Suppose we omit that. Omitting that, the prohibition in the first sec- 
tion the Senator does not criticise at all. It simply forbids members 
of Congress from being employed iy sarees the United States, in opposi- 
tion to the interests of the United States, in any legal matter. As to 
whether the punitive clause should be there or not, that I consider, as 
the Senator from Delaware does, a matter of indifference. That is to 
say, it is quite as well it should be omitted. I agree with him that 
the prohibition is sufficient, but I think the general prohibition against 
employment in opposition to the interests of the United Statesis a just 


one. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Dela- 
ware to two things, which are mere matters of phraseology and not of 
intent. In the first place, he prohibits the employment as counsel or 
attorney by general language. Then he provides that the act shall not 
be construed to prevent members of either House of Congress from ap- 
pearing as counsel in suits in the State or Federal courts; but he does 
not, I suppose, mean to prohibit them from giving opinions, drawing 
instruments, and to be consulted as chamber counsel in matters in which 
the United States has no interest. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Itis applied to a distinctive class of counsel; 
that is, to the general attorneys who are conferred with in reference to 
everything connected with the interests of the company. 

Mr. HOAR. But my friend does not take my point. I am noterit- 
icising his object, assuming that to be all right, but I am asking whether 
his language effects his object. The Senator prohibits all employment 
in the beginning. Then he makes an exception of what he considers 
innocent or harmless, but he has only excepted from the general pro- 
hibition the appearing as counsel in suits in court. He ought to add 
to his exception the right to be employed not in court; that is, in giv- 
ing opinions or drawing instruments where it does not affect the United 
States at all. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think I would prefer my amendment in the 
form it is in. $ 

Mr. HOAR. Let me call my friend’s attention to another point. 
He has prohibited the accepting of compensation in all cases. He has 
come in and said, ‘‘ You may act as counsel in a certain case,” but he 
does not allow the counsel to be compensated for that service. I think 
the Senator will see that the last part of his amendment will have to 
be redrawn a little to carry out what he desires. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not think so. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator mean to allow the person only to 
appear without compensation ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis what the Senator says by his amendment. He 
says the attorney who 1s a member of Congress shall not have any 
compensation for anything, but he may appear in a suit in a State 
court. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not think that construction can be put 
upon it. 

TMr. HOAR. That is what you say by the amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not think thatis a fair construction of it. 

Mr. HOAR. Then why not make it right? The Senator provides 
that they shall not be employed as counsel at all. ‘Then he makes his 
exception for the appearing in court in suits. Why shall not Mr. 
Thurman, of Ohio, being a member of the Senate, give an opinion to 
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a railroad company as to the effect of a certain lease with another rail- 
road company, and be paid $50 or $100 for it, in vacation; or why shall 
not Mr. Thurman, of Ohio, being a member of the Senate, wa 
lease or a contract between two railroad companies, with which the 
United States has nothing todo? The Senator prohibits that. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I did that designedly, because whatever we 
may think about it there is, perhaps, a prejudice in the popular mind 
that the Congress of the United States is being filled up to a certain 
extent by gentlemen connected with the large railroad corporations. 
That may be true, or it may not be true; but, admitting that it is not 
true in fact, nevertheless that opinion is extant in the land, and we 
owe it to ourselves to extricate ourselves from any supposed influences 
of that kind. An honest prejudice, although it may be only a preju- 
dice, is entitled to respect; and, while I may not at all times yield to 
such a prejudice when we can so far adjust ourselves to the prejudice 
as to wipe out any stigma upon Congress, I believe we owe it to our- 
selves to do it. 

My object in the amendment was that theonly service whicha mem- 
ber of Congress should perform for a railroad company should be to go 
into the courts openly and above board, to argue the questions in litiga- 
tion in open court, because if you permit them to sit in their offices 
and act as private counsel you have no restraint over them whatever; 
but when they are exposed to public view, and theirservices are known 
to the public, then it will be understood. 

I think the amendment suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts 
would virtually annul all the previous provisions of the amendment 
I propose. Therefore, for myself, I prefer to abide by that amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to make an inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to move an amendment. After the word 
“í courts,” in line 11 of the amendment of the Senator from Delaware, 
I propose to insert ‘‘ and receiving compensation forthe same.” That 
would make the proviso read: 

That this act shall not be construed to prevent members of either House of 
oes. from appearing as counsel in suits by or against such railroad compa- 


é State or Federal courts, and receiving compensation for the same, 
when the United States is not a party or interested in the result of said suits. 


That makes it clear. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iwill accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware accepts 
the modification. The question is on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Delaware as modified. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg pardon; the question is on the amendment 
which I offered. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is exactly what I desired to inquire. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwish to move an amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Delaware. I desire to perfect the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishall withdraw my colleague’s amendment for the 
present. 

Mr. HOAR. I propose to substitute for the word ‘‘ appeari g” in 
line 10 of the amendment of the Senator from Delaware, the word “‘act- 
ing,” and to strike out the words: 

In suits by or against such railroad companies in the State or Federal courts; 

So as to read: 

From acting as counsel and receiving compensation for the same when the 
United States is not a party or interested in the result. 

I will say ‘‘in the subject-matter ’’— 
of said suits. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware ac- 
cept the amendment suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr.SAULSBURY. The effect of that modification would be to per- 
mit every member of Congress who is a lawyer to sit in his office and 
to act as counsel and to give opinions outside of the courts. There is 
not any business for the railroad companies—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, I shall not press the 
amendment against his judgment. He has framed his amendment to 
suit himself, and I shall not embarrass action upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment suggested by theSen- 
ator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the Senator from Dela- 
ware is withdrawn. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the last amendment. The first one the 
Senator from Delaware accepts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware as modified. 

Mr. BECK. Let it be read as it has been patched up. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the first vote will be on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut with- 
drew his amendment. The amendment as finally submitted by the 
Senator from Delaware will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by 
the Committee on the Judiciary, it is moved to insert: 


House of Congress from appearing as counsel in suits by or against such rail- 


road companies in the State or Federal courts, and receivin; 
= Argon when the United States is nota party or interested 
su 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment moved by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] 
which has just been read, and which is proposed as a substitute for the 
amendment reported from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER. [I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not propose to inflict a speech upon 
the Senate. The amendment of theSenator from Delaware, if itshould 
finally become a law, would be a little bit better than nothing; but it 
is so near nothing that it is hardly worth while for the Senate to take 
time about it. It allows any Senator or Representative in Congress to 
be counsel in all the great suits of the railroad companies. They may 
sit here with $100,000 of the money of the Union Pacific, the Central 
Pacific, the Northern Pacific, or any of the great land-grant roads of 
the country, in their pockets, and because they have received no fee in 
a particular matter which Congress isconsidering, notwithstanding they 
have received fees and have been employed for the purpose (without 
their knowledge and consent perhaps) of standing by as the counsel for 
the company in every other case, they are to be regarded as disinter- 
ested men! That is the meaning of the amendment. 

When E introduced the bill first, I meant to strike at a great evil, 
and I limited it carefully so as not to interfere with the general em- 
ployment of lawyers beyond their employment by those corporations 
and persons who had great and important interests before the Congress 
of the United States. The language of my bill was as follows: 

‘That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House of Con, to ac- 
cept employment as attorney-at-law, or payment for services of any kind, from 
any ra company, or any officer or nt thereof, which obtained its 
charter, or any grant of lands, or d from the United States. 

And then a penalty was affixed formembersso doing. Ishowed that 
the reason why I desired such a law to pass was that we have over 
$100,000, 000 to-day in controversy with the great Pacific roads for money 
that we advanced to them to aid them. Empires of land are in contro- 
versy now between the people of the United States and those compa- 
nies; and we are dealing with them in Congress, The Judiciary Com- 
mittee were sitting yesterday all day, I understand, seeking to devise 
ways and means as to how we could best settle with these great rail- 
road companies in regard to the moneys which we have advanced to 
them, and to-morrow that question may be precipitated upon us. 

Again, the great railroad companies agreed to carry our mails upon 
such terms as we might prescribe. They to carry our soldiers 
and our munitions of war upon terms that Congress should prescribe, 
or to carry them free, according to my construction of thelaw. The 
object of the bill I introduced was to say to members of Congress who 
were in their employ on any pretext whatever, Whether they had been 
sought for because they were members of Congress, either in the other 
House or the Senate, and employed in suits with other railroad com- 
panies or other people, and paid fees ten times out of proportion to what 
their services were expected to be in order to secure their friendship 
here, that they should not take those fees or occupy such relations with 
those rai when great controversies were pending between the peo- 
ple of the United States and the railroad companies. 

Now with a great show of fairness the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY], as fair a man as there isin the Senate, has been in- 
duced to believe that it is a hardship upon lawyers serving in Congress 
to prevent them from taking fees from such corporations except in cases 
where they are in controversy with the United States in particular 
suits; and every enemy of my bill, every man who is seeking to defeat 
it by direct or indirect means, is amending and adding to and supple- 
menting and lauding the position taken by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, who is hi , I believe, friendly to the purpose I have in view; 
but he has been made to believe that the measure was too harsh. I 
say he is apparently friendly to the bill, and I mean it with perfect 
respect. He has given the highest evidence that he is friendly to it. 
When the bill was first introduced and laid upon the tables of Senators 
for a week, and the question came on its reference to the Judiciary 
Committee, and then again on its final passage, a bill of five lines, that 
no man could misunderstand, on the yeas and nays one of the 37 votes 
for the bill was that of the Senator from Delaware. I desire to have 
that record of last year read again and made part of the RECORD of to- 
day’s proceedings, with the yeas and nays, so as to show how gentle- 
men are changing now from their position then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter sent to the desk by the 
Senator from Kentucky will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


RAILROAD ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. Beck. I gave notice on Monday that after the close of the morning busi- 
ness to-day I should ask the Senate to take a vote upon Senate bill 2578. I move 
to take it up for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Kentucky moves that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members of Con- 
gress from acting as attorneys or employés for railroad companies holding 


compensation for 
the result of said 


—— or having received grant of lands or pecuniary aid from the United 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
led to consider the bill. 


= 
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FEBRUARY 4, 


Mr. Beck. T! Shall T hata AMAUT oil tates lies a ANSE TAnpa Ihave 


not a word to say about it. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro ‘The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerke re: read bill, as follows: 

“ Be it enacted, &c., That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House 
of Co ty! accept em Ley eet as attorney-at-law, or payment for services 
of any d, from any railroad company, or u officer or t thereof, which 
obtained its charter, or any grant of lands, or aid from the United 
States; and any person who violates this pro’ shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and, on conviction, be fined in any sum not exceeding $3,000, and im- 
prisonmsnt not mor than one year, in the discretion of the pag 

Mx. Epmunps. Has that bill ever been referred? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been referred 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pa nog tad that it be referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Mr, Becx. I think it had better be voted down than go there. I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. Epmunps. Then I withdraw that motion and move to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Finance, 

Mr. Beck, A reference to any committee amounts to a defeat of the bill. 

ape it Bra Then we will take it on the motion to refer to the Committee 
on the 

Mr, Beck led for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to refer the bill to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

ed to call the roll. 


The Secretary proceed 
Mr. Vance (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Senator from 
Michi, (Mr. PALMER]. If he were present I oma vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his pana was called), I with the Senator 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. Ifhe were a inir T uld vote " may.” 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. Campen. I am paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr, KENNA. I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN J. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan Sewell, 
ir, Mahone, n, 
Cameron, Frye, Miller, Teller. 
x Hale Mitchell of Oreg., 
Cullom, Hawley, orrill, 
Dawes, Hoar, wyer, 
NAYS—24. 
Beck, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, zones 
Berry, Colquitt, MePherson, 
Bowler, Geo Payne, Vertes 
tler, a orne 
Call, Hare. Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, n, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Logan, Sabin, 
Bl ackburn, Gray, rson, Spooner. 
Bowen, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Camden, Hearst, forgan, Vance, 
Conger, Ingalls, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Dolph, Jones of Florida, Pike, Voorhees, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Platt, Walthall, 
Gibson, Kenna, Plumb, 

Bo tha moton 5) cater ves sot sates dto 


The bill was rted to the Daio without amendment, ordered to be en- 
ied reading. and read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HALE, Taek fue the youn and a the passage of the bill. 

ane yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call the 
ro 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’S name was called). I wish to announce that 
my colleague (Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr, 
a 
AXEY (when his name was called). I am paired with the Senator from 
Michi a pee ConGER) on political q ions, but as I presume he would vote 

bill if here, I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MILLER (when his name was called). A havo JaA Den PiaSI to ir with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampro: If he were here, I should 
vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. Wace (when his name was called), I am paired with the Senator from 
— (Mr. PALMER]. If he were present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

VALTHALE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Senator 
noes Wisconsin [Mr. ak to hua If he were present, I should yote “yea.” 

The roll-call was conel 

M. BUTLER. I PEPETA my colleague [Mr. Hampron], if he were present, 
would vote “ yea” on this question. So if the Senator from New York desires 
to vote, he can cast his vote. 

Mr, MrLLER, Then I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KENNA. I announce n that I am paired with the Senator from Minne- 
E mate Bk ene If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

rg poet [Mr. BLACKBURN] is absent, paired with the Senator 
ebraska {Mr Maxsmason), who is also absent, both under the orders of 
Soy itor nce colleague, if present, would vote “ yea.” 

Mr, CAMDEN, Iam paea with ie Senator from Connecticut (Mr. PLATT]. 
Ifhe were present, I should vote “ y 

Mr. MoMILLAN. My colleague (tr. | Samra] is absent from the city and is sick. 
If he were present, my impression is that he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KENNA. On thatstatement I vote “ yea.’ 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Allison, Cullom, Kenna, Ransom, 
Beck, Dolph, MeMillan, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Eustis, McPherson, Sherman, 
Blair, Frye, Mahone. Vest, 
Brown, George, Maxey, Whitthorne, 
Butler, Hale. Miller, Wilson of Iowa, 

Harris, Morrill, Wilson of Md. 

Cockrell, Harrison, Payne, 
Coke, Hawley, Plumb, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 

NAYS—11. 
Bowen, Edmunds, Mitchell of Oreg., Sewell, 
Cameron, / Evarts, Riddileberger, Teller, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 


ABSENT—28. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Logan, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Gray, Manderson. Spooner, 
Call, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Camden, Hearst, Morgan, Vance, 
Conger, Ingalls, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Pike, Voorhees, 
Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Platt, Walthall. 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. BECK. Mr. President, before the final death of this bill, be- 
cause the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusests de- 
stroyed it—we all understand that—and the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware is only intended to lay it a little bit more decently 
in the grave, I desire to say that I am content with the record made at 
the last session of Congress. 

Mr. KENNA. Before the election? 

Mr. BECK. I know nothing about before or after the election, but 
Iam willing to stand upon the record then made by gentlemen who 
underetood fairly the yapoe of the bill. I leave it to them to satisfy 
themselves why they should now be willing to license every man in both 
Houses of Congress to be acting as an attorney for these great railroad 
corporations when on the first impulse the common instinct of almost 
the whole Senate went out in the expression that it was not a proper 
thing to allow men to be in either body when they had the money of 
the corporations with whom they were dealing, as Congressmen, in their 
pockets under any pretense whatever. 

My bill was taken away, however, on a motion to reconsider, and 
was sent to the Committee on the Judiciary. The distinguished gen- 
tlemen of that committee conceded by their action that the subject- 
matter was a proper one for us to consider, and that the bill was con- 
stitutional; and they what? They reported the Showing 
ee for the bill which I had introduced, and which was referred 
to them: 


aid from the United States, when measures 
such railroad are pending before Congress; or from Me ‘against any bank or cor- 
poration or other officer or agent thereof which obtained its charter or any pe- 
cuniary aid from the United States; or from or against any corporation or com- 
pany, its officer or agent, engaged in the business of interstate commerce by land 
or water, or in the business of any interstate pene prone. oboe or in the transporta- 
tion of United States mails; or from or against any corporation, , company, firm, = 
person, or officer or agent thereof, engaged in the orale et at man 
sale in the United States, or in the business of importing into the United States 
from any foreign country any article whatsoever u sA ¢ importation of which 
any customs duty is now levied, er shall at any t be levied; or 
from or against any manufacturer of any article on which an excise tax is now 
levied, = shall at any time hereafter be levied, by any act of Congress. 

Src. 2, That any paian wee violates the provisions of this act shall’ be guilty 


of a misdem or, an n b; risonment not exceedi: 

year, or by ins not Petia Mag" $500, e iis he Ay the preron TTA of the court, oo de 

tee hg was the deliberate act of the Judiciary Committee of this 
y. 

Mr. COKE. Ofa majority of that committee, 

Mr. BECK. Of course the minority dissented; but a majority con- 
stitutes a committee, parliamentarily X and the distinguished 
gentlemen who are now talking about the bill that I introduced being 
unconstitutional, themselves, when required by a vote of the Senate 
to perfect the bill and to present a proper measure for its consideration, 
agreed not only that all which I had proposed was right in itself, but 
they added provision after provision to it and submitted to the Senate 
for approval as their substitute for it, whatI have just read. To-day, 
when the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] moved an amendment to 
strike out all after the word ‘‘Congress,’”’ in line 11 of the substitute, 
excluding from its provisions all those features which but for the high 
authority of the Judiciary Committee we should almost be led to 
believe were intended as a burlesque on legislation, on a call of the 
yeas and nays those distinguished ee tne paken voted down the proposed 
amendment of the Senator from Florida, and by their vote on the call 
of the yeas and nays within the last half hour they tell the Senate and 
tell the world that they believe that all I have read is not only legiti- 
mate, but good and proper legislation, better than anything that I pro- 
posed, and they offer it to us as a substitute, and on the yeas and nays 
stand by it. Iam willing to go before the country on the record of my 
bill and the substitute of the Judiciary Committee, and on the yeasand 
nays called to-day on the refusal to strike out the portions of it which 
I regard asa burlesque on all decent legislation, when the question 
was fairly presented on the amendment of the Senator from Florida, 
himself an opponent of the original measure. 

Mr. President, there is no disguising the fact that a portion of the 
Senate, of whom I am orfe, believes, and believes inearnest, that when 
men become members of either House of Congress they should sever 
any relations they may have with the great land-grant railroads of this 
country who hold empires of our land and over one hundred millions 
of our money, who are under obligations to us in to our mails 


and the transportation of our troops and munitions of war. These 
gentlemen can not serve two masters; and when they take $5,000 a 
year to serve the people of the United States they must relinquish the 
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fees they are getting, under any pretense whatever, from the great cor- 
porations that have heretofore employed them. 

The amendment reported by the Senator from Massachusetts and 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware leave the door 
wide open for every member of either House of Congress who happens 
to be a lawyer (and I am told that there are sixty-five out of seventy- 
six Senators who are lawyers) to have his pockets full of the money of 
these great railroad corporations under the pretense that members of 
Congress have been employed in suits with otherroads, or suits with 
other people, or under any pretense whatever, so that they were not in 
direct litigation with the United States. I want to do something or 
to do nothing. The amendment proposed by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has been already voted in, and the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware means nothing and will deceive nobody, however honest 
some Senators may be in believing that it does somethin. No intel- 
ligent man in the country will believe that it does, or t it can do 
anything; and some will be malicious enough to think that it was not 
intended that it should do anything. 

The amendment now offered by the Senator from Delaware being, as 
Iregard it, absolutely worthless, I am willing to stand on the issue with 
the amendment of the Judiciary Committee, and I propose to vote 
against the amendment of the Senator from Delaware, which does no 
real good, so as to see whether the Judiciary Committee itself will vote 
foritsown substitute, I desire the members of the majority of that com- 
mittee to have an opportunity by a yea-and-nay vote to tell the country 
that that is good legislation, and I do not propose, as far as I can help 
it, by voting for a mild bread-pill, apparently an improvement upon 
theirs, especially as they refused to strike out the worst parts of it when 
the Senator from Florida moved to have it done, and stand by itall. I 
shall vote against the substitute of the Senator from Delaware, and if 
it is voted down we shall then see whether the distinguished gentle- 
men of the Judiciary Committee will vote for their own substitute when 
the chance is given them, 

I do not propose to argue this question elaborately. I want tocome 
toa vote. I showed, when I argued this case before, that there was 
nothing new in this proposed legislation. The Judiciary Committee 
admit, all the amendments admit, that it is a subject about which we 
can legislate. When I introduced the bill it was not, as has been in- 
timated, to make a chargeagainstanybody. I do not legislate in that 
way; nor do I make personal attacks upon men; but I have heard in 
the Senate language used by Senators to each other which makes it 
important that we should take some steps to prevent that sort of crimi- 
nation and recrimination, which tends to bring us into disrepute before 
the country. 

On the 28th of last May, within a day or two of the time when I in- 
troduced the original bill, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], 
in speaking of the efforts that were made to foxfeit parts of the land 
grant of the Northern Pacific road, said: 

I wish to ogres to the ponding bill as illustrating the bill that has just 

away from the consideration of the Senate. I wish to call the attention of my 
brother Senators to the circumstance that a bill considered by a committee and 
reported by that committee, by a majority (I do not know whether it was unan- 
imous or not, probably not), which proposes to forfeit 200 miles or more of a 
Jand grant in the rich valley of the Columbia, in respect to which probably all 
Senators would agree that it ought to be forfeited—has been by a yea-and-nay 
vote (if I may use such a phrase now) bedeviled, as if we were all employed by 
a railroad sompaa Aer bedevil it, and do nothing at all by the propositions of 
amendments, and insisting upon considering them, raise open and difficult 
and disturbing questions, which our former experience has shown are not 
likely to be decided in the six weeks that are probably yet left for the action of 
Congress at this session. 

A colloquy, as I gave it before, occurred between my friend from 
Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE] and the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DOLPH ] of 
the same general character. The Senator from Mississippi said : 


Iam willing to yield to any reasonable length, but I can not give way to hear 
all the apologies and all the reasonings, and everything of that sort of a railroad 


company. 

Mr. Dotrx. It is simply a question whether the Senator yields for me to 
finish my statement. 

Mr. GEORGE. I believe I will not. You can reply to me. 

The PRESIDENT e. The Senator from Mississippi declines to yield. 

Mr. GEoRGE. I have no doubt the Senator from Oregon as a lawyer has had 
a great deal of experience in reference to railroad com ies which would in- 
terest the people of this country, but as Iam just now going on with the people's 
side of the case I ask him to wait until I get through. 

So I have speeches made by other Senators intimating, twitting each 
other, perhaps not intending anything offensive, but suggesting to the 
country that we were acting in the interest of railroads ; and every 
once in a while when a Legislature sends a man here the press of the 
country and the people of the country believe that he is sent by 
railroad or other great influences to represent them and not to repre- 
sent the people. What I desire is, as long as I am in this body, to 
have it understood that no member can be interested for those great 
land-grant railroads in any way by taking fees from them in suits that 
they may have with anybody, or by taking their money on any pre- 
tense whatever when we are dealing with them, and that he must come 
here free from all embarrassment when he is acting on the question of 
land forfeitures, or what to do with the great amount of money we 
have loaned the railroads, or when we are arranging to carry our mails, 
our troops, or our munitions of war, and that he shall be able to say 
to any elanderer anywhere, ‘‘If you think I am an interested man go 
to the courts and proveit ; [hold myself ready toanswer your charges.’’ 
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Mr. GEORGE. I desire to say that in the extract which the Senator 
from Kentucky quoted from the speech which I made last session I did 
not intend to impute to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] any- 
thing improper or any improper relation with any rai company 
whatever. 

Mr. BECK, I had no idea that the Senator from Mississippi was 
making any charges; but he will readily see that when the tor 
from rs te the distinguished leader of this body and chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, and the distinguished Senator from Missis- 
sippi and others are talking in that way, it is better for us that we 
should have a law prohibiting us from having any connection with these 
railroad companies. 

I have read twice during this debate the acts of Congress declaring 
that no member of either House shall prosecute any suit in the Court 
of Claims even for his most deserving constituent. Why? Because 
it is inconsistent with the duty of a member of either House to take 
any part in a case in which the United States is concerned. I read laws 
showing that he can not even take money from a man to obtain a con- 
tract or a place, or to appear before a court-martial or any other tri- 
bunal, because it is inconsistent with his position. In every contract 
that is made with the United States there has to be a clause inserted 
that no member of either House is interested init, and there is a whole 
line of legislation in the same direction as that now a pape 

Mr. President, if this case had not been argued so well by other Sen- 
ators I might be tempted to goon. The Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
BERRY] argued it the other day in a way that commended his speech 
tothe country. I have not his speech before me; but the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Witson] followed him, and in his speech, which no 
man has answered, and which no man can answer, he not only showed 
the policy, the propriety, but the absolute necessity of legislation such 
as the bill I had the honor to offer proposes. 

If I heard correctly amidst the confusion the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware in the argument he made, he seemed willing that 
even no penalty should be attached for a violation of the proposed law. 
I believe I am correct in that; at least the Senator does not seem to 
dispute it. A law without a penalty, leaving it to the honor of men, 
has never been recognized in any of the legislation of this country. 
All the laws I quoted, in regard to contracts, in regard to the Court of 
Claims, &c., have their appropriate penalties, and some of them much 
heavier than those I propose. 

But I was about to say that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WIL- 
SON], in the speech which he made the other day, came up to my ideas 
of what oe to be done, and the reasons he gave were so conclusive 
to my mind that I do not care to repeat them, except by reading afew 
extracts from his speech which I will adopt as my own. The Senator, 
after showing how we ought to preserve the purity of legislation, said: 

It would be an invitation to a general system of robbery, peculation, fraud, 
and inefliciency if Congress not the power to impose penalties upon its 
agents and fiduciaries commensurate with its powers and duties, and necessa: 
to insure the right performance of the varied functions ot government, And it 
would indeed be a strange anomaly if the legislative power could embrace all 
other repositories of the functions of government within its range of criminal 
legislation, but should be nerveless to take any step to re grave offenses 
among its own constituent members—if it were armed with full energy to keep 
pure every streamlet of governmental agency, but were powerless to pass any 
act to protect from pollution the great fountain of political life right here in its 
own bodies. Nothing can be found in the lan of the Constitution to war- 


rant so remarkable an assumption, and certainly there is nothing in the nature 
or reason of things to justify it. 


Again the distinguished Senator said: 


Momentous questions, involving the forfeiture back to the people of un- 
earned grants of many millions of acres of land, and the claim of the Govern- 
ment for most val e services which these corporations, by the terms of their 
charters, undertook to render to the Government, and also the settlement of 
immense sums of money claimed to be due from them to our Treasury, are either 
of chronic standing or perpetually arising. 

s * * * 


* $ * 

Gentlemen may refine as they will, and wax eloquent over the dignity of 
the legal profession, and denounce the attempt to invade the a of the citi- 
zen to pursue his calling free from governmental control; but the people have 
deep and abiding convictions that no member of bese, Pare hasany right to place 
himself in any such indelicate or compromising position. 


The Senator from Maryland is right. The voice of the country will 
respond to the honest impulses he has there given utterance to. As to 
not imposing any penalty as is suggested by the Senator from Delaware, 
the Senator from Maryland answered that position very well a little 
further on. He said: 


The Constitution even contemplates that the hightest may fall, and bas organ- 
ized a court of impeachment which can strip the ermine from the shoulders of 
your Chief-Justice or drive a President from the White House. There is no 
reason, either in the principles of human nature or in the light of our own or 
of any other people's experience, why we should assume (much less grow in- 
dignant atthe contrary supposition) that members of Congress, even if they 
be lawyers, like the rest of mankind, may not be successfully assailed by tem 
tation. It is extremely right and judicious, then, to provide all reasonable safe- 
guards against the: possible lapse of legislators from the path of duty, Todo 
this does not involvea charge against any man in either House of Congress. It 
is only an assertion of a truth, which no one will deny, that to err is human 
and that human nature requires all the props attainable to keep it from falling. 


Further on the Senator from Maryland said: 


It has been further strenuously argued that Congress has no power to pass this 
bill, because it would be an assertion of a power to late the right of an at- 
torney of a State court to ponos law in such court—the power to impose such 
restrictions upon a practitioner in a United States court being conceded, se far 
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as this particular view is concerned. Some supporters of the general scope and 
ps of this bill, as it originally stood, recognize this distinction, and would 

imit the bill to lawyers practicing in Federal courts. With all deference to the 
views of these eminent lawyers, I have no difficulty in going to the full extent 
of the legislation originally proposed by the Senator from tucky. I hold 
that we are not claiming the power to regulate or control State laws on thissub- 
ject. We are simply regulating the conduct of members of Congressin reference 
to the discharge of their duties as such. hen a man comes here, if he be a 
lawyer, in everything relating to or bearing upon the dise of his duty on 
this floor his cl as a lawyer is or should be merged in his character as a 
Senator. His duties to the public are or should be paramount to any duties 
owed to a citizen or to a corporation. 

+ $ * 

And right here, sir, ap; 
ment pro’ by the Judiciary Committee, which seeks to discredit the bill 
before us rofessing to carry it out to its logical consequences. Because it 
might be dish to attempt to prevent a member of Congress from allowing 
himself to be retained by aman or a corporation with some much less important 
interest o to the Government, it is highly illogical to argue that no case 
ean arise in which interests can be so powerful, so aggressive, and so seductive 
as not only to render it unseemly and impolitic, but actually dangerous to le; 
islative rectitude, to allow mem of Congress to be retained as attorneys in 
their behalf. Thescience of government is not only the science of the attainable, 
but also of the expedient, ation in one class of the cases supposed may 
well be highly expedient and aooe while in the other its utter needless- 
ness would only render it ridiculous. “Of the one class is the wholesome legis- 
Jation pro; by the Senator from Kentucky in this bill as it originally stood; 
of the other, with all due respect to the committee, is their amendment. 

* * * * * s . 


* * è . 
to rest the full and complete answer to the amend- 


Surely, these great corporations can find multitudes of able counsel to pros- 
ecute their claims against the Government without seeking to impress into their 
service members of Congress, who were sent here, above all things, to protect 
the rights of the people, and whose employment by such corporations will be 
surely 8 ted to have been often sought spy because they do sustain that 
very relation to the States or to the people, , then, members of Congress do 
not desire such employment, and do not intend to accept it, and if the moral 
sense of the people demands that they should not do so, and if to it would 
tend to bring Congress into disrepute, why not pass the law as o nally pro- 
posed, satisfy the public demand, and any cloud of suspicion which a con- 

y course will be sure to gather around us? 
> a > s$ $ s * 


That profession, we must remember, is the only one whose members hold 
themselves out to the world as pre to undertake the business of clients for 
pecuniary considerations, and who bind themselves by oaths to faithfully prose- 
cute such business when intrusted to them. Let us recall another fact devel- 
oped by this discussion, that, out of seventy-six members of this body, sixty-five 
are lawyers. Ifthe outcome of this debate should bean approval of the position 
that it is becoming and pee for a Senator who is a lawyer to become a re- 
tained counsel for a land-grant railroad, each one of these sixty-five lawyers will 
be at liberty, with the expressed approval of the Senate, to accept a retainer by 

these railroads, 

‘Thus, 85 per cent, of the Senate's members might, with the Senate’s approval, 
be i to whatever bias such retainer might generate when here called upon 
te decide questions of the highest importance (though in precisely opposite di- 
rections) both to their clients and to the people, 

So I might read other extracts as conclusively in favor of the propo- 
sition that I maintain. 

Now, Mr. President, all I have to say is, let us take a fair vote on 
the bill as presented, as voted upon once by the Senate, as passed on a 
call of the yeas and nays by a vote of 37 to 11. Do not let us have any 
evasion upon that question or any doubt as to where we stand. If Sen- 
ators have changed their minds and desire to vote against it now, let 
them do so, but do not let us go before the country and assume that 
we are doing something that is equivalent to it, or that we are making 
some substitute that will answer every purpose and reach every evil, 
when the fact is that every substitute proposed and every suggestion 
made in the direction of a substitute, whether by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee or by any amendment offered, meant either to make the bill so 
ridiculous that nobody could vote for it, or to leave untouched all the 
evils which the bill sought to remedy. 

These evils will not be remedied so long-as members of both Houses 
of Congress can be attorneys for the railroads in all their suits, so long 
as they can be employed under all sorts of pretenses, and receive heavy 
fees, whether the railroads want their services or not, or whether they 
employ them merely because they think it best to keep them as their 
agents and under their control, or from whatever motive the railroad 
companies act. There are a thousand ways in which they can make a 
man believe that they need his services when they want him as their 
friend in the Congress of the United States, not paying for what he does 
in Congress, not bribing him directly for his vote, but keeping him in 
their employ for everything else. All the amendments allow that to 
be done, and as long as that is allowed we might as well have no law 
at all seeking to control or curtail the relations which exist between 
the great land-grant railroads and members of Congress whom they 
desire to keep under their control. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I had not intended to say anything in advocacy 
of the amendment I offered, but to content myself simply with an ex- 
planation of the provision I proposed as a substitute for the bill of the 
Senator from Kentucky, and to answer such inquiries as were made of 
me in reference to what was the import of the measure. But I can not 
now let the remarks which have just been made by the Senator from 
Kentucky in denunciation of the amendment which I have proposed 
and in advocacy of the bill which he himself proposed, pass unnoticed. 

I am willing to concede to the Senator from Kentucky a monopoly 
of all the talent and all the virtue that there is in this body, for he cer- 
tainly assumes it himself, and I shall not controvert his position with 
him; but I think it a little ungenerous that that Senator should rise in 
his place and denounce other gentlemen who see proper to differ with 
him in reference to a question pending in the Senate. The tendency 
of his remarks was to show that because we had upon an impulse of the 


moment voted for his bill, any change of view which any of us might 
express was a change of view that was not an honest one. 

Mr. BECK. Oh, Icannotsubmittothat. Ihave neither so claimed 
nor have I charged any member, nor have I suggested that as the reason 
for any change of view. I deny it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator from Kentucky said in reference 
to my amendment that the Senator from Delaware had voted for his 
bill but had been induced—‘‘indaced’’—to change his opinion. I 
should like to know what is the meaning of the word ‘‘induced,’’ as 
applied by the Senator from Kentucky. If that Senator—— 

Mr. BECK. Oh, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If he attempts to cast any imputation upon the 
action of myself—— 

Mr. BECK. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Or any other Senator—— 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to ask, does not the Senator from Delaware 
know that I said there was no man whose integrity was higher or who 
was more above suspicion than he? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then I caution the Senator to be more guarded 
in expressions which he uses in debate when referring to myself. 

Mr. BECK. I will let my remarks go into the RECORD without 
looking at them, and if the Senator finds a word in them that looks as 
though any improper motives were attributed to him or to any other 
gentleman here, by a remark I made in the Senate, I shall rise to-mor- 
row when I see it and apologize for it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido not ask the Senator to apologize for any- 
thing he said. I know he used the expression that I had been induced 
to offer thisamendment. Such imputations, conveyed in language of 
that kind, I resent here or anywhere else, whenever the Senator from 
Kentucky may feel disposed to call me to account for anything I say 
in reply tohim. Such an imputation was unworthy of the Senator; it 
was unworthy of the Senate; and I stand here now and say that what- 
ever may be his virtue, whatever may be his purity, he is not the su- 
perior of other Senators in this body in those regards. I have followed 
that Senator frequently, but I can not sit here, and simply because an 
honest difference of opinion exists between him and myself or between 
himand other Senators, tolerate expressions calculated to cast reflec- 
tion upon men as honorable and as worthy as he is himself. 

I did not vote for the Senator’s bill. I believed at the time that it 
was right. Subsequent reflection convinced me that it went too far. 
Subsequent reflection convinced me, in the first place, that the pro- 
vision which made the employment of members of Congress by rail- 
roads a misdemeanor punishable by fine and imprisonment was wrong; 
and in turning to the act which inhibited the employment of members 
of Congress in the Court of Claims I found that no such penalty was 
attached, that it was simply an inhibition. In drawing my amend- 
ment I followed that provision which is simply an inhibition against 
the employment of members of Congressin the Courtof Claims. That 
was one provision which I thought was wrong. 

Another provision which I thought was wrong in his bill proposed 
to inhibit the employment of members of Congress as counsel in open 
court where the Government of the United States was not concerned. 
So far as my amendment goes, no member of Congress can take em- 
ployment and give advice even in reference to any matter which is not 
pending in court. His services for a railroad company must be such 
that they must be open beforethe world. It prohibits him from being 
attorney or counsel except as is provided for in the amendment, that 
he may appear in suits in court and receive compensation for such ser- 
vices. 

I had not intended to say anything in advocacy of my amendment. 
I believe it is right, and I believe it goes as far as any provision of law 
ought to go. It prohibits a member of Congress from acting as attor- 
ney or counsel for railroads that have received a land grant or aid of any 
character from the Government, with the exception contained in the 
proviso that in suits in courts where the United States is notinterested 
he may appear and receive compensation. I hold that under the pro- 
visions of that amendment no member of Congress can give advice and 
receive compensation for it upon any subject except in connection with 
the suits pending in courts. In all other respects he is excluded from 
appearing forthese land-grant railroads or from rendering them any as- 
sistance whatever. 

But I was not in favor of the provision which denounced it as a mis- 
demeanor and punishable with fine and imprisonment because, in the 
first place, that is unnecessary. Whenever such a law is passed here I 
have no doubt that it will be observed by every member of Congress, 
just as the provision in respect to practicing in the Court of Claims has 
been faithfully observed ever since it was enacted, although without a 
single provision designating it a crime or providing any punishment for 
a disobedience of the law. I understand that to be the case with refer- 
ence to practicing in the Court of Claims, 

This is all I desire to say, and I am very sorry that the remarks of 
the Senator from Kentucky have caused me to say this much, but I 
could not sit by and hear motives impugned, and especially hear lan- 
guage imputed, that conveys to the world the idea that a Senator has 
been approached by some n with a view to tender him a fee for his 
services in connection with this bill. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not propose to answer the ill-natured 
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and unjust remarks of the Senator from Delaware. The RECORD will 
show that he has raised a storm about nothing, and that is a mild way 
toputit. Ihave only to say that I am willing when he tells me that 
I am not the peer of other Senators—— 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I beg pardon; it was a lapsus linguæ if I said so. 

Mr. BECK. When he tells me that I am not the peer of other Sen- 
ators here, I will leave it to the country either on the record or any- 
where else. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I want to say to the Senator that it was a lapsus 
linguæ if I used that word. I did not intend to say that he was not 
the peer, but that he was not the superior, as he— 

Mr. BECK. I never claimed to be superior to any other Senator, 
but I am the peer of the Senator from Delaware or anybody else in this 
Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move an amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Delaware. It is simply a renewal of the amendment of 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. I desire to test the sense 
of the Senate upon the proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
offers an amendment to the pending amendment. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
‘t member,” in the third line of the amendment now pending, and to 

ort either House of Congress to accept employment as attorney-at-law, or re- 
ceive compensation for services rendered, in opposition to the interests of the 
United States, in any suit, action, or other matter in the result of which the 
United States is directly or indirectly interested, or in respect of which any 
question is pending before Congress, or in respect of which such member has 
reasonable cause to believe legislation Ae Congress may be asked. 

So, 2, That any person who violates the provisions of this act shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and may be punished by imprisonment not exceeding one 
year, or by a fine not exceeding $500, or by both, in the discretion of the court. 


So as to read: ; 

That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House of Congress to 
accept employment, &c. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on this amendment 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will strike out the penalty clause, and let that 
eome in subsequently. I modify the amendment by striking out the 
second section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 
modified. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 3 of the pending amendment it is pro- 
posea to strike out all after the word ‘‘ member,” and to insert in lieu 

ereof: 

Of either House of Congress to accept employment as attorney-at-law, or re- 
ceive compensation for services rendered, in opposition to the interests of the 
United States,in any suit, action, or other matter in the result of which the 
United States is directly or indirectly interested, or in respect of which any 
question is pending before Congress, or in respect of which such member has 
reasonable cause to believe legislation by Congress may be asked. 

Mr. GEORGE I should like to have read the language that is 
stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware is the original text. It will be read. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want only the part stricken out read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island strikes out substantially the whole of the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware and inserts what has been 
read. Does the Senator from Mississippi desire the amendment of the 
Senator from Delaware to be read ? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; I have it here now. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is this the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is so much confusion that it is impossible to 
hear what is going on in the Senate Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will cause business to be 
suspended until order is restored, and have read both the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware and the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, which is offered substantially as a substitute. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Senators will understand that this is substanti- 
ally the amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. PLATT], which was 
printed and laid on the desks of Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the phrase ‘‘in opposition to the interests of the 
United States’’ run all through the amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand it so. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator mean by the phrase prohibiting 
the acting as counsel in any case in regard to which legislation may 
possibly be asked? It is hardly to be conceived that counsel can ever 
act in a matterin which the interpretation or construction of a national 


statute is involved, or in which the law as administered in the national Q 


courts is to be admin , in regard to which there may not here- 


after be legislation invoked. 


Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me very clearly that the words “‘in 
opposition to the interests of the United States ” apply to and limit the 
whole clause. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will be resumed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before the roll-call, I should like toask whether the 
word ‘ general ” has been stricken out before ‘‘ counsel ” in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] ? 

Several SENATORS. Yes, that word is stricken out. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask whether if this amendment as amended 
be adopted, it will be a substitute for the amendment reported by the 
Judiciary Committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware. If this amendment be adopted, 
it will take the place of the amendment of the Senator from Delaware, 
and the question will then recur on the adoption of that amendment. 

Mr. HALE. If this amendment is rejected, the question will then 
be on the amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). Iam paired with the ab- 
sent Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). My colleague [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] is paired on this question and all others in relation to this 
bill with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he 
were here I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. I desire the attention of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PALMER], who is paired with my colleague [Mr. VANCE] on this 
bill. My colleague instructs me to say that he would vote all the time 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], and I observed that the 
Senator from Michigan said he would vote ‘‘ yea.” My colleague 
would vote ‘‘ yea ” if he were here. 

Mr. PALMER. I did not know how the Senator’s colleague would 
vote. I thought it incumbent on me to announce the pair. 

Mr. PLUMB. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 


Ceorgia [Mr. Brown]. 
Mr. KENNA, I am paired, as I have already announced, on all 


questions with the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. If not 
paired, on this proposition I shođld vote ‘‘yea.”’ 
Mr. COKE. My colleague [Mr. MAXEY] is paired on all questions 


with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]. If he were here, 
my colleague would vote ‘‘ yea” on this amendment. 

Mr. KENNA. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. CAM- 
DEN] is paired with the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired for the evening with the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. I believe this-is his amendment. I 
understand it is the same as the one offered by him. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will, therefore, for him, vote ‘‘yea.”” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam paired with my colleague [ Mr. SEWELL]. 
I do not know how he would vote on this amendment, and, therefore, 
I shall withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER, I did not at the time comprehend the tenor of the 
remarks made by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] 
in respect to his colleague [Mr. VANCE]. He says that his colleague 
would vote ‘yea’? if he were here. If he takes the responsibility, I 
shall vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir; that is all right. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. CHACE]. I understand he would vote for the amendment if 
present. I therefore vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich. Conger, Hawley, Spooner, 
Allison, Cullom, oar, Van Wyck, 
Beck, Dolph, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Blair, Eustis, Mitchell of Pa., Walthali, 
Cheney, Farwell, Morrill, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, George, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Colquitt, Gorman, Sawyer, 
NAYS—27, 

Berry. Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn Fair, MeMillan, herman, 
Bowen, Frye, Mahone, Teller, 
Butler, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Call, Hale, Payne, Williams, 
Cameron, Hampton, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 

ABSENT—22. 
Brown, Harris, Maxey, Sabin, 
Camden, Harrison, Miller, Sewell, 
Chace, Ingalls, Morgan, Stanford, 
Dawes, Jonesof Florida, Platt, Vance, 
Edmunds, Kenna, Plumb, 

re McPherson, Riddleberger, 


So the amendment to the amendment was not agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from ware [Mr. SAULSBURY], on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the amendment be read as it now stands. 

Mr. BECK. There is so much confusion thatit is difficult to under- 
stand what is being said. This is asubstitute for the committee’s sub- 
stitute, and if this is adopted we do not have a vote on the commit- 
tee’s substitute at all, as I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the matter to be amended by the proposition 
now pending? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentis to the substitute 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, the original text having 
already been amended on motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The question will finally recur on the adoption of the amendment to 
that proposition as amended. 

Mr. BECK. But if this is voted in, there will be no vote on the 
amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT . The amendment reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary will be superseded by the amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. CULLOM. But there will be a vote on the Senator’s original 
bill as amended, 

Mr. BECK. No,sir; ok, no. Idesire a fair vote on theamendment 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. I donot want any avoidance of 
that if I can help it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Even if this 
amendmentoftheSenator from Delawareis adopted, shall we not finally 
have an opportunity of voting upon the original bill of the Senator 
from Kentucky as amended by the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to-day ? 

Several SENATORS. Undoubtedly. 

t Mr. conte Of course, but there is nothing leftof the original bill. 
Laughter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the amendment of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). On this question 
Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were present, 
he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question I am 

with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” N 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Vance]. I understand he would vote ‘‘nay” if he were here, 
and I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Allison. Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Hale, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer, 
Butler, Hawley, Morrill, Sherman, 
Cali, - Hoar, Teller, 
Cameron, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, Williams, 

‘i MeMillan, som, 

Frye, Mahone, Riddleberger, 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, George, Vest, 
Beck, Conger, Gorman, Voorhees, 
Berry, Cullom, Hampton, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Whitthorne, 
Blair, Eustis, Manderson, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cheney, Fair, Spacers, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Farwell, an Wyck, 

ABSENT—23. 

Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Plumb, 
Camden, Harris, Maxey, Sabin 
Chace, Harrison, Miller, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Morgan, Stanford, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Palmer, ‘ance. 
Edmunds, Kenna, Platt, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary as a sub- 
stitute for the original bill as amended on the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire whether, if that is voted down, 
we shall then have a vote on the text of the original bill as amended 
by the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. I ask 
whether when the bill gets into the Senate it will then be in order for 
me to offer the amendment which I offered in Committee of the Whole 
as a substitute for the whole bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unquestionably. 

Mr. GEORGE. If this amendment is voted down, will it be in order 
then to offer a substitute in place of the bill as amended? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will in the Senate. The ques- 
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tion is on the amendment reported from the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
Mr. BECK called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). If the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] were here I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If he were present Ishould vote 
n 


ae 


nay. 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. RANSOM. If my colleague [Mr. VANCE] were here he would 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
Mr. PLATT], as before announced. If he were present he would vote 
‘nay;’’ and I, therefore, vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. SEWELL]; 
but I am informed that if present he would vote ‘‘nay ;’’ and therefore 
I vote “‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 0, nays 55; as follows: 


YEAS—0. 

NAYS—55. 
Aldrich, Conger, Hawley, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Cullom, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Beck, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 

Dolph, MeMillan, pooner, 
Binckbusn, Eustis, McPherson, Telier, 
Blair, Evarts, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Fair, anderson, Vi 
Butler, Farwell, Mitchell of Oreg., Voorhees, 
Call, Frye, Mitchell of Pa., Walthall, 
Cameron, George, Morrill, itthorne, 
Cheney, Gorman, Payne, Williams. 
Cockrell, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, le, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Hampton, Riddleberger, 
ABSENT—21. 
Brown, Harrison, Miller, Sewell, 
Camden, Ingalls, Morgan, Stanford, 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Vance. 
Edmunds, Jones of Neyada, Platt, 
Gibson, Kenna, Plumb, 
Harris, Maxey, Sabin, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. COKE. The Senate has just taken a vote upon the amendment 
reported by the majority of the Judiciary Committee, and it transpires 
that not a single vote is recorded in favor of the report. 

Mr. BECK. That is a good record. 

Mr. COKE. Not asingle vote is recorded in favor of the majority 
report of the Judiciary Committee upon this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if that 
distinguished committee made a written report? 

Mr. COKE. It did not. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report read if the com- 
mittee made one. 

Mr. COKE. ‘There were two reports made from that committee, one 
by the majority and the other by the minority. 

Mr. GEORGE. Who are the minority ? 

Mr. COKE. ‘The minority of that committee instructed me to report 
the following as a substitute for the committee’s bill. I offer it now 
as a substitute for the original bill as amended, if it is in order to do 
so; and I will remark that this substitute differs from the bill as orig- 
inally introduced by the Senator from Kentucky only in this: in line 
4, after the words ‘‘either House of Congress,” is inserted ‘‘or any 
civil officer of the United States;’’ so as to make it read: 

That it shall be unlawful for any member of cither House of Congress, or any 
civil officer of the United States, to accept employment, &c. 

I ask that the amendment I offer be read, and that it be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texassubmits an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House of Congress, or any 
civil officer of the United States, to accept Saree rag dee pe as attorney-at-law, or 
payment for services of any kind, orany tu ty whatever, from any railroad 
company, or any officer or mt thereof, which obtained its charter, or any 
grant of lands, or pecuniary aid from the United States; and any person who 
violates this provision shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction, be 
fined in auy sum not exceeding $5,000, and imprisoned not more than one year, 
in the discretion of the court, 


Mr. HALE. Nowletushave read the original proposition as amended 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, which is antagonized by this. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it in order to move to amend this proposed substi- 
tute before the vote is taken on it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion thatit is, be- 
cause it embraces other things. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I move to add to it the following: 


No member of either House of Congress shall, after the expiration of six 
months from the of this bill, own or be interested in any real estate in 
the District of Columbia, except such as he may occupy for his own residence. 
Any violation of this provision shall be punished by fine not exceeding $5,000 
and imprisonment not exceeding one year. 


Mr. BECK. Let us have the yeas and nays on that, 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly; let us have the yeas and nays. 
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Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. I do not know how he 
would vote if he were present. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He would vote ‘‘nay.’’ á 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if at liberty. He would 
not vote as I would. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri is not 
understood. Does he vote? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I say I would vote ‘‘yea’”’ if I were not 
paired with the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). Iam paired with the ab- 
sent Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxey]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question Iam 
paired with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNA. I have already announced that I am paired on all 
questions with the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. On this 
particular question, if not paired, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

I believe also the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] has an- 
nounced his pair with my colleague [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—6. 
Butler, Hoar, Pugh, Teller, 
Hale, Payne, 
NAYS—46. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Allison, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Spooner; 

A Eustis, MeMillan, an Wyck, 
pegi Evarts, McPherson, Vest, 
Blackburn, Fair, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Blair, Farwell, Mitchell of Oreg., Walthall, 
Call, Frye, Mitchell of Pa., Whitthorne, 
Cameron, George, Morrill, Will 
Cheney, Gorman, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 

ke, Gray, Riddleberger, wW of M 
Colquitt Hampton, Saulsbury, 
Conger, Hawley, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—2. 

Bowen, Edmunds, Kenna, Platt, 
Brown, Gibson, Mahone, Plumb, 
Camden, Harris, Maxey, Sabin, 
Chace, Harrison, Miller, Sewell 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Morgan, Stanford, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Vance. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

Mr. COKE. I was asked a question by the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE] when I was up before, which, inadvertently, I did not 
answer, as to who constituted the minority of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. I will state now that minority was composed of the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], and myself. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the amendment just offered by strik- 
ing out all after the words ‘‘ attorney-at-law,’’ in line 3, and inserting 
what follows the words ‘‘attorney-at-law”’ in line 4 of the amend- 
ment which I formerly K 

The PRESIDENT pro e. The Senator from Massachusetts 
submits an amendment, which will be read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Pending the consideration of that amendment I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. [ No!” “No!”] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was not to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after ‘‘attorney- 

,at-law,’’ in line 5 of the amendment, and in lieu of the words stricken 
out to insert: 
E I EE AT A ates ao 
concerned, or from any railroad company which obtained its c r, ,orany grant 
of lands, or pecuniary aid from the United States, if such member shail have 
reasonable cause to believe that measures specially affecting the interests of such 
prego pd pending before Congress, or are about to be so pending during his 
pye: person who violates the poran of this act shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor,and may be punished by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by 
fine not exceeding $500, or by both, in the discretion of the court. 

Mr. HOAR. That is in substance what the Senate has already 
adopted by a decided majority on a call of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COKE. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. It has 
been sought in vain here to get a direct, square vote upon the leading 
proposition in the bill of the Senator from Kentucky. This amend- 
ment contains that proposition. Every time that it has been sought 


to get a vote on that proposition it has been defeated by amendments, 
by substitutes, and by all the devices and tactics of parliamentary law. 

The e demand just such a bill as the Senator from Kentucky in- 
troduced; the country clamors for it, and this Senate is standing in the 
way ofits enactment. The people believe that the enactment of such 
a law is ni to protect the purity of their National Legislature; 
they believe that the great power of the railroad corporations is sapping 
and mining the purity of this Government, and especially of its legis- 
lative branch. They have asked in every mode in which they can ve 
expression to their opinions, through the public press, through their 
Representatives, in every way, that legislation be enacted which shall 
prevent their representatives, sent here to represent them, from being 
corrupted and lured away to the support of schemes not approved by 
them. 

We ask no advantage; weseek nothing but a direct, square vote upon 
the proposition. If we are beaten on that we are done. But we have 
tried every way to get a vote upon the proposition, and every time 
when it seems we are about to get a vote some gentleman gets up and 
offers an amendment which diverts the attention of the Senate to some- 
thing else than a vote on the direct question. I hope the amendment 
will be voted down, so that we may have a vote on the main question 
presented by the bill of the minority. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there never was a bill of any importance 
passed in Congress in which the Senate did not, if it saw fit, exercise 


* j its privilege of amendment. The Senator demands one method of 


dealing with this question, a gross, unconstitutional, awkward, crade, 
ill-drawn, ill-considered, ill-conceived scheme, which is not only an in- 
sult to the Senate, but is an insult to the American people who elect 
the Senate, who honor the Senate, who know the individual men who 
are the members of this body, and know that to their purity and sense 
of honor and character the country may safely look. That bill is not 
the outcome of any popular or public demand. It comes from the 


fears of men who think their characters are not strong to stand 
up against the anonymous articles put by blackmailers stock-job- 
bers ini ible newspapers. 


irresponsi’ 

That is what the Senator from Texas calls ‘‘the le.”?. The will 
of the people of the United States is found enacted in its Constitution, 
which the fathers framed and which the sons observe and honor. The 
will of the le of the United States in matters of legislation is found 
in the laws ‘which its Representatives and its Senators and its Presi- 
dent write upon its statute-books, And that man knowsvery little of 
the Constitution who talks about any other will of the people than that 
which the people in the constitutional method enact into law. 

It is a very strange claim for Senators to get up here and undertake 
to cast dishonor upon the body to which they belong and to claim that 
they have a right which belongs to no other member of the body, that 
the measures which they draught and propose shall be voted on without 
amendment, without the o; ity to amend, If the Senate like 
better the proposition which I have drawn, which enacts that if any 
member of either House shall hereafter act as the counsel for any rail- 
road in opposition to the interests of the United States, or shall here- 
after act as counsel for any railroad which expects legislation, or con- 
cerning whose interests there is likely to be legislation, or concernin 
whose interests there is legislation pending, he shall be punished, it wi 
vote for my amendment. 

Any member of the Senate who is of opinion that a member of the 
House of Representatives in a Western State may in the vacation law- 
fully and honorably practice his profession, and in the practice of that 
profession may draw a lease between two railroads, or may give an 
opinion as to their right to cross the street of a city, or to a patentin a 
Pullman car, without being dishonored and di that Senator 
will vote for my proposition. But any Senator who thinks such things 
ought to be branded as crimes will vote with the Senator from Texas. 

That Senator’s speech comes with singular grace from a neighbor- 
hood which refuses to strike at the practice of speculating in real es- 
tate in the District of Columbia, and of enriching men by acquiring 
property whose value is enhanced speedily by its relief from taxes by 
Congressional legislation, by laying out sewers and streets. That is 
the one thing, if there is a danger in this country to the purity of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives, in which the danger lies. In 
my judgment, against that we are safe by the integrity of the indi- 
vidual Senators. 


Mr. COKE. Does the Senator mean to charge me with being inter- 
ested in real estate in this District? 

Mr. HOAR. I donot. I made no charge against anybody. 

Mr. COKE. I have no interest in real estate here. 

Mr. HOAR. But Isay if we were to legislate in this direction that 
is the first legislation to which we should resort. I have heard about 
enough of this arrogant, insulting, domineering style of an attempt to 
frighten Senators from what they consider their duty, their sense of 
honor, and what they consider is demanded by respect for themselves 
and for the interests of the country. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not want to scare anybody, and 
I do not suppose I could if I were to try [laughter], and I do not want 
to be scared myself if I can help it; but I want to make one remark 
about this amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
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The Senator from Texas moved as a substitute for the bill as amended 


on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts the report of the 
minority of the Judiciary Committee, and we have this very extraor- 
dinary parliamentary proceeding, that the very thing to which the Sen- 
ator from Texas offered his amendment as a substitute is brought out 
and offered as a substitute to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Texas. He moved to amend the bill as amended on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, and his motion is met by a motion to 
amend his amendment by substituting the very thing complained of and 
to which itis offered. Now, sir, that is a very extraordinary spectacle, 
I think. I do not know that it is subject to a point of order; but at 
least we stand in relation to thatin this way. The Senator from Texas 
moves to strike out—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me? Is not the Senator’s 
amendment exactly that thing? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate has practically substituted my amendment 
for the original bill, and that will be the proposition when we go into 
the Senate. The original bill is modified by my amendment. Then 
the Senator from Texas comes in and takes the original bill with a mere 
trifling and verbal alteration, and moves to amend it by that. Then 
I do to him exactly what he did to us; nothing more, nothing less. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Massachusetts is in error, and in 
very serious error, in relation to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Texas. It is not a mere verbal amendment. It is a very import- 
ant amendment, and an amendment which the minority of the Judi- 
ciary Committee instructed him to offer. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, the Senator from Texas 
advocated his amendment by saying that he did it because he wanted 
to get a square vote on the original bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Well, sir, what he did was this: The original bill 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky applied only to members of Con- 
gress. The substitute offered by the Senator from Texas applies to 
every civil officer in the United States. The proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky prohibited only the receiving of fees from railroad 
companies. The amendment offered by the Senator from Texas pro- 
hibits not only that, but the receiving of any gratuity whatever from 
railroad companies—a very important amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my honorable friend allow me to put him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly I will. 

Mr. HOAR. If he is right, then what earthly reason is there that 
that should not be amended like anything else, if the Senate choose to 
do so? 

Mr. GEORGE. The point I make is this, that when the Senator 
from Texas offers this substitute in place of the original bill as amended 
on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, he is met by a sort 
of cross-action; he is met by a motion to substitute the original bill as 
amended by the Senator from Massachusetts for the substitute offered 
by the Senator from Texas. The only effect—I want that distinctly 
understood—in changing the mode of voting is to prevent that which 
the Senator from Texas said ought to be done, to prevent a square, fair 
vote on the proposition submitted by the Senator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas, 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, if a vote is to be taken which is to 
advance toward the stage of final enactment the bill as proposed by the 
Senator from Texas in the name of the minority of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, we shall now at this late stage of this transaction be for the 
first time considering and voting on the question whether every civil 
officer of the United States of America all over this country shall be 

Iuded from practicing law in the current and every-day business 
of his profession. 

The motive here is that it corrupts legislation to permit attorneys to 
practice if they are members of these Houses. What becomes of the 
proposition of precluding every civil officer of the United States hav- 
ing nothing to do with legislation and nothing to do with corruption, 
from practicing law in his own neighborhood? At this last stage we 
are for the first time to throw into ridicule the whole proposition of the 
matter which has rested on this danger of corruption in the two 
Houses of Congress, and now it is transferred with one swoop, without 
a word of debate, over the common and every-day pursuits of every 
civil officer in his neighborhood and in matters that do not corrupt 
him, or his office, or the two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, Mr. President, the answer to that is this: The 
original proposition submitted by the Senator from Kentucky is re- 
tained in this substitute offered by the Senator from Texas, It only 
goes further. It does not prohibit, however, as the Senator from New 
York says, every civil officer of the United States from practicing law; 
it only prohibits him, a servant of the Government, receiving a salary 
from the Treasury of the Government, from turning his services in favor 
of railroads who have an interest adverse to the Government in the 
legislation of the country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] to the amendment of 


the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], upon which the yeas and nays have 
been demanded. 

tive F tom and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his named was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr.SEWELL]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. STANFORD (when his name was called), My pair with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] has been transferred to the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. I therefore vote “‘ yea.” 

- The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] has been called from 
the chamber for this afternoon, and is paired with the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam paired on this vote with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Maxey], or I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Piatt], who, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea;’’ and I should vote 

na; 


The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Evarts, McMillan, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Farwell, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 
Call, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Cheney, Hawley, Morrill, Teller, 
Conger, Hoar, » w 

NAYS—21. 
Beck, Eustis, Payne, Whitthorne, 
made é Fair, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Blackburn, George, Van Wyck, Wilson of Md. 
Butler, Gorman, Vest, 
Coke, Hampton, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 

ABSENT—23. 

Brown, Edmunds, Kenna, Platt, 
Camden, Gibson, McPherson, Plumb, 
Chace, Harris, Maxey, Sabin 
Cockrell, Harrison, Miller, Sewell, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Morgan, Vance, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Palmer, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. BECK. Is this now the substitute, as amended? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. COKE. Let the bill be read as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length as 
amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House of Congress, or any 
civil officer of the United States, to accept employment as attorney-at-law, or 
payment for services of any kind in opposition to the United States, in any case 
to which the United States may be a party or in which its interests may be con- 
cerned, or from any railroad company which obtained its charter or any t 
of lands or pecuni aid from the United States, if such member shall have 
reasonable cause to believe measures specially affecting the interests of 
such railroad are pending before Congress or are about to be so pending during 
his term of office. 

Any person who violates the provisions of this act shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and may be punished by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by 
fine not exceeding $500, or by both, in the discretion of the court. 

Mr. HOAR. I move further to amend by striking out the words 
“or any civil officer of the United States.” 
ah BUTLER. Is the bill in the Senate or in Committee of the 

ole? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the Senate. The Senator from 
Massachusetts moves to amend the amendment by striking out, in line 
4, the words: 

Or any civil officer of the United States. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. _ 

Mr. BUTLER. I offer an amendment as a substitute for the bill as 
amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: z 

That it shall be unlawful for any member of Congress to accept employment 
as general counsel or attorney, or receive payment for services as such general 
counsel or attorney, from any railroad company, or from any officer or nt 
thereof, which obtained its charter or any grant of land or pecuniary aid from 
the United States: Provided, That this act shall not be construed to prevent 
members of either House of Con: from appearing as counsel in suits by or 
against such railroad companies in the State or Federal courts when the United 
States is not a party or interested in the result of said suits, 
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Mr. BUTLER. Before that is submitted I will strike out the word 
“í general” in line 4 and also in line 5. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can so modify his 
amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. On the amendment as modified I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. BECK. I move toamend the substitute by striking out all after 
the first tive words, ‘‘ That it shall be unlawful,” and inserting the orig- 
inal bill, leaving out the five words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from Kentucky moves 
an amendment to the amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“unlawful,” in line 3, and to insert: 

For any member of either House of Congress to accept employment as at- 
torney-at-law, or payment for services of any kind, from any railroad company, 
or any officer or nt thereof, which obtained its charter, orany grant of lands, 
or pecuniary aid m the United States; and any person who violates this 
provision shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction, be fined in any 
sum not exceeding $5,000, and imprisoned not more than one year, in the dis- 
eretion of the court, 

Mr. BECK. I demand the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. That, I understand, is 
the original bill. The original bill is still the question before the Sen- 
ate. The Committee of the Whole-has merely reported a proposed 
amendment. It is not in order to move to amend that proposed amend- 
ment by substituting the thing which it is proposed as an amendment 
to. I avoided that difficulty in the amendment I offered a little while 
ago by inning half-a-dozen lines down and inserting only a part of 
the proposed amendment. This is clearly out of order. What the 
Senator moves, in other words, is the question pending before the Sen- 
ate, ‘‘Shall the bill pass?” On that question a certain amendment is 
proposed. Then the Senator moves to substitute the bill for the amend- 


ment. Itis simply turning around the very question which is before 
the Senate already. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 


original bill has been reported to the Senate with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. HOAR. Proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A proposed amendment in the nature 
of a substitute. Thatamendment is amendable in the second degree, 
and the proposition standing by itself is open to amendment. The 
Chair, therefore, with due deference to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
is of the opinion that the Senator from South Carolina having proposed 
an amendment, that amendment is amendable. Either the original 
bill or the amendment proposed can be amended. The Chair, therefore, 
thinks the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky is in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Chair does not get my point. My point is 
not that it is not amendable in a degree, butit is not amendable by sim- 
ply proposing to substitute for it the original bill. The action of the 
Committee of the Whole, if the Chair will pardon me, has had no effect 
as yeton theoriginal bill. It is nothing morethan a proposition of the 
Judicifry Committee or any other committee of the Senate. It pro- 

amendments for the Senate. The bill is pending in the Senate, 
and the Committee of the Whole has proposed an amendment to it 
which has got to be acted upon, as the Chair sees. Now, the Senator 
from Kentucky proposes to substitute for that amendment the original 
bill in totidem verbis. My proposition is, not that the amendment is not 
amendable, for I concede that it is, but that it is notin order to move 
to amend it by precisely the same bill which it is an amendment to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understands the point of 
order, and will ask the Senator from Kentucky whether the amend- 
ment proposed by him is in the same words as the original bill? 

Mr. BECK. I desire to modify the amendment I offered by striking 
out “‘ five thousand ” in line 10, and inserting ‘‘ three thousand,” and 
striking out ‘‘ one year ” and inserting ‘‘six months.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. That answers my proposition. I withdraw my point 
of order on that modification. 

Mr. BECK. I am not very sure that the first four words are the 
same, but I now modify it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentu (Mr. BECK] to the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina | Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. BERRY and Mr. BECK called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair please state what is the amend- 


ment? . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is substantially the original bill, 
with slight variations. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is enough. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. If he were present, I should 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name wascalied). Iam paired with the 


Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. If he were present, I should 
vote with ee contempt both against the amendment and 
the bill i zt 


Mr. BECK. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], if present, 
would vote “yea.” 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If he were present, I should 
vote “‘ yea. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. Sanrn’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West V 
[Mr. CampEN]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. SEWELL]. 
If present, he would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. PLATT], who is absent on account of illness in his family. If 
present, he would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Beck, Eustis, Van Wyck, Wilson of Iowa, 
Be A A ¥ ae 3 Wilson of Md. 
urm ~i o0) 
Coke, . Walthall,” 
Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Whitthorne, 
NAYS—36. 
Ald Cullom, Jones of Nevada, 
Allison, Evarts. McMillan, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Farwell, Mahone, bury, 
Bowen Frye, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Butler, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman, 
Call, Hale, Mitchell of Pa., Spooner, 
Cameron, Hampton, Morrill, Stanford, 
Cheney, Hawley, Payne, Teller, 
Conger, oar, Pugh, W: 
ABSENT—23. 
Brown, Edmunds, Kenna, zw. 
Chace, ` Bari? Mow , Babi : 
y ey, i 

Colq i Ingalls, a Maei ; F ; 

u organ, ance. 

wes, Jones of Florida, Palmer, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike outall after the word ‘‘ member,” 
in the third line, and to insert the words: 

Of either House of Congress to acceptemployment as attorney-at-law, or re 
ceive compensation for services rendered, in opposition to the interests of the 
United States, in any suit, action, or other matter in the result of which the 
United States is directly or indirectly interested, or in respect of which any 
question is pending before Congress, or in respect of which such member hag 
reasonable cause to believe legislation by Congress may be asked. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose it would be proper to defend a poor fellow 
indicted by the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator can not have paid proper at- 
tention to the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I think a trial under indictment would be a “pro- 
ceeding.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the amendment 
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. Harris]. I do not know which way he would vote, and I do 
not know which way I should vote myself if at liberty to do so. 

The result was anuounced—yeas 10, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 
Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Gray, gh, 
Cheney, Hampton, Whitthorne, 
NAYS—39. 
Allison, Eustis, McPherson, Sherman, 
Beck, Evarts, D n, Spooner, 
Berry, Farwell, Mitchellof Oreg., Stanford, 
Blackburn, Frye, Mitchell of Pa., Teller, 
Blair, George, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Go: Payne, Vest, 
Cameron, Hal Ransom, oor! 
Coke, Hawley, Riddleberger, Walthall, 
Conger, Hoar, Saulsbury, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—27. 
Bowen, Dawes, Kenna, Platt, 
Brown, Edmunds, MeMillan, Plumb, 
Camden, Gibson, Mahone, Sabin, 
Chace, Harris, Maxey, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Miller, Vance, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Morgan, Williams. 
Culiom, Jones of Florida, Palmer, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
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The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 

‘That it shall be unlawful for any member of Congress to accept employment 
as counsel or attorney, or receive payment for services as such counsel or attor- 
ney, from any railroad company, or from any officer or t thereof, which 
obtained its charter or any grant of land or pecuniary aid from the United 
States: That this act shall not be construed to prevent members of 
either House of Co: from appearing as counsel in suits by or against such 

d companies in the State or Federal courts, when the United States is not 
a party or interested in the result of said suits, 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to hear the original for which this is a 
substitute read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee of the Whole will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert—— 

Mr. DAWES. I want to know what this is a substitute for. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is going to be read now. 

Mr. DAWES. Now I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been or- 
dered, and the Secretary will call the roll on the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when Mr. CoLQUITT’S name was called). The 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr] is paired with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
absent Senator from Texas [Mr. MAxry]. Ido not know how he 
would vote if present, and I do not know exactly what the question is 
myself, and I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when hisname was called). Iam paired with my 
colleague [Mr. SEWELI.]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The roll-call was concluded and the result announced—yeas 22, nays 
27; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


YEAS—22. 
Blackburn, Mitchell of Oreg., Sawyer, 
Bowen, Fair, Payne, Teller, 
Butler, Gorman, Pugh, Vest, 
Call, — D, Eroen! Wilson of Md. 
Cameron, wley, eberger, 
Conger, ý Jones of Neyada, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Allison, Eustis, Manderson, ‘oorhees, 
Beck, Farwell, Mitchell of Pa., Walthall, 
Berry, Frye, Morrill, Whitthorne 
Blair, George, Sherman, Williams, 
Cheney, Hoar, Spooner, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Stanford, 
ABSENT—27. 
Brown, Edmunds. Jones of Florida, Palmer, 
Camde Gibson, ` Kenna, Platt, | 
Chace, Gray, McM! Plumb, 
e, McPherson, in, 
Colquitt, Harris, Maxey, Sewell, 
Dawes, Harrison, Miller, Vance. 
Dolph, Ingalls, Morgan, 


So the amendment of Mr. BUTLER was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have an amendment to offer that I understand is 
acceptable to the Senator from Massachusetts. If the amendment of 
_ the Senator from Massachusetts is now open to amendment before it is 
voted upon in the Senate, I move to strike out the words I have marked 
on the print I send to the desk, and I will briefly state my reasons. 

The prohibition contained in the last clause proceeds upon the prop- 
osition that it would be improper for a member of Congress to accepta 
retainer from a company when there was legislation pending in Con- 
gress or likely to be brought into Congress affecting the company. If 
that is the case, there is no reason why that should be confined to rail- 
road omis that received pecuniary aid from the Government. It 
ought to be general. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 8 and 9 itis proposed to strike out the 
words ‘‘ which obtained its charter, or any grant of land, or pecuniary 
aid from the United States;’’ so as to read: 


Or from any railroad company, if such member shall have reasonable cause 


to believe that measures payera (He affecting the interests of such railroad are 


pending before Congress or are about to be so pending during his term of office, 


Mr. DOLPH. Then I will ask to insert the word ‘company ” in- 
stead of ‘‘railroad.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know but that I was incautious in saying I 
would accept that. Many members of the Senate suggest to me that 
this discyssion relates to our relation to the land-grant roads, and itis 
better to confine the legislation to that subject. 
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Mr. DOLPH. Iam gladof that suggestion. I have maintained my 
peace through the entire debate, but the bill, as I understand, is ona 
wrong theory. The words “which obtained its charter, or any grant 
of lands,or pecuniary aid from the United States,” embraces every rail- 
road in every public land State. , The act of March 3, 1875, grants to 
every railroad company organized under any State or Territory of the 
United States a right of way over the public lands of the United States, 
and the right to take materials from adjacent land for the construction 
of its road, simply by filing its articles of incorporation and a state- 
ment of the organization of the company and a map of its location 
with the Secretary of the Interior. So then this language embraces 
every railroad in every public land State of the Union, but excepts 
every railroad in every other State of the Union. In other words, the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and the Senator from Vermont, and the 
Senator from New York, may appear under this bill for every railroad 
company in their States, for great railroad Corporationa having an in- 
terest in the question of interstate commerce, but the smallest road in 
any Western State or Territory of the Union is cut out by this provision. 

If it is right to say that a member of Congress shall not appear for a 
railroad company simply because there is legislation pending in regard 
to it, or there is likely to be such legislation, why does not that princi- 
ple apply to every railroad company? Is it a sound proposition to say 
we will confine it torailroad companies that received a right of way from 
the Government, and will not apply it to other railroad companies that 
may have some actual positive interest in legislation? Thecompanies 
which received merely the right of way have no interestin legislation. 
The country will never undertake to forfeit or to deprive them of the 
right of way which has been granted under a general act. 

No question affecting the right of way can ever come before Congress, 
and still they are included here, and great railroad companies having 
great and important interests in other matters of legislation 
are excepted. Why is it not a proper thing to say that a member of 
Congress shall not take a retainer from any railroad company that has 
a matter pending, like the interstate-commerce bill, in Congress, or 
when that member supposes there is going to be such a question pend- 
ing in Congress? Thatis the reason I offer this amendment. It ought 
to be broader than it is, but I am seeking to enlarge the scope of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. HOAR. I make no objection to it. i 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand the Senator withdraws his objection, 
and it may be made by general consent. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DOLPH ]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DOLPH. Now Iask that the word ‘“‘railroad,’’ in line 11, be 
changed to ‘‘company.’’ 

Mr. FRYE and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that change 
will be made. The question recurs on the amendment made asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole as amended. 

Te eager as amended was concurred in. ih 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on theengrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not intend to vote for this bill, and I do not 
intend to keep the Senate here any length of time while I express my 
contempt of this proceeding. 

I have been a member of the United States Senate seven years, and 
I think I can appeal to every man who is present in this Chamber to 
bear me out in the statement I make that a more disgraceful scene has 
never occurred in the American Senate than I have seen here to-day. 
I have heard recriminations and condemnations heretofore, but I have 
never heard anything to compare with what I have heard here to-day— 
charges not directly made against members of this body, but charges 
made by innuendo in an unjustifiable manner. 

We are told by the Senator from Kentucky that we who are opposed 
to this class legislation are dishonest. 

Mr. BECK. That is not true; I state that distinctly. It is abso- 
lutely untrue. 

Mr. TELLER. In substance we are told that we want members of 
the Senate to have their pockets full of the money of the great corpora- 
tions that come here for legislation; that we want Senators to have that 
money in their pockets, to corrupt and destroy their judgment. 

Mr. President, I have opposed this bill. I have opposed it openly 
withont any personal interest init. I have opposed it, and I stated on 
the floor of the Senate that I was not the attorney of any railroad in 
the world. I stated on the floor of the Senate that I had never been 
interested for any railroad in any question that could come before 
Congress, unless the question of interstate commerce might be consid- 
ered. Ihave never been the attorney of any railroad touching any mat- 
ter that has come to Congress concerning their land grants. If I have 
ever been the attorney of a railroad company I have been the attorney 
simply for the transaction of an attorney’s business in the courts, such 
as the trial of an assumpsit, or an ejectment, or a trespass case on the 
part of the railroad company. 


1887. 
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The honorable Senator says that what I state is untrue. I do not 
state that the honorable Senator said in words that we were dishonest. 
The honorable Senator’s statement that this legislation was resisted 
because some Senators wanted to come into this body having the money 
in their pockets which was to control their judgment—— 

Mr. BECK. That is equally untrue. I never said that. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator did not say it, my ears are of but 
little value, and I could have heard but imperfectly what he said to- 
day on that subject just before he was replied to by the Senator from 
Delaware. 

No, Mr. President, I do not think it is becoming in any member of 
this Senate to taunt his associates with a less degree of honesty than 
he himself has, I for myself claim, as the Senator does, to be in moral 
worth his peer. Hesays no man is his superior. I claim that no man 
on this floor is my superior in that particular. I donotneed any legis- 
lation to keep me honest. 

Ido not need any legislation that shall keep me from doing that 
which the people whom I represent will believe affects my judgment. 
I rely upon my conscience and my sense of propriety to do that, and I 
have refrained since I have been a public officer from taking any fees 
from the class of people who could come here for legislation, not only 
the railroad companies but all other classes of people who might have 
Tegislation here, where it might be said that it might bias my judg- 
ment. I have done this for the reason I stated here the other day, that 
in my judgmentit is as essential that the people shall have faith in their 
representatives as to their honesty as it is that they shall be honest; 
and I do not propale myself by silence to have anybody say that I am 
resisting a public demand or a public clamor. I only reply to the Sena- 
tor from Texas, who says there is a public clamor for this kind of a law, 
that if there is it is because the people believe that their representa- 
tives are dishonest. Where is the remedy? Notin legislation; notin 
this kind of a movement; for the man who would take a fee from a rail- 
road company for the purpose of doing its business and come into this 
Senate and be governed by that would take a bribe from that com- 
pany, and the company would much more readily approach him with 
a direct bribe than they would in that indirect way. 

I alluded the other day to the fact that the attacks made upon this 
Senate arose mainly from the assaults made in this Chamber, and I re- 
peat it again. The Senator from Kentucky, whether he so intended 
or not, did arraign the whole opposition to this bill in terms more 
severe than I have heard used before in this body, and more severe, I 
think, than the ethics of the body justify. The Senator was perhaps 
in heat, but the heat goes out to the country. He alluded to the fact 
that on a former occasion a Senator had said we had juggled with the 
bill, and we juggled with the bill in such a manner as to make it ap- 
pear that we were the attorneys of the railroad companies. That goes 
out to the country. He did not say that when that charge was made 
it was made against the very men who had been voting in favor of the 
forfeiting of a railroad grant. He voted as I did upon that occasion, 
and as a majority of this Senate did, properly as I thought, properly as 
he thought, and yet he takes occasion to read it here to-day to go out 
to the country to be a charge against the Senate and against every 
member of this body who votes against this bill. 

I do not propose to be intimidated in this body or anywhere else 
with reference to my votes. I vote according to my judgment, leaving 
the ibility where it belongs, and I am not amenable or answer- 
able to the Senator from Kentucky or anybody else for my vote. As 
high regard as I have for him I will not yield upon a question of that 
kind to his judgment or to that 6f any other man. 

Mr. President, the bill has never been called for or demanded. Its 
introduction here was a mistake, in my judgment. It came in here in 
ahurry. The Senator has alluded over and over again to the fact that 
it had 37 votes. It did not have mine; it will not get it now; and if I 
vote solitary and alone, I will not be here to say that anybody who sits 
in this Chamber with me needs legislation of this character. 

Why, Mr. President, there is not 5 per cent. of the members of this 
Senate that has ever been the attorneys of land-grant railroads in any 
shape or manner. There is not 5 per cent. of them, if everything that 
has been said is true, wao aro o acg in moral stamina that a fee 
in their pockets to do something entirely disconnected with the leg- 
islation pending would lead them to vote improperly. And yet the 

. whole Senate is arraigned, not only before the American people, but 
before the world, as guilty of offenses that would consign a man under 
the common law of all the States to the penitentiary, and ought to pre- 
clude him from all decent society. 

It is to be supposed that an American Senator is a gentleman. It 
is to be supposed that he is a man of moral worth. It is to be sup- 

that he is a man of intellectual character to some extent at 

east, and that he does know, too, that he will enforce here the principles 
of honesty, morality, and justice. And I do not believe there has ever 
been any cry anywhere by the people, nor even a vague fear, as the 
Senator from Arkansas said, as to the influence of these corporations 
upon the lawyers of this Senate. IfI believed it, I should no longer 
regard a seat in this body as the highest acme of American ambition. 
I should say to every young man everywhere, ‘‘Keep within the 


humbler spheres of life; walk lowly and not in high places,’’ if the 
American people believe of their chief representatives in the greatest 
parliament-house in the world that they are a body of conspirators 
who need a law to hold them to the decencies of life. 

Mr.EVARTS. The matter which we are now to vote upon is, I sup- 
pose, to take the place of the bill that is to be passed upon and adopted 
or defeated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has taken the place. The question is on pass- 
ing the bill to a third reading. 
die PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute has already been 

opted. 

Mr. EVARTS. Then the question is on the passage of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading. . 

Mr. EVARTS. As it now reads, we have departed from the particu- 
lar occasion or danger of the land-grant, or the incorporated property 
from the United States, in reference to the interests that were pending 
or to be pending; and as it now reads it is to provide thus, so far as that 
is concerned, to accept employment as attorney at law from any rail- 
road company, if such member shall have reasonable cause to fear that 
measures specially affecting the interests of such company are pending 
before Congress, or about to be so pending during his term of office. 

In a certain sense this amendment does relieve the legislation from 
the invidious distinction that was made, but it brings us in front of 
the very question whether we are to pass legislation that does make 
any discrimination at all when it observes the rules which are uni- 
versally prevalent in the conscience and in the habit of the members 
of the Senate. 

I desire to point out that by the particular amendment now made we 
are brought back to a general consideration whether, so far as railroad 
companies are concerned, we should accept relations with matters in 
which there is or may be an interest. I should not desire to have the 
bill carry an implication that members of Congress were at liberty to 
enter into such relations in regard to banks and other corporations. I 
now make protest, and I should say all persons must make it, before 
they vote for such a bill as this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. BECK. Let it be read first. We do not know what itis. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

That it shall be unlawful for any member of either House of sean oe to ac- 
cept employment as attorney-at-law, or payment for services ofany kind, in op- 
position to the United States in any case to which the United States may be a 

y, or in which its interest may be concerned, or from any railroad company, 

‘such member shall have reasonable cause to believe that measures y 
affecting the interests of such company are pending before Congress, or are 
about to be so pending, during his term of office. 

Any person who violates the oe of this act shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and may be punished by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by 
fine not ex $500, or by both, in the discretion of the court. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isit intended by the bill as it now stands to 
change the existing law, which does not now permit, as the Attorney- 
General of the United States long ago reported to the President, a mem- 
ber of Congress, either a Senator or Representative, to accept a retainer 
from the UnitedStates? The fair implication of it is that it does; and 
I call attention to it because I have declined a good many retainers in 
favor of the United States lest I should be under the influence of the 
Departments, and I want to have it understood that this language, as 
it clearly does, repeals the law that now makes it improper for me to 
engage for the United States, and gives me leave todo so. Itis the 
only favorable feature that I see in the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Idonot understand, fromthe Senator’s own statement, 
that it is the law now existing that makes it improper for him to accept 
retainers from the United States, because he said his only reason for de- 
clining a great many was that heshould be placed under the influence 
of the Departments-—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was my motive. 

Mr. HOAR. Whether there was a statute or not—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The law provides that no member of Congress shall 
have any contract—— 

Mr. HOAR. I thought I had the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
eae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts has 

e floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I will yield to the Senator with great pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought you were asking me a question. 

Mr. HOAR. No, Idid not. I thought you sat down. Certainly 
this bill does not affect, by any possibility of implication, the law which 
the Senator has alluded to, being a law on thestatute-book as expounded 
by the law officer of the Government, which prohibits taking retainers 
for the United States. Now comes in a law in addition to the existing 
law and says you shall not take retainers against it in certain cases not 
prohibited before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lought to reply to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The present state of the law, aside from the question of prosecuting 
claims against the United States, and so on, is that no member of 


The question is on ordering the bill 
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Congress shall have any contract with the United States. A great 
many years ago, and under administrations which were much purer, 
if I am to suppose that my friend from Kentucky is right, than this 
one is, and at times when Senators and Representatives were much 
purer than they are now, if I am to suppose his statement to be correct, 
a member of Congress was invited by a Department to defend the in- 
terests of the United States in a cause pending in the State of Ohio, 
and the question whether he could be employed was referred to the 
then Attorney-General of the United States. He reported uponit, and 
said: ‘‘ Here is this statute which says that no member of Congress shall 
be interested in any contract with the United States. Your retainer 
as an attorney for the United States to prosecute a crime against it in 
your district is a contract; you can notdoit.”? Soit has been followed 
ever since with one or two exceptions, which were rare. Now wecome 
in with a law which, by implication, as I think, repeals that. Ido not 
object to it, because I am not in favor of this measure atall. It is a 
disgrace to the Senate, as I think, but the present form really improves, 
so far as self-interest goes, the status of the bar. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass ? 

Mr. BECK. I desire to have the yeas and nays on the passage of 
the bill. There is now nothing in the bill that I care about much, 
but the House of Representatives may put something in it, and Iwant 
to give them a chance by sending it to them. 

PES fia and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). Understanding that the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MAxry], who is absent, and with whom I 
am paired, would vote ‘‘yea,’’ I 1l vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I should vote “‘yea,’’ 
but I am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. Minin}. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I understand from the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM] thatif his colleague [Mr. 
VANCE] were here he would vote ‘“‘ yea.” I have been paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] throughout the day on 
this question. I therefore vote ‘* yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. : 

Mr. PLUMB. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. COKE. My colleague [Mr. MAXEY] is absent and is paired 
generally with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]. My 
colleague would vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Piatt]. If he were present, he would vote ‘“‘yea,’’ and I should 
also vote ‘‘yea.’’ I therefore vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is absent from the 
city, and is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAM- 


DEN]. 
The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 14; as follows: 
YEAS—39. 
Aldrich, Conger, Hawley Spooner. 
‘Allison, Cullom; Hoar, ` Van Wyck, 
De pews gonar AAR vee 
ones evada, ‘oorhees, 
Blackburn: Eustis, Manderson, ‘Walthall, 
Blair, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Whitthorne, 
Butler, Frye, Morrill, Wil 
Cheney, George, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Hale, Sherman, 
NAYS—l4. 
Call, pr ea Payne, Stanford, 
Cameron, MeMillan, Pugh, Teller. 
Farwell, Mahone, m, 
Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Sawyer, 
ABSENT—23, 
Bowen, Kenna, Plumb, 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Sabin, 
Camden, rris, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Gols i era Miller, povre 
Jolqu: ngal organ ance. 
Fadunda, Jones of Florida, Platt, ; 
So the bill was 


passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, the title was amended so as to read: ‘A 
bill to prohibit members of Congress from acting as attorneys or em- 
ployés for railroad companies in certain cases.’’ 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the special order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and 
Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
"e Sragi adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 5, at 12 
o’clock m. ‘ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 4, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. 
D., of Washington city. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


VETO MESSAGE--ALEXANDER FALCONER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill numbered 6443, entitled '* An act grant- 
ay Ba pension to Alexander Falconer.” ; 

s claimant filed his application for pension in 1879, alleging that in 1837, 

being then an enlisted man in the United States Army, he received a gunshot 
yous in his right leg below the knee, at the battle of Okeechobee Lake, Flor- 

a. 


The records disclose the fact that this soldier enlisted in 1834, and was almost 
continuously in the service and attached to the same company until 1846. 

It further appears that he is reported sick during the month in which the bat- 
tle was foi The list of casualties does not contain his name among the 
wounded. 

He re-enlisted in 1846 and n in 1347, and was finally discharged in 1848, 
These latter enlistments were for service in the Mexican war. 

His claim for pension was denied in 1885, on the ground that no disability ex- 


isted in a pensionable degree from the alleged gunshot wound in his leg. 
Itis pe ectly clear that the only pretexts for giving this claimant a pension 
are milit: service, old age, and po 


verty, 

Inasmuch as he was a soldier in the Mexican war, his case is undoubtedly pro- 
vided for by a éral law approved within the last few days. 

Under this bill the amount to be paid him is fixed, while if the bill herewith 
returned were approved, the sum to be paid him would depend upon the deter- 
mination of the Pension Bureau as to the extent of his disability as the result of 
his wound. As that bureau has quite lately determined that there was no dis- 
anon ¢ a is evident that this old soldier can better rely upon the general law re- 


r GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 3, 1887. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that this veto message, with the accom- 
panying bill, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM LYNCH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return without approval House bill numbered 6182, entitled “An 
act nting a pension to William Lynch.” 

The claimant mentioned in this bill enlisted in the Fifth Regiment United 
States Infantry in 1849, and was di after a re-enlistment September 8, 
1 


859. 

He filed a claim for pension more than twenty-four years afterward, in April, 
1884, claiming that he contracted rheumatism of the right hip and leg in the win- 
ter of 1857-58, while serving in Utah. He admitted that he was not under 
treatment while in the service, and that he never consulted a physician in re- 
gard to his disability until he commenced proceedings for a pension. 

The evidence disclosed to me falls far short of establishing this claim for pen- 
sion upon its merits. 

The application made to the Pension Bureau is ner erai awaitingan- 
swer to inquiries made by the bureau in January, 1886. 

I do not understand tthe Congress intends to pass special acts in cases 


thus situated, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, February 3, 1887. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Imovethat this message, with the accompanying 
bill, be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

STATUE OF LIBERTY LIGHT STATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House Board, 
and recommending the passage of an act providing for a permanent 
plant for lighting the Statue of Liberty light station, Bedloe’s Island, 
New’ York; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

; MILEAGE OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of Warof a 
deficiency in the appropriation for mileage of officers for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. WEEKS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact 
by that court in the case of John H. Weeks against the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JAMES G. FIELD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact 
by that court in the case of James G. Field, administrator, &c., against 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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REFERENCE OF BILLS, ETC, 


The SPEAK KR laid before the House, under the rules, a bill of the 
House with Senate amendments, and Senate bills and a concurrent reso- 
lution; which were referred as follows, namely: 

The bill (H. R. 5097) to regulate the use of the grounds of the Wash- 
ington National Monument, known as Public Reservation No. 3, in the 
city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Public Lands; 

The bill (S. 2877) to promote the efliciency of the General Land 
Office—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department; 

The bill (S. 3157) to authorize the removal of the quarantine station 
from Ship Island, Mississippi—to the Committee on Commerce; 

The bill (S. 2896) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the cities of Omaha, Nebr., and Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Commerce; and 

The concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the compilation 
and printing of the veto messages of the Presidents of the United 
States—to the Committee on Printing. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FLEEGER, for six days, an account of important business, 
To Mr, DINGLEY, for the remainder of the week, on account of illness. 
To Mr, TOWNSHEND, for ten days. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. TOWNSHEND to 
print remarks in the RECORD on the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iask unanimous consent to di the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the hill 
(H. R. 9379) for the relief of John Heflebower, and put it upon its pas- 


Rage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. : 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. COWLES demanded the reading of the re- 
port. 

The report was read at length. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I shall have to object to that, for the present at 
least. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon his ob- 
lection. This case has been before the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know; but there are certain facts ascertained by 
the court, and there are items connected with the claim that in my 
‘opinion come within the rule heretofore laid down by the committee, 
and I think it should have a further examination. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let it be considered now, and the gentleman can 
state his objections to any particular point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I must insist upon the objection at this time. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 569) appropriating $45,000 for the improve- 
ment of the post-office building in the city of Indianapolis, Ind., and 
put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill ? 

Mr. ELY. I object. 

Mr. FELTON. Task unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill (S. 
2428) to grant certain seal rocks to the city and county of San Fran- 
cisco, State of California, in trust for the people of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. STORM. Let me ask if this has been recommended by any 
committee of the House? 

Mr. FELTON. Yes, sir; by both committees unanimously. 

Mr. STORM. By the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. STRAIT. The Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. FELTON. Not by the Committee on Commerce. It has been 
reported unanimously by both committees, that of the House and of 
the Senate, on the public lands. 

Mr. STORM. What is the extent of the grant? 

Mr. FELTON. It is not a grant, but simply gives to the city of San 
Francisco the control of these islands until the Government chooses to 
take possession of them. 

Mr. OATES. Does it impose any restrictions upon the public with 
reference to the use of these islands? 

Mr. FELTON. None whatever. It simply gives to the city of San 
Francisco control of the islands, and the Government can take posses- 
sion of them at any time that it thinks proper for any purpose. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Are these the little seal islands right off the mouth 
of the Golden Gate? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let the report in this case be read before the right 
to object is waived. 


XVIII——86 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report was read at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? : 
Mr. ELY. I object. 
GOVERNMENT FARM, ANNAPOLIS, MD. 


Mr. FINDLAY. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House from the farther consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 7508) granting the right of way to the Annapolis and Baltimore Short- 
Line Railroad Company across the Government farm connected with 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md., and put it upon its 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the right of way through the northwest corner of the 
lands belonging to the United States Government, lying and being in Anne 
Arundel County, in the State of Maryland, known as the Government farm, be, 
and hereby is, nted to the Annapolis and Baltimore Short-Line Railroad 
Company, for the construction of a railroad between the cities of Annapolis 
and Baltimore, to be located to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the wary 
and the said right of way hereby granted shall be to the extent of 66 feet in 
width, with such additional width as may be required for slopes at cuttings and 
embankments, said line to be located northwest of the hospital buildings, and 
at least 50 feet from the out-buildings thereof. 

Serc. 2, That the right of way and other privileges granted herein under the 

rovisions contained in this act shall become inoperative and null and void un- 

ess the said company shall, within the term of two years from the Ist day of 
June, 188-, have so far advanced the construction of said road as to satisfy the 
Navy Department that said company is lawfully and successfully established, 
and that said road will be completed as pro; within a reasonable time. 
The committee recommend the following amendment: 
Insert, after the word ‘‘time,’’ in the ninth line of section 2, the fol- 
lowing: 

And also unless the said railroad company shall cause to be erected and main- 
tained suitable bridges where roads are crossed, and fences erected and main- 
tained on either side of said 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. -I think some one should state how much 
of the Government farm this right of way covers. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I wiil say, in reply to the gentleman from Illinois, 
that it takes but a very small portion, a very insignificant part of the 
farm, just sufficient width for the road. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That is sufficient. 

Mr. FINDLAY. And I will say, in the first place, that the Govern- 
ment farm is not used, and that this right of way is granted in accord- 
ance with the regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy; and 
italso comes as a unanimous report from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I observe that there is a blank in the bill 
which has not been filled. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I move to insert, in the fifth line of the printed 
bill, second section, after the words ‘‘eighteen hundred and eighty,” 
the word ‘‘eight;’’ so as to fix the date 1888. 

The SPEAKER. The first question will be on the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

The amendment was to. : 

The amendment of Mr. FINDLAY was a; to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FINDLAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF BILL FOR REDEMPTION OF TRADE-DOLLAR. 


Mr. RANDALL, I desire to make a privileged report from the Com 
mittee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S, 199) entitled “An act 
for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar,”’ and that Saturday, Febru- 
ary 5, immediately after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consid- 
eration of the same in the House, no other business to be transacted until the 
consideration of said bill is concluded. 

Mr. RANDALL. Upon that resolution I call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LANHAM. Before the previous question is «rdered I desire to 
be heard for a moment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the call for the previous question that 
I may hear the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

Mr. LANHAM. -I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he will 
not so modify the resolution as to allow the bill to be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, further- 
more, if he will not agree to postpone its consideration until to-morrow 
week. I make this request in view of the absence of the chairman of the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND], who has gone home in consequence of sickness in his 
family. I know he takes great interest in this measure, and is esp¢ci- 
ally anxious to be present when it is considered. 
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Mr. RANDALL. The latter request of the gentleman from Texas, 
it occurs to me, is a reasonable one, and while I have no authority from 
the Committee on Rules to accept the amendment, yet my individual 
inclination is to do so; and if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mor- 
RISON] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], members of the 
Committee on Rules, acquiesce in this suggestion as to the later day, I 
will accept that amendment. 

Mr. MORRISON, I think it is not an unreasonable request, and that 
it mp to be granted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I accept theamendment as to the change of 
day, and will modify the resolution accordingly. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iknow the chairman of the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights and Measures desires that the bill shall be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and I ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to include that also in his modification 
of the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of the resolution again. 
Erena is no purpose to limit fair debate or to restrict amendments. 

Mr. LANHAM. So faras Iam concerned and so far as the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is concerned, we are both in favor of 
redeeming and recoining the e-dollar. Ihave heretofore expressed 
myself as to that in as strong terms as I know how to employ. But 
there is a minority report, or at least leave was obtained for a minority 
report to be filed, which differs from the majority of the committee as 
to the manner of redemption and recoinage, and I think it is better 
that the bill should be eomideced i in the way I suggest. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask that the eii be again read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Idesire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is this aprivileged matter? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave accepted the ion that the day as- 
signed for the consideration of the bill be the 12th February instead 
of the 5th, and I modify the resolution in that way. 

Mr. LANHAM. Thatbeing agreed to, I move to strike out so much 
of the resolution as provides for discharging the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot yield for that. 

.The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the effect of a resolution 
making the consideration of a bill a special order, unless the contrary 
is stated in the resolution, is to di the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union and to bring the bill into the House. 

Mr. CRISP. Is it competent for a majority to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the consid- 
eration of a bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is, on a report of the Committee on Rules. It 
is a change of the rules to that extent; and there is no rule of the House 
requiring more than a majority to change a rule. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But the consideration in the House does 
not cut off the power of amendment? I presume that is not the object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think the object is to cut off fair debate 
or amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwould like to understand what is the amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. I want to know whether 
he proposes, in addition to postponing the consideration to the 12th, to 
have the bill considered in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Texas and accepted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania was simpl 
to postpone the consideration of the bill till Saturday, the 12th. 

Mr. SCOTT. And to have the bill considered in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas proposed that amend- 
ment, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania declined to yield. 

Mr. RANDALL, I demand the previous question on the resolution 
as modified. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he will 
allow me to have printed in the RECORD an amendment substantially 
embodying the judgment of the minority of the committee, which we 
propose to offer to the Senate bill? 

Mr. RANDALL, I will say to the gentleman from Texas that I am 
not here as the spokesman of the bill at all. I have merely offered the 
soars 3 resolution as a member of the Committee on Rules to give an 

portunity for the consideration of the bill. After that has been pro- 
vided for the control of this bill passes from me; but I give assurance, 
so far as I am concerned, the gentleman will have opportunity of 
amendment, and that I have no objection to the insertion in the 
RECORD of the amendment he has indicated. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that there be printed in 
the RECORD the following amendment in the nature of a substitute for 
the Senate bill, which I send to the desk, and expect to offer at the 
proper time. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the resolution as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by hich the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The following is the proposed amendment, which was ordered to be 
printed i in the RECORD: 

Senate bill 199. Amendment. 


Strike out all after the enactin; See sors Lane eee insert 
“That fora od of six months after Ler panapa Baran Unn United States trade- 
dollars, if notdefaced, mutilated, or stamped, shall their face value 


in payment of all dues os the United States, and shall not be po plan raphe 
in any other manner 

z Sac. 2. That the pice rep of a oe trade-dollars, during the period aforesaid, 
on presentation of the same at the office of the Treasurer or any assistant treas- 
urer of the United States, if said coins be not defaced, muti! or stamped, 
may receive in exchange therefor a like amount and value, dollar for dollar, in 
Madara silver Aati o or in subsidiary coins of the United Btates, at the option 


of the holder. 
“Sec. 3. That the trade-dollars received by, sede to, or i ted with e 
ae fhe 


Treasurer or an; t g tre ornationa! 
shall not be paid out, orin er manner ree g 
eee and peenined into stand- 
tion of the Secretary of the 


United States shall tted to the coi 
ard silver dollars, or iaeia ses coin, at the 

Strike out the words “section 3," in Senate bill, and insert section 4, 
WIDOW OF W. R. CRANNA. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Accounts. 

‘The report was read, as follows: 

Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 1, 1887. 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out of the contingent 
fund of the House to the widow of William R, Cranna, late an em- 
plo é ofthe House of Representatives, asum equal to his salary for six months; 
that the Clerk be further directed to pay out of the contingent fund the ex- 
racial connected with the illness and funeral of the said Cranna; said expenses 
not to exceed $250. 
The Committee on Accounts, having considered the accompanying resolu- 
tions, finds that Cranna was an old employé of the House and was on the rollat 
the time of his death. The allowance ed for is the usual one, and is for the 
benefit of the widow and children of deceased. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, this employé left a widow 
and young children. Theyarevery poor. Thisresolution is the usual 
one in such cases, and as I presume that no discussion is desired, Ide- 
mand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the yote by which 
the resolution was to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN R. M’KINNIE. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favora- 
bly a bill (H. R. 11030) for the relief of John R. McKinnie, adminis- 
trator; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

SIMON WITKOUSKI 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported fa- 
vorably a bill (H. R. 11031) for the relief of Simon Witkouski; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. M’DOWELL. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also fa- 
vorably a bill (H. R. 11032) for the relief of John R. Mc , admin- 
istrator of the estate of John McDowell, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

S. H. BRODNAX. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported fa- 
vorably a bill (ŒH. R. 11033) for the relief of S. H. Brodnax, executor 
of George T. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the oait of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. COOK, SR. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported fa- 
vorably a bill (H. R. 11034) for the relief of William H. Cook, sr.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ANN MOREAU. à 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported fa- 
vorably a bill (H. R. 11035) for the relief of Ann Moreau; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN LOAGUE, 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
favorably a bill (H. R. 11036) for the relief of John Loague, adminis- 
trator; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago the House made 
the bill (H. R. 10666) to provide for the payment of what are known 
as the 4th of July claims, a sapere order for this day. Some of the 
friends of the measure have asked me to agree that it go over till to- 
morrow immediately after the reading ot the journal, with the under- 
standing that it shall then have the same rights and privileges to which 
it is now entitled. If that agreement can be had I have no objection; 
and I now ask unanimous consent that the bill be laid over until to- 
morrow immediately after the reading of the journal, with the under- 
standing tliat it shall lose none of its rights. 

Mr. HATCH. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move the 
postponement of the consideration of this bill until to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER. It is inorder. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON ] makes that request. 

Mr. BURROWS. Thereareonly afew Fridays left for private busi- 
ness. This special order was made for this day thoughtlessly, I pre- 
sume, and if we devote the day to the consideration of this bill it may 
deprive us entirely of an opportunity to consider private business, 

Mr. BRAGG. This is private business. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand; but the business is allin one bun- 
dle. I move, Mr. Speaker, to postpone the consideration of this bill 
until to-morrow morning immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no objection to that if the tleman 
will include in his motion that the bill shall reserve all its rights. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It does seem tome, Mr. Speaker, that private bills 
consume a sufficient proportion of the time of this House. There are 
pd dpi measures of a general character that ought to be acted upon, 
and I think we ought not to further obstruct their consideration by 
giving additional time to private matters. There are several important 
measures which have been reported from committees of the House and 
are awaiting consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I demand the previous question on my motion. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. If this bill is postponed until to-morrow will the 
effect be to give us the use of that day as private-bill day ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. The House may by a 
majority vote dispense with the consideration of private bills. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It is one step in that direction, is it not? 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Burrows; and there 
were—ayes 97, noes 32, 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty-one have risen in the affirmative, which 
is more than one-fifth of the last vote. [Cries of ‘‘ Count the other 
side!’’] There are eighty in the negative. The yeas and nays, there- 
fore, are ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
153, nays 92, not voting 73; as follows: 


YEAS—153. 
Adams, G. E. Dorsey, Hudd, Outhwaite, 
Adams, J. J. Dunham, Jackson, en, z 
Allen, Ġ H. ly, ames, Payne, 
Atkinson, vans, Johnston, J. T, Payson, 
Baker, Everhart, Kelley, Peters, 
- Barbour, Farq Ke m, Pettibone, 
Bayne, Felton, La Follette, Ips, 
B Findlay, Laird, Pindar, 
Bound Fi T, Landes, Plumb, 
Boutelle, Ford, Lawler, Price, 
Boyle, Gallinger, Leh Reed, 
yY, Geddes, Libbey, Rice, 
Brown, C. E. Gilfillan, Lindsley, Richardson, 
Buchanan, Goff, Little, Robertson, 
uck, Grosvenor, Long, Rockwell, 
Bunnell, Grout, Louttit, Rowell, 
Guenther, Lovering, Ryan, 
Butterworth, ale, L; A Sawyer, 
Caldwell Hall, Markham, Scranton, 
Campbell, J. E. Halsell, Matson, Seymour, 
Campbell, Harmer, Maybury Skinner, 
Campbell, Hayden, McComas, Snyder, 
Cannon, Haynes, McKinley, Spooner, 
Carleton, Henderson; D.B. Merriman, Stahlnecker, 
Compton, Henderson, T. J. Millard, le, 
Conger, ‘epburn, offatt, Ste 
Cooper, Hiestand, Morrow, Stewart, J. 
n, ill, Murphy, Stone, E. F. 
Culberson, Hires, Neat, ee E 
Curtin, Hitt, Negley, Struble, 
Cutcheon, Holmes, Nelson, Swinburne, 
Daniel, Hopkins, O'Hara, Swope, 
Davidson, R. H.M. Houk, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, I. H. 
Davis, Howard, Osborne, Taylor, J. M. 


Taylor, Zach. Wade, eber, Woodburn. 
Thomas, J. R. Wadsworth, White, A.C, Worthington. 
Thomas, 0. B, Wait, ite, Milo 
Thompson, Warner, William Whiting, 
Van Schaick, Weaver, A. J. Wilson, 
NAYS—22, 
Allen, J. M. Eden, Lowry, Seney, 
Eldredge, Martin, W, 
Barnes, Ermen! McCreary, Sowden, 
Fisher, McKenna, Springer, 
Blan Forney, MeMillin, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Blount, Gay, McRae, Stone, W.J., Mo, 
Bragg, Glass, Miller, orm, 
Burnes, Green, Mills, Tarsney, 
Bynum, Hammond, Mitchell, Taulbee, 
Cabell, $ Morgan, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, Felix Hemphill, Morrill, Tillman, 
Catchings, Henderson, J.S. M n, Trigg, 
Clardy, Henley, Muller, Turner, 
Clements, e eece, Van Eaton, 
bb, Hermann, Oates, Viele, 
Cowles, Holman, O’Ferrall, Ward, T. B. 
Cox, W. R. Johnston, T.D. Peel, Weaver, J, B. 
Jones, J.H. Perry, Wheeler, 
Croxton, Jones, J. T, Pidcock, Wilkins, 
Davidson, A. O. Kleiner, Reese, Willis, 
Dibble, Laffoon, Sadler, Winans, 
Dockery, Lan $ Sayers, Wise, 
Dunn, Lore, Scott, Wolford. 
NOT VOTING—73. 
Aiken, Cox, 8. 8S. Irion, Sessions, 
Anderson, C, M. Dargan, Johnson, F, A. Singleton, 
Anderson, J. A. Davenport, King, Smalls, 

m, Dawson, Le Fevre, Spriggs, 
Ballentine, Dingley, Mahoney, prin Charles 
Belmont, — ~ McAdoo, St. Martin, 
Bennett, E rry, Milliken mes, 
Bingham, Foran, No ylor, E. B. 

land. Frederick, O'Donnell, Townshend, 

Breckinridge, C. R. Full ~. O'Neill, J.J. Tucker, 
Breckinridge, WOP Fur + Parker, Wakefield, 
Browne, T. M, Git CHM Perk Wallace, 
Brown, W. W. Gibau., Kustace Randall, Ward, J. H. 
Brumm. Glover, Ranney, Warner, A.J 
Burleigh, Reagan, Wellborn, 
Candler, Riggs, Vest. 
Caswell, Heard, Rogers, 
Collins, Hiscock, Romeis, 
Comstock, Hutton, Rusk, 

So the motion to postpone was agreed to. 

During the roll-cali, 

On motion of Mr. BURROWS, by unanimous consent the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 


The follo pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, 
Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. WAKEFIELD, 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. REAGAN with Mr. HISCOCK. 

Mr. BAcon with Mr, PARKER. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. RoGERS with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. PERKINS, until Saturday next. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. BRUMM, until Monday next. 
Mr. CANDLER with Mr. HANBACK, for this day. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. FULLER, for this day. 
Mr. Comstock with Mr. DINGLEY, on this vote. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, on this vote. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. McCREARY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
amendment; which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Amend clause 2 of Rule XXIII by striking out the words “ whenever a Com- 
nie of the Whole House” and insert in lieu thereof the following words, 
namely: 

“A quorum of a Committee of the Whole shall consist of one hugdred mem- 
bers, and whenever said committee finds itself; ” so it will read: 

“A quorum of a Committee of the Whole shall consist of one hundred members; 
and w ever said committee finds itself without a quorum the chairman shall 
cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the committee shall rise and the chair- 
man shall rt the names of the ntees to the House, which shall be en- 
tered on the Journal; but if on such call a quorum shall sipan the committee 
shall thereupon resume its sitting without further order of the House.” 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order of business, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

JACOB SURERENO AND WILLIAM H. BEHRENS. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Patents, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10041) for the relief of Jacob Surerenoand Will- 
iam H. Behrens; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN B. WOLF. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9240) granting a pension to John B. Wolf; 
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which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM A. DARNELL. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 268) for the reliefof Hiram A. Darnell; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

DAVID TEED. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 5809) granting a pension to David Teed with 
an amendment correcting the name from Peed to Teed ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ANNA WRIGHT. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported the bill (S. 2210) granting a pension to Anna Wright; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported adversely the bill (H. R. 7763) granting a pension to Belford E. 
Davis; which was laid on the table. 

JOHN A. RANDALL. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7576) granting a pension to John A. 
Randall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, alse reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1405) granting a pension to Andrew M. Jordon; 

A bill (H. R. 6800) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Ray; 

A bill (H. R. 3396) granting a pension to Jacob R. Critten; 

A bill (H. R. bret granting a pension to Catherine Hofferman; 
A bill (H. R.%6127) granting a pension to Robert Ellington; and 
A bill (H. R. 5614) for the relief of John D. Jones. 

CAPT, FRANK BELL. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 10050} to increase the pension of Capt. 
Frank Bell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed, 

MARY A. PFEIFFER. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8251) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Pfeiffer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. X 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF PETER LYLE. 

On motion of Mr. SWOPE, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. 701) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter Lyle, 
deceased; and the same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

EMANUEL MASON. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
a bill (H. R. 11037) for the relief of Emanuel Mason; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed, 

: WINDSOR, AND SOUTH WINDSOR, CONN. 

Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10675) for the relief of the towns of Wind- 
sor and South Windsor, on account of damage done to Bissell’s Ferry; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HYLAND C. KIRK AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago the Committee on 
Claims made a report upon the bill (S. 2560) for the relief of Hyland 
C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher. I desire now to 
submit the views of the minority of that committee, to be printed, and 
to accompany the report of the majority. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the views of a minority 
of the Committee on Claims, submitted at this time by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], will be printed as requested. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


JAMES TRABUE AND OTHERS, 


Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


REAL ESTATE TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, reported, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 3690), a bill (H. 
R. 11038) changing the name of the Real Estate Title Insurance Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 3690) was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


MARY L. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8029) granting a pension to Mary L. 
Williams; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
The SPEAKER. The call of committees is now concluded. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
print in the RECORD remarks upon the bill (H. R. 7652) to reduce tariff 
taxes and to modify the taxes in relation to the collection of the reve- 
nue. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
omnis of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private 


The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Contmittee of the Whole, 
Mr. HATCH in the chair. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4840) 
to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that this bill, together 
with the three bills next on the Calendar—H. R. 218, 3216, and 3235— 
be passed over informally. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
COLUMBIA BANK IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2140) 
for the relief of the Columbia Bank in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill has been reported from the Committee 
on War Claims adversely. I move that it be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES T. JOHNSTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1773) 
for the relief of James T, Johnston. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman who reported this bill, Mr. MAR- 
TIN, of Alabama, if present, I hope will give some further explana- 
tion than that embodied in the report. It does not seem very clear 
from the reading of the report that this party is entitled to an exten- 
sion. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. The gentleman who made the report is not 
present this morning. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam informed by a member of the Committee on 
Patents that Mr. MARTIN is not present. I therefore ask unanimous 
consent that this bill be laid aside informally, retaining its place on 
the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LIEUT. LOUIS F. ELLIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 60) granting a medal to Lieut. Louis F. Ellis for heroic con- 
duct in joining the ‘‘forlorn-hope storming party ’’ at Port Hudson, 
June 15, 1863. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This, Mr. Chairman, is an adverse report, and I 
move that the joint resolution be laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MEDALS OF HONOR TO CERTAIN PENNSYLVANIA SOLDIERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4235) 
directing theSecretary of the Treasury to prepare medals of honor to be 
bestowed upon certain Pennsylvania volunteer soldiers of the late war. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside 
informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is also an adverse report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; but the gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 


Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back | that it be passed over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar, 
favorably the bill (S. 311) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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CLAIMS OF CERTAIN STEAMSHIP COMPANIES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4583) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to make final adjustment 
of claims of certain foreign steamship companies arising from the ille- 
gal exaction of tonnage dues. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This bill has been already read in Committee 
of the Whole, and inasmuch as the amount involved is very consider- 
able and the principle embodied in the bill is of great importance, I 
will claim the attention of the committee for a short time while I lay 
before the committee the facts upon which the bill is predicated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey will suspend 
until the bill is either read orits reading dispensed with by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ata former session of the committee. 

Mr. NELSON. I would like to have the bill read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
allow and pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to the North German Lloyd Steamship Company of Bremen, the Hamburg 
American Packet Company of Hamburg, and the Norse American Line “of 
Sweden, interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum on such moneys as 
have been exacted from such companies in contravention of treaty provisions, 
and heretofore refunded under the act of June 19, 1878; such interest to be com- 
puted from the date of the respective payments by such companies up to the 
time of refunding the same under the act aforesaid: however, That 
such interest shall be accepted by said companies, respectively, in full settlement 
of all claims on account of said moneys exacted from them in contravention of 
treaty provisions as above stated. ` 


Mr. BUCHANAN. AsI was saying, the amount covered by the bill 
is very considerable, and the principles involved are of importance. I 
therefore take the liberty of claiming the attention of the committee 
for a short time, while I lay before them the facts upon which the bill 
is predicated. 

Allow me to say, in the first place, that this bill was before the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations in the Forty-sixth Congress, and also be- 
fore the same committee in the Forty-eighth Co , and in each in- 
stance reported favorably. It comes here with a favorable report from 


the Committee on Claims after, as I believe, a full and exhaustive ex- 
amination. It provides: 
Hae tt Ceca hy Ae nate and House of Representatives, That the Secretary of 


ereby authorized to allow and pay, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the North German Lloyd Steamship 
Company of Bremen, the burg American Packet Company of Hamburg, 
and the Norse American line of Sweden, interest at the rate of 5 per centum per 
annum on such moneys as have been exacted from such com in contra- 
vention of treaty provisions, and heretofore refunded under the act of June 19, 
1878; such interest to be computed from the date of the respective payments by 
such companies up to the time of refunding the same under the act aforesaid : 
Provided, however, That such interest shall be accepted by said companies, re- 
spectively, in full settlement of all claims on account of said moneys exacted 
from them in contravention of treaty provisions as above stated. 


For thirty years prior to July, 1862, no tonnage duties were levied 
by the United States Government upon vessels of foreign countries en- 
tering our ports. At that time the United States Government, being 
in sore need of funds, authorized the imposition of a tonnage act. When 
the act poing such duties went into operation the Secretary of the 
Treasury did not first examine and ascertain what countries were ex- 
empt by treaty stipulations from the imposition of tonnage taxes upon 
their ships, but exacted it upon the tonnage of, I believe, all nations 
whose vessels entered our ports. It is true that the bill contained the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be deemed in any wise to 
impair any rights and privileges which have been or may be acquired by any 
foreign nation under the laws and treaties of the United States relative to the 
duty on tonnage of vessels. 

But, as I have said, no inquiry was made as to what tonnage was ex- 
empt, and it was levied upon all. Among the lines upon which it was 
levied were those named in this bill. 

Under that imposition, Mr. Chairman, the North German Lloyd 
Steamship Company paid, at the ports of New York, Baltimore, and 
New Orleans, as a tonnage tax upon vessels of their lines en these 
ports, the sum of $130,785 ; and the Hamburg-American Packet Com- 
pany also paid the sum of $130,119, and the Swedish line a much 
smaller sum. Now the fact was that at the time of the imposition of 
this tonnage tax and its collection by our Government, by treaty stip- 
ulations with the countries owning these lines, that tonnage was exempt 
from taxation at our hands. But the money was collected by this 
Government and was turned into the Treasury. The matter thus con- 
tinued for some time, until the countries in question called the atten- 
tion of our Government to the fact that their shipping was exempt from 
the imposition of these duties, when this Government discontinued the 
collection of the tax. 

June 19, 1878, Con 
companies. During 


passed an act refunding this tax to these 
e consideration of that bill in the Senate, Mr. 


MORRILL, chairman of the Committee on Finance, addressed a letter 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, under date of April 8, 1878, sub- 
mitting to him, among others, the following inquiry: 

Again let me ask you whether, if nothing is said in the act as to the payment 
of interest, you would pay any? : 


oss this the Secretary replied as follows, under date of April 15, 


You further inquire whether if nothing be said in the act mot a of 
interest this Department would pay interest on the amounts o ly exacted, 
I reply that the question whether interest should be paid on the original claims 
would depend on the obligations of the Government under the treaty stipula- 
Bons referred to, as such stipulations are ordinarily construed by the law of na- 

ions, 


I repeat the last phrase: 
As such stipulations are ordinarily construed by the law of nations. 


Thereupon the bill was After the bill became a law the then 
Secretary of the Treasury referred the matter to the Attorney-General 
of the United States for his opinion: Whether, under the wording of 
the act, it was the duty of the Treasury Department under that act to 
allow the interest as well as the principal upon these claims. 

To this inquiry the Attorney-General made this reply: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, July 19, 1878. 


Sm: In addition to questions submitted relating to claims by citizens of the 
Hanseatic republics and subjects of Norway and Sweden for repayment of 
tonnage tax under the act of June 19, 1878, your letter of the 15th instant in- 
quires whether by virtue of the stipulations of the treaties apon which the claims 
in question were „claims for interest on the sums exacted as tonnage tax 
in contravention of treaty provisions from steamers of the Norse American Line 
and of the North German Lloyds Line should be paid or the United States, and 
if such claims for interest are valid and payable whether the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized under the provisions of the act of June 19, 1878, to refand 
interest on the amounts of tonnage tax so exacted by the United States in con- 
travention of treaty stipulations of the steamers of the lines mentioned. 

Provision for the payment of these claims is specific, namely, section 3012 of 
the Revised Statutes. The question whether interest is payable upon 
claims is involved in the question whether such would be the usual course of 
administration under that section. I understand that interest is not payable, 
according to the ordinary course of administration, upon the refunding of du- 
ties by authority of that section which have been improperly collected, This 
seems to be a correct construction of the statute as a matter of law, and it being 
the only practical question involved in the letter, I respectfully reply that the 
Secretary of the Treasury is not authorized to refund interest in amounts of 
tonnage tax enacted by United States in contravention of treaty stipulations. 

Whether or not interest should be allowed as amatter of international justice 
and propriety upon these claims is not a question upon which it is necessary for 
me to express any opinion. If such claim exists, it must be made to Congress. 
The only inquiry I have to answer is purely a domestic one, namely,as to the 
i ektir nof ne law as it bard “gee — 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CHAS, DEVENS, Allorney-General. 

Hon, Joun SHERMAN, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 


As a result of the opinion of the Attorney-General the Secretary of 
the Treasury declined under this act to allow interest upon these 
claims. The claims were presented to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
with interest added at 6 per cent., amounting, in the case of the North 
German Lloyd Company, to $80,737.50 to August 8, 1878, and the 
Hamburg Packet Company, to $75,069.27 to July 1, 1878; but as I have 
said, under the opinion of the Attorney-General, the Secretary of the 
Treasury refused to allow that portion which was for interest, and the 
companies accepted the principal, but accepted it under protest. That 
it was accepted under protest is evident from a letter of Hon. William 
M. Evarts, then Secretary of State, to Hon. John Sherman, then Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, under date of January 31, 1879, in which he says, 
referring to a communication of the German minister: 

The protests referred to therein are already in the possession of the Treasury 
Department, 

That these protests were filed there can be no question. 

Thereupon the German ministeraddressed to Hon. William M. Evarts, 
Secretary of State, under date of January 5, 1879, a communication 
calling his attention to the facts that I have recited, and again commu- 
nieating to him the claim of these steamship companies for interest, to- 
gether with memoranda of the separate payments of the taxupon which 
such claims for interest arose, and requested that interest should be 
paid upon those claims. The Government officials, of course acting 
upon the interpretation by the Attorney-General, felt themselves with- 
out power to allow this claim for interest, and prea tH these com- 
panies appealed to Congress for relief, losing no time, but coming at 
once and presenting their claim, the matter being transmitted to this 
House by Hon. John Sherman, Secretary of the Treasury, under cover 
of February 8, 1879. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? : 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have my facts arranged in consecutive order 
and I will try to state them all. If after I am through I have left any- 
thing unexplained I will be only too happy to answer any interroga- 


tory. 

The result of the appeal to Congress was, as I have stated, in each in- 
stance a favorable report by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, The 
bill was again introduced into the present House, was examined by the 
Committee on Claims, as I have stated, and is reported here for exam- 
ination and action by the Committee of the Whole. 

In addition to what I haye stated, I hold in my hands a copy of a let- 
ter addressed by the German minister to the Secretary of State, under the 
date of February 16, 1886, and which copy comes to me from the De- 
partment of State under cover of a communication of March 3, 1886, 
from that Department. This letter I ask the Clerk to read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
[Translation.] 


IMPERIAL GERMAN LEGATION, 
Washington, February 16, 1836, 
Mr. Secretary of State: 

In obedience to instructions received from the Im Government, I have 
the honor most respectfully to ask your kind consideration in the following 
matter: 

As you are probably aware, Mr. Secretary of State, from previous ions 
of my predecessor, Mr. Von Schlozer, with the Doparinsnt or State of e United 
States, certain German navigation companies, namely: The North German Lloyd 
of Bremen, the ee American Packet Stock Company, and the Adler Line, 
which has since been Pa SR with the latter, cabinet oe ed to them 
bf yes e a ean ed June 19, 1878, the sums of $130,785.64, $130,119.80, 

and $8,253.18, which sums had been collected from them as a so-called tonnage 
tax, in violation of the ines ering 9 of the law of December 31, 1862. The said col- 
lection was consequent! ans Omen This ergy | as may "be seen by the pro- 
ceedings of Congress at that 124, part 2, H. R. weg epee: Congress, 
second session), "refunding tonnage epon, was provided for, mee und of Sithe 
treaty concluded in the year 1827 between the United Statesand seatic re- 
pane, and of the most favored nation clause of said treaty, aae, Belgium, by 
er treaty with the United States concluded in 1858, had secured nop keg from 
the tonn: tax for her steamers enteri S Bese ports of the United Sta! 

This pve. Mhnaph Congress was adopted in pursuance of the unanimous opinion 
of the Attorney-General of the United States, of the ee oe State, and of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the companies in thought, when they re- 
ceived the moneys refunded tothem, that they had a tighhtooxpent that interest 
thereon for the period of thirteen years would be them, as is usual in such 
paesa, et IIT Daen PEOI te Onis ined by the United States. 

were, however, igi in reply to their representations, that, in the 
rw: as of the disbursing officers of the Treasury Department, the act of June 
39,1578, could, in strictness, be construed as providing for the payment of the 


rinci lonly. 
Phe en and Uero 3 companies thereupon received the payments under 
Bis et declaring through t rose representatives that they could not fi the 
payment of the oy “ete chug tax had been collected on the basis of in- 
structions from of th the Treasury, who must have known that its 
collection was piedan nena 

Since teen time the Soro orig sien arene op endeayored to obtain the 


sirp a seas) aree Potoa r ep ear ~ their gress (Report 
port ‘Affairs in ‘orty-cighth 

of Mr, baton Hr we 0. 1368) Foreign pasate rasgia aat e at Sep Rn iagi the 
same, adducing in addition to numerous other ts the presentation of 
the “ Alabama claims,” in which case the a Aep iey Erripa wan the 
commencement upon the eroso of inte: 

The Im Saveniones as tec 4 eta itself of the situation of this 
case, I have been authorized ve the honor, Mr. of State, to ap- 
pont to your kind pear aerate at the said affair may again submitted to 

nsideration of the competent authorities. 

myself oft you to kindly inform me of the results of your endeavors, I avail 

uh this occasion to renew to you the assurances of my distinguished con- 
* on, 


H., v. ALVENSLEBEN. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Ihavealso herea copy of a letter from the Treas- 
ent, of March 4, 1886, forwarded under cover of a communi- 


ury Departm 
cation of the following day from the Secretary of State; and I will 


ask the Clerk to read the letter. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, March 4, 1886, 
The honorable the Secretary of State: 


Sır: Ihave the honor to acknowledgo the receipt of your letter of the 3d in- 
stant submitting for the consideration of this Deinen a ion of a note 
under date of the 6th ultimo, from the of Germany at this capital, in 
relation to the claim of certain German steamshi companies for the payment 
of interest on certain moneys which were arpe, from said companies in con- 


trav array of treaty provisions, and heretofore refunded to them under the act 


ies referred to in the note of the Ger- 
> sone Minister are, the North oyd, the Hamburg American Packet 

y, and the e Line. The amounts paid to these several companies 
Sar found tab in the Senate Executive Document No. 30, of the second 
session of the Forty-eighth Congress, a co: a te of which was transmitted to the 
Department of State in a communication this Department of the 16th of 
January last, relating toclaims for repayment of tonnage duties on French yves- 


aspecial claim for me refund ofthe tonnage 
ted this De- 


ip 
I have the honor to rep} 


encores ebay 


those German 


stipulations.” ° 
Congress admitted the justice of the paren note ms by the passage of the act 
of July 19, og In the letter of this Dej ees above referred to it was said, 
in response to the question whether interest could be paid on the original 
claims, that that would depend upon the obligations of this Governmentunder 
its treaty stipulations with the Hanseatic towns, “as such stipulations are or- 
dinarily construed by the law of nations.” Itis ‘not for this Department to de- 
cide what usage may require in this class of cases; but it is known that this Gov- 
ernment Posner iare at, in the settlement of the Alabama claims and has 
pa interest on claims of foreign governments when such claims had no basis 
ustice more clearly evident than those of these German companies. The 
ken moneys were taken and haye been long held from the original claim- 
ants, simply because the power of this Department to cut off interest was so re- 
stricted by law requiring protest and a: refusal to pay interest in 


eases of this character might bea detrimental precedent shoul Lea Fae wa asimi- 
lar character arise or be ered where this Government might 
Respectfully yours, 


©. 5. FAIRCHILD, 
‘Acting Secretary. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Thecommittee will notice thatin this communi- 
(and tx aa Oo i ee Lpa pr argae iig arre esa 
anı already adj t question by the passage 
of the act alluded to) that this money was taken in direct 
contravention of treaty obligations; and he also calls attention to the 
fact that in similar cases the United States has required not only the 
refunding of the money but also the interest which had accrued; and 


he also calls attention to the fact that the refusal to pay interest in cases 
of this character might be a detrimental precedent for this country in 


cases arising hereafter. In addition to that I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the language of the President of the United 
States in his last annual message transmitted to Congress. In that 
message he uses these words: 

The claims for interest upon the amount of tonnage dues illegally exacted 
from certain German steamship lines were favorably reported in both Houses 
of Congress at the last session, and I trust will receive final and favorable action 
atan early day. 

These claims referred to, and spoken of as having been favorably re- 
re eee the last session, are the claims embraced in 

It is a fact that before this message was transmitted there had been 
pong made by the German Government upon our Government for 

ent of this interest, and the recommendation is strictly in the 
line of international comity. 

These are the facts in the case as ascertained by your committee, to 
whom you delegated authority to investigate the matter, and I can 
best sum them up in the terse words of the gentleman who made the 
report from the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress. He says: 

yd the facts in the case it appears: 

. The United States, by the treaty of 1827 with the Hanseatic Apre en- 


not to grant any particular favor to any other nation in respect of com- 
merce and navigation tat should not tesmattiagely become common to those 


republics, 
um the steamships of that country 


2. That by the treaty of 1858 with 
uties in ports of the United States. 


were exempt from payment of tonn: 
3. That by operation of these Paane Ai , the steamships of the 


— ports were also exempt so long as both treaties should remain in 
arte 


4. That, n otwithstandin pecan sp by treaty and the proviso in the act 
of 1862 that “nothing in ike aot act con ed shall be deemed in oe 8 wise to im- 
pair any rights or privileges which have been or may be acqui by any for- 
eign nation under the laws and treaties of the United States relative to duty on 
tonnage of vessels,” nevertheless these provisions were pasura 
the United States officers, and large sums of money were exacted 


nies thus exempt. 
were made in contravention of the treat: the Bere: 
by the pen ee Fagor eal, by th 
, and, lastly 
under construction of ise thea 
claim 


NG, That such refund was taken ur for interest be urged before Congress. 
Another fact should be taken into kaen in connection with 


Mr. MORROW. I would like to ask the gentleman what evidence 
he has that the German Government was not exacting a similar tax 
from our ships at that time? I do not find it in the report. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I did not embody all the evidence in the report. 
If I had done so, the document would have been too voluminous. That 
is not the practice. But I can assure the gentleman thatthe fact is as 
I have stated. 

It has been said that the United States Government never pays in- 
terest because itis to be nar ag oS itis tes egy to pay its debts. 
If any one will serve for a session of Con, Committee on 
Claims he will be very likely to ones ah that in. in some instances at 
least, that isa very violent presumption. But, however that may be, 
the proposition does not apply here, because in this case a demand for 
a refund was made, and the Government of the United States did not 
comply with that demand, but utterly neglected to do so. Again, 
whatever may be the rule between the Government and its citizens, 
this is a case between this Government and the governments of other 
countries—because those governments have made the case their own. 
Now, what is the rule of international law upon this subject? I will 
detain the committee but a few moments while I read one or two au- 
thorities upon that point. In Wheatonon International Law, page 341, 
it is laid down that— 

If a nation has taken possession of that which belongs to another [as we did], 
and if it refuses to a debt [as we did] to repair an injury or to give adequate 
satisfaction for it, latter may seize something of the pent and apply it to 
its advantage until it obiains payment of what is due, with interest and dam- 
ages. 

And the rule is laid down by Rutherford in these terms: 


In estimat: the damages which any one has sustained, if such things as he 
ha a bab rogaa to are unjustly taken from him or withholden or intercepted, 
er not only the value of the thing itself, but the value likewise 


of St ine ANA or DOOS thant antes DOVO sateen tree tee 
I have other citations which I will not detain the committee by 


1887. 
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reading. This claim arises by reason of the operation of a treaty. 
Mr. Webster, in speaking of a certain treaty, says: 


This compact between nations, this treaty, is to be construed and ini reted 
throughout its whole length and breadth, in its general be tae in all 
its details, in every phrase, sentence, word, and syllable t, by the settled 


rules of the jaw of nations. 


And I here say that there can be no question that, according to the 
settled rules of the law of nations, the precedents are in favor of the 
allowance of interest on a claim like this. We have established pre- 
cedents ourselves in this respect; and again I will quote from the re- 


port: 
The practice of the United States in discharging obligations resulting from 
pected ee has always been in accord with whee well-established prin- 
has exacted the payment of interest from other nations Da all a 
ions, and it 
ee =e raps that obligation in all cases where a like liability was imposed 
upon 
The most important and leading cases which have occurred are those which 
arose between this country and Great Britain—the first under the treaty of lec 
and the other under the first article of the treaty of Ghent. In the 
the United States claimed compensation for slaves and other propert: 
away from the country by the British forces at the close of the war in iy laken 
difference arose between the two Governments, which was submitted to the 
arbitrarhent of the Emperor of Russia, who decided that ‘ the United States of 
America are entitled toa ies indemnification from Great Britain for all private 
property carried away y the British forces.” A joint commission was ap- 
pointed for the purpose of hearing the claims of individuals under this decision. 
Atan early stage of the proceedings the question arose as to whether interest 
was a part of that “just in cation’ which the decision of the Emperor of 
Russia contemplated. The British commissioner denied the obligation to pay 
interest. The American commissioner, Langdon Cheves, insisted upon its 
allowance, and, in the course of his argument upon this question, said: 
“ Indemnification meansa reimbursement of a losssustained. Ifthe proper | o 
taken away on the 17th of Febroni 1815, were returned now uninjured, it 
n 


the obligation to make payment resulted from treaty sti 


would not reimburse the loss s ed by the =. away and uent 
detention; it would not be an epa tee he claimant would be 
unindemnified for the loss of the use of his for ten zoe PA con- 
pry as money, is nearly equivalent to ga value of principal 
ing.: 
Apain, he says: 


f interest be an incident usually attendanton the delay oi J, puns of deb 

damages are equally an incident attendant on the withholding an article o! 
perty. 

Ti consequence of this disagreement, the commission was broken up; but the 

claims were subsequently compromised b; peg sadan Ai of $1,204,960, 

$1,250,000, as claimed by Mr. Cheves; an id by Great Britain, 

$48, 000 was expressly for interest. 


The propriety of this claim for interest was su! uently wo ea to Will- 
Wirt, then Attorney-General, for his opinion. r. Wirt said: 

“Tam of the opinion that the just inde: m awarded by the emperor 
involves not merely the return of the value of the fic property, but a com- 
pensation cp fort the subsequent use and wro: ernan o of it = = na- 
ture of Iam of opinion that the interest, accord! 


the 
part of the just indemnification peer Be by the 
cre Attorneys-General, vol. 2, p. 33. 
An earlier case, in whi rinciple of interest was invol arose under 
the treaty of 17% betw. nited States and Great Britain, in which there 
stipulation on a 9 tered the British Government in relation to certain 
losses say ace rayne by ater ee and otne citizens ed 
reason egal or irregular capture eir vessels or other property 
British cruisers; and the seventh article provided in substance that “full and 
complete compensation for the same will be made by the British Government 
to said claimants,” 

A joint commission was instituted under this treaty, which sat in London, and 
by hich these claims were adjudicated. Mr. Earn Pome and Mr. Gore were 
commissioners on the of the United States and Dr. Nicholl and Dr. Swabey 
on the of Great Britain; and it is believed that in all instances this com- 
mission allowed interest as a part of the damage. In the case of “ The Betsey,” 
one of the cases which came before the board, Dr. Nicholl stated the rule of com- 


pensation as follows: 
original cost of their A ip eco all the 
together with hole 


usage of oaiieon: is a ateri 
Emperor of Russia,” 


* To reimburse the claimants the 
expenses they have actually incu interest on the w. 
amount, da I think, be a just and adequate co: ralt belligerent This, I ere 
is the measure of compensation usually made by belligerent nations, 
accepted by all neutral nations, for losses, costs, an occasioned b; 
illegal capture.” (Vide Wheaton’s Life of Seca pagel 
note, page 371.) 

By reference tothe American State Papers (Foreign Relations, volume 2, 

119, 5120) it will be seen by a tue of the rasan ad of State of the 16th ‘eb- 
=e: 1798, laid before the House of Representat: es, that interest was awarded 
id on such of these claims as had been cubtnlited to the award of Sir 
wit am Scott and Sir John Nicholl, as it was in all cases by the board of com- 
missioners. In consequence of some difference of opinion between the mem- 
bers of this commission, their p ngs were suspended until 1802, when a 
convention was concluded between the two Governments, and the commission 
reassembled, and then a question arose as to the allowance nF interest on ‘the 
claims during the suspension. This the American com: 
though it was at first resisted by the British commissioners, yet ct it was ‘anally 
pacad, and interest was allowed and paid. (See Mr. King’s three lettersto the 
retary of State, of th March, 1803, 23d April, 1803, and 30th April, 1803, Amer- 
ican State Papers, Forcign Relations, volume 2, pages 387, 388.) 

Another case in which this principle was involved arose under the treaty of 
the 27th October, 179%, with Spain, byt the twenty-firstarticle of which, “in order 
to terminate an differences on account of the losses sustained by citizens of the 
United States in consequence of their vessels and cargoes having been taken by 
the ayes of His Catholic Majesty aonne the late war between Spain and 
France, it is agreed that all such cases shall be referred to the final decision of 
commissioners, to be appointed in the following manner,” &c. The commis- 
sioners were to be chosen, one by the United States, one by Spain, and the two 
were to choose a third, and theaward of commissioners, orany two of them, 
was to be final, and the Spanish Government to pay the amount in specie. 

This commission awarded interest as part of the damages, (See American 
State Papers, volume 2, Foreign Relations, page 283. 

So, in the case of claims of American citizens against Brazil, settled by Mr. 
maton United States minister, interest was claimed and allowed. (See House 
Executive Document No. $2, first session Twenty-fifth Con, 249.) 

th of April 1898, by which pro- 


So. also, under the treaty with Mexico of February 2, 1848, the board of com- 
missioners for the adjustment of claims under that treaty allowed interest in 
all cases from the origin of the claim until the day when the commission ex- 
pired. 

So, also, under the convention with Colombia, concluded negii 10, Seen 


the commission for the adjudication of claims under that treaty allowed 
est in all cases as a part of the indemnity. 
under the recent convention with Venezuela, the United States exacted 


cases from the eee ae of the claim, and the awards were paid with interest. 

The distinguished tribunal at Geneva, under the treaty of Washington, al- 
lowed interest on the el claims of the United States against Great Britain as being 
“ just and reasonable.” 

n discussing the measure for determining damages to be awarded inst 
Great Britain | by the tribunal at Geneva, the eminent counsel of the United 
States, Mr. Evarts, Mr. Cushing, and Mr. "Waite, contended as follows: 

“The counsel assume Ao interest will be awarded by the tribunal as an 
element of the damage. We conceive this to be conformable to public law and 
to be required b; ree led considerations of a arsi and justice,” 

The counsel wet be eli cited the then recent decision by Sir Edward Thorn- 


ton, the Bri ashington,as umpire of a claim on part of the 
United States against B which held that the claimants were entitled to 
interest by the same right entitled them to reparation—the interest allowed 


intre The aael on behalf of Great Britain, while obj e ee u 
ee Tenete 


by the United States as not being applicable to un 
less admitted its reason or justice as to liquidated or ascertained ms in the 
following words: 

“In sense of that word, can only be allowed where there 


debtor, or nae the 
Poara ban over the Fats 
when the debt ong! 
itor's money —_ = 


tah e En ustained t by being deprived, during th 
e 8S e; © same 
ee just that he 


the person w 
has ps a it, cae ni ten Merete iets: still just to and if ft hii nsible 
or unp! ve, o! m respo! 
because hi: aer 


it is the actual or virtual on armon nee or pro belon; to an- 
Mier hich Is the foundation of sho liability of inte propery orooro o a 

= perma by the detention of what is as Phis own, or in juatiy ae accountable 
as were so," 

And in pursuance of the ee thus asserted, the exalted tribunal at Geneva 
allowed interest on the of the United States against Great Britain, in 
the following words: 

And whereas it is just and reasonable to allow interest at a reasonable rate.” 
decision and award of the arbitrators. 


In Judge Hale’s report of November, to the of State, of claims 
before the American Bri a aes rae S AE aches 12 of the treaty 


“The Saria Rowan apy shaper rer y rect bla Sed occ 4 
num from the date of the injury to the anticipated date of the final award.” 
cign Affairs, pl) t, part 1, first session Congress, Part 


y be necessary to pursue these ee aa 
Soleutis and po lr show ths penou poll 5. Government of the U; nihod Bates 
with foreign nations or with claimants under treaties. 
Nor has the recovery of interest as against fore! powers depended upon ar- 
int commissions for zosogunion of o principie, PSuch ms for 
interest eave been directi; iplomatic 


y successfully represent- 
atives of the United Statesas a matter of Hight od a principles of ‘established 
international law. 

innumerable where claims haye been enforced in behalf of citi- 


foreign governments, with interest, and where, 
too, aspa pra yoia uidated, and rested even in tort, These cases may 
be found at length in Senate Executive Document No. 18, second session 


Thirty-fifth eee: But confining ourselves rigidly to ents estab- 
` | lished by the Government of the United States, like case paoata ry we 
find numerous instances, 


The United States presented a claim against Portu. year me loss by seizure in 
at Lisbon, of specie belo: oe Hall an citizens of 
the former government, which was being shipped poe Hei tol Restitution 
was pian hhi made, SETEESS being ATRE to the United States, of which 
sum $7,652.98 was expressly allowed as interest. 
a asserted against Mexico in behalf of Jonas P. for illegal duties 
exacted in 1843~46, where $3,675 was recovered, including interest. Case of 
bad: B Hatch for overcharge of tonnage duties, where $277.65 was recovered, 
The case against Brazil of William W. Harper, administrator, for fine paid cus- 
tom-house at Maranham, interest, &c.,where $1,130.40 was recovered. The case 
of John Devereux, for ancho: and tonnage dues unlawfully imposed on the 
bark Globe, where, including interest, $196.99 was recovered. 
way case ve! Foster & Elliott, for fine exacted on ship Louisiana, at Rio, in Jan- 
where $577.04 was recovered, including interest. The case of "Francis 
‘or illegal exaction of fine at Rio in same Brats, where $1,453.04 was re- 
inclu interest. The case of H. 7, president of of Pennsyl- 


rA peapa „for rerig only) on customs duty illegally 
m a ed apia mace ae by Brazil vernment, $506.65 was allowed and re- 


The United States claimed certain indemnity from the Government of Brazil 
in the matter of the brig Caroline, which was paid. Subsequently, on review 
the conclusion was ed that the money ad been un- 
received, and in a letter of Secretary Fish to Señor de Bar- 
Brazilian legation, dated Department of State, June 26, 1874, he says: 

to inform you that the P. resident, after a careful ex- 

amination of the case, hascome to the conclusion that at the Government of Brazil 
is not justly responsible for the damages in this case. It is understood that the 
Government of His Kecir the ecko! of Brazil is of the same opinion re- 
fit. Under these ces the President it as the duty of 

e United States to repay to Brazil the amount thus received by i their minister 
at Rio, with interest thereon at 6 per cent. per annum, * * * 

Here the sum of $96,405.73 was accordingly paid, adie the pence Gok 
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inally exacted with 6 per cent. interest thereon, as being a ps reparation for 
moneys wrongfully exacted from a foreign power. (See Foreign Relations 
United States, second session cede. aka Congress, No. 63, page %5.) 

It will thus be seen that no principle is now urged that has not hitherto been 
repeatedly and successfully enforced by the United States in behalf ofits own 
citizens against foreign Governments. 

As to legislative precedents for the payment of interest between this 
Government and its subjects, I will say in passing I have here a list 
of one hundred and fifty-two acts of Congress, commencing in 1789, by 
which such claims have been allowed. 

In dealing with this matter we must remember that we are setting a 
precedent which will be applied in the future to ourselves and our 
claims against other nations. If we refuse to pay this claim we estab- 
lish a precedent which in the complications liable in the future to come 
to all nations may return to plague us. 

To sum up what I have to say on this case I again use the words of 
the report: a : 

The obligations of the United States, construed as they must be in this in- 
stance by rules and precedents of an international character, are not and can not 
be properly discharged without the payment of interest on these claims. This 
Government must and should uncomplainingly submit to the administration of 
such rules of international law as it has aided to establish for the determination 
of rights between itself and other powers. It could not now with propriety and 
for the pu ofa temporary and pecuniary gain ask other nations to change 
a rule to which it has long and consistently adhered and by which its citizens 
have hitherto been repeatedly benefited. As we have said before, the question 
is one of the highest national importance, as it involves a consideration of na- 
tional honor, and its determination will sanction a principle to which the United 
States will henceforth stand committed in the enforcement of its own demands 
against foreign powers, 

Now, if any gentleman wishes to propound any inquiry I will gladly 
afford any information which I have not already given and which it is 
in my power to afford. If not, I will ask that the Committee of the 
Whole adopt the amendment, which I ask the Clerk now to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “pay,” insert “to the German minister duly accred- 
ited to this Government;" and in line 5, after the word “appropria! n insert 
“to be by him paid;” so as toread: 

“ That the Secretary of the Treasury is pt ng fennas to allow and pay to 
the German minister duly accredited to this Government, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be by him paid to the North 
German Lloyd Steamship Company,” &c. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. The sole effect of this amendment is to make 
these moneys payable by the United States to the German minister. 
This becomes necessary inasmuch as the German Government has taken 
this matter in hand. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. The object is to enable that Govern- 
ment to make just distribution of the fund. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is to be paid to the German minister, to be 
by him applied in discharge of these claims; and the bill provides that 
this money shall be accepted in satisfaction of all claims under these 
treaties. Unless some gentleman desires further information, I move 
the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to make an inquiry. At the 
time of the payment of the principal some years ago was there not em- 
braced in the receipt a provision similar to that now embraced in this 
bill that the payment should be in full of all claims? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. On the contrary, according to the information 
of the committee—and there can be no dispute about the fact—that 
payment was accepted under protest. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. One other question. From the gentle- 
man’s remarks (to which I listened attentively, though sitting at a 
distance from him) I did not learn when these dues were collected 
from these nee? companies—in what year? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Beginning in 1862 and ending in 1875—possi- 
bly a little later. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. These payments were assumed by our 
Government to be due under the law at the time they were collected, 
were they not? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have already stated that thelaw which directed 
the imposition of these tonnage duties provided expressly that such 
imposition should not be in violation of treaty obligations. The dues 
were levied under that law, whereas it was afterward discovered that 
they were in violation of treaty obligations. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman state what adjudica- 
tion there has been under the law or under the treaty ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Congress, by the refunding act of 1878, passed 
upon the question and directed the Secretary of the Treasury to refund 
that amount which he found to have been collected in violation of 
treaty obligations. Under that act he refunded the principal. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And now this is for the interest. How 
much does this amount to? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. {cmething over $200,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. At what rate of interest? 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Five per cent. And we must remember that 
these duties were paid in gold ata time when there was a high premium 
upon gold; and when they were repaid there was no premium on gold. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
Gold was gold. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 


That has nothing to do with the question. 
I know it was; and very hard to get. 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That does not enter into the question at 
all. T was about to ask the gentleman further why 5 per cent. is taken 
as the rate of interest rather than 4 per cent. or any other rate? What 
particular reason is there for adopting 5 per cent.? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Is not the rate our Government always insists 
upon from other governments 5 per cent.? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Gentlemen ask why 5 per cent. instead of 4? 
It is taken instead of the usual rate of 6. 

A MEMBER. The usual rate between nations is 6, is it not? 

Mr. GUENTHER. No; it is 5. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What was the amount of the principal origi- 
nally returned to these people? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. From one steamship a little over $16,000, from 
another steamship a little over $17,000, aud from another steamship a 
little over $18,000. I can not give the aggregate amount. One line 
aggregates $130,800; another line, $130,119. I can not give the exact 
figures, but am nearly accurate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This bill carries $200,000, about? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This bill carries nothing. It provides simply 
that the Secretary of the Treasury shall ascertain when these payments 
were made and compute the interest upon them and return it. * 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Allow me to ask you how the interest is 
computed ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Atthe rate of 5 per cent. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Five per cent. from date, compounded ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I believe it is neither the rule of nations nor of 
individuals to compound. No compounding is provided for. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ido not know what the rule is. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No; but it has to be done under the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in whom, perhaps, the gentleman has more faith than 
he has in the Committee. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would have more if I knew what ihe 
rule is. It is simple interest, I presume. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is left to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
compute interest, and the committee had faith enough in him to be- 
lieve he would compute the interest properly. He certainly will not 
compound it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Without prescribing any rules to him? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly not. He knows how to compute, 

Mr. RICE. Iwish to ask the gentleman from New Jersey this ques- 
tion, whether this is not interest on money that was paid contrary to 
treaty by these steamship companies during the war, when interest was 
at a higher rate than 5 per cent., and when the Government had to 
pay more than 5? 

Mr. NELSON. It paid 6. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes; the Government paid more than 5 per cent. 

Mr. RICE. So the interest is to cover years back, and not for the 

resent? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. As I have already stated, this began in 1862. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Let me inquire whether it is not a 
fact that in considering the matter in committee we took what was less 
than the average interest prevailing at the time? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Wedid. We erred, if we erred at all, in favor 
of the United States, : 

Mr. McMILLIN. Allow me to ask a question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If I understand this bill correctly, it provides for 
interest, and for interest only? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It does. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The principal has been already paid? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It has. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now there was property taken from citizens of 
the United States for the cel? gpd of the Army, loyal citizens, ‘rom the 
years 1861 to 1864, and I will ask my friend to state whether it has 
not been the policy of the Government from the first to the last in all 
those claims up the present time not to allow any interest ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The confusion in the Hall is so great I am un- 
able to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have been paying claims since the early part 
of the war, what are known as quartermaster or Fourth of July claims, 
and we have paid thousands and tens of thousands of them. Now, isit 
not a fact that the Government has not in a single instance paid a dol- 
lar of interest on any one of the those claims? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I did not say anything in regard to them. 
This is not a question between the Government and its own citizens, 
but a question between this Government and other governments, and 
we are following the precedents we have established. We do not de- 
sire to establish any new precedents which will return hereafter to plague 
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us. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I will state that the Government has not allowed 
a dollar of interest to any one of its own citizens upon the claims I 
have mentioned. Iwas onthe Committee on Claims fortwo years, and 
we had thousands of claims before us, and interest was not allowed on 
a single one of those claims. I undertake to say there is not an allow- 
ance of interest on any such claim now upon the Private Calendar. 

Even when such claims have been due for years, even in cases of ar- 
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rears of pension, amounts that the Government admits it has owed the 
citizen for years, no interest has ever been paid; and I want to know 
from the gentleman upon what principle he bases an obligation of this 
character and makes it higher and more binding than that of the Gov- 
ernment to its own citizens? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have already stated twice, in tones the gentle- 
man from Tennessee could not have failed to hear, the reason, and if he 
can not understand it itis beyond my power to make him understand it. 
I place it, sir, upon the principle that by the rules of international law 
we are bound to pay this interest to the citizens of those other Govern- 
ments, 

I also desire to say—although the gentleman lengthened his question 
into a quite an extended statement—one thing else. Iam bound to 
say that precedent after precedent can be cited in which we have 
claimed interest from foreign governments, and notably in the case of 
the Alabama claims, which I cite as an instance in which we have 
claimed interest. I refer also to the other cases I have already cited. 

And in further response to what the gentleman has stated, I have 
here in my hand, as I have already said, a list of one hundred and = 
two acts of the Congress of the United States in which interest has 
been allowed, the most of it to our own citizens. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. While upon that subject I will ask the gentleman 
to state whether the Chinese indemnity fund, when paid, was paid with 
one dollar of interest upon the fund forall the years it was held in our 

ion? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. My acquaintance with the Chinese is not so ex- 
tensive as that of the gentleman from Tennessee, and I do not know. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Linferred from the confidence with which the 
gentleman was speaking that he knew all about all matters pertaining 
to our relations with foreign governments. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have some knowledge, so far as the questions 
in relation to this to tax upon these steamship companies is 
concerned ; but I do not profess any intimate knowledge of all the af- 
fairs of all nations. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Al I want to get atis what has been the custom 
of the Government relative to the payment of interest on claims ofour 
own people. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Istated that in my opening remarks on this bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Let me ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee @ question. The gentleman talks about the Chinese indemnity 
fund. Did we not appropriate a part of the interest accruing upon 
that fund for the payment of the claims of American citizens against 
the Chinese Government ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no knowledge of any such payment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Well, it is so stated in the digest of 
international law, which you have on your desk, if you choose to ex- 
amine it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Wetook a partof the principal of the indemnity 
fund and paid it to our citizens. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. No, sir; we took a part of the inter- 
est, as the gentleman will find if he chooses to examine the matter. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. But anotherquestion. Iwish to ask the gentle- 
man from New Jersey to state whether, when we returned to Japan 
the a improperly held by us belonging to that Government, we 
paid them a cent of interest? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If we did not pay interest upon it, and I be- 
lieve we did not, we stand disgraced in the eyes of the world for such fail- 
ure. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Tennessee to 
the fact that in one instance, at least, his knowledge is at fault, and I 
ask his attention to this. I have in my hand a reference to two acts 
of Congress, one of July 8, 1870, which directed the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make proper payment to carry into effect the decree of the 
district court of the United States for the district of Louisiana, bearing 
date 4th of June, 1867, in the case of the British brig Volant and her 
cargo, in which payments were made with interest to each person who 
had a claim for any partof the value; and another, act of 1870, where, 
in the case of another British brig, the Dashing Wave, we paid ‘interest 
upon the amount. To these cases I respectfully ask the attention of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That was simply the interest upon a judgment 
ett The payment of interest upon a judgment decree is ad- 
mitted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But it has been admitted by a higher tribunal— 
that is to say, by the Congress of the United States, composed of the 
Senate, the House of Representatives, and the President—that this 
money wasillegally and improperly exacted from these steamship com- 
panies, and this adjudication by a solemn act of Congress is as binding 
upon the Government as any decree of any of our courts can be. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me another question? 
We have there pending a bill that was fixed for consideration this morn- 
ing, but was set aside by consent and made a special order for to-mor- 
row—whatis called the ‘* Fourth of July claims.” Now in that bill—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Oh! I understand what point the gentleman 
wants to make. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me come to the point. That embraces—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iuntastand what you mean. That case is not 


parallel at all. This is a question of international obligation and rests 
upon a very different principle—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is not going to escape in any such 
manner as that. What I want to know is this—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I did not understand the gentleman’s remark 
because of the confusion in the Hall. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I say the gentleman is not going to escape in any 
such manner as that. I want to ask him a distinct question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. As faras that is concerned, I could have escaped 
the o queron by not yielding the floor. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Oh, very well; escape if you please. If you feel 
like it make your escape whenever you like, and I will take the floor 
in my oma right. 

UCHANAN. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. I 
mane no Sine to escape anything. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman yielded so grudgingly —— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Oh, no; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. Ial- 
ways yield willingly to him. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What I want to know is this: There are claims in 
that bill to the number of three hundred due to American citizens—and 
I love no citizens better—for twenty years and more. Will the gentle- 
man from New Jersey move an amendment to pay interest on all those 
claims of citizens for property taken for the use of the Army during 
the war? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think I have already convinced every member 
of the committee except the gentleman from Tennessee that this is not 
a parallel case, and with reference to the question he nowasks me, I 
will say, “Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. You decline, then, to answer? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ihaveanswered. Will youmovesuchan amend- 
ment? 

TE McMILLIN. The policy of the Government from the begin- 

g has been to pay no citizens interest on their claims. 

Me. BUCHANAN. That may have been the policy of the Govern- 
ment sometimes as to its own citizens, but not as to other governments. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hold the Governmentof the United States owes 
no man on earth a higher obligation than it owes to its own citizens. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. And especially those who fought to 
preserve the Government. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I decline to yield further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey declines to 
yield. He is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey has five min- 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr. OATES. I confess, Mr. Chairman, I have not been able to ob- 
tain a sufficient amount of information to satisfy me how Iought to vote 
on this bill. I do not know whether, in this case, the steamship com- 
panies did as men generally do in their business—account the tonnage 
dues which they had to pay as a part of their expense, and taxit upon 
the goods which they exported—or not. If so, then it is like a good 
many otherclaims which have been before this House—like, for instance, 
the claim of a merchant to cotton tax illegally collected from him. In 
fact, the merchant did not pay it, but the man who produced the cotton 
paid it. 

Now that may be the case here—that the tonnage dues which the 
steamships had to pay were considered a part of their expenses, an 
taxed as against the freight which they transported; and in that event 
in fact the consumer paid it, and not the steamship company. In the 
absence of information sufficient to satisfy me, and with the knowledge 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], who is unfortunately 
absent on account of sickness, understands thoroughly this bill and 
this claim, and has expressed a great desire to be present when it was 
considered, I move, if it is in order, the postponement of the further 
consideration of this bill until this day two weeks. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
with the recommendation that its consideration be postponed for two 


weeks. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Unless the gentleman from Alabama 
has information from the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] that 
he wishes to be heard I doi not think that is a proper motion. 

Mr. OATES. I have had that information indirectly. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I have had it neither directly nor indi- 

rectly. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I know that the gentleman from New 
York has expressed a desire to speak on this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York stated to me that 
he desired to on this bill when it came up. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. When was that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was when the bill was reached in committee 
on a former occasion, I think two weeks ago. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It was reached about at the close of the day, if my 
memory serves me, 
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Mr. OATES. There is another advantage of 
sideration. It will afford gentlemen who desire to get at the real facts 
and merits of the case an opportunity to investigate it. 


postponing the con- 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ihope that will be done. While upon an 
ex parte statement it would seem that this claim had basis for its al- 
lowance, that it was proper to make this payment under the rulings 
and under the comity that exists between nations, yet there seems to 
be another side to the question; and until the gentleman from New 
York, who has been referred to and whom I have heard of it, 
shall be present to present the other side, if there be ano side, I 
think the bill had better be postponed. 

Mr. MORROW. -I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. OATES. I think it would be well for all gentlemen who have 
amendments to offer to offer them now and let them be pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Alabama to submit a motion to postpone? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. I submitted a motion to postpone the con- 
sideration of the bill till this day two weeks. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Is that motion debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment sent up 
bi the a from California [Mr. Morrow]. 

erk read as follows: 
fee the following proviso to the bill: 

Provided further, That the interest therein provided for shall not be paid until 
satisfactory evidence shall be pore resented to the Secretary of the that 

country to which the vessels of the companies herein named belonged did 
not, during the a for which payments were made on which interest is 
claimed under this act by its laws, enforce tonnage, rer or ight bouse 
dues, or equivalent charges on vessels of the United Sta: 

Mr. MORROW. If it isin order I would ies to say a word upon 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] asks 
unanimous consent that this bill be postponed until two weeks from 
to-day. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. LI object. 

Mr. OATES. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill Dersporied 
back to the House with the recommendation that its further consider 
ation be postponed for two weeks. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. OATEs, and there 
were—ayes 62, noes 71, 

Mr. OATES. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] and 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] to act as tellers, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, noes 
103. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

The question was taken; and the Chair declared that the yeas seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Would it be in order, Mr. Chairman, to with- 
draw that amendment? Ido not care whether it or not. It 
was simply designed to guard the interests of the Government a little 
better; t is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCH- 
ANAN] asks unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment, 

Mr. STORM. I object. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to—ayes 
63, noes 17. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question now is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow], which will be again read. 

The amendment was me as follows: 

Add to the bill the followin: 

“ Provided further, That the ‘bien herein ded for preg be paid until 
satisfactory evidence shall be pees to the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the countries to which the companies herein PADA belong did aa Easan during the 
Dot oy Laat inn endonstaunges anh eraa orlight Eoinn doen or eoaalen 
pote tis on vessels of the United States. we 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I — that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move that the bill as amended be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I think there is some misappre- 
hension with regard to these claims, and I desire to explain again very 
briefly the basis of them. It is simply this: During the war our Gov- 
ernment exacted duties from the steamship companies as tonnage dues 
which afterward were found to have been exacted contrary to existing 
treaty stipulations. The exaction was made in the ordinary course of 
business, and our course toward the steamship companies was in good 
faith and without any desire to oppress or harass the vessels or their 
owners. When it was discovered, upon careful examination, that those 
exactions had been illegally made passed a law authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to refund the duties which had been thus 
illegally collected, and the Secretary of the Treasury did refund them. 
This was done four or five years ago. The steamship companies pre- 
sented bills not only for the dues they had paid, but also for interest 


thereon from the time of the payment of the dues up to the time of the 
proposed payment by our Government of the principal. That is, the 
Government of the United States paid Tap pane in fall at that time, 
but declined to pay the interest which 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman inform us upon what prin- 
ciple interest was demanded? How is it that the whole claim was not 
settled then ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was settled. The law at that time 
authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to refund the duties thus col- 
lected but not to pay interest. Nothing was said about interest; the 
law simply authorized the Secretary to ascertain and refund the amount 
of the dues illegally collected -——— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman f from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] that this discussion is by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was putting the motion. [Cries of 
“Vote!” ‘ Vote!??] 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. ` Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Is it not a universal rule that the Government 
does not pay interest on such claims? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Government has not paid interest in many 
cases to which I could refer, and the reason there was no interest paid 
in this case was that Congress took the whole subject into considera- 
tion and passed an act authorizing the Secretary to refund the duties 
illegally collected, but saying nothing about interest. Those duties 
were refunded to the full extent of the illegal exactions made, and the 
claim is now, and this bill is solely, for interest which the steamship 
companies think the Government of the United States should pay upon 
those dues from the time they were collected until the time of their 
return. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Illinois is the chairman of 
the Committee on Claims. I venture to ask him whether it is not the 
settled policy of that committee in dealing with all American citizens 
who have claims the Government, even if they have been duo 
twenty-five, thirty, or fifty years, not to allow interest? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has been the custom of that committee, so far 
as I know, to refuse to allow interest upon all claims due by the United 
States to our own citizens. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But has not that committee reported to this 
House some bills recommending the payment of interest? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis ronila that has been done in some cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will allow me to make a fe IH 
fs have a statute making Poms appropriation for the nd P. 

the Treasury Department of certain duties paid irregularly or impro 
erly. That is a, ‘Now, Tare statute making a continuous and ind 
appropriation. Now, I wish to ask my friend whether he knows of = 
instance in which the Government in that class of cases has ever paid 
any interest out of that fund. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know of any case where the Government 
has paid interest upon the amount of duties refunded under that law. 

Tt. BUCHANAN. We exacted interest from Brazil. - 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the Committee of the Whole to indulge mo 
a moment longer. 

The course of our Government toward Japan has been referred to. I 
was a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs when that question 
was investigated and reported upon; and I was one of those who at that 
time were willing to allow interest; but Congress decided not to doso. 
During the late war, the Government of the ited States, in conjunc- 
tion with three or four other governments, heseoe from the Govern- 
ment of Japan at the cannon’s mouth a large sum of money, amount- 
ing to $3,000,000, to be paid in silver. That Government paid the 
money under protest. The amount coming to the Government of the 
United States, $750,000in silver, was shipped to this country and turned 
over to the Secretary of State. That money, silver being then at the 
premium over gold, was invested by the Secretary of Statein 6 per cent. 
United States bonds. Those bonds were put inthe Treasury, and the 
money received from time to time upon the coupons was invested in 
other bonds; so that at the time Congress passed the bill to adjust that 
case the interest which had accumulated amounted alone to over 
$1,300,000. But the law passed by Congress provided for returning to 
the Government of Japan only the principal, while the interest wan 
covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. You.do not justify that, do you? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I merely state this as a pertinent fact in connec- 
tion with the case now before us. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to inquire whether the President or any 
other officer òf the executiue department has recommended the pay- 
ment of this interest ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let me answer that question. I have already 
stated in my remarks of to-day that the President in his last annual 
message recommended this payment; and I read an extract from that 


message. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I deemed it due to the committee to make this 
statement. I think the proposition now presented is one of doubtful 
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ropriety. 
Which the PECES should pursue in cases of this kind. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Ifind in the last annual message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States this paragraph: 

The claims for interest upon the amount of tonnage dues illegally exacted 
from certain German steamship lines were Saher ó reported in Houses 
of Congress at the last session, and I trust will receive final and favorable action 
at an early day. 

Now, I want to know whether that language refers to this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does, as I understand. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Then the President of the United States has 
recommended favorable action on this bill. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, the question whether interest should be 
allowed on claims of this character is, to my mind, wholly separate and 
distinct from questions involving merely the obligation which the Gov- 
ernmentowes to its own citizens. Theobligations of our Government 
to the citizens of the United States are matters resting upon law which 
Congress itself creates. We by legislation establish for our citizens 
what those obligations shall be, including the question whether or not 
interest shall be paid upon claims presented by citizens of the United 
States to Congress. Claims come here for liquidated and for unliqui- 
dated. damages; and I believe the rule has universally been to deny in- 
terest upon such claims of our own citizens. This has been done in 
view of the recognized fact that the obligation of the Government to 
its citizens is solely and exclusively that which the Government es- 
tablishes by its own conduct and its own legislation. 

But the Congress of the United States can not thus legislate upon 
the relations between the Government of the United States and for- 
eign governments as expressed in treaties. Hence the obligation of 
the Government with reference to the payment of interest when de- 
pogot upon treaty obligations is one which Congress can not ignore. 

t can not escape the just obligations thus arising. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no treaty requiring the payment of in- 
terest in this case. That is not assumed anywhere. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But international law requires it. 

Mr. HALL. In order to understand the proper meaning of a treaty, 
resort must be had to international law; and it is established, I assert, 
bya large number of precedents that under the principles of inter Tren 
national law interest is a just matter of consideration. This Govern 
ment has recognized that principle, and has exacted interest under cir- 
cumstances similar to those here presented. 

And the sole question is, what is the usage under interna- 
tional law? The gentleman from New Jersey ‘fan BUCHANAN], who 
has charge of this bill, has cited and called attention of the committee 
to innumerable instances in which interest has been allowed; and 
under that rule, thus recognized universally almost, I can not see how 
the Government can evade that which has been recognized by the Chief 
Magistrate of the nation, after investigating and finding out the mean- 
ing of the treaties themselves and the rules of international law as ap- 
plicable to them. I, myself, would hesitate long before I would sup- 
port a measure allowing interest on private claims of citizens as against 
the Government of the United States. But this is not a case of that 
sort. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] called attention to the 
refunding of sums illegally exacted from im That is within 
the category, namely, a rule established as applicable between the 
Government and its own citizens importing goods and within the regu- 
lations I have suggested. 

It seems tome this bill presents a case which stands on its own merits 
under well-recognized rules and principles, and conforms to precedents 
in like cases. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. In deference to the wishes of gentlemen I now 
demand the regular order of business. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The regular order of business is the motion that 
the bill be laid aside to be.reported to the House with the recommen- 
dation that it do pass, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 18. 

Mr. SOWDEN. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. STORM. If any arrangement can be made by which we shall 
have a yea-and-nay vote on this bill in the House I hope the point of 
no quorum will be withdrawn. 

Mr, BUCHANAN. Iam willing to agree to that. 

Mr. SOWDEN. On that condition I will withdraw the poirt of no 
quorum. 

Mr. MORRISON. I shall renew it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We do not object to a vote in the House. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will not insist upon it if the understanding is 
we shall have a vote by yeas and nays in the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have no objection to a vote in the House. 

Mr.McMILLIN. The point of no quorum is withdrawn on that un- 
derstanding. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that unanimous consent be granted, so gentle- 
men will be bound in honor that there shall be a yea-and-nay vote on 
the bill in the House. 

Mr.GUENTHER. With the understanding that that vote shall be 
taken to-night. 


I hope we shall settle, and settle definitely, the course Mr. BUCHANAN, I agree to that, provided the vote is to be taken 


at once. 

Mr. LONG. | PEE re a a inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LONG. If the committee should rise now, what question would 
be first in order before the House? Are there notseveral bills i 
which will have to be of before we reach this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rises and goes into the 
House the first business will be the unfinished business coming over 
from last Friday. 

Mr. LONG. I respectfully ask how many cases there are pending ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is informed seven bills are pending. 
Is there objection to the understanding suggested by the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

Mr. DUNN. I hope no one will object. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will announce the vote. 

The tellers reported—ayes 102, noes 18. 

So the bill was ordered to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. LONG. I move that the committee rise. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 107, noes 42. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no quorum, I believe. 

The CHAIRMAN. This motion does not require a quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does it not require a quorum to lay aside a bill to 
be reported to the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending motion is that the committee rise. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I demand tellers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does it require a quorum for the committee to 
rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not; but the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania demanded tellers, to which he is entitled if the House sustains 
the demand. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the motion of Mr. Lona was agreed to. 

The committes accordingly rose; and Mr. DUNN having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, having had under consideration bills upon the 
Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry bills with various 
recommendations. 

CHARLES E. CREECY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before to consider the re- 
port of the committee made to-day, the Chair direct the Clerk to 
report the bills which come overfrom the aane hm session of the com- 
mittee, being the unfinished business, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

AER eee etic ee Og ot Sat eae 

, assignees in Con onal case No. 71, reported to the House of Repre- 
sentatives by said Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1883. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
over informally for the present, retaining its place upon the Calendar. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr CoLLINS] has charge of the 
bill and desires that it shall not be taken up in his absence. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. I would like to ask if that will carry the bill 
over until a week from to-day ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That will be the effect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will leave it as the unfinished busi- 
ness among the cases reported from the Committee of the Whole House. 
It will be in order next Friday when the House again comes out of 
committee. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. It will not come up again to-day? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Then I have no objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. What is the matter with the bill that 
we can not act upon it now? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Massachusetts who has 
charge of the bill asks that this be done. 

There being no objection, the bill was informally passed over. 


JABEZ BURCHARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the Com- 
seat the Whole House was the bill (S. 570) for the relief of Jabez 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House with the recommendation that it be 
indefinitely Iask the House, since the motion to indefi- 
nitely postpone is not debatable, to vote down that recommendation 
of the committee in order that a brief statement may be made in re- 
gard to this bill to show why it ought to be , as the vote was 
taken on it evidently under a misapprehension of the facts. [Cries of 
“Regular order! ’?] 
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The SPEAKER protempore. The ar order being demanded, the 
question is on the motion to indefinitely postpone the bill. 
gon — was taken; the House divided and there were—ayes 

noes 5. 

Mr. SOWDEN. No quorum has voted. 

Mr, TAULBEE. I would like to ask that this bill be reported. I 
do not think the House understands the pending question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House will vote down the recommendation 
of the Committee of the Whole—— 

Mr. TAULBEE. I call for the regular order. 
the bill reported? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not at present without unanimous 
consent; a question is pending, and the House is dividing. 

we TAULBEE. Iaskunanimous consent that the bill be again re- 
ported. , 

Mr. CALDWELL. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me inquire if the recommendation of the com- 
mittee is to postpone indefinitely this bill? j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was the recommendation of the 
committee, and the question is on the motion to postpone indefinitely. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman who had charge of the bill was 
not here at the time action was taken upon it in committee, and an ex- 
planation that should have been made was not made. I hope, there- 
fore, the House will vote down the motion to indefinitely postpone, so 
that further action can be taken upon the bill. [Cries of ‘“‘ Regular 
order !”? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that 
no quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. SOWDEN and Mr. BURROWS were appointed tellers, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 33, noes 39. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion to indefinitely 
postpone was not agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now move to postpone further consideration of 
this bill until next Friday, so that gentlemen may have an opportunity 
to examine the report and see whether they wantto pass the bill or not. 

The motion was agreed to. 


W. H. POWELL. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (S. 269) for the relief of W. H. Powell, the question being on 
the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. EDEN. would like to have the bill read. 

The bill was again read at length. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I think it due to the House, before 
the vote is taken, that I should have read from the desk a short extract 
from the report, showing the items that are covered by the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee are of the opinion that the claimant is entitled to receive from 


Is it in order to have 


the Government the sum of $498.54, the amount named in the bill, made Sy Kad B: 
y 


the following items: For original overpayment, $65.76; the amount receiv 
Government on sale of property, $226.50; the amount paid by Powell, as sur- 
viving partner, on the judgment rendered upon the bond, $206.28; and that the 
judgment in the action in the bond should be satisfied, and Powell & Co., and 

V. H. Powell, as survivor, and their and each of their sureties, relieved from 
further liability and obligation, of every kind, in the premises, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDWAY A. GRANT. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
was the bill (S. 267) for the relief of Edway A. Grant. 

The bill was reported with the recommendation that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The bill was read. 

The question being taken, the report of the Committee of the Whole 
House was adopted; and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 


FREDERICK W. RUGGLES. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
was the bill (S. 187) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles, of West- 
port, Nova Scotia. 

The bill was reported with the recommendation that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The bill was read. ` 

The report of the Committee of the Whole House was adopted; and 
the bill was indefinitely postponed. 


SEWELL COULSON AND OTHERS. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
was the bill (S. 249) for the payment of Sewell Coulson, and Porter, 
Harrison & Fishback, for 1 services. 


The any was reported with the recommendation that it be indefinitely 
postpon 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I ask for the reading of that bill, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it é&c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized directed to pays out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Se ulson the sum of $3, 950, and to Porter, Harrison 
& Fishback the sum of $2,500, for legal services rendered by them (as recom- 
mended and approved by the Judge-Advocate-General and of War) 
in defending ex-officers and ex-soldiers for acts done by them in obedience to the 
orere of a superior officer of the United States Army, in Indians, during the 

e war. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to the 
report of the Committee of the Whole House that the bill be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 


The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER protempore stated that the ‘‘ ayes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 31. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appoints as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr, JOHNSTON] and the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. EDEN]. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Iam willing this case shall be post- 
poned for one week. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consent. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us dispose of it now. 

The tellers will 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is objection. 
take their places. 

‘The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41, noes 75. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No quorum. 

The tellers resumed the count. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to withdraw the point of no 
quorum if we can have a yea-and-nay vote. 

The tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 101. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. LI call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 32. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Count the other side. 

The negative vote was counted; and there were—noes 77. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the Chair please state the question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is: Shall the bill be in- 
definitely postponed ? 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 82, nays 102, not vot- 
ing 134; as follows: 


That can only be done by unanimous 


YEAS—82, 
Bacon Fisher, McC > Sowden, 
Barksdale, Forney, MeMillin, Stahlnecker, 
Barnes, Frederick, McRae, Storm. 
Boyle, Gay, Miller, Swo) 

. Geddes, Mills, Taul 
Breckinridge, WCP Halsell, Morgan, Taylor, J.M. 
Bynum, Hammond, Morrison, Th orton, 

1, Hatch, eal, Tillman, 
Caldwell Hemphill, Neece, Turner, 
pbeli, J. Henderson, J.S. - Norwood, Van Eaton, 
Clements, olman, Oates, Warner, A. J 
Crain, Johnston, T. D. O'Neill, J.J. Weaver, J. B. 
Croxton, Jones, J. H. yson, ellborn, 
Culberson, King, Peel, Wheeler, 
Daniel, Kleiner, Perry, Wilkins, 
` ‘oon, Pindar, Winans, 
Davidson, R.H.M. La Follette, Riggs, Wise, 
ugherty, Landes, er, Woltord, 
Dunn, Lanham, a Worthington. 
en, Martin, Singleton, 
Ermentrout, McAdoo, Skinner, = 
NAYS-—1C2. 
Adams, G. E. Dorsey, Johnston, J.T. Sawyer, 
Allen, C. H. Ely, Laird, ons, 
Anderson, J. A. Evans, Lehlbach, Seymour, 
Atkinson, Everhart, Lindsley, , T, 
Bayne, uhar, Long, ringer, 
Bliss, Fh A Lowry, Stephenson 
Bound. Ford, A foc Stewart, J. W. 
Boutelle, Funston, kham, Stone, Ky. 
Y, Gallinger, McKenna, Strait, 
Brown, C. E. Gilfillan, McKinley, Syaa; 
Brown, W. W. Gof, Merriman, ylor, I. H. 
Buchanan, Green, Milliken, Thomas, 
Buck, Grosvenor, offatt, Thompson, 
Bunnell. Grou! Morrill, Trigg, 
Burleigh, Guen: à Negiey, Viele, 
Burnes, 1, elson, Wadsworth, 
Butterworth, Harmer, o’ Š Wait, 
Campbell, Hayden, Osborne, Warner, William 
Cannon, Hermann, Parker, Weaver, A.J. 
Carleton, estand, Peters, Weber, 
Caswell, Hill, Pettibone, West, 
Cobb, ires, Price, White, Milo 
Conger, Hitt, ce, Whiting, 
Cooper, Holmes, Rockwell, Woodburn 
Curtin, Hopkins, Rome 
Cutcheon, Howard, Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—IH. 
Adams, J.J. er, Belmont, Bland, 
Aiken, Ballentine, Bennett, Blount, 
Allen, J.M. ur, Bingham, Breckinri C.R. 
Anderson, C. M. a Blanchard, Browne, T. 
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Brumm, Glass, Mahoney, Scott, 

Burrows, Glover, Matson, Scranton, 
Campbell, Felix Hale, Maybury, Shaw, 

Cam poan J.M. Hanback, Moona, Smalls, 

Candler, Harris, Millard, Snyder, 
Catchings, Haynes, | Mitchell, Spri 

Clardy, Heard, Morrow, le, 

Collins, Henderson, D.B. Maller, Stewart, Charles 
Compton, Henderson, T, J. Murphy, St. Martin. 
Comstock, Henley, O'Donnell, Stone, E. É. 
Cowles, Hepburn, O'Ferrall, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Cox, 8. S. erbert, O'Neill, Charles Struble, 

Cox, W. R. Hiscock, Outhwaite, Swinburne, 

5 Houk, Owen, Tarsney, 
Davenport, Hudd, Payne, Taylor, E.B 
Davidson, A. C, Hutton, Perkins, Taylor, Zach. 

Trion, Phelps, Thomas, 
Dawson, Jackson, Pidcock, To 
Dibble, James, Plumb. Tucker, 
Dingley, Johnson, F. A. Randall, Van Schaick, 
Dockery, Jones, J. T, Ranney; e, 
Dun j Kelley, ee Wakefield, 
Eldredge, Ketcham, ; by 
Elisberry, Lawler, Reese, Ward, J. H. 
Felton, Le Fevre, Richardson, Ward, T. B. 
Findlay, Libbey, Robertson, White, A.C, 
Foran, Little, rs, 
Fuller, Lore, Rusk, Wilson, 
Gibson, C. H. Louttit, Ryan, 
Gibson, Eustace Lovering, Sayers, 


So the report of the Committee of the Whole House, that the bill 
should be indefinitely postponed, was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask that the reading of the names of members vot- 
ing be dispensed with. 

Mr. STORM. I object. 

The following additional pairs were announced : 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, until Monday 
next. 

Mr. F..CAMPBELL with Mr. BINGHAM, until Monday next. 

For the rest of this day: 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

Mr. WILSON with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. MURPHY with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr, SAYERS with Mr. BAKER. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. McCoMas. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. SWINBURNE. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. DAVIS. 

Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. DAWSON with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 

Mr. Cowles with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. Greson, of Maryland, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. HERBERT. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I move now that the bill be engrossed 
and read a third time, and upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman now moves the passage of the bill. 
I submit that, under the action of the House, this bill must stand re- 
committed to the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under what rule? 

Mr. BURROWS. Under Rule XXIII, clause 7, which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Rule XXII, clause 7: 

‘Whenever a bill is reported from a Committee of the Whole with an adverse 
recommendation, and such recommendation is to by the House, the 
eal shall stand recommitted to the said committee without further action by the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken, and 
the bill goes back to the committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. Regular order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the 
House to the bill (S. 1536) for the purchase of suitable grounds in the 
city of Owensborough, in the State of Kentucky, and the erection 
thereon of a public building for the post-office, United States collec- 
tor’s office, United States commissioner’s office, and for the use of 
other United States officers in said city, and appropriating money for 
said purposes. 

The message also returned to the House the duplicate engrossed bill 
(S. 2172), restoring to the United States certain of the lands granted to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a 
railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to 
settlement, an:\ for other purposes; the Secretary of the Senate having, 
in accordance with the directions of the Senate, endorsed on the House 


amendment thereto the action of the Senate, agreeing to the conference 
asked by the House, on the said amendment. 

The message further informed the House that the Senate had passed 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for holding terms 
of the United States courts at Texarkana, Ark., and for other purposes 
asked a conference with the House on the billand amendment, and had 
appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. 
WILSON of Iowa, and Mr. COKE. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 995) to eredit and pay to the several States and Territories and the 
District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied 
by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

DOCUMENTS RELATING TO AMERICA. 

Mr. SINGLETON, by unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Library a joint resolution (H. Res. 252) for procuring a de- 
scriptive catalogue of certain documents in Europe relating to America; 
which was als first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his private secre- 
tary, who also announced that the President had approved bills of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. yn granting a pension to Lucinda Barrett; 


An act (H. R. 429) granting a pension to Harry McElhinny; 

An act (H. R. 1860) granting a pension to Frederick Robertson; 

An act (H. R. 7696) granting a pension to George W. Robaugh; 

An act (H. R. 6817) granting a ion to Thomas Brown; 

An act (H. R. 8280) granting a pension to John Patton; 

An act (H. R. 9167) granting a pension to Joseph F. Kirkhart; 

An act (H. R. 8830) granting a pension to Aaron Garis; 

An act (H. R. 7796) granting a pension to James Long; 

An act (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Josiah Mahoney; 

An act (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to M. S. Clay; 

An act (H. R. tas} for the relief of W. D. Havely; 

An act (H. R. 6314) to increase the pension of James Carlin; 
r An act (H. R. 5894) for the relief of Elon A. Marsh and Minard Le- 
fever; 

An act (H. R. 1171) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 


the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the volun- 
teer forces,” approved June 3, 1884; 
An act (H. R. 8835) granting a pension to Jacob Case; 
An act (H. R. 8836) granting a pension to John Miller; 
An act (ir R. 9129) granting a pension to Rebecca Wiswell; and 
An act (H. R. 8623) granting a pension to Mary E. Hedrick. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 929) for the relief of Albert H. Emery. 


The SPEAKER pro tem The question is first upon the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the reading of the bill and the amend- 
ments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Albert H. Emery, of Stamford, Conn., in full set- 
tlement of all claims, legal or equitable, which he has in any way inst the 
United States on account of the cost of, and the time spent by him, and use ofall 
patents and inventions in designing and constructing the testing-machine built 
and erected by him for the United States, or otherwise, in any way, on account 
of said machine, the sum of $200,000, out of any money in the Treasury nototh- 
erwise appropriated, which sum is hereby approp: and made immediately 
available therefor. id machine, together with the full right to the use there- 
in of all patents and inventions used in its design and construction, shall be- 
long to the United States. 

T phd boar Te are reported from the Committee of the Whole: 

Strike out * 000"? and insert ** $63,161.62.” = 

Also insert the following : 

“ Which shall be in full of all claims against the Government on the part of 
said Emery for this invention.” 


Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. MCKENNA both rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. TILLMAN] informs me thathe desires toofferan additional amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I think I am entitled to be recog- 
nized on this bill, as I reported it. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man ifhe will be patient. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 


rise? i 

Mr. SPRINGER. For the purpose of making the motion which is 
necessary to further this bill. The bill was reported—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decides that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. MCKENNA] isentitled to be recognized. - 
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Mr. MCKENNA. Onemoment, Mr. Speaker. The bill was reported 
from the committee with the recommendation that $200,000 be paid, 
but the minority of the committee, represented by the gentleman from 
Virginia and myself, moved toamend by making the sum $65,000, which 
was adopted. Now, I contend that the movers of that amendment, or 
re ag are entitled to make the subsequent motions in regard to 

Mr. LONG. That amendment was accepted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill comes from the Committee 
of the Whole with amendments. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
MCKENNA], in charge of the bill, is entitled to recognition. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr, Speaker, I demand the previous question 
upon the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House take a recess until 7.30 


p. m. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the motion of 
the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that, the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TILLMAN] desires to offer his amendment. 

Te STO Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a recess 
until 7.30. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Oh, let us dispose of this bill first. 

The question was taken on the motion for a recess, and there were— 
ayes 29, noes 97. 

Mr. STORM. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Storm] and the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] to 
act as tellers. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr, Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were o 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 46, nays 134, not vot- 
ing 139; as follows: 


YEAS—46, 
Allen, J. M. Forney, Morgan, Storm, 
Bacon, Geddes, Morrill, Taulbee, 
Barnes, Hammond, Morrison, Taylor, J.M. 
Boyle, Henderson, J.S. Neal, ‘Turner, 
Bynum, Holman, Š Van a 
Croxton, Jones, J. H. Perry, Weaver, J 
Daniel, Kleiner, Pindar, Wheeler, 
Dibble, Laffoon, ice, Willis, 
oo M nen it S Worthington 

s » EES, . 
Ermentrout, MeMillin, pao G 
Fisher, McRae, Sowden, 

NAYS—134. 
Adams, G. E. Dorsey, Ketcham, Singleton, 
‘Allen, Ò. H. Dunham, King, Skinner, 
Anderson, J. Dunn, ‘La Follette, Spooner, 
yne, Ely, Iaird, Springer, 
Blanchard, Everhart, Lanham, Stahlnecker, 
Bliss, Felton, Stephenson. 
Bound Fleeger, Libbey, Ste W. 
Boutelle, Foran, Lindsley, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Funston, Long, Strait, . 
Breckinridge, WOP Gallinger, Lyman, Swope, 
Brown, C. E. Gilf » n, Tarsney, 
Brown, W. W. G McKenna, Taylor, i. H. 
Bu Merriman, Taylor, Zach. 
Buck, Grosyenor, Mills, Thomas, J. 
Bunnell, Grout, Mitchell, Thomas, 0. B. 
Burleigh, Guenther, Moffatt, Thompson, 
Butterworth, Hall, Negley, @hrockmortan, 
Cabell, Halsell, Nelson, Tillman, 
Caldwell , 0 ' 
Cam T.J. Haik O'Neill, J.J. ad e 
Cannon, ayden, Osborne, a 
Carleton, Hemphill, Owen, Wallace, 
ermann, Parker, Warner, À. J. 
Cobb, d, Payson, Warner, William 
Compton, Hill, Peters, Weber, 
. Petti! Wellborn, 
Hitt, Plumb, West, 
Culberson, Holmes, $ Whiting, 
Curtin, Hopkins, Rockwell, ilk: 
Cutcheon, Howard, meis, Win: 
Dargan, Jackson, Rowell, Wolfi 
Davidson, A. C. James, Sawyer, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Johnston, J.T. 
Davis, Johnston, T. D. Seymour, 
NOT VOTING—133. 
Adams, J. J. Burnes, Dingley, Haynes, 
3 Burrows, ery, Heard, 
—— C. M. Copa: ora Taos ees: = B. 
inson, Campbell, J. M. Isberry, enderson, A 
er, Campbell, J. E. Evans; Henley, 
Ballentine, Candler, uhar, Hepburn, 
ur, Catchings, Findlay, Herbert, 
Barksdale, Clardy, Ford, iscock, 
Barry, Clements, Frederick, Houk, 
Belmont, Collins, ler, Hudd, 
Bennett, y, Hutton, 
Bingham, ote Gibson, C. H. Irion, 

d, x, 8.8. Gibson, Eustace Johnson, F. A. 
Blount, ` Cox, W.R. lover, Jones, J. T. 
Brady Green, Kelley, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Hale, Lawler, 
Browne, SE. Davenport, Hanback, Le Fevre, 

uma, Dawson, 


Lore, Neece, Rogers, Swinburne, 
Louttit, Norwood, Rusk, Symes, 
Love i Oates, yan, Taylor, E. B. 
Lowry, , O'Donnell, Sadler, Townshend, 
Mahoney, O’Ferrall, Sayers, ‘Tucker, 
Markham, O'Neill, Charles Scott, an 
Matson, Outhwaite, Scranton, Viele, 
Maybury, Payne, Shaw, ade, 
McAdoo, Perkins, S Wakefield 
McComas, Phelps, Snyder, Ward, J. H. 
McKinley, Pidcock, Spriggs, „T.B. 
Hard, R z Steele, Weaver, A. J. 
Miller, Ranney, Stewart, Charles White, A.O. 
Milliken, gan, St. Martin, White, Milo 
Morrow, Stone, E. F. Wilson. 
Muller, Rice, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Murphy, Robertson, Struble, 


So the motion of Mr. STORM fora recess was not agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. LITTLE with Mr. LANHAM, on this vote. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, for the 
rest of the day. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. CATCHINGS, on this vote. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. BRADY, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. LAFFoon with Mr. MILLARD, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was announced as aboved stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DUNN). The question now recurs 
on the motion of the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] for 
the previous question on agreeing to the amendment and ordering the 
bill to athird reading. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 95, noes none. 

Mr. LONG. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WISE. I move thatthe House nowadjourn. [Cries of ‘‘ Regu- 
lar order !’? 

Mr. B OWS. Mr. Speaker, the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
} Toa SPEAKER pro tempore. But the motion to adjourn is always 
in order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. W1sE to adjourn, 
there were—ayes 34, noes 81. 

Mr. WISE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 20 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. STORM. Idemand the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes 28, noes 108; more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, and others called for tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. STORM and Mr. MCKENNA were ap- 


pointed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon ordering the 
yeas and nays on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
WISE] that the House adjourn. 

Mr. LONG (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.). I ask unanimous 
consent that we now take the ordinary recess until half past 7 o’clock 
this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Lone] asks unanimous consent that the House now take a recess, 
in conformity with the standing order of Friday, until half past 7 
o'clock. Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and the recess is 
taken. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House reassembled at half past 7 o’clock p. m., and was called 
to order by Mr. T. O. TowLes, chief clerk. 
The following was read: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1887. 
Sm: Hon. H.S. Van Eaton, of Mississippi, is designated to preside at the ses- 
sion of the House this evening as Speaker pro tempore. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Joun B. CLARK, Jr. 


„J - 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Mr. VAN EATON took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar for the purpose of carrying 
out the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask unanimousconsent that members be permitted 
to-night to call up bills as has been the custom on the last two Friday 
night sessions. 

Mr. MORRILL. In addition to that, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate on any bill be limited to ten minutes, five minutes on each 
side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ConGER] asks 
unanimous consent that members be permitted to-night to call up bills 
according to the custom for several Friday nights past; and pending 
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that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] asks unanimous con- 
sent that debate be limited on each bill to ten minutes, five minutes 
for and five minutes against the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir; I shall object. I am willing that mem- 
bers be permitted to call up bills for consideration, provided that no 
bill objected to be called up to-night; that if there be objection made 
eg any bill called up it go over without losing its place on the Calen- 


Mr. ROWELL. I will cattainly object to that. Last Friday night 
unanimous consent was given that the same rule which had been fol- 
lowed should be applied to this evening. That was the agreement. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed thereis no agreement if 
any member objects. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not recognize any azreement. 

Mr. CONGER. There was such an agreement, and gentlemen will 
see it if they will consult the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will resume their seats and we will 
see whether we can agree on an order of business. 

Mr. CONGER. On the last Friday evening we were in session be- 
fore the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WINANS] made the motion 
that the committee rise, there were a few gentleman who had not been 
recognized to call up bills, and it was understood, and the gentleman 
from Michigan will bear me out there was no opposition to the under- 
PER Ea that the same rule followed on that evening should be followed 

night. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I am willing to recognize that agreement if it is 
understood there shall be excluded from it two ae eee a 
pronon to Mrs. Logan and the other granting a pension to 

Blair. I do not think we ought to attempt to consider those bills 
without a quorum. If those bills are excluded from the list I am per- 
fectly willing to have such an understanding. 

Several MEMBERS. There is no disposition to take those bills up. 

Mr. BRADY. Iam willing that we shall proceed under the under- 
standing had at a former meeting, that bills shall be called up under 
the same rule which was followed at that time. It was understood 
members should be recognized as they were on that list. 

Mr. ROWELL. I wish the understanding of the last Friday t 
we were in session on pension bills shall be carried out. It was under- 
stood just before the adjournment that when we met to-night it should 
be under the same rule which was then followed. I ask that list be 
followed in accordance with that understanding. 

Mr. TAULBEE. There is no objection with the exceptions I have 
referred to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed there was a list agreed 
upon at that time. If the gentleman will now state his motion the 
Chair will put it to the House. The Chair understands the request of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CONGER] is that by unanimous con- 
sent we shall proceed to consider bills upon the Calendar in the order 
as they appear upon the list; that is, that they shall be taken up in 
the order in which they appear on thatlist. Is that the request? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes; t is the request. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I object, unless as I have suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands if the two bills indicated 
are excluded from the agreement the gentleman from Kentucky will 
not object. 

Mr. ROWELL. Then I shall object, as that was no part of the under- 
standing on the previous Friday evening. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the exceptions proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes; I object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to make a statement. [Cries 
of “Regular order! ??] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I suggest, by unanimous consent, that 
bills may be considered under the five-minute rule. That will give 
sufficient time for debate. 

Several MEMBERS. Not under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the understanding that de- 
bate shall be limited to five minutes on each side? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I did not mean exactly that the de- 
bate should be under the five-minute rule, but that no member should 
be allowed to occupy more than five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mics TAULBEE. There is objection until the other question is set- 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. RYAN. I should like to know what the proposition of the gen- 
tleman ie TA is; I should like to have him state his objec- 
tion s 

Mr. HEPBURN. . I call forthe regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4702) amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes re- 
uae Lg) scr to certain disabled persons who have served in the Navy or 


Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois. That is a public bill and not a pri- 


vate bill, and I do not see why it is upon the calendar. It does not 
come under the rule. 

Mr. WINANS. I ask it be passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the bill will be passed 
over. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask that members present be permitted to call 
up such bills as they desire tobe considered according tothe listagreed 
to the last Friday evening we were in session; provided when a bill is 
reached on which there is an adverse report from the committee, it 
shall then require unanimous consent. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky what is his purpose ? a it his purpose to exclude the bill grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. 

Mr. TAULBEE. It is; and also Mrs. Blair’s bill as well. 


ANNIE E. GARDINER. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. On the last Friday evening when 
the House was in session for this business I called up a bill which 
was made a special order for this ore and was to be the first bill 


disposed of. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 


point that this bill is the first bill in order this evening 
Mr. BUCK. I call for the reading of the Sns to show what 
that agreement was. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill called up by the 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 
Lae bill was paseo as follows: 


, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
odes to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
vai atm p pannon laws, the name of Annie E. Gardiner, w of John 
T. late a major on the retired-list of the United States ARO ARA 

pay her a per pension at the rate of —— per month, from and after the passage of 


Mr. MORRISON. Let us have the report read. 
a mpa (by Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania) was read, as follows: 


carefully considered the Senate report, consider the facts 
kerap pris amply suficient, unanimously concur , and recommend 
the passage of the bill as am: by the Senate. 
[Senate Report No. 1378, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill Ap zo ‘granting 
nsion to Annie F, gace have examined the same, an 
he claimant, Annie E. Gardiner, is the widow ot John W. T. 
a major, United’ States Army. He was edu at West Point, and pone bree 
brevet second lieutenant J peg Sn 1840, and served until retired, November 14, 
= Mc toe disability resulting from exposure in line of duty,” He died Septem- 
r 

His widow applied for a pension November 24, 1879, but it was rejected June 
20,1885, on the ground that as the fatal cause of the soldier's death originated 
prior to March 4, 1861, during atime of peace, there is no title to pension, the law 
requiring that it’ must have originated during a period of war. 

It aj t the soldier died of rheumatic gout, and it also appears — piua 
cert: ses ot pordan pa that he was treated this disease as earl 
There are also further statements, which seem to be reliable, showing the oreta 
of the difficulty prior to the fall and winter of 1348-49. Dr. J.F. Head, surgeon, 
United States Army, testifies that he va stationed at Fort Snelling in 1849 with 
the soldier, and he was under his professional care,and had been subject to 
attacks of rheumatic gout for a year or two before. 

This evidence indicates that the disability was probably contracted during the 
period of the Mexican war; but, however that may be, Te would be difficult to 
give a reason why a soldier should be pensioned for a disability contracted in 
time of war and not pensioned for a like disability contracted in the service and 
line of duty in time of peace. Although the ion of the Pension Office was 

a y correct, there can be no reason why, in N painiar of Congress, this 
widow should not be TOi from the inequitab! roxy he of the merae espe- 
cially of iagad of the aeara na A, from the a laeng ony, that this case may 


be considered within 
Pon earo inclined to give this widow the benefit of the doubt, and therefore re- 
back the bill, with a recommendation it do pass, with an amendment 
siriking out all alter the word * Army,” ın the seventh line, and insert “and 
pay | hera pension at the rate of $25 per month from and after the passage of this 


"The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. . 
The billas amended was laid pore to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Under the general order for Friday evening ses- 
sions it is provided as follows: 

That on each Friday the House shall take a recess from 5 o’clock p. m, until 
7.30 p. m., at which evening sessions private bills granting pensions reported 
from the Committee on In d Pensions and the Committee on Pensions 
be considered. 

I wish to inquire if this is intended to provide that only bills reported 
from the Committees on Invalid Pensions and Pensions shall be con- 


sidered ? 
That is the order of the House. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘Then, under that order could a bill reported 


thorized ar aes 


simply by a minority of a committee be considered as a bill coming from 
either of those committees? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that a bill can not be 
reported by a minority. It must be by a majority. The minority can 
file its dissenting views; but under the rules of the House they do not 
report back bills. 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Then under that order, as I understand it, no 
bill, excepting one reported from the committees named, can be taken 
up and considered. 

Mr. MORRISON, A bill may be on the Calendar reported adversely. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With that understanding I now ask unanimous 
consent that members present be allowed to call up bills reported by 
one or the other of those committees. 

Mr. MORRISON. I was about to say to the gentleman that an ad- 
verse report by a committee, which at the request of any member was 

upon the Calendar, would be the reporting of a bill, and would 
be entitled, as such, to consideration under the order of the House. I 
have no objection whatever to your request, 

The CHAIRMAN. If it be an adverse report and placed on the Cal- 
endar it is subject to be considered under this order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent that bills be called up 
Aparis the same as has been done heretofore, preserving the old 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I object. I would be glad to see that agreement 
carried out provided all adverse cases were omitted from the agree- 
ment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Regular order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to ask by way of a par- 
liamentary inquiry, at what point on the Calendar the Clerk is begin- 
ning? 

The CHAIRMAN. On page 52 of the Calendar, as the Chair is in- 
formed. 

The Clerk reported the next business on the Calendar to be the bill 
(H. R. 4712) to place the name of Jacob S. Biddle on the pension-roll. 

The bill was read at len, 

Mr. WISE. Let us have the report in that case read. 

Mr. CURTIN. I assure the House that the bill is all right. 

Mr. WISE. I withdraw the demand for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside and 
reported to the House favorably? 

Mr. WINANS. I object to action upon the bill without having the 
report read. This bill has been discussed and over several 
times. There are some serious objections to it. This is not the first 
time it has been before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand that the gentleman reporting the 
bill is not present. I ask, therefore, that the reading of the report be 
di with and the bill informally laid aside, not to lose its place 
on the Calendar. 

The motion of Mr. CUTCHEON was to. 

Mr. BRADY. I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk announce 
the titles of bills as they appear on the Calendar, and if no one calls 
them up for consideration that they be passed over informally, retaining 
their places on the Calendar. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I object, unless those with adverse reports are 
omitted from that ment. 

Mr. BRADY. I accept that. 

Mr. ROWELL. I do not accept it. 

Mr. BRADY. It is just a waste of time reading bills, i 
over informally and doing nothing. We had better adjourn 
waste our time in this way. 

The next business reported from the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 5927) for the relief of Louisa Kearney. 

Mr. BRADY. I understand the gentleman reporting that bill is 
not present. I ask that it be passed over informally retaining, its place 
on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk reported the next business on the Private Calendar as the 
bill Oe iani 4678) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James Mon- 
ohan, & 

Mr. SWOPE. I ask to lay that bill aside without losing its place on 
the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 


BETSY A. MOWER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8311) 
for the relief of Betsy A. Mower. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR. I observe that the Clerk has skipped one or 
two bills preceding that. I hope they will be taken up in their order. 

Mr. MORRILL. This is an adverse report, and I move that it be 
a Sig tothe House with the recommendation that it do lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MATHIAS WONDRAK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1384) 
granting a pension to Mathias Wondrak. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is neha 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mathias Won- 
drak, late a private in Company K, Twentieth Regiment United States Infantry, 


them 
to 
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who served eleven years in the United States Army and was honorably dis- 
for disability incurred in said service, subject to the limitations and pro- 
visions of the pension laws. 


Mr. WINANS. Does this regular order include the consideration 
ot Senate bills? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. WINANS. I do not think they have been taken up regularly. 

Mr. PERKINS. If no member asks the consideration of this bill I 
move that it be laid aside informally. 

Mr. TAULBEE. [ask the consideration of the bill, and call for the 
reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1384) nting 
s pension to Mathias Wondrak, paving had the same under consideration, con- 
cur in the report of the Senate committee hereto appended, and recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No. 297, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1384) 


ntin 
a pension to Mathias Wondrak, having had the same under consideration, pein 
mit the following report: 


Mathias Won first enlisted in Company D, Fifth Regiment United States 
Infantry, May 8, 1858, for five years; was honorably eer Ay 1863, at 
expiration of term of service; enlisted a second time August 19, 1863, in Com- 

ny B, Fourth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry; was discharged for 

‘disability” from Memphis Hospital July 20, 1865; enlisted a third time Febru- 
ary 15, 1868, in Company K, Twentieth Regiment United States Infantry; was 
discharged April 18, 1869, for “disability” at Baton Rouge, La. Declaration for 
pension filed January 27, 1874, t alleging that he was much exposed to 
wet and cold; and that about February 8 or 10, while on guard duty at Ba- 
ton Rouge, La., he became very wet and took cold, resulting in rheumatism, 
which has continued until this time, and that in consequence of this rheuma- 
tism he was discharged from the service at Baton Rouge, La., April 18, 1869, 
after being in the hospital there for about six weeks. 
i ne rejected on the ground that the alleged disability is not shown to be due 

o the service. 

Communication from Assistant Adjutant-General, dated March 30, 1874, and 
signed J. B. Martin, Assistant Adjutant-General, shows that Mathias Wondrak 
was reap be at Baton Rouge, , April 19, 1369, “by reason of old age and 
disability arising from long service,” 

Wondrak’s statements as to exposure from 1858 to 1863 are acre T d 


affidavit of Owen Pheeny, who served with Wondrak in Com; 
Regiment United States j SP br lin also 


sergeant in Somer I, Twentieth 
tifies to seeing on in hospital at Baton Rouge in the spring of 1869; also 
from surgeon’s certificate of disability for beg py dated April 26, 1866, signed 
by William 8, Buchanan, assistant surgeon, United States Army, alleging as 
reasons for his rarer “old age and general debility ;"’ also from ce! 
and affidavit.of A. C. Girard, assistant surgeon, United States Army, dated at 
Baton Rouge, La., April 18,1869, certifying to “chronic bronchitis and general 
debility, the disability originating in the line of his duty ;"’ also certificate 
of Capt. A. A. Harbeck, United States dated at Baton Rouge, La., March 
30,1 assigning as reason for of soldier— 
“Unfit for active duty because of di ility arising from Ley Borra 
Alsofrom a pag of Examining Sı nJ. L. A. Bowen, dated Washington, Au- 
gust 9, 1875, when soldier was suffering from “chronic rheumatism, heart dis- 
ease, enlarged veins, and stiffness of joints.” ' 
In view of this evidence, the committee believe it their duty to report in favor 
of this bill, and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent that the Chair proceed 
to recognize gentlemen whose names are on the list, and when they ob- 
tain recognition that they be allowed to call up their bills, at which 
time it will be in order for any one to object to their consideration. My 
proposition is that gentlemen be recognized to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should like to know when this list was made. 

Mr. TAULBEE. It was made at a former Friday night session, and 
there was a tacit understanding that the list should be carried over. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky? 

Mr. LYMAN. I desire to inquire what this request means. 

Mr. TAULBEE. IthinkIcanexplainit. At the last Friday night 
session’ unanimous consent was had for the Chair to recognize members 
alternately on each side of the House, and in order to that recognition 
a list was made. We could not complete that list, and some of the 
gentlemen who stood here for recognition were deprived of it. It was 
the tacit understanding at that time that to-night those gentlemen were 
to be recognized. The proposition I now make is for the purpose of 
carrying out that understanding. I wish to say further that my un- 
derstanding in regard to that list is that there are on it many more 
names on that side of the House than there are names of gentlemen 
on this side. And I wish further to state that I have no personal in- 
terest in this matter, because I am not in the list; but I would like that 
list to be ed. 

Mr. PERKINS. The chairman of the Committee of the Whole was 
requested two weeks ago to preserve that list. 

Mr. LYMAN. The trouble I have is not with the list, but I wish 
to make this inquiry. When the name is called and a gentleman calls 
up a bill, is a single objection sufficient to prevent its consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no such agreement. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is the effect of my proposition. 

Mr. LYMAN. Then I object to it. 

se a cig . Objection is made. The Clerk will report the 
next bill. 


1887. 
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GEORGE BLISS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1783) 
granting an increase of pension to George Bliss, reported by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions with an adverse recommendation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Geo: Bliss, late a private in Com- 
pany I, Thirty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, at, the rate 


of $$ per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving, to commence from 
the passage of this act. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, 

Mr. STEELE. Let us hear the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed there isan adverse report 
on this bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I should like to hear it. 

The report (by Mr. LovERING) was read, as follows: 

That the beneficiary in the bill is now upon the pension-roll at the rate of 4 
per month. He applied for an increase, which application was rejected on the 
ground that he was “in receipt of a pension commensurate with his disability.” 

Your committee are of opinion that where a board of surgeons of the Pension 
Department have examined a claimant and fixed the degree of vegan f and 
rate for the same, which finding is affirmed by the Department, it would be a 
manifest injustice to the hundreds of thousan: n the roll under like condi- 
tions should the committee undo the proper work of the De ment, reverse 
its findings, and increase the pension of any one claimant, ply because he 
comes to Con asking that the same be done. 

Your committee therefore are constrained to report back the bill with the 
recommendation that it do not pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it be postponed indefinitely. 


MISS MARGARET STAFFORD WORTH. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2030) 
granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

` WHITE], who reported this bill from the Committee on Pensions, is 

not present, I ask that it be laid aside without losing its place on the 
Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LUCY A. WASHBURN. 


The next pension pill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2218) 
for the relief of Lucy A. Washburn. 

Mr. PERKINS. If no gentleman requests the consideration of this 
bill, I suggest that it be informally passed over. X 

Mr. TAULBEE. I request its consideration. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the name of Lucy A. Washburn, widow of First Lieu- 
tenant Lon Washburn, late of Battery I, Sixteenth Regiment New York Artil- 
lery, be placed on the pension-roll at the rate of $12 per month. 


Mr. WISE. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2218) 
for the relief of Lucy A. Washburn, having had the same under consideration 
report back the same, adopting the Senate report as its own, and recommen 
that the bill do pass, 


[Senate Report No. 885, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2218) granting 

a pension to Lucy A. Washburn, have examined the same, and report: 

he claim for pension of Lucy A. Washburn, widow of Lon Washburn, late 
private of Battery I, Sixteenth New York Artillery, was rejected by the Pension 
Office, on the ground that there is no record of the incurrence of the soldier's 
fatal disease in service, or medical treatment for same in service, or from d 
charge up to a short time prior to his death. The fact of absence of record testi- 
mony is one of the most fatal that the applicant for pension has to encounter. 

The conclusive evidence in this case is that of his comrades, who testify that 
with him they were out three days on a scouting expedition; that this soldier 
led the party ; thatthey were out three days in a continuous rain, part of the 
time in a swamp; that this man took cold, which resulted speedily in consump- 
tion, of which he died, and this they state upon their personal and positive 
knowledge. And itis in evidence that he was not only sound, but an unusually 
robust young mcn when he entered the service. This evidence is from respon- 
sible and properly-accredited sources. 

The Pension Office has procured from two persons (one a postmaster, who 
does not give his name) a statement indorsed on the back of an official letter to 
the effect that the soldier died of * hereditary ” consumption, of which others 
of his Laer J had died. These statements are not in the form of evidence, but 
briefly and loosely made, and they are the only ones at variance with the testi- 
mony that proves the incurrence of the disease and its fatal ending. ‘The cough 
and its wasting effect are traced from before his discharge to his death. 

The committee, after a careful examination of all the evidence, feel justified 
in reporting the bill favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I move to amend the bill by striking out the words 
“at the rate of $12 per month’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.’’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ANN E. LAMBURG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1902) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Ann E. Lamburg. 


XVILI——37 


Mr. SWOPE. I ask that this bill be passed over informally, not 
losing its place on the Calendar. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MRS. M. C. MILES. 
aimi next business = Pine Calendar was the bill (S. 1627) 
granting a pension to . C. Miles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, M. O. Miles, of g, Mich., 
aeai of Marcus H, Miles, late a first lieutenant in the Eleventh Michigan Cay- 
alry. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1627, 
report that they have examined the same, and adopt the Senate report, as fol- 


lows: 
{Senate Report No. 784, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

The petitioner is the widow of Marcus H. Miles, late a first lieutenant in the 
Eleventh Michigan Cavalry. 

The claimant made application for a pension on the ground that her husband 
received an injury that resulted in hernia, and which was the cause of his death. 
The Commissioner of Pensions decided that his death was not a result of his 
mili service. There is no record testimony other than that which identified 
the soldier in his line of duty. 

The surgeon of the Eleventh Michigan Cavalry, Lucius C, Woodman, testifies 
that he was well acquainted with Marcus H, Miles, and he describes minutely the 
accident, which occurred from a fall while on a train of cars, and from w. it 
ae that hernia was immediately produced, and for which he was treated 


en and su uently KAPSE oodman. Thecolonel of the pi roe was 
pees and fies to all the circumstances and to the su uent disability of 
utenant Miles, and to the necessity of placing him on de! ed service. 


Adjutant-General certifies to the presence of these two officers at the time. 
he physicians who attended Lieutenant Miles during his disability, and down 

to the date of his death, a; thathe was notable to perform any kind of labor, 
and that the cause of his death was paralysis of the b.adder and suppression of 
the secretions from the kidneys, owing to nervous p: ion and continued 
irritation from complicated hernia. 

The committee report the bill favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ALBERT C. KELLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2286) for 
the relief of Albert C. Kelley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
visions of the pasis laws, the name of Albert Ô, Kelley, late a private in 
mpany B, Fifth Regiment of Michigan Cavalry. =. 


The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 2286, 
report that they have examined the same, and adopt the Senate report, as fol- 


lows: 
[Senate Report No. 1106, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.} 


The claimant was a private in Company B, Fifth ae aides R en- 
listed August 16, 1862, and was d May 15, 1865. Hisalleged bilities 
are deafness, erysi jas, lung disease, and general disability, His application 


for a pension is rejected on the ground that he was deaf before he entered the 
sea ini ps his ility to prove that the other diseases were contracted while 
n the Army. 


There have been two special examinations in this case, at one of which D. M. 
Greene testifies that he has known claimant since he was two years old; is his 
cousin by marriage; that he was a little hard of hearing when he enlisted; it 
was generally known that he was a little hard of hearing; that when he re- 
turned from the service he was much worse—quite deaf; was well and hearty 
when he enlisted, and could do a good day’s work of the hardest kind; does 
not know whether he was disabled in any other way after his discharge or not. 

The Surgeon-General’s report says the records show that claimant entered 
the hospital at Newberne, N. C., March 21, 1865, with erysipelas of head and 
face; and he traces him to different hospitals; April 18, 1865, with bronchitis ; 
April 26, 1865, fess erysipelas, and again with erysipelas, soon after which he 


was $ 

Admitting that he was a little hard of hearing when he enlisted, he was en- 
rolled as they found him. He came out of the service quite deaf. There is rec- 
ord evidence as above that he contracted erysipelas and bronchitis in the serv- 
ice, and from the effects of these, according to the report of a special examiner, 
he appears to be dying at the National Military Home, Hampton, Va. 

The committee report the bill with an amendment, striking out all after the 
word “cavalry,” in the seventh line, with a recommendation that it do pass, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLARD. Iask unanimous consent that gentlemen may be 
recognized upon the right and on the left side of the House alternately, 
to call up bills for consideration in accordance with the list, 

Mr. WALLACE. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Objectionismade. The Clerk will re- 
port the next bill. 

WILLIAM BARDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2353) 


granting a pension to William en. t 
The bill was read, as follows: 
G &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


Be it 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of William Bar- 
den, father of Henry D, Hadak. a private of Company a Blarg Regiment of 
Mad Cavalry, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
ws, 
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The report (by Mr. WINAxs) was read, as follows: 

The claimant is William Barden, and applied for a pension es. 
father of Henry D. en, who was a private in Compan: ny ib, 168. in 
Cavalry, and who died pea wounds received in battle May A. Fhe applica: 
tion was rejected on the ground that the claimant was not depen dent upon his 
=s Saira time of his death, but was able to, and did, labor the support of 


The soldier's legitimacy and celibacy are properly proven. The de lence 
of the father is established by the rae acon of witnesses who date knowl- 
eo tote “our: 1856, when he was a r man, 

J. Osborn, of Oshkosh, Wis., testifies: 


*“Glatmant, being not of robust health, could not work always athis ape ypc | 
that his sons hel him before the war; that he had pay ih esi and 
some other ailments, which affiant can not distinctly FAM, paaien 

could not always follow his trade; that what property; he had was spent in Bows 
ing for his wife, who died of cancer in the breast. 

Another witness testifies to his knowledge of claimant since 1856; knows that 
he was and is now a poor man, temperate and frugal; that he well pew! the 
soldier, and believes he largely assisted in the support of claimant and his 
family; that he sent home a part of his pay while in the service. 

The soldier's letters are uced to show that he rcomsizes. his father's de- 
pendence, and contribu liberally of his month]. 

The te of testimony shows that the father Phas never been a strong 
and y man, and that he has had a continuous struggle with poverty to 


bee espa time. 
‘The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, 


Mr. WISE. I must object to that bill, Mr. Speaker. The question 
involved in it was discussed here the other day in the case of Mr. Til- 
ler, and this case is exactly similar. 

Mr. WINANS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this is quite dif- 
ferent from the Tiller case. The beneficiary in this case was plainly 
dependent on his son for His support and is entitled to the relief to be 

ted by this bill, ‘‘subject to the limitations of the pension laws.” 
Bo far far as I have knowledge of the case, it seems to be in all respects a 
deserving one and certainly quite different from the Tiller case, wherein 
the soldier was not in the line of duty when captured, nor was the pa- 
rent dependent at the time of the soldier’s death. 

PEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall this bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JOHN REED, SR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1626) 
granting a pension to John Reed, sr. 
oe bill was ~~ as follows: 


limitations of the ran 
Bech ae ther of John Reed, jr., late a private in ‘the Seventh Michigan 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the report 
in that case. I also ask unanimous consent thatall the reports may be 
a in connection with the bills without the necessity of calling for 
each one. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of and Mr. BRADY. I object. 

Mr. WALLACE. It will not make any difference, because I shall 
certainly call for the report in every case. 

Mr. BRADY. We appropriate millions of dollars here without call- 
ing for the reading of the reports, but the reports are called forin every 
pension case, the object being, obviously, to consume time. 

The TAR (by Mr. Wry Ans) was read, as follows: 

the mother of John Reed (a private in ear G, Sevretn 


Bee ee Volunteers), was granted a on commencin, g Cri ma 

day of December, 1862. She has since died, and the accom egies OVis to 

pens a — to John Reed, sr., the aged and dependent father of soldier 
ve nam 


The committee report the bill favorably, with a recommendation that it do 
pass. i 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MES. MARY LATHROP, 


Mr. WAIT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 10021) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Lathrop. I make the re- 
quest now because I hardly feel well enough to remain here until a late 
hour. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the A aneen subject to the joer scape 
and restrictions of the pension laws, the name of ‘Mary Lathrop, widow of 
Henry Brooks, latea private in Company F, Twenty-sixth Regiment Connecticut 
Volnuteer Infantry. 

Mr. WISE. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. LovERING) was read, as follows: 

The claimant was married to Henry Brook, late private of Company F, 

8, 1839. Brooks 


from the effects.of which wound he died July 3, 1863. The claimant was pen- 
sioned and continued to draw her pension until January 10, 1877, when she mar- 
ried one Harvey Lathrop, with whom she lived as his until his desth, Jan- 
wth 10, 1879, since which date she has a widow, 
© manta pire before your committee shows that the claimant is now sixty- 
that for several years past she has been a sufferer from palsy 
pet ever res to such an extent as to render her unable to pursue any 
calling or perform any labor by which she could obtain a living. Dr. Carleton, 
who has attended her since 1883, testifies that since his attendance upon her 


claimant also had a slight eg ne attack; her walk is very unsteady, 
is gradually growing worse, 
her last hus’ from which she 


The provisions of the pa pension laws preclude her poro to the 
on several occasions granted relief in similar cases, 
m the thesis fore your committee it is clear thateboutd | the relief asked 
for in this case be granted, the pension-rolls would not be burdened long with 
this additional beneficiary. 
Believing the claimant worthy of the assistance of the Government for whose 
preservation her husband laid down his life, your committee report favorably 
on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
GEORGE HAM. 


Mr. RYAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 785) granting a pension to George Ham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Company D, Second United States Artillery. 


Mr. WALLACE. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The facts in this case are set forth in the report of = Senate Committee on 
Pensions, which is herewith adopted, and the of the bill recommended, 

The claimant, George Ham, en! isted in Com Sopra United States Ar- 
tillery, ber 29, 1859, and ‘that he was A Rt mem José, Cal., February. 
6,1867, having re-enlisted February 6,1864. That he ater wae continticn for 
sion in Som alleging ore he contracted rheumatism at Harrison's 

uly, 1862, 
ound that ae has pe no disability 


x, comrades, 
tracted rheumatism at Harrison's Landing, Virginia, about June 29, 1862; t 
he was unable to on his horse without „suffering much until after 
the battle of Antietam, and still ebe arai as long as affiants remained in the 
service, being discharged before claimant. 

Claimant testifies that he was ordered to the hospital by the company com- 
mander, Emery Upton, while at Camp Upton, V; but had 
the order countermanded at his own request; that he never was in the hos ital; 
was treated for rheumatism by the assistant surgeon attached to Captain 
mer’s New Jersey Battery, at Bakersville, Md. and at White Oak Church, Va. 
He testifies further that Dr. George W. Church, who treated him for rhe 
in hw isdead. Dr. March was bef enka o and heis Unable $a get his tes- 

Maniy: has not called a physician since for that ae pay not 
published his ailments to his neig) He states itis noe for him 
to furnish further evidence in his claim; that it is impossible to find 
who can reco! llect the extent of his disability. 

Shed Kna; a beer bg cay Kans., superintendent of the State Asylum for the 

eer Dai has known claimant for twelve $ 
Hospital for the Insane from 
rheumatism, having 


would rate his vei gant ved manual labor besser total. He er 
states that aioe th the voor of claimant’s employment he complained more or 
less eons SENSEN it intercostal, peer org lumbar muscles, on were 

dito suspend work fora a ee on ere eee 
Paean moiin or eR Set e to stoop. Claimant isa man of 


ter, ribs: cow and energy, but, bein; ma 
rainy Near course he aon been largel: dopri 


high understood A 


Dr. r. G. A. Wakefield, examining surgeon, Eureka, Kans., December says 
he can find nothing to support claim aioe chronic rheumatism, but Pn k < 
claimant suffers from some obscure or rheumatic trouble. Based on claimant's 

to amount to one-half total. ` 


indorsement on 


ph reagia ents OEIS teeta wees that he isthe 
Snel consisting of cag six children, who are dependent upon 
ow) a support; that claimant is now ree a old, very poor ana 


the yere enara eral. at 
picion of fraud; and in consideration of his long and faithful service the 
mittee recommend the passage of the bill, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a erable recommendation. 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not see in this pia gel! any testimony to show 
that the bill should be favorably consid I ask that it be passed 
over informally. 

Mr. RYAN. What is the gentleman’s objection to the bill? 

Mr. WALLACE. I see no merit initatall. The report presents no 
testimony, but simply the man’s statement of his own case. 

Mr. RYAN. Why, if the gentleman had listened to the reading of 
the report—— 

. WALLACE. I tried to do so; I tried to find some testimony in 
support of the application. 

Mr. RYAN. If the gentleman had listened attentively, he would 


com- 
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have heard the testimony of physicians, and the testimony of the man’s 
neighbors, showing his present condition; he would have heard the 


testimony of the man’s comrades showing that, while he was in the 

he suffered from the disease for which he now asks a pension; 
that he icipated in sixty-two engagements during the war, and is 
a man of irreproachable character. 

Mr. WALLACE. He may be; but his comrades do not seem to be 
such, or the Pension Office would have allowed him a pension. In 
view of the estimate which the Pension Office evidently placed on their 
testimony, I do not think this House should go behind the action of 
that Department. I ask that the bill be passed over informally. 

Mr. RYAN. I move, Mr. Chairman, that the bill be laid aside to 
be reported favorably to the House. 

The goeien being taken, there were—ayes 56, no 1. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. i , I will not call for a quorum on 
this question, although I think this bill upon the report as presented 
has no merit but is a disgrace to the House. I will allow it to pass, 
because there may be a contingent possibility that this man ought to 
receive relief in this way Therefore I will not insist on a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the motion of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Ry An] to lay the bill aside to be reported favorably to the House 
the ayes are 56, the noes 1, The motionis adopted. 

Mr. WALLACE. I now call for the regular order. If the bill just 
considered is a specimen of the sort of bills we are to have brought up 
here upon the call of individual members, I think we had better adhere 
to the regularorder, 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen on both sides demand the regular 
order, The Clerk will read the next bill on the Calendar. 


MRS. ELLEN M. BOGGS. 


Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, I am not very well, and I desire to 
retire from the Hall. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at the ee time of the bill (S. 722) for an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Ellen M. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill indicated by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CURTIN] will be read, after which the Chair will ask if 
there is objection. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have been willing to waive the regular order of 
the evening in the hope that meritorious bills might be presented for 
consideration. But the first bill brought up is so destitute of merit 
that if this is to be a type of others—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman object to the request ofthe 
gentleman from P lvania. 

Mr. WALLACE. In deference to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia I will not urge objection to his proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
provisions of the pension laws, the name of Ellen M, widow of William 

renton Boggs, deceased, late a poa in the United States Navy, at the 
rate of $50 per month, in lieu of e amount now received by law. 


er CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
? 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask that the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read, the right to object being 
reserved. 

The report (by Mr. HUTTON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. for increase 


of pension to Mrs, Ellen M. Boggs, have had the same under ration, and 
poom in the Senate report, hereto attached, and recommend the passage of the 


William Brenton” deceased, was a pay-director in the Navy for many 
years, his entire of service covering a quarter of a century. His record 
as an officer was without a flaw, while his gallan icuous, 

The committee present, and make a part of report, following com- 
munication from Admiral Porter relating to this case: 


IOFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, 
Washington, D. O., December 13, 1880. 
My DEAR MADAN: I regret 


to 
your late husband’s services bas been lost, either in the Naval Committee rooms 


WAS CO} 


the period I commanded the eens 
EP some 600 feet long, as a storehouse for squadron. 


is z 

your late husband, William B. 
sition of fleet of the Mississippi 
vessel to guard i ublic 
conflagration whe d not lesve his post, but forcing his way thro the a 

way to 
roof of the wharf, whence he jumped overboard and succeeded in carta his 
rs. 


most valuable k 

This was not done until his clothing was burned off and he was near! 
scorched to a cinder. I saw him an hour after the accident, and a more dre 
ful burning I never witnessed. 


For many months his life was despaired of, and when he was able to move 
soont he was so marked that his most intimate friends would scarcely know 

m. 

No doubt his death was greatly hastened by the terrible shock his constitu- 
tion underwent at that time. I am satisfied that the stern bravery shown by 


Paymaster Boggs on the occasion entitles his widow to a pension as much asif 
the action had been performed in battle. 

It was not the tement of battle that sustained him, but a heroic effort to 
preserve the Government accounts, the loss of which would have compelled 
the payment of large sums of money by the Department to persons who had no 
real claim for compensation. I look upon this action of Mr. Boggs as one of the 
most heroic which came under my observation during the war. It was a case 
where a man battled with the flames with almost a certainty of losing his life. 
With all due respect for our legislators, I am of the opinion that the widow of 
Paymaster Boggs is as much entitled to a pension as the widow of any other 
— who was disabled coe the mr 

remain, very respecifully and truly, yours, 
DAVID D. PORTER, 
Admiral, 


Mrs. WILLIAM B. BoGGs, 
Georgelown, D. C. 


I omitted to state in the body of this communication what I said in my former 
one, that I think that Congress should give you an increase of pension to the 
amount of $0a month, Thirty dollars per month is what any officer's widow 
can obtain whose husband has rman ordinary service. That you canclaim 
without going to Congress, and $50 per month should be given for heroic con- 
duct. Ithink if Co can be made to understand all the bearings of this 
matter they will not fail to do justice in the premises,- 

DAVID D. PORTER. 


The death of Pay Director Boggs left the claimant, his widow, in very strait- 
ened circumstances, and the committee, believing her condition to be such as 
to warrant the proposed increase, recommend the passage of the bill asamended, 
to wit: 

Strike out in line 8, after the word “ month,” the rest of the section, with 
= proviso, and insert the following: “ In lieu of the amount now received by 

wW. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. WALLACE. I would like to ask whether it is customary in all 
rem bed, nt octet! pay directors in the Navy a pension of $50 
a month? 

Mr. BRADY. Not in all cases; but a great many pensions of that 
amount have been granted to the widows of officers of the same rank 
as this one. 

Mr. WALLACE. What ion is the widow now receiving? 

Mr. BRADY. Thirty Callas seats. 

Mr. WALLACE. That is the extent to which pensions have been 
allowed in these cases? 

Mr. BRADY. That is the extent under the general law; but there 
are a number of precedents for pensions of $50 in cases of this kind. 

Mr. WALLACE. On what particular reasons? 

Mr. BRADY. The increased ion is asked in this case on account 
of the heroic services of this man, as stated by Admiral Porter. 

Mr. CURTIN (to Mr. WALLACE). Oh, my dear friend, in this case 
you should take counsel of your heart, and not of your head. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to inquire the rank of this officer. 

A MEMBER. Colonel. 

HAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the 


Mr. WINANS. I object to the further consideration of the bill. 
It is likely to give rise to considerable discussion; it certainly can not 
pass without discussion; and I object to it. 

an CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WINANS] 
objects. 

Mr. WINANS. Iinsist on the regular order. 


RACHEL ANN PIERPONT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2452) 
granting a pension to Rachel Ann Pierpont. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachel Ann Pierpont, dependent 
mother of Thomas W. Bailey, late a private in Company O, Twenty-second 
Kentucky Infantry. f 


The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 2452, 
report that they have examined the same, and adopt the Senate report, as fol- 


lows: 
{Senate Report No. 1110, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

The petitioner claims to be the dependent mother of Thomas W. Bailey, a 
private in gompeny O, Twenty-second Kentucky Volunteers, who died 
the expiration of his term of service, at Vicksburg, Miss., of disease contracted 
in the line of duty, which is confirmed by the report of the Adjutant-General. 
Theappli was by the Pension Office on the ground of her inability 
to prove her dependence. 

he evidence shows that Lott Pierpont, the claimant's second husband, was, 
old and physically jualified plone his family; that this soldier son 
was not married; that before his ent labo for the support of his 
and divided his pay with her while in the service. Two comrades tes- 

tify to their intimacy with the soldier; to their knowledge of his sending his 
earnings to his mother; tothe factof his death; totheir assistance at his burial ; 
to their sending his effects to his mother after his death. This testimony is re- 
by different witnesses, and in the opinion of the committee lishes 


Ta bee pacts Congreas oho os she is id ty-fi ld, 
n her pe o says a widow, seventy-five years o 

very poor and in feeble health; that three of her sons were in the service; that 
from sickness contracted in the line of duty; that the third, 


two of them died 
with whom she is now living, is disabled ; that it is a financial and physical im- 


possibility for her to comply with the demands of the Pension Commissioner. 
Your committee report a bill for her relief, with a recommendation 
pass, 
There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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JAMES 8. FURNISS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2454) 
granting a pension to James S. Furniss. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the garage phere oe ig to the provisions and 


and was discharged May 30, 1865. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. [ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 2454, 
report that they have examined the same, and adopt Senate report, as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 1117, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The claimant enlisted in the Seventy-fourth ment New York Volunteers 
July 25, 1861; was sepa soe d d April 10, 1862; re-enlisted September 
5, 1862, and was honorably disch: in May, 1865. His application is for dis- 
abilities that include chronic diarrhea, disease of kidneys, and from typhoid 
fever, hemorr' of right lung; and his rejection is on the ground of fail- 
ure to prove “origin.” 

The claimant makes a connected statement covering the time from his enter- 
ing the service until his discharge, giving the dates of his admission to hospital 
and his transfer from one to another. The Surgeon-General’s report corrobor- 
ates ae statement, and names typhoid fever as one of the diseases for which he 
was N 
The report of the Adjutant-General verifies his service and his sick-furloughs, 
but adds, “ Nature of sickness not stated ; regimental hospital records not on 
file;” and the report of the Surgeon-General closes with the remark that “the 
records of the general and field hospital, Third rage Pee are not on file 
bearing on this case,” The absence of a connected history of treatment from 
the record is one of the discouragements encountered by nearly every suitor for 
apna While it should be the reliable source of information as to the origin 

disease, it furnishes little that is satisfactory, so that the soldier is thrown 
upon his own resources for such evidences as isexacted by the Pension Bureau. 

n this case the files contain the best quality of evidence as to the soldier's 
soundness and as to his exemplary character prior to enlistment. 

Two of his neighbors who knew him before and after his service, who lived 
near, and were intimate with him—and one of whom is vouched for as entirely 
reliable—testify as to his broken-down condition aceon soanpar p anae his return; 
to his kidney disease, chronic diarrhea, and hemorrhages of lung; to his con- 
tinued suffering and almost total incapacity to perform light labor. Dr. 
ton, of Colchester, Vt., testifies that he commenced treating claimant in 1871; 
found him in a debilitated condition, suffering with pain and soreness over region 
of kidneys and liver, torga condition of liver, and irritation of kidneys; that 
he is not able to do half the work of an able-bodied man. 

The medical board before whom the claimant was ordered to appear by the 
Commissioner of Pensions report affection of the right lung, severe cough, res- 

iration hurried, diarrhea troublesome. At the date of the examination, April 

. 1882, they say: “He is now entirely incapacitated for manual labor. The 
pena) been of gradual progress and may have originated from typhoid 

fever. 


The question as to “origin” of disease must be settled on this testimony, 
which is partly circumstantial. He can not obtain that of comrades, as the Pen- 
sion Office requires, because, as he says, his iment was composed of different 
nationalities, who dispersed to various localities. Furthermore, he was a mu- 
sician, by reason of which, and his frequent illness, he was separated from inti- 
mate association with members of his regiment. It would seem that, inasmuch 
as he went into the service in a healthy condition, was for months sick and under 
treatment in hospital, returned to his home in a broken-down condition, and 
has traced the progress of his disabilities to a period when he is apparently 
very near the end of his mortal career, the “origin” of his illness must have 
connection with his service. 

So convinced are the committee of this fact that the accompanying bill is re- 
ported for his relief, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There was no objection; and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARA. I ask, by unanimous consent, to call up for present 
consideration a bill (H. R. 8486) granting a pension to Rebecca Morris. 
Mr. NELSON and others demanded the regular order of business. 


MRS. ADALINE P. LOY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2479) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Adaline P. Loy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Adaline P. Loy, widow of 
a F. Loy, late captain of Company H, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
un 


Mr. WALLACE. Iask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 2479, 
report that they have examined the same, and adopt the Senate report, as fol- 


lows; 
{Senate Report No. 1203, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The claimant in this case is the widow of Joseph F. Loy, late captain of Com- 
pany H, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. It was rejected by the Pen- 
sion Office on the ground that the fatal disease of lungs did not originate in the 


service. 
There have been six special examinations in this case. Five out of the six re- 
rt in favor of allowance. The late Captain Loy was a resident of Green Bay, 
Legare number of the best citizens of that city testify to his prior soundness, to 


¥ . bart is quoted: 

“ He was well and intimately acquainted with Captain uey before and after 
service; knew him as a brother professional and as a public officer; without 
hesitation pronounces him as sound, healthy, vigorous at the time he entered 
the servi * During the at time of his m I was con- 
nected with his regiment; met him often, and from knowledge state 
cough received while in 


active service under General Butler, in the Department of the Gulf. My atten- 
tion was particularly called to his condition at that time. This was at Baton 

, in the summer of 1862. I was all through the entire campaign with him, 
After he resigned I remained in service, and su uently took command of the 
First Brigade, First Division, Fourteenth Corps,and did not see tain Loy 
again until about a year before hisdeath. He was then a sufferer what 
looked to me like consumption.’ ” 

General EDWARD S. BRAGG, member of the House of Representatives from the 
second Wisconsin district, testifies that he knew Captain Loy from 1850, and 
prior to his enlistment he was a strong six-foot Sais rm 

“Twas in sporen to know his Fag hye me condition in 1860, and I state that it 
was good. r his return from the Army he claimed to have lost his health 
in the swamp lands of Louisiana, or, rather, in the northern portion of Lou- 
isiana. I saw him in the winter of 1865-66, at which time his appearance was 
unhealthy. I do not remember what he complained of, but he attributed his 
ill health to the Ca ega in Louisiana.” 

The committee refer particularly to the testimony of two of Captain Loy’s 
associates in the Army, who knew him intimately. The reputation of all the 
witnesses, most of whom are personally known to the maker of this report, is 
of the best, and the evidence is conclusive. It is too voluminous to include in 
this report, but it is of the same character asthe above. Taken in connection 
with the investigations, five of which support the claim, the committee have no 
hesitation in reporting the bill favorably, with a recommendation that it pass. 


ELENOR C. RANSOM. 


Mr. VAN EATON. Iask, by unanimous consent, to make a request. 
[Laughter.] Inasmuch as I will be sick if I stay here much longer, 
and as I have never asked to take up a pension bill since I have been 
in Congress, and never did in my life, I now ask to take up House bill 
10795, granting a pension to Elenor C. Ransom. 

Mr. NELSON demanded the regular order of business, but after- 
ward withdrew it. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Elenor 
C. Ransom, of Los Angeles, who served as a hospital nurse and sanitary 


agent in the Union Army from February 1863, to the close of the war,and pay 
her a pension of $12 a month from and after the passage of this act. i 


The CHAIRMAN. [Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. VAN EATON. None atall. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WALLACE, Is there any report ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to laying the bill aside, to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. There is none. [Laughter. ] 

There was no objection; and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARY A. LOGAN, 


Mr. CONGER. My name appears next on the list, and I ask to take 
up the following bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

Mr. WALLACE. Thegentleman demanded the regular order awhile 
ago. Thegentleman from Massachusetts asked unanimous consent and 
the gentleman objected. 

Mr. CONGER. I did it because I was first on the list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. WALLACE. We will show how much more liberal we are on 
this side than the gentlemen are on the other side. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask for the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 3050) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Logan. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Let the bill be read. 

Mr. CONGER. Did not the Chair say the bill would be read, after 
which objections would be received ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is fatal to it whenever made. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have no objection to the bill and report being 
printed in the RECORD, nor would I object to the reading of the bill, 
but it only consumes time unnecessarily. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection’? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask a parliamentary question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. After the Chair has announced the bill will be 
read and subsequently objection will be received, and the reading of 
the bill has been commenced, is it in order to interrupt the proceedings 
until the bill has been read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection at any time will be fatal. If there be 
no objection the reading of the bill will be finished. The Chair is in- 
formed, however, that the report is not here. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order that the reading of the 
bill having been commenced it should be completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the objection is insisted 
upon. 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order that the bill should 
et before objection can be received, under the statement of the 

T. é 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is fatal no matter when made. A call 

for the regular order is equivalent to an objection. 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1381 


Mr. CONGER. The Chair said the bill would be read, after which 


objection would be asked for. 
The CHAI 


RMAN. The Chair thinks the objection can be inter- 


posed at any time, such being the practice in the House. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Irise to a question of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr, CUTCHEON. I make the point of order that it is not in order 
for the Chair to hear or entertain an objection pending the reading of 
the bill, because it was ordered by the Chairman that the bill should 
be read, after which objection would be called for. 
reading of the bill, I claim it is not in order to interrupt the Clerk and 
interpose an objection, but that the reading must be completed, and 
then, in accordance with the statement of the Chair, objection will be 


called for. 


Mr. TAULBEE. On that point of order I desire to say that, if I 
caught the reading correctly, the bill was read by its title, or rather its 
title was read, on which I objected, and which objection is insisted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the right of the gentleman 
from Kentucky to interpose his objection, and demand the regular order. 
The Chair will again state that such is the practice of the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have no objection to the bill and report being 
printed in the RECORD, if gentlemen desire that. 

Mr. ROWELL. Iask unanimous consent that the bill and the re- 


port be printed in the RECORD. 
The CHAIRMAN, 


Mr. O'HARA. Both reports. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the report of the committee 
and the views of the minority will also 

There was no objection, and it was so o0 

Mr. CONGER. There have been some affidavits sent to me from 
the physicians who treated General LoGAN in his last illness, and I ask 
unanimous consent that they also be printed in the RECORD. They 
would have been attached to and made a part of the report in the case, 


but did not arrive in time. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection to the request of the 


gentleman from Iowa? 
Mr. WALLACE. I object. 


Mr. CONGER. They would have been printed with the report had 


they been received in time. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman from Iowa 
to say that they would have formed part of the report if they had 
been received in time, and again asks if there is objection to printing 
them in the RECORD with the bill and report of the committee. 

Mr. WALLACE. [I have no objection to the printing of the report, 


Is there objection to that? 
Mr. TAULBEE. None whatever. 


Now, pending the 


ere in the RECORD. 


but to the printing of any further testimony I do object. 
Mr. Chairman, 


Mr. BURROWS. 


ing a pension to Mrs. 
r. TAULBEE. I object. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The bill and report will be printed in the coun, 


The bill is as follows: 
it enacted, &c. 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A 
John A. 


„8 Ls enigeabasgate; of United States volu: 
the Union, and to pay her a upeaan from the passage of this act, aad and during 
$2,000 per annum. 


her natural life, at the rate 


unters in 


I wish to ask unanimous consent 
that we may have the poor privilege, at least, of having the bill giv- 


Be That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and r frana Wopo to place on the pension- roll, subject to the odiarti and 


the late war for 


The adverse report (by Mr. TAULBEE) is as follows: 


The committee submit herewith lists showing the number and names of ma- 
erals of the regular and volunteer forces commissioned since March 4, 


, as well as those of rear-admirals of the Navy, as follows: 


List of major-generals who were killed or who died during the war of the rebellion. 


KILLED. 


DIED. 


Date of death 


1 | Philip Kearney...........| Sept. 1 

2 | Isaac L. Stevens..........| Sept. 1 

3 | Hiram G. Be m van A 3 

4 | John H. Reyno. ds........| Ju uly 1, 

5 | John Sedgwick..., a ced 3 

6 | James B. McPhe uly 22 

DIED OF WOUNDS. 

1 | Jesse L. Reno.. Sept. 14, 1862 
2 | Joseph K. F. Mansfield Sept. 18, 1862 
3 | Israel B. Ric parason. „| Nov. 3,1862 
å | Amiel W. Whipple.....| May 7,1863 
5 | George C. Strong........ July 30,1863 


1 | Charles F, Smith......... Apr. 25,1862 
2 | William Nelson........... Sept. 29, 1862 
3 «| Oct. Epe 
4 .| Mar, 21, 1863 
5 .| Dec. 16, 1863 
6 David B, Birney... .| Oct, 18,1864 


In — at Chantilly, Va. 


In bette at Chancellorsville, Va. 
In battle at Gettysburg, Pa.’ 
In battle at KAERA wine, Va. 


In battle at Atlanta, Ga, 


Received at South Mountain, Md. 
Sentra at Antietam, Md. 


Received at y aragsourtnhgrog hfe 
Received at Fort Wagner, 8. 


At Savannah, Tenn, 
At Louisville, Ky. 


rrp naaa Cc. 
„N.Y. 

sihingt n, D.C, 

at Philad Pa. 


SAS AT LONRS, CEI: GINE Soteasae UNO NONS Hien OOE TNA Cees AF COE 


21 


SSSLERSSSSISKLERASERBNERERL 


Names. te of death 
Charles Griffin............ Sept. 15, 1867 
erick Jan. 12, 
Lovell H. Rousses Jan. 7,1869 
John E. Wool..... Nov. 10,1869 
Joseph A. MOS .| Jan. 6,1870 

H. Thomas...... Mar. 28, 1870 
Wil H.T. ‘pron. July 19,1870 
Ethan A. Hitchcock...) Aug. 5, 1870 
Henry W. Halleck......| Jan, 9, 1872 
George G. Meade........| Nov. 6, 1872 
Edward E. S. Canby... Apr. 11,1873 
George L. Hartsuff...... ay 16,1874 
John G. Foster. Sos 2,1874 
Frank P. Blair, j July 9,1875 
Alvan ©. Gillein. Dec. 2,1875 
Gordon Granger., Jan, 10,1876 

A ter. .| June 25, 1876 
Giles A. Smith... .| Nov. 5, 1871 
John J. Peck. .| Apr. 21, 1878 
George Cadw: Feb. 5, 1879 
John A. Dix. on 21, 1879 


ote kes.. 

Sam’! P, Heintzelman..| May 1,1880 
William H, French ..... 
Ambrose E. Burnside.. 
James A. Garfield...... Sept. 19, 1881 
Judson Kilpatrick...... Dec. 2,1881 
Bilas Casey. 


Stephen vd Hurlbut... Mar. 28, 1882 
©. Ô. Washburne.........| May 14, 1882 
Gouvern’ r K. Warren.| Aug. 8, 1882 
George W. Morrell. Feb. 11, 1883 
Edwin Morgan............ Feb. 14, 1883 
Napoleon B. Buford. . 28,1 

Edward O. 0. Ord .| July 22, 1883 
James B. Steedman.....| Oct. 18,1883 
And’w A. Humphreys.| Dec. 27, 1883 
Godfrey Weitzel.........| Mar, 19, 1884 
Gersham Mott.... Nov. 28, 1884 
Irvin McDowell.. May 4, 1885 
Ulysses S. Grant. July 23,1885 
George B. McCle’ Oct. 29, 1885 
David J Hunter.. .| Feb, 2, 1886 
hiding 8. Han .| Feb, Kre 

ohn A. E: .| Dee. 
William Ay SN Jan. 16, 1887 


Killed. 


Killed, 


TA Oe Se te the pps tight seperately eI pte onor 


BIS Crm OO to 


RREEESe 


HSRESBESSESS 


forces of the United States commissioned 


Date of com-' 
Names. mission. 
MAJOR-GENERALS U, S. 

ARMY, 


George B. none rs «| May 14, 1861 
John C. Fremont........| May 14, 1861 
W. Hall 


G. Meade... Aug. 18, 1864 
Philip H. Sheridan......| Nov, 8, 1864 
H. Thomas......) Dec. 15, 1864 
Winfield S. Hancock...) July 26, 1866 


John M. Schofield....,... Mar. 4, 1869 


Irvin MeDowell...........| Nov. 25, 1862 
John Pope. .....0ssesereres Oct. 26, 1882 
Alfred H. Terry......... | Mar, 3, 1886 


Oliver O. wana: (ORs Mar. 19, 1886 


MAJOR-GENERALS U.S. 
VOLUNTEERS, 


May 16, 1861 
-| May 16, 1861 


since March 4, 1861. 


Remarks, 


Died. 
Do. 


Do. 
From U. S. volunteers, Died. 
From U. S. volunteers. 
From U. S. volunteers, Died, 
From U, 8. volunteers. 
From U. 8. volunteers, Died, 
From U. 8. volunteers. 
Served under commission as major- 
sgia of volunteers during the 


Served under commission as major- 
general of volunteers during the 
war, Died. 

Served under commission as majors 
general of volunteers during the 
war. 

Do. 
Do. 


Died. 
Do. 
Do. 
Bea cleo U. 8, Arm: 
a, Sea ea 
Died, 


862 | See, also, U. S. Army, 


George H. Thomas... ‘Apr. 25, 1862 
Cadwalader. ..| Apr. 25, 1862 
William z oe y 1,1862 


Died. 
Do. 
Sei also, U.S. Army, 
See, also, U. S. Army, 
Died. 
Do. 
Do. 
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List of of the Navy who have been promoted to rear-admirals under the act 
eee 


approved Jyly 16, 1862, establishing that grade in the Navy. 


Names. 


Names. Remarks, 


Fite-John Porter., 


David G. Farragut........... 


William B. Franklin..| July 451862} = | David G, Farragut........| Dead, || Theodomus Bailey......... 
Philip Kearney........... Killed. Louis M. Goldsborough... 
Darius N. Couch .. Sam 


Died of wounds, 
Died. 


sev 


p 
Š 


Dead, 
Do, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 
x ie 
rge W. Morrell... Do. Do. Do. 
John Sedgwick...,.... Killed. z r 
‘Alex, MeD, McCook. Seanov P bea beak ag pen 
William Nelson.......... Died. ii ips 3 7 
wWhonanG Gritenden Silas H. Stringham Do. | Do. 
y Died of wounds. Samuel L. Breese ... Do, Do. 
5 Killed. Hiram pyre, et Do. Do, 
Died. Soin Ac Dabives: De. De: 
n A. Dv. x à i 
EOE MONAR David D. Porter... ‘| Living. Do. 
Charles Wilkes.... Dead, Dead. 
James L. Lardner, Do. Do, 
Henry K. Hoff... Do, Do. 
Jose Re ae 
Gordon Granger......... ai 
Charles 8, Hamilton... Ag Dos 
Lovell H. Rousseau....| Oct, Do. T Dead, 
Do, á Do, 
Do, Living. 
Living. Do. 
Do. Dead. 
Do. Living. 
Do. Do. 
Dead. Do, 
d Living. .| Dead. 
Winfield S. Hancock.. phar eh eg 
George S a Do. Dead. 
William H. French..... Living. Do. 
: 1583 | Seo. also ER Pirini Living 
.| Living. 
Died eer Th O. Selirid Livi x ? Dead. 
omas O, ridge.. aving 5 
James F, Schenck... d. Living. 
Alfred Taylor...... Living Do. 
Joseph F, Green.. ?; Do. Do. 
Augustus L, Case ............ è Do, 
Alexander M. Pennock...| Dead. Do, 
John L, Worden........ «| Living. Thomas Pattison Do, 
..| Dead. Edward Sim Do. 
.| Living. Do, 
Do. Do, 
Philip H. Sheridan.....| Dee. 31, 1862 | See, also, U. 8, Army, Living. Bo. 
Julius H. Stahel... Do. Do 
Carl Schurz..... Do, Do. 
John Newton.... Dead. Do. 
Armiel W. Whipple... Died of wounds, Do. Dead. 
Gouvern’r K. Warren.. Died. Do. Living. 
David B, Birney.......... Do. Do. Dos. 
William T. H. Brooks.. Da Do. 
Alfred Pleasanton ...... Living. Do. 
John Buford ......... Dead. Do, 
Living. Do. 


Died of wounds, 
Died. 
Do. 68 
Killed. Living. eeasssssosess see eee eeeeenveres 60 
TOUal \...dssoceveeonsas sconce vesues seoeutonoensseseosovenveseesce cessoaseSssnsensccasetasevessansssasnes 28 


each major-general and rear-admiral whose names appear above, and who 
leave surviving widows, will be given a pension of $2,000 a year. 

Of this rank of officers appointed since March 4, 1861, there are : Major-generals, 

lar Army, 15; volunteer forces, 127 (less 11, explained above); rear-admi- 
rals of the Navy, 128; makinga total of 259, 

The committee, in the absence of data, believe that it is a fair estimate to pre- 
sume that fully two-thirds of them have left or may leave widows at their degth, 
which, if correctly estimated, would increase our pension-roll $345,000 ann y. 
when perhaps in the majority of cases, as in this case, no relief from financial 
embarrassment or poverty is afforded, when it is well known that thousands of 
a poor and aged widows of brave and worthy soldiers all over this broad land are 
James H. Wilson....esss. denied the pittance of $12 per month because of their inability to connect the 
Francis O. Barlow....... death of their husband with their military service, when in this case no sort of 
Gersham Mott............ claim is advanced that the death of General LoGAx is attributable to his military 
Benjamin H., Grierso: service. 

Prior to July 25, 1866, the rate of pension of the widow of an officer of the a 4 
Wager Swayne............ above the rank of first lieutenant, on account of service rendered prior to Mare 
tt, 4, 1861, was one-half of the officer’s pay proper; but in no case could the pension 
exceed the half-pay of a lieutenant-colonel. The rate of pension to widows of 
naval officers prior to July 25, 1866, was equal to one-half of the officer’s pay while 
performing shore duty. 

As no pensions were allowed to widows of Army officers prior to March 4, 
1861, unless the death cause originated during a period of war,and the country 
prior thereto had Jost but a few high-grade officers because of casualties of war, 
aoe See but few high-grade pensioners on the rolls at the breaking out of the 

ate rel on. 


Alfred H. Terry.... 
Thomas J. Wood .. 
Wesley Merritt. 
Charles Griffin... 
George A. Custer. 
Henry E. Davies........ 


Nelson A. Miles.. 
Alvan C, Gillem 
Francis Fessend 
Giles A. Smith .. 


In the regular force. aoe 


In the volunteer force.. 127 Title to pension in cases of widows of naval officers was not thus restricted, 
— and consequently a number of such widows were on the rolls at $50 per month 
Total........ sAbapasusncakpetecate, Dee in 1361, where deceased husband held no higher rank than that of captain in the 


Less those who were appointed in the regular force from the vol- 


Navy, a rank relative to that of colonel in the Army. Half-pay ions in this 
unteer force, Whose names APPEAL CWICE......00recesermsensreseeerssrersese class 


of cases were continued until July 25, 1866, when, under the act of that 
date, all ante-rebellion pensions were placed on equal footing with those pro- 
vided for by act of July 14, 1862, fixing the rates of pensions in all cases arising 


1887. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1383 


out of service posla ig March 4, 1361. That act fixed as the rate of 
k $30 pe oath t ncluding lieutenant-colonel, col 
A pieta oameues in the Army, and captains, 
rear-admi re, Se in the Navy. 

The rates of pensions rebate an asi IS yar ne IA OER 
pede Aes |, 1866, have mex best changed by general 1 the excep- 
the rates of pensions to officers, no’ an Petty of 
the Navy,or their widows or minor children, on cous of ice prior to 
wh had actually been allowed prior to est 25,1866, which, 
‘under the provisions of the ast of Jane9, 1880, were restored $0 the one-half pay 


This action was Aaa T te VaT Neary OET 
sions are paid out of a separate fund, ed the Naval pension fund, 
the act of March 2,1799. 


pension of widows of general officers from $30 to $50 per month, and in a few 
cases has recommended the passage of bills giving an original pension of cher = 
vies widows of general officers. In ail these cases, however, it was alleged tha 
the ieee stood in actual need of the increase in order to insure her a eniran 
Three spacial acts have been passed giving ere: named in this bill to wid- 
ows of general officers; they are the cases of the widows of General Hancock 
and General Thomas and Admiral Farragut. These officers died while in the 
service, and had given — whole lives to the service, hence they are not pre- 
cedents for the passage of this bill. 
Following is a list of such high-grade pensions: 


List of widows, &c., who were placed upon ae Dealer one PH Somes GAE A 
gress since March 4, 1861, at $50 per month and upward, 


ARMY LIST. 


Name. Rank of deceased officer. ` Eo 
Widow of J. P. Plummer............ $50 


Widow of Isaac F, Stevens... 
Widow of Hiram G. Berry.... 
Wido 


testes sees 


ee iar Edwin = 


Widow of E. R. Canb 
Widow of Lorenzo Thomas 


Wido 

Widow of C. A. 
Widow of Robert B. M. 
Widow of Silas Casey.. 
Widow of Wm. S. Bliss 

ter of 

Widow of L. H. 
Widow of George 


Widow of Frank P. Blair 
Widow of Judson Kil ick .. 
Widow of Michael K. Lawley...... 
Widow of James B. Steedman..... 
Widow of A 
Widow of Joseph K. Barnes 
Widow of E. O. C. Ord....... 
Widow of Charles i Grane.. 
Widow of John G. F: 
Widow of Amos B. ton 
Widow of Isaac P, Rodman. 
Widow of James W. DI AR 
Widow of George m28...... 
Widow of Winfield eh Hancock 
Widow of Thomas T.Thornburgh Fe 


#8 
ee SSSSSSSSSSssssesssssss 


Widow of Miller........ 
Widow of Ward B. Burnett. 
Widow of McKean 


Widow of David B. Birney. 
Widow of Godfrey Weitzel... 
Widow of James A. ee... 
Widow of Gabriel R. Paul........... Brigadie: $ 
Widow of George J. Stannard.....| Brevet-major general.. 

Widow of James A. Mulligan...... COLOMA jcrcccesesatnseqnesssiccen s 


Widow of David D. Farragut 
Widow of William M. Wood....... 
Widow of William Reynolds...... 
Widow of Henry K. Hoff..... 
Widow of James L. Lardner... 
Widow of John Rogers 
Widow of James H. Spotts.. 
Widow of John Gallagher... 
Widow of William Dulaney. .| Co real Marine Corps. 
Widow of Levi Twiggs. ee Marine Corps 
Widow of David S. McDougal.....) Rear-admira] ...... 
Widow of Jolin O. Beaumont. 
Widow of Edward Middleton...... 
Widow of Cornelius K. Shillin; 
Widow of Benjamin F, Sands 


gegseeesegesees 


List of widows, &c., who were placed upon the pension-rolls, &c.—Continued. 
NAVY LIST. 


Amount of 
pension. 


Name. 


Widow of Jacob Zeilin.............. | B 
Widow of William N. Jeffers...... 
Lauman.... 


ap ereeeecee eens cee 


Co: der. 
sta admira 


Widow of Dana Greene........... 
Widow of J. Blakeley Creighton. 
Widow of Andrew A. Hanwood.. 
Widow of Alexander Murray... 
Widow of Thos. 8. C. Fillebraun 
Widow of T. A. M. Craven... 
Widow of A A. 
Widow of H. ©, Blake........ 


Widow of U. S. Grant. 
Widow of A. B. Meacham, Mo- |.. 
doc peace oner, 


*Per annum, 


There is no alleged need upon the part of Mrs. Logan; upon the contrary, it 
aE DEN ENAA Sack ted ches te ta DORA ORA RADI BRADA WRIS ve 
oe the highest regard for Mrs. Logan, both on sceonns mae 

reco! 


Per month. 


passage 

the direction o building up in this country an aristocracy, contrary to the very 
eda aay of an equal government for all, for which General LoGAx so gallantly 

ught in war and so ably contended in time of peace. 

This proposition, in our opinion, originated in an emotion arising in a wd 

measure from the sudden and unexpected death of her husband, and is not the 
deliberate judgment of the people whose servants we are. 

The bill as it cyanea a Sona Sanus me pansion in case act remar: 
riage, a proposition w. contrary to our w. system pension Ws. 
The committee recommend that the bill be postponed indefinitely, 


Mr. CONGER presented the following as the views of the minority: 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, disagreeing with there- 
port of the committee, submit the Sowing: 
ished, if not the most distin- 


JonxN A. LOGAN was one of the m 
guished, volunteer general of our fhroraad war. His illustrious services are familiar 
e Republic, and each and all unhesitatingly join in this ex- 


to every citizen of 
cyanea his try greater of service in her hour of 

o man coun! measure er su e 
ril, and tow gave sb goo Oe ee at that awreph the sana 


rom “boundary to boundary upon the intelli; death but 
proves Agapi ems and how als Thomas athe eiee 
It is true he did n: ke Generals 


Sonan and Hancock, die while yet in 
military service, but his wounds received and disabilities incurred in time of 
Paglia ae his continued sufferings therefrom during all the years since, even to 

of his fatal illness, are facts of such common acceptance ceas to make 
ppoereses ly certain that his death was the direct result of his military service; 
thus establishing the right of his widow to the same poneo consideration as 
Laer already accorded to the widows of Admiral Farragut and Generals Thomas 
and Hancock. 


This committee, by a unanimous report made on March 12, 1886, in recom- 
mending a pension of $2,000 per annum to the widow of General Hancock, gave 
emphatic expression to their honest convictions upon these mer to 
what this minority believe to be the real views and wishes of Congress and the 
country. 
we can see no good reasons for a change of conviction or of practice at this 


This report is so full, so fair, so conclusive, and so pertinent in every particu- 
lar to the case under consideration that we co y it herewith. 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5341) granting a pension to Almira Russell Hancock, having had the same under 
careful consideration, respectfully submit the following report: 

“ General Hancock was an illustrious actor in the critical hours and dark days 
which overshadowed the history of his country. It will never be disputed that 
he met all the demands of these great and memorable occasions with a patriotic 
self-consecration and with a matchless soldiership that was fruitful of good for- 
tune to his country. Recorded results of General Hancock's spn in preserving 
the Union adorn our military annals. Gazetted for skill and gallantry on the 
earlier battlefields upon which he figured, his record at Gett, and in the 
desperate struggles of the Wilderness is an imperishablg and price! remem- 
brance. Believing in the institutions ms his country, he defended them with 
ardent zeal and at the costof his blood. On great battlefields, where valor met 
valor,and.where the decisive results of war occurred, Hancock was often an 
eminent figure. There should be no scant gratitude to a soldier who lives in 
the annals of war for the Union among its most splendid characters. 

“ His death was a source of aatvarael public grief, as his life had been a public 
blessing. It was followed by quick testimonials in his honor throughout the 
land, Every form of popular and official demonstration attested appreciation 
of an heroic defender of the Republic. Enemies whom he overcame in battle 
are his eulogists in company with the men he led against them. 

“He jnto history without challenge of his honor and his success, 
where honor and success can be successfully challenged there be flaw in 
either. Soldiers are ju and critics of soldiers. Before the tribunal of sol- 
diers, Hancock’s career is already of final record. Of milita. 
abundant memorials. Of his magnanimity Americans he defeated in war are 
cheerful witnesses. 

“ His services were all that could be demanded of patriotic endeavor and devoa- 
tion, Asa type of American patriotism General Hancock will live in the his- 
tory of his country and in the hearts of his sree regardless of sectional 


or party divisions. 
‘ Brave in war, * tenderand true’ in peace, sympathies and active benevo- 
vibe Lexy he? Apn lavishly expended in be- 


lence were to the last days of his life free! 
half of his sick and suffering comrades, their widows and their orphans, No 
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oe es them ever fell u; his unlistenin, 
life was the dictation of a letter, which he not stren; to sign, making a 
strong appeal in behalf of the widow of a deceased officer.” 

ecg c to this report are papers which are official statements of Gen- 

services to his country; services which his countrymen recog- 
nize as the sufficient and eloquent pia “for what General Hancock would have 
wished Congress to do for his wido 

Airy Foe maj of ag service Pr hie General eal Eao hog en weve he 
stant drain upon his uniary resources, mad e position e e 
occupied, and the further 1 e rb wy his means by this so tull bated oon 
unfortunate comrades, has his widow in straitened sare eri ee to 
some extent dependent on oes far liberality. This a grateful country should 
not t. This committee can not do better than to quote from the report of 
the Senate Committee on Pensions of the Forty-eighth Congress, which report 
was ably drawn by Mr. CuLLom on the bill granting an increase of sliows? o 
the widow of General Geo H. Thomas. are report concludes as follows: 

“Although a pension of this amount has only been nted by Con 
one instance, in the case of the widow of Admiral panoa D7 excepting th 
larger pensions to widows of deceased Presidents, the committee believe thatthe 
widow of George H. Thomas should receive the greatest ble consideration 
at the hands of Congress, and that the unusual and exceptional allowance pro- 
pa in her case is a fitting and very appropriate recognition of the nation’s 

debtedness to her most distinguished husband,” 

Your committee agree fully with the foregoing sentiments, and, considering 
this one of the exce eer cases in which it becomes their duty to recommend 
a departure compa recedent and policy, they heartily and unanimously 
recommend the rome & of the bill. 

We confess our inability to understand this readiness on the part of the major- 
ity of the committee to recognize and reward great merit and eminent service 
in one faithful officer, and its refusal of like recognition and reward in another 
of equal merit and equal public service. 

Each and every reason adduced for favorable action in the foregoing unani- 
mous report may, with great propriety, be and is hereby ba apoone by this 
mee, for similar action in this, In act, it may be uga th greater force, 

we detract nothing from the name or ‘fame of General cock when we 
y that his eminent career was the faithful fulfillment of obligations resulting 
fom his military education and life Sn pioen furnished by the Government, 
while the transcendent achievements of General roras were the SOIENT con- 
tributions of his splendid muay apoia inspired parevano of duty and 
patriotic impulses seldomed ed and never ex: 

The poy alos, aa is a very bri peyman edi of the rer EA history and serv- 

LoGay, which is of itself a sufficient werent for prompt and 
generous appropriation by Congress for his surviving wido 

The memorandum is as follows: 


ear. The very last effort of 


„the con- 


SERVICE OF JOHN A. LOGAN, 


Second lieutenant, Company H, First Iinois Volunteers, Mexican war. 
Mustered June 8, i847. 

Acting adjutant and a quartermaster, on duty at Santa Fé, N. Mex. 
Mustered out October 10, 1848, 


REBELLION OF 1861-65. 


Ri ern asa here in Second Michigan Volunteers at the battle of Bull Run, 
Virginia, July 21, 186 
Colonel of shitty first Illinois Volunteers, August 16, 1861. 
First brigade, first —— Army of Tennessee, October 14, 1861. 
Captur ve oF Port H P Te Feb 6, 1862. 
re enry, nessee, February 
PE Donelson, February 13-15; wounded twice (shoulder and side). 
ra a peri United States Volunteers, March 5; in command of first 
division, reserve, Army of Tennessee, April, 1862. 
e , Miss., April 30, May 30. 
post at J: n, Tenn., June to November, 1862, and Yocona 
ex tion, December 5-22 


, 1862. 
n panmang of third division, right wing, Army of Tennessee, November 1, 


meral United States Volunteers, November = 29, in command of the 
sion, Seventeenth Army Corps, January 11, 1863. 

ns on Lake Providence Canal, Seas ril, 1863, 

of the Mississippi River, May 1, 1863. 

Port Gibson, May 1. 


third dis 
Q0 


Operations on u Pierre, May 2. 
Ingram Helge y 3. 
Raymond, 2. 


Military Teeth ‘of Vicksbu , July to November, 1863. 

Commanding Fifteenth Army Corps, December 11, 1863; September 23, 1864; 
Jenene > to rto My 19, 1865, 

dge, ose May 5-9, 1864. 

Sake Grek Gap, M: 

Sugar Valley, May 10. 

Camp Creek Hills, tae fas a fess 14. 

Battle of Resaca, May 

Battle around Dallas.. May 38 to June 4. 

Wounded, May 28; arm, between elbow and shoulder, 

Big Kenesaw Mountain, June 15. 

Little ieem Mountain, June 27-30. 

ey une 30, 
cka Jack Creek and capture Marietta, July 4. 
Deters Atlanta, haay 21 and 22 (Hood’s first sortie). 
Commanding Army and Department of Tennessee, July 22, 
Ezra Chapel, July 28 (Hood's second sortie). 
tanta, Ga., July 28 to September 2, 


6. 
Fali of Atlanta August tog’) Septemberl. — 


Pe a ign of the Carolinas, Jan to May, 1865. 
Combahee River, South Carolina, January 25, 
Passage of Salkehatchie, February 3-9. 
Congaree, February 15. 
Columbia, February 16 and 17. 
Lynch's and Black Creeks; Great Pee Ha River, March 5and 6. 
Battle of Bentonville, N. rom March 19- 

of Neuse River, April 10. 
pagina is i yr taeaee ‘April 26. Pe 
n command of Army oi n a; 

n, D. O., May 24. 


Grand review, W: 
Resigned and ‘honorably prp sta out, August 17, 1865. 

Osere Seam Sie E OE EED 
ever since, 


First suffered from pom reins after 
elson, and has periodically suffered from 


verse to 
beral donations for 
families are incontestable name oft of thelr 


tion. 


ry to 
eg no oe bey ae 


e adverse report of the majority, but, con- 
sistent with all i pete B caeai S slape of this committee, true to our convic- 
tions of duty, and responsive to what we believe to be the universal demand of 
the people, we earnestly recommend the passage of the 


AS AT LOUTTIT. 
ORDER OF BUSINES, 


Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous consent to 
take up and consider the bill (H. R. 10473); and I wish to state that I 
am in precisely the same condition as the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. MORRILL. I object, and demand the regular order. 


JOHN G. WARREN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2391) 
granting a pension to John G. Warren. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ei Èc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, reap oy he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the sree ei of John G arren, late a private in 
the Eighth Regiment Wisconsin Light Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. Wry Ans) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 2391, 
report that they haye examined the same, and adopt the Senate report, as fol- 


lows: 
[Senate Report No. 1206, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The claimant was a private in ‘hth teria Wisconsin Light 
Artillery. His service commenced sad Wovens Dre gee Ch ron ined 10, 1865, 
and he applied for a pension for disabilities eet a in aia 

There k proof of his soundness when he enlisted. A irop ye report shows 
that in 1862, from July to October—four months—he was sick in hospital; that 
in November he was discharged for a disability from chronic dysentery, oa 
that he entered the service again. His co give testimony that 
sponds with the record, 

Junia Hix, of Oshkosh, Wis., testifies to his acquaintance with claimant — 
1866; that he leased his farm to him, which he was unable to work; that his 
health was poor from disease contracted inthe service; thathe has met claimant 
each and every year since their acquaintance commenced, and knows he is un- 

able to pursue his daily labors from weakness caused by constant diarrhea and 
debility; that he knows Ler tobe an honest, uprightman, This testimony was 


— the 9th of January, 1 
Dr. Smith, of Oshkosh. pal Wis testifies that he has doctored claimant at intervals 
during the past three years; that he is unfit for hard labor; that his affections 


are chronic and have affected his general health. From the condition he found 
him in he believes the origin of his troubles dates years back; he has con- 
fidence in his statements, 


I.H. Worley swears that he and claimant were brother soldiers, He identifies 
the times the claimant was ill while in service; testifies to his keowigeee = 
him in the service and ever since, and knows that said Warren is and has 
from the time of his discharge to the present, afflicted with chronic diarr 
e is rf hr to all appearance, asickandenfeebledman. This affidavit is 

ugust 5, 

A. Moclag a citizen of Oshkosh for thirty years, testifies that he is a near 
neighbor of claimant's; has known him since 1865, meeting him each and 
every year since that time; that he has been sick ever since he came ent | 
the Army; that the trouble of which he complains is diarrhea and fi aie 
disorder of the bowels; that to the knowledge of affiant he pen 
ease while in the Army jt that claimant isan upright, truthful man. 
vit is dated January uary 3, 1886 

Dr. A. B. Wright, of cosh, testifies that he treated claimant ten years ago 
for chronic diarrhea and liver complaint; that he can not give a connected con- 
secutive account of his treatment because his books and papers were destroyed 
by fire; that he knows claimant was a soldier, and that he is an honest, reliable 


15, 1885. 

A. F. St. Sevre Lin eld, late Fifteenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteers, testifies to his t of claimant in August, 1862, for cramp and 
diarrhea contracted in marshes in extreme hot weather. 

There is other testimony from like sources and to the same effect as that trans- 
ferred to this report. In the opinion of the committee the evidence conforms jaars 
the requirements of the Commissioner of Pensions, and furnishes a bgt heed 
factory basis for a favorable decision. It maybe added that most of the wit- 
nesses who have in this case are personally known tothe maker of this 
report to be entitled to the fullest credit, The bill is reported favorably with a 
recommendation that it pass, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
BETSY A. MOWER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8311) 
for the relief of Betsy A. Mower. 

Mr. MORRILL. At an earlier hour in the session of this evening 
that bill was taken up, and an order of the committee made to report 
it to the House with the recommendation that it do lie on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. Such was the order of the committee, and the 
bill will be so reported to the House. 


JOHN MORAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8469) 
granting a pension to John Moran. 


man. Sworn to Janua 


1887. CONGRESSIONAL 
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The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary 
thorized and directed to pisce on the pension-roll, sul bject to the provisions ‘and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Moran, late of Company H 
of the One hundred and second New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. PINDAR) is as follows: 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


cl te of Company H, One hundred and second Regiment New 
York doce proc in his dec! on for pension, rejected by the Pension Office, 
claims disability from a gunshot wound of the left leg, received in the early part 
of apan ere by the accidental discharge of a musket while on camp guard, 
and h disease contracted at Kalorama Heights, District of Columbia, from 
Sects at various times in March and April, 1862. The soldier ee 
in oo service for over six months at the time of the incurrence of his 
no proof of prior soundness by rulings of the Pension Office was necessary 
inthe prosecution of his claim. 

a9 records show the soldier sick in Carver pinion woes se during the months of 
April, May, and June, 1862, and discharged from service on May 23, 1862, on sur- 
geon’s certificate of disability, with varicose veins of both legs. 

Samuel McCoy and Laban Raynor, two comrades, testify that the soldier re- 
ceived a gunshot wound while on guard, in April, 1862,and was taken to the 
hospital for treatment. 

Dr. Charles S. Goodrich, on, testifies that the soldier was under his pro- 
fessional treatment for a gunshot wound of left leg and heart disease for some 
days prior to being sent to hospital. He is unable to state the circumstances 
under which the disabilities originated, butremembers distinctly his treatment 
of soldier, as pete in service, and afterwards sent him to the hospital. 

The board of examining surgeons report the soldier five-ei ith disabled. 

The testimony ofa pumao witnesses shows clearly that soldier at enlist- 
ment was a sound man, and free from the disabilities for which he claimed 
pension, and that since his discharge he has suffered continuously from 
yelas resulting from the gunshot Seanad of leftleg,and heart disease,and thereby 

sarees for work. This claim was submitted for admission by the 
er, rating the disabilities of claimant at one-half since date of his dis- 
chargo from service, but rejected by the reviewer. 

Your committee believe this claimant is entitled, from the facts, to the relief 
asked, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to þe reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARCEL GAGNON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2363) 
granting a pension to Marcel Gagnon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe oy (onto = 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcel Gagnon, late of Com: 


A, Hatch’s batalion Minnesota Cavalry, at the rate of $10 per month, in ‘pisses of th the 
pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. O'HARA) is as follows: 


The Committee ee hwo} Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2363) 
granting a ion to Marcel Gagnon, have had the same under consideration, 
and adopt i vooo wios Senate report as their report, and recommend the pas- 
sage oi 

The e: was a member of Company A, Hatch’s Battalion, Minnesota 
Cavalry, and claims “ile apple resulting from scurvy incurred at Pem! Dak., 
in February, 1864. mp for a pension, proved the incurrence of dis- 
ease and pose ‘lity asall was rejacted was allowed a pension of $a month. 


In 1885 he poche fein increase, an 
ee yl proo! aiarar in support of isolates mig ont the record shows that he en- 


at Fort Abercrombie, Dak., May 24, 1864, with scorbutus; 
also thet fn hopital he was sick with the same disease, His prior soundness is 
ped by good witnesses, whose credibility has been certified by the Pension 


been nosy 
The bill bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


RICHARD B. RIANS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be 

rmitted to make a very briefstatement. Some gentlemen have been 
fear eard to-night on account of their age, and I would like to be heard on 
account of my great youth. Iwish toask unanimous consent in behalf 
of the consideration of a bill which is not for my district, but I have 
been appealed to by the old governor of my State and former Secretary 
of the Interior, Governor Kirkwood, to take up the bill and have it con- 
sidered. I have been here two nights for that purpose, and am at the 
head of the list for recognition. I therefore ask unanimous consent to 
take up the bill (S. 2519) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
B. Rians, and put it upon its passage. 

Mr. WALLACE. Let it be read, reserving the right to object. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
pois of the pension laws, the name of Richard B. Rians, late a member of 

Thirty-seventh Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, at the rate 


y 
of pia et fie month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving, to commence from 
Ahe date of the passage of this act. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The rt of the committee recom- 
mends the striking out of “ fifty dollars’’ and inserting ‘‘twenty-five 
dollars per month,” to which amendment I shall not object. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Letthe rt be read subject to objection. 

The report (by Mr. ConGER) is as follows: 

pes Committee on Invalid ira to gig was referred the bill (S. 2519) 


granting an increase of pension to Richard EPE wad considered thesame, | 
the facts fully set forth in the eine! made the Committee on Pen- 
preset of the Senate. 

They therefore adopt the same, and recommend the of the bill with 


passage 
the following amendment: In the seventh line strike out the word “ fifty “and 
Tus AA AtS oe i rivate in Co D, iw th 
imant was a pi in Praes TA -seveni 
Volunteers. He — September 1, 1862, and 


ment si iy 
was Ma 
He was disabled by sunstroke and resulting hemicrania, with loss of kpa FE 


Government or any other behalf. ar ing his petition to Congress for 
more adequate support he says: 

“I was sixty-three years of when I enlisted. AK Sen Oa: of Seton I 
served the ‘United States as a soldier in the war of 181214. My father, William 
Rians, served the country asa soldierin the Revolutionary war, and I had two 
brother3and a brother-in-law who served in the warof 1812. I had foursons, two 
sons-in-law, and three step-sons who served the Union in the war of the rebellion. 
Iam nearly Sighty eight years of age, almost blind, and nearly helpless. Iam 
entirely unable to do anything toward my support and need the constant 
attention and care of anot fer incre 

His subsequent a ri perone has been disallowed on the ground 
that there is no increase of disab 

an examination of the pirn SATSA of the examining surgeons the — 
mittee are convinced that he is entirely disabled. Itis pos isre true that much 
of eet helplessness is referable to the infirmities of age, but it is also true 
vancing P trons with the disabilities that it is admitted were incurred in 
the service, render him a proper object for commiseration and relief. Old ashe 
Saians his enlistment, he passed a good examination, was accepted, and served 
we 

The committee think that, being old, puai and otherwise helpless, he is enti- 
tled to favor. If any are of the o opinion tha t sustenance and care should be re- 
stricted, on economic grounds, to pasda supply, it is presumable that in the 
ordinary course of events he will not long be a Government charge. 

In view of his helplessness and past record, and the rarity of this class of cases, 
the committee feel that it is only just to favor him. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The amendment was agreed to 
The billas amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


GENERAL SPEED S. FRY. 


Mr. WOLFORD. I ask unanimous consent to take up and pass the 
bill (H. R. 6732) for the relief of General Speed S. Fry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


thorized and directed to place on th: pension-roll th: f Speed S. ab 
the rate of $100 per month, ing hi nataral life. oes a 
The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.6732) 

for the relief of General Speed S. Fry; submit the following re toponi- 
Speed 8. as a captain in the war with Mexico, and so distinguished 
himself in the — ad Rasni Vista as to receive favorable mention in the re- 


He was m Into the United States volunteer service on October 28, 1861 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, in which capacity he served 
faithfully until Jan , 1862, when he was promoted to the rank of brigadier- 
eral of volunteers for gallant and meritorious conduct in the battle of Mill 
| apia a He served as brigadier-general until the close of the war, 
use on the pension-roll for deafness. 

He is now almost totally deaf, broken down in health, is over seventy years 
old,and almost penniless. 

Your committee are of opinion that the rating of pensions for this class of dis- 
ability. is insufficient, and that General BSA is entitled to a higher rate of pen- 
sion for the few remaining years of his life than that now received by him. 
They therefore report back the bill with the recommendation thatit be amended 
by striking out in ine 5 of the bill the words ‘‘ one hundred” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the word “ fifty,” and that the bill as so amended do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was noobjection. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman [cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’], I 
hope gentlemen will hear me for just one minute. If ever there was a 
case where a man deserved a pension of $100 a month, this is such a 
case. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] Now I want to givea very few reasons why I 
think we should not adopt the amendment of the committee reducing 
this pension. [Renewed cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’?] Very well, as 
the committee seems unwilling to hear, I will say nothing more, bat 
let the committee vote on the question. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARY WOOD. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire on behalf of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH], who has so often presided over the Committee of the 
Whole at these Friday night sessions, to ask unanimous consent to take 
up a bill of his. That gentleman has had no opportunity to call up 
bills, having been in the Chair. I hope that this courtesy will be ex- 


tended to him. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: j 
- A bit (H. R. 7971) granting a pension to Wood. 
Be bring That the OLARE of jog Ehia 


it enacted, dee., be, and he is ae = 

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Mary Wood, 
of Adair County, Missouri, ney pgs nurse of the Seventh Missouri Cavalry 
during the late war, and pay a pension at the rate of $— per month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended toamend by filling 
- the blank with the word “twelve; ’’ so that it would read ‘‘and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.’ 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
see) granting a pension to Mary Wood, respectfully submit the following re- 


PSs. Wood was an army nurse, and was with the Seventh Missouri Cavalry 
Volunteers from hte ote 1861, to November, 1864, and was wounded in the 
shoulder, Her services and experience are best stated in a memorial to Con- 
gress signed by twenty-four of the officers and enlisted men of said regiment, 


as follows: 
KIRKSVILLE, Mo., March 11,1886. 
To the Forty-ninth Congress of the United States of America: 


We, the un ed officers and members of the Seventh Missouri Cavalry 
Volun wou Seen gon pn Mail eee to your honorable cacy Aig one Mrs. 
Mary W a citizen of Kir the aforesaid 


regiment from September, 1861 November 1864 by onder of Col, Daniel H 

ent m ber, „to Novem 5 order us- 
United States Army. Her husband, vid Wood, was a member 

ent. 


1 
shoulder, and from this wound she is disqualified from the performance of 
manual labor. She is poor, and depends upon the labor of herself and invalid 
husband for support. 

We, the aforesaid officers and members of the aforesaid regiment, knowing 
the foregoing facts to be true, and knowing said Wood, who is sixty-six 

, to bea woman of good r, would respectfully pray your 

rabh y to enact some law whereby she may be either p] the 

pension-roll or may gain some relief, or for any other relief which to your hon- 
orable body may seem just and Myf ee 

Drs. Burton, Goben, and Grove, board of examining surgeons at Kirks- 
ville, examined Mrs. Wood on A 28, 1886, and report: 

“We find a gunshot wound of shoulder, Ball entered over and probably 
fractured acromion process, passed down the bicipital groove, and remains em- 
bedded in the deltoid muscle, 3 inches from entrance; ball about32caliber. One 
inch ee of leftshoulder. Motionscramped and impaired one-half, Degree 
of disability one-half.” 

Maj. A. H. Linder and Lieut. T. C. Harris, of EEN April 29, 
1886, that the facts above stated in the memorial afo d are true. 

The fact of the service of claimant, her being wounded while in line of duty, 
and her present disability therefrom being clearly established, your committee 
recommend the passage of the bill, an amendment to rt the word 
“twelve” after the word “ of,” in line 7. 


The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN D. FINCHER. 


Mr. FUNSTON. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1768) granting a pension to John D. Fincher. > 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John D, Fincher, of Company 
H, One hundred and thirty-second nt of Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


Mr. WALLACE. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1768) 
ting a pension to John D. Fincher, submit the OOO Bett 3 

A full and complete statement of this case is found in the report hereto 
attached and e a part of this report: 

The claimant was a private in Company H, One hundred and thirty-second 

ment, Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

e was discharged on the 24th day of Febr „1863. Prior to his discha: 
he was in the United States general hospital at Philadelphia sixty days, and 
his certificate the surgeon says: ` The disease was cont by exposure and 
fatigue while performing the duties of a soldier.” The surgeon adds that he 
was disc for ‘general debility, which will disable him from performing 
the duties of a soldier for a great length of time.” 

The report of the Surgeon-General says: He entered Saint Aloysius Hos- 
pital, Washington, D. C., November 15, 1862, with diarrhea;"’ that he entered 
general hospital, Race street, Philadelphia, December 18, 1862, with bronchitis, 
and was discha: from service February 25, 1863. 

‘The Adjutant-General reports him in hospital at Warrenton, Va.; that he was 
left sick at Warrenton; that muster-out roll of company, dated May 24, 1863, re- 
ports him discharged for disability at Race street hospital, as above. 

Comrade Francis M. Thomas testifies : 

“That he knew said John D. Fincher since early boyhood; that for at least 
five rs prior to his enlistment he had opportunities of seeing him daily, and 
that he no reason to doubt his soundness of health; that he was a comrade 
of his in Company H, One hundred and twenty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
and that he was taken sick at or near Warrenton, Va., in the fall of 1862, and 
from there sent to Washington to hospital; that he believes said John D. 
Fincher still suffers from the effect of his sickness and exposure.” 

This testimony was given on the 10th of March, 1884. 

The claimant alleges that at Warrenton, Va., November 15, 1862, he contracted 
bilious fever followed by chronic diarrhea and lung trouble. 

The examining surgeon identifies chronic diarrhea, but notlung disease; but 
he says there may be some pleuriticadhesions. Theexamining board find noth- 
ing the matter with him; a circumstance so inconsistent with the whole record 
of the case as to be inexplicable to the committee. The proof of his former 
soundness, of his contracting disease, and of its present existence, is so satisfac- 
tory as to justify the committee in reporting the bill favorably, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to call up for 
consideration the bill (S. 2111). 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a question of order? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

A ue BOUTELLE. I want to ask under what order we are proceed- 
ing here. 

The CHAIRMAN. We are proceeding by unanimous consent. Does 
the gentleman from Maine object’? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihave risen to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My pointof order is thatin the first place it was 
understood we were obliged to adhere to the regular order of the Cal- 
endar. Then unanimous consent was given that gentlemen should be 
recognized in accordance with a list prepared somewhere by somebody; 
and I supposed we were proceeding under that. Now I find we are 
neither proceeding with bills in their order on the Calendar nor in ac- 
cordance with the list that has been made out. I should like toknow 
in what order we are proceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee declined to agree to any order, 
and we have been proceeding in regular order, except when unanimous 
consent is given toa member to call up a measure. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. ANDERSON] is now recognized. 
yoy BOUTELLE. Does it depend on the question who shouts the 

udest ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. He 
asks to call up for consideration the bill he has indicated. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report the bill. 


JACOB SMITH. 


The bill (S. 2111) granting a pension to Jacob Smith, called up by 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob Smith, late of Company E, 
Second West Virginia Cavalry. 


Mr. WALLACE. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as-follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2111) 
Ganting a pension to Jacob Smith, late a private in hraaon meg E, Second West 
Pa inia Cavalry, having had the same under consid nm, make the follow- 


g report: 
“The Senate during the first session of this Congress passed ee claim- 
ant's name on the pension-roll, subject to the pormo and limitations of the 
ion laws, and, after careful examination of the Senate report and on 
e in this claim, your committee concur in the Senate report hereunto 
and report the bill back to the House, recommending the passage of the same. 


[Senate Report No. 875, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 


The petitioner was a private in Company E, Sixth West Virginia Cavalry, 
The report of the Adjutant-General identifies the soldier as in service from the 
date of his enlistment, October 9, 1862, to the date of his discharge, November 


13, 1865, and says: 

‘Prisoner of war records show him captured at New Creek, Virginia, Novem- 
ber 28, 1864; confined at Richmond, Va., December 7, 1864; paroled at Rich- 
mond, Va., Feb 15, 1885. No evidence of disability; no regimental hos- 


pital records, Sixth West Vi vany, on file.” 

The petitioner claims that he contracted rheumatism while in prison at Rich- 
mond, asshown, and on oath he says, ‘‘The prison being cold and dam n 
fact, constantly wet and very filthy.” This statement is so self-evident it 
needs no affirmation, and was almost certain to produce the disability claimed, 
The saming surgeon certifies to the existence of rheumatism, which he 
rates at halftotal. Hisattending physician testifies to the same facts, and to the 
good character of the soldier, 

From the statements, medical and otherwise, it spposta that the man’s joints 
were stiffened, and that there was a creaking sound of the knee-joints. 

Over one hundred of his neighbors testify to his poverty and worthiness, and 
to the fact thatsome years ago he was run over bya road train, which caused 
the amputation of one of his legs and crushed the remaining foot. While this 
mischance has no direct bearing upon his claim for a pension, his being stiff 
and inactive from rheumatism may have been the cause of his misfortune. 

Your committee believe the man may properly claim the relief provided for 
in the bill, and therefore report it favorably, with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


MARY J. GILBERT. 


Mr. CONGER. A few moments ago I objected to the consideration 
of a bill called up by the gentleman from New York [Mr. MILLARD]. 
I now withdraw my objection. 

Mr. MILLARD. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill I have 
indicated. I make the request for the reason that the applicant is blind, 
and her only brother lost his life in the service of his country. 

The bill (H. R. 5345) for the relief of Mary J. Gilbert, called up by 
Mr. MILLARD, was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Gilbert, sister of De Witt 
Gilbert, late of Company G, Eighty-ninth New York Volunteers. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let the report be read subject to objection. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 5345, 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mary J. Gilbert is a sister of the late De Witt Gilbert, of Company G, Eighty» 
ninth Gilbert enlisted and was mustered into 
‘he report of the Adjutant-General, dated 


ew York Volunteers. Youn 


service the 2d day of October, 1861, 
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pavata in Compan; 


ital. At the time of his 
rt at the date of his 


imant she would doubtless have been allowed a pension 
by the Department. We think this r woman, whose only teother was 
wounded in battle, and afterwards died in the service of his country, should be 
entitled tothe small pittance provided for dependent relatives, and accordingly 
recommend the passage of the bill, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS, EMILY M. SWIFT. 


Mr. CARLETON. Iask unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion the bill (S. 2203) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Swift, of 
Dexter, Mich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily M. Swift, of exter: Mich., 
dependent mother of James C. Swift, late a lieutenant of Company B, First Regi- 
ment Alabama Union Cavalry. . 


Mr. TAULBEE. Let the report be read subject to objection. 
The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 2208, 
report that they haye examined the same, and adopt the Senate report, as fol- 


lows: 
[Senate Report No. 964, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
. The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2203) granting 

a pension to Mrs, Emily M. Swift, have examined the same, and report : 

he petitioner applies for a pension as dependent mother of James C. Swift, 
first lieutenant of Company B, First Alabama Cavalry,and who died at Glen- 
dale, Miss., November 3, 1863, of wounds received in battle. The soldier’s iden- 
tity, service, and death are not questioned, and the proof is ample to show that 
he was the only son of the claimant. The pension is denied by the Pension 
Office on the ground of non-dependence at the time of his death. 

The facts are that the mother was living with her second husband, William 
Stephens, in the village of Dexter, Washtenaw County, Michigan, when her son 
enlisted, which was also the home of the latter. It is in evidence that the 
relations between the husband wife were not p ; that the son gave his 
mother his bounty-money, and afterwards sent her y, thus 
recognizing her dependence upon him independent of th mother 
had a husband who was under obligations to support her. Itis also in evidence 


th 
red from 


In the opinion of the committee thisis acase pear x eng relief that may prop- 


erly be given. The bill is therefore reported favorably w 
that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SUSAN A. DUNCAN. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to call up for 
consideration the bill (§. 2252) granting a pension to Susan A. Dun- 


can. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, €c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Susan A, Duncan, widow of Capt. 
Leroy ©. Duncan, late of Company D, Twenty-seventh Regiment Missouri Vol- 
untees, 


Mr. WALLACE. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2252) 
granting a pension to Susan A. Duncan, submit the following report: 

The claimant, Susan A. Duncan, is the widow of Leroy C. Duncan, captain of 
Company M, Fortieth Enrolled Missouri Militia, who died at Warrensburg, Mo., 
May 18, 1865, of wounds received on the 7th of the same month, at Kingsville, 
Johnson County, Missouri, while in an engagement with “ bushwhackers.” The 
claim was rejected by the Pension Office, as stated by the Commissioner in his 
letter to the Senate Committee on Pensions,on the ground that “it was not 
prosecuted to a successful issue prior to July 4, 1874,” 

It appears by the report of the Adjutant-General that the soldier was mustered 
into the service as captain Company D, Johnson County (Missouri) Horse 
Guards, Twenty-seventh Regiment Mounted Troops, to date from July 4, 1861; 
mustered out January 27, 1862; then he was commissioned captain Fortieth En- 
rolled Militia October 30,1862; was detached for active service as captain Com- 
pany B, Fifth Provisional Enrolled Militia, May 23,1863. It was while connected 
with this organization that he received his death wound, according to the testi- 
mony of his comrade, Henry C. rre Bae was wounded at the same time. 

It is shown by the report of the Third Auditor that the regiments to which he 
belonged were “employed in the military service of the United States, and the 


tha recommendation 
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State paid for the above service, and has been reimbursed by the United States.” 
In another report from the Third Auditor it is stated that the widow filed a 
ng roen ihat Lewd een i) Ta th this it is 
e con n the papers accompanying case 
ent that the was in the service of the Uni States and that he died 
from wounds received in action. The bill is reported favorably with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection,-the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN A. FAGG. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, I call up the bill (H. R. 6188) 
for the relief of John A. Fagg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secre: of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to place on the pension-roll thename of John A. Fagg, late lieutenant- 
colonel of —— North Carolina Regiment, in the Mexican war, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws of the United States. 


The report (by Mr. JoNES, of Alabama) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 6188, beg leave 
to submit the following report : 

John A. Fagg was lieutenant-colonel of First Regiment North Carolina Vol- 
unteers inthe Mexican war, during which he contracted om fever and this 
resulted in chronic diarrhea, at Buena V a 

p on 


ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws of United 

The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment inserting, 
before the words ‘‘ North Carolina,” the words ‘‘ the First.” 

‘The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLOTTE O'NEAL. 


Mr. MARKHAM. [I call up the bill (S. 859) granting a pension to 
Charlotte O’ Neal. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the of this act the Secretary of 
the Interior be,and he is hereby. authorized and directed to oe on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Charlotte O'Neal, widow of Col. Richard O'Neal, 4 
late colonel of the Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and to pay her a 
pension at the same rate the widows of colonels of volunteers are now paid, 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 
[To accompany bill S, 859.] 


adopt 


NTE 
onel” erever it occurs in said bill. 

The claimant, Charlotte O'Neal, is the widow of Richard O'Neal, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel of the Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, Ita; 
the evidence in this case that the soldier was the first lieutenan 
above command; that he resigned and went home by order of 
Morton and was put in charge of the United States camps at Indianapolis, Ind. 
and that while performing the duties of that àon he con! y roren- an 
died in J rig! 1 The ceremonies were conducted under a special 
order of Col. Henry B. Carrington, of the Eighteenth United States Infantry, 


which is as follows: 
[Special Order No. 351.] 


HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES Forces, 
Indinapolis, Januarg 6, 1863. 

1. The funeral ceremonies of Lieut. Col. Richard O'Neal will take place from 
his late residence, on Virginia avenue, this day, at 2 o'clock E m. The escort 
will consist of six companies of the Seventy-first Indiana Volunteers, and will 
form at the —_ residence of Lieutenant-Colonel O’Neal at half past 1 o'clock 

. m, precisely. 

2 2. Other military bodies joining the procession will march directly after the 
family of the deceased. 

3. late Lieutenant-Colonel O'Neal, having performed faithful service in 
the field, and having Giap Pinea himself by unremitting devotion to his 
country’s service in charge of the camps near Indianapolis during the last four 
months, as well as on account of his high character as an officer and gentleman, 
the commandant of this post will take charge of the funeral ceremonies on the 


occasion. 
By order of Col. Henry B. Carrington, Eighteenth United States Infantry. 
LEWIS T, MORRIS, 
Lieutenant, United States Infantry, Acting Adjutant, 


The widow now asks that a special act be |, granting her a ion at 
the same rate allowed to the widows of offices of the same rank. She has not 
applied at the Pension Office, because the disease from wh died 
was incurred after his formal resignation. Such disease was, however, incurred 
virtually in the service and while Colonel O'Neal was in charge of the 
States camps at Indianapolis, 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: In line 6, strike out the word *‘ colonel,” and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘lieutenant-colonel;’’ in line 7, the same amendment; in 
line 9, strike out ‘‘colonels’’ and insert ‘‘ lieutenant-colonels.’’ 

The amendments were a: to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM REDDICE. 


Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, I call up House bill No. 10473, granting 
a pension to William Reddick. The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pano aoon the pension-roll of the United States the 
name of William Reddick, corporal in Company B, in the Thirty-third Regiment 
of Ohio Volunteers, and who was one of the so-called “ Mitchell raiders” sent 
out in 1862, by General O. M. Mitchell, for certain hazardous military purposes, 
at the rate of $24 per month; and this act shall take effect as of June 2, 1851. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Let the report be read. 
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The report (by Mr. ConGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H, R. 
aes. considered the same, and report: 

William Reddick was a corporal in Company B, Thirty-third Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers, and was one of the so-called Mitchell Raiders, whose hazardous 
service, valiant rap ope and inhuman treatment are fully detailed in Senate 

rt No, 361 of the Forty-eighth Congress, hereto attached. 

‘he Forty-eighth Congress passed an act placing these so-called Mitchell 
Raiders, mentioning each one by name, on the pension-roll at $24 pe month, 
which was approved July 7,1884, and is also appended hereto. William Red- 
dick’s name was in some way omitted from this bill, evidently an oversight, as 
in the whole history of the case his name ap as one of the leaders and 
principal men in the party. And your committee believe it was the intention 
at the time to pension him with the others. 

If it was right to pension all the other members of this band, it is certainly 
wrong to discriminate against William Reddick. The passage of the bill is 
n efore recommended, after striking out the last line and adding “ July 7, 


The preans facts relating to the claim of Wilson W. Brown and others were set 
forth in detail in a favorable report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions 
on House bill 4444, during the Forty-seventh Cong 
this committee (Senate Report No, 722, Forty-seventh 
as follows: 

" The petitioners seeking to be benefited by this bill are known in history as 
the ‘ Mitchell Raiders.’ In the early part of April, 1862, General Ormsby M. 
Mitchell had advanced his column as far south as Shelbyville, Tenn. On the 
west the battle of Shiloh had just determined in favor of the Unionarms, At 
the east McClellan, with his ake f of the Potomac, was at Yorktown, threaten- 
ing an advance upon Richmond. Against these two armies of the West and 
East, the South had concentrated their strength. General Mitchell saw then, as 
a bloody history so fully demonstrated subsequently, the vital importance of 
seizing and holding Chattanooga as a strategic point on the t railroad line 
between the Eastand the West, which connected the main armies of the rebellion. 
The capture of Chattanooga, at that crisis of the war, involved also the 
sion of East Tennessee, and a probable uprising of astrong loyal element there, 

The Mitchell Raiders were a body of twenty-one men, under command of one 
J. J. Andrews, selected by General Mitchell to undertake the desperate enter- 
prise of penetrating nearly 200 miles south into the heart of the Kno Ce terri- 
tory, and endeavoring to destroy the wooden bridges on the railroad between 
Chattanooga and Atlanta, This, Mitchell hoped, would cut off the advance of 
troops from the south, while he moved down his army and captured Chatta- 
noo; Ju Advocate-General Joseph Holt did not rate when he said 
of this ex; tion that “in the g of its conception it the wildness of 
romance, while in the overwhelming results which it sought to accomplish it 
was absolutely sublime.” The. account of the raid, following, is borrowed from 
another writer, and is correct, according to the evidence of participants : 

“The soldiers of this forlorn hope, dressed in citizen’s clothes and represent- 
ing themselves as good secessionists, set out on foot through the enemy’s coun- 
try by twos and threes, and after many adventures, came together at Marietta, 
a point on the railroad a little north of Atlanta, The plan was to take pasese 
on some north-bound train, and, at an opportune moment, overpower the 
guard, seize the engine, and drive onward with all si , burning bridges, and 
resis, up tracks as they went, and leaving a trail of flame and destruction 
behind them; to dash clean org Chattan and meet Mitchell as he ad- 
vanced along the Memphis road. It wasearly in the morning of April 12, when 
these adventurous travelers, with tickets for different points to avert suspicion, 
boarded the train, and finally seated themselves in thesame car, At broad day- 
light the conductor called out,‘ Big Shanty; twenty minutes for breakfast,’ and 
at once passengers, engineer, and trainmen all poured into the long eating-room, 
leaving the engine un ed, although it was within the lines of a rebel en- 


campment, 

zA The little band sauntered forward, each falling into his appointed place, 
when in a twinkling, ona signal given, the passenger coaches were uncoupled, 
an engineer and firemen of the party sprang into the cab, the valve was pulled 
open, and the engine, tender, and three cars moved off as the remaining adven- 
turers leaped into the open doors of one of the box cars, A few minutes placed 
the exulting party beyond what seemed to be the danger of any successful pur- 
suit, for there was no poerenpig cos at Big Shanty, and no other engine at hand. 
But it was one day too late. General Mitchell had advanced to Huntsville, and 
his approach was so threatening that all the rolling stock about Chaltanooga 
had been ordered south, and the delay caused by meeting these unscheduled 
trains was fatal. 

“Andrews, representing himself as a confederate officer of high rank, who had 
impressed the train for purpose of running powder through to Beauregard 
at Corinth, excited no suspicion, But while he was losing precious minutes in 
waiting for the extra trains,and moving off the track, the conductorat Big 
Shanty left his coffee and began the pursuit on foot until he reached a hand-car, 
and soon after, in a swift locomotive, which, by rare good fortune, had come 
down to the road, on a private track from large iron works, just in the nick of 
Before the raiders found opportunity for any serious work their pursu- 
ers were upon them. A d rate chase ensued, until finally, after a run of 
nearly 100 miles, the captu: locomotive, now jaded and shat , Was aban- 
doned, and the captors scattered to the shelter of thick woods. 

“The whole party was captured after enduring the sufferings incident to fruit- 
less efforts to escape their pursuit. It is unpleasant to recall the history of the 
treatment to whi hope weed oaie, =e were subjected. They were denounced as 
spies. They were chained to; er by twos 7 the neck, marched through the 
streets of nooga amid the angry jeers of an infuriated crowd, and thrust 
into a kind of dungeon. This apartment was 13 feet square, and of about the 
same depth. Twenty-one men were confined here for nearly three weeks. 
meen. provision was furnished, and no sufficient means afforded for the re- 
moval of excrement, If we may credit the statements of survivors of the party, 
which are as given above, the horrors of this confinement were beyond de- 


and also in a report of 
ngress, first session), 


time. 


scription. 

se When released from the dark and noisome hole, their condition was pitiable, 
and for hours they were blinded by the light ofday. Andrews, theleader, was 
hung asa spy. The party was remo then to Atlanta, where seven more 
were tried, convicted, and hanged asspies. One Jacob Parrot was whipped, one 
hundred lashes being inflicted on his back. For six months some of the sur- 
vivors, and for eleven months others of them, were in constant apprehension of 
the same death by hanging as their comrades had suffered. It were better that 
the story of the sufferings and indignities inflicted on these heroicsoldiers were 
left unrecited, as they were incredibly terrible, as told by the survivors, 

“In considering this case the committee think it very clear that this raid was 
a military expedition. Judges Baxter and ipo a Pale it appears, acted as at- 
torneys to defend the men who were hanged, have lately written that they con- 
sidered that they clearly showed before the court-martial that the expedition was 
a military one under authority and command of General Mitchell, and that the 
men were not spies. Itis evident that the confederate government so regarded 
the matter, as the further trial of the survivors was stopped after the execution 
of Andrews and seven of the party. These soldiers, therefore, who undertook 
and with marvelous energy essayed the task imposed ee their commander, suf- 
ered an oui in being treated as spies and worse, which justifies their appeal 
for consideration,” 


All of the persons referred to in the present bill have presented claims 
to the Pension Bureau, and their present condition is as follows: 


Remarks, 


Name. | 


Pension. | 


-| Pensioned at $16......... Claim for increase pending. 
Receives no pension...) Claim for pension pending. 
Sie Pit at $..........| Claim for increase pending, 
ENAN n BIERS 4 

Pensioned at $24.. 


| Claim for increase pending. 


Receives no pensi 


Claim for pension pending. 
„| Pensioned at $8*.. ii f £ 


*And $2 for each of three children, ` 


A careful examination of the testimony has satisfied the committee that disa- 
bilities were cont: by all the survivors, for which they should receive pen- 
sions. Most of them are already, as shown above, receiving pa under the 
pend oi while others have applications pending, which, in our belief, should 

gran 


It is unnecessary to dwell upon the details of the extraordinary enterprise in 
which these men engaged, the dangers they incurred, the sufferings they en- 
dured ; their coolness, gallantry, fidelity, devotion, an otism, or upon its 
immense importance to the Union cause had it been successful. It is suficient 
2 ey Kar these men dared and endured everything, and that failure was not 

eir fau 

We recommend the passage of the bill with the folowing amendment: 

Insert in line 4, after the word “twenty,” the word “four,” so as to read “at 
the rate of twenty-four dollars per month.” 

Your committee also recommend the addition of the following as an additional 
section to the bill: 

“Src, 2. This act shall not be construed to diminish the pension now being 
paid to any of the persons therein named, nor to deprive them of any increase 
to which they now are entitled or hereafter may be entitled.” 

Mr. Jackson, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following 
views of the minority: 

The undersigned, members of the Committee on Pensions, not concurring in 
the report of the majority upon bill S. 337, increasing the pension of Wilson W. 
Brown and others, respectfully submit the following views of the minority: 

The pa before the committee, consisting of the pension files in the several 
cases of the respective parties proposed to be pensioned by the present bill, do 
not disclose anything upon which to rest the highly-drawn picture of the bril- 
liancy and magnitude of the enterprise for the voluntary undertaking of which 
special honorary pensions should be granted. The extravagant colors in which 
it has been presented are taken mainly from the account of the undertaking pub- 
lished some years since by Rev. Will Pittinger, one of the survivors, whose | 
name is included in the bill under consideration, 

The description is exaggerated and inaccurate in cca | respects, The value 
and importance of the enterprise, undertaken under the leadership of J. J. An- 
drews, aspy in General Buell’s employ, is greatly overestimated. It was“ hardly 
commendable,” in the opinion of very accomplished Union officers of high rank, 
— andri aerats Sisa centr nt Raced dinero Sr ws ha gripon Aa 

e ority repo: accurate in the proposition that the es enga, 

in this transaction were not E sea and Niable to be treated as such by the 
enemy. Very high Federal military authority so pronounces them. But with- 
out pausing to discuss the inaccuracies of the alleged *' facts” and the exaggera- 
tion of the performance, and of its possible importance if success had attended 
it, we think that the reasons presented in the adverse report of the Senate com- 
mittee at the last session of Congress constitute grave and sufficient objections 
to the grat 0s of the bill, and we here readopt the same, as follows: 

“The wisdom and necessity of the enterprise in which those claiming bene- 
fits under this bill were en and the estimation of its importance by Judge 
Holt, have been criticised in military circles; and the conclusion of the forego- 
ing Ppor a the ex: tion was a military one, and that the men were not 
spies, opon toq n; but for the pu: of determining whether it is just 
or expedient for Gongen to on this bill, both the facts set forth in the report 
of the House committee, and its conclusions as to the character, importance, 
and the necessity of the expedition may be assumed. 

p Upo. soh aor yen! icy es the ee oe to find sufficient 
grounds for a report in favor o of the w proposes to grant 
to each of the survivors of the expadincm aba the widow of one who is dead, a 
uniform pension of $20 per month without reference to the degree of their disa- 
bility, a provision which is unknown to the existing Jaw relating to pensions, 
The argument in favor of thus discriminating in favor of the beneficiaries in 
this bill against the soldiers who axe netaloned by general act seems to be based 
upon three considerations, viz, the brilliant services of these soldiers, their ex- 
treme suffering, and their imminent danger of death as i. 
he In the opn non ns the he pe ay neither of tered cons: rear pve can justify 

e passage of the ” n ese men an arbitrary rate of pension greater 
in amount than that P de J to other soldiers. 

“Pensions should be granted for disability, and should be proportioned to 
the disability sustained. It is believed that no other just basis for pason: to 
soldiers exists. The country gratefully recognizes the patriotism, the heroism, 
and the brilliant achievements of those who nig, as its battles, but in granting 
pensions we must not forget that hundreds of thousands, nay millions, of our 
volunteer soldiers were patriotic and, heroic, and performed deeds of conspicu- 
ous courage and gallantry ; nor must we forget that such service was due from 
the soldier in the defense and protection of his Government in return for the 
protection which the Government afforded to the soldier as its citizen, 

“To single out a few from the great body of those who performed patriotic, 
heroic, and brilliant services in the war, and bestow upon them special pensions 
therefor, is an unjust discrimination against those equally deserving of prhise 
who pass unnoticed, Nor can such pensions be put upon the ground of extreme 
suffering, unless we propose in all instances to estimate, in rating the pensions 
granted by Congress, the physical and mental pain endured by the soldier from 
any and every cause incident to his service. great number of soldiers other 
than these suffered cruel ips, and, in imminent danger of death, lan- 
guished in hospitals and in prisons, and no reason exists why these few soldiers 
should be peoeiooat for such suffering while the many similarly situated are 
not ion: 


to 
ships, such considerations would only mey the ting of pensions to the 
petitioners according to the disability whi might be and x upon medical 
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and other testimony, actually to exist, and not the establishing of a uniform rate 
ef $20 per month for each. 

* It is not to be presumed that each of these petitioners is equally disabled. It 
is possible that some of them may be sonek To the ex rovisions of 
the general law. toa higher rating even than gel month, w: it is prob- 
able ts to say the least, that some of them are not sufficiently disabled to justify 
sucha rating, However that may be, the Jaw provides an equal rule for all. 

“ The Pension Office is liberal in the admin: n of the law, and if in par- 
ticular instances the Commissioner of Pensions fails to rate a pension under the 
Jaw according to the degree of disability, it will not be questioned that Congress 
is remy Ne liberal in granting increases in such cases, The committee do 
not believe it wise pede poreaory single out particular soldiers, or particular 
classes of soldiers, and grant them pensions of greater rates than the pensions 
granted to others for Pa Hep fa ya 

“The petitioners were brave and patriotic; their bravery excites our admira- 
tion, and their suffering enlists our sympathy; and while a com 
tion for such bravery and such suffering may at first so pea en es oe act of justice, 
it needs but a little reflection to see that it is an act of palpable injustice to the 
thousands of unnoticed and unrewarded soldiers whose brav: and sufferings 
ey. compel our admiration and our sympathy. In view of these consider- 

ns, your committee recommend the indefinite postponement of the bill. 
Set E. JACKSON. 


i H . SLATER. 
A. H. COLQUITT.” 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment, 
striking out, in line 11 of the bill, the words ‘‘ June 2, 1881,” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words “July 7, 1884.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words 
“ July 7, 1884,” and insert in lien thereof the words “from and after 
the passage of this bill.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. WINANS moved that the committee rise, but immediately with- 
drew the motion. 


M. LOUISE BUTLER. 
Mr. HAYNES. I call up the bill (S. 773) granting a pension to M. 
Louise Butler. 
The bill was read. 
Mr. TAULBEE. I object to the consideration of that bill. 


MRS. ANNA ETHERIDGE HOOKS, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (S. 2884) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna Etheridge Hooks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the rovisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Anna Ethe: Hooks, a 
volunteer nurse in the late war, at the rate of $25 per month. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As the report is somewhat long, I think I can 
state the merits of the case more briefly. 

Several MEMBERS. State it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This lady was a volunteer nurse in the Army of 
the Potomac for four years. She went out with the three-months men 
at the beginning of the war ; she was always at the front, and was in 
twenty-eight battles, because she was always at the field hospital. 

She was known, I think, to every member of the old Kearney divis- 
ion, afterward the Birney division; her name then was Anna Ether- 
idge. She was complimented in general orders by General Birney; she 
was decorated with the Kearney cross in the presence of the entire di- 
vision; she served to the end of the war, and altogether she has a 
record such as I think no other woman in America has. 

Several MEMBERS. That is enough. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I have a bill for a case almost ex- 
actly like that. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WALLACE. What is the amount of the pension proposed ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘Twenty-five dollars a month. This lady is poor; 
she has no means, and thousands of men of the old Kearney and Bir- 
ney division are praying for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. We will answer their prayers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


REBECCA MORRIS. 
Mr. O’HARA. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8486) granting a pension to Rebecca Morris. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ey rag 
thorized and directed to pees on the pension-roll the name of Rebecca Morris, 
dependent mother of William E, Morris, late a private in Company C, -fifth 


usetts Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws. 


The report (by Mr. O'HARA) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to phan was referred the bill (H. R. 8436) 
granting a pension to monte rein have had the same under consideration, 
and submit the pee peta Sot gta 

Claimant is the dependent er of William E. Morris, late 


private Compan; 
B, Fifty-fifth M: — Volunteers (colored), who enlisted 3 May 17,1863; Pais. 
charged August 29,1865; died October Claim rejected on the ground 


27, 1878. 
that there is no record of the fatal disease iie in the service, no medical evi- 
dence showing the existence of same in service or at or after discharge, and the 
claimant declares her inability to furnish the same. 
William H. Furnoh, T sareat rs Sine 
“ He entered with soldierin Compan R 


had known him many years prior to 


-fifth Massachusetts Volunteers; 
pinine knew him during service, 


lungs from at Jacksonville, Fla. Had asevere cough. He remained 
with the piesa, voting 1o 50 Yo, the Korgin Dats evens lary Of tah Bete 
was ex from duty on woan of inda bad oo pra 

“At he had lung disease and a om which he never re- 
covered, He from disuse con! pete attending physician, 
Dr. Bayard T. Smith, is now dead. Soldier desiros to his enlistment worked ina 
brick- While in the Army his health broke down; he comp! of 


on, with a severe 
nable to form man- 
from nostrils and 


and grew worse, and spitting u; 
Was never able to work at his old trade; was u: 
ual r, became deaf and blind, with fearful d 
month, ices which he died.” 

Edmund H. Anderson 

“That he has known soldier, William Emory Morris—who served as Emory 
Morrisin eo B, Fifty-fifth Massachusetts Volunteers—from the time he 
was an infant. At enlistment he wasa hale, healthy young man, but when he re- 
turned from So Aray no den suffering trom disease of the lungs, and had a 
severe cough, w contracted in the service, from which he died.” 

Dr. Pog A T: etti soldiers attending physician, pan ee died since soldier's 
ae dier was never able to perform manual labor after his return from 

e Arm: 

Hon. CHARLES B. LORE, member of the present House from Delaware, states 
that the character of witness, Edmund H. Anderson, is excellent for truth, and 
gid isin a every» yay ae a reliable man. 

claimant’s dependence on soldier for support is abundant and 
very tegen “Soldier during his lifetime faithfully contributed to his mother’s 


S Aaaa EaI scence a old, and cannot live many more years; isin 
a condition of abject pov 
Your committee are or the opinion that this is a worthy case for a mother's 
m, and recommend the passage of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 
There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
consider thé bill; and it was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARQUHAR obtained the floor. 

Mr. WALLACE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire to call up the bill (S. 1463) granting ar- 
rears of pension to Mary Helena Mahan. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentieman from Louisiana demands the reg- 
ular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Unanimous consent is the regular 
order. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I think the eonen from Louisi- 
ana would not object to my bill. I have in my charge the case of an- 
other Army nurse. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana withdraw 
the demand for the regular order ? 

Mr. WALLACE. I will withdraw it for the consideration of one 
more bill, but after that I shall insist on the order. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. If another bill is to be considered 
let it be my bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] 
has been recognized. 

MARY HELENA MAHAN. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1463) granting arrears of pension to Mary Helena Mahan. 

oe bill was read, as follows: 


Helena Mahan, widow of Colonel and Professor Dennis H. 
Makan ot of the United States Army, was placed on the pension-roll on the Mth 
day of August, 1882, and from w) ch date payment of said pension was made: 


Ss 

Beit &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to readjudicate the pension claim of Mary Helena Mahan 
widow of Dennis H. Mahan, as if her application had been filed in the office of 
the Commissioner o of Pensions prior to the Ist day of July, 1880, and to pay, or 
cause to be paid, to the af errama i Mary Helena Mahan a pension, at the rate 
prescribed law, from the date of death of the said Dennis H. Mahan: Pro- 
vided, That ail ee poon paid on account of pension to the said Mary 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, as the report in this case is quite 
long, covering four pages of small type, I request, on account of the 
merits of the case and in order to save time at this late hour, that the 
report be printed in the RECORD without reading. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Are there any amendments proposed to the bill? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. None. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I shall object to the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It simply grants arrears. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is a thing we never do; we never pass bills 
of that kind. 
ae CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of the 

ill? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir; I object. 

Mr. WALLACE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I understand the objections to this 
bill have reference to the adjudication of arrears. I wish to say that 
two cases of a like kind have already been passed. One is the case of 
Professor French; the other that of Professor Agnel. One of these cases 
was sustained by an opinion of the Attorney-General, and was 
upon by the Pension Department. The other was passed through Con- 
gress only a year or two ago. 

Now, this case can be adjudicated only by Congress itself. Unfortu- 
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nately for Mrs. Mahan, who is the widow of one of the noblest 
men that ever taught the art of war in a man who was for 
years the head of our great Military Academy, who was the teacher 
of our Grants, our Lees, and numerous distinguished military leaders— 
this lady unfortunately did not make her application properly for ar- 
rears until after July 1, 1880, the limitation of the time designated for 
the presentation of such applications. 

The action proposed in this case is, as I have said, in accordance with 
what has already been donein two other cases. This is the only remain- 
ing case of the kind that can come before any Congress. In consideration 
of the services of this lady’ s husband for forty years, the mentor of the 
Military Academy, and in consideration of the fact that others less 
deserving have received at the hands of Congress the tion here 
proposed, I ask that this bill be laid aside to be vorably to 
the House. I ask this as a matter of bare justice. I have no senti- 
ment in this case. I appeal to the manhood of every member that 
this old lady shall be treated with as much consideration as other Con- 
gresses have extended in other casesless worthy. With this statement 
I leave the case with the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, _Isthere objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Linsist on my objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let the bill be reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, and let us have a vote in a full House, 

Mr. TAULBEE. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made to the consideration of 
the bill, it is not in order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Several members addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WALLACE. The regular order is called for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana demands the reg- 
ular order, which is equivalent to an objection to further requests for 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I submit that unanimous consent is 
the lar order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is until some member objects. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Bills have been during the 
whole evening by unanimous consent, and now there are only a few of 
us left who have not enjoyed that courtesy. 

Mr. ROWELL. I want to ask unanimous consent, not to call up a 
bill but to print some remarks in the RECORD on a pension bill. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to print some remarks in the RECORD upon a pen- 
sion bill? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir; I object unless I know what they are 


about. 
Mr. ROWELL. I can not tell their substance until I have written 


them. 

Mr. WINANS. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being—ayes 9, noes 25. 

Mr. WALLACE. I demand the regular order of business. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6162) granting a pension to Joseph Potter. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. There is no one who calls that bill 
up, and I therefore move it be passed over informally. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the Seah from Rhode 
Island [Mr. agin niges 6 

Mr. WALLACE. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8828) granting a pension to Giles Wright, 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, There is no one present to call up 
that bill, and I move it be passed over informally. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Lrrrne}. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iask unanimous consent to substitute a Senate bill 
for that House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ? 

Mr. PERKINS. No objection. 

Mr. WALLACE. Ishall call for a quorum. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let us have the House bill read, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WALLACE, Has the Senate bill been read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. WALLACE, ‘What is the Senate bill? 

Mr. LITTLE. It is a bill (S. 1838) to increase the pension of 
George R. Hooper. 

Mr. WALLACE. What is the gentleman’s request? 

Mr. LITTLE. I ask for the consideration of this Senate bill in 
place of the House bill the title of which has been read. I will state 
that I was requested by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lona], who is necessarily absent this evening, to ask for the consider- 
ation of that Senate bill. I hope the House will grant unanimous 
consent to take it up at this time, 
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A MEMBER. The Senate bill is not the same as the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the claimant the same in each case? 

Mr. LITTLE. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not be in order to call up a Senate bill 
for a different 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I move that that bill be over. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthere be no objection the House bill, the title 
of which was read, will be over for the present. ‘The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is ordered accordingly. 

Mr. WALLACE. Is this Senate bill the same as the House bill? 

Mr. LITTLE. It is not, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled on that motion, and the 
House bill has been laid aside informally. There being no objection, 
the Clerk will read the title of the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6823) granting a pension to Peter P. Hoffman. 

Mr. WINANS. I move that the committee rise. [Cries of ‘Oh, 

o! 

Mr. CONGER. Iask for a division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 19, noes 15. 

So the motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. VAN EATON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, ‘Mr. RICHARDSON reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had, accordi 
to order, had under consideration the special business set apart for this 
evening, and had directed him to report back to the House sundry bills 
with various recommendations, some with and some without amend- 
ments, 

Mr. NELSON. Iask, by unanimous consent, the vote be taken on 
all the bills together; first, on those to which there are no amend- 
ments, and then on those to which there are amendments. For in- 
stance, that the question on ordering the bills to be and read 
a third time shall be put on all the bills to which there is no amend- 
ments together and not separately. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The House has heard the motion. Is 
there objection to it? 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, to which there were no amendments, 

were ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
wey were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 10021) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Lathrop; 

A bill (H. R. 10795) granting a pension to Elenor ©. Ransom; 

A bill (H. R. 8469) granting a pension to John Moran; 

A bill (H. R. Pte for the relief of Mary J. Gilbert; and 

A bill (H. R. 8486) granting a pension to Rebecca Morris. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments, were severally considered, the amend- 
ments concurred in, and the bills as amended ordered to be 


engrossed 
for a third reading; ane fs ante were accordingly read the 


third time, 
H. Fra) for tho rit of General Spoed 8, Fiy; 
bill (H. granting n to Mary Wood; 
H. R. 6188) ri m of John A. Fagg; and 
bill (H. R. 10473) on to William Reddick. 

The bill (H. R. AA, for pria ief of Betsy A. Mower was laid on 
the rt in accordance with the recommendations of the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Bills of the Senate of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole were severally considered, read the third time, and 
passed, namely: 

A bill S. 2660 granting a pension to Annie E. Gardiner; 

ill (S. 1384 granting a pension to Mathias Wondrack; 

S. 1627) granting a on to Mrs. M. C. Miles; 

S. 2286) for the relief of Albert O. sage LIP 
We ion granting a pension to William Barden; 

S. 1626) granting a pension to John Reed, sr.; 

S. 785) granting a pension to George Ham; 

S. 2452) granting a pension to Rachael M. Pierpont; 

S. 2454) granting a pension to James S. Furniss 
2479) granting a pension to Mrs. Adeline P. Voy $ 
2391) granting a pension to John G. Warren ; 
2363) granting a pension to Marcel Gagnon ; 
= granting a pension to John D. Fincher ; 


and 
R. 
R. 797. 
R. 
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2111) granting a pension to Jacob Smith ; 
2203) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Swift, of Dex- 
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bills as amended Dey the thira time, and passed, namely: 
bil (S. 2218) for the relief of Lucy A. Washburne; and 
S. 2519) granting an increase of pension to Richard B. Rians. 
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The bill (S. 1783) granting an increase of pension to George Bliss was 
indefinitely ed, in compliance with the recommendation of the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I think the bill I hold in my hand 
was passed over by mistake in the regular order while I was otherwise 
engaged. I ask consent, therefore, that it be taken up now and put 
upon its passage. It is a bill pensioning James Smithpeter, and I am 
satisfied there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. WALLACE, -I think we have passed enough bills to-night. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘This bill was passed over by mistake. 

Mr. WALLACE, I must insist upon my objection. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. ROWELL. I would like to renew my request to be permitted 
to publish some remarks in the RECORD upon a pension bill, which re- 
quest was objected to a short time since. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the gentleman will 
be permitted to print remarks in the RECORD upon a pension bill. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WINANS (at 10 o'clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETc. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Two petitions of workingmen of Wood’s Run, Pa., 
for repeal of internal taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of citizens of Harrisburg, Pa., favoring 
the repeal of all laws imposing internal-revenue taxes—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Henry Neal, for pay as 
messenger to the Speaker’s room—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of 240 soldiers and citizens of the 
fifteenth district of Pennsylvania, asking that a law be passed granting 
each soldier, sailor, and marine a pension of $8 permonth in accordance 
with the service-pension bill, or what is known as the Lovering bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Tobacco Exchange of New York, favoring repeal 
of revenue tax on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Papers in the claimof W. W. Hull, 
of Clay County, Florida—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Tobacco Exchange of New 
York, for repeal of internal-revenue taxes—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of National Viticultural Association, for the passage 
of conference on House bill 4833—to the same committee. ` 

Also, memorial of Letter Carriers’ Association, for the jpassage of the 
bill (S. 2076) for eight hours’ duty—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of Freedman’s Bank depositors of Bal- 
timore, Md., for relief—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Edward B. Holt, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of the sixth district of Mis- 
souri, in favor of Senate bill 1636—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J. 8. HENDERSON: Resolutions ata meeting of the 
Western Virginia Tobacco Trade, favoring repeal of the internal- 
revenue taxes on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of James D. White and 14 others, ex-sol- 
diers, of Stillman Valley, Ill., for the passage of the bill (S. 1886) re- 
lating to pensions and bounties—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of enlisted men of the Signal Corps, pray- 
ing | for the passage of House bill 5190—to the Committee on Military 

irs. 


By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of William Arthur and others, for the 
passage of Senate bill 1636—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of G. E. King and others, for change contemplated in 
House bill 5190—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John Fenton and others, for the passage of Senate 
bill 1636—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Thomas D. Worrock, in relation to forti- 
fications—to the Committee on Military Affairs, e 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Petition of E. M. Gibson and others, in favor 
of House bill 10081—to the Committee on the Militia. ; 

By Mr. MILLARD: Resolution of Post No. 376, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of New York, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. OATES: Petition of Henry Sterne, of Union Springs, Bul- 
lock County, Alabama, asking reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Resolution of the Drug Exchange of 
Philadelphia, favoring the ge of the James bill to regulate the 
commercial sales of goods, &c., by samples—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of the Produce Exchange of the city of 
New York, in favor of coast defenses—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of druggists of Scranton, Pa., forrepeal 
of internal taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of G. E. King and many others, favor- 
ing House bill 5190—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

- Also, memorial of Letter Carriers’ Association, favoring Senate bill 
2076—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York city, favoring the completion of jetties in Charleston (S. C.) 
Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of members of New York Produce Exchange, favoring 
coast defense—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of the Tobacco Exchange of New York, 
for the repeal of internal tax on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of the mayor and council of Olympia 
and 47 other citizens, praying for an appropriation of money for the 
improvement of the harbor of Olympia, Wash.—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Yakima County, Washington Territory, 
for relief—to the Committee on the Territories. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BRAGG: Of 109 citizens of Ripon, Wis. 

By Mr. BUCK: Of 75 citizens of Windsor Locks, Conn. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of 146 citizens of Morrow, Ohio. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Of 67 citizens of Elkhorn, Wis. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Of 26 citizens of Pittsford, Mich. 
ant Mr AA ULINGEH: Of C. P. Hall and 87 others, citizens of Hins» 

le, N. H. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of 68 citizens of Wellsburg, W. Va. 

By Mr. HALE: Of 61 citizens of Salisbury; and of 172 citizens of 
Brookfield and Avalon, Mo. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of the Presbyterian and United Presbyterian 
churches of Beaver F; Pa. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Of 158 citizens of Asheville, N. C. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Of 34 citizens of Merkel, Tex. 

By Mr. McADOO: Of 172 citizens of Hoboken and Jersey City, N. J. 

By Mr. MOFFATT: Of 33 citizens of East Bay, Mich. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of George W. Townsend, for the adoption 
of a new educational 

By Mr..STRAIT: Of 43 citizens of Gumbrota, Minn. 

By Mr. WEST: Of 25 citizens of Gloversville, N. Y. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Of 57 citizens of Chester and Beaver, Minn. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 5, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
REPORT ON THE CONGO COUNTRY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy; which was read, as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 1, 1887. 

Str: In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 27th ultimo, I have 
the honor to transmit herewith a op of a report submitted to the Navy De- 
partment by Lieut. E. H. Taunt, United States Navy, after completing a six 
months’ journey on the River Congo,Central Africa. re report 
will be found certain documents, together with samples of likely to 
be used in the region of that river and specimens of the articles used as currency 
in the different localities specified in the accompanying memorandum. 

Should the report be printed, I have the honor to request that one thousand 
(1,000) copies may be supplied for the use of the Navy Department, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, we 


WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the follow- 
ing order will be made in respect to the communication: 
Ordered, That the letter of the Secretary ce rrada dae tags eee dorm 
its be ted and referred to the Committee on Fore: 
with the poker ornaments, ane paiana i, y Frrr me raaa] 


| to the Secretary of the Navy. 
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REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


Ths PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Commissioner of Patents for the year 1886; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. HENRIETTA M. DRUM HUNT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8869) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Henrietta M. Drum Hunt, further insisting upon its disagree- 
ment to the amendment, and asking for a further conference thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I move that the request of the 
House of Representatives be complied with, and that a committee of 
conference be appointed on the part of the Senate. I suggest that the 
same committee be appointed that acted before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the request of the House of Kepresentatives be complied 
with, and that a new committee of conference be appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MITCHELL, 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. BLAIR, and Mr. WHITTHORNE were appointed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7508) granting the right of way to the Annapolis and 
Baltimore Short-Line Railroad Company across the Government farm 
connected with the Naval Acadamy at Annapolis, Md., was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


RAILROAD ATTORNEYS—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to state that I was not present yesterday 
when the vote was taken on what is called the railroad attorneys bill. 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] had agreed to arrange a pair 
between the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and myself, but not 
having informed him the Senator from Indiana did not know the fact 
and voted. If I had been here I should have voted ‘‘nay’’ on the 
passage of that bill. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution adopted 
by the General Assembly of Ohio; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Joint resolution relative to requesting our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress to do all possible for the passage of the bill S, 1976. 


Whereas there has been introduced in the Senate of the United States a bill 
(No. 1976) to adhris for the survey of certain historic grounds, locations, and 
military works; Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress be, and they hereby are, requested to vote for and 
urge the passage of the same, at the earliest practical moment, and that the 
governor forward a copy of this resolution to each of our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

JOHN C. ENTREKIN, 
Speaker of the House of tatives. 
ROB’T P. KENNEDY, 
President of the Senate, 


Adopted January 20, 1887. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


Oun10, Office of the secretary of stale: 

I, James S. Robinson, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby cer- 
tify that the fo: in a true copy of a joint resolution adopted by the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the of Ohio on the 20th day of January, A. D. 1887, taken 
from the originai rolls filed in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, the 20th day of January, A. D. 1887. 

JAMES 8. ROBINSON, 
ry of State. 


EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, COLUMBUS, OHIO, January 24, 1887. 


In accordance with the provisions of the foregoing resolutions, the same are 
hereby respectfully transmitted. 
J. B. FORAKER, Governor. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of 23 citizens of 
Millersport, Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill to permit a vote 
on the question of local option in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of W. Stebbins Smith, George W. 
Thompson, and 112 other citizens of New York, praying for legislation 
authorizing the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stoughton 
and his associates for the entire work of improving the Harlem River, 
New York; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. I present a petition of members of the Thirty-fourth 
General Assembly of the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Miller bill, and for legislation protecting the cattle inter- 
ests of Missouri from Texas fever. As the petition is short, I ask that 
it be printed in the RECORD. 


ee pee Was es io be priate the RECORD, and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, as follows: 
STATE or MISSOURI, City of Jefferson: 
To the Senators and Representatives from Missouri in the Forty-ninth Congress: 
We, the undersigned members of the Thirty-fourth General Assembly, of the 
State of Missouri, do most Ny petition to use all means at your com- 
mand to secure the passage of the bill H. R. 10359, second session of Forty- 
po eas sas known as the “ Miller bill,” or some other law on the same 
sul 
And further pray that you will lend your aid to enact some law governing 
the traffic in So rn or Texas cattle, so we will not, during‘the warm months, 
be so much exposed to that contagious disease known as Texas or splenic fever, 
Benson Bond, Atchison County ; George Cobb, Nodaway County ; David Hop- 
kins, Jasper County; Frank Dodd, Howard Dren A William F. Crocke, 
Iron County; C. F. Chrisman, Platte County; G. W. Johnson, Buchanan 
County; H. A. Newman, Randolph County; John D, Satterwhite, Saint 
François County; J. C. O'Dell, Reynolds County; O. M. Coppedge, Maries 
County; F. W. Guy, Jefferson County; C. L. ite, Howel! County; W. 
D. Hoar, Andrew County; M. L. Tribble, Newton County ; William A, 
Fly, Bary County; Jason W, Newell, Dade County; R. C. T, Àn- 
drew County; R. W. Mueler, Saint Charles County: E. F. Eskew, But- 
ler onners 0. F. Arnold, Coo; County; G. W. Crawford, Pettis 
County; H. A. Schoppenhorst, Warren County; F. M. Coleman, Carter 
County; Perry Chilton, Shannon County; John W. Drabelie, Saint Louis 
City; J. J. Russel, Mississippi County; Henry Smith, Kansas City; F. 
R. Newbery, Madison County; J. G. is, Bolenger County; G. F. È 
Wayne County ; L. B. Paschall, Saint Louis ty; V. B. S. Reber, 
Saint Louis City: J. F. Moore, Webster County ; J. H. a 
con County; J. F. Morton, Ray coms T P; Frazer, Scott County; 
W. H. Carter, Montgomery County ; raat fi Shaw, Saint Genevieve 
County; R. H. Whitelaw, ayo. Girardeau County; L. S. Bridges, Pettis 
County; F. P. Sebree, Salin unty W. H. Miller, Jackson County; R. 
A. Hicklin, Lrg aed County; N. M. Shelton, Schuyler County; W. R. 
ashington County; G. B. Pilant, O: County; J. M. 


not, Linn County; Coway Jones, Morgan County; W. H. Cock, Henry 
County; R. M. Bodine, Toos County; John np oat Gep 
Samuel Di James H. 
Lacy, Cass County ; W. S. Snidow, Hickory 
nam County; J. 
W. O. 8S. Jew 


zark 


age 

County; H. B. Powers, Put- 
' in County ; 
'. Moulton, De Kalb County; Ira 

. Har- 


Parra E 
A. Purdy, Lawrence County; G. F. Moore, Laclede County; W. F. 


Cochrane, 
oseph Slandlee, Stone County; James Shaw, Saint Louis 
; J. W. Kneisley Boone County ; 
County: Z. T. Maxwell, Crawford Count: ; J.H. 
Curran, Saint Louis Cit: 


lin, Saint Louis Ci , Polk County; John 


ty; J. 

tor, fourth district; z H. Claycomb, senator, twenty-eighth district; J. R. 
Saltonstall, senator, fifteenth di F. M. Mansfield, senator, twenty- 
second district; D. H. Ball, senator, eleventh district; H. W. Johnson, 
senator, tenth district: J. C. Seaborn, senator, eighteenth district; J. W. 
Seabree, senator, eighth district ; James Hazwell, senator, fourteenth dis- 
trict; W. G. a senator, twelfth district; W. P. Sheldon, senator, 
twentieth district ; . H. Sears, senator, seventh district; J. M. Proctor, 
senator, ninth district; A. M. Allen, senator, twenty-seventh district; F. 
H. Ketcham, senator, thirty-second district; G. W. Davidson, senator, 
thirty-first district; J. G. S; senator, sixteenth district; Lyman Par- 
cher, senator, first district; J. J. Gideon, senator, nineteenth ct. 


Mr. CHENEY presented a petition of 264 citizens of Washington, D. 
C., resident on New York and Indiana avenue, G, D, B, Twenty- 
fourth and Twenty-sixth streets, praying for the passage of the bill 
(H. R. 8976) to incorporate the Washington Cable Railway Company; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of a large number of ex-sol- 
diers resident in the State of Indiana, praying for the removal of the 
limitation in the act granting arrearsof pension. I move that the peti- 
tion lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented a petition of citizens of Virginia, 
praying for the passage of the Colquitt bill to regulate the granting of 
liquor licenses in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of 333 citizens of Washington, D. C., 
residing on Fifth, Sixth, Twelfth, Thirteenth, and Fifteenth streets, 
praying for the of the bill (H. R. 8976) to incorporate the 
Washington Cable Railway Company; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present resolutions in the nature of a memo- 
rial signed by officers of the State Horticultural Society and other as- 
sociations in Minnesota, requesting the Senators and Representatives 
of Minnesota in the National Congress to use their influence and give 
their votes to secure the pasire of the bill known as the Hatch agri- 
cultural experiment-station bill. I move that the resolutions lie on 
the table, as that bill has already passed the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. Y 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a memorial of a commmittee appointed 
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by an assembly of nearly 300 citizens of the District of Columbia, 
property owners and residents on the line of Thirteenth street north- 
west, remonstrating against the location of the track of the proposed 
cable railway on that street, and giving at length reasons why that 
should not be done. I move the reference of the memorial to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE presented a petition of citizens of Washington, D. 
C., praying that poriam be made for placing an ice and patrol boat 
on the Potomac River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, $ 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of citizens of Plattsburg, N. Y., 
praying for the repeal of the law limiting the granting of pension ar- 
rearages; which was referred to the Committee on Penstons, 

He also presented the petition of Sarah Higgins, widow of John Hig- 
gins, late a D dae in Company G, One hundred and fifty-third Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers, praying for the passage of a law extending 
the time for filing claims for arrears of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of citizens of Georgetown, S. C., 
remonstrating against the proposed abolition of that place as a customs 
district; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented a petition of 330 property 
owners and residents of West Washington, D. C., praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill for the incorporation of the Washington Cable Railway 
a raga which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3214) to provide for paying 
certain advances made to the United States by the States of Maryland 
s Virginia, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 

ereon, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill (S. 3011) for the relief of Andrew J. 
Edgerly, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and was con- 
sidered by the committee, and I was directed to make a favorable re- 
port. About the same time the bill (H. R. 10353) for the relief of 
Andrew J. Edgerly, in the exact language of the Senate bill, was passed 
by the House and came to the Senate and was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. I now report back the House bill favorably 
without amendment, and ask that the Senate bill be indefinitely post- 


poned. 

The bill (H. R. 10353) for the relief of Andrew J. Edgerly was or- 
dered to be I gees on the Calendar; and the bill (S. 3011) for the relief 
of Andrew J. Edgerly was postponed indefinitely. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT DUBUQUE. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3062) to authorize the construction of a high wagon and 
foot-passenger bridge over the Mississippi River between the city of 
East Dubuque, in the State of Illinois, and the city of Dubuque, in the 
State of Iowa, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. As that is a brief bill, and it is important that it 
should be passed, I ask unanimous consent that it be considered at this 
time. It will take buta moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill at this time. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. I moved the other day when a similar bill was re- 
ceived from the House of Representatives that it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of a House bill, the title of 
which will be stated, which is on the table. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 10412) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a high wagon and foot-passenger bridge over the Mississippi 
River between the city of East Dubuque, in the State of Illinois, and 
the city of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

That in lieu of the pontoon ge authorized by the act of Congress to be 
constructed over the Mississippi River between the city of East Dubuque, in the 
State of Illinois, and the city of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, by the East Du- 
buque Bridge Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Illinois for that purpose, and amendatory of said act, the Dubuque Pontoon 

ri Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Iowa 
for a like purpose, and now holding the franchise of said East Dubuque Bri 
Company in relation to such bridge, may construct and maintain over said 
river, at the most suitable point between those cities, a high wagon-bridge, for 
the peseage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of an and 
Te 7d very) for such reasonable rates of toll as said cities may prescribe : 

That the Secretary of War, to whom the plans and specifications for 
said contemplated high n-bridge have been submitted for inspection, shall 
be of opinion that such high wagon-bridge will be no substantial obstruction to 
the navigation of said river. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now the Senate bill may be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be pursued, 


XVIII —88 


PUBLIO BUILDING AT CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 
Mr. MAHONE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the yn ey votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. }) to an act entitled 
“An act for the erection of a publie bui at pane soncas cg Tons approved 
Feb: 25, 1885, having met, after full and free conference have to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2,3, and 4, and agree to the same, 


©. P. SNYDER, 
THO, D. JOHNSTON, 
W. W. BROWN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to take up the Indian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion isnot inorder yet, The 
morning business is not yet completed. 2 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I propose to yield to morning business. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was going to ask unanimous consent to take up 
the private pension bills, reported favorably, under the eighth rule; 
and if there is no objection, I make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is not yet 
through, and under the rule that can only bedone by unanimous con- 
sent. The introduction of bills is the next order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (S. 3268) to amend an act approved 
June 15, 1882, changing the boundaries of the fourth collection dis- 
trict of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3269) for the relief of Emma 
S. Free, widow of the late Maj. Thomas S. Free, of the Tenth Uni- 
ted States Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted an amendment intended to be 
pro by him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6966) to change the time of the meeting of the Leg- 
islative Assembly of Washington Territory. 

Mr. VOORHEES. ‘The resolution may go over until Monday, I 
give notice that at that time I shall call it up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over and be 
printed. 

WHARTON’S DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 
Mr. EVARTS submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 4,000 addi- 
tional copies of Wharton's tof International Law be printed and bound, 
of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use 
of the House, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Department of State. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I now ask that the Indian appropriation bill may be 
taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no further morning 
business, the Senator from Massachusetts moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10394) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator to yield to me to call up the pri- 
vate pension bills favorably reported. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me get the right of way for the appropriation 
bill, and then I will yield. 

Mr. SAWYER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Indian appropriation bill is 
before the Senate. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. DAWES. Now, if there is no objection on the part of the Sen- 
ate, I will yield informally to the Senator from Wisconsin, for the pur- 
pose which he has indicated. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the individual pension bills favorably reported, 
under the eighth rule, 


The question is on the motion of the 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks the 
unanimous consentof the Senate to proceed to the consideration of pen- 
sion bills under the eighth rule, for half an hour, as the Chair under- 
stands. If there be no objection, that order will bemade, The Chair 
hears none. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill R. 5345) for the relief of Mary J. Gilbert; 
ill (H. R. 6188) for the relief of John A. Fagg; 
i R. 6732) for the relief of General Speed 8. Fry; 
. R. 7971) granting a pension to Mary Wood; 
H. R. 8469) granting a pension to John Moran; 
H. R. 8486) granting a pension to Rebecca Morris; 
2 10) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Lathrop; 


os 
EE 
m 


gogg 
Soe Se Sa 
EzE 


H. R. 10473) granting a pension to William Reddick; and 
R. 10795) granting a pension to Elenor C. Ransom. 
essage also announced that the House had passed the follow- 


i & ond granting a pension to George Ham; 
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S. 859) granting a pension to Charlotte O’ Neal; 
ill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Mathias Wondrak; 
ill (S. 1626) granting a pension to John Reed, sr.; 
S. 1627) granting a pension to Mrs. M. C. Miles; 
S. 1768) granting a pension to John D. Fincher; 
S. 2111) granting a pension to Jacob Smith; 
S. 2203) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Swift, of Dex- 
PE 
(S. 2252) ting a pension to Susan A. Duncan; 
2286) for the relief of Albert C. Kelley; ; 
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i ting a pension to Marcel Gagnon; 
ill por granting a pension to John G. Warren; 
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of the Senate: 
A bill (8. ie for the relief of Lucy A. Washburn; and 
A bill (S. 2519) granting a pension to Richard B. Rians. 


JANE BROWN DUNN. 


Mr. SAWYER. Thefirst private pension bill on the Calendar is Order 
of Business 1960, being Senate bill 2629. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pension bills will be proceeded 
with in their order on the Calendar. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2629) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment to add 
to the bill ‘‘and to pay her a pension of $12 per month from and after 
the passage of this act,” so as to make the bill read: 

Beit Caa p Prans That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Jane Brown Dunn, daughter of 
William H. H. Dunn, late a private in Company A, Sixth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, and Company L, Fourth Indiana Cavalry, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month from and after the passage of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

RICHARD H. M’ WHORTER. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1321) granting arrears of pension to Richard H. McWhorter, 
which had been re from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the words ‘‘ directed to,” to strike out: 

Place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Richard H. McWhorter, late first lieutenant of Company 

ment Kentucky Cavalry,and pay him a ion, from and 
is disability, in the same manner and to same extent as 


would have been done had his application been received and filed in the Pen- 
sion Office prior to July 1, 1880, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Readjudicate the pension claim of Richard H. McWhorter, late first lieuten- 
ant of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Ca Volunteers, as 
ee a the application under which a pension was granted been filedin the 
Pension Office on the 20th day of April, 1830. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordercd to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
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JAMES LUCAS. 


The bill (S. 3108) granting a ion to James Lucas was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of James Lucas, late a private in Company H, One hundred 
and eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. THOMAS. 


The bill (S. 2670) granting an increase of pension to James H. Thomas 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of James H. Thomas, late a private in Com- 
pany I, Thirty-second Iowa Infantry, at the rate of $12 per month, in 
lieu of the pension he is new receiving. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

TheChief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER, 
January 18, 1887: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2670) granting 
an increase of pension to James H. Thomas, have examined the same, and re- 


port: 

The history of this case shows that James H. Thomas was a private in Com- 
pany I, Thirty-second Iowa Infantry ; that he enlisted August 19, 1862; that he 
was discharged June 2, 1865; that he was pensioned for pulmonary disease 
first at the rate of $2 per month, which was increased to $6 per month. The bill 
for his relief provides for an increase to the rate of $12 per month. There is no 
S rT to the incurrence of lung disease in the service and in the line of 

uty. All of the medical examinations agree as to the nature of the disease, 
The board by whom he was examined in April last recommended an increase 
to $10 per month. He is now over sixty years old, has a quick pulse and rapid 
respiration, and it is evident that heis totally disqualified for manual labor, and 


that he has no resources except his pension. 
The committee therefore report the bill favorably, with a recommendation 


that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. STUCKER. 

The bill (H. R. 7748) granting a pension to John H. Stucker was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proves to place on 
the pension-roll the name of John H. Stucker, late of Company B, 
Eighteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteers (Grundy County Battalion 
Missouri Militia). 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLARA M. TANNEHILL. 

The bill (H. R. 9672) granting a pension to Clara M. Tannehill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Clara M. Tannehill, blind daughter of Martin 
V. Tannehill, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteers, at $12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIZZIE BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 7716) granting a pension to Lizzie Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lizzie Brown, the dependent and crippled 
sister of Webster Brown, late of Compay L, First Maine Heavy Artil- 
lery, who was killed in the battle of the Wilderness, at the rate of $12 
per month. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID B. CALDWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 7390) granting a pension to David B. Caldwell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of David B. Caldwell, late a lieutenant of 
Company I, Seventy-fifth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HUGH ROGERS. 

The bill (S. 3131) granting a pension to Hugh Rogers was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Hugh Rogers, late a private in the Marine Corps, United 
States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MILTON TEETER. 

The bill (S. 3106) granting a pension to Milton Teeter was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the nameof Milton Teeter, late a private in Company I, Sixteenth Reg- 
iment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT BAXTER. 

The bill (S. 2935) granting a pension to Robert Baxter was considered 

asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
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roll the name of Robert Baxter, late a private of Company D, Seventy- 
seventh Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WAITIE F. HARRIS. s 

The bill (H. R. 8258) granting a pension to Waitie F. Harris was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the — 
sion-roll the name of Waitie F. Harris, a volunteer nurse in the late 
lice at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ANNA SCHIER. 

The bill (H. R. 7983) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Schier was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Anna Schier, widow of Nicholas Schier, for- 
merly a member of Company C, One hundred and twelfth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MES. MARGARET CASHIN. 

The bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Cashin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Margaret Cashin, widow of Patrick Cashin, 
late of Company D, Forty-fourth Ohio Volunteers, and Company M, 
Eighth Ohio Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. SOPHIA SPRAIN. 

The bill (H. R. 9025) for the relief of Mrs. Sophia Sprain, widow, 
and two minor children of Louis F. Sprain, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name 
of Mrs. Sophia Sprain, widow, and two minor children of Louis F. 
Sprain, late a private in Company D, Fourteenth Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES T. WORNOM, k 

The bill (H. R. 9169) to place on the pension-roll the name of Charles 
T. Wornom was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Charles T. Wornom, of Atlan- 
tic, Iowa, late of Company F, Twelfth Illinois Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B. BARNES. 

The bill (H. R. 9250) for the relief of William B. Barnes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ponro the nameof William B. Barnes, dependent father of Louis 

Barnes, late of Company I, Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry Iowa 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DANIEL SCHULTHEIS. 


The bill (H. R. 7911) granting a pension to Daniel Schultheis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Daniel Schultheis, late of Company H, Forty- 
ninth Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SETH WELDY. 

The bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to Seth Weldy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
sion-roll the name of Seth Weldy, late a captain in the Twenty- 
Regiment of Infantry, United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE P. BOLTON. 
` The bill (H. R. 9004) for the relief of Caroline P. Bolton was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Caroline P. Bolton, mother of Edwin W. Bolton, 
deceased, late a member of Company I, Twenty-first Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIFURS ROBERSON. 


The bill (H. R. 3167) to restore the name of Lifurs Roberson to the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. Itproposes 
to restore the name of Lifurs Roberson, late of company K, Fifth Ten- 
nessee Volunteers in the Mexican war, to the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUKE HOROBIN. 


The bill (H. R. 8949) granting a pension to Luke Horobin was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 
LIVINGSTON CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 7547) granting a pension to Livingston Clark was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Livingston Clark, late of Company G, ‘Syrah 
first New York Cavalry, the amount of his pension to be paid to his 
duly appointed committee or trustee, for his benefit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OWEN P. WILSON. 


The bill (H. R. 6069) granting a pension to Owen P. Wilson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Owen P. Wilson, of Edmonson County, Kentucky, dependent 
father of James R. Wilson, deceased, late a private in Company I, 
Twenty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bil] was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


E. A. M’FADDEN,. 


The bill (H. R. 7699) granting a pension to E. A. McFadden was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of E. A. McFadden, late second lieutenant of 
Company G, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteers, in the Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH M. KING, 

The bill (H. R. 9443) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. King was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


tea et the name of Elizabeth M. King, mother of Dudley King, 
te a lieutenant of Company C, Eighty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volun- 


‘the bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK RICHMOND. 


The bill (H. R. 9444) granting a pension to Frederick Richmond 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Frederick Richmond, late a private in 
Company B, Thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, now insane, pay- 
ment of pension to be made to his legally constituted guardian 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE ©. M’NAIR. 


The bill (H. R. 7689) granting a pension to Caroline C. McNair, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It A sas gre to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Caroline C. MeNair, of Canisteo, Steuben 
County, New York, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MARIA C. M’PHERSON. 

The bill (S. 2421) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria C. McPherson 
was consi asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the ponsion-roll the name of Mrs. Maria C. McPherson, widow of 
Daniel McPherson, late a corporal of Company C, Twenty-fourth Mich- 
igan Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without Sorodne, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. HETTIE K. PAINTER. 

The bill (S. pee granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Hettie K. Painter, a volunteer nurse 
during the late war, at the rate of $25 per month. 


« The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MES. SARAH RANDLES. 


The bill (H. R. 7352) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Randles was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro; to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah Randles, widow of William Randles, 
es captain of Company I, Ninety-third Regiment of New York Vol- 
unteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN M. STURTEVANT. 


The bill (H. R. 10152) granting a pension to Ellen M. Sturtevant 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Ellen M. Sturtevant, of Keene, New Hamp- 
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shire, dependent sister of Edward E. Sturtevant, late major Fifth Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMILY LOUISA SPICER. 

The bill (H. R. 5506) granting a pension to Emily Louisa Spicer was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
ion of Emily Louisa Spicer, widow of Commodore William F. 

Bpicer, late of the United States Navy, at the rate of $50 per month, 
in lieu of the pension now received by her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. YOUNG. 


The bill (H. R. 8424) granting a pension to James H. Young was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of James H. Young, late of Company I, 
Sixth Regiment Kansas Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY LUTHER. 


The bill (H. R. 8632) for the relief of Emily Luther was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
‘the name of Emily Luther, widow of Herbert M. Luther, late sergeant 
Company G, Eighteenth Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BETSEY COONEY. 


The bill (H. R. 9426) granting a pension to Betsey Cooney was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, at $12 per month, the name of Betsey Cooney, sister of Stephen 
Cooney, ‘late of Company ©, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOREN BURRITT, 


The bill (H. R. 8002) to increase the pension of Loren Burritt was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Loren Burritt, late lieutenant-colonel of the Eighth Regi- 
ment United States Colored Troops, to $100 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH O'BRIEN. 


The bill (H. R. 9130) granting a ion to Sarah O’Brien was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah O’Brien, widow of Hugh O’Brien, late a 

rivate in Company C, One hundred and seventieth New York Infantry 
olunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. = 


JOHN SELBY. 


The bill (H. R. 6026) granting a pension to John Selby was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
nsion-roll the name of John Selby, dependent father of George Selby, 
Jat te a private in Company C, Seventy-third Ohio Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CAROLINE L, SHEDD. 


The bill (H. R. 10104) granting a pension to Caroline L. Shedd was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Caroline L. Shedd, foster-mother of George C. 
Shedd, late of Company I, Thirtieth Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH M. J. MEAGHER.~ 

The bill (H. R. 8463) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. J. Meagher 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth M. J. Meagher, widow of 
Thomas Francis Meagher, late a brigadier-general of United States 
volunteers, at $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MINERVA ABBEY. 


The bill (10103) granting a pension to Minerva Abbey was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Minerva Abbey, the blind daughter of James D. 
Abbey, deceased, late of Company I, Fifteenth Kansas Cavalry, at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANZ ROSSRUCKER. 


The bill (H. R. 7732) granting a pension to Franz Rossrucker, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Franz Rossrucker, late a private in Company 
A, Fifth Wisconsin Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. SUSAN E. BARRY. 


The bill (H. R. 9009) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan E. Barry 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Susan E. Barry, late an army nurse, 
at Bg rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


CATHERINE E. BABCOCK. 


The bill (S. 3135) granting a pension to Catherine E. Babcock was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Catherine E. Babcock, widow of Maj. Charles 
P. Babcock, late of the Second Regiment } Michigan Cavalry, at the rate 
of $40 a month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL TODD. 


The bill (H. R. 7335) granting a pension to Michael Todd was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Michael Todd, father of James H. Todd, de- 
ceased, late of Company K, Sixty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE F. ELLSWORTH. 


The bill (S. 3107) granting a pension to Catharine F. Ellsworth was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pooma mon the name of Catharine F. Ellsworth, widow of Edward A, 

lsworth, late a first lieutenant in the Eleventh Regiment United 
States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. BUTLER. 

The bill (H. R. 8601) granting a pension to James H. Butler was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James H. Butler, formerly captain of Com- 
pany F, Thirty-second New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE WATERS. 

The bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Catharine Waters was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Catharine Waters, mother of Thomas Waters, 
asconde late steward of the steamer Benefit, at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NIRIUS CISSELL. 

The bill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to Nirius Cissell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Nirius Cissell, late of Company L, Fifth Regi- 
ment Missouri Cavalry. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GRANT E. Q. LATHERMON. 

The bill (H. R. 9157) granting a pension to Grant E. Q. Lathermon 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Grant E. Q. Lathermon, dependent son of 
George Lathermon, late a private in Company I, Fifty-second Regiment 
of Indiana Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

HARVEY COBURN. 

The bill (H. R. 5091) to restore the name of Harvey Coburn to the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Harvey Coburn, late of Com- 

y K, Second Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery (One hundred and twelfth 
Pasta Pennsylvania Volunteers). 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN P. M’DONALD. 


The bill (H. R. 8151) granting a pension to John P. McDonald was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


1887. 
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pension-roll the name of John P. McDonald, late of Company E, Sec- 
ond Regiment Colorado Volunteers. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLEMENTINE HARTINGER. 

The bill (H. R. 10025) granting a pension to Clementine Hartinger 
was considered as in Committee òf the Whole. It proposes to restore 
the name of Clementine Hartinger, dependent motherof W. H. Peters, 
late of Company C, Twenty-fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteers, on the 
pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. OWINGS. 

The bill (H. R. 4097) granting a pension to William J. Owings was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. The preamble recites that 
in conformity with an act of Congress approved March 9, 1879, certifi- 
cate No. 25639, for original-service pension, dated March 6, 1883, was 
issued to Henry Owings, a private in Captain James Dudley’s company 
of Kentucky militia in the war of 1812; that Henry Owings died De- 
cember 28, 1881, before the certificate was issued, leaving no estate 
whatever, and no widow or child under sixteen years of age; that 
William J. Owings, of Randolph County, Missouri, a son of Henry 
Owings, had the entire care and support of his father for ten years im- 
mediately preceding his death, he being then very old and enfeebled 
by age, having died in his eighty-fourth year; and that under existing 
laws no money can be drawn on the pension certificate except an amount 
suflicient to pay the expenses of the last sickness and burial of the de- 
ceased pensioner, a sum wholly inadequate to reimburse William J. 
Owings for his support of the deceased pensioner in his old age: 

Therefore, the bill directs the Commissioner of Pensions to pay to Will- 
iam J. Owings, of Randolph County, Missouri, the amount of pension 
which had accrued to Henry Owings, deceased, at the time of his death, 
December 28, 1881, by virtue of certificate No. 25639, for original-serv- 
ice pension, dated March 6, 1883. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


MARY GRIMES. 


The bill (H. R. 9247) granting a pension to Mary Grimes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Mary Grimes, the mother of William Grimes, 
ate a private in Company K, Twelfth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALLY W. RICE. 


The bill (H. R. 8791) granting a pension to Sally W. Rice was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sally W. Rice, dependent mother of Henry 8. 
Rice, late of Company K, One hundred and forty-first New York In- 
fantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHILA CLARE. 


The bill (H. R. 8847) for the relief of Phila Clark was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Phila Clark, dependent mother of Olin Clark, late of 
Company C, Eighth New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET R. JONES, 


The bill (H. R. 10082) to increase the pension of Margaret R. Jones 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
crease the pension of Margaret R. Jones, widow of the late Col. James 
Hemphill Jones, of the United States Marine Corps, who died on the 
17th of April, 1880, from $30 to $40. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH R. LANGDON. 


The bill (S. 3220) granting a pension to Hannah R. Langdon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Hannah R. Langdon, widow of Henry H. Lang- 
don, late an assistant surgeon in the Seventh Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teers in the war of the rebellion, at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADAM L. EPLEY. 

The bill (S. 2248) for the relief of Adam L. Epley was considered as 

in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the payment to Adam 


L. Epley, the son and only heir of John D. Epley, deceased, late a pri- 
vatein Company F, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment Ohio Volun- 


teers, of the arrears of pension due or allowable at the time of his death, 
and heretofore authorized to be paid John D. Epley, now deceased, under 
pension-certificate No, 296437. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL SAWYER. 


The bill (H. R. 4028) granting a pension to Samuel Sawyer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Samuel Sawyer, late of Company G, Thirty- 
sixth Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY ROSCOE. 

The bill (H. R. 6523) granting a pension to Henry Roscoe was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of Henry Roscoe, late first lieutenant of Company C, Fourth Reg- 
iment New York Volunteer Infantry, to $24 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANTHONY M’ROBERTSON, 


The bill (H. R. 7327) granting a pension to Anthony McRobertson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Anthony McRobertson, late a private in 
the Seventy-second Regiment of Missouri Enrolled Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY JANE MAGOON. 

The (bill H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Mary Jane Magoon was 
considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll thename of Mary Jane Magoon, widow of Nathan Magoon, 
late a private in Company H, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ARABELLA CODDINGTON. 

The bill (S. 2374) granting a pension to Mrs. Arabella Coddington, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, after the word 
“volunteers,” in line 8, to insert ‘‘in lieu of the pension she now re- 
ceives;’’ soas to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $25 per month, the 
name of Mrs. Arabella Eoddington, widow of E. H. Coddington, captain of 
Company H, Forty-fifth Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers, in lieu of the 
pension she now receives, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARIA HUNTER. 7 

The bill (S. 3218) granting a pension to Maria Hunter was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of Maria Hunter, widow of David Hunter, late a major-general in 
the United States Army, to $50 per month, in lieu of that which she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAURA A. WRIGHT. 


The bill (S. 3260) granting a pension to Laura A. Wright was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Laura A. Wright, widow of Charles H. Wright, 
late of Company B, Fourteenth New Hampshire Regiment, in the late 
war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


» JOHN W. REYNOLDS. 

The bill (S. 3146) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the nameof John W. Reynolds, provost-marshal of the twelfth 
Ohio district during the late war of the rebellion. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAWYER subsequently said: In the last pension bill that passed 
this morning there was an error, owing perhaps to the neglect of the 
committee. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 3146) 
granting a pension to John W. Reynolds was passed, so as to adopt 
some amendments that were overlooked, though they are in the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
referred to was passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT pro The vote the bill to a 
third aer pe egado EEE A sage ba ba ibeetion The 
Chair hears none. The bill is now open to amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER. Now I move to amend the bill, in line 4, after 
*‘pension-roll,”’ by striking out “subject to the and limita- 
tions of the pension laws,” and adding to the bill “and pay him apen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month.” Let the bill be read as it will 
stand if amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is pereey au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of J W. Rey- 
nolds, provost-marshal of the twelfth 
Baida anA and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SAINT PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Indian appropriation bill will 
now be proceeded with. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent that the pending bill 
be laid aside informally and that the Senate take up and act upon Order 
of Business 1913, being the bill (H. R. 10056) granting to the Saint 
Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company the right of way 
through the Indian reservations in Northern Montana and Northwestern 

kota. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall not object to taking up that bill if it does 
not occupy much time. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It will not take time. Itis reported from the 
AA E EET ee E [Mr. 

JAWES 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Minnesota, who isabsent [Mr. SABIN], 
poe to me about some bill granting the right of way through an In- 

dian reservation which he wished to look into. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague thought at one time of pacha a 
general amendment which would affect this bill, but u 
tion of it he found that it had no application to ‘this bi 
thorized me to ask that the bill be 

Mr. VEST. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is no difficulty on that score. 

Mr. VEST. I would rather the bill should go over, under the cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. McMILLAN. . My colleague spoke to me just before he went 
away, and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] is aware of 
the same facts. This is a House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If objection is made, the bill can not 
be taken up at this time. There is a pending question before the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri objects. 
The Indian appropriation bill is regularly before the Senate. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask now that the Senate proceed with the consid- 
eration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10394) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with the various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1888, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the temporary absence of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [ Mr. Saveh who has charge of the bill, I ask that the 
formal wiih and that the amendments of the 
Committee on y Peele ras be acted on as the reading of the bill pro- 


ad h a. he au- 


and 
hio district during the late war of the re- $90,000. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, line 459, to reduce the total 
amount of the appropriation for the Poncas from $28,000 to $26,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous sup- 
ports,” in section 1, line 825, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out 


‘fone hun » and insert “‘ninety;?’ so as to make the clause read: 


nappa of Indians at Fort Peck agency: Aroha this amount, to be expended in 


ch goods, provisions, and other the President may, from 


time to "ooa (dren, procu pent EAT, agricultural and 
educating chil prooton medicine and medical ethencanee, aa pods for 
support of he ancl infirm, for the helpless orphans of said Indians, 


in any respect to aae nae their civilization, comfort, and improvement, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DAWES. Before the amendment in line 850 is put I send up 
another amendment in place of it, which I ask may be read. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out the clause from line 
849 to line 853, inclusive, as follows : 


For support ay civilization iS the Navajo Settee bicars telee of ap 
ore SEN $25,000, to be taken from the funds now in tke 


And in lien thereof to insert : 
For E oppent and civilization of the Nayajo Indians, including pay of em- 


nses of constructing ditches and reservoirs for the Navajo Indians. 
500, sum to be taken from the sum now in the Treasury belonging to said 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, line 856, before the 
word ‘‘ tho’ 31 to strike out ‘‘ fifteen”? and insert ‘ten ; ;”? and in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ tobe 
between the two bands in Washington and Idaho in proportion to the 
ee each;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

purchase ‘of agricultural implements and support and civilization of 
Jaera st of Nez Percés Indians, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 866, to reduce the a) cae 
priation ‘‘for support and civilization of Shoshone Indians in 
ming’’ from $17,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ general incidental 

of the Indian service,” in section 1, line 912, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘five’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’? so as to make 
the clause read: 

Incidental expenses of Indian service in Montana: For general incidental ex- 
penses of the Indian service, including traveling expenses of agents, $4,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the following 
clause from line 948 to 953, inclusive: 

No money ney appropriated for the payment of agency farmers shall be 


expended for the payment of an ney farmer appointed who shall 
not, at the pE meek appointment, hare been aby jeant ive TES in all pre- 
vious practically engaged in the oceupation of 

The SAAREN was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘miscellaneous,’’ in 
section 1, line 963, after the word ‘‘best,”’ to insert ‘‘and shall make 
annually a detailed report thereof to Congress;’’ so as to make the 
clause 


That the Secretary of the Interior Shes authorized to use the money which 
has been or may hereafter be covered into the Treasury under the provisions 
of the act approved Stasch 8 1568 ancl which fs cancted ox the books of that De- 
panoni under the caption of "Indian moneys, of labor,” for = 

hway and for sach Peranan ie ta tis discretion DAIGA OUE bent endl shalt 
pes a detailed report thereof to Congress, 

The ER EAN was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 970, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to insert ‘‘and no person shall be ‘employed as such farmer who 
has not been for at least five years previous to such employment prac- 
tically engaged in the occupation of farming; soas to make the clause 


gresses. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that course | read: 


will be taken. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of “‘ Fulfilling 
treaties with Indian tribes,” in the appropriations for the Apaches, 
Kiowas, and Comanches, in section 1, line 166, before the word ‘‘ hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘seven”’ and insert “ five; ;? and in the same line, 
after the word “thousand,” to strike out “two hundred;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For pay of physician and two teachers, $2,500; in all, $19,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in the appropriations for the Poncas, in 
section 1, line 456, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven”’ 
and insert “ five; 3 so as to make the clause read: 


For this Eak or so much thereof as may be n to be used at the 
discretion of the President, to carry on the work of 1 KADE E hes instructing the 
Poncas in the arts of civilization, with a view to their self-support, for clothing, 
and for pay of employés, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1018, to reduce the ap- 
propriation ‘‘ for survey and subdivision of Indian reservations and of 
lands to be allotted to Indians, and to make allotments in severalty, 
to be expended by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior,” from $25,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1039, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘and any unexpended balance for the fiscal 
year 1887 shall remain available for the ensuing year;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

“For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter construction 


provided for, $650,000; for and repair 


1887. 


and swine for $10,000; in 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1088, to insert: 
For pt arin of additional land for farming purposes for the Carlisle in- 
ool, be , containing about 


of school buil $55,000 ; Shawne cattle and sheep, goats, 
000, 


Suore: ing the “ Parker farm,” so-called 109 acres, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 1097. 

i Mr. DAW. I offer the following amendment to come in after line 
097: 


And the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to purchase for the use of the 


Indian training school near Salem, Oreg., a tract of d containing 84.92 acres 


adjoining the farm of said Indian training school, at a sum not exceeding 
pay ons be made in labor to be performed by the Indian pupils atten 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, after line 1101, to in- 
sert: g 

For the erection of shops and hospital building for the Indian industrial 
school at Genoa, Nebr., $6,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair, the 
hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, to lay before the Senate the first 
special order, being the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and 
Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to ask the consent of the Senate to take 
up one or two bills to authorize the construction of railroads through 
Indian reservations and to pass them at this time. Itis quite impor- 
tant to doso. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I hope that motion will 

Mr. DAWES. Some of these bills have passed the other branch and 
work is stopped on the roads because of the want of consent to cross 
these reservations. 

Mr. VEST. Ihope that will not be done, but that the Senate will 
precees with the special order. It has been here now for some time. 

have waited very patiently and have had this bill thrust aside. ; 

Mr. DAWES. tis it? 

Mr. VEST. It is the Atlantic and Pacific ship-railway bill. I want 
the bill taken up and disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The special order is before the Sen- 
ate. Did the Senator from Massachusetts make a motion ? 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw it for the purpose suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to have the attention of the Senate for a 
few moments to an important bill reported unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and which I think will excite no discussion, and I 
hope to pass it in a very few minutes. I move that Senate bill 3114 
be taken up for present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
that the pending bill be informally laid aside with a view to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

Mr. VEST. I hope not. : 

i Mr. MORRILL. Itis the Freedman’s Bank bill, and will not take 
ong. 

Mr. VEST. That will elicit discussion. I do not know any bill on 
the Calendar calculated to do so much good as the bill which is the 
special order. As far as I am concerned, I can not vote to take up now 
the bill of the Senator from Vermont, because it will lead to discussion. 

Mr. MORRILL, Oh, no, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate. The Senator from Vermont moves to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 3114) to reimburse the depositors of the 
Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by the 
failure of said company. The question ison that motion. [Putting 
the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

` Mr. MORRILL. I ask for a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A division is called for. 

Mr. MORRILL, I will say that Ido not think there will be any 
discussion in relation to this matter. I shall make a brief statement 
of the facts which are involved and nothing more. The bill has been 
carefully considered by the Treasury Department and by the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and we have got it in as perfect a form as we know how. 
I do not think it will oceupy very much time. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope this will not be done. I gave way with mat- 
ters which I thought were of as much importance as that bill, because 


ng 
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the Senator from Missouri appealed to me, as I think he appealed to 
the Senator from Vermont after that, 

Mr. VEST. I do not yield. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont, upon which a division bas been asked for. 

The question being put, the ayes were 6. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is nota sufficient number up. 
The special order is before the Senate. It will be read at length. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Before considering that matter I ask the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to permit me to make a personal explanation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey rises 
to a personal explanation. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Several Senators have called my attention this 
morning to an articlein the New York World, in which it appears Iam 
supposed to be quoted as making some statement touching a brother 
Senator. Were it not for the fact that several Senators have called my 
attention to it I would not rise now to make any explanation or any 
statement concerning it; but I think by a careful reading of the article 
in question it will be found that I am not quoted as any such 
a statement as Senators believe that Iam. I will read the article. 

Senator MCPHERSON, of New Jersey, said this afternoon: “Thisisa very great 
triumph for The World.” 

This appears in quotation marks, as will be observed by a careful 
reading of the article. 

“This is a very great triumph for The World. Its revelations have produced 
this action to-day. It was v clear to my mind that as soon as Congress com- 
prehended the true nature of exposures made by The World that very vigor- 
ous steps would be taken to bring these Pacific railroads to book.” 

This statement I did make, and I stand by it and emphasize it now. 
‘That appears in quotation marks in the publication in The World. It 
goes on to say, however, as follows, which is not in quotation marks, 
and does not quote me as having said it: 

It is believed the investigation will lead to such disclosures that Senator STAN- 
FORD will be willing to his seat in the Senate. He will have to explain 
his share of the $2,000,000 of expenditures. Ifit can be shown that he is 
responsible forthe disbursement of any of the lobby money since his election as 
Senator, he can be proceeded against for expulsion. 

It will be noticed that the World does not charge or credit me with 
having made any such statement whatever, it not appearing in quotation 
marks as a statement made by me. high character of the corre- 
spondent of the World forbids that he should quote me or any Senator, I 
believe, as making statements he did not make. Further than that the 
pleasant relations I have always had with the Senator from California 
forbid that I should make any statement of the character mentioned 
here, either upon the floor of the Senate or elsewhere, about matters of 
which I have no knowledge whatever. 

Hence, I make this explanation that there may be no longer any mis- 
apprehension touching the subject, for the New York World does not 
quote me as haying made any such statement, as a careful reading of 
the article will show. I make this explanation because the article in 
the ‘‘ World”’ has been misapprehended by several Senators who have 
called my attention to it this morning. 


WILLIAM KNIGHT AND OTHERS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1986) granting a n to William 
Knight, to report it with an amendment. This isa bill which should 
have been reported a few days ago and considered this morning with 
ar ohe ion bills. I ask that i it be taken up now. RNE 

ENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the bill may 
be considered now. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 1986) granting a pension to 
William Knight was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was to insert, at the 
end of the bill, ‘‘and Jacob Parrott, William Reddick, and John Whol- 
In, late Sori the Thirty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry;’’ so as to make 

e $ 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the act approved Jul Piss, entitled “An act granting F emata 
to Wilson W. Brown and others,” thenameof Wiliam Knight, late of Company 
E, Twenty-first Ohio Volunteer Infant: „and Jacob Parrott, William Reddick, 
and John Whollam, late of the Thirty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment was agreed to. re 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. X 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting poenos to 
William Knight, Jacob Parrott, William Reddick, and John Whollam,” 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Agriculture and Fo: A 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Agricultural 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 
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ATLANTIC AND PACIFC SHIP-RAILWAY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-railway 
Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the reading of the original bill be dispensed 
with and that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed, in the 
nature of a substitute, will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the Government of Mexico has granted unto James B. Eads, or to 
such compan 


Clarke, of ag P: 
George Westinghouse, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; J. H. Oglesby,of New Orleans, La.; 


Pittsburgh, Pa.; John A. Harper, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; George I. Whitney, of Pitts- 
h, Pa.; Martin Van Brocklin, of Oneida, N. Y; J. W. Warren, of Springs 


Frank 8, Stevens, of Athens, Pa.; S. F. Andrews, of Allegheny, 
D.S. Wilson, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; R. M. 


ruttschnitt, of New Oroso 
„of New Orleans, La., with such others as may be associate 
successors,are hereby created a body corporate and politic in deed and in law 
under and by the name, style, and title of “ The Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Rail- 
way Company,” and by that name shall have perpetual succession, and shall 
be able to sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, defend and be defended, in 
all courts of law and equity within the United States of America, and shall gen- 
erally have and possess al! the rights, privil and powers usually possessed 
by similar companies, and may do all lawful things necessary to carry into 
effect the purposes of this act,and secure the full enjoyment of the powers, 
privileges, rights,and concessions contained in the grant hereinbefore recited, 
and any supplementary grant; and said company is hereby authorized and em- 
powered to make and have a common seal, to acquire, hold, transfer, or other- 
wise dispose of pepati Teni and personal, to issue capital stock and bonds in 
such amount, which shall not, however, exceed in the aggregate $100,000,000, and 
to elect such officers, employ such agents and attorneys, establish such offices in 
such ve or places, and impose and collect such tolls, rates, and charges as to 
it, said company, may seem necessary and proper; and said company is herey 
authorized and empowered to make such by-laws, rules, and Be pyaar as it 
may deem necessary and proper relating to the management of the affairs of 
the company; the issuean e of its stock and bonds; the acquisition and dis- 
posal of its property, estate,and effects; the imposition and collection of its 
tolls, rates, and charges; the declaration of dividends on its capital stock; the 
number and character of its officers, their duties and terms of office; the safety 
and control of vessels in transit or in the docks, harbors, or works of the com- 
pany; and relating to all other matters not inconsistent with this act, and con- 
nected with the business of said company or involved in carrying out the pur- 
poses for which said company is created. 

Sec. 2. That said corporation shall exist and continue during the period of 
ninety-nine years from the date of the passage of this act. 

Sec. 3. That all acts or pae of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act be, and the same are hereby, repealed, so far as they affect the corporation 
hereby created. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri, as this 
company seems to be authorized to issue a very large amount of capi- 
tal stock and bonds, whether or not there is any provision in the pro- 
posed charter that there shall be any actual capital paid in? Can they 
issue all, or nearly the whole, of this amount in bonds, making ita 
rather doubtful speculation? It strikes me that there ought to be a 
certain amount of capital actually paid in before they are authorized 
to issue a very large amount of bonds. The public is liable to be 
swindled. 

Mr. VEST. I have no sort of objection to a provision being put in 
the bill requiring that a certain amount of the capital stock shall be 
paid in, and I have drawn up an amendment of that sort which I think 
will meet the views of the Senator from Vermont. * 

That if stock to the amount of $10,000,000 shall not be subscribed, and 10 per 
cent, thereof actually paid in before the expiration of two years next after the 


paga of this act, or if the work of constructing said railway shall not be 
actually commenced before and be in progress at the expiration of four years 


next after the passage of this act, the said corporation shall be deemed to have 
expired by limitation, and all its franchises and privileges shall be deemed to 
have absolutely ceased and become determined. 

Mr. MORRILL. But that would be avery feeble limitation, merel 
providing that 10 per cent. should be paid in on $10,000,000, whic 
would be $1,000,000; and then the company could issue $99,000,000 
in bonds. Ido not think such a corporation ought to be chartered 
by the Congress of the United States. I think there ought to be at 
least an equal amount of capital paid up to the sum of ten millions be- 
fore such a charter as that is granted. It would be very easy for any 
band of speculators if they could get hold of this charter to pay ina 
million dollars, and then issue bonds for three or four times the amount, 
and recoup the amount they had paid out. 

Mr. PLUMB. It would be aquestion who would buy the bonds. I 
have not read the terms of the charter and care nothing about it ex- 
cept that some very eminent men in this country are desiring it for the 
purpose of building a railroad, not on American soil but on Mexican 
soil. Iam willing to give them, as far as my vote goes, whatever in- 
ducement can be given by way of chartered privileges to enable them 
to get together the moeyn to build this railroad and to try this experi- 
ment about which so much has been said. I have had my doubts about 
its being practicable, doubts which, I confess, when I have talked with 
Mr. Eads he has resolved, but the moment I got away from him they 
would come back again. Still, it is a very interesting question. Itis 
a new field of investment and one in which Congress is only asked to 
give a charter. I think that the wise people or the unwise people, as 
the case may be, with whose money this railroad is to be bhilt if built 
at all, may be relied on to protect themselves. They are not going to 
buy bonds because somebody has had them lithographed and signed. 
They will inquire what is back of them. 

It is very likely to happen that whoever puts in 2 million dollars 
will take it out, as I am entirely willing heshould take it out, in bonds; 
but do not give the company any authority to levy any exorbitant 
toll on the commerce of the country which will pass over the railroad. 
That is where the public may need protection. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ido not oppose the idea of having this railroad 
charter granted, and I fully accord with the Senator from Kansas that 
I have no objection to the company issuing bonds of equal amount with 
the amount ofcapital paid in, I would even be more liberal than that. 
But I do think that there ought to be more capital than the one-hun- 
dredth part of the sum allowed actually paid in before they are author- 
ized to issue $99,000,000 of bonds. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Missouri send 
his amendment to the desk? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src.—. That if stock to the amount of $10,000,000 shall not be subscribed, and 
10 per cent. thereof actuall id in, before the expiration of two years next after 
the passage of this act, or if the work of constructing said railway shall not be 
actually commen: before and be in progress at the expiration of four years 
next r the passage of this act, the said corporation shall be deemed to have 
expired by limitation, and all its franchises and privileges shall be deemed to 
haye absolutely ceased and become determined. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not desire to antagonize the bill, but I call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Missouri to what seem to me rather loose 
provisions in this bill in regard to the issuing of stock and bonds. 

Ii the Senator will referto the printed copy of the proposed substitute 
for the bill, at the top of page 5, he will find that among the powers 
granted to the corporation are— 

To issue capital stock and bonds in such amount, which shall not, however, 
exceed in the aggregate $100,000,000, ? 

Then, further down, in line 89— 


To make such by-laws, rules, and regulations as it may deem necessary and 
proper relating to the management of the affairs of the company; the issue and 
sale of its stock and bonds. 

There is nothing in the bill itself requiring that books shall be opened 
and that stock shall only be issued on subscriptions to the capital. I 
would suggest that to this amendment the Senator had better add, ‘‘no 
stock shall be issued except upon subscription for the stock on the 
books of the company,’’ or something of that kind, to show that the 
stock is not to be peddled out as the company may be disposed to use it, 
without reference toany amount paid for it, but that itshould be regu- 
larly subscribed for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. In regard to whatis said by the Senator from Vermont, 
it seems to me that these provisions secure the issue of stock. The pro- 
vision of the amendment I have offered is that $10,0C0,000 shall be sub- 
scribed out of a possible capital stock of $100,000,000, and upon that 
$10,000,000 one-tenth, or $1,000,000, shall be paid in money. As the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] has stated, it is not supposed any- 
body will invest in this stock without looking into the details of the 
enterprise, and if he invests money he will see that it is secure. 
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The names of the gentlemen who are incorporators in this company 
are of themselves a sufficient guaranty that this is no wild-goose chase, 
no 2 sire for the purpose of seducing or inducing the unwary to put 
th 


r money into this enterprise. These men represent a capital of 
from fifty to one hundred million dollars, One of them alone is worth 
more than $40,000,000, one of the largest ship-builders in the United 
States. Four hundred thousand dollars has already been expended 
upon this enterprise in actual money for the purpose of preventing the 
concession made by Mexico from terminating by reason of the enter- 

rise not having been commenced within a certain time. There are 

00,000 already expended and $10,000,000 to be subscribed, and one 
millionof thatis tobe paidin. This isan absolute guaranty. Nothing 
is asked of the Government, not one dollar, no guaranty, nothing but 
a naked incorporation. If Captain Eads can persuade investors to put 
their money into this enterprise it is a matter between him and them. 
The Government in no sort of way is liable. 

Mr. DOLPH. I admit that, but that is not the proposition I am 
driving at. 

The incorporation of this company is something valuable in itself, a 
company aE is to transact its entire business outside of the bound- 
aries of the United States, but which is a corporation created by the 
Congress of the United States, and which may sue and be sued and be 
impleaded in the courts of the United States. 

It is usual in acts of incorporation to provide that the incorporators 
or others named shall open stock books for the purpose of receiving 
subscriptions to the capital stock. That is not done in this case. The 
omission may be intentional or it may be unintentional. 

The amendment of the Senator from Missouri would require that 
$10,000,000 of the stock, that is one-tenth of the stock, should be sub- 
scribed, and that $1,000,000, or one-tenth of that subscription to the 
capital stock of the company, should be paid in within a certain time, 
or the charter should be forfeited. I have no objection to that. Un- 
doubtedly his amendment would require the subscription of one-tenth 
the capital stock; but what is to be done with the other $90,000,000 of 
capital stock is the question I havein view? They may issue stock and 
bonds amounting in the aggregate to $100,000,000. What is to be done 
with the balance of the capital stock and bonds amounting to $90,000,- 
000? The bonds may be sold and distributed as they please; for all 
that is contained in this bill, they may take whatever they can get for 
them; they may barter them away as they please, so that they secure 
the construction of the road. But ought the stock to be held in the 
company’s treasury and to be disposed of in the same manner or ought 
a subscription to the capital stock to be required so that some liability 
is secured on the part of the stockholder to the company when the stock 
is issued ? 

If that is the intention of the bill and it is so understood I am con- 
tent; but if it is the intention of the bill and the understanding of 
the Senate that this stock is to be subscribed, and that the people 
who subscribe it are to bear the usual relation of stockholders to the 
corporation, it seems to me itought to be provided that the stock shall 
be subscribed, and then a contract is made between the stockholders 
and the company. There is nothing that I seein this bill as now 
drawn, even with the amendmentof the Senator from Missouri, to pre- 
vent all the capital stock except $10,000,000 being sold for 10 per 
cent, on the dollar, or 5 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Witson, of Iowa, in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. MORGAN. The suggestion of the Senator from Oregon is, I 
think, important. There is so far no provision in this bill which would 
exempt the United States Government from liability some day or other 
upon this act of incorporation on bonds that might hereafter be issued 
by this company. There ought to be in this bill an express provision 
that the United States Government shall not be bound in any way for 
any bonds or stock or any other transaction of this or any other com- 
pany that may be authorized to build a railway or canal across the 
Central American States. 

When the Government of the United States authorizes an issue of 
bonds that is a very high sanction to this company and gives it very 
great credit with all the people of the world in the sale of its bonds, 
and it will be understood that we would not do that unless we had per- 
fect confidence in the ability of the company to meet its obligations 
and perfect confidence in the validity of the bonds and in the manner 
of their distribution, and the hands into which they should go. I do 
not wish any act of this kind to be passed here that would open us in 
any sense to subsequent reclamations or to complaints on the part of 
any person whatsoever. 

This bill is not at all guarded in that particular. I think the Sen- 
ator from Missouri ought to put in a stipulation to the effect suggested 
by the Senator from Oregon, and I hope the Senator from Oregon will 
prepare an amendment to cover his suggestion to this bill on that 
subject. There ought to be also another provision here that no part 
of the capital stock paid in shall be at any time withdrawn and re- 
turned to the stockholders or in any manner diverted from the proper 
uses of the incorporation. And there ought to be a provision that 
every person who violates this provision of the act shall be held guilty 


of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof punished by a fine, what- 
ever the Senate may think proper to impose, and by imprisonment if 
that should be deemed necessary. 

Ino these great corporations, which must control the com- 
merce of this country very largely, especially between the Atlantic and 
the Pacific, and which are throwing upon the markets of the world an 
enormous mass of credit, we can not be too particular to see that what 
privileges we grant to them are guarded in such a way as that there 
will be no fraud perpetrated upon anybody; that there will be no op- 
portunity for it. 

The Senator from Missouri refers to the character of the gentlemen 
who are the incorporators. That certainly is very high, and as far as 
that can go it furnishes a guaranty; but it is our business, I think, to 
furnish the guaranty in the body of the statute to the stockholders and to 
all persons interested in this corporation, so that there will be no abuse of 
its privileges under any circumstances. _ I do not know whether the Sen- 
ator from Oregon intends to formulute his amendment or not. The 
bill having been called up just a moment ago, during my absence from 
the Chamber, I have not myself undertaken to prepare the amendment 
he suggests; but I hope that the Senator from Missouri will put it in. 
I think it would strengthen his bill. Indeed, it would be an advan- 
tage to this corporation in its credit with the world if it were seen that 
Congress is putting in this bill such checks and restrictions upon the 
use of the power to issue bonds, and also upon the power to issue cer- 
tificates of capital stock. That would give the world confidence in it. 

Now, Mr. President, while I am on my feet I desire to say a few 
words about this and about other transits across the Isthmus of Darien 
or across the Central American States and Mexico. I conceive that 
there can be nothing more important to the people of the United States 
than enterprises of this character. In fact, in the light of present civ- 
ilization and in the perfection of engineering and in the accumulations 
of capital at various centers in this and in other countries, I can not 
understand how we can be at all reluctant in g6ing, as far as we are 
permitted to go, into the construction of a ship transit across this isth- 
mus. 

The amount of money that the corporations and those who are en- 
gaged in this work may make is a matter of inconsiderable importance; 
and yet if we take the history of the Suez Canal we find that that amount 
of money is going to be extremely large, and that year by year after 
this transit is opened through Central America the profits from ships 
passing through will increase continually, and that of itself would be 
an important consideration in favor of giving to Americans an oppor- 
tunity of owning and controling this vast and valuable property. But 
no matter what may occur in that direction, no matter how much in- 
creased or enlarged the value of this franchise may be in time to come, 
it can bear no comparison with the necessity which rests upon this coun- 
try of increasing its commercial facilities on the Pacific Ocean and the 
advantages that must result from that being done. 

The remoteness of our coast from Southern California to Alaska 
from the eastern shores of the United States, in consequence of the in- 
tervening continent, is so great that whether we look at it in a mili- 
tary or commercial view we must see that we at this time are laboring 
under a disadvantage which it should cause us the greatest possible 
effort and care to overcome. I know that those are to be found—and 
I expect the world will class me in that company—who would have 
some doubt or some difficulty of a constitutional character in respect 
to doing work of this kind through the agencies of corporations that 
we may create ourselves. It might be said that there was no gov- 
ernmental purpose these corporations, we are creating here, were to 
perform, and that there was no warrant in the Constitution of the 
United States, of any express character, or one to be very clearly im- 
plied, giving us authority, as a Congress, to empower these corporations 
to go beyond our own limits and make arrangements under conces- 
sions from foreign governments; there to exercise within their borders 
the powers which we confer upon them, and at the same time that 
we should keep a certain degree of control over these corporations, 
so as to hold them amenable to our law, and the officers and agents 
thereof amenable even to our criminal law, for the protection of all 
concerned, and especially for the protection of the Government of the 
United States. 

I desire to remark upon that branch of the subject, Mr. President, 
that while I am a strict constructionist of the Constitution of the 
United States, and would confine the powers of Congress to those sub- 
jects expressed in the body of that instrument or necessarily implied 
as being a part of the powers granted, I view all of these restrictions 
placed in the Constitution of the United States as guarantees in favor 
of American citizens either individually or in their collective capacity 
as States. 

The object of the framers of the Constitution, in this particular, was 
to place American citizenship upon such a firm foundation of right and 
so thoroughly guaranteed in the instrument itself as that we should 
enjoy here the ancient liberties which had come down to us from our 
fathers without interruption by our own Government. The restraints 
found in the body of the instrument apply to citizens of the United 
States. The rights and privileges, very high privileges, which are 
granted to citizens of the United States, and guaranteed to them under 
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the Constitution of the United States, are such as are given to no other 
people in the world. We do not give them to foreign countries or to 
foreign people. We expressly provide them for our own people and 
for their posterity. i 

Now, the Government of the United States being thus guarded and 


restricted in the exercise of its legislative powers in of the citi- 
zens and of the States, the next question arises what is this Govern- 
ment in its attitude to others and- its relations with the other powers 
of the earth. We find no abridgment of the dignity, or of the power, 
or of the sovereignty, or of the supremacy of the United States as a 
Government when we come to compare its powers and its facilities with 
those of other nations with whom it must have international inter- 
course. No such restraint was ever intended to be imposed upon the 
Government of the United States, and when you take it as a unit in 
the character in which it operates in connection with the governments 
of foreign countries, the Government of the United States hasas many 
inherent and essential powers as any government in the world. The 
Government of Russia, because of its autocratic form of administration 
and succession, and because it is not under the control or restraintof a 
parliament elected by the people, is supposed to be of all the nations 
of the earth the most powerful in its autonomy, the most powerful in 
respect of its organization. Nevertheless that government has no 
more power in the family of nations than this Republic, or this democ- 
racy, or whatever you please to call it. 

The Government of the United States has not yielded to other nations 
of the earth any part of its powers. It has yielded some of its powers 
to the people of this country, and to the States of this country, but 
only to them. So when we come to look abroad beyond our own bor- 
ders and consider what we may do in connection with or in respect of 
foreign countries, the Government of the United States is as unre- 
strained and as unrestricted as any other government in the world. 

An ancient traditional policy has come down to us which we have 
always respected to certain degree, that we would not intermeddle 
with the affairs of foreigncountries. That is very correct, and yet there 
is nothing in the Constitution of the United States to prohibit us from 
doing it, or to restrain us if we saw proper to do it. We have inter- 
fered more or less with the affairs of foreign countries. 

Another tradition has come down to us, that we are not to be a colo- 
nizing country, that we are not to have outlying territory beyond our 
own borders and beyond the seas that we can bring beneath the con- 
trol of our flag and under our own Government. Thatis a mere tradi- 
tional policy, and I do not conceive that we followed it in a very great 
degree, but literally and practically did we violate it when we bought 
Alaska from Russia, for there are some five or six hundred miles of land 
intervening between the northern border of Washington Territory and 
thesouthern borderof Alaska. We have recently given to Alaskaa form 
of civil government. Itis now a Territory of the United States. How 
did we ma to do that if we have not overstepped the ancient line 
of policy which seemed to confine us to operations entirely within our 
own borders, as they have been enlarged from time to time by purchases 
and also by conquests? 

So we see that the Government of the United ee all the 
precedents that we have seen proper to establish, has to it, I 
believe by men of all parties and by statesmen of all the decades we 
have passed through, authority to deal with foreign powers upon the 
same broad principles and in the same broad way that any other gov- 
ernment can, without restraint or restriction; and it is only left to us 
to determine in this generation whether the matters which are pre- 
sented to us about which we are to deal and in which foreign govern- 
ments are concerned, are matters which commend themselves to the 
wisdom of the American people. That is the only question that is 


open. 

ENON, that is precisely the attitude which we occupy toward the ques- 
tion of a water transit or a railway transit for ships from the Carribean 
Sea out into the Pacific Ocean, across the Central American States, at 
any point to which we may get the right to go. It is purely a question 
of policy, and nothing else. The question of power is not concerned 
in it. 

I believe that it would have been wisdom in us, years and years ago, 
to have established by treaty such relations with some of the Central 
American States as that we should have had the right as a people, asa 
nation, to have carried our ships, by canal or otherwise, the best mode 
of conveyance we could find, across from ocean to ocean. If a policy 
of that kind could have been adopted twenty or thirty or fifty years 
ago, if the Government of the United States could have been thoroughly 
committed to that policy, we would have found ourselves within the 
last thirty years in ion of the means with which we could have 
established these transits without ever having felt the loss of the money, 
without having been embarrassed in the slightest degree by its expendi- 
ture. 

So now, if we will start in with a policy in regard to this matter, and 
let it be understood (as was declared by ths Senate, as I remember, on 
resolutions that were reported by the then Senator from Connecticut, 
Mr. Eaton, when he was chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions) that whatever transit there is across the isthmus shall be under | th 


the control of the American Government—if not absolutely and inde- 


pendently under its control, under its control in connection with the 
government through which the line of transit shall be established; but 
that no canal can be built across that isthmus unless the American 
Government gives its consent to its building. 

That is the proposition which was in that resolution, and that is the 
true proposition of American policy upon this subject. It has been 
announced by various administrations, and it is a true, a wise, a sound, 
and an inevitable policy. It is one that we can not abandon without 
sacrificing our self-respect and without sacrificing into the hands of 
other nations of the earth the control, more or less, of our commerce 
in the Pacific Ocean and the protection of our own coasts in the West. 

I believe the Senate of the United States is agreed that this policy 
ought to be adopted. I believe they are thoroughly agreed that what- 
ever canal or railway passes across this isthmus over which ships are to 
be carried ought to be constructed by the consent of the Government 
of the United States, and that without such consent it can not be done, 
If we are agreed, as I hope we are, upon this main, leading proposition, 
nothing could receive from me a more cordial support than any reason- 
able enterprise through which this great result is to be accomplished. 

If there exists a concession already from the Government of Mexico, 
I think it ought to be read and put in the RECORD so that we may un- 
derstand exactly what we are legislating about. In the preamble of 
the billit is stated that there is such a concession and that the bill has 
reference to thatconcession. If there issuch a concession from Mexico 
to any company that we are about now to incorporate, and if the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico and the gentlemen concerned here believe that they 
can accomplish the great result of the transmission of loaded ships across 
the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, I shall be rejoiced whenever they accom- 
plish that result, as I think every American ought to be and will be. 
The men who are going to put their money into the enterprise ought 
to be the best judges, of course, as to whether the enterprise is going to 
pay. 

I will make one observation on this enterprise, that to my mind it 
does not meet the whole necessities of the occasion. It may be thatit 
will result only in having a double-track or a four-track railroad across 
the Isthmus of Tehuantepec. It may turn out that no ships at all can 
be safely carried across that isthmus. It may turn out that the insur- 
ance men are not willing to insure ships across thatisthmus. But sup- 
pose it does turn out that way, still we have a very short line of rail- 
way transit across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, and that surely would 
be a great advantage to the people of the United States. 

I hope they may do better than that; I hope that they can carry 
ships of even more than 6,000 tons burden across that railway. I shall 
cheer them on in every way that I can in their efforts honestly be- 
stowed and energetically bestowed in working out this great proposi- 
tion, in which they have such entire confidence, for it can not result in 
harm to this country, and it is bound to result in good. Nevertheless, 
I do not believe that we can accomplish this American policy in that 

fect degree which is necessary for the welfare of the people of the 
United States, by the mere building of a ship-railway for the transit 
of ships across the isthmus. I think we shall have to go further than 
that. 

A project has been set on foot, and millions and millions of money 
have been spent upon it, to build a sea-level canal across the Isthmus 
of Panama. This country has kept a scrutinizing eye on the progress 
of that work, and I believe that nobody, except those engaged in its 
construction, has been satisfied that it ever could be accomplished on 
the original basis on which it was projected. I think the Government 
of the United States have been a little derelict, perhaps, in not in- 
forming France, if France be the power that is behind the constructors 
of the Panama Canal, that this Government has an interest in that ques- 
tion which is predominant over that of any other government in the 
world, and that certain tees are n to be given in respect 
of the transit of ships through that canal, which will entirely satisfy 
the people of the United States that, in peace or in war, their interests 
in connection with that isthmian transit are to be absolutely protected. 

I happened this morning to see a letter from one of our ministers 
who was on his way to his post ina South American country, in which 
he remarked upon the recent great tion of French and British 
ships on both sides of the Isthmus of Panama. Quite a number of 
vessels are there now; some of them are very heavy vessels, and the 
fact is given out to account for their presence that they are there to 
transfer their crews back and forth from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
squadron over the railway. Itis stated that that isthe object of their 
being present in Panama and on the coast of Panama. I do not in- 
trepret that as being any sort of threat; but I do interpret it in this 
way, that both of those governments are on the lookout for their in- 
terests in that quarter, and it confirms what is stated by this officer; 
it confirms a belief which I have a long time had, that the islands 
which lie so conveniently near to the coasts of the isthmus at the mouth 
of that canal will be taken possession of and fortified by one of those 
great powers, which one I am not prepared now to determine. I think 
that it is a race of diligence as to which shall get it. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question right 


ere? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. HALE. Does the Senator understand that the large ships to 
which he refers as being there are war ships? 
Mr. MORGAN. They are war ships. Some of the heaviest war 


ships in both navies are there now.. My own belief is, and I throw it 
out for the consideration of the Senate, that those governments are pre- 

ing to seize islands in the vicinity of that canal with a view of hav- 
ing an independent right to them, with the power of fortifying them at 
their will and pleasure, 

I advance this suggestion for the purpose of drawing an argument 
upon it. It may bea fact or it may not be a fact, but what have we 
got in that section of the world? What foothold have we got there? 
We have nothing at all except the precarious right that belongs to us, 
I suppose, under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty; that is the right to to enjoy 
in common with Great Britain a protectorate over that of the 
transit which may lie within the borders of the Cen American 
States, not Colombia, where Panama is, but in the Central American 
States. That vague paper right which has now been upon our treaty- 
book for a great many years, and which is incapable almost of being 
expounded, which neither of these great governments understand alike 
or has ever understood alike—that vague paper right is all that we have 
got to show for years and years of contention and diplomatic effort in 
respect of the command and the control of the transit of the isthmus 
by ships of war or ships of commerce. 

"The islands lying north of thereare in the doubtful or disputed posses- 
sion of some of the small States of that country, and those great powers 
have nothing to do but go and establish themselves and raise their flag 
and have themselves in a position far better suited to offensive or de- 
fensive operations than the Island of Cyprus is in respect of the Suez 

Yet Great Britain did not leave her last great continental 
struggle without having drawn into her possession—it is true upon a 
quasi-lease, a sort of shrewd arrangement which she exercises over the 
Island of Cyprus—but she did not leave until she got her flag and her 
foothold planted there, and her naval stations in a position to command 
the entrance to the Suez Canal. 

ae HOAN- Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me for a mo- 
ment 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘This is a very important subject, and I do not think it 
was sot ted by the Senate generally that it would be debated con- 
siderably to-day, the last day of the week, when the session usually is 
not very 7 isto: The Senator from Alabama is making a statement of 
extreme interest and importance, and I rise to ask him, the Senate being | less 
now rather thin, whether it would be more agreeable to him to finish 
his remarks to-day or to conclude them on Monday? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould much prefer, if the Senate will indulge 
me, to goon upon Monday, because to-day lam very much out of health; 
Iam not well at all. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Pending that motion, the Chair will 
take occasion to lay before the Senate bills received to-day from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. HALE. I give notice that I shall offer an amendment to the 
bill which has been under consideration. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment intended to be of- 
fered by the Senator from Maine will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That except the Sra to the extent of E 500,000 expressly provided in 
this bill, the United States shall in no respect whatever be responsible or liable 
for any ‘debt or obligation of said company, or for any of its transactions. 

Mr. HALE. I shall offer that as a separate section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to have printed in the REcorD as part ot |X 
my remarks the concession from Mexico to Mr. Eads and his associates. 
The Senate will want to see it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed as part of the 
Senator’s remarks. 

The concession is as follows: 

CONCESSION FROM THE GOVERNMENT OF MEXICO TO JAMES B. EADS AND HIS 
ASSOCIATES. 


ARTICLE 1, The American citizen, James B. Eads, of Saint Louis, State of 
Missouri, or the company which he may organize, is authorized to constructand 
to operate for miners abs years, counted from the date of the promulgation of 
this contract, a ship-railway, with its corresponding lines oftelegraph, across the 
Ta of Tehuantepec. 


company an e other shall be preserved in the archives of the department, 
The correctness of the surveys shall certified by the coena engineer, 
who is to be those of Eads or the company, and whose remu- 


ee = to exceed $4,000 annually) shall be paid by Eads or the company, 
Ant, 3. Said Eads, or the company which he may rysa tio Mar construct the 


railway, tel ph, hydraulic works, and other accessory works and connections, 
asthey may most convenient, and according as said Eads or said company 
var e. 


ART, 4. Eads or the company is authorized to construct on the line or near it all 
the edifices which to them may seem fit for the service of their railway, but they 


shall in no case construct forts nor any work intended for military uses. They 
may also make the works or im ements which they think fly in the rivers 
or lagoons near line without impeding the public use of them, and 


regulate, improve, or construct harbors in the Gulf of Mexico and in 
the Ocean, a8 well as all the hydraulic Redo paadhaler aint yr OE SOACRA 
ay necessary for the construction and operation of the railway and 


Art. 5. To said Eada or saig company is qvenied a tight of way of the widih 
of 400 meters (L pomes can Bory each side of the road and its water communica- 
from the center line; in town lands sty shall be reduced 


be i 
Sy i chenee te mate in abe Be npr aa Tharand 
land or water, 
comprised within the said zone, if they are wild and un- 
improved lands, shall be ceded by the government to Eads or to the company, 
without any remuneration whatever, and if they are not wild or unimproved 
they may be purchased by said Eads or the compan fi according to the laws rel- 
ative to the dakini of properiy for pu of public many, with the under- 
standing that in iaa case they shall E darote solely and exclusively to the 
service of the railway. Nevertheless, ifit be ible, and be deemed proper, to 
establish settlements on any portion of said lands the company may do so. 
peraseon of the executive, provided that it conform to the rules which he 


yt down in pursuance of the laws. 
ART. 7. With the approval of the government, and gratuitously, Eads or the 
ds whatever materials are needed for the 


company may take from the ploy pee 
construction of the railway and oth: eagan darha orks. 
ormably to zne lawsof 


Arr. 8, Eads or the compa: pany may tak ropria- 
tion on account of public utility, the lanis and materials for constru be- 
longing to ee ndividuals which may be n for the ent 

repairs of the road and its dependencies, stations, and other accesso: bapa 
and until such laws be enacted by the Congress of the Union the follo 
shall be observed : 


1. In case of no agreement being arrived at with the owners ha the lands or 

th partic the valual Aras wi 

nt tothe eê valuation made, w: 
a) 


days from the time of the agree, os 
matter shall be submitted to the judge of the district court for that State (Recon pn 
ht ra eA from 


whose aoa. eg land or materials in iano may be situate, 
that he ma a third expert, wao within the period of ei 

the time may appo eas kaeni sion shall give his decision as to what, in ehoas should 
be given as indemnification to the owner of the lands or materials to be occu- 
pied or eon The district judge, taking into account the opinions of the ex- 


and their decision, shall 
The decision of the ae 


y to be occupied on account of 
serene ba notified to doso 
ee OSR shall appoint ofi- 


K Srita Eads y so demand, or should it not be possi- 
ble for them to fix the amount of 1 Pee} needed, shall in the 


g9, 
mee? pava taken tho oaao of re ernment engineer, or, in his absence, 
{pds ~ appointed by see shall fix a sum w! hall as 
a a deposit a Leet pendaies ue gs, and authorize Eads or 


Pehle tae materials or lands in 
question: with the pro = nal award of the experts be greater or 

ited by Eads or the company, what is lacking shall be 
paid oF te exeess returned 


4. If the ownershi orans to be ocou; nd be AGUDA Dy roon or 
litigation or Baek pi 


ered 
their valuation the Pre 
Pick which Riek the property, of which the Bian inate the oie is in question, may pay, 
as well as the injury or benefit which, same cause, may result to the 


proprietor. 

6. If, in making surveys and locations, it should be necessary to fell or ga 
stroy, în whole or in part, panaon or other obstacles, Eads 
or the company may do being obllged to 2 indemnification designated 
by the ex; as soon as 

Art. 9. Eads or the com) shali be madoknown. alate depth of not 
less than 25 feet Superior and the Pacific, ae compensa- 
tion for making eaid canal there will be given to them 168 (41 15 acres) square 

MEAS 


kilometers of mhae lands for each foot of ide, m which is o! 
from Gerir 


a of Maras and previous Sedini and Seton in r- 
ton: as ah o e accomplished, with Lape o understand: 
that the oom y shall be obliged to make the river navi itlan for 
vessels drawing at least 20feet. Eads orthe company is aera ritat 


uthorized 
land in the 
place or places which 


by the oe on the ok 
bf Eads or the company, wee <a of measurementand establishing the 
being his or the ene 5, having the sole right as compensation for these 

Srpen; to the third part which the law grants toall companies which survey 


‘The lawful time to begin these a arto will be after the date at which the 
governyient may make said designat: 
The vacant lands once surveyed, the o corresponding ti title of property will be 
sanen to the extent of the third part referred to, the remainder will be re- 
ryed, to be ine po as soon as the works mentioned in this article are executed, 
sian the period granted for the construction of the railway. 


to survey by metes m and posnoa =P to 11,200 square kilometers 


TO) 
. a event the purchasers or settlers of such lands should desire to obtain 
the character and franchises of colonists, the a ent will grant it accord- 
ing to the laws oot ea provided tbey ask for it within the first 
six eT ES of th installati 


During the time of f the construction of the Pare tages sobearaph wad 
other Pron in works connected with this enterprise, bo! Dulidines and hy- 
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draulie works, and during the whole period of the concession, Eads or the com- 


pany may bring and import to theisthmus all kinds of machinery, instruments, 
coal,and materials, which to Eads or the company may seem necessary for the 
construction, operation, and maintenance of the works, free of all kinds of duty, 
upon the following conditions: The rails, sleepers, fish-bars, locomotives, cars, 
and, in fine, all the articles comprised under the description of permanent way 
and rolling-stock, according to the decision of the department of public works, 
may be imported, notice having been previously given in case to theafore- 
said department. Other materials which, in addition to being necessary for the 
various works and appurtenances of a railway, may be considered as current 
articles of commerce, such as iron, corrugated zinc, common nails, lumber, paina 
&c., will require in each case the previous permission of the aforesaid depart- 
ment, and order of that of finance. 

Vessels, passengers, or merchandise, which may come to the isthmus, and 
which may be in transit, shall be free of all kinds of duties, general as well as 
local, during the concession, except that of transit, for which they shall pay after 
the completion of the work, and during the entire period covered by the con- 
cession, at the rate of 15 cents per passenger on each passage fare collected by 
the company; one-half mill on the value of coin, silver or gold in bars or dust, 
and on that of precious stones, and J0 cents per ton on each ton for which the 
company collects toll, 

Nor can a tax or contribution of any kind, except that of revenue stamps, be 
levied upon the capital invested in this enterprise, its property, or edifices indis- 
pensable for the service of the railway, nor upon its rents or shares; the sums 
of money which it may be necessary to remit abroad for the purchase of mate- 
rials needed for the operation and repair of the road after it is built, as well as 
for the payment of interest and dividends, shall be exempt from export duty, 
with the obligation of satisfying the federal government, when it may require 
Ps eg Lp appropriation of the amounts for which it may obtain free exporta- 

ion wful. 

The enterprise may sell coal from its own stores to vessels in transit thatmay 
need it, in case of urgency. The company shall be exempt from all dues on the 
tow-boats that it may make use of for the service of the railway, and it can 
charge the owners of the vessels which it may tow conventional or agreed 
upon rates. 

ART. Ll, Eads or the company is authorized to collect tolls from each vessel 
transported over said railway, provided that the maximum toll on each vessel 
does not exceed a sum equal to $5 cubic meter for each meter contained in 
a Lapa oe ty Saree? of which the ensions shall be the greatest length and 
the greatest breadth of the vessel, measured at the surface of the water, and 
her greatest immersed depth. In the application of this tariff, fractions of cu- 
bie meters shall be consi: as complete cubic meters. 

For each passenger carried across in a vessel a sum not exceeding $15 may be 


Silver in bars, or coined; gold in bars, in dust, or coined SI ey and precious 
ue. 


If any ca 
to declaret 


or 
works of the company; and eharged for each period of twenty 
days, or less ifthe vessel be there only that time, on the condition that the delay 
be not caused by the enterprise. 

These last dues may be collected by said Eads orsaid a. without preju- 
dice to the port which the government collects in those ports, as in all 
others of the republic, on ships not in transit by the isthmus. Eads or the 
company may collect fees that do not exceed $1 per ered ton on those ves- 
sels that draw more than 16 feet and cross the bar at the mouth of the river 
Coatzacoalcos, or that enter any of the harbors deepened by the enterprise in 
the Pacific Ocean. The vessels that go in transit by the us will not pay 
the last-mentioned dues, 

ART, 12. The tariff of charges for telegrams shall be: For a message of ten 
words, not counting date, direction, and signature. sent toa distance not exceed- 
ing 100 kilometers, 15 cents; for each additional kilometer, 1 cent additional; for 
each additional word, a sum not in excess of a twentieth part of that exacted for 
the ten first words of the message sent the same distance. 

ART. 13. The enterprise shall oane and send annually to the department of 

ublic works the schedules of tolls adopted by it, and it shall neither reduce nor 
i emeari such tolls without previous notice to the public, which notice shall be 

ublished fifteen days beforehand in case of a reduction and two months before- 
Band in case of an increase. All the tolls specified in the aforesaid schedules 
shall be payable in gold, excepting those povelie on Mexican vessels and pas- 
sengers, which shall be paid in silver dol! of the national mintage, in order 
that they nay enjoy s reduction equivalent to the amount of the exchange on 
Mexican gold or silver, ` 

Arr, 14. For the use of the marine ways which may be constructed said Eads 
or said company shall have the right to collect such amounts as may be agreed 
upon between A Gain and the owners of the vessels which may be taken there to 
be hauled out or repaired. The government can make use of these ways for 
hauling out and repairing its vessels withoutany remuneration whatever. This 
use shall be subject to such rules as may be established by the company and as 
may be approved by the de ent of public works. 

ART, 15. Said Eads or said company agrees to carry gratuitously, to and from 
any of the stations of the railway, written and printed matter di from 


the government offi also to transport without charge the troops, employés 
in public service, posean leg and all things belonging tothe Mexican Government, 
in accordance with the orders and regulations may be re- 


spective departments of state. 

‘There also shall be sent free of by the a of the company all 
telegrams relating to official affairs of the Government of the Mexican Republic. 

On the passage of colonists authorized by the department of public works a 
rebate of one-fourth will be made in the rate of the tariff. 

ART. 16. over the railway shall be open for all the vessels of all the 
nations not at war with Mexico,and the government of the republic binds it- 
self not to close to ocean commerce, during the time of the concession, either of 
the two terminal ports of the interoceanicship-railway, one in the Gulf, the other 
in the Pacific, except in case of war. 

The treasury department shall make the regulations which must be observed 
in reference to the transportation of effects and merchandise over the railway, 
so as to prevent fraud or abuse which might be committed during their transit 
through Mexican territory, but these formalities or precautions shall be such as 
to not tend to delay or embarrass the punctual and rapid bea aT of trains and 
merchandise, passengers and yetall without prejudice to the right 
which the executive reserves to detain v in ease of frau 

The passage of ships shall be subject to precisely the following conditions: 

1. The pees shall be open at all times to the merchant marine of the world, 
peda t co ayent war and the property and appurtenances of the Mexican 

vernmen’ 


2. The company will not be allowed to 
or troo 
of the 


war vessels, war materials, 
of any foreign nation without dis some constitutional permission 
exican Government, 


3. Ifthe com shall voluntarily or maliciously transport arms or muni- 
tions of war be ng to any foreign nation, without proper permission from 
the Government exico, it shall be liable to a fine of from two to ten thou- 


sant dollars, and shall, moreover, be ble for such damages and injuries 
pes Sr soar oe by this act, if, by reason thereof, the neutrality lawsshall 


as 
be vio 

ART. 17. The directors, agents, Sopra and workmen of the company shall 
be exempt, during the whole time of the concession, from all military or civil 
service, and considered as invested with all the exemptions and privil 
—— to the employés and workmen of other railways in the Mexican Bo- 
public. 

ART. 18. The company which, for the objects mentioned in this contract, may 
be organized by Eads, shall exercise all the rights, powers, and privileges in 
relation to the issue of bonds or other guarantees, and in every way, that may 
be granted x Bape concession which it may obtain in Mexico or seteia or 
vided that it not in conflict with the provisions of this contract or with the 
laws of the Mexican United States. 

The company may sell and in any manner d of and transfer its shares, 
bonds, and other obligations. The creditors of the company shall have action 
against its property only, and the bondholders, directors, and employés of the 
enterprise, shall be exempt from all personal responsibility on account of the 
debts of the company, except in case of fraud, deception, or bribery. 

ART. 19. The con: ons contained in the present contract, and the railway, 
telegraphs, stations, pora pany: and, in short, all works constructed by virtue of 
the present contract, can in no wise be sold, mortgaged, or alienated to any for- 
oika government or governments, under penalty of the immediate nullification 
of the present concession. a 

ART. 20. Work on the railway shall commence within two years from May 1, 
1881, and shall be finished within fourteen years from the same date. 

ART. 21. Eadsor the company is authorized to build, on the land conceded asa 
right of way, a railway, broad or narrow gauge, to be o0; for the service of 
the ship-railway, and for the carriage of passengers and freight. Its tariff for 
these purposes shall be that of other railways of its class in the republic, and 
for it the government shall pay no subvention whatever. In case that onl 
this auxiliary railway be constructed, and the ship-railway not built, said auxi 
iary railway shall be in every way subject to those regulations established for 
the railway actually being built in Tehuantepec, except as regards the enjoy- 
ment of a snbvention. 

Arr. 22. Except as regards property in the public lands treated of in article 
9 (a concession which is perfect and complete), all the other privileges and con- 
cessions spoken of in the — contract shall be ety eS bed Eads or the com- 


ries, each party spanu an expert and these two a 


due until payment be Theimprovements in the ports, such as wharves, 
docks, locks, and light-houses, shall, at the expiration of ninety-nine years, be- 
come the property of nation, no compensation being paid for. 


them — constructed, and ab this end 
or sea out any charge to com y. 

ART. 24. The o! ons iaer gra Eads or the company concerning the 
time of beginning and completing construction fixed by this contract shall be 
suspended in case of financial duly verified in the principal exchanges of 
England and of the United States of the North, and in all fortuitous cases or 
that of a superior force which may prevent the carrying out of these obligations. 
Suspension shall last only during the time the impediments last, and there must 
be presented to the federal executive notice and proofs of the occurrence of a 
fortuitous case,or one of the superior force of the character mentioned, within 
three months from the commencement of the im iment. So,also,there must 
be presented to the federal executive notice and proof that work was resumed 
immediately on the cessation of the impediment, or at least within two months 
after its cessation ; said presentation of notice and proofs to be made within two 
months after the two y mentioned, only the time during which the im- 
pediment lasted, or at most two months more, shall be credited. 

Arr, 25, The concessions this contract shall be void for any of the 
following causes: 

1. For not commencing or terminating the construction of the railway and 
its works according to the times fixed by article 20. 

2. For alienating, transferring, or mortgaging this concession, or the rights 
derived from it, or the works executed, to some foreign state or government, or 
for admitting it as a partner, any stipulation to this effect being also null. 

3. For the company, knowingly and intentionally, and not being constrained 
by superior force, transporting on the railway vessels of war or ates or any 
foreign nation, without the previous constitutional permission, offi y com- 
municated by the government to the ente ` 

The voidance shall be declared inistratively by the executive as soon as 
the same may take place. 

ART. 26. In cases of voidance, the sc ett pt Sa mae lose the concessions granted 
by this contract, but said company preserve its ownership in the edifices 
it may have constructed, that part of the railway and telegraph it may have 


built, the materials, machinery, and tools used for the same, and the 
lands it may have acquired. e government of the republic, or the individual 
or company to whom such right may be conceded, have the right to take 


it all, corresponding payment baring been previously made according to the 
valuation made experts nted, one on either part; and they, before be- 
ginning to act, shall appoint a third to decide in case of a disagreement. 

If the voidance should have been caused by alienation, mortgage, or transfer 
to a foreign government, or because of its becoming a partner, or because the 
company, knowingly and intentionally,and not being overcome by superior 
force, has transported vessels of war or troops belonging to any fore nation 
without the previous constitutional consent of Mexico, in addition to the work< 
ing or the nullity of the act or the voidance of the ep contract, the nation 
shall enter at once into possession of the control of the road, its accessories, and 
lands, without the company having a right to indemnification of any kind. 

ART. 27. The Government of Mexico pledges itself to furnish eA S asa 
loan which is to be repaid, the amount necessary to make up, as the sixth part 
of the annual gross of the entire income of thè ay gai for the 
working of its railways, telegraphs, and docks, the sum of $1,250,000. 

This obligation shall be binding as soon as, after the completion of the ship- 
railway, it shall have been putin operation, and shall have transported across 
the rén Ag with entire safety, a vessel weighing, with its cargo, at least 3,000 
tons. 

The advance or loan which the Government of Mexieo binds itself to furnish 
to the enterprise, in order thereby to guarantee the payment of interest to the 
capital therein invested, shall only extend to the first fifteen years of the opera- 


tion ofthe shi way, which period shall be reckoned from the day on which 
e first my Pg ep eae one iDa ocd been gaa across 
e isthmus, to the terms fo! paragraph. - 
The Goyernment Mazivo may, aa it may elect, deliver, in cash or in special 
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bonds issued by it and bearing interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum, the 
amount which it is annually to loan to the enterprise in virtue ofthe obligation 
contracted by it. Thesaid bonds, if issued, shall be payable intwenty years from 
ec eer Spec xel ly, for th 

e enterprise assigns exclusively, for the purpose of repaying to the Govern- 
ment of Mexico the sums which that government shall have n laa toitin 
virtue of the provisions of this article, the sixth part of the excess that may at 
any time accrue in its net revenues from the operation of the ship-railway and 
of its telegraphs and docks over and above the sum of $3,750,000 in gold in one 


year. 

ART. 28. Eads or the company may grant a reduction amounting to 25 per cent. 
of the rates authorized by article 11 to the merchandise, passengers, and mer- 
chant vessels of the nation, or foreign nations whose governments shall lend it 
their aid either by means of money or yria 

This reduction shall last for a term of thirty years, and in all cases Mexican 
merchandise and pengan and the national marine shall enjoy the same fran- 
chises. The en rise is also authorized to grant the same reduction to the 
war marine of said nation or nations, but with the proviso that the transporta- 
tion of vessels, troops, or munitions of war shall not be understood to have been 
consented to, in any case, without the express ion of the Government 
of Mexico officially communicated to the enterprise. 

The governess granting the aforesaid aid shall have the right to be repre- 
sented in the board of directors of the company, without any power save that 
of being present at the examination of the accounts for the purpose of receiving 
the share of the profits that belongs to them by two-ninths of the whole num- 
ber of its members, these representatives enjoying the same emoluments and 
prerogatives as the other directors. 

In case that Eads or the company should fail in any of the stipulations con- 
tained in the preceding article contracted with any foreign government, that 
government can only enforce its rights before the Mexican courts of the capital 
of the republic, in accordance with the laws of Mexico; but in no case can the 
government which brings suit acquire the ownership of the works or the rights 
emanating the m, 

ART. 29. When the advances made to the en rise by the Government of 
Mexico and the other 


Mexico and by other governments lending afo: d aid pre; 
a schedule of reduced prices, vided the reduction of income that may result 
it the payment of said 10 per cent.; and if this new schedule shall 


will 
be soprane by the Government of Mexico and 
rem 


the net paringa of the enterprise shall 
of the aforesaid 10 per cent., one-half 
considered as net profits. 

ART. 30. The transit duty mentioned in article 10 shall be collected in Mexi- 
can silver dollars, in the form and on the terms that the government shall di- 
rect by agreement with the enterprise; and this fund shall | be appropriated, so 
far as Sar be necessary, to the amortization either of the main share of capital 
that shall be found chargeable to the governmentas a partof the deficit referred 
to in article 27, or of the interest on the bonds therein mentioned, without pae 
dice to such other means of payment as may be provided for this purposein the 
ee t. 


keep at this capital an attorney, instructed and paid, for the purpose of main- 
taining an understanding with the federal government and other authorities, 


p igners the 
successors taking _ sad in the en , whether as shareholders, employés, or 
in any character w. „Shall be considered as Mexicans in all things re 
ing to the company, nor can they evenallege, with regard to title to property and 
other: matters connected with the company, rights as foreigners, under any pre- 
text whatsoever. They shall have those rights and the means of making 
valid which the laws of the republic confer on Mexicans, and consequently not 
subject to interference on the pare of foreign diplomatic agents. 

ART. 33. The executive will be represented in the board of directors of the 
by two-thirds of the whole number of the directors of the company, 

it shall appoint in compliance with this provision having the same 
esa and prerogatives as those of the company which the enterprise 
will pay. 
_ ART. 34. The enterprise shall communicate to the Government of Mexico the 
text of any contracts that it may eonclude with foreign governments, 
LUCY A. WASHBURN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2218) for the relief of 
Lucy A. Washburn, which were, in line 3, after the word ‘‘pension- 
roll,” to insert the words ‘‘ subject to the limitations and provisions of 
the pension laws;’’ and in lines 3and 4 to strike out the words ‘‘at the 
rate of $12 a month.” 

The amendments were concurred in. 


RICHARD B. RIANS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the Hguse of Representatives to the bill (S. 2519) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard B. Rians, which was, in line 5, before the word 
“t dollars,” to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert *‘ twenty-five.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the Senate non-concur in that 
amendment, and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part on the Senate; and M® SAWYER, Mr. 
BLAIR, and Mr. WILSON of Iowa were appointed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: j 

A bill (H. R. 5345) for the relief of Mary J. Gilbert; 

A bill (H. R. 6188) for the relief of John A. Fagg; 

A bill (H. R. 6732) for the relief of General Speed S. Fry; 

A bill (H. R. 7971) granting a pension to Mary Wood; 


A bill (H. R. 8469) granting a pension to John Moran; 

A bill (H. R. 8486) granting a pension to Rebecca Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 10021) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Lathrop; 

A bill (H. R. 10473) granting a pension to William Reddick; and 
A 


bill (H. R. 10795) granting a pension to Elenor C. Ransom. 
FLORIDA LAND GRANT. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to allow me to 
move the reference of a joint resolution on the table to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR. [I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the joint resolution (S. R. 99) in relation 
to the land grant approved May 17, 1856, granting lands to the State 
of Florida for railroad pu be taken from the table and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF DENTAL SCIENCE. 


Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he will not 
withdraw his motion to allow me to have a vote of the Senate on the 
bill (S. 2051) to incorporate the National Academy of Dental Science. 
I will merely state that this is not an association of any kind involy- 
ing money or property interests, but simply an association of scientists 
who desire to have an incorporation here in the District of Columbia 
for the purpose of convenient conference with scientists of the dental 
profession in all parts of the world, and for the purpose of receiving 
contributions for the encouragement of their art or profession. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida appeals 
to the Senator from Massachusetts to withdraw his motion to adjourn 
with a view to allow him to have a certain bill 

Mr. HOAR. I think that after Senators have left their seats with 
the understanding that a motion to adjourn was pending and merely 
withdrawn for the sake of routine business I hardly ought to yield. I 
hope the Senator from Florida will defer action on that bill until Mon- 


y. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly, if the Senator desires. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that it created a good deal of opposition 
the other day when it came up. 

Mr. CALL.* I think not. I think but one member of the Senate 


raised objection to it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 


moves that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was to; and (at 3 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 7, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 5, 1887. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, 
of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


VETO MESSAGE—CUDBERT STONE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I hereby return, without approval, House bill 927, entitled “An act granting 
a pension to Cudbert Stone.” 

he report of the committee of the House of Representatives to whom this 

bill was referred states that the claimant enlisted October 3, 1861, in Company H, 
eo KaT Volunteers, and was honorably discharged on the 3ist 

y of January, o 

That he filed hisclaim for pension July 20, 1881, more than sixteen years there- 
after, alleging that he con piles while in the service, from exposure while 
in the line of duty, and that his claim was rejected in October, 18%, on the 
ground that the allegation of the claimant shows that his disability originated 
while undergoing the sentence of a court-martial, and therefore not in the line 


of duty. 

The report of the committee closes with the statement that “in view of the 
long and faithful service and high character of the claimant, and the well-es- 
tablished facts that claimant was a stout and able-bodied man, free from an 
and all disease when he enlisted, and that by reason of his faithful service to h 
country, and the great suffering and hardship through which he passed while 
in said service, his health was permanently destroyed, the committee earnestly 
recommend the of the bill.” 

The records of the War Department show that the claimant enlisted October 
25, 1861, and that on the muster-in roll of his company, dated December 10, 1861, 
he is reported as present; that on the roll December 31, 1861, he is re- 
ported as absent without leave; that on the roll for January and February, 
1862, he is reported as deserted ; that he is not borne on subsequent rolls until 
that for November, 1864, when he is reported as gained from desertion. He 
was mustered out with his company January 31, 1865, and the records offered 
no evidence of disability ; that in his claim for pension, filed in 1881, he alleges 
that he contracted piles in the winter of 1863. 

Ina su uent statement he alleges that this date is erroneous, and that his 
disability was contracted in October, 1864, and that he believes it was the result 
of his having diarrhea for about twelve months prior to that , contracted 
while he was being carried from place to place as a prisoner, he having been 
tried by a court-martial in May, 1862, for desertion, and sentenced to imprison- 
ment until the expiration of his term of enlistment, 


Thus it quite plainly appears that this claimant spent the most of his term of 
enlistment in desertion, or in imprisonment as a punishment of that offense. 
And thus is exhibited the “long and faithful service and the h 
the claimant”? mentioned as entitling him to consideration by 
who reported fayorably upon this bill. 


character of 
© committee 
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Lit hels any ape’ howe Suis part, Deena ihn Seats: tain a, Sen Yia 


the Army records and the statements are true the allow- 


ance of this claim would, in my opinion, ohp s probe upon our whole scheme 
decent veteran 


of pensions and an insult to every soldier. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 4, 1887. 


On motion of Mr. TAULBEE, the message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
> VETO MESSAGE—ABRAHAM P. GRIGGS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HAMMOND in the chair) also laid 
before the House the following message from the President of the 
United States : 


To the House of Representatives: 
I herewith return, without a; P Giren House bill 8834, entitled “An act grant- 


grehe hospital J 72, Rasa wan OTAM A Se ral hospital 

een an e 

at Newark, N. J., 3, 1363, with Sioi. m aie — 
He was a ee eens oad eee tee ee ee crane 


as abovye-stated, and the following statement from his certificate of 
trustworthy, sheds some light upon the kind of debility with which he was af- 


“This man has been in this hospital for the past eight months. Wedo not be- 
lieve him sick, or that he has been sick, but completely worthless. Heis obese 
pess, obesity, and in to such an extent that he is ostan imbecile—worthless- 

ness, obesity, and imbecility and laziness, He is totally unfit for the Invalid 
or for any CP military du 


cg o not Sar this AE cascuinaiedl by the ease with 
which , seeks relief through such means, after his appli- 
Peg marin the: Pen ion Bureau nearly twenty years after his discharge, had 


Mor A four A Aia wpe make affidavit in support of his claim, two of them 


are recorded as 
ory intin fa p ted md ey mar yer pele rang toe geen tay 
fom Dargo intone 


surgeons at Trenton, N. J., report, as 
the result of an examination as late as May 27, a, that they found “no dis- 
ease of heart or lungs, no thi or wasting of any of the joints of the 
body, no aan of any rheumatic esis, no rupture or hemorrhoids, no 
disease of his spleen or kidney; hands are hard and indicate an ability to 


work.” 
I can not think that the official statements referred to, and which militate so 


strongly the merits of the claimant, should be impeached or set aside 
by any of other testimony which has been brought to od attention. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 4, 1887. 


On motion of Mr. TAULBEE the message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


VETO MESSAGE—FRANKLIN SWEET. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives : 

I'hereby return, without sporeta; House bill 7540, entitled “An act to in- 
crease the pension of Franklin § 

This soldier was ——— in 1363 i x sergeant, Borah before that time he had 
been acting as captain, and was in command of San Tea ha was 
wounded, He is entitled in equity, and, I Shean upon the eory of anact very 
recently nate eee in law, to be treated in id as a captain; 
and the Pension Bureau has, within the last few ae ordered a certificate for 
pension to issue to him as captain as of the date of his discharge. 

I fully approve this action of the bureau, and as this is anal as more favorable 
to adeserving soldier than his remedy under this bill, lam not willing that the 
action so lately and so justly taken in his behalf under the general law, should 
be posers pe gi by the approval of this act. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 4, 1887. 


Mr.TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the message be laid on the 
table. 
Mr. MILLS. Let it be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It should be referred. Thatis the proper course. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not think anybody will attempt to press the 
consideration of the bill in view of the facts stated by the President. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Mr. SPRINGER. No; but the law requires it to be acted upon by 
a yea-and-nay vote in the House. 
. MILLS. It would not be to lay it on the table. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Then I ask its reference to the Committee on In- 
» valid Pensions. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the message will 
be printed and referred as indicated. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


VETO MESSAGE—JESSE CAMPBELL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 
I return herewith, without a proval, House bill 8150, entitled “An act grant- 
ing a pension to Jesse Cam Campbell. 
oes > claim for s pennon: made by the beneficiary named in this bill eg nan Pen- 
n Gureau, an ected was ae Reopened m further proof anuary, 
1887, and the claimant was ordered befi board of examini. 


ore a of 
Which a re rt has not yet been made. 
as the only poma for the rejection of his claim was the non-exist- 


ence of pensionable disa ility from the cause he alleged, and in view of the fact 


that he now alleges a diferent disability, which the new evidence seems to sup- 
Seth ERSTE PO Oe NE Pee w bedone the claimant under the general 


on lace the name of the beneficiary m the 
bject to ri ctions and limitations of the TANT 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 4, 1887. 
On motion of Mr. TAULBEE, the message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
VETO MESSAGE—ROBERT K. BENNETT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was read : 


To the House of Representatives: 

I hereby return, without roval, House bill 7698, entitled “An act grant- 
in, a passion ts Robert E Bernets: 

The Seer din chia blll enlisted in , 1862, and it a; 


and the cause 


Se rss A „and in June, 1880, this claimant filed an 
iopen in the Pension Bureau, alleging thatabout the 10th day of 
in unloading a barrel it fell upon him, producing a hernia, shortly after 
injury as occurring three days after his ad- 
It the injury to the nosptinl, = he pant ig Hoek be ee mistaken as to this date, 


it is difficult to see why no men- 
anes pih pi SAA in tha hoopial tegorda. hy 


atall times, as I understand the case, until the Peann ot Bis his 

claim in 1883, that his disability arose from and piles. Thereason of 

afr prior 

a medical examination ein ', 1882, it that was 

“no evidence or symptoms of disability resulting from piles or hernia.” 
Subsequent to the rejection of this claim some proof was tending to show 
that the disability was in the Jeg PaK ia Pca gh est Banca of 
the claimant’s own previous allegations that I think the Pension Bureau did 


pment right in informing his attorney that the additional evidence did not 
change the status 


of the case. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 4, 1887. 


On motion of Mr. TAULBEE, the message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


VETO MESSAGE—MRS, CATHARINE SATTLER. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of of the United States; which was read: 
To the House of Representatives: 
I hereby return, pie r e K Ean |, House = numbered 6832, entitled “An act 
the surviving widow 


and was in the Sirius tien Sano sate 
etal acy aaj eg der trys eo eres forearm in 
pinata ste rad ger pg Dop garg. 


He was pensioned in 1865, at the rate of $8 onth, was = 
creased to $15 moa dating from Jens 6,10 bes 
In October, ‘city of New York, and rp epee garem wry 


of November, 1867, his poa was peer in the North atday, at the foot of West 
pe dcp street, in the ty of New York, without his hat, coat, watch, or 
mone 


These facts, with the further statement that he was a meone and healthy man 
ma the time of his death, constitute the case on the part of the widow, ai filed 
her app plication for a pension July 8, 1884, nearly seventeen years after her hus- 
band’s death, ENS RS OS wee GELE to the deceased in 1865, after the 
amputation of his arm. 
er claim was rejected in November, 1884, upon the ground that the soldier's 
death was not due’ to his military service. 

This rejection was clearly right, unless the Government is to be held as an in- 
surer against every fatal casualty incurred by those who have served in the 
Army, without regard to the manner of its occurrence. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, February 4, 1887. 


On motion of Mr. TAULBEE, the message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


VETO MESSAGE—JAMES R. BAYLOR. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message; which was read: 


To the House of ives: 
eager sabe without approval, House bill 6825, entitled “An act paok 
ing a pension to James R. Baylor.” he claim of the beneticiary named this 


upon an injury to his left ankle in 
A medical psp anaie ari es in 1877 showed no Spp Iar OE OE tere Sree DAVIDE 
been a fracture of the left ankle, as all by SSA and it was pes 
mined that there was no disability. A examination in thi hye fag 

had with the same rosae Still another medical examination was in J une, 
1884, which, although nearly agreeing with she pagantan ones, and giving rise 
to some suspicion eo the claimant was inclin: rate and vent a 


nee and fair examination, still does not absolutely exclude a very ‘ht disa- 
Uh the of this last examination the case has been reopened for fur- 
ther proof of ility since discharge, which if found will entitle the claimant 
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toa pension under general laws. On the a be determined he — 


have no advan! under a special uch as there must be a ratable dis- 
ability to entitle to any paymen fany keparan pursuance of its provisions, 
GRO CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 4, 1887. 


On motion of Mr. TAULBEE, the message was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REED. Are these messages referred to the committee 
that seems to be indicted by them? 

Mr. TAULBEE. The committee is not complaining. 


DEFICIENCY IN DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Attor- 
ney-General of deficiencies in the appropriation for contingent expenses 
of that Department for the fiscal years 1885 and 1886; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an account of the expendi- 
tures of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1886; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES MILITIA FORCE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting an abstract of the militia force of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Militia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


STURGEON BAY AND LAKE MICHIGAN SHIP-CANAL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a resolution of the board of managers 
of the Lake Carriers’ Association of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the acqui- 
sition by the United States of the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan 
Ship-canal; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of Patents; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


DIRECT-TAX ACT OF 1861. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
995) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and 
District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct-tax levied 
by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. MILLS. That bill properly goes to the Committee on Ways and 


Means, 

Mr. HEARD. I ask its reference to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Mr. MILLS. It belongs to the Committee on Ways and Means. It 
deals with taxation. 

Mr. HEARD. I suggest that, as I understand, a bill of the same im- 

port, or substantially the same, is now being considered by the Commit- 
as on the Judiciary. I therefore move that this bill be referred to that 
committee, 

Mr. MORRISON. Is not this a tax bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, It is. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move, then, that it be referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, unless on motion the House shall direct 
the reference to another committee. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD], that the bill be referred 
tb the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLS. That bill properly belongs tothe Committee on Ways 
and Means and should not be taken from it. 

The question being taken on Mr. HEARD’s motion, there were—ayes 
46, noes 49. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Chair 
appoints as tellers the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison]. 

Before the count by the tellers was completed, 

Mr. MORRISON said: I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. As I understand, the question is whether the bill 
shall be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary or the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending motion is to refer the bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary; and on this the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 93, not 
voting 91; as follows: 


YEAS—13i. 
E. Everhart, Lawler, Rusk, 
Allen, O. H. ‘arquhar, Lehlbach, Ryan, 
er, Felton, Libbey, Sawyer, 
Barbour, Findlay, Lindsley, Scranton, 
Bayne, Funston, Little, Sessions, 
Belmont, Gallinger, Long, Seymour, 
Bound, des, Louttit, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Gilfillan, Lovering, phenson, 
Brady, Goff, Markham, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, C. E. Grosvenor, McComas, me, E, F. 
Brown, W. W. Grout, McKenna, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Buchanan, Hale, McKinley, t, 
Buck, Hall, Millard, Struble. 
Bunnell, Harmer, Milliken, Taulbee, 
Cabell, Hatch, Moffatt, Taylor, I. H. 
Campbell, J. M. Hayden, Morrill, Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, J, E. Haynes, Morrow, Thomas, J, R. 
Cannon, Heard Nelson, Tillman, 
Carleton, Hem hin, Norwood, Shee eee 
Caswell, Henderson, D. B. Osborne, Van a 
Conger, Henderson, T. J. Owen, Wade, 
Cooper. Hepburn, Parker, Wadsworth, 
Cox, W. R. Hermann, Payne, t, 
Culberson, Hiestand, Perkins, Warner, William 
Cutcheon, Hires, Perry, eaver, A. J 
Darga Hopkins Pettibs West, 
` opkins, el ne, 
Davenport, Houk, Phelps, White, Milo 
Davis, Howard, Plumb. Whiting, 
Dibble, James, . Price, Wilkins, 
Dorsey, Johnston, J. T. Ranney, Wilson, 
Dunham, Ketcham, Robertson, Woodburn, 
Ely, Laffoon, Romeis, 
Evans, La Follette, Rowell, 
$ NAYS—93. 
Allen, J. M. Dunn, Lanham, Springer, 
Anderson, C, M, Eden, Lore, Stewart, Charles 
Anderson, J.A. Eldredge, Lowry, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Barksdale, Ermentrout, Lyman, Storm, 
Barnes, Fisher, Matson, Swope, 
Blanchard, Forney, McCreary, Taylor, J. M. 
Bliss, Frederick, McRae, Throckmorton, 
Blount, Gay, Miller, Turner, 
porte Gibson, C.H. Mitchell, Van Eaton, 
esas k organ, Viele, 
Prestinridge, ©. R. G Morrison, Wallace, 
Breckinridge, WOP Halsell, Murphy, Ward, T. B. 
Burnes, Hammond, Neal, Warner, A. J. 
Burrows, Harris, Neece, Weaver, J. B. 
Clardy, Henderson, J.S. Oates, Wellborn, 
Clements, Herbert, O' Ferrall, Wheeler, 
Cobb, Hill, Richardson, Willis, 
Cowles, Hitt, Riggs, Winans, 
Crain, Holman, Sadler, Wise, 
Crisp, Trion, Sayer, Wolford, 
Croxton, Johnston, T. D. Scott, Worthington, 
Davidson, A. C. Jones, J. T. Seney, 
Davidson, R. H. M. Kleiner, Skinner, 
Dougherty, Landes, Sowden, 
NOT VOTING—1. 
Adams, J. J. Curtin, Le Fevre, Rice, 
Aiken, Dawson, Mahoney, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Dingley, Martin, Rogers, 
Bacon, Dockery, Maybury, Shaw, 
Ballentine, Ellsberry, McAdoo, Singleton, 
Barry, Fleeger, McMillin, Smalls, 
Bennett, Foran, Merriman, Snyder, 
Bingham, Ford, Mills, Spriggs, 
Bland, Faller, Muller, Stahinecker, 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Eustace Negley, Steele, 
Brumm, Glover, O: Donnell, St. Martin, 
Burleigh, Guenther, O'Hara, Swinburne, 
Butterworth, Hanback, O'Neill, Charles Symes, 
Bynum, Henley, O'Neill, J. J: Tarsney, 
Caldwell, Hiscock, Outhwaite, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, Felix Hudd, Payson, Thomas, O. B. 
Campbell, T. J. Hutton, Peel Thompson, 
Candler, Jackson, Pidcock, ‘Townshend, 
Catchings, Johnson, F., A. Pindar, Tucker, 
Collins, Jones, J. T. Randall, Wakefield 
Compton, Kelley, Reagan, Ward, J. 
Comstock, King, Reed, White, A. ©. 
Cox, 8. S. Laird, Reese, 


The following-named members were announced as paired until further 
notice : 

Mr. OWEN with Mr. Bynum. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. FORAN with Mr. FLEEGER. : 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 

Mr. REAGAN with Mr. Hiscock. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Rocers with Mr. O'DONNELL. 
eon following-named members were announced as paired until Mon- 

y next: 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr, BINGHAM. 

Mr, GLOVER with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. BRUMM. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this day : 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. Payson. 
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Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. MARTIN with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. SWINBURNE. 

Mr. Hurron with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. MOMILLIN with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. CoLLins with Mr. FULLER. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Murs with Mr. KELLEY. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on this 
vote: 

Mr. Comstock with Mr. REED. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. Siraw with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
TERWORTH, if present, would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


UNITED STATES COURTS AT TEXARKANA, ARK. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
9116) to provide for holding terms of the United States courts at Tex- 
arkana, Ark., and for other purposes, with the amendment of the Senate 
thereto. 

Mr. McRAE. I move that the House non-concur in the Senate 
amendment, and agree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 4 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LEHLBACH, for three days. 

To Mr, HUTTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. MAYBURY, for to-day, on account of important business. 
To Mr. NEGLEY, for two days, on account of important business, 
To Mr. BENNETT, for one day, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. BYNUM, until next Friday, on account of important business. 
To Mr. ELLSBERRY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. ATKINSON, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. MARTIN, until Tuesday next. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take up and consider at this time the bill (H. R. 2407) to grant the 
Fort Worth and Denver City Railway Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. I have been unable to 
attend the sessions of the House very regularly on account of sickness, 
and I would regard it as a great favor if the House would allow me to 
have this bill taken up and considered now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to ob- 
jection. 

: The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (before the reading was completed). Mr. Speaker, 
I shall most certainly object to the passage of that bill this morning; 
but before I object I would suggest to the gentleman from Texas that 
the bill be printed in the RECORD in order that members may have an 
opportunity to see it. I must object to the passage of the bill this 
morning, though I do not know that I shall object hereafter. 

Mr. WELLBORN. This bill conforms to other such bills that have 
been passed by the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I know that; but many of those bills never 
would have been passed if they had been considered on the merits. 

I suggest that by unanimous consent the bill be printed in the 
RECORD and that the gentleman call it up at some time hereafter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If objection is made to the present 
consideration of the bill it is not before the House. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. In accordance with the suggestion of the 
gentleman from New Jersey, I ask that the bill be printed in the REC- 
ORD, so that it may be called up on Monday morning. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Not on Monday morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to printing the bill 
in the Recorp?. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The bill is as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6393) to authorize the Fort Worth and Denver City Railway Com- 
pany to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for 


other p 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House ves of the Uniled States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Fort Worth and Denver City Railway 
Company, corporation created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of 
Texas, be, and the same is hereby, invested and empowered with the right of 
locating, constructing, owning, equipping, Soersting. using, and maintaining a 
railway and telegraph and telephone line through the Indian Territory, n- 
ning at a point to be selected by said railway company on Red River, between 
the mouth of Big Beaver Creek and the mouth of North Fork of Red River, 
and running thence by the most practicable route through the Indian Territory 
to a point on the southern boun of Kansas, with the $ to construct, use, 
and maintain such turnouts, branches, sidin, extensions as said 
company may deem it to t interest to construct along and upon the right of 
way and depot grounds herein provided for, 


Mr. BuT- 
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SEO, 2. tine PRI cevpcensiens Se IBORA $ take exe nee Se BY Bs of 
a railway, and for no other purpose, a right of way 100 feet in th t h 
said Indian Territory, and totakeand use a strip of land 200 feet in width, with 
a length of 3,000 feet, in addition to right of wap; for stations, for every 10 miles 
of road, with the npa to use such additio: ground where there are heavy 
cuts or fills as may be necessary for the construction and maintenance of the 
road-bed, not exceeding 100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or 
as much thereof as may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, no more 
than said addition of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, 

That no part of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold 
by the company, and they shall not be used except in such manner and forsuch 
purposes only as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient opera- 
tion of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion 
thereof shall cease to be so used, such portion shall revert to the nationor tribe | 
of Indians from which the same shall have been taken. 

Sec. 3, That before said railway shall be constructed Sun any lands held 
by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and u: of any of 
the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, compen- 
sation shall be made to such occupants for all property to be taken or dam. 
done by reason of the construction of such railway. In case of failure to make 
amicable settlement with any occupant, such compensation shall be determined 
by the appraisement of three disinterested referees, to be appointed one (who 
shall act as chairman) by the President, one by the chief of the nation to which 
said occupant belongs, and one by said railroad company, who, before enterin; 
upon the duties of their appointment, shall take and subscribe, before a distri 
judge, clerk of a district court, or United States commissioner, an oath that th 
will faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of their appointment, whi 
oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their award to and filed with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior within sixty days from the completion thereof; and a ma- 

jority of said referees shall be competent to act in case of the absence of a mem- 

r, after due notice. And upon the failure of either party to make such ap- 
pointment within oy days after the appointment made by the President 
the vacancy shall be filled by the district judge of the court held at Wichita, 
Kans., or the district court for the northern district of Texas, upon the applica- 
tion of the road meda The chairman of said shal! appoint the time and 
place for all h ngs, within the nation to which such occupant belongs. 
of said referees shall receive for his services the sum of $4 per day for each or 
they are en; in the trial of any case submitted tothem under this act, wit 
mileage at 5 cents per mile, Witnesses shall receive the usual fees allowed b; 
the courts of said nations, Syne includin, yee pee ede of the referees, shall 
be made a part of the award, and be paid such railroad company. In case 
the referees can not agree, then any two of them are authorized to make the 
award, Either party being dissatisfied with the finding of the referees shall 
have the right, within ninety days after the making of the award and notice of 
the same, to a; by original petition to the district court held at. Wichi 

ict court for the northern district of ch court shal 
have jurisdiction to hear and determine the subject-matter of said petition, ac- 
to the laws of the State in which the same shall be heard provided for 
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as the award of the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged t the appel- 
lant. If the judgment of the court shall be for a smaller sum the award of 
the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged against the party claiming dam- 


—_ When proceedings have been commenced in court, the railway company 
shall pay double the amount of the award into court to abide the judgment 
thereof, and then have the right to enter upon yd aber sought to be con- 
demned and proceed with the construction of the railroad. 

Sec, 4. That said railroad company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 
Territory a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of the 
State of Texas for services or rtation of the same kind: Provided, That 

nger rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile, Congress 
ereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and passengers on 
said railway, and messages on said telegraph and telephone lines, until a State 
government or governments shall exist in said Territory within the limits of 
which said railway, or a part thereof, shall be located; and then such State gov- 
ernment or governments be authorized to fix and the cost of 
transportation of persons and freights within their ve limits by said 
railway; but Congress expressly reserves the right to and regulate at all 
times the cost of such transportation by said lway or said company when- 
ever such transportation shall extend from one State into another, or shall ex- 
tend into more than one State: Provided, however, That the rate of such trans- 
portation of panin , local or interstate, shall not exceed the rate above ex- 
pressed: And prov Surther, That said railway bar poet e shall the mail 
at such prices as Con may by law provide; and until such rate is fixed by 
law the Postmaster-General may fix the rate of compensation, 

Sec. 5. That said railway company shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the particular nations or tribes through whose lands said 
line may be located, the sum of $50, in addition to compensation provided for in 
this act for property taken and damages done to individual occupants by the 
construction of the railway, for each mile of railway that it may construct in said 
Territory, said oes to be made in installments of $500 as each ten miles of 
road is graded; Provided, That if the general council of either of the nations 
or tribes through whose ds said ra‘ at mee be located shall, within four 
months after the filing of maps of definite location as set forth in section six of 
this act, dissent from the allowances ee for in this section, and shall cer- 
tify the same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all compensation to be paid 
to such dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of this act shall be de- 
termined as provided in section three for the determination of the compensa- 
tion to be paid to the individual occupant of lands, with the right of appeal to 
the courts upon the same terms, conditions, and requirements as therein f ipo 
vided: Provided further, That the amount awarded or adjud to be paid by 
said railway company for said dissenting nation or tribe shall be in lieu of the 
compensation that said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive under the 
foregoing provision. Said panies shall also pay, so long as said Territory is 
owned and occupied by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of 
$15 perannum for each mile of railway it shall construct in the said Territory. 
The money paid to the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of thi 
act shall be apportioned by him, in accordance with the laws and treaties now 
in force among the different nations and tribes, according to the number of 
miles of railway that may be constructed by said railway company through 
their lands: That Congress shall have the right, so long as said lan 
are occupied and by said nations and tribes, to Tapon such addi- 
tional taxes upon said railroad as it may deem just and proper for their benefit; 
and any Territory or State hereafter formed through which said railwa: shali 
have been established may exercise the like power as to such part of said rail- 
way as may lie within itslimits. Said railway company shall have the right 
to survey and locate its railway immediately after the passage of this act. 

Src. 6. That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its located 
line through said Territory to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of each of the nations 
or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located ; and afterthe filing 
of said maps no claim for a eee settlement and improvement upon the 
right of way shown by said maps 1 be valid as against said company: Pro- 
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vided, That when a map showing any 
line is filed as herein provided for, said company shall commence grading said 
located line within six months thereafter, or such location shall be void; and 
said location shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior in sections of 25 
miles before construction of any such section shall be begun. 

Sec. 7. That the officers, servants, and employés of said company necessary 
to the construction and ner YY of said road shall be allowed to reside, 
while so engaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provisions of the 
Indian intercourse laws, and such rules and lations as may be established 
by the Secretary ofthe Interior in accordance with said intercourse laws. 

Sec. 8. That the United States circuit and district courts for the northern dis- 
trict of Texas and the western district of Arkansas, and such other courtsas may 
be authorized by Con, shall have, without reference to the amount in con- 
troversy, concurrent jurisdiction over all controversies arising between said Fort 
Worth and Denver City Railway Company and the nations and tribes Loca “4 
whose territory said railway shall be constructed. Said courts shall have like 
jurisdiction, without reference to the amotint in controversy, over all con 
versies arising be 


m ofsaid railway company’s located 


com 
imita of 


poean shall construct and maintain continually all road and highway cross- 
ings an: 


SEC, 10. That the said Fort Worth and Denver or wer. Company shall 
accept this right of way upon the express ac yee bi ding upon itself, its suc- 
v 


nat: 


ions any further 
Provided, That 


rovided ; 
on shall operate as a for- 


penon of its railroad, 


road, except mortgages 
aid in the construction thereof, 


WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I now call up the special order, being the bill 
(H. R. 10666) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the ac- 
counting officers of the United States Treasury Department. I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
and that it be considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair that re- 
quest is unnecessary, the bill having been taken out of the Committee 
of the Whole by the action of the House making it a special order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the claims recited in the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the various claims 
recited in this bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is it proposed to dispense entirely with the 
reading of the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated to the House the re- 
quest to dispense with the reading of the claims recited in the bill; 
there was no objection. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON ] has the floor. 

Mr. EDEN. I desire to ask the gentleman before he proceeds whether 
this bill embraces any claims except those which have been favorably 
acted on by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, this bill includes simply claims 
which have been allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department. These claims are first examined in the locality where 
the property was taken, by special agents appointed for that purpose 
by the Quartermaster-General. They are then examined by the Quar- 
termaster-General in person. Afterward they are further examined by 
the Third Auditor, and again by the Second Comptroller. So that 
before being reported here, these claims receive several examinations 
by the different accounting officers. There is not in the bill a single 
claim to which that remark does not apply. These are all claims for 
quartermaster stores, and have been properly examined and audited by 
the proper officers of the Treasury Department. 

$ Sire fea What is the aggregate amount appropriated by 
the bi 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask when these claims were filed, whether 
they were all filed before the expiration of the time limited by law? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I will endeavor to answer all these questions 
satisfactorily. 

Of these claims 3 are from the District of Columbia, 1 from the 
State of Illinois, 7 from the State of Pennsylvania, 15 from Indiana, 
56 from the State of Maryland, 36 from West Virginia, 115 from Mis- 
souri, 64 from Ohio, 129 from Kentucky, and a small number from 
Tennessee, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman does not state the number 
of claims from Tennessee. I see there are 567. 

Mr. EDEN. Whatis the amount of the claim coming from Illinois? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. The amount of these claims in the aggregate 
is $181,732.57. For a number of years it was usual to pay these claims 
after they were audited in the Treasury Department without brin, 
them before Congress. Such, I understand, was the practice un 
1875. Since that time they have been transmitted annually at the 
beginning of each session of Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the Speaker of the House, who lays them before Congress; and ar 
appropriation has always been made for these claims after their exami- 
nation by the Committee on War Claims of the House and the Com- 
mittee on Claims of the Senate. 

Mr. MILLS. Can the gentleman inform us how many more of these 
claims are now pending in the Department for examination? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ican not; butI can say to the gentleman that 
according to my information they are being reduced very rapidly. 

Mr. GEDDES. They have been reduced to about thirty-five hun- 
dred. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] asked 
me awhile ago when these claims were filed. They were all filed very 
early after the war, and many of them have been pending in the De- 
partment for twenty years. No interest is allowed in any case upon 
any of these claims. 

Mr. EDEN. I observe that there has been inserted in the bill by way 
of amendment this language, after the clause authorizing and requiring 
the Secretary of the Treasury to make payment: 

Upon the requisition of the Secretary of War, without further audit, allowance 
or restatement of the claims by the accounting officers. 

I would like to know why that amendment has been put in. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The amendment to which the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. EDEN] calls my attention was inserted upon the recom- 
mendation of the Comptroller himself. He drew the amendment and 
requested the committee to insert it, so that after the appropriation 
shall have been made by Congress in pursuance of the recommendations 
of the accounting officers of the Treasury Department, it will not be 
necessary that the claims be reaudited and re-examined in the Depart- 
ment, which would be merely a repetition of the work it has already 
done. 

The next amendment, which appears in the eighth and ninth lines 
of the bill, simply directs payment to be made to the legal representa- 
tives of the claimant in the event that the claimant has died since the 
allowance of the claim by the accounting officers. The other amend- 
ments are purely clerical. The last one, embraced in section 2 of 
the bill, is simply to correct an error in the provision made in the bill. 
passed at the last session, to pay the claim of George K. Shearman, of 
the State of Indiana. In that bill the appropriation read: 

To George K. Shearman, of Harrison County, Indiana, three hundred and 
fifty-three and five cents, 
leaving out, as will be seen, the word ‘‘dollars”’ altogether. This 
amendment simply adds the word ‘‘ dollars’? to that appropriation. 

Those are the only amendments the committee have proposed, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee, with 
reference to the first amendment to which he has alluded, whether or 
not in the event it should ap after the passage of this bill that 
there was any fraud in connection with the auditing or allowance of 
any of the claims reported in the bill, it would then be possible to sus- 
pend their payment until further investigation could be had? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I imagine that if there was any fraud in con- 
nection with any of the claims the Third Auditor would not recom- 
mend the payment if his attention was called to it. 

But I will state to the gentleman from Georgia that it would besim- 
ply a repetition if they were to go back to the same clerks, to the same 
officers who audited them in the first instance, and have the work gone 
over again. 

Mr. GEDDES. The universal practice is, in cases of fraud, not to 


pay. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Of course, if fraud is discovered they will not 


be paid. z 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why is it they should go back after being allowed ? 
Ts it not a fact that these claims are first audited, passed uponin the 
Department, and after that work is done the claims are referred to Con- 
gress for appropriation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the case. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I do not see any occasion for that provision. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam informed by the Comptroller who drew 
the amendment that it has been the universal custom to reaudit all 
claims after they have been passed upon by Congress. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And this amendment is simply to avoid that prac- 
tice in reference to these claims? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That isall. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, has 
explained the various offices through which the claims have to pass be- 
fore they are transmitted to Congress; but as I understand his state- 
ment, the allowance of one of these claims, after all, depends entirely 
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upon the report made by the ARIA gy of the Quartermaster’s De- 


partment who may have been sel 
the claim. 

Mr. GEDDES. Not at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No,I do not want to be understood that way; 
because the agent of the Quartermaster’s Department who is 
sent to the locality where a claim originated frequently makes a fa- 
yorable report upon that claim which is not allowed in full, and some- 
times not atall, by the Quartermaster-General. Iknow ofone instance 
in which the agent allowed the claim, that is to say reported upon it 
favorably, and the Department cut down the allowance of the agent; 
and in some cases they have rejected the allowance. 

Mr. WILSON. But the allowance of such claim, after all, depends 
upon the report of the special agent sent out by the Quartermaster’s 
Department to the locality in which it arose. Now, I would like toask 
a further question: Whether the committee in considering these claims 
has ever given attention to the character of the agents sent out by that 
Department? And the reason I ask is that I think it will be the ex- 
perience of every member here who represents districts of country from 
which these claims come that many claims of that class have been al- 
lowed against the Government, where, if the test of loyalty was applied, 
they would not be entitled to relief, upon a report of an agent of the 
Quartermaster’s Department; while, on the other hand, there area large 
number of claims r ized in the locality from which they arise as of 
the highest merit that have been turned down that never would have 
been turned down except upon the report of the special agent. 

_ Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. They ought to go into the courts for re- 


to take testimony in regard to 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Of course the committee could not vouch for 
the honesty and integrity of the special agents. They must depend 
upon the judgment of the Department. There were formerly twenty- 
five of them, but the number has been reduced until now but ten are 
employed in the field, and, as the Quartermaster-General states to me, 
and I have no doubt it is true, these ten are selected from the list of 
agents who have made the best record in the Department. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
a question, with his permission. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SOWDEN. If, as the Sanchar! states, it is only a question of 
the appropriation of moneys to pay these claims, why is not this mat- 
ter referred at once to the proper Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I can not answer why the House has taken 
this course in referring the claims as it has done. But it has been the 
universal practice to refer them to the Committee on War Claims, for 
the reason, I presume, that they are war claims. 

Mr. GEDDES. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me to 
make a statement on that point? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield with pleasure to the gentleman from 


Ohio. 

Mr. GEDDES. In the investigation of this class of claims before 
the Committee on War Claims I am free to say that there has existed 
some diversity of judgment as to the duty devolving upon the com- 
mittee, some members of the committee feeling that all we had to do 
was to take four or five or six hundred claims as they appeared before 
the committee in bulk, report them to the House, and turn them over 
for appropriation. ‘That has never been my individual judgment. My 
construction of that act and the law under which we operate has been 
that a duty devolved upon the Committee on War Claims to investi- 
gate, reconsider, and pass upon the merits of these claims, and if, as 
stated by the gentleman from Virginia, we discovered that the proof 
was insufficient on the question of loyalty the committee would feel at 
liberty to exclude that claim. 

Mr. BLOUNT. May ‘I ask the gentleman a question in this connec- 
tion? 

Mr. GEDDES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know if under the law the action of the 
Auditor and the Comptroller making an investigation of these claims is 
not conclusive, even upon the Secretary? 

Mr. GEDDES. That is precisely what I am endeavoring to state as 
being the judgment of some members of the committee. I have never 
concurred in that opinion myself, and do not believe that even the Com- 
mittee on War Claims is concluded by these accounting officers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My object was not to question the opinion of my 
friend, for which I have great respect, but to ascertain whether or not 
that is the law, or if it is not true that the Secretary himself can not 
set aside the conclusions of the Auditor and Comptroller with reference 
to such claims. 

Mr. GEDDES. I do not believe that is the law; and we have not 
accepted that as the law in our committee. 

Now, as a matter of practice, in order that members of the House 
may understand that these cases come here fully and fairly considered, 
and that they are not dumped in upon you here and your j udgments 
asked without full consideration in committee, let me say that these 
claims are first presented to the Quartermaster-Gen: He sends his 
agents into the Beld, who thoroughly investigate them in the locality in 
which they occur and report for or against a claim, But the Quarter- 
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master-General is not in any way bound by his report, as is shown in 
the cases before us, which we have gone through again and again. He 
then passes upon them. If his opinion is adverse toa claim that isthe 
end of it. If his judgment is in favor of a claim it goes to the Third 
Auditor. He passesuponit. It then goes to the Second Comptroller. 
He upon it. If it throngh all their hands and receives 
the favorable judgment of each and all, then under this law it comes to 
the War Claims Committee. 

Ordinarily it may be urged with great force that having received the 
concurrent judgment of all these men, the committee ought to be sat- 
isfied with their work and report a bill and dump it in upon the House. 
But I have said no; we will open these bags; we will take out all these 
cases, and with the clerical force given us we will go over them. We 
have done so. 

As a matter of practice in the Forty-eighth Congress, when I had the 
pleasure of being associated with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, 
ROWELL], who was on the subcommittee, we traveled over these cases 
and we found—as the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] 
has stated his fears on that subject—we found, I think, seven in num- 
ber whose claims, comparatively speaking, having reference to the class 
embodied in this bill, aggregated eight or ten thousand dollars—we 
found in that number of cases we thought proof wholly insufficient on 
the question of loyalty. My own judgment was that the proof as it was 
presented clearly established disloyalty, and we excluded them. Our 
report was approved, and the committee reported to the House the bill 
with those claims out. They are still out. We traveled over these 
cases presented in this bill in the same manner and with the same care. 

Mr. LONG. All of them or only a part? 

Mr. GEDDES. I may say all of them in this sense: There would 
be a great many cases involving small amounts—$10 or $50. We 
would not spend much time on a$10 case, but when it came to an $800 
or a $1,000 claim we would take time in going over it in order to get 
at the way in which the investigation fiat hers conducted by the ac- 
counting officers of the Department. 

Now, this is the situation in regard to this bill. I found one case 
which on my own individual judgment if I had been the accounting 
officer, or as a member of the Committee on War Claims, I would have 
laid it aside. I did not see sufficient proof before me in that case of 
the loyalty of the party, but I was willing to pass that one claim. I 
found this action caused great improvement in the bill presented in 
the Forty-eighth Congress. I think the action of the committee in the 
preceding Congress in excluding those eight or ten thousand dollar 
claims had a good effect on the investigation of the accounting officers; 
and these claims come to us purified by that action of the committee. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Whatwas theamountof the claim about which the 
committee had some doubt as to the loyalty of the claimant? 

Mr. GEDDES. I think it amounted to about $1,000. Itmay have 
been only $800. 

aa SOWDEN. Does the gentleman remember the name of the 
case 

Mr. GEDDES. Ido not, but if we should now take that single case 
out of this class and try to investigate it here we would find doubtless 
diversity of judgment, great difference of opinion, whether the proof is 
sufficient as to the question of loyalty. Therefore I am nob 
to resist further to any extent the passage of this bill, and I hope it 
will without amendment. 

Mr. FELTON. As I understand, the committee has examined tke 
claims and believes they ought to be paid? 

Mr. GEDDES. Yes, sir. We think they ought to be. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield tothe gentleman from Tennessee [M e 
ZACH. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Does the gentleman from Tennesste 
[Mr. RICHARDSON | yield for that purpose? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not agree to the amendment, but I have 
yielded that it might be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No more amendments than those noty 
pending can be entertained under the rule except by unanimous com 
sent. Is there objection to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ZAC. 
TAYLOR] offering his amendment ? 

Mr. EN. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire at the proper time to offer the following 
amendment to the first section of this bill—to insert after the words 
“accounting officers,” in the tentlfline, these words: 

BS warrants to be delivered to the payees thereof in person or through the 
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The object of this amendment is to require the warrants to be deliv- 
ered to the persons entitled to them orsent to them through the mail. 
I want to give an instance that occurred two years ago in reference to 
one of the provisions in the bill similar to this. A constituent of mine 
was allowed $1,200 in a similar bill. ‘The warrant for that amount was 
delivered to his attorney in this city. That attorney declined to de- 
liver the warrant to the person entitled to the payment unless he would 
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give him the sum of $500. After I had written to the Treasury De- 
ent and insisted that the claimant was entitled to the warrant, 
one of the officers in that Department informed me it was the i 
y fase Department to deliver the warrant to the attorney, and they de- 
ined to deliver it to the person entitled to it; and the attorney went 
West and extorted $500 out of the $1,200 appropriated to my constitu- 
ent by the bill. I think that is an imposition which Congress should 
prevent for the future; and with the view of preventing such imposi- 
tions I shall ask to have these words inserted in the bill. 

Mr. GOFF. Was there any contract by which the amount of the fee 
was determined? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There was no contract. This attorney extorted 
$500 out of the $1,209 before he would deliver the warrant, and the De- 
partment declined to interfere. On my request to give the warrant to 
the claimant the Department declined to do it, and gave it to the attor- 


ney. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield five minutes to-the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Hovux]. 

Mr. HOUK. I wish toask my colleague [Mr. RICHARDSON] if it is 
in order to accept the amendment suggested by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. It is eminently right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Amendments are not now in order, ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent to offer it now, that it 
may be considered as pending. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I agree that it may be considered as pending 
when the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I object unless I am permitted to offer my 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am willing the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR] should offer his amendment on the same terms 
as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] offers his. 

Mr. EDEN. I object to the amendment being considered as pend- 
ing until I shall hear it read. 

Mr. HOUK. While I have the floor I wish to make two or three re- 
marks in reply to questions which have come from various sources in 
regard to the method of the investigation of these claims and in refer- 
ence to the character of these special agents. I know those who have 
been on duty in my State, and know them to be men of character and, 
capacity. The only objection either I or my constituents have ever 
found to them is that they all come from the North, and we fear some- 
times they are prejudiced even against Union men living in the South. 
But there are a dozen gentlemen on this floor who know the agents 
who have investigated the claims from Tennessee. I will name Mr. 
Peter Malindy, once marshal, occupying a high position in that State. 
Iname also another gentleman from Iowa, Captain Putnam. Another, 
who I undertake to say is one of the best men and of the largest capac- 
ity in public life almost anywhere, is Hon. G. J. Saunders, from Iowa, 
whom half-a-dozen gentlemen here well know. So with others, The 
method of investigation, instead of always taking everything for granted 
in favor of the claimant, has been to resolve every doubt in favor of the 
Government. That has been theirhabit. And gentlemen on this floor 
who know these men will guarantee their character and reputation. 

I think when a claim has run the gauntlet of their investigation, the 
Quartermaster’s investigation, the investigation of the Third Auditor 
and Comptroller, and has afterward gone through the War Claims Com- 
mittee, having at its head my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. 
_ GEDDES], who is the greatest stickler for loyalty when a claim comes 
up thatg ever saw—when a claim has run this gauntlet I think it 
ought to be allowed by this Congress. Iagree with the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], as I understand it, that under 
the law as a matter of fact the duty of the War Claims Committee is 
simply to prepare an appropriation bill for these claims. Still, we 
have to accept that which they have resolved to do in reversing this 
law and assuming to decide on the question of the claims themselves; 
and, as we have been told by the chairman, some of them have been 
thrown out. After the claims have passed all this investigation I hope 


the bill will pass. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, in regard to the amendment 
pro’ by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], I want to say 


this: If I understand its effect it would be to send the check or draft 
directly to the claimant. Now, in nearly every case, as I am informed, 
the claimant has employed an attorney who has done the work, or has 
done a great deal of work, in preparing and pressing the claim, and, 
as I understand, the pratice of the Department is this: while the warrant 
is delivered to the attorney, yet in every solitary case it is made paya- 
ble to the claimant and never to the attorney, so that the attorney can 
not collect the money without the consent of the claimant. This be- 
_ ing so, Isee no necessity for the amendment proposed. € 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the case to which I have referred the attor- 
ney informed the claimant that he had the warrant and that he in- 
tended to hold on to it until the payee indorsed it; and that attorney 
actually compelled the claimant to indorse it or else to go without his 
money. 


Mr. ROWELL. Why did you not arrest him for extortion? . 

Mr. SPRINGER. Because I was not in the detective business. 

Mr. ROWELL. AsI understand you, this attorney went to Illinois 
and made that statement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He did. 

Mr. ROWELL. And therefore made himself liable to arrest and im- 
prisonment in that State. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He went there, and he got the money, too. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to propose an amend- 
ment to the amendment and letit be pending. I propose to add these 
words: ‘‘£xcept in cases where specific contracts have been made with 
attorneys.” 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has already stated that there 
are several amendments pending. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to make this additional suggestion: 
There are a number of cases reported from the Court of Claims for 
quartermaster’s stores. ‘These cases have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and the committee has reported them favorably 
to the House, and they are now on the Calendar. Our committee did 
not feel willing to put upon this bill any claim other than those that 
had been allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury, and there- 
fore no other kind of claim is in this bill; but the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR] desires to offer an amendment put- 
ting those other claims upon the bill, and if the House sees fit to 
such an amendment I have no objection. I therefore yield to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR] to offer his amendment, 
simply to test the sense of the House upon that question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ZACH. TAYLOR] withdraw his objection to my amendment? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. At whatstage of this proceeding can I, of my right, 
offer an amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are several amendments pend- 
ing which must first be disposed of. Under the rule only two amend- 
ments can be pending at a time. The committee has reported quite a 
number of amendments which must be disposed of, after which other 
amendments well be taken in their order. The question is upon the 
first amendment proposed by the committee. Is there a desire that all 
the amendments of the committee be voted upon separately? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iask unanimous consent that the committee 
amendments be yoted upon together. - 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The amendments reported from the committee were adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to amend the first 
section of the bill by the amendment which I have sent up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ officers,” in line 9, insert ‘‘ the warrants to be delivered tothe 
payee thereof in person or through the mails.” 
o which it is proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] 


to add the following: 
“ Except in cases where specific contracts have been made with attorneys.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the amendment proposed by the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. RICHARDSON], because the difficulty now 
is that the attorneys compel the claimants to make contracts to allow 
the attorneys to draw the money, and such an amendment would annul 
the provision which I propose to insert. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I suggest, as a matter of compromise, that the 
amendment be modified so as to allow the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to pay the attorneys a reasonable fee not to exceed 10 per 

t. 


cent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to allowing them 10 per cent., 
but I am satisfied that the accounting officers of the Department would 
protect the attorneys sufficiently in any case. The amendment I have 
offered is in exact accordance, I think, with the ruling of the Depart- 
ment at this time, to which ruling the attorneys are objecting, and I 
want to give that ruling the sanction of law. Ithink the dealings be- 
tween the claimant and the attorney can be settled very well by them- 
selves, and certainly it is not the business of Congress to settle disputes 
between them. Let us give the claimanthis money and then let him 
settle with his attorney himself. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Suppose the man makes a contract 
for a percentage to be paid to the attorney, and agrees that the attor- 
ney shall draw the money, is it the duty of Congress to step in and 
make a new contract? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Suppose that contract calls for 50 per cent.? 

Mr. TAULBEE. ‘They usually do call for 40 per cent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, suppose the contract calls for 50 per cent., 
does my friend [Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana] suppose that Congress 
should stand by and let these poor claimants (for they are nearly all 
poor) be compelled to pay ont half their claim simply because an exact- 
ing claim agent has obtained such a contract from them ? 


th 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, Is the claimant obliged to employ 
e bagindacs A : , 
Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, my friend could continue that line of argu 
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ment a long time, but I think it is a mere matter of justice to protect 
these poor claimants. - 

Mr. LONG. There is no reason why you should insure the attorney. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My objection to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, as he puts it, is really made in the interest of the 
claimant himself. Many of these claimants are insolvent, and most of 
them are poor. Now, if the warrant goes into the hands of the claim- 
ants, the attorneys will, of course, seek to get their fees, and the result 
may be endless litigation; whereas I think we protect both parties 
when we allow the attorney to take the warrant, but have it made 
payable directly to the claimant. In that way both parties have a 
chance to get justice done them, and I really think we had better leave 
it as it is now under the practice of the Department. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
sox] will allow mea moment. I am unable to see the difference be- 
tween the attorneys’ fee in this class of cases, and the attorneys’ fee in 

ion cases. Now, there is a law by which the Pension Bureau can 
adjust the attorney’s fee to an amount not to exceed $25 in any one 
pension case, and that amount only when the contract is for so much, 
and I think it would be right and fair, as between these claimants and 
their attorneys, that the drafts should be severed. Where there is a 
contract between the claimant and the attorney, and that contract 
calls for 10 per cent. to be paid to the attorney, I would allow the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to issue a draft to the attorney for his 
fee—of course not to exceed a reasonable amount, and in no case to 
exceed 10 per cent. of the amount allowed the claimant. 

I think that would be fair and proper and right. It would beagreat 
hardship for the attorneys who prosecute these claims to completion 
to be driven to the necessity of going all over the country to collect the 
fees which they have earned from claimants who in many cases may 
be insolvent. If the attorneys were required to do that they would 
frequently be unable to obtain compensation for their services. 

On the other hand I believe that if some such amendment as that 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] be not adopted, 
the greatest hardship may be experienced by claimants. I havein my 
possession a letter from a claimant in my part of the country whosays 
that the claim agent in Washington retained his check until he was 
compelled to indorse it to the agent, whopaid him only 60 per cent. of 
the amount allowed by the Government. I think such a thingas that 
is a perfect outrage. Ihave talked to the accounting officers of the 
Treasury and to the Second Comptroller, who tells me that he has no 
power whatever to prevent the attorney from collecting the amount 
stipulated by contract, even 40 per cent. if he chooses to exact that 
much. I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois will be 
adopted in some shape; but I would like to see a provision inserted al- 
lowing the Department to pay the attorney a reasonable compensa- 
tion. I believe that would be fair to the attorney. 

Mr. LONG. What right has the Governmentto distribute the money 
which it says belongs to a claimant? 

Mr. TAULBEE. The same right which it exercises in cases of in- 
valid pensions, 

Mr. LONG. When the Government has declared that a certain 
amount of money belongs to the claimant what right has it to step in 
and say ‘‘so much of this shall go to the claimant and so much to the 
attorney ?” 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe that the Government in its administra- 
tive capacity has the same right to compel a man who seeks redress at 
its hands to be just as a court of equity has. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One word in reference to the justice of the claim 

mted on behalf of these attorneys. These cases are adjudicated 
by the accounting officers of the Department, notin a court. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States prosecutes all these cases at its own ex- 
pense. The agents of the Government go into the different localities 
and hunt up the proof. In no case do these attorneys render any sub- 
stantial service to the claimant. Residing here in Washington, they 
simply go to the Treasury Department, get the warrant, and hold on 
to it until the claimant is compelled to send them so much money be- 
fore they will relinquish the warrant. 

Mr. TAULBEE, That is measurably true. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The experience of every member who hears me 
has shown it to be true. 

I now ask a vote on my amendment. I do not accept the amendment 
to the amendment, but it can be voted on separately. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is taken on this ques- 
tion, I wish to say only a few words in relation to what seems to me 
to be one of the most important principles connected with our Govern- 
ment. The long practice of Congress—a reprehensible practice in my 
judgment—has been to treat the American freeman, whether a soldier 
or a claimant, not as a freeman but asa ward. It has been assumed 
that Congress must step in and protect the man who is able to protect 
himself. Why should it be assumed that the American freeman is not 
able to protect himself in making his contract witha lawyer or a claim 
agent? I have no word to say in favor of lawyers or claim agents; but 
I speak in behalf of the manhood of the American soldier, and the 


American citizen, and in behalf of the rights of the freemen who gov- 
ern Congress, who govern the President, who govern every officer in 
this nation. We profess to believe in the doctrine that the people are 
the rulers, and that the officers of Government are their servants. But 
what do we say in practice? Having been for ages in the habit of treat- 
ing the Indians as wards, and not as freemen, we have gradually ex- 
tended that idea till we are disposed to treat every American citizen in 
the same way. 

We undertake to say to the soldier who defended the country, who 
helped to save the life of the nation, ‘‘ You had sense enough to fight, 
you had sense enough to do everything necessary to maintain the inde- 
pendence of the country; but now that the war is over, you have lost 
your manhood, you have lost your capacity to take care of yourself; you 
sink into insignificance before a powerful usurpation which undertakes 
to treat you as a ward.’ I oppose any such idea. The man who fur- 
nishes the material for your army, who constitutes the defense of the 
country in time of war, has certainly sense enough to make a contract 
for himself. The time will come when the Government of the United 
States will be ashamed of this departure from principle, of this insult 
to the manhood of the citizen, by saying, ‘‘ We will treat the citizen and 
the soldier as our ward, not as capable of taking care of himself.” 

Whyshould you undertake to say to a man perfectly capable of mak- 
ing his own contracts that he shall not employ a lawyer or an agent 
except on certain terms? The Government has been slow, very slow, 
in making provision to pay for the necessaries furnished to the Army 
during the war; and now when it comes to make payment it proposes 
to say to the claimants, ‘‘ You shall not do as you please in regard to 
the employment of a lawyer tourge your claim; you have not the power 
to make a proper contract in that regard.” 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope now we shall have a vote upon the 
amendments. 

The question recurred on the amendment to the amendment of Mr. 
RICHARDSON, and being put, it was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Is that debatable? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has not the previous question been ordered ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. No, the previous question has not been ordered, 
and I will yield to the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I think perhapsI ought 
to add to what I said at a previous stage of the discussion of this matter a 
word in reference to the agencies through which the original information 
on which these claims are allowed or disallowed is obtained by the Gov- 
ernment, especially in view of some remarks that have since been made. 
I care not how careful the accounting may be or how many officers these 
claims pass through, the allowance or disallowance of these claims is 
after all determined by the report made by the agents sent out by the 
Quartermaster-General’s Department. 

As the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDEs] has said, the committee 
has reversed the action of some of these agents where claims have been 
allowed, but he has not given a single instance, nor have I ever heard 
of a single instance, where the Department or the committee has re- 
versed the report of those agents where a claim has been disallowed. 

If there is any function which requires a fair mind and judicial tem- 
per it is the function of one sent out to inquire first into the merit of 
these claims. The great mass of claims disallowed by the report of the 
agents of the Department have never been reconsidered, and the claim- 
ants have no recourse. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know nothing about agents of the Departments 
of late years. I refer particularly to those sent out just after the war, 
fall of political prejudice, full of sectional prejudice, and at whpse hands 
many honest and meritorious claimants lost all means of redress against 
the Government. 

I wish simply to add I heard last summer in passing through a re- 
mote section of my district that an agent of the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department, traveling in that country no doubt at the expense 
of the Government, settled down at a pleasant summer house and sent 
across the mountain to a poor claimant who had filed a claim for a 
horse to come across the mountain and bring his witnesses before this 
agent for examination. ‘That was a mockery of justice, for the claim- 
ant was as able to travel to Washington as across the mountain. 

In these cases no fair and open trial, but often secret inquisition, was 
had as to the loyalty of claimants, and parties have been reported 
against without their knowing why they were reported against, orupon 
whose testimony, by men who the instinct and methods of detec- 
tives, not of honest searchers after facts. ‘They were reported against 
without opportunity for trial, which every claimant against the Gov- 
ernment ought to have. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Idemand the previous question on my amend- 
ment. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
Mr. SPRINGER’s amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. TAULBEE. Inow yield tothe gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
ZACH. Tantana, - 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I move the following amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 2234 the following: 
" And also for stores and supplies taken by the Army for its use allowed by 
the Court of Claims under the Bowman act:” 


A. Blackwell, of Shelby County, Tennessee 
Urias Buskirk, of Logan County, West Virginia.. 
John M. Campbell, of Gibson County, Tennessee 
Anna M. Cogswell, of Garland County, Arkansas... sanse sgó 
Henry Bazsinskey, administrator of Abraham Bazsinskey, deceased, 
of Warren County, Mississippi. 0 
Corporation of the Roman Catholic Clergymen of Marylan: 
W. H. Cook, sr., of Saint Mary’s Parish, Louisiana..., 
Elizabeth P. Dyer, of Fayette County, Tennessee... 
Newitt Harris, of Fayette County, Tennessee......... 
David H. Hildebrand, of Shelby County, Tennessee... 


£ 
8 


ped pr 
2388F 22 
888332 838 


1,078 00 


Horace P. Hobson, administrator John O, Graves, d $ y 

Othe County, TennenttO.:......srsssóassssciga-sososecnsssossepóscepesseecessnessosesessoa0n 3,231 00 
Indiana E. Hughes, administratrix John P. Hughes, deceased, of 

Anoibg, County, TOnNe ames .....s.sseseessescesesssoeenosoo;edsso sosed seesossbocesoanosere 1,436 00 
James P. Jenkins, administrator T o! 


Hardeman County, Tennessee... 
Sarah MéfFerrin, administratrix Ro 
County, TEnMesBee........ 00000 rccsserencosesercerccss assesses sovccsceusncwecesonees soeverees 
John R. McKennie, administrator David McKennie, deceased, of 


Hardeman County, Tennessee. 1,142 00 
Sarah E. Mendenhall, of Shelby County, Tennessee... 583 
John A, Oursler’s administrator of Fayette County, 2,439 10 


Thomas F, Perkins, administrator El M. Dawson, deceased, of 


Marshall County, Mississippi .«. 19,237 68 
John B. Reid, of Fayette County, Tennesse.... 1,000 00 
Robert Smith, of Madison County, Tennessee. 510 00 


8S. H. Brodnax, executor of George T. Tayl 


County, TONMeAsee .......r0-sscerosesevcace seeseveren secs: . 1,435 00 
James Tucker, of Fayette County, Tennessee......... we 500 00 
Robert H. Walton, of Hardeman County, Tennesse rote 360 00 


Americus V. Warr, administrator of Nicholas H. 
Fayette County, Tennessec..........sc-essssecseseres 
John R. Watkins, administrator 


Mrs. Ann Moreau, of Avoyelles Parish, Louisiana..... 5,595 00 
John R, McDowell, administrator of John McDowell, 
Fayette ONAA PONOSA N E E AE E N TAS PIETE FAROE) OO 
John Longue, administrator of Delos A. Horal, of Shelby County, Ten- aaron 
MOMBOG vos crscseccasseveasioe E E O E A E ER ‘ects’ rs benpepe O rs 


Mr. BRAGG. Imake the point of order against that amendment. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). The gentleman will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. BRAGG. My point of orderis this: that the amendment, in the 
first pe is not germane to the bill; and the reason upon which I 
base it is that this is a bill reported to pay the claims allowed by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury under what is known as the 4th of 
July act. Certain specific claims that are authorized by that act to be 
audited by certain specific officers are embodied in this bill. This 
amendment is a proposition to incorporate in the bill another class of 
cases that are not within the provisions of that act, and are not reported 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury. 

Second, another point of order. These are cases reported from the 
Court of Claims and referred to the Committee on War Claims for their 
consideration, to be reported back by bill to this House, and are still in 
that committee under consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to add to the point of order suggested by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin that the claims covered by this amend- 
ment have not yet been considered in Committee of the Whole; and 
they are of course subject to that pone of order, For, waiving the 
point of order as to the original bill, the bringing of that bill before 
the House for consideration would not waive the point as to the other 
matter brought in and offered as an addition to the bill. 

And further, there is no authority of law for this appropriation, while 
there is for the appropriation covered by the pending bill. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, the point of order of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana I will state doesnot apply here, It was by special 
agreement provided that the amendment should be offered as thongh 
it had been considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The other point made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
is that these cases are not germane to the pending bill. What are the 
facts? i 

The claims in the bill are for stores and supplies used by the military 
authorities. Those cases covered by the amendment are also for stores 
and supplies used for the same purpose. The point that they havebeen 
referred to the Court of Claims and reported back makes no difference 
whatever. That would have been pertinent under the rules of the last 
House, but can not be entertained as an objection to the amendment 
under the present rules. You canadd to a bill pending other bills pend- 
ing on the Calendar, provided that the subjects are germane to each other 
and of a kindred nature. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of Indiana, If it is not a fact that this amount 
is covered by separate bills now pending in this House? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. That is true; but to speak of reaching sep- 
arate bills on the Calendar, when it is known to be impossible, and 
that it can not be done, is a denial of justice to the claimants. 

Besides, that rule, as far as it prevented the introduction of pending 
bills by way of an amendment, is no longer in force. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Upon the point of order I wish to be heard for a 
moment, merely to call the attention of the House to the fact that these 
cases have been reported to the House under the Bowman act. That 
act does not enter a judgment or find any sum due to the claimants, 
but simply certifies the facts to Congress. We do not know what char- 
acter of claims are certified or what the certification is or what recom- 
mendation is made with reference to them for the reason that they come 
to the House under an entirely different rule. 

This bill relates to the payment of claims audited under the act of 
July 4, 1864, claims which have been allowed by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department. This amendment presents a new class 
of claims of which we know nothing, claims which the Court of Claims 
have reported upon, and, so far as we are presumed to know, may have 
reported against them. This bill relates to those certified as due by 
the accounting officers of the Treasury. The Bowman act gives no 
authority to the Court of Claims except to report the facts. 

Mr. ROWELL. And findings of fact. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And findings of fact; and if we examine the find- 
ings it may appear that the court held that they ought not to pass at 


73 | all. They have no place here, and ought not to be permitted to come 


into this bill. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I would like to know whether I have the 
floor or the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was speaking to the point of order. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. You were discussing the merits of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; but simply referring to the point of order, 
and to show that these claims should not go into the pending bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman from Illinois has concluded I 
wish to be permitted to say a word upon the point of order. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I will yield to the gentleman, retaining the 
floor in my own right. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Theonly objection that has been really made to the 
roposition being in order is thatit is not germane to the pending bill. 
t relates to the same subject-matter. This is a bill to pay certain per- 

sons money for property taken and used by the Government of the United 
States, and the amendment is to pay certain additional parties addi- 
tional sums for other property taken and used by the Government. It 
has been done heretofore. I desire to refer to the case of Julia Nutt, a 
case pendingin the Senatein the last Congress, where a claim of a simi- 
lar character, being a finding of the Southern Claims Commission for 
$80,000, was, upon the motion of a Senator, incorporated into this bill, 
at the end of the bill, and the only thing done thereafter was what I 
now propose to do, and what I presume the gentleman from Tennessee 
who offered the amendment will do, that is, to amend the title of the 
bill covering the scope of this amendment. 

There is no essential or proper difference in this case, which is simply 
providing to pay a number of people for property taken and used by 
the Government; and the amendment proposed is to pay certain other 

le for certain other property taken and used by the Government. 
e only difference is—and it is not a material difference—that the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury report the claims embodied in the bill, 
while those covered by the amendment come with a higher sanction, 
under an act of this Con; sending these claims to the Court of Claims, 
and there six or seven ladaa, after a trial of the matter of fact, where 
the Government is represented by able counsel, examine the claims and 
have referred the facts to the Committee on War Claims, which now 
report them to the House and ask that they be paid. 

It comes, therefore, with a sanction from the same committee. As 
the gentlman in charge of this bill has said, as I understood him, the 
preference of the committee was that the House should decide whether 
or not these claims should beadded. They are war claims of the same 
character, having exactly the same incidents*throughout except as re- 
gaa the names of the persons and the amounts, and the amendment 

therefore germane. 

It is not an objection that these claims have been reported by the 
Committee on War Claims as entitled to be paid. That is no objection 
under the existing rules of this House. It commends them in fact to 
the favor of members of this House, and under the rule the point of 
order can not be made now that the substance of a pending bill shall 
not be offered as an amendment as in this case, where the amendment 
is germane in every respect. r 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to say a word or two in reply to the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. First, as regards his precedent 
from the Senate of the United States, there was no point of order made 
in that case; and if there had been a point of order made in the Senate 
of the United Statesits action upon it is no precedent fora ruling here 
in the consideration of bills under our rules. 

The gentleman from Maryland omits to consider the question of order, 
it seems to me, as it ought to present itself to his mind. This bill is 
reported under a law not to pay war claims, but under a law to pay 
claims that have been specifically audited by officers named in the act. 
Therefore it is a bill for a specific purpose, for the payment of claims 
audited by specific auditing officers, and no others. 

The fact that the claims there asked to be paid are for supplies and 
these also are for supplies is not pertinent, because the claims for sup- 
plies that you seek to add to this bill have never been authorized by 
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anybody authorized by Jaw to audit them. The Court of Claims is 
not included in the 4th of July act, and the Court of Claims has no 
authority to audit. But under the act which gave jurisdiction to the 
Court of Claims the special authority for consideration-was reserved to 
this House when the court reported the facts after they are found, and 
its report comes back simply as an affidavit, or stronger than an affi- 
davit, a certificate of the court, and the claim then stands upon the 
Calendar precisely as all other claims stand, to be determined upon the 
weight of evidence in support of the claim. Now if these claims have 
a right to goon this bill because they are forsupplies, then every bill re- 
ported from the Committee on War Claims has to be added to the bill, 
for they are all for supplies; they are for wood, for sara ar ape use 
of farms, for damage done by tramping down strawberry: 
marching over them. And this bill, instead pr pene a ip as ote title 
defines, strictly within the act, a bill for the payment of claims audited 
by officers of the Treasury under a certain act of Congress, would be a 
general bill for taking from the Calendar of the House every claims 
bill reported by the Committee on War Claims to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCCREARY). The Chair is pre- 
eres to rule on the pointof order. As the Chair understands it, this 

ill is for a specific purpose. It is for the allowance of certain claims 

reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De- 
partment under the act of July 4, 1864. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR] seeks by his amendment to attach tothe 
bill claims which have not reported by the accounting officers of 
the United States Treasury Department under the act of the 4th of 
July, 1864. The Chair, therefore, sustains the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
ta ay of Kentucky. I offer the amendment which I send to 

e Š 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the bill the following: 
Secretary of the Treasur shall in all cases where a contract is shown to 
exist between theclaimant and attorney issue to the attorney a warrant for 
the amount of poegi and to the claimant a warrant for the remainder of the 


amount of the claim, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isu to the gentleman from Kentucky that he 
add to his amendment, the word ‘‘fee,’’? the words “‘ not exceed- 
ing, however, 10 per cent. of the amount allowed.” 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I am willing the gentleman from Indi- 
ana should offer that as an amendment, but I am satisfied you can not 
adopt it without giving to the claimants more trouble in the way of 
litigation than they have had. 

Already they have been kept out of this money twenty years. Now, 
the Congress of the United States proposes to pass a bill by which they 
can get the pittances allowed them by the accounting officers. Now, 
if you put on an amendment saying these attorneys who made a con- 
tract for one-third of the amount shall only have 10 per cent. of the 
amount, you at once get the attorney and the claimant into trouble 


I believe that the adoption of the amendment I have offered—indeed 
I know it from my own experience with these claimants—will enhance 
and advance the interests of the claimants. Only yesterday I received 
from a citizen of the district that I have the honor to represent a power of 
attorney granted to an attorney here to sign his name to the warrant 
by which he could draw the money which was allowed that man under 
a bill passed in the last session of Congress. He believed the one-third, 
the amount he had contracted to pay the attorney, was too much; 
but the attorney had the contract in his hand, and he said, ‘‘ you will 
never get any of the money until I get the power of attorney to collect 
this money.” 

Yon can not put on this the amendment requiring that they shall have 
only 10 per cent. without violating contracts already made in writing 
between the attorneys and the claimants, and this amendment which 
I offer is the best solution of the whole question. 

Mr. LONG. Whyshould we want to enforce the attorneys’ contracts 
at all? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It seems to me that under the present 
ruling, by which the warrants are put into the hands of the attorney, he 
is able to enforce his demands against the claimant by keeping himout 
of his money, sometimes for months and months, until the demands of 
the attorney are met. 

Mr. LONG. We have just adopted an amendment covering that 

int. 
eres STONE, of Kentucky. I am aware of the amendment that has 
been adopted, saying that the Secretary of the Treasury shall allow the 
attorney a reasonable fee. 

Mr. LONG. No; that the warrant shall be sent directly to the 
claimant. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Then if yousend it directly to the claim- 
ant, you do the attorney injustice, because he has a right to some fee 
for his services in these cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let him look to his client. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. My amendment will give the attorney 
his fee, and will give the claimant his money, and the whole matter 
will be adjusted within a short time after the bill is passed; but unless 
you adopt such an amendment you will get these claimants into 


trouble through some proceeding which will be 


originated by the at- 
torneys by which the claimants will be kept out of their money in- 
defini If you want to benefit these people, you will adopt some 


tely. 
measure by which a warrant will go directly from the to the 
claimant without any sort of incumbrance upon it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I now move the previous question upon the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I asked leave awhile ago to proffer 
my nent, and I have been trying ever since to get an oppor- 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield in order that the amendment 
may be read. 
Mr. McCOMAS. I propose this amendment: 


In line 16, after the words “‘eighty six,” insert “ or reported to Congress under 
the Bowman act by the Sant of and favorably S reposted to the House 


by the Committee on War ms,” 
Mr. BRAGG. I make the same point of order against that that I 
made the other. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
oom) has not yielded for the amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Tennessee to yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yielded to haye the amendment read. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I certainly thought I had a distinct understanding 
with the Chair for some time past that I was to have an opportunity to, 
offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will make no practical difference, 
because if the amendment were received the Chair would sustain the 
point of order. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I did not hear the announcement of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro The Chair said it would make noprac- 
tical difference, because the Chair would rule the amendment out on the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now demand the previous question. 

The ous question was ordered. 

Mr. McCoo. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state if. 

Mr. McCOMAS. With all due deference to the Chair, I understood 
the Chair to say that I could send my amendment to the desk in order 
that it might Ee oT owen when I am about to send it to the desk 
A AROAN Ea cron to rule that it is to be ruled out on a point of 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair made no ruling. The gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] has stated that he did not 
yield to the gentleman from Maryland to offer his amendment, but 
merely to haveitread. Before that statement, however, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] had raised the point of order, supposing 
the amendment to be pending; and the Chair simply remarked, by way 
of cutting off the controversy, that practically it would make no differ- 
ence, and the Chair understood the gentleman from Maryland to accede 
to that. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I did not; and now I desire to ask a further ques- 
tion: When does my right arise to offer the amendment? 


The SPEAKER pro It will not arise now at all, because 
the previous question has ordered. 
CHARDSON. Ihave no desire, Mr. Speaker, to cut off the 


amendment if it is in order, but I understand the Chair to hold that 


it is not in order. [Cries of “ Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the amendment 
which the Clerk now 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Secretary of the Treasury shall, in all cases where a contract is shown to 
exist between the claimant and a attorney, issue to the attorney a warrant 
for the amount of his fee, and to the claimant a warrant for the remainder of 
the amount claimed. 


“volt And a small remainder, too. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ 
o 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were— 
ayes 60, noes 64. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. 
Kentucky, were ap inted. 

Before the count by tellers was concluded— 

Mr. a of Kentucky, said: Mr. Speaker, it seems that the in- 
terests of the claimants are not to be considered in this matter. I 
withdraw the point that there is no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being withdrawn, the 
amendment is rejected. The question is now on ordering the bill to 
be en, and read a third time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I wish to move to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not yet in order. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mageles gm tempore. The question is now on the passage of 

e 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 


eai and Mr. STONE, of 


I demand the previous question. 


1887. 
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Mr. McCOMAS. I move to recommit the bill with instructions to 


amend it so as to include the claims reported to under the 
“ Bowman act’? by the Court of Claims and favorably reported by the 
Committee on War Claims to the House. 

Mr. BRAGG. I make a point of order on that motion. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG. I make the point of order that this motion to recom- 
mit is not debatable. - 

Mr. McCOMAS. My motion is debatable.- 

Mr. BRAGG. I have made a point of order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to be heard on the point of order, because 
I apprehend that the Chair, by reason of my not distinctly getting his 
attention during the confusion awhile ago, thought that the amend- 
ment had been withdrawn. I submit that I am entitled to be heard 
upon the point of order made against my proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman from Wisconsin has made the 
point of order that the question is not debatable. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demanded the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Pending that demand, debate is not inorder upon 
the point of order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to be heard on the point of order raised 
upon my motion to recommit. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] would allow me half a minute for every two hours that he 
consumes I think the Chair would understand my point. 
~ Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield the gentleman all the time I have. 

Mr. REED (to Mr. McComas). All right. He yields you all his 
time. That is unlimited. Now goon. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS, My proposition is that it is in order to move to re- 
commit this bill, so as to include in it other claims which under exist- 
ing law are required to be referred to us from Congress to Congress until 
acted upon. A number of those claims are now on the Calendar, hay- 
ing been certified by the Court of Claims and approved by the Commit- 


teeon WarClaims. They are germane to this bill, standing in the same Rep 


class with these claims. Hence my motion to recommit, so that these 
other claims which have thus been reported may be included in the 
bill. They have been pending justaslong; they involve the same sub- 
ject-matter; they are germane to this bill; they are entitled to equal 
justice with other claims which have no greater priority and are not 
presented to the House with so thoroughacommendation. I ask that 
this bill be recommitted with instructions to amend it so as to include 
those claims which have come to this House from the Court of Claims 
and have been reported by the Committee on War Claims. I submit 
that my motion to reconsider is in order. Iask the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will now state my point of order, after the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. McComas] has argued it. [Laughter.] If 
the amendment proposed to be added to this bill by way of recommit- 
ment would be out of order if offered as an amendment in the House, 
the motion to recommit with instructions to incorporate such an amend- 


ment in the bill is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order 
well taken. 
one MORS LEOA Idemand the previous question on the passage 

e bi 

The previous question was ordered; there being—ayes 93, noes 5; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the regular order. 

“The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

Mr. BELMONT. In view of the lateness of the hour, I ask unani- 
mous consent that gentlemen who have reports to make from commit- 
tees may hand them to the Clerk without formal presentation in the 
House, my object being to call up as soon as possible the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the formal call of committees for 
reports and to allow gentlemen having reports to hand them to the 
Clerk. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none; and it is so or- 
dered. 

The following reports were submitted under the foregoing order: 


PUNISHMENT OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10139) for the prevention of and punishment 
of cruelty to animals; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RECOVERY OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 
Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 


back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 224) to provide for the re- 
covery of internal-revenue taxes and penalties erroneously and 
p in certain cases; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, ‘ 


DESTRUCTION OF OYSTERS. 


Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 10436) directing the prosecution of inquiries by 
the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries in respect to the destruction of 
oysters in the natural oyster-beds lying within the waters and juris- 
diction of the United States by star-fish, &c., and making an appro- 
priation for such purpose; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LIGHTS AND BUOYS, 


Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 995) prohibiting the establishment of private 
lights and private buoys, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1144) prohibiting the establishment of private 
lights and buoys, and authorizing the temporary establishment of 
i and buoys, and for other purposes; which was laid upon the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


J. A. PALMER, LATE INDEX CLERK HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. R. 
11039) to reimburse John A. Palmer, late index clerk of the House of 
resentatives; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.BELMONT. Imove that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. The Clerk 
will report the title of the first bill in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill R. 10896) ropriations for the diplomatie and consu! 
service A Erm eneen the fiswal year Pas es oer and A e. 
purposes. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to dispense with the first reading of the 
bill for information. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, in presenting this bill to the House 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs has considered it to be its duty to 
incorporate certain changes in the consular service deemed absolutely 

, but the committee would not have made these recommenda- 
tions had it not believed them to be in accordance with the rules of the 
House, 

They are very simple, consisting mainly in transferring certain con- 
suls from one grade to another, and thereby increasing their salaries in 
accordance with earnest recommendations of the State Department, also 
by transferring from the feed list of consuls to the salaried list certain 
other consuls ed and recommended by the Department and the 
President as an important reform to be effected. 

The House, of course, is informed already as to the provision of law 
by which consuls who receive a salary of $1,000 and those consuls or 
other officers who receive fees amounting to $1,000 or less are all en- 
titled to in trade. This practice certainly is not beneficial to 
the service. taries of State one after another have recommended 
to Congress the abolition of the trading class of consuls. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs has accomplished this result by 
omitting to appropriate for the seventh or trading class and transfer- 
ring such to other classes. It will hardly be necessary for me at 
this time to discuss the point of order which may be raised against such a 
proceeding. But I will say now that in my judgment the change pro- 
posed is undoubtedly within the rule of the House, because the trans- 
fer can be made without any change of existing law, there being no 
law fixing the number of consuls of each class. 

The only distinctly organizing law unrepealed we know of is that of 
1856, which made an approximate classification of our consular service. 
The classification, however, was more thoroughly carried ont in 1874 
onan appropriation bill. Each class was therein designated by the 
amount of salary received, but no limit as to the number of consulates 
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in any class was fixed. Therefore, if we increase the number in any 

one class by a transfer we do not change existing law. a 
rey year the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill appropri- 

ated: 

For salaries of diplomatic officers and contingent and miscellaneous 
expenses of foreign intercourse... 22... .cccccccccsscnesssenscseseesecsuecees ene seess 


For salaries, contingent and miscellaneous expenses of consular sery- 
ice (not including compensation, rent, and contingent expenses of 


$595, 245 


REAPS AIG Try BOG), s vecess 5s A E E E enpaneses 760, 820 
s : x 1,356,065 
This year the bill appropriates— 
For salaries of diplomatic officers and contingent and miscellaneous 
expenses of foreign intercourse...............-scssereseersrenssensnccescersannen cs sesser T: 
For salaries and contingent and miscellaneous expenses of consular 
service (including Spproprisstons for fixed salaries, office-rent, and 
contingent expenses of officers now paid by fe€8),.....cccssccserese seersrsaee 1,085, 700 
1, 681, 445 


The apparent increase of this bill over last year amounts to about 
$325,000. Now, if the House will examine the bill it will at once see 
that while we increase the salaries of consuls to the extent of $125,000, 
we turn into the Treasury an amount of fees equaling, if not exceed- 
ing, that sum. The transfer of the seventy fee-consuls by this bill to 

laces on the salaried list carries along with it an appropriation of 

125,000 for their salaries. By the report of the Fifth Auditor there is 
returned to the Treasury $153,000 in fees by these officers, of which 
they retain as compensation at least $120,000. So that the House, in 
adopting this principle, will not actually increase the amount taken out 
of the Treasury, but will simply establish a new and better system of 
Treasury book-keeping. : 

Moreover, it can not be doubted that this transfer will carry with it 
a direct increaseof revenue to the Treasury in the shape of a closer col- 
lection of duties. The State Department has placed this advantage, 
upon the lowest possible estimate, at $150,000; one estimate laid before 
the committee putting it considerably higher. 

I will illustrate by stating one case: A merchant in Russia had en- 
deavored to obtain from the salaried consul at Odessa an undervalua- 
tion of an invoice of wool, and the salaried consul refused to certify the 
invoice. Buta neighboring feed consular officer did certify the invoice, 
and there was a loss to the Treasury of $20,000 on that one shipment. 

The House will perceive, by this illustration alone, how great is the 
advantage to the Treasury of putting these officials upon salaries. You 
thereby remove the temptation which undoubtedly exists to-day to 
favor certain merchants in the matter of invoices, and which, as I have 
said, is estimated to cost the Treasury at least $150,000 a year. 

I think I can say here on behalf of the committee that it has been 
actuated throughout by a spirit of economy, while at the same time it 
has had no hesitation in recommending to the House the absolutely 
necessary increases which have been recommended not only by Secre- 
tary Bayard but by numerous other Secretaries of State. 

There are changes in the bill with reference to the diplomatic sery- 
ice. There is an increase in the salary of our minister to China. This 
has more than once before been brought prominently to the attention 
of Congress. Our relations with China are most important in their 
nature, certainly quite as much so as our relations with Russia or 
Germany. 

Some gentleman may feel it incumbent upon him to raise the point 
of order against this proposition to increase the salary of the minister 
to China, but he will find it difficult, it seems to me, to discover what 
is existing law upon this question. The only law which has attempted 
to fix the salaries of diplomatic officials, under a systematic organization, 
was the law of 1856. If we go back to that law we will discover that 
the minister to Berlin was paid a salary of $12,000, and not $17,500, as 
now; so that, if the point of order lies against the increase of the sal- 
ary of the minister to China, it would lie equally against the recom- 
mendation which we have repeated here in regard to the mission to 
Berlin, and so also as to Russia. 

But the fact is, Mr. Chairman, that upon an examination of this bill 
the House will perceive that it can be easily disposed of within a leg- 
islative day, and although it is rather later in the day than Ihad hoped 
to bring it before the House, yet, unless I find more disposition to de- 
bate the bill than there appears to be at present, I will ask that the 
committee rise for the popoe of limiting the discussion. 

Mr. McCREARY. am a member of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and desire to submit some remarks to this House. Iam not 
in favor of the increase of salaries recommended by the bill, and hope 
that debate will not be limited at this time. 

This is a very important bill, It has some sweeping increases in it. 
It doubles the salary of a number of consuls and increases the sal- 
aries of some of our foreign ministers. It proposes an increase of the 
salaries of a number of consuls from $3,000 to $4,000. 


5 pir CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield the 
oor 


Mr. BELMONT. I was somewhat surprised by the 
Kentucky, a member of the Committee on Foreign 


mtleman from 
irs, and I did 


not yield. Of course, if he desires to oppose the bill I shall see that 
full time be given to him. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido not desire—if the gentleman will allow me 
to correct him—I do not desire to oppose a diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill. But I shall oppose the sweeping increase of salaries 
of this bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to inquire whether or not all points of order 
have been reserved ? 

Mr. BELMONT. They have been. 

I regret very much, Mr. Chairman, that my colleague on the commit- 
tee should consider these changes to be, as he terms them, sweeping, 
and that he should seek to convey the impression that the salaries of 
some of the consuls had been doubled, if by that he means that the com- 
pensation has been doubled. But the House will certainly sustain the 
committee when it perceives that the compensation has not been 
doubled. Where a consul has hitherto received a thousand-dollar 
salary and has engaged in trade and has obtained by virtue of that 
privilege com tion of which this Government can obtain no knowl- 
edge—when he is put upon a salary of $2,000, as in this bill, and is 
thereby prohibited by a standing provision of law from engaging in 
trade, I admit that his salary is doubled, but the amount of compen- 
sation he receives by virtue of his position is not doubled, 

On the contrary I have no doubt it has been the experience of many 
members upon the floor, as it has been my own, that the changes pro- 
posed in this bill have resulted in correspondence showing that the con- 
suls are not satisfied, for they feel themselves somewhat cut down in 
many instances; and itis true that the committee has not followed out 
a very natural impulse, which would have been to compensate these 
officials completely for whatever may be taken away from them by 
transferring them from one class to another. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Do these consuls receive the compensation of which you speak 
by engaging in a legitimate business or by taking fees? 

Mr. BELMONT. Both. There isa class ofconsuls, called the seventh 
class, who receive $1,000salary. Receiving only that amount, they are 
therefore enabled, under the law, to engage in trade. What pecuniary 
advantage they may obtain in this way need not be illegitimate; and 
as to the amount, it can not be well estimated. But the practice is 
detrimental to the interests of the Government, and there is no differ- 
ence of opinion as to that fact. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is just the question I was about to ask; 
whether it was detrimental to the interests of the Government. 

Mr. BELMONT. It is; and as to the feed consuls, those receiving fees 
up to the amount of $1,000 are also authorized to engage in trade. The 
last appropriation act provided that all feed consuls receiving over 
$1,000 should be estimated for by the Department upon thesalaried list, 
That has been done. The result is before the House. The salaries 
provided are so adjusted as to as nearly as possible compensate the feed 
consuls by salaries in amount corresponding to the fees which they have 
hitherto been enabled to retain. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. BELMONT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if there are not some consuls who receive almost no fees at all 
and take the position for the advantage it gives them in the way of 
trade; and if the salaries of those consuls are raised so that they shall 
not take fees any longer ? 

Mr. BELMONT. Those consuls are placed on the ‘salaried list for 
the purpose named by the gentleman; that is to say, in order to pre- 
vent them from engaging in trade. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is done in this bill? 

Mr. BELMONT. It is done in this bill. And in answer to my col- 
league, I would only have to repeat what I have already stated to the 
House, that where we appropriate $125,000 in salaries there is returned 
to the Treasury $120,000, besides the indirect advantage of placing 
men in a position where they will not be tempted to undervalue mer 
chandise; because the man upon fees, if he happens to be one of a grouy; 
of consuls, for instance, all but himself receiving salaries, the man re- 
ceiving the fees will certainly obtain the custom of merchants who de- 
sire to undervalue. 

I do not mean to cast any discredit upon our consular service, because 
that service is entitled to the respect of the House. But we are com- 
pelled to take notice of facts within the knowledge of the Department 
of State and communicated to us upon this subject. 

As to the increase in the diplomatic service of which my colleague 
on the committee spoke, I will say that as to salaries there are but two 
propositions for an increase; one being the increase of the salary for 
our minister to China, and the other for the increase of the salary to 
our minister to the Argentine Republic; and the last named is only a 
restoration of the salary established in 1856. 

Of course if the House chooses to strike out that proposition on a point 
of order it has the power to do so, though I think some argument may 
bemade to resist it, But as tothe changes in the consular service, I do 
not think that any gentleman can successfully show that these transfers 
are properly subject to a point of order, 


1887, 


Mr. RYAN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BELMONT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RYAN. Ise you have taken from the fifth class and restored 
to the fourth‘clasgy Crefeld, Leipsic, and Nuremberg. Why did you not 
also restore from the fifth to the fourth class Sonneberg? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I suggest that those matters will come 
up when the bill is being considered by phs. 

Mr. RYAN. Isimply wanted to ask why the same was not done by 
Sonneberg as was done in reference to the other places I have named. 

Mr. BELMONT. Iwill say, in answer to the gentleman from Kansas, 
he will remember that in this reorganization we have taken a very 
Jarge number of consuls; we have examined each case carefully, sep- 
arately, and no recommendation has been made in the bill not con- 
tained in the estimates which must be in the hands of the gentleman 
himself. And to take up these questions at this stage of the bill it seems 
to me would be impracticable, because there are many other cases of a 
similar nature to those which the gentleman now mentions; and there 
are even amendments which I myself desire to propose. I would, 
therefore, prefer that any gentleman having such questions to pro- 
prana to thecommittee should reserve them until we reach the respect- 

ve classes in the reading of the bill. 

I will say now that I know of several gentlemen who, actuated by 
the communications they have received from certain of these officials, 
desire to offer amendments. Itseems to me more in order that we 
should consider these matters of detail when they are reached. If the 
House desires to enter into a general discussion on the bill, such a dis- 
eussion should have a limit, and I therefore renew my motion that the 
committee rise for the purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. REED. How can we limit debate until we know what the na- 
ture of it is? 

The question being taken on the motion that the committee rise, 
there were—ayes 31. 

Before the negavite vote was taken— 2 

Mr. BELMONT said: I think in view of the disposition shown by 
the House it may be as well to let the debate run on during the rest 
of this day. 

The CHAIRMAN [Mr. BLOUNT]. Does the gentleman withdraw 
his motion? 

Mr. BELMONT. Ido. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, ‘public office is a public trust,” 
and I believe that every member of this House should, after a fair and 
candid examination of every question, follow his own convictions. I 
regret that I have not been able to agree with a majority of the distin- 
guished gentlemen upon the Committee on Foreign Affairs, as regards 
this bill, but, following my convictions, Iam compelled to dissent from 
them in so far as they increase salaries and 

The total amount appropriated for the diplomatic and consular serv- 
ice for the last year was $1,356,065. The total amount appropriated 
by this bill is $1,681,445, a net increase of $325,380. If the same rate 
of increase of salaries and of expenditures was applied to the twelve 
other general appropriation bills which must be passed this session, 
there would be an increase of not less than $60,000,000 in the appro- 
priations this year. I submit in this connection a table showing the 
amounts appropriated by the consular and diplomatic appropriation 
acts for the fiscal years 1877 to 1887 inclusive: : 


1877, Democratic House.. .. $1,188,797 50 
1878, Democratic House.. 1,146,747 50 
1879, Democratic House.. 1, 087, 535 00 
1880, Democratic House.. 1,097, 735 00 
1881, Democratic Congress.. 1, 180, 335 00 
1882, Democratic Congress 1,191, 435 00 
1883, Republican Congress. 1, 256, 655 00 
1884, Republican Congress., 1, 296, 255 00 
1885, Democratic House... 1, 225, 140 00 
1886, Democratic House... ween, 1,242,925 00 
1887, Democratic House......... Wianoben idtee ween 1,864,065 00 


The bill under consideration seeks to appropriate the largest amount 
ever appropriated to pay the expenses proper for one year of our diplo- 
matic and consular service. 

Among the pledges made by the Democratic party two years ago was 
the pledge to restore economy and reduce expenditures. That party 
has been in power now for nearly two years, and we can point with 
pride to the fact that last year expenditures were decreased $17,000,000, 

Mr. REED. Where? 

Mr. McCREARY. I do not desire to be interrupted. 

eee: I only wanted to know where those seventeen millions 
came in. 

Mr. McCREARY. We can point to the fact that last year our in- 
crease in the revenues was $12,000,000 and that we paid nearly $100,- 
000,000 on the public debt. But, sir, to-day we are confronted with 
an appropriation bill increasing the expenditures for our diplomatic 
and consular service one-fourth more than they were last year, and that 
in the face of the good record made by this House as regards the other 
appropriation bills passed at this session. Compared with general ap- 
propriations made last year, the sundry civil bill decreases expenditures 
three and a half millions, the Indian appropriation bill decreases ex- 
penditures half a million, the agricultural appropriations bill decreases 
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expenditures about $90,000, and the pension bill, the Army bill, and 
e Military Academy bill are about the same in amount as they were 

t year. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not the proper time to increase the salaries of 
those who hold positions in our diplomatic and consular service. I 
have great respect for the gentlemen who are now serving this country 
as foreign ministers and consuls, and I will try to do them justice. 
From the days when Benjamin Franklin was a foreign minister many 
of our ministers abroad have performed distinguished service for our 
country, and I wish to say here and now that many of our consuls are 
good men. The necessity for rigid economy was neyer greater in the 
history of our country than now. Business in many places is dep: 
enterprise is stagnant, thousands of laboring men are out of employ- 
ment, and the products of agriculture are not yielding renumerative 
prices. Hard times are oppressing the people and pitiless poverty is 
pinching the poor. 

In strange contrast with the times that surround us are the provis- 
ions of this bill. Whatdoes this bill do? I listened to my friend from 
New York [Mr. BELMONT] with interest, but he did not state all that 
is in this bill. The bill shows that the proposed increase for the diplo- 
matic service for the next fiscal year is $50,500. I will show that it 
goes further than to simply increase the salaries of two ministers, as has 
been alleged in this debate. 

It increases the salary of the minister to China $5,500; it increases 
thesalary of the minister to the Argentine Republic $2,500; it furnishes 
secretaries of legation (they have never had them before) to the - 
tine Republic, Belgium, Corea, the Netherlands, the Roumanian, Ser- 
vian, and Greek mission, the Swedish and Norwegian mission, Switzer- 
land and Venezuela—the increased expenditure amounting to $12,000; 
it increases the salary of the interpreter at the Turkish legation $500; 
it increases the wr of the interpreter at Siam $300; it furnishes a 
clerk to the London legation at $1,200; it allows $25,000 for the erec- 
tion of a legation building in Japan; it allows $3,000 for repairs to the 
legation in Siam, and it increases the amount allowed as the reward 
for foreign vessels rescuing American seamen $500; making a total in- 
crease for the diplomatic service of $50,500. 

The bill also shows that the salaries of the seven consul-generals 
are each increased one-fourth, although these consul-generals are now 
receiving $4,000 and $3,000 per annum. 

It also doubles the salaries of twenty-three consuls, and increases the 
salaries of thirty-seven consuls from $2,000 per annum to from $2,500 
to $3,000 per annum. 

I will not weary the House by reading from the list of consuls whose 
salaries have been increased, but to support my statements I submit as 
part of my remarks the following table: b 


Consular service—increase. 


Places, | bien u omy $ se eos ry. | Increase. 
CONSULS-GENERAL. 

Kanagawa... $4,000 $5,000 $1,000 
i 4,000 5,000 1,000 

é 3,000 4,000 1,000 

3,500 4,000 500 

2,500 4,000 1,500 

3 000 4,000 1.000 
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The bill increases the salaries of about one-half of the salaried con- 
suls now in office, and it creates seventy new salaried consuls. At these 
places consuls who have heretofore been paid by the fees collected by 
them will, if this bill be as reported, be paid out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States. I submit in this connection the following 
table: 

New salaried pine Se OSSETIA 
Contingent expenses for new salaried consuls.. 
Increase for clerks at consulates ............-0000+-+ 

Increase interpreters and marshals at 
Consular 1 CRE ER SE Bee 
Publication of consular reports, increase ... 


Total ...cse. seses sncere 


I ask members of the House to recollect that I have already shown 
that the salaries of the diplomatic service and amounts for legation 
buildings have been increased $50,500. If, then, the salaries of the 
consular service are increased $275,080, it makes an aggregate increase 
in round numbers of $325,000. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman does not mean that the whole of the 
$275,000 is for the increase of the consular salaries. Of course he un- 
derstands that it includes the purchase of buildings. 

Mr. McCREARY. The purchase of buildings is included, as the 
gentleman suggests, Ifthe gentleman so desires I will read the items 
to which I refer. 

Mr. HITT. Oh,no. I knew the gentleman wished to be correct in 
his statement, and I was fearful an erroneous impression might be 
created. 

Mr. McCREARY, Mr. Chairman, I have not had time to examine 
carefully each proposed increase of salary; I have examined, however, 
seventeen of those, and tothose I wish now torefer. Here areseventeen 
cases where it is proposed to increase the salaries of consuls. I have 
here a table, taken from the Fifth Auditor’s report, showing the present 
salary, the proposed salary, the amount of increase, and the fees col- 
lected last year. This table shows that at Buenos Ayres the present 
salary of our consul is $2,500. It is proposed by the committee to in- 
crease it to $3,500—an increase of $1,000. Yet the whole amount of 
fees collected there last year amounted to only $1,863.50. AtCapeTown, 
Africa, pat paan salary of our consul is $1,500. It is proposed in 
this bill to double that salary, making it $3,000. Yet there was col- 
lected there last year by our consul in fees only the pitiful sum of $325. 
At Cardiff the present salary is $2,000. It is proposed to increase it to 
the extent of $500. The amount of fees collected there last year was 
only $288. 

At Odessa—and I am glad now to come to Odessa—the present salary 
is $2,000. It is proposed by the bill under consideration to increase it to 
$2,500. The whole amount of fees collected there last year, according 
to the report of the Fifth Auditor, was only $185. AsI understood 
the remarks of the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. BEL- 
MONT] he said thata large amount of money was to be saved at Odessa 
by the change he pro; in this bill. 

Mr. BELMONT. ill the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir. 

Mr, BELMONT, I think it would be a mistake to suppose that the 
smallness of the fees at any consulate is an indication that the office is 
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not important. There are important consular positions where the fees 
are very 
yield for a speech. I yield for a ques- 


© Mr. McCREARY. Ido not 
on. 

Mr. BELMONT. Then if the gentleman from Kentucky will per- 
mit me I will ask him this question: Does he know that the case which 
I mentioned of Odessa, where I spoke of the saving to the Treasury, 
was a case where a consul received fees, possibly small in amount, but 
because he received fees he undertook to undervalue a shipment to the 
extent of $20,000, his neighboring American consuls who received sala- 
ries having refused to make that undervaluation? I say that by put- 
ting a consul in the neighborhood of this consul at Rustchuk, upon a 
salary, you remove the temptation to undervaluation. 

ae CURTIN. The cure for that is to get an honest man in the 
office. 

Mr. McCREARY. It appears that this consul at Odessa was re- 
ceiving part of the fees collected, and according to the statement of my 
friend, acted badly if not dishonestly. That man, if he acted badly or 
dishonestly as a feed consul, would do the same if he were a salaried 
consul, or would be a little more liable to misbehave in that way. 
Therefore the remedy is to put in a new consul—— 

Mr. BELMONT. That been done. 

Mr. McCREARY. Anda Democrat, if there is not one there now. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish also to refer, in this connection, to the pro- 
posed increase of the salary of the consul at Gaboon. The present 
is $1,000. It is pro to double that salary, making it $2,000. Yet 
the whole amount of fees collected at Gaboon last year was $7.50. At 
Levuka the present salary is $1,000. It is proposed to double the sal- 
ary. Yet the whole amount of fees collected at Levuka last year was 
$2.50. AtTalcahuano, in Chili, the present salary is $1,000. The com- 
mittee oe to double the salary. Yet the whole amount of fees 
Re Ogi last year, according to the report of the Fifth Auditor, 
was $29.50. 

At Bombay last year the salary was $1,000. It is proposed here to 
double it, and pay $2,000; and yet the whole amount collected at Bom- 
bay last year was $390. At Gaspé rey under the present compen- 
sation, the salary of the consul is fixed at $1,000, and it is proposed to 
double it here, while the amount last year collected was $57. AtSierra 
Leone the present salary of the consul is $1,000, proposed salary is 
$2,000, and the fees collected by our consul last year was $97.50. 

Mr. REED. Let me ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. At whose recommendation were these changes made? 

Mr. McCREARY. The majority of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs reported this bill. 

Mr. REED. Did they have any recommendation from the Secretary 
of State; or if not, from whom? 

Mr. McCREARY. They had some estimates furnished by the Sec- 
retary of State. 

Mr. SINGLETON. In almost every case. 

PE gaat Are these changes made in conformity to the esti- 
mates 

Mr. McCREARY. I think some of them are; I do not know about 
allofthem. I know the committee did not comply entirely with the 
recommendations of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. REED. I think if you will give us the benefit of the Secretary’s 
seeagear ay tcapiad wherever you know them, it would be a favor to the 

ouse. 

Mr. McCREARY. There is a Book of Estimates to which I would 
most ully refer the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I should like to have them in connection with your 
remarks. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. McCREARY. Certainly. 

Mr. BELMONT. Does not my colleague on the committee know 
that all of these recommendations were made at the State Department— 
not only by the present State Department, but by previous State De- 
partments? And does he notalso know that the purpose of increasing 
the salary of these consuls, say for instance, at Gaboon, where the sam 
was formally $1,000, was not to make up any difference to the consul 
in the fees of which he is deprived if this bill becomes a law—for he 
receives a very small amount of fees—but, coming within the $1,000 
class, he thereby is enabled to in trade? And does not my 
friend know further, that the reason of the increase is to withdraw 
him from the $1,000 class, otherwise known as the “‘ trading class?” 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I krow that there are many good 
and well-equipped men who are seeking these places at the present sal- 
ary, who are willing to take them as they are now paid; and therefore 
I see no necessity for a change. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not weary this House by reading this list any 
farther. I have anumber of other places to which I had intended to 
refer, where the consuls are receiving but $1,000 per annum, and 
where it is proposed by this bill to double the salaries, although they 
are collecting in fees less than $500 per annum, or I may say from $500 
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down to $2.50 per annum, I present a table to support my statements 
as regards proposed salaries and fees collected: ý 


Present salary. 

Fees collected in 
Pith Auditors 
Report. 


Increase. 


| Proposed salary. 


Buenos A: Sapoe Republic. $2,500 | $3,500 | $1,000 | $1,863 50 
Pernambuco, ISES SN -| 2,000 | 8,000} 1,000 973 50 
Apia, Friendly Islands. „| 2,000 | 8,000} 1,000 209 25 
Cape Town, Africa ....... -| 1,500 | 3,000} 1,500 325 00 
Cardiff, Great Britain .. 2,000 | 2,500 500 288 00 
Tamative, 2,000 | 2,500 500 26 00 
Odessa, Russia 2,000 | 2,500 500 185 00 
«| 1,000} 2,000} 1,000 7 50 

Levuka, Fiji .| 1,000 | 2,000 | 1,000 250 
. .| 1,000 | 2,000 | 1,000 29 50 

Bombay, India ..... 1,000 | 2,000 | 1,000 390 00 
G: 1,000 | 2,000 | 1,000 57 00 
1,000 | 2,000 | 1,000 97 50 

Santiago. «| 1,000.) 2,000} 1,000 248 00 
Nantes, “| 1,000 | 2,000 | 1,000] 566 50 
Venice, Italy ... -| 1,000 | 2,000} 1,000 570 50 
ers, France 1,000 | 2,000 | 1,000 467 75 
6,307 00 


The table shows that we are paying our consuls at the seventeen 


places named $24,000 per annum, and yetit is now to increase 
their compensation to $40,000, although the whole amount of mone 
collected for the Government by them in only $6,307. If the b 
passes and becomes a Jaw they will receive six times as much in sala- 
ries as they now collect. 

Mr. Chairman, I understood the distinguished gentleman from New 
York to say that the substitution of salaried consuls for officials here- 
tofore paid by fees would put into the $150,000 more than is 
put in under the present system. I hold in my hand a carefully pre- 
pared table, showing the proposed salaries of these new consuls, and 
the amounts they collected in the way of fees during the last fiscal year. 
I shall not weary the House by reading it all over, but submit it as a 
part of my remarks, and it will be printed in the RECORD. 

It shows that fifty-one salaried consuls are proposed in this bill 
in lieu of officials now compensated by fees. It shows also that nine- 
teen salaried consulates are proposed at places where there are now 
simply consular agents, making in all seventy, and adding up the pro- 


posed salaries and all the fees collected, we find that the proposed sal- 
aries for the seventy new consuls amount to $125,000, fees col- 
lected last year by these consuls amounted to $140,841. Therefore the 


fees collected last year only exceed the proposed salaries about $15,000, 
and if we leave out of this calculation the fees collected at St. Galle, 
$7,910, and Annaberg, $7,952, there is substantially no difference be- 
tween the proposed salaries and the fees collected. 


Salaried consuls proposed in lieu of certain ones now compensated by fees. 


Fees 
during 


PRSSE 
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Port Stanley and St. Thomas 
Sherbrooke... 
Trinidad 
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Salaried consuls proposed, &e.—Continued. 


roposed sal- 
ary. 
ene 


oe 
Morrisburg ys siics tosses cesecsecscssesevoosesseten $1,500 | $1,086 
Newcastle, Australia... „| 1,500 457 
1,500} 1,869 
.| 1,500 1,573 
„| 1,500 786 
1,500 1,089 
1,500 1,680 
1,500 990 
1,500 2,313 
1,500 1,272 
«| 1,500 1,356 
«| 1,500 1,690 
1,500 1,581 
1,500 1,127 
1,500 708 
-| 1,500 146 
-| 1,500 436 
„| 1,500 1,307 
„| 1,500 1,241 
1,500 1,49 
TNO AOE A E O ONE AET N E EEN EENEN 147 


$1, 000 00 $2,500 | $4,123 00 
1,000 00 2,000 | 2,237 50 
1,000 00 2000| 3,767 50 
1,000 00 2,000 | 3,010 00 
250 00 2,000 552 50 
102 33 2000| 1,554 50 
1,000 00 2,000 | 3,078 50 
240 00 1,500 | 1,240 00 
1,000 00 1,500| 2171 Bo 
43 50 1,500 | 1,043 50 
1,000 00 1,500 | 4,920 50 
645 00 1,500} 1,645 00 
602 50 1,50 | 1602 00 
308 50 1.500 | 1,308 50 
656 00 1,500} 1,656 00 
1,000 00 1,500] 2155 00 
52 50 1,500} 1,052 50 
382 50 1,500} 1,382 50 
187 50 1,500} 1,187 50 
475 33 82,500 693 50 


I believe whenever you say to those men who are now being pain 
fees that they are to receive fixed annual salaries they will 

careless about the fees. That is the history of all such officers, When- ` 
ever you say to them you shall draw a salary twice as high as you re- 
ceived before, there is danger that they will then become careless and 
indifferent as regards the amount collected by fees, and the amount re- 
ceived from the seventy consuls will not probably be a what it was 
at the end of the last fiscal year. We have been going on for many 
years under the present system. There is no pressing demand for the 
substitution of salaried consuls for feed consuls, and I do not be- 
lieve the change will add to the wisdom or efficiency of our consular 


service. 
Mr. BELMONT. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, PA 

Mr. BELMONT. Does the gentleman suppose when he saysthat by 
putting feed consuls upon the salaried listno benefit will accrue to the 
service? Does he suppose that his experience upon that is better than 
that of every Secretary of State since Monroe? And does he imagine 
that the House will retrograde in this matter because from year to year 
consuls have been transferred from the feed to the salaried list? And 
what the committee now proposes to do is to take a longer step in ad- 
vance, Thatisall. It is nothing new. 

Mr. McCREARY. I do not propose to put my knowledge against 
the views of the various Secretaries of State to whom my friend from 
New York refers. But I am willing to stand with all the members of 
Congress since Monroe’s time who have universally refused to do it. 

Mr. LONG. Can you show what connection there is between the 
salary of the consul and the amount of fees he collects ? 

Mr. McCREARY. Asa general ruleif there is much business done 
there will be good fees. If there is no business of any consequence 
done the fees will be insignificant, amounting as they do in one case 
cited to $2.50 per annum. 

Mr. Chairman, I am compelled to dissent to one statement made in 
the report filed by a majority of the committee, and I only refer to it 
because I fear that some of my colleagues might be misled byit. Near 
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the close of the report is this statement in reference to the change 
from the fee system to the salaried system: 

Estimated gain to Treasury from increased collections, $150,000. 

Ido not betieve any member of this House or of the committee can 
show that the gain to the Treasury, if this bill becomes a law, will 
amount to $150,000. 

I have carefully made an estimate, and if you leave out St. Galle 
and Anna the feesamount to about the sameas the salaries. Ido 
not see how there can be a gain to the Treasury from increased collec- 
tions amounting to $150,000 as stated in the report. 

Mr. BELMONT. As the gentleman from Kentucky has called for 
explanations and challenges any member of the committee to give 
them,it seems to me only proper that at this time an answer should be 
made. I think my friend is mistaken asto the meaning of that phrase. 
He clearly is. The Department has made this estimate most carefully, 
not as to the amount of fees returned or anything of the kind; it is 
simply an estimated gain to the Treasury by reason of honest invoices. 
That is what it means. 

Mr. McCREARY. The majority report says: 

Estimated gain to Treasury, $150,000. 


" When the gentleman comes to occupy the rest of his time I will be 
glad if he will show this House in what particulars the gain of $150,- 
000 is made. It would be just as casy to say $300,000. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will not my friend be kind enough to read what 
is said there? It does not.say—— 

Mr. McCREARY. I have read it in fall— 

Estimated gain to the Treasury from increased collections—— 

Mr. BELMONT.  ‘‘ Increased collections;’’ that is to say -—— 

Mr. McCREARY. When the gentleman from New York comes to 
occupy the rest of his time I want him to show how there will be an 
increase of collections amounting to $150,000, and give the particular 


cases. 
Mr. BELMONT. Ifthe gentleman will permit me to do so now, I 


will. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the gentleman can give me the particular 
cases I will hear him now. 

Mr. BELMONT. The question only proves—— 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido not want any general answer. I want the 
places where the increase will occur. 

Mr. BELMONT. ‘The question of my friend only proves, I am 
sorry to say, that he does not understand what this means, 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I decline to be interrupted any 
further. I shall not go to thedistinguished gentleman from New York 
for information after the speech he made to-day in regard to the pend- 
~~ for I think my friend does not understand it himself. 

. BELMONT. Iam very sorry — 

Mr. McCREARY. I decline to be interrupted any further. 

Mr. BELMONT. Very well. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, commerce does not depend on 
consuls. Our diplomatic and consular system amounts to but little in 
regard to improving our commerce—only a bubble in the great move- 
ment of commerce. What we need in order to make commerce and 
revive shipping in this country is a fair revenue law. Taxes should 
be removed from the articles used in the construction of our ships, so 
as to make it to the interest of our people not to invest alone in untaxed 
bonds, but to invest also in ocean sailing vessels, which ought to be built 
as cheap in this country as in any other country in the world. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT], in the course of his 
remarks, said that the increase of the salaries of consuls was made be- 
cause of a section in the diplomatic and consular bill passed last ses- 
sion. I will read that section, because that is an important point, In 
the last diplomatic and consular bill, passed at the first session of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, is the following language : 

And in the estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30,1888, there shall be es- 
timated for specifically, under classified consulates, all consulates and commer- 
cial agencies where the fees collected or compensation allowed for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, exceeds $1,000. 

That clause only refers to the estimates for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1888, but it does not require the substitution of salaried consuls for 
officers heretofore paid by fees. For the benefitof my friend from New 
York, who I fear has never seen it, I will read him the law which 
now regulates the pay of our consuls in the United States, and then he 
will see that the bill under consideration contains new legislation. 

Here is the law under which we pay our consuls and which regulates 
our consular service so far as payment is concerned. I read from the 
supplement to the Revised Statutes of the United States, page 401. 

And the salaries provided in this act for the officers within named respect- 
ively shall be in full of the annual salaries thereof from and after the lst day of 
July, 1879, and all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that the act of 1879? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, the actapproved January 27,1879. Thatis 
the law to-day, and any attempt to change that law in this appropria- 
tion bill is in violation of the rules of this House. 

Mr. Chairman, I see no necessity for the increase of salaries as pro- 


vided in this bill. I see no necessity for the change that is sought to 


be made so as to substitute salaried consuls for officials heretofore paid 
by fees. Where does the demand come trom? I hear of no demand 
coming from those who take an interest in the improvement of our dip- 
lomatic and consular service beyond our committee and the Secretary 
of State. Is it necessary to increase the salaries and make the change 
in order to find men who will take diplomatic and consular positions? 
Sir, if I am correctly informed, not less than ten—probably from ten to 
fifty—patriots are to-day anxious to take each of these paces as con- 
suls and consuls-general. 

There is probably no member on this floor who can not furnish an in- 
telligent, patriotic, well-equipped gentleman to take any one of these 
places at the present salary. I hear members onall sides respond that 
they have constituents who are anxious to accept the places at the pres- 
ent salaries. [Laughter.] 

But will any evil consequence follow from not passing the bill as itis 
reported by the committee? Will any of these consuls who have 
been feasting and fattening, many of them for years, in good offices 
resign? That would be a great calamity, Mr. Chairman—to them, if 
not to the country. But Ido not believe they will resign. If they 
do, however, there will spring up in every part of this great Republic 
good and worthy men ready to take the places at the salaries now paid. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Or at a liberal discount. 

Mr. McCREARY. But, Mr. Chairman, while I am on this subject 
I may as well read something about the class of gentlemen who have 
in days gone by represented us so well in the consular service. There 
was s time only a few years ago when the House of Representatives 
and the Senate passed a bill which authorized the appointment of two 
consular inspectors to make the grand circuit and visit all our consuls 
in Asia, Egypt, South America, and in other countries. 

Many gentlemen present are probably well acquainted with one of 
the gentlemen appointed for that purpose, and will recognize the name 
of Mr. De B. Randolph Keim. Hewas appointed by President Grant 
under an act of Congress to visit the consulates, and he made a report, 
which I hold in my hand. I may remark in passing that the bill also 
authorized the appointment of another inspector, and an able and dis- 
tinguished gentleman of this city, known, I believe, as Dr. Newman, was 
appointed, and he, too, made the grand march around among our consul- 
ates and came back, but, so far as the world knows, he has never yet 
made a report to tell the country what he discovered. 

Mr. CALDWELL, But he got there all the same. 
begat oF emai He certainly had the enjoymentof a trip around 

e world. 

Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand, as I have said, the only report 
that was made by these visitors, and that was made by Mr. Keim. I 
will not weary the House by reading the whole report, but will read 
simply the concluding remarks of the distinguished gentleman, Mr. 
Keim, after he had traveled 43,000 miles, and had drawn his salary, 
amounting to over $5,000. À 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. How many pages are there of th 
report 

Mr. McCCREARY. Four hundred and forty-one. 

Mr. McCREARY. The concluding passage ofthe report is as follows: 

I have endeavored to point out concisely some of the irregularities and abuses 
which have made the consular service of the United States so notorious through- 
out the world, It will have been seen that there was not a single consulate at 
which a complete set of record-books from the beginning, as required by regu- 
lations, was to be found. 

The officers, as a rule, at the time of my visit had been obliged to open their 
books anew, or had had it done by a subordinate, Almost every consulate had 
some defects in its history, owing tothe incompetency, low habits, and vulgar- 
a, ie see of it officers during the endless round of evils incident to official 

Abuses had been committed in the collection of fees; in the exercise of judi- 
cial powers; in the adjustment of the business affairs of American citizens; in 
the settlement, where permitted, of the estates of intestate American citizens 
dying abroad; in selling the American ; in “running out” ships; in dis- 
charging seamen; in affording relief or medical attendance to destitute or sick 
American seamen; in establishing American settlements abroad; in issuin 
illegal rts; in countenancing shipping-masters; in taxing Chinese emi- 
grants. Indeed, the most important feature of my investigation was the inge- 
nuity displayed by consular officers since the act of 1856, particularly in defraud- 
ing the Government and grasping gains from various outside sources besides, 
If all could be told of the consular service of the United States, as illustrated in 
the conduct of its officials, the excess of bad over would be so great that 
the most cold and indifferent citizen would blush for the name of his country. 

Mr. SINGLETON. If such be the state of things, does not the gen- 
tleman think it is time we should endeavor to remedy it? 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido. 

Mr. SINGLETON. That is just what we are trying to do. 

Mr. McCREARY. But I do not think the proper remedy is to in- 
crease the salaries of the men who have been acting in that way. 

Mr. SINGLETON. You say that they have acted badly; that they 
have been driven to resort to all sorts of means to make a living—— 

Mr. McCREARY. But I do not wish to increase their salaries, 

Mr. SINGLETON. We need to get honest men for the offices, and 
then pay them properly for their services. 

Mr. McCREARY. So I think. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the date of the report to which the gen- 
tleman referred ? 

Mr. McCREARY. The date is 1872. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to say anything improper about our 
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foreign ministers and consuls. As I said before, among them are a | referred. They will have to leave this country and journey toward the 


peas many good men—intelligent, accomplished, able men, who are a 
efit to our country, and who are discharging their duties faithfully 
and properly, and whose accounts come up to the Fifth Auditor in 
proper shape. But it is well known that among our consuls are some 
men who are more ornamental than useful. I believe it was a very 
appreciative poet who said on one occasion— 
The violet loves a sunny bank. 
The cowslip loves the leas, 
A minister loves a glittering rank, 
And a consul loves his ease. 

Several MEMBERS. His fees! [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCREARY. Some points have been referred to by my distin- 
guished friend from New York, to which I desire now to allude specific- 
ally. This bill proposes certain specific things which I wish to discuss. 
In the first place it increases the salary of our minister to China $5,500. 
There is to-day no greater necessity for the increase of the salary of the 
minister to China than for the increase of the salary of the minister to 
Mexico. To-day there are but five hundred or six hundred American 
citizens in all the Chinese empire. In Mexico there are thousands of 
American citizens, and we have much trade and business with the citi- 
zens of our neighboring republic. Why, then, should we increase the 
salary of the minister to China and not increase the salary of the minister 
to Mexico? Ido not believe there is any necessity for increasing the 
salary of our minister to China, and I am opposed toit. As thiscountry 
has progressed our ministers to the Argentine Republic, to Belgium, to 
the Netherlands, and to other places named in the bill have gotten 
along very well without secretaries of legation. They have clerks, and 
that isenough. Yet this bill allows for secretaries of legation at the 
places named—an increase of $12,000. 

Besides, the bill allows $25,000 for the erection of a legation building 
in Ja Shall we now commence toerect gorgeous legation buildings 
in all foreign countries to which our ministers are sent? If we are to 
do this, if that is the wisdom of this country, if that is the way to get 
a wise and efficient diplomatic service, and this House says it shall be 
done, then, though I oppose it, I would bow my head and submit. 
Whenever you appropriate $25,000 to erect legation buildings at Japan, 
you open the door to the erection of legation buildings in every country to 
which we send a minister. I see no reason why to-day we should com- 
mence the erection of a building in Japan to be used as a legation 
building. We have not in all this world a legation building except, I 
believe, a common kind of a house at Siam which was given to us; and 
z5 I PeT here at the time I should have opposed the acceptance of 

at gi 

This great country, with its millions of population and millions of 
wealth and millions of surplus in the Treasury, should not be depen- 
dent upon the bounty of the Emperor of Japan or the Kingof Siam for 
alittle ground ora small house as headquarters for our ministers. And 
now they come to ask us to accept ground from Japan and to appro- 
priate $25,000 to erecta building onthatground, Iam opposed to the 
Sopros Son of money for the erection of legation buildings abroad for 
the entertainment of our ministers. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman give us the reasons for his op- 
position ? 

Mr. McCREARY. For a hundred years distinguished ministers, 
from Benjamin Franklin to the present, have represented us abroad 
with ability and credit. It has not been necessary, in carrying out our 
republican simplicity, to ape the customs of effete aristocracy of any 
country. 

Mr. HOPKINS. _Is that the only reason the gentleman can give? 

Mr. McCREARY. I think that is sufficient. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then you would have had President Cleveland 
inaugurated with the same simplicity that attended the inauguration 
of Jefferson, and would have him receive the same salary ? 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

Mr. McCREARY. If Mr. Cleveland had been inaugurated with the 
same simplicity as was Mr. Jefferson, Ishould have made no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You are dodging the question. 

Mr. McCREARY. After the Democratic party had been out of 
power for twenty-five years and elected a Democratic President, I can 
see no reason why they should not come here and rejoice that they had 
driven the Republican party out of power and put a Democratic Presi- 
dent in the White House. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to refer to another item in this bill. The 
item with regard to consular inspectors. I have already adverted to 
Mr. Keim and Dr. Newman, who were appointed consular inspectors, 
one of whom made a report and the other did not. 

This bill proposes to appropriate $18,000 to pay two other consular 
inspectors. It authorizes them to make a tour around the earth to visit 
all our consuls, 

Mr. Chairman, I have read with interest Humboldt’s Cosmos. In 
my reading I followed General Grant in his tour around the world with 
great delight. Last summer I listened to an evangelist and missionary 
with pleasure as he detailed how he had preached and praised the Lord 
allovertheglobe. But these consular inspectors will have to visit more 
places than were visited by either of the gentlemen to whom I have 


rising sun. They will, perhaps, have to visit the sunny scenes of Italy 
and the lowlands of Scotland. They will probably pass over the vine- 
clad valleys of the Rhine. They will visit the republics of Central and 
South America, whose representative men we are so anxious to have 
come and meet us in this beautiful Capital city. [Applause.] They 
will visit hundreds of consuls and listen to the music of many lan- 
ges. They will hobnob with sovereigns, and perhaps be hum- 
ugged by tradesmen. They will, doubtless, ride with titled noble- 
men, dine with dignified dames, and dance with Persian princesses. 
[Great laughter. ] 

They will go, Mr. Chairman, in the discharge of their duty from the 
ice-clad altitudes of Chimborazo down to the equatorial line, and from 
the heights of the Andes, near where the yawning chasms of the Cor- 
dilleras sparkle with gems and jewels, all round to the smiling vales 
found in other parts of this world. But at Jast they will return, real- 
izing, no doubt, as we all realize, that beyond all lands they have vis- 
ited this great Republic is the grandest and the dearest. [Applause.] 
And, Mr. Chairman, they are to get for that journey all over the ee 
$4,000 per annum andexpenses paid. [Laughter.] Now, in the light 
of what has happened in the past, in the light of what is contained in 
Mr. Keim’s report, and what we know about Mr. Newman’s grand tour 
round the world, where is the necessity for appointing two such inspec- 
tors at $4,000 a year as recommended by a majority of the committee? 

I for one, Mr. Chairman, think the time has come when, instead of 
increasing appropriations, as this bill does, we should turn our atten- 
tion to moreimportant matters. Weshould, in my judgment, give our 
attention to complying fully and completely with the pledges we made 
to the people. Weshould restore economy. We should see that ex- 
penses are reduced. We should look to the rebuilding of an adequate 
and efficient navy. ~Weshould foster and encourage labor. Weshould 
especially provide for the restoration of our commerce to what it ought 
to be. And in that view we should begin the long-deferred reform of 
our tariff legislation. 

Those are the questions, Mr. Chairman, we should turn our atten- 
tion to now, instead of increasing salaries of our diplomatic and con- 
sular officers. [Applause, ] 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with 
interest to my esteemed friend from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], and 
when discussing a subject with which he is thoroughly informed it 
would gratify me to follow him. I dislike to differ with him on this 
bill, but he will pardon me for seeking the most reliable information 
on so important a matter. When gentlemen were engaged during the 
past year in canvassing among their constituents they can not claim 
to be as familiar with our diplomatic and consular service as the able 
and distinguished Secretary who worthily fills the Department of 
State, and his corps of assistants, some of whom have devoted the 
greater part of their lives to this service. I therefore repeat I prefer to 
look to the State Department for information on the matters now be- 
fore the committee rather than to the gentleman from Kentucky. I 
appreciate the force of his eloquence on a constituency not familiar 
with the duties and responsibilities of our foreign service, and even fear 
its effects upon this House were we not to be controled by facts rather 
than appeals to prejudice. 

But we are called on to treat of great and important public ques- 
tions—a branch of the service that relieves the toiling masses of this 
country from direct taxation, and through importand other duties fills 
the redundant coffers of an overflowing Treasury. Our diplomatic rep- 
resentatives reside at foreign courts; strictly watch over our relations 
with other governments, and protect and guard the rights of American 
citizens who may visit those countries for traffic orpleasure. They are 
the means of often averting foreign wars as well as giving toournation 
valuable information which could not otherwise be secured. 

The consular corps of the United States is divided by law into differ- 
ent classes. There are consuls who invariably receive salaries, and 
others who are paid by fees. Then there are consular agents who re- 
ceive salaries, while others without exception are compensated by fees, 
while the vice-consuls receive no fixed salaries, and receive no compen- 
sation except in the absence of the chief. 

The committee has made no recommendation in regard to the diplo- 
matic service other than as to the minister to China and to the Argen- 
tine Republic. The increase of salaries recommended in these instances, 
in my opinion, must upon a brief examination be made manifest to all. 

, Some thirty years ago England and France were bombarding the 
ports of China for the purposes of conquest and to secure commercial 
intercourse. Up to this time these people had closed their ports and 
held comparatively little intercourse with the outside world. 

Since that time no nation has made greater progress in arts and 
arms and commerce than these people. Her imports in 1884 amounted 
in round numbers to about $75,000,000. Her imports of cotton goods 
alone were about $22,000,000, not including $1,800,000 for raw cotton, 
besides $4,000,000 for woolen goods. Herexports were chiefly tea, silk, 
&c. I regret to find that her commerce with this country was not as 
great as our resources entitled us to expect. Still, it is improving. 

China has a population ranging from four hundred to four hundred 
and fifty million, while her territory embraces about one-ninth of the 
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habitable globe. The expense of getting to that country and the cost 
of living when once there are to be taken into consideration in fixing 
salaries. 

A consular officer who for many years lived in China says, substan- 
tially, the Chinese are a people punctillious in all that relates to official 
etiquette and prone to judge of a people by the tone of her representa- 
tives. Foreigners have not been slow to appreciate these Oriental 
characteristics, and by organizing their services on a lavish scale have 
secured for themselves protection and development for which we ask 
in vain. 

The Chinese soldier, who was once content to confront his enemy 
with the beating of gongs and the parade of elephants, under the dis- 
cipline of the finest European officers, has been transformed into a 
dangerous adversary, as the French learned to their costin the Tonquin 
war. This nation, quick to appreciate and apply the missiles of de- 
struction of her more enlightened neighbor, has now the most approved 
small-arms, with the largest guns frowning from her forts, while her 
war vessels have not been neglected. 

The immigration of large numbers of Chinese to this country, with 
our efforts to exclude them by force and by treaty, as well as the treat- 
ment of our missionaries and traders in that country, have presented 
some of the most delicate and difficult political questions in our diplo- 
maticintercourse. In our treaties with that nation we have been met 
with a generous and liberal spirit! We have been prompted by no 
spirit of aggrandizement, and hence they have felt confident of our dis- 
position to deal fairly by them. It is insisted that it is not unreason- 
able on the part of this committee to recommend that we should send 
to China a first-class minister as we do to four of the leading powers 
upon the continent of Europe. 

In regard to the recommendation to increase the salary of the min- 
ister to the Argentine Republic my opinion is not so decided. She is 
one of the sister republics of South America, who, being near our doors, 
it behooves us to cultivate the most intimate relations with, as well as 
with all South American republics, and also with Brazil. Her im- 
ports amounted in 1884, in round numbers, to $94,000,000, and con- 
sisted of foods and drinks, textiles and clothing, wearing apparel, and 
furniture. Her imports from the United States amounted to only 
$7,500,000. Indeed, when we see the limited amount of commerce car- 
ried on between this country and our South American neighbors we 
are forcibly impressed by the advantage to be derived from closer social, 
political, and commercial relations. 

The annual trade of the whole South American states amounts to 
about $1,500,000,000 per annum, from which the United States imports 
about $85,000,000 and exports not one-third of the amount in return. 
It is not singular, therefore, that there should be depression at home 
when our manufactures are accumulating without a market and our 
grain and food products are confined virtually at home. I therefore do 
not consider that the committee has been extravagant in recommending 
an increase of thesalary of the minister to the Argentine Republic, which 
is annually becoming more and more commercially allied to the United 
States than any other of her neighboring sisters. 

One of the most important auxiliaries to our fi commerce is our 
consular service, As is stated in Executive Document No. 121, Forty- 
eighth Congress, first session, ‘‘ other countries commenced, as we did, 
by appointing merchants as consuls, generally leaving the nomination 
for the position to the most prominent merchants where the office was 
to be established.” This system has to a large extent been abandoned 
by all countries, and entirely by many. Paid consuls have been ap- 
pointed in their places, who are selected by the governments which ap- 

tthem. Theyshould be appointed not only when our country has 
already established its trade, but a wise and statesmanlike policy would 
dictate that when there is a prospect of opening our trade they should 
be sent forward to compete with others by attempting to secure it for 
their country. 

The gentleman has read from a report made to this Government by 
inspectors appointed under the administration of General Grant, in 
which one of the i tors reports the service to be in a most demor- 
alized and deplorable condition, and yet he resists the appointment ot 
inspectors provided for by this bill. If our consuls are to be free from 
such supervision, what is the remedy for the evils he would have us 
believe exist? 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. With pleasure. 

Mr. McCREARY. My remedy is to turn out bad men and put in 
good men. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Who shall judge whether they are 

or bad men? 

Mr. McCREARY. I am not willing to leave it to you. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. No, I would not be willing to assume 
the responsibility myself. 

Mr. McCREARY. It is a rule of law that no man should be a 
judge in a case in which he is interested. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. The gentleman from Kentucky has 
said he would apply the remedy by turning out bad men and putting 
good men in office. That is the evil that makes calamity of such long 
life. Who can say whether a man is a good or bad man when ap- 


pointed? Shall it be the politician that recommends the appin Ss 
or accommodating neighbors and friends who indorse for him? Ex- 
perience would teach me to say, the character of the indorsement is 
not an invariable test of merit. There are motives underneath which 
need not always be bad. 

But if only good men were appointed what is the disadvantage of hay- 
ing them inspected? Temptation might induce even such to occa- 
sionally step aside. ‘‘ Deliver us from temptation ” is one of the most 
wholesome as well as comprehensive invocations that can be offered up. 
Every branch of the Government at home has its inspector, and experi- 
ence hasshown the necessity for and the wisdom for such appointments, 
It is true that these duties are presumed to be performed by the consuls- 
general. But they are often unsatisfactory and ineffective, while the 
inspectors would be accountable directly to the Secretary of State. Our 
consuls are distributed all over the civilized world. While exposed to 
temptations they are without the restraints which the eyes of neigh- 
bors at home impose upon those among us. 

How long could a man go astray in this country without the de- 
tective eye of a newspaper reporter findingit out? Why, then, should 
my distinguished friend while arraigning our consular service for in- 
efficiency and neglect withhold from the Department the most effective 
means of detecting and correcting abuses? While I have great respect 
for the opinion of the gentleman from Kentucky, he will pardon me 
when I declare I have far more confidence in the recommendations of 
the distinguished Secretary of State on matters of international polity 
than I have for those of any one Representative on this floor. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption ? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY. Have you any confidence in the action of Con- 
gress for many years which refused to change the system or increase 
the salaries? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. In reply to the gentleman’s question 
I answer that these recommendations have.not been made for a t 
number of years. Itis well known to members that this side of the 
House was not in political accord with the State De ent for quite 
a long time, with the exception of the Forty-seventh Congress. qt it 
had been I have no doubt some of these reforms would have been 
adopted. From the Forty-fourth Congress upto the beginning of this 
Congress a rule of the House forbid the increase of salaries, and yet we 
know changes were made in various instances. 

Mags MoCREARY. Why did your committee fail to make the changes 
t year? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. We did bring in a bill covering the 
points, but were unable to get it considered. 

Mr. McCREARY. The committee reported a diplomatic and con- 
sular bill last year, but they did not make these increases of salaries or 
adopt the changes which are recommended here in this present bill. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. They made substantial and 
reported a separate bill which they were unable to get consid Let 
me call the gentleman’s attention to a recommendation on this subject 
made by Secretary of State Frelinghuysen, which may be found in Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 121, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. In 
speaking of the salary as opposed to the fee system, on page 7, he says: 


In the opinion of the Department the present system of compensation by fees, 
either official or unofficial, should be abolished. Whatever money comes into 
the consul’s hands should be turned into the Treas of the United States, and 
he should depend for his support entirely upon the salary allowed by Con; 3 

A consular officer of high le and much experience in Germany and Rus- 
sia, in alluding to this branch of the subject, says: 

"I think that all consuls should receive a liberal provision, and should be for- 
bidden to increase their income by notarial work or perquisites of any kind, 
Every fee collected by a consul should be credited to the Government,” 

A consul of some twenty years’ experience in Europe recommends a liberal 
but exactly defined salary and the entire abolition of unofficial fees; every fee 
to bo offidial and returned to the Tréastiry, 


The old system of requiring the officers of thecriminal courts in the 
States to be dependent upon the fees collected from the criminal has 
been generally abandoned as being unjust and oppressive, unjust to 
the officers and oppressive to the litigant, and the same policy will be 
abandoned when the United States district attorneys and marshals bill 
can be reached in this House. I welcome this proposition as a measure 
calculated to ameliorate our consular system in the interest of com- 
mercial interchange, and the establishment of those relations that 
should exist between this Government and her commercial sisters. I 
ean not, therefore, appreciate a policy which would pay its officers a 
salary at home and make them depend upon fees when serving abroad. 

The gentleman from Kentucky had a great deal to say about the 
luxury and style in which the representatives of this country abroad 
indulge. The gentleman does not mean that seriously, and does not 
expect that it will influence any member who may hear him. That 
may do from the hustings when itis insisted that a member of Con- 
gress subsists magnificently and luxuriously upon his $5,000 per an- 
num; that he rolls in fine carriages and dresses in fine linen, whereas 
many were seeking to eke out their salaries a few days ago by the em- 
ployment of a clerk atthe expense of the Government! No! Tellitnot 
in Gath; proclaim it not in the streets of Askalon, that this debate has 
produced no better argument in opposition to the measure proposed by 
the committee than the one here employed. 
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For really and in truth, there is no Department of the Government 
whose officers have fewer advocates on this floor than our poorly-paid 
consular service. There are exceptions, it is true, but they are such as 
only prove the rule. Thereasonisplain. One appointed to goabroad 
can no longer manipulate primaries and promote the interests of his 
friends. Ont of sight, out of mind, is an old and true adage. A letter 
a across the water has not near the maguetism of the touch of the 

w. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to follow the gentleman in the 
discussion of the details of this bill. That will be more appropriate 
when we consider it by sections under the five-minute rule. It may 
be sufficient to say, generally, that the value of a consul to his govern- 
ment is not to be estimated by the fees he may collect at his office. 

At one port a large number of goods may be shipped in small pack- 
ages, on each of which he collects a fee, while at another goods oftwenty 
times the value may be shipped in bulk, on which but few fees are 
collected. Not only this, in some of the countries consuls are invested 
with judicial power, through extraterritorial jurisdiction, andare really 
clothed with power to try men for capital felonies. Suppose here, at 
such a place, his fees were but small? Would you regulate his salary 
in proportion to the amount, received? Would you esteem the life and 
liberty of a citizen of so little value? Most assuredly not. 

Now my friend goes on and speaks of our building a house in Japan. 
He thinks that is a great departure from our usual policy. Why, sir, 
it is merely a matter of dollars and cents which my friend is so much 
concerned about; and as he wants to see the expenses reduced, let us 
see what is said by the Secretary of State in regard toit. The Secre- 
tary says: 

The offer by Japan to the United States of a commodious plat of ground for 
building a legation thereon has been repeatedly brought to the attention of 
Congress, The scarcity of habitable dwellings or premises fora legation in 


Japan subjects our Government to the necessity of renting from but one owner, 
upon such terms as he may dictate. 


Now my friend would allow one man to dictate what we should pay. 


Rent has been paid for the past ten years at the rate of $3, 400 annum, Ar- 
gumentation seems, therefore, unnecessary to prove that the true interests of 
economy, as well as dignity and convenience, would be subserved by granting 
the appropriation asked for, 

Four per cent. on $25,000 would be $1,000, whereas we now pay a 
yearly rent of $3,400. That is the gentleman’s economy. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman from North Carolina allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY. If webuildlegation a beaks Japan, why should 
we not erect legation quarters in France, England, Russia, Spain, and 
everywhere else? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I am surprised that my friend asks 
that question, which is one so easy to be answered. It is because we can 
rent in these countries buildings suitable for legation purposes at a mod- 
erate rate, 

Mr. McCREARY. What is the rent in England? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Not very much. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think it is fully as large as it is in Japan. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. There is no necessity for it in those 
countries. France and England and Russia have accepted similar 
plats of ground from Japan and erected buildings thereon, and the 
gentleman from Kentucky, familiar as he is with our diplomatic serv- 
ice, knows that the condition of things in Oriental countries is totally 
different from what it is in the countries mentioned. In Japan they 
have a distinct class of dwellings, different from what we are accustomed 
to, and their grouping differs from ours, and the same is true as to some 
other Eastern countries. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from North Carolina will per- 
mit me I will say also that in those countries of the East portions of 
territory are set apart for residences of foreign legations, and they are 
compelled to build their own houses or have no place to live in at all. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. That is quite true. Now in regard 
to China, the gentleman finds a great trouble there. Ido notsee any, 
I think the recommendation is a very proper one. 

We must keep abreast with the progress of the times. We must 
look at what is going on in other countries and not stand here and be 
content to declare we represent the greatest nation under the sun, but 
do nothing to advance its interests. We need enterprise and intelli- 
gence to regulate and systematize our foreign policy, as well as our Gov- 
ernment at home. No man appreciates the advantages we enjoy more 
than myself, but I do not want these advantages to be lost by narrow- 
ness and neglect. 

The gentleman talks about the Democratic party keeping pledges. 
We must cut down salaries and reduce expats "What else did we 
promise todo? We said: 

Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation. A surplus taxation of more than 
$100,000,000 has yearly been collected from a suffering people. We denounce 
the Republican party for having failed to relieve the people from crushing war 
taxes which have paralyzed business, crippled industry, and deprived labor of 
employment and of just reward. 

Mr. REED. That declaration sounds a little fanny now. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, It sounds very funny after the speech 


of my friend. It sounds funny to the other side. But the fun will be 
on our side when the people understand who are responsible for the 


delay in out this needed reform, 

Mr. REED. Will they understand it when yon pass this bill? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. This bill will not affect that. We 
have other bills before the House which, if you will give us your assist- 
ance, will do it. 

I say, then, Mr, Chairman, when we look abroad and see the exports 
of this country reaching nearly $800,000, 000 and the imports over $700,- 
000,000, and see the industries in this country crippled and fettered by 
a narrow, contracted policy, it becomes incumbent upon us to seek new 
markets and new fields for this great country. In order to do so, we 
ought to have capable and first-class representatives to aid in this work, 

We should remember, furthermore, that while we are finding fault 
here with the appropriations recommended for the diplomatic service, 
the responsibility devolves upon us, and Iam satisfied that our friends 
upon the other side are willing that we shall make such provision, 
within reasonable bounds, as proper for that service, Icertainly want 
nothing more; the committee have recommended nothing more. This 
bill has received their careful and painful examination and considera- 
tion. We desire to rise equal to the necessities of the service without 
resorting to any appeals to people on the outside for economy sake. 
Gentlemen of intelligence understand the difference between economy 
and frugality and parsimony. We have tried not to be parsimonious 
nor particularly frugal, but we do desire to be economical in its appro- 
priate sense in the administration of the affairs of this Department. 

The appropriations are such as the necessities of the service demand, 
It is very easy to excite prejudice against our foreign service, The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] says he can find plenty 
of men willing to fill these places. Nodoubtof that. No place can be 
named that you can not find plenty of men who will undertake to fill 
it. But that is not the question. We desire to apply the old Jeffer- 
sonian test of capacity and honesty, and in order to secure the services 
of such men you must allow them a compensation which will enable 
them to live. 

When I want information on the subject of our foreign relations I 
seek it at the fountain. I go to the State Department. 

Mr. McCREARY. Did the gentleman follow the recommendations 
of the State Department in the preparation of the bill now under con- 
sideration ? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, I followed them as far as the light 
before me permitted, but not blindly. 

Mr. McCREARY. Is it nota fact that a good many recommenda- 
tions made by the State Department were not indorsed by the com- 
mittee and were left out of the bill? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Unquestionably; and that is the case 
with every appropriation bill. But I do not say that the bill is any 
better on that account. Our hesitation sustains my position, that the 
committee have been careful in i the recommendations that 
have been made, and probably they would have gone further but for 
the difficulties that arise under our rules. Mr. Chairman, I do not be- 
lieve in a narrow, paring system in regard to the com on of our 
public officers. I think they ought to be allowed to live, and I know 
that the American people do not desire that inadequate salaries shall 
be paid to faithful public servants. The recommendations here made 
were really less than the State Department thought necessary. The 
Department recommended about $1,600,000, and we have, in round 
numbers, about $1,300,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know that it is necessary for me to 
protract this debate; but I do think that after the State Department has 
carefully considered all these matters and submitted them to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and after that committee has given them 
their careful consideration, they are entitled to the respectful consid- 
eration of this House and am confident they will receive it. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman from North Carolina permita sug- 


gestion ? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.MCCREARY] in- 
sisted very much upon the fact that there was a proposition to pay 
$2,000 to consuls in some places where the fees were very small. I 
wish the gentleman from North Carolina would enlarge somewhat upon 
a question which must have occurred to the committee—the question 
of the relation between the importance of the consulship and the 
amount of the fees. I take it there are many places where there are 
practically no fees, yet where it is exceedingly important to have com- 
petent, intelligent, honest officials, so that the amount of fees is not 
always a fair test of the importance of the office. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lona] probably did not hear what I said on that subject. I 
spoke of it, and I remarked that in some places the consuls were in- 
vested with the power to try men for their lives; and the fees are no 
test at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will ask the gentleman whether it is not true 
that in the law as it now stands, and in this bill also, the consuls at 
points in the East where we are compelled to give them judicial powers 
are now receiving salaries ranging from $3,500 to $5,000a year? That 
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being so, the argument that it is necessary now to increase the salary of 
any consul because he has judicial powers does not apply here. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I merely used that by way of illus- 
tration of the importance of a consul who might collect but few fees. 
There are other responsible duties which the consuls may have to per- 
form in places where the fees are no adequate test of the importance of 
the consulate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I agree with the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lone] that the amount of the fees is not always a correct test. 
In many cases it is, but it certainly fails as a test at those points in the 
Eastern countries where, from the necessities of the case, our consuls 
are invested with judicial powers. 

There the fees would be no measure whatever of the consular duties 
or of the responsibility or importance of the office, 

Mr. BELMONT. Nor would they be where the consul has diplo- 
matic duties, which is the case, not only in eastern countries, but else- 
where—in Ecuador, for instance. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I will illustrate by St. Helena. The 
consul must travel 8,000 miles at a cost of $300 for himself alone. It 
is a most disagreeable place to live at. Yet the fees are few; but he 
must Jook after the interest of our seamen engaged in whale fishing. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, the policy of this bill is to American- 
ize our consular service. Thatisa very important matter. The effect 
of doing away with the system of compensation by fees and putting 
these officers upon salaries will enable us to put Americans in places 
now filled by foreign merchants who often have no interest in common 
with our people and country, and therefore are not proper representa- 
tives of it. 

There is another thing to which I wish to call the attention of the 
committee. Where one officer is drawing a salary as consul and another 
adjacent officer is fees, it is sometimes the case that the man 
who has goods to ship will pass by the consul who is receiving a salary 
and have his goods i by the man who is receiving fees, because 
the latter gives better terms. Theinvoices are not always honest, and 
the trader does not expect them to be. That is the reason he prefers 
the services of this officer who is paid by fees. 

Our service should be uniform, All our consuls, so far as practica- 
ble, ought to be put on salaries. 

In to the number of officers to be affected by the change, we 
propose to put on the salaried list forty consuls whose fees exceed the 
proposed salaries I believe. 

Mr. McCREARY. Fifty-one. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Those are the gentleman’s figures, but 
they do not accord with my recollection. I believe there are forty con- 
sulates where the fees now amount to alarger sum than a would; 
and there are thirty others where the pay would not come up to the 
same standard. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me tocorrect him? I 
have examined this matter with a good deal of care. There are seventy 
of these offices in all—— 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Seventy in all. 

Mr. McCREARY. There are fifty-one salaried consuls proposed in 
lieu of certain officers now compensated by fees, and there are nineteen 
salaried consuls proposed at places where now there are salaried agents. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. There isa difference between the gen- 
tleman’s figures and mine. My recollection accords with the state- 
ment I have made. 

But, sir, it is conceded that for a person engaged in trade to be made 
a consul of the United States is worth ordinarily at least $1,000. Such 
an appointment gives a foreign merchant a great advantage over his 
rival at the same place— 

Mr. LONG. o may be an American. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Who may be an American; and the 
merchant occupying the consulate position may delay the inspecting 
or invoicing of his rival’s goods or may not make a true inspection or 
invoice, to his great disadvantage. There are many other reasons in 
favor of this provision of the bill. 

Mr. JAMES. There is great difficulty on that score. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. It is one of the greatest sources of 
difficulty to the Treasury Department. 

Mr. JAMES. And also to the merchants. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Yes, and to the merchants. 

In one case which has been referred to by my friend from New York, 
the chairman of the committee, there was a false certification involv- 
ing I believe about $20,000. And such things may often occur. 

From whom does this recommendation come? From the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs alone? No; from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
aided and assisted by those who are familiar with our foreign service. 
Are we to go into our districts throughout the country and ask the 
people what shall be done with the foreignservice when they have sent 
us here to act intelligently for them, or shall we make beautiful speeches 
upon the ‘‘reforms’’ we have accomplished by cutting down sopop 
tions recommended by our committees, and tell them how we havedeco- 
rated our foreign service with all the flaring insignias, the only effect of 
which would be to mislead ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether there 
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is any provision in the bill requiring our consuls to cover into the 
all fees received’ by them, whether official fees, so called, or 
extra-oflicial fees? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. 
to unofficial fees. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We now require the official fees to be returned; 
why was not a provision inserted requiring the return also of the unof- 
ficial fees? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. That isa difficulty we have been try- 
ing to overcome. 

Mr. BELMONT. By reason of the fact of being placed on the sal- 
aried list, the consuls who are now paid by fees would return their fees 
to the Treasury. The law would so provide. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But certain fees, not regarded as official fees, are 
incident to the office; for instance, fees for the acknowledgment of deeds 
or the taking of depositions. Those fees the consul usually pockets, de- 
clining to account for them to the United States, I think if these offi- 
cers are placed on salaries it woulil be proper to require them to turn 
over to the Treasury of the United States all fees, from whatever source 
received. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I think so myself; I agree with my 
friend on that point. But this question of unofficial fees has been a 
very troublesome one. The question has presented itself to the com- 
mittee in this way: The unofficial fees are for the acknowledgment of 
deeds and papers to be used in the courts of law—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the taking of depositions. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Yes, and the taking of depositions. 
Now, if the consul is allowed to charge for such service he attends to 
those duties. They are not compulsory duties at all. Probably the 
refusal of the consul to attend to them would put suitors to great in- 
convenience. They might prefer to pay those unofficial fees rather 
than not have the service performed. I would myself prefer that fees 
of every character, if we can reach them, should be turned into the Treas- 
ury. I agree with my friend from Illinois that a public officer, whether 
at home or abroad, should rely upon his salary alone as compensation 
for his services. That is the reason I object to the present system 
under which men engaged in trade get the offices and use them asmuch 
for their private benefit as for the advantage of the public, 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-four minutes, 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Reserving the residue of my time, I 
will not further occupy the attention of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CANNON obtained the floor but yielded to 

Mr. BELMONT, who moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HAMMOND having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 10396) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, and had come tono 
resolution thereon. 


There is no such provision in regard 


RETURN OF A BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House the bill (S. 
2479) granting a pension to Mrs. Adaline P, Loy. 


MRS. JULIA A. SLUDER. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar 
was di from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10178) 
for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Sluder, executrix of E. Sluder, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay to Mrs. Julia A. Slader, executrix of E. Sluder, 
deceased, $130 out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The report (by Mr. SHAW) was read, as follows: 


A transcript from the books of and proceedings of the Treasury Department 
shows that there is due and owing from the United States to a certain F. M. 
Whiten for United States prisoners confined in the jail of Buncombe 

e western district of North Carolina, $130. It also further ap 
that Whi this claim to W. T. S. Deaver, who assigned it to E, naas 
Gore deceased) for value. But said assignments not being in the prescribed 
form (Rev. Stat., sec. 3477), the Secretary of the Treasury very properly refused 
to recognize them; and the present whereabouts of the said ten not being 
known it is impossible to have them corrected. p 4 

The money was appropriated for the payment of this claim by the deficiency 
act of August 

The porn peaa recommend that the bill do pass with the following amend- > 
ments, namely: 

“ Strike out after the word ‘dollars,’ in lines 6 and 7, and add the words ‘now 
tps adore credit of F, M. Whiten on the books of the Treasury Depart- 
tz? ed, That the said Julia A. Sluder shall first execute a bond with 

and sufficient sureties, to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
demnify the United States against all loss, cost, or damages in the premises.” 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 


men 
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amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
And then, on motion of Mr. EDEN (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. 


m.: ), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of 200 citizens of Washington 
County, Kansas, in favor of House bill 1096—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUND: Resolution of the senate and house of representa- 
tives of Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of the Miller bill for 
suppressing diseases among cattle—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture 


Also, resolution of the same, in favor of the agricultural experiment- 
station bill—to the same committeé. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of Letter Carriers’ National Associa- 
tion, favoring the passage of Senate bill 2076—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 128 enlisted men of the Signal Corps, in favor of 
transferring the Signal Corps to the new department as contemplated 
by House bill 5190—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWLES: Petition of citizens of Surry County, North Caro- 
lina, asking repeal of internal-revenue taxes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of membersof the Missouri Legislature, 
asking the passage of the Miller bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Albert Molheimer and others, 
committee, asking the pensioning of ex-prisoners of war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, memorial of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, for the passage of 
the Miller bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, for the passage of the experiment-station 
bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Andrew D. Coplin, of Harrison County, 
West Virginia, and of Martha A. Bender, executrix of Jacob Coplin, 
deceased, for reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of the passage of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the same, in favor of the experiment-station bill— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of the Missouri Legislature, in favor of 
the Miller bill or some similar measure to prevent the spread of diseases 
among cattle—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Memorial of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, memorial of the same, in favor of the agricultural experiment- 
station bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HITT: Reply of the Secretary of State to committee touch- 
ing the claim of George H. Owen, consul of Messina—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. K HAM: Petition of Edward Crummey and 40 others, 
citizens of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., in favor of an international court of 
arbitration—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of the State Horticultural Society of 
Minnesota, in favor of the Hatch experiment-station bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition asking for a pension to John Shampine, 
of Brashear Falls, Saint Lawrence County, New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, remonstrance of the Hamilton-Rowan Club of New York city, 
against the pending extradition treaty with the British Government— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Resolution of Maj. H. Stacy Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Oswego, N. Y., in favorof the Edmunds-Tucker bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of Parsons Post, No. 64, and Chero- 
kee Post, No. 56, Grand Army of the Republic of Kansas, asking for 
the passage of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of Elizabeth Haggard, widow of Robert E. 
Haggard, late Company F, Sixty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions touching the Hatch experiment-sta- 
tion bill, and asking for its passage—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

By Mr. I. H. TAYLOR: Petition of M. G. Overbaugh and 75 others, 
praying for the passage of the bill (S. 1636) reducing postage on seeds, 

¢c.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of members of the General 
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Assembly of Missouri, asking for the passage of the Miller bill, or some 
law on the same subject—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of F. Nemegyei and 101 others, pro- 
prietors and employésof Irondale Furnace and Mines, Taylor County, 
West Virginia, for repeal of internal-revenue taxes—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Of 56 citizens of Jamestown, Kans. 

By Mr. BACON: Of 101 citizens of Cornwall and of 95 citizens of 
Spring Valley, N. Y. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Of 65 citizens of Gibbsland, La. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Of citizens of Berrien County, Michigan. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Of 93 citizens of Iowa City, Iowa. 

By Mr. FORD: Of 72 citizens of Goshen, Ind. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Of 95 citizens of Kendallville, Ind. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Of 174 citizens of Adams, Mass. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Of 37 citizens of Kingston, R. I. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Of 165 citizens of Jacksonville, Tl. 


SENATE. 
MonpDay, February 7, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
- CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of FRANCIS 
B. STOCKBRIDGE, chosen by the Legislature of Michigan a Senator from 
that State for the term beginning March 4, 1887; which were read. 

Mr. HOAR. Those credentials are somewhat unusual in their char- 
acter, and as itis almost impossible from listening to them to see whether 
they comply with the usual custom, I move that they be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ABSTRACT OF MILITIA FORCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with sec- 
tion 232 of the Revised Statutes, an abstract of the militia force of the 
United States; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
secretary of state of the State of Kansas, transmitting a concurrent reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Kansas; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol- 
lows: 

STATE OF KANSAS, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
To, 3, 1887. 

Dear SIR: I have the honor to herewith transmit a copy of house concurrent 

resolution No, 20, signed by the officers of both houses, 


Iam, sir, your obedient servant, 
E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of State. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 
Washington, D., C. 


(House Concurrent Resolution No. 20.) 


House concurrent resolution No. 20, relating to the organization of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma. 


Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate coneurrii 
therein), That our Senators in Congress be, and they are hereby, instructed an 
our Representatives are requested to use their best efforts to secure the passa; 
of the bill now pending in Congress, and providing for the organization of t 
Territory of Oklahoma. 

Resolved further, That correct copies of this resolution be enrolled, signed by 
the president of the senate and the speaker of the house, and sent to each of 
our Senatorsand Representatives in Congress, to the President of the United 
States, the Secretary of the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the 
President of the United States Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and that they are requested to lay the same before their respective 


ies. 
I hereby certify that the above resolution originated in the house January 21, 
1887, and passed that body January 22, 1887. 


A. W. SMITH, Speaker of House. 
H. L. MILLARD, Chief Clerk of House. 
Concurred in by the senate, February 1, 1887. 


A. P. RIDDLE, President of Senate. 
CLIFFORD C. BAKER, 
Secretary of Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
secretary of state of Colorado, transmitting a memorial of the General 
Assembly of Colorado; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
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onare and Forestry, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol- 
ows: 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE OF COLORADO, 
Denver, Colo., February 2, 1887. 


Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a joint memorial passed 
by the Sixth General Assembly of the State of Colorado. 


y, yours, 
JAMES RICE, Secretary of State. 
Hon, Jonyn SHERMAN, 
President pro tempore United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


House joint memorial No. 3. 


To the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, would re- 
spectfully represent that— 

Whereas contagious pleuro-pneumonia is known to exist in several States of 
this Union, and the imminent danger of the spread of the same to the large and 
unprotected cattle herds of the West is viewed with alarm by our citizens, andif 
this as well as other contagious and infectious diseases among live-stock is not 

revented by prompt legislation in Congress and on given to this vast 
Tha it Ra Tiable to cause great destruction to the live-stock interests of this 
and adjoining States and Territories, And we further represent and state that 
owing to the vast area of the plains and our inability to fence and protect our 
ranges from daily incursions of cattle from one = to another renders it im- 
possible to successfully quarantine against the spread of said disease: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Congress of the United States be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to pass such a law as will effectually extirpate all contagious diseases 
of the character mentioned by placing in the hands of competent agents of the 
General Government full and complete power to act in all matters relating 
thereto, and that a sufficient $ ropriation be made, of not less than $1,000,000, to 

alln expenses of the same, 
ang eee T. B. STUART, 


Speaker of the House o, resentatives, 
W. H. MELDRUM, 
ident of the Senate, 
ALVA ADAMS, 
or. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
secretary of the Territory of New Mexico, transmitting a petition of 
the Legislative Assembly of that Territory, praying for legislation pro- 
viding for the settlement of the Mexican and Spanish land grants in 
New Mexico and the adjoining Territories; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed in the 
REÇORD, as follows: 


TERRITORY or New Mexico, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Santa Fé, February 2, 1887. 
Sr: I have the honor to inciose sT of a memorial adopted by the Twenty- 
seventh lative Assembly, which I am directed to send you. 


Very ully, 
GEO. W. LANE, Secretary. 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the United States Senate. 


Twenty-seventh Legislative ADRY iiau of New Mexico, Memorial 
0. 2. 


In the council, by Mr. Burns; read twice and referred to committee on _ print- 
ing January 5. Returned by committee on printing and laid on table for one 
day, pow” A 13. Read the third time, and passed by a vote of 11, one mem- 
ber absent, January 14, 

House of Representatives; read first, second, and third times, and passed unani- 
mously, January 18, 1887, 


Memorial to the Senale and vip indy Bos ghuanag 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 


Your memoralists, the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, 
now in session, assembled in Santa Fé, most earnestly and respectfully memori- 
alize your honorable bodies of the urgent necessity for immediate } ation 
in reference to the measures necessary for the proper settlement of Mexican 
and Spanish land grants in New Mexico and the p Sear Territories. 

We can urge but little novel in thisour memorial beyond that which has been 
frequently set forth in numerous memorials to your honorable bodies, emanat- 
ing from the ve Assemblies of the Territory during the last quier e ve 

ears. We reiterate the statements made in the memorial of this Assembly of 

ts session of 1871-'72, and can only add that time has amply proved the correct- 
ness of the views expressed in that memorial. 


Thirty years have elapsed since the ratification of the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, and yet its iota venga have not been fulfilled. A mighty tide of emi- 
gration passed over the broad plains and rich mountains of New Mexico 


seeking more distant homes toward the setting sun, because of the unsettled 
state of the land titles of the Territory. Neither the grant-owner nor the set- 
tler can have that security in their poesins as would prompt them to that 
pe arnas of labor and capital in improvements which would insure the de- 
velopment and p ty of the country. 

Both the oner and the grant-owner make but one demand, which is 
the establishment of a proper commission or special tribunal for the speedy set- 
tlement of the titles in the Territory, under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
the Jaw of nations, uses and customs of the government from which the claims 
are derived, and the principles of Sring? 

We respectfully call your attention to the memorial of this Assembly of 
1871-72, and reiterate the B ps arene ym therein contained: Wherefore your 
memorialists very ully ask that an act be passed by this present Congress 
pona for the establishment of a commission toinvestigate and decide upon 

e land-grant matters in New Mexico and such parts of our adjoining Territories 
as are cove: Spanish and Mexican grants, with a direct appeal to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, inasmuch as the Territorial courts are even 
now so overburdened with their ordinary jurisdiction that they could not dis- 
pose of the questions within any reasonable time. 

And your memoralists, as in duty bound, will ever ee A 

Resolved by the senate of the Legislative Assembly gs e Territory of New Mexico 
(the house of ives concurring thérein), That the honorable secretary 
of the Territory be, and is hereby, required to have 500 certified copies of this 
memorial printed, and that he send one copy to His Excellency the President of 
the United States, to the honorable the Secretary of the Interior, to honorablethe 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, to the President of the Senate, to the 
esd of the House of Representatives, tothe chairman of the Committee on 

e Territories, Private Land Claims, Mines, Manufacturing, and Judiciary of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, and to each a every member of 
both Houses of Congress, and to the Hon. A, JOSEPE, our Delegate in Congress. 
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TERRITORY or New Mexico, Office of the Secretary: 
Sigh 1 have som paved the TASANE tasmnorisl of tne twonte noventh E of 
pet iogan Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico with the enrolled 
o thereof, on file in my office, and that the same appears to be a true and 
correct copy thereof. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal of 
the Territory, this Ist day of February, 1887. 

[SEAL] GEO. W. LANE, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of the Mahoning Valley Wool-Growers’ Association, of War- 
ren, Ohio, remonstrating against putting wool on the free-list, and in 
favor of the restoration of the tariff of 1867; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of A. W. Wayman and other 
colored citizens, F'reedman’s Bank depositors of Baltimore, Md., pray- 
ing = eon legislation for their relief; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented a joint resolution of the senate and house 
of representatives of the State of Michigan, favoring legislation re- 
moving the arrears of pensions limit, and pensioning survivors of rebel 
prisons, and soldiers and sailors who are disabled and dependent, or 
who are sixty-two years of age; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Healso presented a petition of 226 women, residents of Detroit, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of such statutes as shall provide for the ad- 
equate punishment of crimes against women and girls, and to raise the 

of consent; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER. I present two petitions of citizens of this city, pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill granting a charter to the Washington 
Cable Company. I present these petitions because requested so to do, 
without expressing myself any opinion as to the merits of the bill re- 
ferred to by the petitioners. I move that the petitions be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I present a petition of citizens of Virginia, 
praying for the passage of the Colquitt bill to ate the granting of 
certain licenses in the District of Columbia. desire to say in this 
connection that I have received quite a severe rebuke from what is called 
the Temperance Alliance of the State of Virginia, because the Colquitt 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
more than a year ago, has not been reported back tothe Senate. Iam 
not a member of that committee, and have not been for more than a 
year. It is a mere question asto whether the committee ought tohold 
the bill or whether they ought to report it back, in their own judg- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of John W. Shewmaker and 
54 other licensed officers of steam vessels in Indiana, praying for the 
passage of a bill refunding to them so much of the license fee exacted 
from them between 1869 and 1883 as was in excess of 50 cents per 
annum; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the auxiliary committee for 
Pennsylvania of the Consolidated Cattle-Growers’ Association of the 
United States, praying for the passage of the Miller bill for the sup- 
pression of pleuro-pneumonia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Albert Thalheiner and others, a 
committee appointed by the Ex-Prisoners of War Association, praying 
for the passage of the bill granting pensions to ex-prisoners of war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of druggists of Harrisburg, Pa., and a 
petition of citizens of Philipsburg, Pa., praying for the repeal of the 
internal-revenue laws; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a memorial of the National Board of Trade, 
signed by Frederick Fraley, president, and Hamilton A. Hill, secretary, 
which sets forth that there is an almost universal demand for the enact- 
ment of a general bankruptcy law from all parts of the United States, 
reinforced by the petitions and resolutions of nearly all the commer- 
cial organizations of the country; and that the memorialists are advised 
that the bankruptcy law of Great Britain, which went into effect Jan- 
uary 1, 1883, has grown greatly in favor with both the creditor and 
debtor classes of that country, and many of its provisions are almost 
identical with the bill now pending, which has twice passed the Senate. 
They therefore pray that Congress may take such action as may secure 
the enactment of the present bill. As the bill has been reported and 
is on the Calendar, I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of the Oneida Historical Society 
of New York, praying Congress to carefully consider the question of 
publishing Mr, B. F. Stevens’s Index to Historical Documents in Europe; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library, 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of 126 citizens of Washington, D. 
C., residents on Thirteenth street northwest, and a petition of 113 cit- 
izens of Washington, D C., residents on Twelfth street northwest, 
praying for the passage of the bill for the incorporation of the Wash- 
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ington Cable Railway Company; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition of J. O. Andrews, secretary of the 
Suwanee and Gulf Railroad Company, of Cedar Keys, Fla., praying that 
an appropriation be made for a survey of No. 4, or the northwestern 
channel, touching the north end of the island of Cedar Keys. The 
petition states the importance of the survey of this ehannel for the pur- 
pose of commerce with Central and South America. I move the refer- 
ence of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present certain petitions of citizens of Washing- 
ton, D. C., which have been sent to me with the request that they 
might be presented and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, in favor of the Washington Cable Railway Company. I 
move the reference of the petitions to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. PLUMB. I- presenta memorial of the Legislature of Kansas 
relating to the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma, which I ask 
to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has this morning pre- 
sented a similar memorial of the Legislature of Kansas, which has been 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr, PLUMB. I wish to have this memorial read, as I desire to 
submit some remarks on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

(House Concurrent Resolution No. 20.) 
House concurrent resolution No, 20, relating to the organization of the Terri- 


tory of Oklahoma. 

Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate concur- 
a therein), That our Senators in Con; be, and they are hereby, instructed, 
and our Representatives are uested to use their best efforts to secure the 
passage of the bill now pending in Congress and providing for the organization 
of the Territory o oma, 

f the Territ f Oklah 

Resolved further, That correct copies of this resolution be enrolled, signed by 
the president of the senate and the speaker of the house, and sent to each of 
our Senators and Representatives in Con, to the President of the United 
States, the Secretary of the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the 
President of the United States Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
Sete: and that they are requested to lay the same before their respective 
bodies. 

Thereby certify that the above resolution originated in the house January 

passed tha! 


21, 1887, and t body January 22, 1887. 
A. W. SMITH, Speaker of the House. 
H. L. MILLARD, 
Chief Clerk of House. 


Concurred in by the senate February 1, 1857. 
j A. P. RIDDLE, President of Senate, 

CLIFFORD O., BAKER, 

Secretary of Senate. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the resolution which has been read 
calls for the enactment of legislation which, in my judgment, is in 
accordance with the highest public policy; but according to the repeated 
decisions not only of the Executive but of the Attorney-General, and 
practically of Congress as well, there remains in certain Indian tribes 
an interest in the lands which are sought to be opened to settlement by 
the bill which is referred to in the resolution, and which has been re- 
ferred to in all similar resolutions, and before that interest can be gotten 
out of the way negotiations of some kind must take place. 

In 1885, in the Indian appropriation act of that year, the following 
provision was inserted : 

Sec. 8. That the President is hereby authorized to open negotiations with the 
Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees forthe purpose of opening to settlement under 
the homestead laws the unassigned lands in said Indian Territory ceded by them 
respectively to the United States by the several treaties of August 11, 1866, March 
21, 1866, and July 19, 1866; and for that purpose the sum of $5,000, or so much 
thereof as may necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appro ted out of 
eg egaeel in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; his ion hereunder 
to be reported to Congress. 

The act was approved March 3, 1885, and one day later the present 
administration came into power, and the duty specified in that pro- 
vision of law devolved upon the present President of the United States. 
In the following December the Secretary of the Interior reported to 
Congress in his annual report for the year 1885 the reasons which actu- 
ated the President in not carrying out that provision of law. So far as 
I know those reasons still continue to exist in the Presidential mind. 
I ask the Secretary to read an extract from the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior for 1885 in order that the question of. responsibility for 
non-action with reference to the opening of those lands to settlement 
may be thoroughly understood. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

By the third article of the treaty of August 16, 1886, (14 Stat., 766), it is stipu- 
lated that ‘‘in compliance with the desire of the United States to locate other 
Indians and freedmen thereon, the Seminoles cede to the United States their 
entire domain,” consisting of 2,169,080 acres, at the rate of 15 cents per acre. 

By the the third article of the treaty of August 11, 1886 (Ibid., 736), the Creeks, 
for the same purpose, ceded to the United States the west half of their entire 
domain, which cession passed 3,402,430 acres, at the rate of 30 cents per acre. 
The two cessions combined aggregated 5,571,410 acres. The Indians have been 
paid therefor according to agreemen 


t. 
In pursuance of the purpose for which these lands were ceded to the United 
States, portions on the east and the west thereof have been from time to time 


set apart for and assigned to certain tribes and bands of friendly Indians for 


their use and occupancy. ` 

That portion of the land remaining unappropriated to the trust provided for 
in the treaties lies very nearly in the center of the Indian Territory. Itis this 
unappropriated tract that is commonly called the “ Oklahoma country,” No 
agent of the Government resides upon this land, and it is not occupied in ned 
way by any person or persons for any purpose under any authority of thi 

ment, 

An organized movement by certain persons was and set on foot some 
years past for the forcible possession of and settlement upon these lands under 
the plea that they formed a part of the pabio domain and were subject to entry 
and settlement under the general land laws of the United States. To prevent 
such unlawful and unauthorized settlements it e necessary for the Execu- 
tive to issue the proclamations of April 26, 1879, February 12, 1880, and July 1, 1884, 
defining the status of those lands, and warsing all persons against any attem 
to go orsettle thereupon. It also been made n to use a part of t 
military force of the United States to remove intruders who had succeeded in 


getting into that country. 

When I assumed charge of this De: ment it was all that certain indi- 
viduals, associations of persons, an corporations were in the unauthorized 
possession of portions of the “Oaklahoma country,” and also that ain 
os persona and associations were preparing to enter, occupy, and settle upon 
sa n 

The matter was considered; and the President, on the 13th of March, 1885, 
issued his proclamation, warning all persons then upon the lands, and those in- 
tending, preparing, or threatening to enter and settle upon the same, that they. 
woua nee permitted to enter upon that territory or to remain thereon if 
read, re. 


y 
The parties anning tne right to enter these lands, alleging them to be pub- 
lic lands, argue that the United States must have unde the with 
the Seminoles and Creeks, while the meaning and intent thereof was y 
in their mind and knowledge, as restoring the lands to the publie domain, since 
by act of of July 27, 1866 (14 Stat., 294)— in same month that 
the treaties were proclaimed—a right of way witha subsidy of land was granted 
the Atlantic and Railroad Company over a route described which 
through the “ Oklahoma country.” They claim that by authorizing the use of 
a portion of the land for rail purposes the United States admitted 

could be used for other than Indian purposes, and that this must have been 
conceded by the Indians, who failed to object to its appropriation for railroad 


pu 

This argument would hardly have been advanced if the advisers of these par- 
ties, or the parties themselves, had carefully read the concluding clause of sec- 
tion 2 of the granting act, which is as follows: 

“The United States shall nguish, as rapidly as may be consistent with pub- 


lie policy and the welfare of the Indians, and only by their volun cession. 
the Indian title to all lands falling under the operation of this act acquired 
in the donation to the road named in the act.” 


For the purposes of this act the Indian title to that portion of the “ Oklahoma 
country,” through which the railroad was proposed run, has not been ex- 
EIET sol ECONS 1 tae not acquired possessio 5 hor thes NE of poms 

tory, and consequently it no! ion nor the t of pos- 
session of any portion of those lands under that law, 

In the case of the United States vs. D, L. Payne, tried in the district court of the 
United States for the western district of Ar 


land has been appropriated to the 
ublic use it is severed from the mass of the publio domain, and subsequent 
ws of sale are not construed to embrace it,though they do notin terms ex- 

He also refers to the case of the wenworth, Lawrence and Gal- 


not srpna that a large class of hardy, industrious people, residing in more 


ba ay oaair Teti ara f aa past end ines bidin = itizens fro 
e petitions of many an wal ing citizens from nus 
merous localities thro: that it be opened to settle- 


ughout the country nig bean 


ropriated out of an 
riated ; motions hareun toba 


is inhians of law.refers not only to the lands ceded by the Creeks and 
Seminoles referred to above, but also to lands ceded by the Cherokees, the status 
of which is considered herein under the title “ The kee Outlet.” 

The unlawful combinations above referred to have rendered it, in my judg- 
ment, unwise to appoint this commission. That which givessecurity to lifeand 
property is the spirit of law. Nothing is more dangerous, more fatal to rights 
of property and personal safety and public order, than a spirit of lawlessness. 
The manifestations of the latter Sg dake rae be checked at all times, until the 
rule of law becomes the daily rule of conduct for our pe pee 

The lands reserved for the accommodation of the Indians are undoubtedly 


much larger in extent than is needed for their wants and accomm s ma 
e 


There can be no in recognizing the gradual current slowly tend 
direction of civilized occupation and use of the Indian Territory, asthe Indians 
themselves ted upon fewer residential points; but rapacity 


become conso. 
and lawlessness will not abide the gradual and gentle method of change, and 
seek by violence and forcible invasion to displace law and treaty and the sense 


of obligation to both, and ride roughshod into possession of the lands of the 


Indian reservations. Will it not be a lesson—valuable there and valuable else- 
where—to show to such rs that their way is and that 
will render the Indian occupation more t, or postpone the change in 
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dians will discover the opony of success when they find themselves con- 
fronted by the law of the land, strengthened by the civil and military arm, and 
backed by the moral sentiment of a just people. 

Mr. PLUMB. It will be observed by looking at the statuteas printed 
in the report of the Secretary of the Interior the law requiring the Pres- 
ident to negotiate with the Indians for the cession of their interest in 
these lands is still in force, and I do not need to add that it is still dis- 
obeyed or rather unobeyed, and that whether the Congress acts first or 
acts last there can be nosettlement according to the decision of the present 
President of the United States upon the lands mentioned, until after, 
by negotiation, the Indians have been induced to part with their in- 
terest. So finally we come back to the proposition that the President 
must first do what the law now commands him to do, no matter what 
else may be done, as a necessary prerequisite before there can ever be a 
valid and legal settlement made upon the surplus lands of the Indian 
Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3270) granting to the city of 
Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado, certain lands therein de- 
scribed for water reservoirs; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 871) for the forfeiture of the land granted to 
the State of Florida for the construction of certain lines of railroad in 
that State, submitted an adverse rt thereon. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VEST (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3271) extending the 
charter of ‘‘ The President and directors of the Firemen’s Insurance 
Company of Washington and Georgetown,” in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 3272) for the relief of J. W. Mc- 
Millan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. ‘ 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 102) establishing a 
national quarantine station near Key West, Fla.; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. CALL. I desire in introducing the joint resolution to say that I 
introduce it at the request of the board of health of the city of Key 
West, Fla. I will further remark that it is a matter of very pressing 
importance that a quarantine station shall be established near Key West, 
which is now the resort of vessels from all parts of the world, having 
on board the most contagious forms of disease peculiar to the tropics 
and to Africa, and that they are now landed in dangerous proximity to 
the coast of the United States. The joint resolution provides for the 
establishment of a quarantine station at an island remote from Key 
West, "where it will be entirely safe. I move that the joint resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the river and harbor bill, for a survey of the No. 4, or Northwest 
Channel, at Cedar Keys, Fla., and for the survey of bar and river at 
Anclote; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GIBSON, and Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the river and 
harbor bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. At the request of the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. VANCE] I submit an amendment to the river and harbor bill. I 
move its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMPILATION OF VOTES OF THANKS, 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Printing be, and hereby is, directed 
to have prepared a compilation of the votes of thanks by the Continental Con- 
gress and by the Con, of the United States for military, naval, and civil sery- 

, With racts of the resolutions, showing what prompted their passage, 
and to report the same in print before the 10th day of Poosebar next; and the 
expenses for compiling, copying, and indexing the same, not to exceed $500, shall 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iask that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule requires that such a reso- 
lution proposing to appropriate money from the contingent fund shall 
be referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But first the Committee on Printing ought to de- 
termine whether it is a good thing to do. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


PRINTING OF NAMES OF PETITIONERS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I offer for adoption the following order: 


Ordered, That when petitions and memorials are ordered printed in the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD the order shall be deemed to apply to the body of the peti- 
tion only,and the names attached to said petition or memorial shall not be 
printed unless specially ordered by the Senate. 


That is in the interest of shortening the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
It seems to me it is a matter that will commend itself to the Senate, 
Certainly there is no reason why long lists of names should be printed 
in the RECORD when they appear attached to a petition. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the folowing bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10178) for the relief óf Mrs. Julia A. Sluder, executrix 
of E. Sluder, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 10666) for the allowance of certain claims reported al- 
lowed by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment, 

The message also requested the return to the House of the bill (S. 
2479) granting a pension to Mrs. Adaline P. Loy. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Président pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 129) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and settle 
the account for arms, ammunition, and accouterments between the Ter- 
ritory of Montana and the United States; 

A bill (8. ay for the relief of W. H. Powell; 

A bill (S. 388) to grant the right of way through the Fort Bliss Mil- 
itary Reservation to the Rio Grande and El Paso Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 574) for the relief of Robert Strachan; 

A bill (S. 1042) to pay B. S. James for transporting the United 
States mails; 

A bill (8. 1368) for the relief of Richard H. Porter, surviving partner 
and assignee of the late firm of R. H. & James Porter; 

A bill (S. 1536) for the purchase of suitable grounds in the city of 
Owensborough, in the State of Kentucky, and the erection thereon of 
a public building for the post-office, United States collector's offi 
United States commissioner’s office, and for the use of other Uni 
States officers in said city, and appropriating money for said purposes; 

A bill (S. 2477) making an appropriation for the establishment and 
erection of a military post near the city of Denver, in the State of 
Colorado; and 

A bill (S. 2652) for the construction ofa military telegraph line from 
Sanford, Fla., to Point Jupiter, Fla., and the establishment of a signal 
station. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted February 5 by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES], which comes over under objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6966) to change the time of the meeting of the 
Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The resolution may go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

MRS. ADALINE P. LOY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives for the return of the bill (S. 2479) grant- 
inga pension to Adaline P. Loy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the request 
of the House of Representatives will be granted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolutions, 
the Chair will ask to have read the special order for the day. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution adopted by the Senate Febru- 
ary 3, as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday, the 7th instant, at the conclusion of the 
morning business for day, unless upon motion the Senate shall at any 
time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed to the consideration of House 
bills and joint resolutions favorably reported on the Calendar, and continue 


such consideration until 2 o'clock, under the provisions of Rule VIII, as herein 
modified, until the Calendar of such bills and resolutions has been completed, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first House bill on the Calendar 
will be announced. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I move to set aside the order, so that the Senate 
may proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 662, coupling with it 
the consideration of the subsequent bill, S. 663, being the well-known 
bills relating to the manufacture of ordnance, armor, ke., for the Army 
and Navy, and for coast defenses. I gave notice several days ago that 
I would make this motion. Iam stimulated, pushed forward by the 
Committee on Coast Defenses, the Military Committee, and the general 
sentiment, I am happy to believe, of the Senate, and I know of the 
country. 

I am aware that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] has ob- 
tained the adoption of a rule to proceed to the consideration of House 
bills upon the Calendar, and I am sorry to antagonize it, but I feel it 
to be my duty to make this motion, and if I shall be set aside or pushed 
off, I hope it will not be done without the definite ascertainment of 
some time soon enough when I may be heard. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will ask the Senator to suggest any hour after 2 
o’clock on any day. 

s ca I will move to-day at 2 o’clock, then, if the Senate 
is willing —— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Move now. We shall have the unfinished busi- 
ness at 2 o'clock, 

Mr. SPOONER and others. Move now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the motion I have submitted, to proceed 


now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 662) to en- 
courage the manufacture of steel for modern army ordnance, armor, 
and other army purposes, and to provide heavy ordnance adapted to 
modern army warfare. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know that the motion is not debatable, but I ask 
the consent of the Senate to be allowed to consume about half a min- 


ute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senator 
frm Tennessee will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isimply desire to say that if the Senate will pro- 
ceed, after the routine business of the morning, until 2 o’clock for two 
or three or three or four mornings at the outside, it can dispose in such 
manner as it may choose to dispose of the House bills now on the Cal- 
endar. 

I very much hope that the Senate will take up and consider those 
bills and joint resolutions which have reached the last stage in legisla- 
tion, to the exclusion of Senate bills, of which there would be very lit- 
tle hope of consideration in the other House even though they were 

to-day. That is all I care to say. 

Mr, HAWLEY. Now, aword only in reply. The class of bills the 
Senator refers to are those which have passed the other House and 
have come over here and been favorably reported upon, and are upon 
the Calendar. I think there is nothing surer, except the adjournment 
of Congress, than that those bills will be passed before the 4th of 
March. We always do attend to them. Many of them are matters 
of mere concurrence, requiring nothing more than the reading to se- 
cure their We can do that any morning or any evening. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him the fact 
that in perhaps a third of the cases the Senate committees have re- 
ported amendments, verbal or otherwise, which will have to be acted 
upon, and wherever a House bill is amended of course it involves the 
necessity of its going back to the other House? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Nevertheless, as a rule, having been passed by the 
other House and favorably reported by a Senate committee, they are 
almost certain of passage. But the bills the consideration of which I 
have moved being of the very highest importance in the judgment of 
the whole country, have waited long enough and toolong. They ought 
to go to the other House for consideration there. I have the highest 
hopes that they may pass in some form. I have no doubt that if this 
Congress can ever be permitted in both Houses to vote directly and 
squarely on the subject, neither House can be restrained from some- 
thing in the direction of patriotic and liberal and public-spirited ac- 
tion. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will also give notice that if the 
matter is not disposed of at 2 o’clock he will ask the Senate to go on 
after 2. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thank the Senator for the suggestion. I shall 
continue to press the consideration of the bills until they they are dis- 


of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill referred to. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the yeas and nays. 

Fein ded and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. HALE (when Mr. Fryr’s name was called). My colleague 
(Mr. FRYE] has a general pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 
oe a I am paired with the absent Senator from Texas [Mr. 

AXEY]. 


ee AES 


The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—32, 
Blair, Gorman, Miller, Riddleberger, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitċhell of Oreg., Sabin, 
Conger, Harrison, Morgan, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Hawley, Morrill, Sherman, 
Dolph, Hoar, Palmer, Spooner, 
Edmunds, MeMillan, Payne, Teller, 
Evarts, McPherson, Platt, Williams, 
Farwell, Manderson, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—21 
Beck, Coke, Harris, Walthall, 
soy Jones of Arkansas, Whitthorne, 
Blackburn, Fair, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Butler, George, Ransom, 
Call, Gibson, Vv 
Cockrell, Hampton, Voorhees, 
ABSENT—23. 
Aldrich, Cheney, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
Bowen, Dawes, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Frye, Mahone, Vance, 
en, Gray. Maxey, Van Wyck. 
Chace, Ingalls, Mitchell of Pa., 
So the motion was agreed to. 


STEEL FOR ORDNANCE, ETC. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 662) to encourage the manufacture of steel for modern 
army ordnance, armor, and other army purposes, and to provide heavy 
ordnance adapted to modern army warfare. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Coast Defenses with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word ‘‘ con- 
tracts,” to insert ‘‘ with responsible steel-manufacturers;’’ in line 5, 
after the word ‘‘advertisements,’’ to strike out ‘* with responsible steel- 
manufacturers,” and insert ‘‘to continue not less than thirty days, in 
newspapers most likely to reach the manufacturers addressed;’’ in line 
8, after the words ‘‘ tempered steel,” tostrike out ‘‘ for fabrication,” and 
insert “in forms suitable for;’’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘steel,’’ to 
insert ‘‘finished;’’ in line 12, after the word ‘‘specifications,’’ to insert 
“ subject to inspection and tests at each stage of manufacture;”’ in line 
16, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ to strike out ‘‘ certify and guarantee’’ and 
insert ‘‘ contract; in line 17, after the word ‘‘plant,’’ to insert ‘‘in- 
cluding the best modern appliances;’’ and after the word ‘‘contract,’? 
in line 25, at the end of the section, to add ‘‘and that all the forgings 
shall be manufactured in the United States;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 

That the Secre of War be,and hereby is, authorized to make contracts 
with responsible steel-manufacturers, after suitable advertisements, to continue 
not less than thirty days, in newspapers most likely to reach the manufacturers 
addressed, for the supply of rough-bored, rough-turned. and tempered steel in 
forms suitable for heavy ordnance adapted to modern warfare, and steel, finished, 
for armor and other army ik Pree in quantity not to exceed 10,000 tons, 
in gany and dimensions conforming to bf Bea as remarry subject to inspection 
and tests at each stage of manufacture, and including all the parts of each cali- 
ber specified: led, That no money shall be expended except for steel ac- 
cepted and delivered; that each bidder shall contract to erect in the United 
States a suitable plant, including the best modern appliances, capable of mak- 
ing all the steel required, and of finishing it,in accordance with the contract, 
and in the case of an ordnance contract to deliver yearly a specified quan- 
tity of each caliber, the time of delivery of the smaller calibers to commence at 
the expiration of not more than eighteen months and that of the largest calibers 
at the expiration of not more than three years from the date of the acceptance 
of the contract; and that all the forgings shall be manufactured in the United 

es, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word ‘‘for,’? 
to strike out ‘‘the fabrication of’’ and insert ‘‘finishing and assem- 
bling;”’ in line 6, before the word ‘‘guns,’’ to strike out “‘ heaviest;’”’ 
and in line 7, after the word ‘‘ warfare,” to insert ‘‘up to and including 
the largest approved sizes, and for;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sro. 2, That the Secre of War be, and hereby is, authorized to erect at the 
Watervliet arsenal, West N. Y.,an army gun factory, in accordance with 
the report of the gun foundry board of December 20, 1884, for finishing and as- 
sembling the guns adapted to modern warfare, up to and including the largest 
approved sizes, and for the manufacture of gun-carriages and ordnance equip- 
ment for the Army, at a cost not to exceed $1,000,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a new section the following: 

Src. 3. That for the purposes of this act the sum of $8,000,000 is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
available during years from January 1, 1887. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Coast Defenses, I 
offer the following amendment to the bill: In section 3, line 1, strike 
out the words ‘‘ this act,” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ the 
foregoing sections;’’ so as to read: 

That for the the sum of $8,000,000 is here’ 
appropriated coh of ony” perde ta tea aianei fe seer sporopelatane te 
be available during six years from January 1, 1887. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I now move to add the following as a new section: 


Sec, 4. That for the purpose of the construction of fortifications and other 
works of coast defense, in accordance with the recommendations of the Board 
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fenses, appointed by the President of the United 
States under the provisions of the act of a approved March 3, 1885, 
Secretary of War. 


$5,000,000, to be expended under the direction of the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of this bill one 
question about the provision locating the gun factory at Watervliet. 
Why is it here? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That as it stands in the bill was the general judg- 
ment of the gun-foundry board and I think of the fortifications board, 
the general judgment of Army and Navy officers and boards, &c., who 
considered this question, perhaps not without exception, but I think 
overwhelmingly their general judgment was that Watervliet affords 
the best location. The ground there is abundant, the river commu- 
nication abundant, a large canal is there, and every imaginable facil- 
ity and convenience, including, among others of course, a neighborhood 

“capable of furnishing skilled mechanics, easily to be reached from the 
adjoining parts of New York and of Massachusetts, That is the reason 
that the committee adopted it. 

Mr. HALE. My impression is—and that was the impression of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations on the fortifications 
bill of last year—that Frankford, near Philadelphia, is a better place, 
because it is nearer to the supply of steel and has better water com- 
munications; but I do not propose to move to amend this bill nor in 
any way to obstruct its passage. I think it will probably go through, 
perhaps without objection in this body, and therefore I do not move 
the amendment I had intended to propose. 

Mr. DAWES. One word about this matter of Watervliet. I, of 
course, shall not antagonize the bill in any respect, but I am not quite 
certain about the propriety of naming Watervliet. I have no special 
objection of my own, but the information which I have corresponds with 
that of the Senator from Maine as to Frankford. If the Senator from 
Connecticut is confident and certain upon that matter of Watervliet I 
shall not interpose, but otherwise I should like very much to have the 
bill conform to an effort that has been made in the committee of con- 
ference on the fortification bill to carry out this same measure which 
the Senator has embodied in this bill, but I do not know that I want 
to offer any amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [I hope not. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Connecticut to ex- 

in the meaning of the words ‘‘for armor and other army purposes,” 
in line 10 of section 1. What is the meaning ofthe word ‘‘armor”’ in 
that connection? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That has in view, undoubtedly, the turrets and 
other protections for coast defense. 

Mr. MORGAN. Coast defense, I suggest to the Senator from Con- 
necticut, is not entirely an army purpose. The army is not alone en- 
gaged in coast defense; and it seems to me that the bill in several 

i is too much restricted. ‘The word ‘armor’? there evidently 
as the Senator suggests, to provide a sort of mail or protection 
for the turrets that may be erected within the fortress. I suppose that 
is the meaning of it; but we need armor for other purposes; we need 
armor for ships, and when works have been established which are capa- 
ble of producing armor of sufficient weight and size for thé purpose of 
protecting turrets that may be within the fortress, it may be very con- 
venient perhaps to use that same machinery and that same establish- 
ment for making armor for ships. So I would suggest to the Senator 
that the bill would be improved by striking out the word “Army” 
where it occurs there, and then again, in the second section, striking out, 
in the third line, the words ‘‘an army” and inserting ‘faj? so as to 
read ‘‘a gun factory.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam unable to hear. What is the first amend- 
ment proposed in line 10? , 

Mr. MORGAN. The first is tostrike out the word ‘‘army,’’ in line 
10 of section 1. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have not the slightest objection to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Imove that amendment. I move tostrike out, in 
line 10 of section 1, the word ‘‘army’’ after the word “‘other;’’ so as to 
read: 


For armor and other purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Beforethe Senator goes further I call his attention to 
the fact—I do not know but that I was hasty in notattending to that— 
that the bill next this on the Calendar, which I really called up at the 
same time, or gave notice that they were to go together—the next bill 
provides for the navy in language very similar to this for the army. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, we might want to use both of these estab- 
lishments for the navy, or we might want to use them both for the 
army. I think it would be too great a restriction to prohibit us from 
doing so if we saw proper. 

I inquire of the Senator, what is the total amount of money appro- 
priated in the two bills? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gun-foundry board—we have not quite come 
up to its recommendations—recommended contracts that would cost 
$15,000,000, seven and a half millions for each service. A full and 
satisfactory plant for what is called a gun factory, which is better un- 
derstood if I call it a finishing shop, would cost a million dollars in 


each case. Twice seven and‘a half million is $15,000,000, and two 
millions more would make $17,000,000. These two bills appropriate 
but $16,000,000 in theaggregate. But I do not think thatis material, 
for I believe that the contracts can be made within the appropriation, 
especially as the Senator will see in lines 11 and 12 that the contract 
is ‘‘not to exceed 10,000 gross tons.” If necessary there might be 
something less than that contracted for in the first instance. If it 
were not for embarrassment about the bill, I would myself make each 
bill eight and a half millions, but Iam content to take them as they 
stand. They have been revised and revised and revised and rerevised 
and carried again and again to the Secretary of War and the Secretary 
of the Navy and the ordnance officers of both the Army and Navy, and 
the engineer officers of both, until they have been filed ad 

Mr. MORGAN. On the suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut, 
that another bill is to follow this to provide for the Navy, I will not 
propose any further amendment to this bill, because I take it for 
granted that after all—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let us consent that the amendment just made be 
reconsidered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ob, no. 

Mr. TELLER. No; that amendment ought to be left anyway. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think so. ` 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator from Alabama is mistaken, This 
is to authorize the Secretary of War to contract for armor for army pur- 
poses. The other is to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to contract 
for armor for navy purposes. We do not want to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to contract for armor for navy purposes. 

Mr. MORGAN. What does the Senator from Oregon understand to 
be the meaning of ‘‘armor” in that connection? 

Mr. DOLPH, Armor for the protection of turrets, forts, and guns 
for shore defense. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then let it be so expressed, armor for protection 
of forts and turrets. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It must be so because it is certainly not for field 
operations, and “‘armor for army p ” means distinctly, is so under- 
stood by the Department and all the officers, armor for the classes of de- 
fense recommended by the fortifications board. Undoubtedly, in placing 
heavy steel guns hereafter we shall put them in turrets similar to those 
that were upon our well-known monitors, excepting perhaps that they 
will be sloping, rounded, conical, rather in the shape of domes to better 
ward off attacks. They will probably be placed in turrets, but there 
will be certain other defenses that will be iron clad, of one sort and 
another, as for example the shelters or pits, if you choose to call them 
so, the littleshelters that must be made along the beach to protect and 
control the mines or anchored torpedoes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator, then, to strike out the 
words “‘and other army purposes,” and say ‘‘armor for military pur- 


Mr. HAWLEY. Why doesthe Senator object to the word “army?” 

Mr. MORGAN. Because I think it restricts that establishment to 
the supply merely of the coast defenses and the army in the field, and 
we might have a very great need for it in supplying the Navy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to read in the next bill, 
which is for the Navy, the following very similar language in the first 
section? 

Steel in forms suitable for heavy ordnance adapted to modern warfare— 

That is, the gun business— $ 
and steel, finished, for armor, shafting, and other naval purposes. 


So that the two bills cover the whole subject. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me a moment. ‘There will not, practically, 
arise the least confusion in the departments whether this word “ army ” 
isin or out. With the two bills that will be passed by Congress, one 
for a distinctive army purpose and the other for a navy purpose, no 
Secretary, either of War or of the Navy, will seek to interfere with the 
appropriations in the other bill, or to carry any of the money in his bill 
into the other department of our military establishment. So I do not 
think the striking out of the word ‘‘army,’’ as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, has harmed the bill in the least. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate on the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be considered 
withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read ‘‘A bill to encourage the man- 
ufacture of steel for modern army ordnance, armor, and other army 
purposes, and to provide heavy ordnance adapted to modern army war- 
fare, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. The addition to the title is to cover the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move now to proceed to the consideration of the 
twin bill S. 663. 
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The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 663) to encourage the manu- 
facture of steel for modern naval ordnance, armor, and other 
sinh purposes, and to provide heavy ordnance adapted to modern naval 
warfare. 

The bill was reported from the Select Committee on Coast Defenses 
with amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after 
the word ‘‘ contracts,” toinsert ‘‘ with responsible steel man 
in line 5, after the word ‘‘advertisements,”’ to strike out ‘‘ with Te- 

nsible steel manufacturers’? and insert ‘‘to continue not less than 
days in newspapers most likely to reach the manufacturers ad- 
dressed;’’ in line 8, after the word ‘‘steel,’’ to strike out ‘‘for the fabri- 
cation of” and insert “in forms suitable for;” in line 10, after the 
word ‘‘steel,’’ to insert the word ‘‘finished;’’ in line 13, after the word 
“specifications, ” to insert “‘subject to inspection and tests at each stage 
of manufacture;”’ in line 17, after the word ‘‘shall,” to strike out the 
words ‘‘ certify and guarantee ”? and insert “i contract; ;” in line 18, after 
the word ‘‘ plant,” to insert ‘‘including the best modern appliances;’’ 
and after the word ‘‘contract,’’ at the end of line 26, to insert ‘‘and 
that all the forgings shall be manufactured in the United States;’’ so 
as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and hereby is, authorized to make contracts 
with responsible steel manufacturers, after suitable advertisements, to continue 
not less than thirty days, in parecepes most likely to reach the manufacturers 

for the Saparo of rough-bored, rough-turned, and tempered steel, in 
forms suitable for heavy ordnance adapted to modern warfare, and steel, finished, 
for armor,shafting, and other naval p in quantity not to exceed 10,000 
oss tons,in qua ity and Aien io conforming to a ape got subject to 
ion and test at each stage of manufacture, and in the case of ordnance in- 
cluding all the parts of each caliber specified: Provided, That no money shall be 
expended except in payment for steel accepted and delivered; that each bidder 
shall contract to erect in the United States a suitable plan inel the best 
modern appliances, capable of rape all the steel requi: and of it, 
in accordance with the contract, and in the case of an ordnance contract 
to deliver yearly a specified quantity of each caliber, the time of delivery of the 
smallercalibers to commence at the expiration of not more than eighteen months 
and that of the largest calibers at the expiration of not more than three years 
from the date of the Pag nie ple the contract; and that all the forgings shall 
be manufactured in the United Si 

The amendments was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word for)? 
to strike out ‘‘the fabrication of the heaviest”? and insert ‘ ‘finishing 
and assembling;’’ in line 6, after the word ‘‘ warfare,’’ to insert “up 
to and including the largest approved sizes, and for;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and hereby is, authorized to erect 
at the navy-yard, Washington, D. C., a naval gun oa h accordance jeie 
the report of the gun foun board of Decem) 1884, for finishing and 
assembling guns pted to modern seg oe uptoand a inoluding the largest ap- 
proved sizes, and for the manufacture of gun-carriages and ce equip- 
ment for the ‘naval service, at a cost not sy exceed $1,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

j The next amendment was to insert, as an additional section, the fol- 
owing: 

Sec. 3. That for th of this act th f 000 is 

aa A SEPT DD fe les AEDE aut OAE NIE BOREOL mee 
Ae NPS during six years from January 1, 1887. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 10178) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Sluder, ex- 
ecutrix of E. Sluder, deceased, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims.’ 

The bill (H. R. 10666) for the allowance of certain claims reported | a 
allowed by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De- 
partment was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first case on the Calendar un- 
der the special order will be stated, subject to objection under Rule 
Vill. 

The Cnier CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7479) to provide a method for 
settling controversies and differences between railroad co tions en- 
gaged in interstate and Territorial transportation of property or pas- 
sengers and their employés. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the resolution refers to bills on the Calendar 
under Rule VIH; that is, to begin where the call last left off. The 
bill announced is on the Calendar under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will adopt that construc- 
tion, although the Chair was at first in doubt whether that was the 
proper construction of the resolution. The first case on the Calendar 
under Rule VIII will be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is my impression of the proper construction of 
the order. That was the intention. 

Mr. HALE. How are we poogen Ley the eighth rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the special order, by which 


House bills only are in order, under Rule VII. 


Mr. HALE. That is the order submitted by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Yes, sir. 


MRS. ARLANTA T. TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Mrs. Arlanta T. Taylor 
was announced as first in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a pension bill for one of our constituents 
in Missouri. There is some question aboutit yet. Iask that it be 
passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


KANSAS LAND-GRANT RAILROADS. 


The bill (H. R. 7021) to provide for the adjustment of land grants 
made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads within the State 
of Kansas, and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other pur- 
poses, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was requested by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB], chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, to say that he 
desired that the bill should not be considered this morning, but wished 
unanimous consent that it hold its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The bill (H. R. 2851) to provide for ascertaining and settling private 
land claims in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona and the State 
of Colorado was announced as next in order. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that pass over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator propose to put it under Rule IX? 

Me TELLER. I propose to put it over indefinitely if I can. Iam 

opposed to it, gunk liane willbe k aco deal of AOAO tax When 16 


does come up. 

Mr. I think that is one of the bills that the Senator from 
Kansas requested me to call attention to. 

Mr. I think not. I object to the bill; let it take its 
course. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to, and it will 
be placed under Rule IX. 

Mr. RANSOM subsequently said: I desire the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] for a moment. That Senator just 
now objected to the consideration of the bill for the adjustment and 
settlement of private land claims in the Territories of New Mexico and 
Arizona and in the State of Colorado. I hope the Senator will not insist 
opon that objection so as to displace the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I will consent that the bill may stand where it is 
on the Calendar, simply going over for to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mies in the chair), The bill 
will retain its place on the Calendar. 


ESTATE OF C. M. BRIGGS, 


The bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu of the mat- 
ter stricken out to insert: 


That the Court of Claims is Hereby siren. panies to the proviso hereinafter 
mentioned, like barre reed to hear and determine the claim of the legal repre- 
sentatives of C. for the proceeds of 455 bales of cotton, now 
goad of the United States, allegéd to haye been owned, in wuaee or 
by sai spine ot A E Bip Pu SOTET y the acts of March 12, 
July 2, 1864, upon peti on to be filed in said court at any time within two pears 
from the passage of this act, any statute of limitations to the contrary notwith- 
standing: Provided, however, That unless the said court shall, on a preliminary 
an uiry, vind that said Briggs was in fact loyal to the United States Government, 
that the afsignment to him hereinafter mentioned was bona fide, the court 
shall 2 have jurisdiction of the aeie the same shall, without further pro- 
be dismissed : And rther, That if the court shall find 


thealleged a 


said Bri ere said cotton, was intended only assecurity 

to said Bri; for inde contingent liabilities assumed 
him a Sa Recreate nee oh teal be rendered only for such portion of the 
proceeds of said cotton as equal the maconyencenty ce herded to said Briggsat 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that.case be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. © 
= The rag read the following report, submitted by Mr. SPOONER 
une 2 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3823) for the 
relief of the estate of a M. Briggs, d haye had the same ada consid- 
eration, and 

That in April, 1862, a A S. Morehead, ex-governor of Kentucky, resided 
at Louisville, in that State, and that C. M. "Briggs, the deceased claimant, also 


resided at Louisville. 

Morehead and Briggs had been nersin the practice of the law, and the lat- 
ter was in August, 1862, largely the creditor of the former, for money loaned, 
indorsements paid, partnership moneys used by said Morehead beyond his 
share, moneys advanced in paying indorsements made for Morehead, and the 
said Briggs was, moreover, contingently liable onjindorsements then existing, 
The amount of the indebtedness is not shown, although it is stated in the affida- 
vits before the committee to haye been “many thousands of dollars.” 

Morehead owned in 1862, and had owned for some time prior thereto, two 
plantations in the county of Washington, near *s Point, Mississippi, on 
which, in 1562, was a crop of cotton. In this condition of affairs Morehead 
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ee and delivered, on April 18, 1862, to C. M. Briggs the following instru- 
ment: 

“ For and in consideration of money loaned and advanced heretofore by C. M. 
Briggs, and further valuable considerations, Py, way of maranao for me by 
said Briggs, I hereby sell and transfer to said C. M, of the cotton on 
my two plantations in Mississippi near ^s Point and Greenville. Said cot- 
ton so sold embraces all that I may have, baled and unbaled, gathered and un- 
gathered. Thisisintended tocover all cotton that I have now, or may have this 
year, on said two plantations, supposed to be about 2,000 bales. 

“©. 8. MOREHEAD.” 


This paper itself, and the affidavits before the committee, may perhaps be 
fairly said to leave it an open question whether it was intended as an absolute 
sale to Briggs of the cotton, free of all equity of redemption in Morehead. or 
was intended to be a security for advances theretofore made and liabilities 
theretofore incurred by said Briggs by his indorsements for the benefit of said 
Morehead, and then existing, out of which the said Briggs was to reimburse 
himself, rendering, that done, the surplus to Mr. Morehead. The quantity of 
cotton, the utter indefiniteness as to the amount due from Morehead to Briggs, 
together with the fact that part of it was only by way of contingent liability, 
tend very strongly to show that the transfer was for purposes of security; but 
whether an absolute sale, or as security ony, is quite immaterial in the view 
taken by the committee as to the justice of the mm of Briggs upon the cotton 
and its proceeds, to the extent at of the advances made at the date of the 
instrument, and thereafter paid by Briggs for Morehead. 

Ex-Governor Morehead (who died about 1889), the committee is satisfied, so 
far as it has any information upon the subject, was a disloyal man at the time 
this instrument was cxecuted, and afterwards. He wasarrested by the Govern- 
ment and confined in one of the prisons; but loyal or disloyal, the committee 
know of no reason why he was not competent in law to own the cotton, and to 
make a valid assignment of it to Briggs, either absolutely in payment of a debt 
or by way of security. 

The stanch loyalty of Briggs to the Government from the beginning of the 
war is abundantly vouched by men distinguished for service to the Union. 
General Rousseau, ex-Attorney-General James § , W. D. Gallagher, and 
Joseph H. Humes, late pa; United States Army, vouch for his loyalty, 
and among the papers is found a letter, of date February 20, 1863, to Hon. Salmon 


whee g ary of the ury, from George D. Prentice, in which it is 
ed: 

“Mr.B is perfectly reliable, and you may be assured that no trust confided 
to him will be abused or transcended. He is and always has been a devoted 


Union man. Ifany reference be necessary, I would that Hon, J. J. Crit- 
tenden and Hon. Henry Grider have known him since boyhood.” 

The said Bı made repeated attempts to obtain the cotton, but was pre- 
vented by mili orders and the then condition of £ 

On the 7th day of March, 1863, under orders from General Grant, Captain Os- 
band, of the Fourth Illinois, with three steamers, proceeded to Worthington’s 
Landing. directed to capture cotton and forage for the use of the Army, and at 
such landing he seized 2,180 bales of cotton, the Lag asd? of divers people, loaded 
it upon the steamer Empress, and carried it to Memphis, Tenn., where it was 
by propa authority turned over to Capt. G. L, Fort, assistant quartermaster of 
the United States, and by him sold, and the net proces gn into the public 
Treasury under the act of March 12, 1863, to be held by the Government in trust 
for the owners, F. 

In the cotton seized and sold was 455 bales of the cotton grown on the More- 
head plantations, and embraced in the bill of sale to Briggs. 

Other owners of the cotton taken at the time who have presented their claims 
have been paid, 

Congress, by acts of March 12, 1863, and July 2, 1864, conferred jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to entertain suits of loyal owners for the proceeds of 
captured and abandoned property, bus the legislation made it a jurisdictional 
fact that any such suit should be ught within two years. 

It is alleged, on behalf of the deceased claimant, and there is an affidavit by 
him in the papers before the committee, that he did not know until after the 
expiration of the two years that the cotton had been captured and sold by the 
United States and the proceeds covered into the Treasury, and therefore that he 
had a claim against the Government under that act, The statement in the afii- 
davit is believed by the committee, not simply because of the attested character 
of Mr. Bri but from the corroboration found in the public knowledge of the 
then condition of affairs, which may well have rende itim ble for Briggs 
to ascertain what had become of his cotton, and from the further fact that, being 
a lawyer and a loyal man, it is hardly to be believed that he would have per- 
mitted the statute of limitations to bar him had he known of the facts which 
opened to him the remedy given by the acts of Con 

In 1868 he presented his claim to Congress, before which it has been since pene 
ing. This claim has been re ly reported ya a once by the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate, at the first session of the Forty-second Congress; 
again by the Committee on Claims, at the first session of the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, Eeport 128, and again by the Committee on Claims, at the first session of 

e Forty-fourth Congress, Report 372. The bill was reported favorably by the 
Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives at the present ses- 
sion of Congress. 

The committee can see no good reason why the Congress of the United States 
should not, under the circumstances, remove the bar of the statute of limitations, 
and enable the legal representatives of the deceased claimant to establish, if 
they may be able so to do, the ownership, absolute or qualified, by said Briggs 
of said cotton, and his consequent interest in the proceeds, his loyalty being 
made a jurisdictional fact. 

ese recy Y was not confiscated, and the Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided that the title was not divested by the seizure, and that the Govern- 
ment holds it, or the p in trust for loyal claimants. 

If Briggs had known the fact and could have established his ownership of the 
cotton under the acts of Congress of 1863 and 1864, he could have of course recov- 
ered the p , or such part thereof as the court found him entitled to. 
Lapse of time has not, except technically, made any change in the title to the 
Span If the bill should become a law, and the legal representatives of 

ri shall be able to establish his loyalty, and his absolute ownership of the 
455 bales of cotton, of course they will be entitled to recover the entire proceeds 
of that cotton. If,on the other hand, it should turn out that the transfer to 
Bri, was colorable, and a makeshift to enable a disloyal man to save to him- 
self, rongo the use of the name of a loyal friend, his peo rty, that ends the 
case, and the money remains in the Treasury. If it should be found by the 
court that Briggs was loyal, that Morehead was indebted to him, and that the 
assignment of the cotton was as security only, then the judgment should be in 
favor of the estate of Briggs for so much of the pro of the cotton as will 
pay the debt for which it was security, and the surplus, if any there shall be, 
will remain in the Treasury. 

The committee therefore recommend that the House bill 3828 be amended b 
striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting in lieu thereof the amend- 
ment herewith reported. e 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HARRISON DEWEY. 


The bill (H. R. 3110) directing the Secretary of War to amend the 
ei of Harrison Dewey was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported an amendment, in line 
6, after the word “honorable,” to strike out ‘‘discharge’”’ and insert 
‘‘ muster out;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of War be directed to amend the record 
of the War Department in the case of Harrison Dewey, late second lieutenant 
of Company E. Second Regiment Vermont Volunteers, so as to grant him an 
honorable muster-out from said service as of the date of his dismissal as now 
shown by said record. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


RAILROAD EECEIVERS. 


Mr. GEORGE. I ask leave to call up a resolution I offered on the 
20th of December, 1886, and have it referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Mississippi to refer the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire into 
the powers of the Federal courts wherein any receiver for a valiread ta been 
pe ony mn to authorize or permit such receiver to or violate the laws 
of the State wherein such railroad is operated regulating for the trans- 

rtation of persons or property on the same so far as such c! are made 

or transportation ning and ending in such State, and also to inquire into 
the necessity for any legislation on that subject, and that they SoD by bill or 
otherwise. 
MRS. FANNY S. CONWAY. 


The bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Mrs, Fanny S. Conway was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
to Mrs. Fanny S. Conway, widow of Dr. Ed. Conway, lost in the Grampus 
in 1843, of $270, being the amount due and unpaid her under act of 
Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE OVER BAYOU BARNARD. 


The bill (H. R. 1336) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
Bayou Barnard, in the State of Mississippi, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was in section 1, line 6, after the word “ tran- 
sit,” to insert ‘‘ without tolls; in line 13, before the word “‘ boats,” 
to strike out ‘‘passing;’’ in line 15, after the word ‘‘therefor”’ to in- 
sert ‘‘widthof spans;’’ and inthe same line, after the word “location,” 
to strike out the word ‘‘ thereof” and insert ‘‘of said bridge;” so as to 
make the section read: 

‘That it shall be lawful for the board of supervisors of Harrison County, in the 
State of Mississippi, to construct a bridge across Bayou Barnard at a nt in or 
near the town o! ndsborough, in said county, for the transit, without tolls, 
of persons, animals, and vehicles of all kinds: Provided, That the said bridge 
shall have a draw of not less than 30 feet, and as much more as may be neces- 
sary for the of steam or sail boats or other water crafts navigating said 
bayou; and said authorities shall have some person in of said draw, so 
that at all times thesame may be opened for the passage of boats without un- 
n rn And Juriher, That before any bridge shall be built 
under this act the plans therefor, width of spans, and the location of said bridge 
shall be submitted to and approved by the tary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert the following as additional sec- 
tions: 

Sec, 2. That the said board of supervisors shall maintain, at their own ex- 

nse, from sunset to sunrise, throughout the year, and during heavy fogs, such 

ights on the bridge as may be required by the Light-House Board for the secu- 
rity of navigation. 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter or amend this act so as to prevent or remove all 
material obstructions to the navigation of said bayou is hereby expressly re- 
served, and all changes or alterations so uired shall be made at the expense 
of the parties owning or controlling said bridge. 

Sec. 4, That if the construction of the bridge authorized herein be not com- 
menced and completed within three years from the approval of this act, this 
act shall be null and void. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I move that the Senate insist on its amendmenta 
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r that bill, and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives 
ereon, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr. RAN- 
SOM, and Mr. CoNGER were appointed. 


TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


The bill (H. R. 4841) to change the eastern and northern judicial 
pon ed of Texas, and for other purposes, was announced as next in 
order. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. VEST. That bill cuts off part of the Indian Territory and an- 
nexes it toa judicial district of Texas. Idid not know what it was 
when it was called up. I object to its consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. The objection carries the bill over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MILLER in the chair). The bill 
will be passed over. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] is not in, and I 
ask that it retain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
has objected to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. 1 ask unanimous consent that it retain its place on 
the Calendar until the Senator from Texas comes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COKE. I ask that the bill lie over until my colleague [Mr. 
MAXEY] returns. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed under Rule IX, 
unless thereis unanimous consent thatit retain its present place. The 
Chair hears no objection to the suggestion of the Senator from Texas, 
and it is so ordered. 


MAJ. MICHAEL P. SMALL. 


The bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. Small was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

‘That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury shall allow to Maj. Michael 
P. Smith, eaae & of subsistence, United States Army, acredit of $3,780.63 
in the settlement of his accounts, being the amount of Government funds lost 
by him through the fraud of bis confidential clerk while said Small was on duty 
as depot and purchasing comm of subsistence at Chicago, Il., in 1879-"80: 

That the Court of Claims shall find the loss of said Sands to have been 
without faultor negligence on the part of said officer; and jurisdiction is hereby 
conferred upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine such matter, without 
regard to the limitation imposed by section 1069 of the Revised Statutes, and to 
render judgment accordingly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator from Mississippi in charge 
of the bill will ask for a committee of conference on that bill, so that 
it may become a law at this session. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I was about to make that motion when the 
Senator made the suggestion. I move that the Senate insist on its 
amendment and ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. WALTHALL, 
Mr. CocKRELL, and Mr. MANDERSON were appointed. 


TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. VEST. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. What dispo- 
sition was made of Order of Business 1642, being the bill (H. R. 4841) 
to change the eastern and northern judicial districts of Texas, and for 
other purposes? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MILLER in the chair). The bill 
was passed over without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar 
until the absent Senator trom Texas [Mr. MAXEY] shall return. 

Mr. VEST. Was that by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. VEST. Ididnotso understand. Iam opposed to that bill, and 
I do not want it called up if I can help it. If it is permitted to stand 
under this order — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Missouri to object to the consideration of the bill. The Chair 
then stated that it would go under Rulé IX. Then the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. COKE] made a request for unanimous consent that the bill 
retain its place until his colleague [Mr. MAXEY] should return. That 
question was put, and no objection being made, it was so ordered. 
Perhaps the Senator from Missouri did not understand it. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not wish the bill taken up when I am not in the 


Senate. 
. It retains its place subject to call, I understand. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Subject to call under the rule on 


which we are now acting, but with the statement that it was to lie over 
until the Senator’s colleague should return. 

Mr. VEST. I want to be here when the bill is considered. That 
is all. 

ALEXANDER GOBLE. 

The bill (H. R. 2176) for the relief of Alexander Goble was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to 
Alexander Goble, late a corporal of Company A, One hundred and fifth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, of $190, being bounty-money due 
Goble from the Government of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ST. MARK’S PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 


The bill (H. R. 1993) for the relief of St. Mark’s Protestant Episco- 
pal church, in the District of Columbia, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It provides that a certain piece of land situated in 
the city of Washington, known as lots 9 and 11 in square 788 of the 
plan of that city, and occupied by the church known as St. Mark’s 
Protestant Episcopal church, and all the buildings, grounds, and prop- 
erty appurtenant thereto and used in connection therewith, shall be ex- 
empt from any and all taxes or assessments, national, municipal, or 
county; and all taxes, together with the interest and penalties now due 
and unpaid upon the property, remitted. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. VANCE 
July 12, 1886: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H, 
R. 1993) for the relief of St. Mark's Episcopal church, in the District of Columbia, 

ve had the same under consideration, and report thereon as follows: 

They find all the facts in the case stated by the report of the committee of the 
atoae aa Representatives on the bill, and adopt the same as their report, as fol- 

ows, to wit: 

“The congregation of St. Mark’s parish is small, and consists mostly of per- 
sons of moderate income—some being poor and none wealthy—and they are illy 
able to pay the taxes panien aaae Sa their property—the lots referred to in 
tbe bill. They now occupy a small wooden building, near aud adjoining, for 
and as their place of wo: p. The seats now are and will remain free. 

“The taxes, penalties, and interest are outstanding and unpaid from 1872to the 
present time. The lots were purchased by the vestry of St. Mark's parish in 
the year 1870, and were purchased for the sole and only purpose of erect a 
church thereon, In 1581 they laid the foundation of a church building, covering 
the whole of said lots, but have not completed said church edifice for the reason 
that they have been pecuniarily unable todo so. It has, in fact, been with great 
labor and sacrifice that they have paid the purchase-money for said lots. 

“The committee think that said lots having been purchased solely for the pur- 
pose of erecting thereon a church for the use of said St. Mark's Episcopal church, 
and said church having Lpargean with said work as rapidly as their pecuniary 
ability would permit,and not having been utilized by them, or attem: tobe, 
for profit, that the same has been occupied and used by them since said pur- 


“The committee report the biil back to the House, and ssk that the same be 


The committee therefore recommend that the bill be as amended to 
forces a clerical error in the number of the square in which said lots are situ- 
at 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no amendment in the bill as 
reported, though the report speaks of an amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Does not the report state what the amendment pro- 
is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not. 

Mr. McMILLAN. A mere clerical correction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the number of the lot. 
Mr. HARRIS. Does thereportrecommend thatthe bill be amended? 
The Chief Clerk read: 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill be passed as amended to 
arp a clerical error in the number of the square in which said lots are sit- 
u; 

Mr. PLATT. In the number of the square. 
Mr. HARRIS. And does not specify what the number is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not. 

-Mr. HARRIS. I ask, then, that the bill go over for the present, re- 
taining its place on the Calendar, the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
VANCE], who reported it, not being in his seat. He will be able to 
make the proper amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis so ordered. 


WILLIAM H. MORHISER. 


The bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of William H. Morhiser was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It appropriates to William H. 
Morhiser the pay and allowances due him for services to the United 
States Government for which he has not been paid, namely: first, the 
pay and allowances of a private of cavalry from November 30, 1863, to 
January 1, 1865; and second, such additional pay and allowances, as 
commutation of rations, &c., as were allowed to prisoners of war from 
July 30, 1864, to January 1, 1865. The bill was reported to the Senr te. 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


E. P. M’NEAL. 


The bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of E. P, McNeal was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to E. P. 
MeNeal, of Hardeman County, Tennessee, of $12,781.81, in full com- 
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pensation for all property taken from McNeal by the United States 
Army during the war. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. DOLPH 
July 15, 1886; 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4839) for the 
relief of E. P. McNeal, having had the same under consideration, submit the 


baer: Fin. ga 
This claim was aaea f reported from the Committee on War Claims (Re- 
session of the Forty-fifth ; was adversely 
session of the Forty-sixth Con- 
committee 


the same committee and presen: of 
The facts are stated in said House report (No, 443) made at the raia paea S 


the Forty-fifth Congress, which is as follows: 
[House Report No. 443, Forty-fifth Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of E. P. 
McNeal, having considered the same, submit the following Bu fae $ 

E. P. McNeal resided in Hardeman ounri Tennessee, during the war. The 

farm uce al tohave been 

x der the act of July 4, 1864. eane ERE 

under of July 4, an y y 

į |, that that officer was not con- 


expressed a purpose not to reopen it on the additional evidence pre- 
“in justice to thirteen thousand claimants 
cided and who have rights to be heard.” 

It would certainly be a hardship if the petitioner must be permanently de- 

rived of his rights solely on account of a lack of force in the Quartermaster- 
Banoras Offiee, and the grounds relied upon for bringing the case before Con- 
gress sopas sufficient, 

By joint resolution No 99, first session Thirty-ninth Congress, the provisions 
of the act of July 4, 1864, were extended to the loyal citizens of theState of Ten- 
nessee; eal took the oath of allegiance to the Government of the United 
States in J uly, 1862, prior to the taking of his property. Under the construction 
uniform] given to that act, when a person took theoath of and ke 
it faithfi he is held loyal thereafter, That 
1863. On th pation of that section by 
GRS OE B GNE SaS and sold, and 
War for the restoration of the proceeds. The lication was referred to Ju 
Advocate-General Holt for his opinion, from w the following extracts 


* $ è “The sixth section of the act of 17th July, 1862, declares 

n being engaged in armed rebellion the Govern: 

Beate: such rebellion, shall not within sixty days aft 
the President, cease 


estate and property, moneys, stocks, and 

to seizure, &e. 
“This must be construed to be a declaration by implication that, if such person 
does comply with the requirements of the ute, his of every kind 
seizure. The exemption for compl. with law 


the petitioner 


apne net Ae 3 it 

five days the passage of the law, returned 

oath which has been mentioned. Tni spoons COMETS EOS S e 
faith, and itis not alleged or pretended that he has since violated thatoath 


or been guilty of an ices. It is quite clear, therefore, that if this 
asrep prep Aane Spins regardedas his „it was not liable to seizure 
under the section of the act of 17th July. 


sixth 
PAER t principle of publie policy is involved in this and no 
aiia sels bo alowed to rusin ar sebaran fs ope 


faith, as well as the best interests the 
fits of this legislation and of this be secured to him. 

“ I recommend, therefore, that ier-General Ross be ordered at once to 
pay over to ee te the of the cotton, and which he 
now holds a ting the decision of the ar Department upon the question 
ra 7 

This decision was a} 


red b7 tlon. E. M. Stanton, then Secretary of War, in 
were paid to McNeal accordingly. 


here are thustwelve witnesses, unimpeached in theircharacter, whounder 
oath affirm the continued loyalty of the claimant—not as ‘reputed,’ nor as 
gathered as hearsay, nor any popular estimate of him, but as a fact within their 
own knowledge, derived from intimate and long-continued personal intercourse 
with him, and from constant personal observation of his conduct. Among these 
Mice: the Government who, being unassailed, are, by their posi- 


Quartermaster Eddy; bu 
sayings of certain * Union men’ 
cross-examina’ 


to 

the certificate of 
that the claimant, though o: ly a secession: 
Bolivar by the Federal troops, taken the oath of 
the had fulfilled its conditions.’ Guided to its conclusion solely by the evi- 
dence on file, this bureau can not but claimant's lo: as 


regard the 
lished so far as any issue of fact can be settled by human testim 
udge-Ad 


This opinion is signed by J. Holt, J 


in by the accounting officers of the Treasury, and the vouchers were paid as 
Since these vouchers were allowed and paid by the Treasury Department, 


OWE, Iu MOA tora sabdack AA EEA VAAT mek cera EACS 

> t adj tgene and brevet brigad neral 
testifies that he was for some time during the war assistant adjutant-general for 
the district of West Tennessee; that he was well acquainted with McNeal, and 
that he was ny ah asa Union man by the military authorities after 1862; that 
as soon as the Federal troops reached his neighborhood he was one of the first 
to take the oath, and his conduct was such as to gain for him the confidence of 
the officers. The witness concludes: 

“ Any one who states that McNeal was disloyal from the first moment he had 
= o unity to take the oath must do it from mistaken information or per- 

motives. 

Josiah Deloach, postmaster at Memphis, Tenn., testifies that he has been well 
and intimately ted with McNeal for many Apap pases and that since he 
took the oath of ce in July, 1862, “he has at all es been loyal to the 
Government of the United States, and ee his said oath inviolate.” 

Thomas G. Patrick testifies “that said P. McNeal, since he took the am- 
nesty oath, under President Lincoln’s proclamation, in July, 1862, has all times 
been true and loyal to the Government of the United States, and a supporter of 


the same.” 
D. J. Benner, chief ron General Hurlburt’sstaff, ee officer 
an: 


$ è * “The said McNeal had the reputation of being an unqualified Union 
ered residents of 
common 


repo! 
tunity, and that he faithfully lived to his obligations, I alw: 
tioned = Bolivar, and when ne tie 


Tliest oppor- 
while sta- 
believed 


tho 
subsequent! The 

> e 

committee are of the opinion that the testimony abundantly justifies con- 
the act under which 


master; D. E. 
Ses evident respectability. Colonels Benner and 


para which was not sufficiently proved, and by east! 
ed by the Quartermaster-General at the various dates of the 
The account is stated as follows: 


2 
5 
È 


ssssssessssseeeresessesesssessesesesessesss. 


865 ood, at $2 per cord..... 
1,000 cords of wood (timber), at $1 pe 
of nen #5 S136, 000 


phy 
EEEEERREE 
8883833888 


Wagon and harness. 


E 
a 


Totals ..sccc.scioc2eocsesestoseeuisecsesio nesses scnrencssscentecosscsecveseeneepesenssrescanewed 


The committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 
Your committee adopt said report, and recommend the passage of the bill, 


Mr. PLATT. The Senator who made that report is not in. 

While the bill may be all right, I do not like to vote for it without 
a little further time to examine it. I therefore ask that the bill may 
lie over until the Senator from Oregon comes in. ~ 

Mr. HARRIS. Retaining its place on the Calendar subject to call. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course will be pursued. 


FRANCIS Il. SHAW. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 2995) for the relief of Francis H. Shaw. It is an authority 
to the Secretary to grant to Francis H. Shaw, late captain of Company 
C, Fifty-fifth Illinois United States Volunteer Infantry, an honorable 
discharge and muster out of the service of the United States, but this 
is not to be held to authorize the payment of any money to Shaw on 
account of the honorable discharge and muster out. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTIN MURPHY. 


The bill (H. R. 2156) for the removal of the charge of desertion 
from the record of Martin Murphy was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It removes the charge of desertion standing against the 
name of Martin Morphy, late a soldier in Company I, Ninety-first Reg- 
imens New York Volunteers, and directs the issue to him of an hon- 
orable 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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FOREIGN CONTRACT LABOR. 


The bill (H. R. 9232) to amend an act to prohibit the importation and 
immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract or ent to 
Foicmbia labor in the United States, its Seageey nag hoe the District of 

umbia, was considered as in Committee of the le. It proposes 
to add to 0 the act to prohibit the importation and immigration of for- 
eigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the 
United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia, approved 
February 26, 1885, and to provide for the enforcement thereof, the fol- 
lowing sections: 


Sxc. 6, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby Seva a with the duty of 
executing the provisions of this act; and for that purpose he shall have power 
= — ko Sere with such State gonen; poni, or e alae mony be 

for urpose by the governor of an te to take oi e 
APNE of immigration in ralph paea within said State, under the rules and 
regulations to be prescribed Secretary; and it shall be the duty of such 
State commission, board, or pe Aeon so designated to examine into the condition 
of passengers arriving at the ports within such State in any ship or vessel; and 
for that purpose all or any of such commissioners or officers, or such other per- 


son or porsona as they shall sppoint, shall be authorized to go on board of and 
throug Saa diens ship orvessel; and if in such examination there shall be found 
among 


passengers any widas ta included in the prohibition i in this act, they 
to the collector of such port, and such persons 


ms of this section, and shall be entitled fo rasooable com = 


turn of ihe A cache persons to the countries from whence they came, and shall 
furnish instructions to the board, commission, or persons charged with the ex- 
ecution of the peot OE of this section as to the time of prorauna in respect 
thereto, and may change such instructions time to The expense of 
such return of the aforesaid persons not permitted to land shall be borne by the 
owners of the vessels in w. eager came; and any vessel refusing to pay such 

expenses shall not thereafter be permitted to tela at or clear from any port of 
the United States, and such expenses shall be a lien on said vessel. t the 

necessary expense in the execution of this act for the present fiscal year shall 
be paid out of any money in the not otherwise sorenuriaten. 

marsh Nica tall acts and parts of acts inconsistent with act are hereby 


“a . 10. That this act shall take effect at the expiration of thirty days after 
passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill 
(S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Railway, and for other 
< Mr. HARRIS. Iaskthe consent of the Senate, with the approval of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who has charge of the unfin- 
‘shed business, that we proceed under the present rule for half an hour 

‘on: 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection it will be 
w ordered. The Chair hears none. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
‘he 4th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1532) to regulate commerce; 

An act (S. 1813) to amend the law relating to patents, trade-marks, 
ind copyright; 

An act (S. 229) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Nilmington, N. C.; 

An act e aaa granting a pension to James G. Mathes; 

An act (S. 2335) for the relief of the heirs of Malitty Rose; and 

An act (S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Price. 

SAMUEL H. FLEMMING. 

The bill (H. R. 3173) for the relief of Samuel H. Flemming was con- 
xtdered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
to Samuel H. Flemming, of North Carolina, $206.66, for carrying the 
United States mails in North Carolina in 1870. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

KANAWHA AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The bill (H. R. 2646) granting to the Kanawha and Ohio Railroad 
Company the right to lay its track through United States lock and dam 
property in the Great Kanawha Valley, State of West Virginia, was 
announced as next in order. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce, with an 
amendment in line 30, after the word ‘‘way’’ to insert— 


Provided, That said Kanawhaand Ohio Railroad Comnnny, is its successors and 
assigns, shall pay # reasonable gany rental for said hh amount there- 
of to be ascertained and prescribed by the Secretary of 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. KENNA] who reported the bill, and I see that the Secretary of 
War su certain changes. I ask that the bill go over without 
prejudice, retaining its place. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘The amendment proposed by the committee meets 
the suggestions, does it not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not tell. The Secretary says he recom- 
mendsthem in red ink. There is only oneamendmentrepotted. The 
bill will not lose its place by going over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from West Virginia may come in 
before we get through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

EUGENE E. M’LEAN. 

The bill (H. R. 9115) for the relief of Eugene E. McLean was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to remove all politi- 
eal disabilities imposed upon Eugene E. McLean, a citizen of New 
York, by the fourteenth article of amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in favor thereof. 

TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATION. 

The bill (H. R. 4083) to empower the Commissioner of Agriculture 
to transfer certain appropriation was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That seems to refer to last year’s appropriation. 
Does it apply to this year? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill shows it to be a transfer of 
an appropriation. The amendment reported by the Commiitee on 
Appropriations will be stated. 

E amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to add to 

e 


October 1, 1884, to September 30, 1885, inalualve, which te were made 
from the laboratory fund, socalled, and which the First Comptro 

Treasury has decided not to be be properly chargeable to said fund, said allowance 
not to exceed the sum of $20,807, 

Mr. MORGAN. Let aie To over, Mr. President. I object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has charge of 
Sus pir: Will the Senator from Alabama object to its retaining its 

ce? 
k Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 
Mr. BECK. Let it go over without prejudice. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That will be the order. 
KANAWHA AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. KENNA. I understand that in my temporary absence House 
bill ATR passed over becauseof my absence. I ask that it be now 
taken u 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itwill now be taken up if there be 
no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 2646) granting to the Kanawha and Ohio Railroad Company 
the right to lay its track through United States lock and dam property 
in the Great Kanawha Valley, State of West Virginia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reported from the 
Committee on Commerce will again be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline 30, after the word “‘ way ™ the committee 
report to insert: 


Provided, That said Kanawha and Ohio Railroad Company, its successors and 


assigns, shall pay a reasonable yearly pga for sai property, the amount 
thereof to be ed and the Secretary of W 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
language of the letter of the Secretary of War: 

In response to your request of the 19th ultimo for the views of the 
on H. R. 2646, A eregi to the Kanawha and Ohio Pevar com ri me to “lay te 
track thro nited States lock and dam property in the G wha Val- 
ley, State of West Virginia, I beg to advise you that, subject to Sto the few correc- 
tions marked in red ink in the bill (herewith returned), ere appears to be no 
objection to its passage on the part of this Departmen 

Was this one of the corrections? 

Mr. KENNA. The corrections suggested by the Secretary of War 
were recommended to the House Committee, and they were made in 
the House bill before it came to the Senate. The Senate committee’s 
amendment is an additional correction. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KENNA. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and 
ask for a conference on the  ciengrocing votes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to | Mr. PLATT. Is it customary to pay interest on these claims? 


appoint the conferees oa the part of the Senate, and Mr. ConGER, Mr. 
MILLER, and Mr. KENNA were appointed. 


TEMPORARY APPROPRIATIONS. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 211) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution entitled a ‘‘ Joint resolution to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government’’ was announced as the next busi- 
ness in order. 

Mr. DAWES. That might be indefinitely postponed; the occasion 
for it has passed. 

The joint resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

BRIDGE ACROSS TRADEWATER RIVER. 


The bill (H. R. 9895) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tradewater River by the Ohio Valley Railway Company was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES P. MARRS. 


The bill (H. R. 9183) for the relief of James R. Marrs was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
to James R. Marrs, of Boyd County, Kentucky, of $126, to reimburse 
him for money paid by him to the Post-Office Department of the United 
States because of money unlawfully taken from the post-office at Dan- 
* ville, Ky., of which James R. Marrs is postmaster, and for the taking 
of which he was in no respect blamable or responsible. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARRY FISK. 


The bill (H. R. 3909) for the relief of Harry Fisk was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral in adjusting the accounts of Harry Fisk, postmaster at Aurora, 
Ind., to allow him a credit of $283.50 for postal funds stolen from Fisk 
by burglars, at that post-office, on the night of the 23d of November, 
1885, without any negligence or default on the part of the postmaster. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PROBATE COURTS IN WYOMING. 


The bill (H. R. 3760) to enlarge the jurisdiction of the probate 
courts in Wyoming Territory was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Territories with an 
amendment, in section 1, line 7, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike 
out ‘exclusive of interest;’’ so as to read: 


That the probate courts of the Territory of Wyoming, in their respective coun- 
ties, in addition to their Lape jurisdiction, be, and they are hereby, authorized 
to hear and determine all civil causes wherein the damage or debt claimed does 
not exceed the sum of $500, and such criminal cases arising under laws of the 
Territory as do not require the intervention of a grand jury. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Has that bill been taken up? 

Mr. CULLOM. It isa bill agreed on by the Committee on Terri- 
tories, an exact copy of the law in two or three other Territories. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Territories. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment, 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CuLLoM, Mr. 
MANDERSON, and Mr. GRAY were appointed. 

J. E. M’GOLDRICK. 


The bill (H. R. 960) for the relief of J. R. McGoldrick was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It appropriates $77 to pay J. R. 
McGoldrick, of Louisiana, in reimbursement of his claim for lost remit- 
tance of money-order funds mailed by him, as postmaster at Coushatta, 
La., on the 28th of September, 1883, and directed to the postmaster at 
Shreveport, La., and which was robbed or stolen from the mail-pouch 
in transit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

I. ©. WILKEY. 


The bill (H. R. 6046) for the relief of H. C. Wilkey was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to H. C. 
Wilkey, late penaa at Columbus, Ky., of $307.87, and interest 
thereon from June 8, 1882, for Government money stolen from him by 
burglars, and which he was required to keep on hand to pay United 
States postal clerks with, the payment for the loss of which is not pro- 
vided for in the act of Congress of March 17, 1882. 


Mr. FRYE. No; it is not. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the bill be read again, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PLATT. In line 7, after the word ‘‘cents,’’ I move to strike 
out the words ‘‘and interest thereon from June 8, 1882;’’ so as to read: 

Out of any money not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $307.87, for Govern- 
ment money stolen from him by burg &e. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] is not in 
his seat, and I will move that the Senate insist upon its amendment 
and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, by unanimous consent, was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr, SAWYER, 
Mr. CoNGER, and Mr. BECK were appointed. 


JAMES M. HAGAR. 


The bill (H. R. 7507) for the relief of James M. Hagar was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to James M, 
Hagar, managing owner of the ship Saint James, of Richmond, Me., 
$1,112.78, being the amount illegally exacted from the ship by the 
United States consul at Bremerhaven and covered into the Treasury, 
which sum Hagar is entitled to have refunded to him, as appears by 
statements of the Secretary of State and Fifth Auditor of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Ti CONGER. In the Calendar the name is printed “James H. 
gar. 

Mr. FRYE. Itis right in the bill. ‘‘James M. Hagar” is right; 
the bill is right. . 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


SAINT PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY. 


The bill (H. R. 10056) granting to the Saint Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the Indian res- 
ervations in Northern Montana and Northwestern Dakota was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, 

Mr. DAWES. I offer an amendment, to come in after the word 
“ thereof,” in line 4 of section 4. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What has become of the amendment reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is an amendment recommended by the 
committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reported from the 
committee will be acted upon before taking up the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. The question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ment reported from the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 12, the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs report to strike out the word ‘‘and ” before ‘‘construction,’’ 
and after ‘‘ construction’? to insert the words ‘‘and operation;’’ so as 
to read: 

But no right of any kind shall vest in said railway compariy in or to any part 
of the rightof way herein provided for until plats thereof, Let si upon actual sur- 
vey for the definite location of such railroad, and including the points for sta- 
tion buildings, depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turnouts,and water-stations, 
shall be filed with and appioyas by the Secretary of the Interior, and until the 
compensation aforesaid been fixed and paid; and the surveys, construction, 
and operation of such railroad shall be conducted with due regard for the rights 
of the Indians, and in accordance with such rules and regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may make to carry out this provision, 

Mr. DAWES. The object of the amendment is to enable the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to have some control over the operation as well as 
the construction of the road. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not any objection to the United States mak- 
ing any donations to Indians whenever the Government of the United 
States sees fit. The bill shows that thisis not Indian land in any sense 
of the term. The President of the United States reserves this land. 
He can to-morrow declare it to be public land again if he sees fit. He 
reserves it for the use of the Indians. I have not any doubt about his 
authority to have allowed this railroad to be built across the land with- 
out any act of Congress; but they have seen fitto come to Congress, and 
we provide that the Secretary of the Interior shall fix a price the rail- 
road is to pay, not to the Government, whose land it is, but to the In- 
dians, who have no title whatever in the land. 

Mr. DAWES. It is agreed to between the Government and the In- 
dians and the railroad company. All agree to it. 

Mr. TELLER. What I contend is that the Indians should have 
nothing to say about this land. It is Government lanð; 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Would not this enactment be a recognition of 
their title hereafter? 

Mr. TELLER. That isthe question. The President of the United 
States can not donate the pane domain to an Indian tribe any more 
than he can to me—not a bit. 

Mr. DAWES. Nobody assumes that he can. 

Mr. TELLER. Here we provide for payment to Indians who are 
occupying a piece of ground under an executive order. The executive 
order gives them no rights whatever. It simply reserves the land from 
occupation by white men. Now, we say the Indians shall be paid for 
this land, which they do not own. It seems to me that that provision 
of the bill ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. DAWES. The Indians are entitled to the use of the land so 
long as the executive order exists. There is no question about that; 
and if they can be paid a sum for the use of the land I think that the 
Senator from Colorado need not object to it. 

Mr. TELLER. I donotobject tothe bill. I think that the railroad 
company should have the right of way over the land. I only object to 
this loose kind of legislation, for it is certainly loose when a bill is 
brought in here which recognizes in an Indian tribe something that the 
Government of the United States has itself to buy when it wants to 
give a railroad company the privilege of going across it, recognizing a 
title in the Indians that theydonot have. I am not going to object to 
the bill, because I want this railroad built. It is necessary. 

Mr. DAWES. Then let us have the amendment acted on. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think this is a matterof more importance than seems 
to be considered by a majority of the Senate. In the first place, the 

“Government has granted by general act the right of way over the pub- 
lic lands to every railroad company that chooses to comply with the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1875. I judge from the letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and I so understand it, that the Government 
had already extinguished the Indian title to these lands before this 
reservation was set aside by executive order. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly it had. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then the President comes in and sets aside a portion 
of the public domain for the use of the Indians as a reservation. If 
it had not been for that order, there is already existing legislation 
which would grant to the railroad company, by compliance with its 
conditions, a right of way over those lands. 

Now, because of the executive order, and because the President does 
not choose to modify the executive order in-so-far as to allow the com- 
pany to locate its line over this land and to file its maps and thereby 
secure the right of way, the company comes to Congress for leave to 
deal with the Indians in regard to the reservation. As I understand, 
there is a provision in the bill to the effect that the company shall pay 
the Indians for the land—which does not belong to them, but belongs 
to the Government—as well as to pay for the injury done to the im- 
provements made by the Indians. 

I think it is a wrong principle, and, as suggested by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], it might commit us to the idea, at least asa 

recedent, that the Indians had a right to the soil, or the power of the 

President to donate land to Indians at any time. I understand the 
President could rescind his order at any time, and throw any one of 
the reservations which have been created by executive order open to 
settlement without any act of Congress whatever. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no doubt about the President’s authority to 
vacate the order by which he established the reservation, and there is 
no doubt in my mind that he could permit the railroad company to go 
over the land by excepting from his order so much of the land as would 
be occupied by the railroad. But the President and those administer- 
ing Indian affairs decline to do that; and they, with the railroad com- 
pany and the Indians, have agreed that for the use of this right of way, 
while the executive order exists, the railroad company shall pay the 
Indians what the Secretary of the Interior says they ought to pay for 
the use of the land while the executive order exists. The Senate can 
decline to grant this right, and the Interior Department will decline to 
let the railroad go through, and I shall be entirely satisfied. 

Mr. TELLER. Has the agreement already been made between the 
company and the Indians? 

Mr. DAWES. But, it seems to me, all at once somebody is straining 
ata gnat and swallowing a camel. I do not know who it is, but the 
idea that when the railroad company is perfectly willing to pay the 
Indians for the use of the land just what the Secretary of the Trios 
agrees, and they haveall three gone into the agreement, and the money is 
ready, then because perchance in accordance with strict law the Secretary 
had the power to do it without this proposedeact, the Senate may de- 
cline to pass the bill if they choose. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time has expired for the present 
order. The unfinished business will be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask unanimous consent that the order be con- 
tinued until we get through with the pending bill. This is a matter 
of great public importance. The railroad is to be constructed through 
a portion of country which very much needs it. It extends from the 
aan mre = Montana. I ask unanimous consent that we may go on 
with the 5 


Mr. DAWES. There is.no dispute about the effect of the proposed 
law, if this is the convenient way of doing it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let us get through with the bill. è 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate continue the consideration of the 
bill until it is completed. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SABIN. It was my purpose to offer to the bill an amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us dispose of the pending amendment. 

Mr. SABIN. One thing I was going to ask is, what is the object of 
youramendment? To what amendment does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts refer? : 

Mr. DAWES. The amendment recommended by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. Let that be disposed of before you make your sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. SABIN. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
what is the object of the amendment he has offered? 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will look at the twelfth line of the 
fourth section he will see that somebody, in drawing the bill, left out 
two words which are in all the other bills, namely, the words ‘‘and 
operation.” The committee suggested that those words be put in so 
that the Secretary of the Interior could control the operation as well as 
the construction of the road while the executive order existed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Now, in section 4, line 4, after the word ‘‘thereof,’’ 
I move to insert: 

And also to ascertain and fix the amount of compensation to be made individ- 
ual members of the tribe for damages sustained by them by reason of the con- 
struction of said road. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will with- 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES, It is important to put this in to insure the bill be- 
coming a law. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment go in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SABIN. It was my purpose to offer an amendment to the bill 
limiting the amount of bonds and stock that should be issued upon 
the road. I find, however, upon examination that that limitation is 
already placed at $15,000 per mile for bonds, which strikes me as a 
very reasonable figure. It is not the purpose of the company to issue 
any stock whatever upon the new road to be constructed under the 
provisions of the bill, such issue being restricted by their charter. I 
therefore hope that the bill will be passed at this time without further 
amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to, 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAWES, Mr. 
SABIN, and Mr, HAMPTON were appointed. 


IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MILLER). The Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business coming over from Saturday. 

Mr. CONGER. Before proceeding with the unfinished business I 
ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. R. 3289) to amend sec- 
tion 5 of the act entitled “‘ An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 10, 1880. The bill has been read and was about to be 
put on its passage when the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] - 
offered an amendment which should have been offered to some other 
bill. There is no amendment that I know of to be offered to the bill 


now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Michigan asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to take up the bill indicated by him 
out of its order, Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. I call for the order. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the Senator from Missouri will allow this bill 
to go through. It was under consideration some time ago, and was 
ready to be passed to a third reading when the Senator from Massachu- 
setts offered an amendment which he supposed should belong to the bill, 
but on inquiry he found it should be an amendment to another bill. 
This is a bill which it is very desirable to pass, and is a matter of great 
necessity to our Western and Southwestern people. 

Ishould like to see the 


peo: 
Mr. VEST. Ihave no objection to the bill; 
bill pass. 
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Mr. CONGER. It will take but a moment to dispose of it. 

Mr. VEST. However I do not see where is the great necessity for 
pressing it at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none; and the billis before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

The bill proposes to amend section 5 of the act of June 10, 1880; so 
as to read: 


Sxc.5. That merchandise transported under the provisions of this act shall be 
conveyed in cars, vessels, or vehicles securely fastened with locks or seals, under 


acter, and description, and secured in such manner as shall be from time to time 
ng Senin by the Secre! ; and in cases where merchandise shall be imported 
n boxes or 


too large to be included within the safes, trunks, or 
E aeea F as prescribed, such merchan may be transported 

ions of this act, by such ress companies, "corded and 
manner as shall from time tot 


; “and passengers arriving at any of the ports fied 
tn Kaaa A of thie ach, appear by the manifest of the impo ves- 
sel, or other satisfactory evidence, to 


t, 
may be used for such pu: ; and inspectors shall be stationed at proper 
points along the desi; rk pasina Rea or upon any car, vessel, vehicle, or train, at 
the discretion of the tary of the Treasury, an 

ely. Such merchand no 


intervention, or when, 


ion by offi- 
cers, shall be consi further, or from low 
water, ice, or other unavoidable to na ; and in no case shall 
there be permitted any breaking of the original packages of such merchandise. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House requested the Senate to furnish the 
House with a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 2225) to indem- 
nify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses sustained by the 
violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, in 

tember, 1885, the original having been lost or mislaid. 
message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for hold- 
ing terms of the United States courts at Texarkana, Ark., and for other 
urposes, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagree- 
te votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CULBER- 
SON, Mr. ROGERS, and Mr. CASWELL managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 


PAYMENT OF LABORERS FOR DECORATION DAY, ETC, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 40) pro- 
viding for the payment of per diem laborers in Government employ on 
the 30th of May of each year as on other days. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were stated as 
follows: 

In line 3, strike out ‘‘ thirtieth ’’ before the word ‘‘day,’’ and after 
the word ‘‘day”’ strike out the words ‘‘of May.” 

In lines 3 and 4, strike out the words ‘“‘commonly called Decoration 
day ” and insert ‘‘ which is celebrated as memorial or decoration day, 
and the 4th of July.” 

In line 4, strike out the words ‘‘a holiday ” and insert the word 
*holidays;’’ and amend the title so as to read: 


A joint resolution providing for the payans of per diem laborers in Gov- 
ernment employ on memorial or decoration day and the 4th day of July of each 
year as on other days. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives, 

The amendments were concurred in. 


COPY OF A BILL. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the request of 


the House of Representatives to furnish a duplicate engrossed copy of | The 


the bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire 
for losses sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the 
Territory of Wyoming, in Se arin 1885. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request will be granted by unan- 
imous consent, unless there be objection. 

STEEL FOR ORDNANCE, ETC. 

Mr. DOLPH. Before Senate bill 662 is transmitted to the other 
House, I desire to move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, for the purpose of making a verbal amendment to the amend- 
ment offered by myself, adding the words ‘‘is hereby appropriated.” 
I presume it can be done in a moment by unanimous consent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has heard the request of 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
ordered to engrossment and third reading and passed the bill (S. 662) 
to encourage the manufacture of steel for modern army ordnance, armor, 
and other army purposes, and to provide heavy ordnance adapted to mod- 
ern army warfare. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Inow moveto reconsider the vote by which theamend- 
ment offered by myself to the bill was agreed to. 

The motion to recénsider was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I now move to add to the amendment the words ‘‘is 
hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I must object to the consideration of either of those 
bills in the absence of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I 
do not know what the amendment is. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is simply to add the words ‘‘is hereby appropri- 
ated,” which were omitted in the amendment making an appropriation 
of $5,000,000. It wasa clerical omission. I wish to have the amend- 
ment made while the bill isstill in the ion of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not know whatit is, but of course if the Sena- 
tor states that—— 

Mr. DOLPH. It ismerely to add to the amendment adopted by the 
Senate on my motion the words ‘‘is hereby appropriated.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ore- 

The amendment as proposed to be amended will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment in- 
serted in the bill as section 4 the words ‘‘is hereby appropriated;’’ so 
as to read: 

Src. 4. That forthe pw ofthe construction of fortifications and other works 
of coast defense, in acco ce with the recommendations of the Board on Forti- 
fications or other Defenses, sopone by the President of the United States un- 
der the provisions of the act of Congress a; 3, 1885, $5,000,000, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, is hereby appropriated. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 


Mr. VEST. I now call for the order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship- 
Railway Company, and for other purposes, the pending question being 
on the amendment proposed by Mr. Vest to the amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce, to add as an additional section: 

SEC. —. That if stock to the amount of $10,000,000 shall not be subscribed, and 
10 per cent. thereof ey, paid in, before the expiration of two years next after 
the passage of this act, or if the work of constructing said railway shall not be 


aeren, eryron before and bein progress atthe expiration of four years 
r 


next passage of this act, the said corporation shall be deemed to have 
expired by limitation, and all its franchises and privileges shall be deemed to 


have absolutely ceased and become determined, 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when I yielded the floor on Satur- 
day upon this bill I was about to consider the relations of the United 
States Government toward the Government of Colombia in respect of 
the obligations that we are under there to protect the peace in that 
country. The United States Government was the first in the field in 
its negotiations with Colombia—New Granada then—in to this 
isthmian transit. We had then the proposition on foot of building a 
railway across that isthmus, with the assistance of our own people. 
In the treaty of 1846 was the following provision: 

The United States of America and the Repub 
make as durable as le the relations whi a E EO 
the two es by 


to the following points : 
opn For the better understanding of the preceding articles, it is and has 


and navigation which are now or may hereafter be enjoyed by Granadian citi- 

their erchan — this ee, DESS n = 

passengers, correspondence, and me of t 
United States in their transit rarer Sa said territory, from one sea to the other. 
ranada guarantees to the Government of the United s 

States that the right of way or transit across the Isthmus of te traap nA mena 
modes of communication now exist, or that may be hereafter constructed, 
shall be open and free to the Government and citizens of the United States, and 
for the transportation of any articles ot pronaos manufactures, or merchandise, 
of lawful commerce belonging to the citizens of the United States. 


Other privileges are conferred, which it is not necessary that I should 
read: 


treaty, the United States guarantee, tively and efficaciously, to New Granada, 
by the t stipulation, th neutrality of the before-mentioned isth- 
mus, with the view that the free transit from the one to the other sea may not 


be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time while this treaty exists; and, 
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in ‘consequence, the United States also ge tee, in the same manner, the rights 
of sovereignty and property which New Granada has and possesses over the 


Second. The present treaty shall remain in full force and vigor for the term of 
twenty years from the day of the exchange of the ratifications; and from thesame 
day the treaty that was concluded between the United States and tinpe sae on 
the 13th of October, 1824, shall cease to have — notwithstanding what was 


bar rs in the first point of its thirty-first article. 
‘hird. Notwithstanding the foregoing, if neither notifies to the other its 
is treaty twelve months be- 


Soon of Hoe pagee any of, or all the articles of 
iration of Aceri twenty years stipulated above, the said treaty shall 

pec ding on bo rties beyond the said twenty years, until twelve 

months from the time That one of the parties notifies its intention of p: 

toa reform. 

There is the basis of the peculiar commercial and political relation 
which we hold to the State of Panama and tothe Republic of Colombia 
in respect of thisisthmian transit. There has been a free expression of 
opinion on various occasions by our Secretaries of State and our Presi- 
dents as to the interpretation of the obligations resting upon us and the 
correlative rights that grow out of this treaty in our favor, and they 
have been uniformly of this tendency, without undertaking to read the 
eorrespondence which sets forth the proposition I am about to state: 
That this undertaking of the Government of the United States to se- 
cure the peace and neutrality of Panama includes the right to enforce 
the peace in that country, so that there shall be no outrage committed 
upon the commerce of the people of the United States when in transit 
across that isthmus; and that this is also a peculiar power given to us, in 
its nature exclusive because of the fact that we were paid for it, as is 
expressly in the treaty alleged, by the concessions made to us by the 
fourth, fifth, and sixth articles of the treaty; that is to say, that Panama 
or New Granada in negotiating this arrangement with us made a stipu- 
lation which gave us peculiar privileges for which we were compensated 
in the articles numbered 4, 5, and 6. 

We have been following up the idea which was conveyed in the orig- 
inal treaty by some assertion on our part from time to time of our ex- 
clusive right to secure the occupancy of certain islands in the Bay of 
Panama whenever we could get the consent of the Government of Pan- 
ama to our occupancy, because of the fact that those islands would give 
to us the power to protect the transit; they would enable us, without 
locating ourselves within the body of the people of Panama, to create 
such stations and such defenses in the Bay of Panama as might give to 
us a better opportunity of defending against. any aggression which 
might be made to interrupt the freedom of commerce across the isthmus. 

Since that treaty was agreed upon some very important changes have 
taken place in the Isthmus of Panama. We find that the railway com- 
pany which was organized there and built its route has transferred its 
entire interest into the hands of the Panama Canal Company; that we 
now have no other right of property there than the naked power and 
duty of protecting the Isthmus of Panama as to the freedom of our own 
commerce and as to the freedom of commerce of all the rest of the 
world. In other words, we have not in the Isthmus of Panama to-day 
any other than a purely political interest; there is no railroad, no canal, 
no grant of a right to build a railroad or a canal alongside of the one 
which is being now constructed, and no right to do anything except 
merely to send our ships of war down there whenever the people of 
Panama or any other set of people may choose to break the peace and 
thereby interrupt our commerce and the commerce of the rest of the 
world crossing that Isthmus. That is where we are left. 

The Monroe doctrine, in addition to the rights which are conferred 
by the treaty of 1846, may be a sufficient foundation, and I believe is 
a sufficient foundation, for any interference that we might choose to 
make there with the operations of any company acting under the guar- 
antee of a foreign power and seeking to establish in that isthmus any 
exclusive or peculiar rightof transit. I do not mean merely the right 
to carry their own ships across or the right to charge their own rates 
of toll, but I mean a right to make a preference between the ships of 
one nation and another, for instance, in time of war, so that if we had 
to go to the Pacific Ocean to defend our possessions we might be com- 
pelled to get the consent of the agents or the incorporated company of 
some foreign power located in Panama before we could have the full 
power and privilege of exercising our treaty rights in that country. 

As our material interests in the Isthmus of Panama dwindle and dis- 
appear it seems to me that the assertion of our political interests there 
ought to become more prominent and decided, because of the fact that 
they are all we haveleft. If that canal or that transit is to be of any 
importance at all to the peopleand the Government of the United States 
in the future, it seems to me to be high time that we were having an 
understanding with the other powers of the earth, particularly with 
Colombia, as to what rights and privileges we are to enjoy there, and 
whether, after all, we are to become the protectors-of the commerce of 
the rest of the world in that quarter without any corresponding ad- 
vantage to ourselves. 

I mentioned on Saturday an impression that was resting upon my 
mind, that the Governments of France and Great Britain would bestir 
themselves to get advantages in that quarter, knowing that our material 
interests had disappeared, and that we had. nothing now remaining to 
us except the mere shell of right and privilege conferred by the treaty 
of 1846, which imposes a great many more duties upon us than it con- 
fers benefits. That the Governments of Great Britain and France would 


naturally seek to establish themselves there, and that the conduct of 
the Government of Great Britain in reference to the island of Taboga 
and the other islands in the Bay of Panama heretofore, within the last 
three or four years, was a sufficient indication to us of a fixed and set- 
tled purposé to plant themselves in a position of command on the other 
side of the isthmus, the Panama side, while they hold a very advan- 
tageous position of command on this side, in the island of Jamaica. 

The island of Jamaica is almost as near to the Panama Canal as the 
island of Cyprus is to the Suez Canal. Ido not know but that it is 
quite as near, quite as convenient a place for resort, for fortification, 
for the accumulation of naval and military stores, for the grouping of 
armies that might be necessary to enforce British policy in that quar- 
ter; and if in addition to this they shall ever acquire in the Bay of 
Panama the right to establish themselves under the authority of "the 
Government of Colombia, they would have their guns pointing from 
either direction upon the openings of this canal, and with their im- 
mense fleet they would certainly have a very great power to control the 
onien ot that canal and all persons and governments directly inter- 
ested t. 

I have never found anythingin the history of the policy of the British 
Government which tends to modify the opinion in my mind thatit will 
always do whatever may be considered necessary for the ent es- 
tablishment of its commercial and its maritime power in any part of 
the world. I do not attribute that sentiment to the people and as 
Government of Great Britain in derogation of their character in th 
slightest degree. It is a trait that belongs to their character pores eg 
and which we ourselves have inherited from them to a large extent; 
and it is something not to be complained of either, in an international 
sense. Still we must recognize the fact that in our dealings with these 
great questions, which so immediately concern our future welfare, we 
will always expect to find an antagonist in Great Britain, alert, well 
informed, sedate, resolute—yes, intrepid, and ready to do anything that 
may be necessary for the establishment and the promotion of British 
interests. 

So I take it, Mr. President, that we have some duties to perform in 
respect to this matter, and that the time is now perhaps as rife as the 
time will ever be for the declaration of a firm American policy in 
pins road). seregra ee ancers techn kag 1a 10 E00 wees ai 

its connections, in the future, through the isthmus with the Pacific 
Ocean. There is no time for faltering, no time for misunderstanding, 
no time for procrastination or delay; but it is high time that we had 
announced and established in the face of the world, sedately and justly 
and honestly a policy that our people are willing and ready to pursue 
on these questions. 

The Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which announced a certain doctrine, 
was ratified in April, 1850, and in 1853 we ratified with Mexico a treaty 
which has reference to some of the same subjects that are mentioned in 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. I bring this subject forward and would 
like to be able to call it to the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vesr], who is in charge of this bill, for the purpose of getting 
some explanationaboutit. I think that our treaty of 1853 with Mexico 
is probably as much in conflict with the eighth article of the Clayton-Bul- 
wer treaty as anything that has been proposed to be done between this 
Government and Nicaragua without adverting to exactly what has been 
proposed to be done; but we understand it, though I believe we are not 
yet at liberty tostateit. Thisis called the Gadsden treaty. It isa per- 
manent or a perpetual treaty. There is nothing in it to indicate that 
either government has a right to put an end to it. The rights which 
aro conferred here were intended to be perpetual rights. 

em: 


will read 


Anticir VII. 


The Mexican saarien ae ead tne om the 5th of February, 1853, authorized the 
early construction of a I road across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, 
and, tosecure the stable Pasanta of sal said transit way to the persons and merchan- 
dise of the citizens of. Mexico and the United States, it is stipulated that neither 
government will interpose any obstacle to the transit of ns and merchan- 
dise of both nations; and at no time shall higher charges be made on the transit 
of persons and property of citizens of the United States than may be made on 
movers and property of other foreign nations, nor shall any interest in said 
transit way— 


This is the point in the matter— 


nor in the proceeds thereof, be transferred to any foreign government. 

The United States, by its’ agents, shall have the right to transport across the 
isthmus, in closed bags, the mails of the United States not intended for distri- 
bution along the line ee communication; also the effects of the United States 
Government and its citizens, which may "be intended for transit, and not for dis- 
tribution = the isthmus, free of custom-house or other usy ea by the eS 
Government. Neither passports nor letters of security will be required of per- 
sons piama a the isthmus and not remaining in the country. 

When the rammene of the railroad shall be com pleted, the Mexican Gov- 
ernment agrees apor tieg rea ey addition to iké port of Vera Cruz, at 
or near the ters joeminus of of said e Gulf of Mexico. 

The two governments vaoa enter into arrangements for the prompt transit of 
troops and munitions of the United States, which that Government may have 
occasion to send from one part of its territory to another, lying on opposite sides 
of the continent. 

iiae =o Government having agreed to protect with its whole power the 

on, preservation, and security of the it the United States may ex- 

fend its ‘ey avon S itrenpia it shall judge wise to . when it may feel sanctioned and 
amat by the publie or international law. 

That is a very important treaty OaS as I understand it, and 

the line of transit which is mentioned in the eighth article of the treaty 
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of 1853 is identical with the one that is in the bill we are now consider- 
ing. So in that connection it becomes a matter of the greatest moment 
that we should understand whether the concession which Mexico has 
made to the Eads Ship-railway Company in any wise conflicts with the 
rights secured to us under the eighth article of the treaty with Mexico 
of 1853 and the eighth article of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. It was 
for the purpose of enabling the Senate to see the precise bearing of 
this concession in connection with this treaty that I had it placed in 
the RECORD, and presently I shall refer to some points in the concession 
and some in the treaty which I think are entirely in conflict. 

But before proceeding to do that I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to certain rights that we have in Nicaragua upon this subject of 
transit which are of later date than the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and 
which I suppose were incorporated in this engagement between the 
United States and Nicaragua in strict compliance with the principles 
of that treaty, because Great Britain also negotiated with Nicaragua 
about the same time, or a little before, this treaty was negotiated, one of 
almost precisely similar import so far as the right of transit and protec- 
tion is concerned. The fifteenth, sixteenth, and seventeenth articles 
of the treaty with Nicaragua are very important in connection with 
the proposition to build any transit-way-across the isthmus whether 
in Panama, or whether in Nicaragua, or whether at Tehuantepec, or 
elsewhere. Isay it is important because, in looking at the eighth article 
of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, we see that there is a reference made both 
to Tehuantepec and Panama, and perhaps I had better read that before 
I read the articles in the treaty with Ni of which I have just 
been speaking. The eighth article of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is as 
follows: 

ARTICLE VIII. 


which is willing to À seg thereto such protection as the United States and Great 
Britain engage to afford. 

I do not suppose that any one will find that the eighth article of this 

treaty is very easy to be interpreted. tainly I have not found it 

to understand, but I read it in this way, that the United States 
and Great Britain will make treaty stipulations in the future, either 
jointly or separately, but in substance identical with this article, with 
the Governments of Central America and also with the Government of 
Colombia, under which a joint protection shall be given to any isthmian 
transmit by the Governments of the United States and Great Britain 
and by which it shall be imposed also upon those governments, either 
by treaty or without a treaty, that the citizens of the United States 
and of Great Britain shall have rights in that transit equal to those of 
any other power of the earth, and that their own rights shall be equal 
to each other, and that other nations who will contribute to the pro- 
tection which the United States and Great Britain promise that they 
will give to the isthmian transit, shall also have the benefit of the 
transit by railway or by canal upon equal terms. That is my under- 
standing of what is meant by that clause in the treaty. 

This seems to be a treaty engagement to enforce upon the States of 
the isthmus the neutrality of any transit across them, and to give them 
the joint protection of the United States and Great Britain, while ad- 
mitting to similar rights those countries, and only those, that will give 
like protection. But for the evident magnanimity of this proposition 
it might be considered arrogant. 

Having read that in connection with the rights that we got from 
Mexico in 1853, three years later than that treaty, I shall proceed now 
to read the articles from the Nicaraguan treaty of 1867, which, as I 
have observed, were intended to carry into effect on our part the princi- 
ples of the agreement of 1850, called the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

ARTICLE XIV. 


The Republic of Nicaragua hereby grants to the United States, and to their 
citizensand property, the right of transit between the Atlanticand Pacific Oceans 
through the territory of that republic, on any route of communication, natural 
or artificial, whether by land or by water, which may now or hereafter exist or 
be constructed under the authority of Nicaragua, to be used and enjoyed in the 
same manner and upon equal terms by both republics and their respective cit- 
izens; the Republic of Nicaragua, however, reserving its rights of sovereignty 


over the same, 
ARTICLE XV. 


4 
The United States sain fy bry to extend their protection to all such routes of 
communication as afo) , and to guarantee the neutrality and innocent use 
of the same, They also agree to employ their influence with 
induce them to guarantee such neutrality and protection. 
And the Republic of Ni on its part, undertakes to establish one free 


other nations to 


rt at each ier seas Mag era the aforesaid routes of communication between 
Atlantic and ic Oceans, 


| Me gos 


U 
of the Uni 


tended, bona for transit across the said routes of communication, and not 


consumption in the Republic of Nicaragua. The United States shall also 
be at liberty, on giving notice to the Government or authorities of Nicaragua, 
to carry troops and munitions of war in their own vessels, or otherwise, to either 


of said free ports, and shall be entitled to their conveyance between them with- 
out obstruction by said Government or authorities, and without any ahargos or 
tolls whatever for their transpo n on either of said routes; provided said 
troops and munitions of war are not intended to be employed against Central 
American nations friendly to Nicaragua. And no higher or other charges or 
tolls shall be imposed on the conveyance or transit of persons and property of 
citizens or subjects of the United States, or of any other country, across the said 
routes of communication, than are or may be imposed on the persons and prop- 


erty of citizens of N 
And the Republic of Ni concedes the right of the Postmaster-General 


of the United States to enter Tato contracts with any individuals or companies 
to transport the mails of the United States along the said routes of communica- 
tion, or along any other routes across the isthmus, in its discretion, in closed 
bags, the contents of which may not be intended for distribution within thesaid 
republic, free from the imposition of all taxes or duties by the Government of 
Nicaragua; but this liberty is not to be construed so as to permit such individ- 
uals or companies, by virtue of this right to transport the mails, to carry also 
passengers or freight. 
ARTICLE XVI. 


The Republicof Nicaragua that, should it become necessary atany time 
to employ military forces for the security and protection of persons and p- 
erty ing over any of the rautes aforesaid, it will employ the requisite force 
for that purpose; but upon failure to do this from any cause whatever, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may, with the consent, or at the request of the 
Government of Nicaragua, or of the minister thereof at Washington, or of the 
competent legally appointed local authorities, civil or military,employ such 
force for this and for no other purpose; and when, in the opinion of the Govern- 


Pee of Nicaragua, the necessity ceases, such force shall be immediately with- 
wn. 


In the exceptional case, however,of unforeseen or imminent danger to the lives 
or property of citizens of the United States, the forces of said republic are au- 
beam to act for their protection without such consent having been previously 
obtain 

But no pf or power imposed upon or conceded to the United States by the 
provisions of this article shall be performed or exercised except by authority 
and in pursuance of laws of Congress hereafter enacted. It being understood 
that such laws shall not affect the protection and tee of the neutrality of 
the routes of transit, nor the Dior caren to withdraw the troops which may be 
disembarked in Nicaragua di y that, in the judgment of the government of 
this republic, they should no longer be necessary, nor in any manner bring 
about new obligations on Nicaragua, nor alter her rights in virtue of the pres- 
ent treaty. 


That is as far as it is necessary for me to read now in order to show 
the point that I make, which is, that in its dealings with Panama, in 
its dealings with Mexico, in its dealings with Nicaragua, the Govern- 
ment of the United States, both before and since the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty, has distinctly asserted its right to enter into separate stipula- 
tions for its own accommodation and convenience. In thecaseof Mex- 
ico the right of transmitting our armies and munitions of war across 
the isthmus; in the case of Nicaragua the right, when there may be an 
immediate necessity, of going in there with our army and munitions 
of warandour ships to protect the freedom of the transit and the im- 
partiality of its use; and in the case of Panama or Colombia an ex- 
press obligation resting upon us that we will, for a consideration ex- 

ressed in that treaty, protect any transit across the isthmus, whether 
fy railroad or by canal, against local interruption or against foreign 
interference. 

These are the rights and obligations which we have by treaty with 
these three powers, and I do not understand that there is a nation in 
the world that pretends to deny to us the full right that is conferred 
under each and all of these respective treaty engagements. 

I mention this because I expect before we have gotten very far with 
this matter somebody will rise to say (perhaps not here, but else- 
where) that before you can charter a company of Americans to go to 
Tehuantepec, or to go to Nicaragua, or to go to Panama to construct a 
canal or a railroad you must first inquire whether the consent of the 
British Government is to be obtained under the eighth article of the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty. Ido not know that the British Government 
would insist upon that, for I have an impression growing out of the 
history of this matter, as I understand it, that that Government is 
scarcely willing to press with any emphasis and force the principles 
and doctrines of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty upon us in so far as it pre- 
vents us in any sense from entering this isthmus at any point and with 
the consent of the local government, and constructing for the benefit 
of the Government and the people of the United States a line of transit 
across the isthmus. 

Still, in the absence of a distinctive American policy, in the absence 
of an express, resolute determination on our to do for our country 
at the present and for posterity what duty demands of us, and what right 
and conscience clearly accord to us, we may well halt and hesitate in the 
advocacy of any proposition that has for its object the final, practical 
solution of this subject and the dispersion of this cloud of mist and 
doubt, and disturbance too, which has existed over this country ever 
since April, 1850, in consequence of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Has England ever complained about the Nicaraguan 
treaty ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Lonisiana asks me if England 
has ever complained about the treaty we made.with Nicaragua. Cer- 
tainly not; and England has negotiated with Nicaragua a treaty almost 
identical in its provisions so far as the part of it is concerned which I 
have been just reading, including in that treaty the surrender of the 

ight of dominion over the so-called Mosquito Kingdom at the mouth 
the San Juan River. 
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I believe that the Senator from Missouri has a clear road opened by 
treaty to the building of the ship-railway which the bill proposes, pro- 
vided the Eads concession is not of a character to interfere with the 
treaty rights of the United States; and about that I confess I have 
some doubt. I will call attention to the sixteenth article of the con- 
cession, and let us see how that harmonizes with the treaty with Mex- 
ico from which I have been reading. The sixteenth article of the 
concession is as follows: 

ART. 16. Passage over the railway shall be open for all the vessels of all the 
nations not at war with Mexico, and the government of the republic binds it- 
self not to close to ocean commerce, during the time of the concession, either of 
the two terminal ports of the interoceanicship-rail way, one in the Gulf, the other 
in the Pacific, except in case of war. 

That exception of case of war is not reserved in the treaty, and that 
is the very time when it would be supposed that we would have the 
best right to it. 

i The treasury department shall make theregulations which must be observed, 
©; 


That is not a material matter. I now turn to article 25, clause 3, 
to see how that comports with the treaty: 

3. For the company, knowingly and intentionally, and not being constrained 
by superior force, transporting on the railway vessels of war or troops of any 
forei nation, without the previous constitutional permission officially com- 
municated by the government to the enterprise. 

This is one of the causes which would work the forfeiture of the con- 
cession. The term ‘ constitutional permission ” there I do not quite 
understand, but I suppose it might include the provisions of a treaty 
made in conformity with the constitution of the Republic of Mexico. 

Now I call attention to article 28 in respect of the question of giving 
privileges or preferences to the people or the commerce of any other 
country above that of the United States. This article provides: 

ART. 28, Eads or the company may granta reduction amounting to 25 per cent. 
of the rates authorized by article 11 to the merchandise, passengers,and mer- 
chant vessels of the nation, or foreign nations whose governments shall lend it 
their aid either by means of money or oe 

This reduction shall last for a term of thirty years, and in all cases Mexican 
merchandise and passen; and the national marine shall enjoy the same fran- 
chises. The enterprise is also authorized to grant the same reduction to the 
war marine of said nation or nations, but with the proviso that the transporta- 
tion of vessels, troops, or munitions of war shall not be understood to have been 
consented to, in any case, without the express permission of the Government 
of Mexico officially communicated to the enterprise. 

It seems to me that that is a preference given to those governments 
that aid in this enterprise which totally overturns the privileges given 
to us by the treaty of 1853, from which I have just been reading. 

Again: 

The government granting the aforesaid aid shall have the right to be repre- 
sented in the board of directors of the company, without any power save that 
of being present at the examination of the accounts for the purpose of receiving 
the share of the profits that belongs to them by two-ninths of the whole number 
of its members, these representatives enjoying the same emoluments and pre- 
rogatives as the other directors, 

n case that Eads or the company should fail in any of the stipulations con- 
tained in the preceding article contracted with any foreign government, that 
government can only enforce its rights before the Mexican courts of the capital 
of the republic, in accordance with ths laws of Mexico; but in no case can the 
government which brings suit acquire the ownership of the works or the rights 
emanating therefrom. 

These provisions seem quite in conflict with our treaty rights with 
Mexico. 

Our rights in Mexico in respect to this matter are treaty rights, to 
be settled in the courts of diplomacy or at the point of the sword if we 
disagree materially about them; but this engagement, as I understand 
it, would remit the United States to the Mexican courts or require us 
to prosecute our claims there as suitors and not to assert them under 
the treaty if we should become a party to this concession by adopting 
it as the basis of this legislation. 

Now, Mr. President, in order to avoid these and other troubles of like 
kind which I find in the reading of this concession, I propose to offer 
an amendment to this bill which I think covers the ground, though it 
may not be happily worded for that purpose. Iam not quite sure that 
this amendment goes as far as it should. I think the Senator from 
Missouri will recognize the importance of it in connection with the 

ints I have just stated of discrepancy between the concession made 

y Mexico and the obligations this company comes under to that gov- 
ernment and our treaty rights under the treaty of 1853. My amend- 
ment is as follows: 

In granting this act of incorporation to its own citizens and to such other 
paon as may become their associates and successors, the Government of the 

nited States expressly hereby declares that it reserves to itself the full and 
unqualified rights and privileges in any railway or canal transit across the 
Isthmus of Tehuantepec, or in any way connected with or growing out of such 
lines or means of transit, secured to the United States by article 8 of the treaty 
with Mexico, concluded December 30, 1853, and proclaimed June 30, 1854; nor 
does the United States in any manner waive or modify or release any 
ment in said treaty that relates to governments or persons that are foreign to 
Mexico or the United States. And this act shall not be construed as accepting 
or confirming, or in any way recognizing as being valid, any concession or 
agreement made by Mexico to James B. or to any other person which, in 
any manner, is or may be in conflict with or in derogation of any right of the 
United States under said treaty, 

I think the Senator from Missouri will recognize the necessity for 
putting that into this billasa against the release of the rights 
guaranteed to us by Mexico, and which I think are permanent and very 
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valuable rights. Whether Mr. Eads shall ever successfully complete a 
ship-railway across that isthmus, or whether he shall only succeed in 
building a railroad under the charter which we grant him and under 
the concession which Mexico has given him, in either event it is alto- 
gether important to us that we should have upon that line of transit 
all the privileges teed to us in the Gadsden treaty. 

I do not know that the Mexican Government has any desire to break 
away from this treaty, but I could scarcely think of any means which 
would be more effectual to get rid of it than to make a concession 
like this to one of our citizens, which stands in the teeth of the treaty 
and the rights that we have guaranteed to us under that instrument, 
and by getting us to adopt that concession as a part of this measure, or 
as a predicate on which this measure is based. After we haye thus 
recognized this concession, Mexico would be able to assert that we knew 
what our rights were under this treaty, and granted to an American 
corporation rights in contravention of them, and in the confirmation 
also of rights granted by the Mexican Government to that same com- 
pany. They could well insist that we have united with Mexico in the 
mutual surrender of the stipulations of that treaty in our favor and 
that the relation hereafter existing between us in respect to the right of 
transit across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec would be simply that fixed 
in the concession made to Eads and accepted by our act of incorpora- 
tion. I do not want to get into that condition in respect of this very 
important matter, and I repeat that I have some doubt whether or not 
the amendment I have prepared is altogether sufficient to preserve to us 
those treaty rights which were guaranteed to us in 1853, by which we 
made the Gadsden Purchase. It is certainly a matter worthy of atten- 
tion. 

My attention was not so sharply drawn to this matter until I read 
the concession which the Senator from Missouri handed me on Satur- 
day, and which I put into the RECORD. It is different from that which 
Mr. Eads handed me, and which I have now, with his compliments 
written over his own name; and this concession does not appear to be 
signed, whereas the former concession was signed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Which do you call ‘‘the former?” 

Mr. MORGAN. The one Mr. Eads handed me, which differed from 
this. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is signed? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. I will send it to the Senator from Vermontif 
he desires to look at it. I thought perhaps the agreement had been 
enlarged by subsequent arrangement between the parties, and that is 
a matter easy of explanation. I hope it is, and believe it is, but I do 
not know anything about it. This one is dated December, 1880, signed 
by Porfirio Diaz and James B. Eads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the one in the Recorp is not signed at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Apparently not, if correctly printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And has no date. 

Mr. MORGAN. And has no date. I dare say the Senator from 
Missouri will be able to give a full explanation of that. There is one 
other objection I have to this bill which I think ought to be corrected 
by its friends. If I pnderstand all the rates of toll, they are very much 
higher in this concession than I think they ought to be. 

ART. 11. Eads or the company is authorized to collect tolls from each vessel 
transported over said railway, provided that the maximum toll on each vessel 


does not exceed a sum equal to $ per cubic meter for each meter contained in 
a parallelopipedon of which the dimensions shall be the l and the 
greatest breadth of the vessel, measured at the surface of the water, and her 
greatest immersed depth. In the application of this tariff, fractions of cubie 
meters shall be considered as complete cubic meters. 
Pataki passenger carried across in a vessel a sum not exceeding $15 may be 
A 
Silver in bars,or coined; gold in bars, in dust, or coined; jewels and precious 
stones shall pay, as a maximum rate, 1 per cent. of their value, 


Which I do not understand; perhaps the Senator from Missouri will 
be able to explain it. In this same article 11— 

If any captain of a vessel, or owner, or conductor of said property shall fail 
to declare that it is being carried to the agent of Eads or ot the company, said 
Eads or said company shall have the n y to exact 10 per cent. of the value of 
the property, and to seize and detain the vessel, or the property in question, 
antil payment of said 10 per cent, be made, 

I do not know what that relates to. It appears to relate to all the 
commerce carried across this ship-railway. _ 

Eads or the ge pega may also collect wharfage dues and tonnage dues, pro- 
vided that said dues do not exceed $1 per registered ton, and that the vessels 
from which these dues claimed use the ports, wharves, or other hydraulic 
works of the company; and this sum may be charged for each period of twenty 
days, or less if the vessel be there only that time, on the condition that the delay 
be not caused by the enterprise. 


I do not know why it should be in this concession that Eads should 
have the right to collect 10 per centum of the value of property shipped 
across that transit unless the captain of the vessel, or owner, or con- 
ductor declares that it is being carried to the agent of Eads or the com- 
pany. I could very well understand that in the case of material out 
of which the ship-railway was to be built there should be a declaration 
of that character, otherwise 10 per cent. of the value of the property 
would be charged against the shipper. That would be a rule for the 
purpose of preventing the evasion of the concession which exempts the 
property to be used in the building of the railway from any tariff charge. 
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I merely call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to that clause 
because I would like to have it explained. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator let me explain it now ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. I think I understand it, Article II provides: 

Eads or the company is authorized to collect tolls, &e. < > 


For each passenger carried across in a vessel a sum not exceeding $15 may be 


Silver in bars, or coined; gold in bars, in dust, orcoined ; jewels and precious 
stones shall pay, as a um rate, 1 per cent. of their value. 
If any captain of a vessel, or owner, or conductor of said property shall fail— 

That is, if the captain of the vessel itself or an agent who has charge 
of this property carried in the vessel declares ‘‘that it is being car- 
ried to the agent of Eads or of the company.” That is, he must state 
that he has this property in charge on the vessel, and if he fails to make 
that declaration and undertakes to carry it over surreptitiously and to 
defraud by that means, then the company shall have the right to exact 
10 per cent. of the value of the property, and seize and detain the ves- 
sel until the payment of the 10 percent. ismade. Thatis, the penalty 
in case of concealment to defraud the Government is 10 per cent. A 
comma should be put after the word ‘‘carried,’’ ‘‘shall fail to declare 
that it is being carried,’’ that is, declare it to be carried to Eads or the 
rt of the company, and then the 10 per cent. penalty is exacted. 

is the whole of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not disposed to be at all hypercritical about 
it. It wasa matter that struck my attention in reading it. I thought 
it a peculiar provision as it was punctuated. 

I understand also that a discrimination is made between Mexico and 
its right of transit across this isthmus, and all other countries, includ- 
ing the United States, in this way: The United States, after granting 
this charter or act of incorporation, will be required to pay all its dues 
and tolls in gold coin, and the Mexican Government has the right to 

y them in silver coin, which is twenty to twenty-five per cent., I be- 
as discount for American gold. I think that when we are making 
a concession of this kind, if there is any value to be attached to it at 
all, there is at least enough value, orought to be in our estimation, to 
induce us to demand from the Mexican Government, and from this 
corporation also, terms of perfect equality between Mexico and the 
United States in tolls and other charges. 

Mexico has the soil and is to have the advantage of this local estab- 
lishment upon her soil with its increased population and wealth and 
soon. Mexicois to be very largely benefited by the building of this 
ship-railway, whereas the United States has only a contingent benefit 
in it, and one not at all superior to that of any other government in 
the world. She has no advantage over Great Britain, France, Ger- 
many, or any other power in sending her troops or ships or any thing 
else across that isthmus. Mexico gets all the advantage, and yet when 
Mexico comes to pay her tolls across thisship-railway she pays in her 
own silver coin and the United States paysin gold. I do not quite see 
the advantage that it will be to the Government of the United States 
to put it in the power of the corporation to make that discrimination 
between us and Mexico in the transportation of goods, or soldiers, or 
whatever it may be, across the ship-railway. 

I notice also that the Government of Mexico reserves a considerable 
amount of stock and control of this company, and guarantees upon cer- 
tain conditions the bonds of the company, and also makes a large 
of public lands for the purpose of cleaning out the harbors at either 
end of this ship-railway. If the Government of Mexico finds it to her 
interest to put her credit or her money or her guarantee into this en- 
terprise, and if that is considered all the guarantee the company wants 
or all the assistance in the way of credit that it wants, I do not quite un- 
derstand why that company should come here for a charter. We can 
not enforce any provision of this charter under this concession else- 
where than in the courts of Mexico, Whether we make ourselves par- 
ties to it as a Government, or whether our people make themselves 
parties to it as interested individuals, we must all go alike into the 
courts of Mexico, as the concession and the charter based upon it pro- 
vide, and have all the rights that may arise under it settled there by 
adjudication. 

I do not see any corresponding right or benefit coming to the United 
States, of any pecuniary character, in consideration of this charter that we 
grant, and really I can not understand, after Mexico becomes the guar- 
antor of the bonds of the company up to $100,000,000 I believe, and 
after Mexico makes her grant of the right of way and her grant of pub- 
lie lands for cleaning out the harbors at either end of this ship-railway, 
and after she has reserved to herself the difference in ex between 
gold and silver in the payment of her dues, and has reserved to herself 
the right to forbid at any time the transit of ships of war or troops of 
any foreign country, including the United States, and of course reserves 
to herself the right to discriminate between countries in that particu- 
lar—I do not see where it is that we are getting any advantage under 
this charter at all; and yet I am willing to vote for it provided it can 
be put in the body of this charter that the rights that belong to the 
Government of the United States under the treaty of 1853 are all pre- 
served. If this company, in its dealings with us upon that isthmus, 
chooses to violate the rights guaranteed to us in the treaty of 1853 we 


have our clear remedy to demand that Mexico shall comply with it; 
but to do this we should have it clearly stated that in granting this 
act of incorporation all our treaty rights are reserved. 

I do not know, as I observed before, whether the Government of 
Great Britain, under the eighth article of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, 
is going to interfere or undertake to interfere with the rights claimed 
under this concession. It is very trae that it does not give us any pe- 
culiar or exclusive rights. Nevertheless there might be ground of in- 
terference. Probably Great Britain would find ground of interference 
under the eighth article of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, because she might 
say to us, ‘‘You are empowering your people to go there and to enjoy 
peculiar and exclusive privileges as a corporation, an artificial person, 
a body-politic created by the law of the United States, that body which 
in every sense is peculiarly American, and which carries with it Ameri- 
can privilege, power, and right. You are enabling such a body as this 
to go into the Isthmus of Tehuantepec and to claim for themselves un- 
der a concession from Mexico that which perhaps you would not have 
had the right to claim from Mexico under the eighth article of the Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty, and we wish to know what your explanation of this 
is; we want to know whether you are violating the treaty.” 

I am always at a loss to find any ground relating to the Central Amer- 
ican isthmian transit upon which it is not possible that Great Britain 
may interfere with our rights or our policy under their construction of 
what we have surrendered of our independence in the Clayton-Bul- 
wer treaty. 

The truth, Mr, President, is that so broad is the sweep and purpose 
apparently of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, that it seems that we can 
scarcely do anything in respect of Central America or Mexico or Co- 
lombia that we do not come in contact or in conflict with some of its 
provisions or some of its doctrines, for it is a treaty that is very full of 
doctrine and very empty of everything else. 

However, I am willing to unite hands with the Senator from Mis- 
souri and with every Republican and with every Democrat in this 
body to say to Great Britain, and to those who throw themselves back 
upon the Clayton-Bulwer treaty as the sole interpreter of our righ 
** We have had as much of that as we intend to stand. You desi 
that treaty for the purpose of committing us to an agreement with you 
that nullified the Monroe doctrine, and that doctrine is the supreme 
law of all America.” 

In 1825, when the Monroe doctrine was proclaimed, the first act of 
the British Government afterwards was to go to the Belize and con- 
vert a privilege to cut logwood into a right of sovereignty in that part 
of Honduras, and to crown a miserable, filthy, wretched, ignorant 
Indian as the king of the Belize; and after he had abbreviated his life 
by the dranken debauchery the British Government empowered him 
to enjoy, so that within a very few years he had away, as he 
was about to leave this world, he bestowed his royal honors by bequest 
upon a subaltern of the British Government then in the Belize, and he 
became king. That, it has always seemed to me, was intended to be a 
conspicuous affront to that part of the American people, which I believe 
has embodied nearly the whole of several gen who have been 
boasting themselves continually from year to year and from decade to 
decade that they had great respect for, great reverence for, great deter- 
mination to support, the famous Monroe doctrine. Great Britain flaunted 
in our faces the royal pretensions of this dirty sans-culotte, and crowned 


t | him upon American soil as a response to the enunciation of the 


Monroe 

After we had conquered Mexico and had signed the treaty of Guad- 
alupe-Hidalgo, it was a very few days—perhaps it was nob more than 
ten or twenty days—until the British flag was floating over the harbor 
at the mouth of the San Juan River and the protectorate of the British 
Government over the Mosquito kingdom was proclaimed. The only 
rivalry between the Mosquito king and the king that was crowned in 
the Belize was a rivalry of filth and insignificance and dirtand humil- 
iation. Two men were selected, assuming to be the chiefs of their tribes, 
upon whom royal honor was conferred, and into whose veins, by this 
royal adoption, royal blood was infused for the purpose of showing the 
people of the United States that they would have to take at the hands 
of the British Government whatever of royalty they saw proper to im- 
pose on the continent of America, and that it was to be selected from 
such strains of blood and through such channels as they saw proper to 
select. A mock and ed royalty was thus set up as an answer to 
our declaration of the Monroe doctrine. 

When that doctrine was further dishonored by our treaty of 1850, 
under which we yielded our natural rights in the isthmian transit, in 
consideration of the dethronement of the Mosquito king, we were con- 
fronted at once by the creation of a crown colony in Honduras, based 
on the divine right of the drunken king of the Balize. 

The Mosquito protectorate was ized by an invasion of a pacific 


country, Nicaragua, and from that time on until the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty, Great Britain exercised the rights of sovereign over that’ Mos- 
quito territory. It had no boundaries, it scarcely had a location upon 
the surface of the earth, for it was composed mostly of marsh and inhab- 
ited by monkeys and mosquitoes. There was nothing of it of any sub- 
stantial character, except that it included the mouth of the San Juan 
River. Those wild Indians that hunted about for iguanas and things 
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of that kind to live upon had no use for a country that was of any | u 
value. 

The reason was obvious why Great Britain assumed this protectorate. 
It was that, seeing the power we had acquired by the treaty of Guada- 
lupe-Hidalgo, and that our borders comprised from Southern California 
to Oregon and Washington Territory, she saw that it was necessary to 
plant herself at the mouth of the San Juan River, and to hold it, as- 
serting supremacy in that quarter. Thatrightshe gave up afteralong 
struggle and after a long time of waiting after the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty was signed. 

So, Mr. President, I hope that the people of the United States have 
arrived at that point of determination when they will say to the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain: ‘‘ Whatever is essential for us to have in the 
way of a transit across this isthmus for the passage of our armies and our 
ships, our foreign commerce, and our coastwise trade, that, in natural 
justice and right, we are entitled to, and will have.’ When the Al- 
mighty planted that ridge of high land, that backbone which connects 
these two continents, with the seas washing its base on either side, and 
when afterward, under His beneficent providence, this great people 
sprang up in the United States of America, and when their rights of 
commerce and rights of self-defense came to them as a prominent 
of consideration for all the world, the question whether or not that 
isthmus should be controlled by any I any power but that of the United 
States, or without their consent, became to us as delicate and as im- 
portanta question as if it was made in respect to the painua oar 

It is not the mere right of occupancy enjoyed by the local 
tions, it is not the right to the soil, it is not the right to so sae 
over the isthmian States, upon which these matters of our national de- 
fense and national commercial power and commercial duty and right are 
based, or by which they are to be measured, but it is upon the config- 
uration of = continent in which we have indefeasible rights, and 


We found the continent as it is, and have planted our institutions 
and shaped our policy according to its shores and seas, mountains, 
plains, and rivers. Whatever shall revolutionize these natural adjust- 
ments to our detriment must be done with our consent or be left un- 


The change in the geographical situation by the construction of a 
ship-canal at tide level or with locks across this isthmian country is 
just as important to us as if the transit between Florida and Cuba was 
closed, just as important to us as if some restriction should be put upon 
our passage through the Straits of Magellan. It is the change of the 
ocean transit, and not the question of the advantage or disadvantage it 
may be to us, that is the material question. In every respect that is 
to us one of the most important as well as one of the most 
questions that can possibly arise. Ideny the rightof any government 
on this earth to change the commercial and military geography of this 
entire hemisphere without consulting this great people that God has 
permitted to assemble and to rule in this country now for several cen- 
turies. 


This is not a right to be decided according to the ordinary rules of 
property, nor is it a right of that ordinary character which may be dis- 
Si of by the local government in combination with other govern- 
ments of the earth. When a line is cut through that isthmian country, 
as I have before remarked, it will constitute, as a matter of fact and 
ought to constitute as a matter of law and of international recognition, 
a part of the coast line of the United States, and the Government of 
Nicaragua has no more right to control this coast line of the United 
States in respect to the advantage it may be to Great Britain or any 
other power without the consent of the United States than she would 
have the right to control the coast line between the Cape of Florida 
and Galveston in Texas. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from’ Missouri and the gentlemen 
who advocate this bill and myself are in harmony upon these topics, and 
I trust we shall not get out of harmony upon any branch of this sub- 
ject. When I venture tostate the strong conviction that after we have 
well considered the subject, and after the capitalists of this country 
have taken it into advisement, the final location of the ship-transit be- 
tween the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean will be found through 
the Lake of Nicaragua. I hope to have the friendly indulgence of the 
Senator from Missouri. Ido not bring this subject forward with a view 
of raging the proposition that is now before the Senate, for I have 
observed entirely in good faith that if Mr. Eads can succeed in car- 
rying vessels of commerce loaded across his ship-railway from the At- 
lantic to the Pacifie I wish him Godspeed in his effort to do so; and 
while I do deplore that there is some division of American sentiment 
which at the present time seems to stand in the way of a united and 
— effort to push forward these enterprises, time will settle that. 

e can not settle it in the Senate. 


The Senate perhaps is not prepared to pronounce a final judgment 


poes oa mn yio has proved his pct niet enterprises. 

The Senate, I think, could neyer come toa sedate and satisfactory 
judgment if it were compelled to choose between these two proposi- 
tions; but capitalists will weigh these matters down to a very scruple, 
and they will understand exactly where is the best place to put their 
money if they undertake to assist the one enterprise or the other. Our 
duty as legislators is to go as far as we can with propriety in enabling 
these corporations to get a foothold and to establish themselves if they 


can. 
My reasons for erring the Nicaragua route are numerous. The 
first of all is the elevation above the sea. Take the greatest elevation 


above the level of the sea of Lake Ni which of course is the 
highest level upon that canal, and it is 107 feet 6 inches; that of Pan- 
ama is 108 feet, and that of Tehuantepec is 726 feet. So, when you come 
to consider merely the rise over the altitude that you have to overeome 
in passing from sea to sea, you find that the figures are in favor of Pan- 
ama by an actual, close, instrumental survey. I will remark here that 
I have never had the pleasure of seeing a close, instrumental survey of 
the ship-railway. I have no doubt it exists, and I hope the Senator 
from Missouri will put it in the RECORD, or at least at the disposal of 
the Senate before we get through with this debate. 

Then I prefer the Nicaragua route because of the length of the line. 
In Panama where you have to cut 128 feet in order to get to the bot- 
tom of the prism of your canal, if it is 20 feet deep, passing through 
these elevations which for about 4} miles are chiefly rock and very 
difficult to handle, an immense outlay of money must necessarily take 

place, and there are other conti ies and conditions connected with 
the construction of that canal Mme, EAEN which have dazed the 
engineering ability of the world. I k there are very few engineers 
who have real faith to-day in the ability of M. De Lesseps or any other 
man to build a sea-level canal through from Panama to Aspinwall and 
to make it safe and permanent. 

But I do not care to comment upon that any more than to say this: 
Recent official advice, as I am informed, has reached the Government 
of the United States that in the Panama Canal, as a sort of temporary 
expedient, as they say, they have found themselves compelled to put 
in quite a number of locks. That means simply that they have yielded 
the proposition of a sea-level canal, and that they expect to put locks 
in it, and when they come to that they have 108 feet to lock over, while 
the Nicaragua Canal has but 107, not much difference, but still there 
is a difference in favor of the Nicaragua Canal. Now there are 41.7 
miles of canalizationin Panama. In Nicaragua there are 38.98 miles. 
In Tehuantepec there are 40 miles of canalization and 134 miles of rail- 
road. 


When I say 40 miles of canalization,I mean that when you start at 
the harbor on the east, the bar of the river Coatzacoalcos, and ascend it 
25 miles, to the average from which this railway takes its departure. 
from the river—your river Coatzacoalcos, which in the dry season goes 
down very low, and which in the wet season goes up very high and 
spreads over great marshes—you have got bk ty 20 feet of water, as that 
se nR AEN O O OE TOR PONG gl 

Gentlemen who profess to be informed about it say that there is 
almost as much work in the dredging out of that river as there would 
be in building the canal, and that the difficulty of handling the river, 
in consequence of its varying depths and floods, is far greater than would 
be the difficulty of handling any canal. That is to say, at the point 
where the railroad leaves the canal and at points below that you have 
got to have a lock, dam, or a wall, so as to raise the vessels to the proper 
height to get out on the railway and to overcome the shallows on the bars 
in the river that are shifting with every great rise and fall of the waters. 

These streams, like all the boar ahvexcin tas Cites tropical countries, 
are liable to sudden and great inundation, and where the inunda- 
tion pours itself into the channel of transit you must naturally expect 
that for every flood that‘comes there will be a residuum of sand-bars 
and other obstructions and difficulties washing out your works, &c., 
which you have to repair. 

When you pie fs so the distance of 134 miles on rail and over an 
elevation of 726 feet, taking the level of the sea at the lower point, you 
strike a on the other side, the name of which I forget, and that 
is 15 miles from the Pacific. Itisshallow, must be dredged, and when 
you get out to the farther coast*you have got, according to Mr. Eads’s 
statement here, a very long jetty to build to get it out into the deep 
waters of the Pacific Ocean, so that in the comparison of the length of 
the lines, the elevations to be overeome, and even the number of locks, 
the advantage is in favor of the Nicaragua Canal. I do not say there 
are as many as seven locks to be built on the Coatzacoalcos. There are 
seven locks on the latest and location of the Nicaragua Canal, 
whereas there are twenty-one locks in the survey and location of 
1873. The last one was made by Mr. Menocal. I do not say that 
there are seven locks to be built on the Coatzacoalcos; and on the la- 
goon at the further end of this railway, how many Ido not know, for, 
I repeat, I have not seen the surveys, but we know how many are to 
be built on the Nicaragua Canal, and if Panama has to resort to locks, 
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as weare informed she is obliged to do, instead of having seven, she will 
have as many as twenty. There are twenty-one dams on the Panama 
Canal to dam the river sang Ae out of the canal basin, whereas upon 
the Nicaraguan route there is but one dam, and that ison the San Juan 
River which raises the general level of the river for nearly 40 miles— 
one single dam On the eastern division, leading to the Caribbean 
Sea, the canal is almost a continuous series of estuaries formed by per- 
manent dams. 

So, all these comparisons, without going into special details, have 
satisfied me that whoever wishes to put money into this enterprise, for 
the sake of economy will find an advantage in putting it in the Nica- 
ragua route, and if we are to have locks on either of the canals, why 
not as well Rave them on the Nicaragua Canal as on the others? 

I regret that I do not feel warranted in taking time to go over the 
accurate details of the Survey, and the estimates made by Mr. Menogal. 
They entitle him to rank as a man of leading ability in his profession, 
and are worthy of careful examination. 

Can any gentleman in the Senate point out upon the map of this 
world any place besides Nicaragua where a great estuary of water has 
been collected by the hand of nature and locked up at an elevation of 
107 feet over the level of the sea, from which can be distributed the 
power to carry the largest vessels down to the sea and the power to raise 
them from the sea? Is there any such place on this earth as Lake 
Nicaragua for the advantages of canalization and for many other ad- 
vantages that can be pointed out? Suez hasa little lake, a small body 
of brackish water, as a feeder, but they have had to construct a canal 
from Cairo to Suez in order to get fresh water to supply the Suez Canal. 
Then they have had to build immense jetties at the northern end of 
that canal in order to get the waves of the sea to roll in, and catch them 
in the lake, so as to furnish a body of water on which ships could be 
transported. 

Here nature in the mountains of Nicaragua has poured into great 
reservoirs eternal streams of water, clear and bright, not subject to 
floods, and never an elevation in those lakes of more than 4 feet, and 
the water never muddy. Nature has poured these waters into these 
vast basins, and on the eastern side is the River San Juan, a powerful, 
strong, beautiful current, and but for a few rapids in it a current that 
might be made easily navigable to vessels drawing 20 feetof water. In- 
deed, vessels of large draught from the eastern ports have gone from the 
Caribbean Sea into these lakes on frequent occasions. These steamers 
traverse the ocean, and draw from 12 to 18 feet of water. 

On the east side the rim of the lake stands alittle higher, but only a 
few feet higher, and nothing remains to be done but the cutting of 
proper canal channels, with proper locks, for a distance of about 17 
miles, and you reach the Pacific Ocean with your ship. Lake Nicara- 
gua is a deep, placid, clear body of water, with some local islands and 
beautiful shores, in a healthy country and a climate that is delightful. 

Mr. President, I am informed by some of the most experienced navi- 
gatorsin this country that it is worth to a ship the price of the toll upon 
her tonnage to cross through these lakes of fresh water and get clear of 
the barnacles and sea grass after a voyage across the Atlantic or across 
the Pacific, and that there is no such place of refreshment for a ship, as 
they term it, as is to be found in this great estuary of water. 

The climate is delightful, the health is excellent. A number of sta- 
tistics are before me from officers of the medical staff of the United 
States who have been there with parties, and who have examined the 
statistics in respect to these parties and the people who live there, and 
the health is excellent in Nicaragua. Men can labor as much in Nica- 
ragua as they can labor in any tropical country in the world, and I might 
say even more than they can upon the plains of Tehuantepec. 

But suppose these advantages are about equal, either the Tehuante- 
pec route or the Nicaragua route very far excels Panama in respect to 
the health of the laborers and persons who are employed in the trans- 
mission of commerce, for the Panama route is a sickly region of the 
world, infected with yellow fever and various other terrible diseases. 

Mr. President, we shall not get possession under this act of Congress, 
perhaps we shall never get possession of Lake Nicaragua and Lake 
Managua, one the tributary of the other. We may never enjoy the 
possession of those lakes in that sense in which I should feel very 
poa and delighted to enjoy so great an advantage for our country, 

ut it should besaid for the sake of truth and for the hope of the future, 
that there is more military power in the possession of Lake Nicaragua 
by a country that is able to put fleets into it and sail their fleets up or 
down either coast, the Pacific or the Atlantic, than there is in any lo- 
cation that man can point out on the face of the earth. 

With a naval station at Nicaragua in that lake, with that for your 
base of supplies, you would be standing in the very key and center of 
this hemisphere and you would reach your arms across the Pacific and 
Atlantic almost with supreme command. With the power to pass 
through that lake and that canal to reach our Western coast, we could 
double our naval strength whenever we chose to do it on either ocean, 
and instead of being compelled, as now the necessity seems to stare us 
in the face, of having a great fleet for the Atlantic and perhaps a greater 
=~ hog the Pacific, we could with one fleet accomplish the purposes of 

t 

Look at the moral power, at the commercial command, that the peo- 


ple of the United States would exercise over this hemisphere if they had 
their footing firmly planted in Lake Nicaragua with a ship-canal lead- 
ing out to either ocean, a short distance to be overcome by steam within 
a very few hours. There we should find ourselves on the great lines 
of travel and in command of the highways of commerce; there we should 
stand as peacemaker and conservator of commerce and the safeguard of 
navigators among all the powers of this earth, and there the great power 
of the American Government and people with their magnificent organ- 
ization and control through our wise and liberal Government would re- 
ceive its supreme crown of glory. 

In no other place is to be found the splendid center of influence from 
which would flow out to the world the blessings of peace and prosper- 
ity, which are the fruit of our self-government and the rightful inherit- 
ance of the people of all nations. 

No, sir, the place can not be designated on this earth that is so de- 
sirable to the Government and the people of the United States as that, 
and I scarcely can forbear to criticise any timorous policy which pre- 
vents us from enjoying as we have a right to enjoy the benefits of that 
great situation. 

No proposition has ever been presented to the American people, out- 
Side of the preservation of theirown Constitution in their own country, 
of the magnificence and importance of this. Standing there facing to 
the south, the republics of South America would feel in our presence 
and attitude the benign influence of our protection against wrong and 
injustice from abroad and would look up to us with even double the 
reverence that they did when, leaving the Spanish monarchy and scarcely 
understanding the institutions of republican government, they did us 
the honor to adopt our Constitution almost in its form of words in all 
of those governments. 

They would yield to us in their commercial strength and power a 
reward the like of which has never been contemplated by the Ameri- 
can merchant or the American statesman; and if I could only per- 
suade myself to the belief that the American people would establish a 
policy which would put these possessions under our control peacefully 
and with the consent ofour sister republics, as God intended that they 
should be, I would be willing that very moment, be cheerfully will- 
ing to sever my connection with public affairs and retire to the hum- 
blest sphere, for I would feel that in contributing what little I might 
be able to do to the progress and the completion of a design as great 
and as excellent as this I would be doing far more than I had ever 
hoped I should be able to do in the maturity of my manhood. 

There is nothing that so excites the aspirations of my heart, there is 
nothing that so commends the approval of myjudgment, there is nothing 
to which my hopes turn with such yearning as to the day when the 
United States shall be welcomed to the occupancy of this grand naval 
fortress situated in the midst of the seas and in the midst of the conti- 
nents of this hemisphere. 

I wish to read a few extracts from the writings of a man who, in 1849, 
laid down the philosophy of this question in a not very extended essay— 
a man for whom, in his grave, I have the most affectionate reverence, 
for it was my honor to know him personally, and who, now that he is 
dead, his memory lives green among all the nations of the earth. The 
seas scarce ever toss their rolling billows to the sky that they do not 
proclaim the eulogy of Matthew F. Maury, that great writer on the 
currents of the ocean, that map-maker of the airs which circle above the 
waves of the sea. He took in hand this subject in 1849, and I wish to 
bring to the attention of the Senate a very few extracts—I am sorry 
they will be so brief—from his writings on this question. 

Let us take a view of this railroad— 
That is the Panama Railroad then being projected. 


Let us take a view of this railroad and our position with regard to it in some 
of those manifold lights in which the wants of commerce and the great inter- 
ests of the people of the United present it. And for this purpose I extract 
from an article which I have recently written on the subject. 

Rightly to do this and propady to estimate the effects which are to arise from 
uniting the two oceans, itis necessary to pass in review the position in respect 
both to the Old World and the New, of our Mediterranean, which consists of 
the Gulf of Mexico, with its archipelago, the Caribbean Sea. The geographical 
position of this sea and its shores, the size of the rivers which flow into it, the 
climates and soils of their valleys, and the hand with which nature has strewed 
the elements of commerce among them, all conspire to make it the most useful 
to the greatest number of men, and, therefore, the most interesting sea in the 
world. Itis situated midway between the two Americas, 

Rivers whose head reach back north and south into'the very heart of the 
country flow into it. A line from the delta of the Orinoco to the east end of Cuba 
is but a thousand miles long; and yet to the west of it lies this magnificent 
basin of water, locked in by a continent that has on its shores the most fertile 
valleys of the earth, In the midst of these valleys ships may sail thousands of 
miles on the largest rivers that bring tribute to the ocean. They contain the 
elements of dormant wealth, of national power and greatness, which it re- 
quires facility of communication with the Pacific to begin to develop, and which, 
when fully developed, will astonish the world. An era and an epoch in the 
affairs of nations will date from the opening of this communication. All, and 
more too, that the Mediterranean is to Europe, Africa, and Asia, this sea is to 
America and the world, 

A sea is important for commerce in proportion to the length of the rivers that 
empty into it, and to the extent and fertility of the river basins that are drained 
by it. The quantity and value of the staples that are brought down to market 
depend n these. The Red Sea isin a riverless district; few are the people 
and small the towns along its coast. Its shores are without valleys; not ariver 
empties into it. for there is no basin for it to drain. Commercially s ing, 
what are its staples in comparison with those of the Mediterranean, which gives 
outlet to rivers that drain and fertilize basins containing not less than one mill- 
ion and a quarter of square sea miles of fruitful lands? Commercial cities have 
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never existed on the shores of the Red Sea. Commerce loves the sea, but it de- 
pends for life and health on the land. Itderives the sustenance from the rivers 
and the basins which they drain, and increases the opulence of nations in 
peor! fra facilities of intercourse which these nations have with the outlets 
of suc! ns. 

The river basins drained into the Gulf and Caribbean Sea greatly exceed in ex- 
tent of area and ca; ty for production the river basins of the Mediterranean. 
The countries in Africa, Asia, and Europe which comprise the river basins of 
the Mediterranean, are, in superficial extent, but little more than one-fourth the 
size of those which are drained by this sea in our midst, It is the Mediterra- 
nean of the New World, and nature has laid it out on a scale for commerce far 
more grand than its type in the old; that is about 45° of longitude in length by 
an average of 7° of latitude in b th. Ours is broader, but not so long; it is, 
therefore, more compact; ships can sail to and fro across it in much less time, 
and gather its articles of commerce at much less cost. 

two seas cover each about the same superficial extent; but from one 
extreme to the other of that of the Old World the route is tortuous and the 
voyage long. Itcan not be accomplished withoutsailing a distance quite equal 
to that between Europe and America; whereas from the most remote point in 
the Caribbean Sea to the farthest port in the gulf a straight line may be drawn 
on the water, and the distance from one extremity to the other of it will be but 
little more than 2,000 miles, ` A $ > re 

Every one who takes the trouble to examine is struck with the fact that the 
greatest commercial cities of the world are, and ever have been, those whose 
merchants have been most advantageously situated with regard to the outlets, 
natural or artificial, of great river basins and producing regions. 

Rightly to perceive how admirably located and arranged for the purposes of 
commerce are the f and Caribbean and duly to appreciate the advan- 
tagos arising therefrom, let us, before comparing the river ins of America 

th those of Europe and Asia, or before tracing further the effects which the 
course of the rivers of a country has upon its commerce, take a glance at the 
geographical position of this our central sea. 

Curtained on the east by a chain of fruitful islands, stretching from Trinidad 
to Cuba, it is on the north and the south and the west land-locked by the conti- 
nent, which has bent and twisted around this sea so as to fold it within its bottom 
and hold it midway between the two semi-continents of the New World. In 
this favored position it receiveson one side the mountain streamlets of a sea of 
islands; on another, all the great rivers of North America; and on the others 
the intertropical drain of the entire continent. The Atlantic Ocean circu- 
Jates through this our Mediterranean. Its office in the economy of the world is 
most important. 

It not only affords an outlet for the t American rivers, but it makes their 
basins habitable by giving md and by sending far away into the 
ocean the driftand the overheated waters which the rivers bring down. Italso, 
through its system of cold and warm currents, makes its own shores habitable 
to man, tempers the climate of Europe, and by its genial warmth makes pro- 
ductive the soil there, The Amazon, rising inthe Andesand emptying into the 
ocean under the line, also finds its way through the magnificent laos and pam- 
pas of the tropics down to the margin of this sea, = “ 


* 
Let us now return to the comparison as to extent of the river basins of the 
Old World with those under consideration in the New. According to one of 
the most remarkable works of the age—Professor Johnson’s Physical Atlas— 
the river basins in the Old World contain, in geographical square miles, stated 

in round numbers, as follows, namely: 
Square miles. 


seeeeee 1, 160, 000 
ve 520, 


’ 
Total Mediterranean, India, and West Europe.... 3, 854, 000 


AREA, IN GEOGRAPHICAL SQUARE MILES, OF RIVER BASINS DRAINED INTO THE 
GULP OF MEXICO AND CARIBBEAN SEA. 


Basin of Mississippi River. 
Basins in Floridaand Texas 


Total Gulf and Caribbean Sea 
Total Mediterranean, India, and West Europe... 


Difference—call it nothing, though it measures an area containing nearly half 
a million of square miles, 


There stands this Southern Mediterranean of ours in contrast with 
the great deltas washed by the waters of all these lakes, rivers, and 
seas. - 

The certainty of its future wealth and power, as demonstrated by 
this master of philosophic science, animates us with hopes and aspir- 
ations that seem to lift us into a new existence. 


From this statement we are led to the very remarkable conclusion—and it is 
an important physico-commercial fact—that the area of all the valleys which 
are drained by the rivers of Europe which sary ei into the Atlantic, of all the 

valleys thatare drained by the rivers of Asia which empty into the Indian Ocean, 
` and of all the valleys thatare drained by the rivers of Africa and Europe which 
empty into the Mediterranean, does not cover an extent of territory as great as 
that included in the valleys drained by the American rivers alone which dis- 
charge themselves into ourcentral sea. Never was there sucha concentration, 
upon any sea, of commercial resources. Never was there a sea known with 
such a back country tributary to it. . 

The produce which comes down the riversof Europe has, when it arrives on 
the shores of the Atlantic, to be transported 15,000 or 20,000 miles to be ex- 
changed for that which comes from the river basins of India. From the mouth 
of the European rivers discharging into the Atlantic Ocean the voyage to the 
mouth of the Asiatic rivers which run into the Indian Ocean often occupies two 
hundred days; consequently it requires a ship more than a year to take on 
board a cargo from the river basins of Europe, go with it to India, exchange it, 
and return with the proceeds thereof to the place whence she so great the 
distance and so long the period of time which separate these two fountains of 
commerce, * 

One ship, therefore, trading between the American system of river basins 
may fetch and carry, exchange and ing baok in the course of one year asmany 
rd kapeaan ten ships can in the same e convey between the remote basins 
of system in the Old World. 


The products of the basin of the Mississippi, when they arrive at the Balize, 
may in twenty or thirty days be landed on the banks of the Orinoco and the 
Amazon. Thus in our favored position here in the New World we have, at the 
distance of a few days’ sail, an extent of fruitful “basins for commercial inter- 
course which they of the Old World have to compass sea and land and to sail 
the world around to 

On this continent nature has been prodigal of her bounties. Here upon this 
central sea she has, with lavish hand, grouped and arranged in prapona all 
those physical circumstances which make nations truly great. Here she has laid 
the foundations for a commerce the most magnificent the world eversaw. Here 
she has brought within the distance of a few days the mouths of her two great- 
est rivers. ere she has placed in close proximity the natural outlets of her 
grandest river basins. ith unheard-of powers of productions, these valleys 
range through all the producing latitudes of the earth. They embrace every 
ipro rrarena climate under the sun; they are anano of all variety of produc- 
tions which the world besides can afford. On their green bosom rests the throne 
of the vegetable kingdom. Here commerce, too, in time to come, will hold its 
court, š 

The Mississippi comes down from the grain-producing regions of the North, 
bearing vessels deeply laden with produce; freighted with all varieties of the 
fruits of the temperate zones, they convey to the sea large cargoes of merchan- 
dise, gathered from the products of the field, the forest, and the mine. Hills of 
iron, mountains and valleys filled with coal, are found on its banks. Its waters 
are mingled in the Gulf with those of the Amazon and the Orinoco, which run 
between the tropics. From their basins they are ready at the bidding of civil- 
create ae to place on this sea, in all variety and abundance, the products of the 

o zone. 

Arrived in the Gulf with these goods, the mariner then finds a river in the 
sea to him on with its Ang currents to prosperous voyages Th: 
the Gulf Stream the productions of this grand system of river ns will 
distributed over the world, passing by, and enriching as thoy go, Norfolk, Phila- 
delphis, New York, and Boston, all the Atlantic slope of the United States, and 
all the Pacific slope, too. 

s 9 è 2 o o s 


In calculating the sources of the national wealth, prosperity, meat daamien 
which are contained tor this country in river basins, central sea, moun ranges, 
water-courses, and phical features, the lights of history are of no avail. 
You may prepare canvas and make ready the easel, but colors that are 
bright enough for the features can notbefound. ‘The exceeding great resources 
of our Mediterranean beggars description. We know that other places with the 
elements of commerce in far more scanty proportions, with facilities less abund- 
ant, and o! es , have wn opulent and obtained renown in the 
world, While one calls to mind the history of such places, he feels that here is 
room and scope enough for individual wealth far more dazzling, for national 
greatness far more im g, and a renown far more glorious, 

From all this one is led to the conclusion that the time is rapidly approaching, 
ifit have not al arrived, when the Atlantic and Pacific must Join hemes 
across the Isthmus, I have shown that there is no sea in the world which is 

of so much importance as this southern sea of ours; that with its suc- 
cession of harvests there is, from some one or other of its river basins, a crop 
always on the way to market; that it has for back country a continent at the 
north and another at the south, and a world both to the east and the west. 

I have shown that it is contiguous to the two first, and convenient to them all, 
The three great outlets of commerce, the delta of the Mississippi, the mouths of 
the Hudson and the Amazon, are all within 2,000 miles—ten days’ sail—of Darien. 
It is the barrier which separates us from six hundred millions of people—three- 
fourths of the population of the earth. Break it down, therefore, and this coun- 
try is placed midway between and ; this sea becomes the center of 
the world and the focus of the world’s commerce, Open this as a highway, and 
se will give vent to commerce, scope to energy, and range to enterprise, which 

n a few years hence will make gay with steam and canvas of the ocean 
thatare now unfrequentedandalmost unknown. Oldchannels of trade will be 
broken up and new ones dépened. I greatly desire to see our country the stand- 
ard-bearer in this great work. 

The railroad across the Isthmus of Panama will speedily lead to the construc- 
tion of a ship-canal between the two oceans, for a railroad can not do the busi- 
ness which commerce will uire for it; and by showing to the world how im- 
mense this business is, men will come from the four quarters to urge with purse 
and tongue the construction of a ship-canal. 

Owing to the course of the winds, the direction of the currents, and other 
physical circumstances British merchants are ten days’ sail and upward nearer 
than we are to all the markets of the world, except those of the Caribbean Sea 
and Gulf of Mexico. They are next door to all the markets of Europe, to Bra- 
zil, to Cape Horn, the Cape of Good Hope, and consequently to all ports beyond 
them they are practically some ten or fifteen days’ sail nearer than we are. A 
vessel from the United States bound for the southern hemisphere first sails 
nearly an east course until she arrives in the vicinity of the Azores and Canary 
Islands; she then puts her head south for the first time. 

Now, while the American vessel is sailing this route the English vessel that 
sailed on the same day for the same market ssed those islands and is far 
on her way. For the reason that the Cape de Verde Islands are some ten or 
fifteen days nearer to England than to America, England is that much nearer 
to the southern hemisphere; for vessels generally, whether from the United 
States or from England, are inthe habitof passing by these islands on their way 
thither, Therefore the Englishman meets the American in all the markets of 
the world, except those of the Gulf and the Caribbean Sea, with the advantage 
of ten days and upward, 


I have said all that I deem it proper to say on this occasion in respect 
of this great enterprise, the Nicaraguan Canal. I have said that I favor 
also the building of a ship-railway canal from the Gulf of Campeachy 
to the Gulf of Tehuantepec across that isthmus. lamin favor of any 
and every American enterprise that will concentrate capital and force 
for the doing of that which is absolutely indispensable under the com- 
mand of the Almighty, the very Heaven that has poured these blessings 


upon us, 

If we should be, with our capital, our genius, our industry, our 
courage, our resources of every kind, negligent of the duty of improv- 
ing the advantages of this great southern Mediterranean of ours, to say 
nothing of the coast of California, Oregon, and Washington Territory, 
and the coasts that reach up to Maine along the Atlantic—if we should 
neglect this great opportunity to do all that we can for the benefit of 
this great work, I for one should feel that we ought to rest under a 
very severe condemnation. 

It seems that the only possibility now of doing anything is through 
the instrumentality of rations to be created by the Government of 
the United States and the assistance of our enterprising individuals in 
reaching out to build these great works. Far better would it have 
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been, and much more would I have preferred it, if the Government of 
the United States in the exercise of its natural right and duty had gone 
Toeward SiT y an acronmank wiih Nicaragua or with Mexico or with 
great work. 

There is certainly no power in the world that has the natural right 
to prevent us from entering into some convenient arrangement with 
the local authority to build any ship-railway or any canal that we 
desire to build which may be for our advancement, but I consider that 
the duty might arise even above that. I believe, and I assert, that it 
does rise above that, that when even the local authority undertakes to 
build a canal or a ship-railway without first getting the consent of the 
United States Government and providing for the protection and the 
welfare of the American people, that government is violating a duty 
which we can not overlook. 

We must look out for this continent and take care of it. Itisina 
large sense our inheritance, not in a selfish sense, but in the sense of 
being trustees for the bestowal of the benefactions of a kind Providence 
upon the people around us throughout the length and breadth of this 
great hemisphere, 

One observation more must be made, and that will close my remarks. 
The of the western hemisphere has none of those incidents 
of depression and of controversy leading to bloodshed, to rapine, toall 
manner of human entanglement and conflict which has beset the whole 
of Asia and nearly all of Europe and as much of Africa as has been 
civilized. Read the conflicts of those people back through the ages of 
history, and you will find that 60 or 70 per cent. of them have been 
provoked sooner or later by their differences in religion; whereas this 
people, from Greenland 2 Patagonia, recognize but one religion, and 
that the Christian reli 

We have here no Mobam: we have no Chinese paganism, we 
have no African or Egyptian ‘dolar, but the great broad foundation 
of a universal concurrence in that grand idea upon which governments 
are formed and in respect of which they may be always in harmouy. 
We rest from Greenland to Patagonia fixed in all of our institutions, 
a and social, upon the basis of an acknowledgment of the 

religion; so that it seems that a door i is open to us for un- 
limited and unobstructed progress which we have but to enter like 
honest men and follow up the command which God seems to have 
rested upon us, that we should go forth as a nation and as a people to 
bless and prosper mankind. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that he was directed to request the Senate to return 
to the House of ig edihog the bill fam R. 8976) to incorporate 
the Washington Railway Company of the District of Columbia. 


BILL INTRODUCED. « 
Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3273) gran 


ting a pension 
Susan Edson, M. D., an army nurse; which was read twice ite tite, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
ESTATE OF C. M. BRIGGS. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment to 
the bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, de- 
ceased, and ask for a conference upon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
_ appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER, Mr. 
DoLrs, and Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, were appointed. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. CAMERON, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 57 minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 47 minutes p. 
ie Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 8, at 12 
o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the Tih day of February, 1887. 
CHIEF JUSTICE OF SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 
James H. Wright, of Missouri, to be chief justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Arizona, vice Sumner Howard, resigned. 
CHIEF JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Richard A. Jones, of Oregon, to be chief justice of the supreme court 
of the Territory of Washington, vice Roger S. Green, term expired. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF WASHINGTON TEERITORY. 

Frank Allyn, of Iowa, to be associate justice of the supreme court 
of the Territory of Washington, vice John P. Hoyt, term expired. 


INDIAN AGENT. 
J.M.N of Franklin, Ind., to be e Se thn Indie ok the 
Lemhi Seer talus vive Robert Woodbridge, to be to be 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
E. C. More, of Missouri, to be oneal yearn Oe Takad States at 
the city of Mexico, vice James W. Porch, recalled 
CONSUL, 


Ernest A. Man, of Osteen, Fla, to be consul of the United States at 
Gothenberg, vice Sidney W. Cooper, deceased. 


POSTMASTER. 
Charles E. Crandall, to be r at Lyons, in the county of 
TESNE New York, in the place of George Hartnagel, re- 


MILITARY PROMOTIONS. 
Corps of Engineers. 

First Lieut. Walter L. Fisk, to be captain, January 10, 1887, vice 
Adams, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Cassius E. Gillette, to be first lieutenant, January 10, 
1887, vice Fisk, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles L. Potter, Fifth Cavalry, to be second lieuten- 
ant, February 2, 1887, vice Gillette, promoted. 

First Regiment of Infantry. 
t. Edward Moale, Third Infantry, to be major, February 1, 1887, 
siting promoted to the Seventh Infantry. 

Third Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. John W. Hanny, to be captain, February 1, 1837, vice 
Moale, promoted to the First Infan 

Second Lieut. Frank B, McCoy, to be first lieutenant, February 1, 
1887, vice Hannay, promoted. 

Seventh Regiment of Infantry. 

Maj. Edward Collins, First Infantry, to be lieutenant-colonel, Feb- 

ruary 1, 1887, vice Chipman, retired from active service. 
NAVAL PROMOTIONS. 

Commander Henry B. Seely, a resident of New York, to be a ca; 
in the Navy from the 13th December, 1886, vice Capt. Richard L. 
retired. 

Lieut. Commander Thomas Nelson, a resident of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be a commander in the Navy from the 13th December, 1886, 
subject to the examinations required by law, vice Commander H. B. 
Seely, promoted. 

Medical Inspector David Kindleberger, a resident of Ohio, to bea 
medical director in the Navy, from the 30th January, 1887, vice Medi- 
cal Director J. 8. Dungan, retired. 

Surg. Benjamin H. Kidder, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a medi- 
cal inspector in the Navy from the 30th January, 1887, vice Medical 
Inspector D. Kindleberger, promoted. 

Passed Assist. Surg. Benjamin F. Rogers, a residentof Pennsylvania, 
to be a surgeon in the Navy from the 30th January, 1887, vice Surg. 
B. H. Kidder, promoted. 


NOMINATIONS WITHDRAWN. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 4, 188% 
To the Senate of the United States: 


I withdraw the nomination which was delivered to the Senate De- 
eember 14, 1886, of John McCafferty, to be collector of customs for the 


district of Alaska. 
g GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 5, 1887. 
To the Senate of the United States: 


I hereby withdraw the nomination of Thomas T. Tunstall, of Selma, 
Ala., to be consul of the United States at Asuncion, he having declined 


the appointment. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected bythe Senate January 26, 1887. 
RECORDER OF DEEDS. 


The nomination of James C. Matthews, of New York, to be recorder 
of deeds in the District of Columbia. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 29, 1887. 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, 


Rutledge Willson, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of the 
peace for the District, to be located in Washington. 


1887. 
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ASSAYER OF THE MINT. 


Joseph R. Ryan, of Nevada, to be assayer of the mint of the United 
States at Carson, in the State of Nevada. 


CLERK OF COURT IN ALASKA. 


Henry E. Haydon, of Stillwater, Minn., to be clerk of the district 
court for the district of Alaska, vice Andrew T. Lewis, to be removed. 
SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Robert Brand, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Galena, in the State of Illinois. 

Louis J. Weiler, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Michigan City, in the State of Indiana. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

George A. Allen, of Pennsylvania, to be attorney of the United States 
for ee western district of Pennsylvania. 

Daniel N. Lockwood, of New York, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of New York. 

APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

Francis A. Hoffman, jr., of Illinois, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of Chicago, in the State of Illinois. 

Francis B. Laurenson, of Maryland, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 

TERRITORIAL JUDGES. 

William G. Langford, of Washington Territory, to be associate jus- 
tice of the supreme court of the Territory of Washington. 

James Spencer, of Whitehall, N. Y., to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Dakota. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Daniel J, Sullivan, of Prescott, Ariz., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Prescott, Ariz. 

Bishop Gordon, of Redwood Falls, Minn., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Redwood Falls, Minn. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Michael F. Battelle, of Luverne, Minn., to be register of the land 
office at Fargo, Dak. 

Surville J. De Lan, of Denver, Colo., to be register of the land office 
at Glenwood Springs, Colo. 

UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

Enoch J. Smithers, of Delaware, formerly consul at Chin-Kiang, to 
be consul of the United States at Tien-Tsin. 

Seth A. Pratt, of North Weymouth, Mass., to be consul of the United 
States at Zanzibar. 

Isaac R. Diller, to be consul of the United States at Florence. 

Promotions in the Army. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 

ened M. Adams, to be major, January 10, 1887, vice Suter, 
promot 

First Lieut. William M. Black, to be captain, December 31, 1886, 
vice Greene, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Hiram M. Chittenden, to be first lieutenant, Decem- 
ber 31, 1886, vice Black, promoted. 

Additional Second Lieut. Thomas H. Rees, Corps of Engineers, to 
be second lieutenant, December 31, 1886. 

TWENTIETH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Harry D. Humphrey, of Idaho, to be second lieutenant, January 10, 
cal pee 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Second Lieut. William W. Gibson, Third Artillery, to be first lieu- 

tenant, January 10, 1887. 
MAJOR OF CAVALRY. 

William P. Chambliss, Fourth Regiment of Cavalry, to be major ot 

cavalry. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Albion S. Keith, to be an ensign in the Navy, on the retired-list. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Henry Fox, to be postmaster at Healdsburgh, in the county of So- 
noma and State df California. 

James M. Miller, to be postmaster at Vacaville, in the county of 
Solano and State of California. 

Edward Ingram, to be postmaster at Monterey, in the county of 
Monterey and State of California. 

P. S. Latch, to be postmaster at Appleton City, in the county of 
Saint Clair and State of Missouri. 

Lewis Brown, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of New- 
port and State of Rhode Island. 

Edwin Judkins, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of: Mer- 
rimack and State of New Hampshire. 

Edwin S. Merrill, to be postmaster at Winchendon, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Buren 8. Wasson,.to be postmaster at La Porte City, in the county 
of Black Hawk and State of Iowa. 


William J. Coogan, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county of 
Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, 

James R. Hall, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county of Elk 
and State of Kansas. 

Walstine P. Eddy, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Kansas. 

M. Fitzgerald, to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the county 

of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

John Q. A. Shelden, to be postmaster at. Manhattan, in the county of 
Riley and State of Kansas. 

Henry F. Libbey, to be postmaster at Pittsfield, in the county of Som- 
erset and State of Maine. 

Sidney B. Warner, to be postmaster at East Haddam, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

George F. Thorpe, to be postmaster at Westport, in the county of Fair- 
field and State of Connecticut. 

Simeon Mudgett, to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county of Penob- 
scot and State of Maine. 

Henry C. Tyler, to be postmaster at Deep River, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

William J. Bradbury, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county of 
Somerset and State of Maine. 

Bridget Lane, to be postmaster at Summit, in the county of Union 
and State of New Jersey. 

Marshall P. Dowe, to be postmaster at Danielsonville, in the county 
of Windham and State of Connecticut. 

Henry Penniman, to be postmaster at Winthrop, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine. 

Jacob A. Bowles, to be postmaster at Hickory, in the county of Ca- 
tawba and State of North Carolina. 

Eckford Moore, to be postmaster at Trenton, in the county of Mercer 


and State of New J yas 8 
postmaster at Griggsville, in the county of 


Charles W. Jones, to 
Pike and State of Ilinois. 

Mary Sue Sellers, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Marion 
and State of South Carolina. 

John Stuart, to be postmaster at Pipe Stone, in the county of Pipe 
Stone and State of Minnesota. 

James G. Kenney, to be postmaster at Provo City, in the county of 
Utah and Territory of Utah. 

Thomas J. Douglas, 2d, to be postmaster at Bridgton, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

Joshua Goodwin, to be postmaster at South Berwick, in the county 
of York and State of Maine. 

Elias B. Hinckley, to be postmaster at Stonington, in the county of 
New London and State of Connecticut. 

George Paul, to be postmaster at Iowa City, in the county of Johnson 
and State of Iowa. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
nomination of hero aa Paul to be Toas Iowa City, Iowa, in place of Ja- 
cob Ricord, ed, has considered the same, and report: 

there seems to have been no cause for the suspension of Mr. Ricord other 
than of a partisan character. He is not charged with anything affecting his in- 
tegrity as a man or as an officer. Mr. Paul appears obes eg ified to 
ae the duties of the office, and the committee recommend that he be con- 

mm 

George W. Hess, to be postmaster at Eyanston, in the county of Cook 
and State of Illinois. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on pote soa Fon noaan o whom was referred the 
nomination of George W. Hess to be postmaster at Evanston, Ill., to succeed 
John A. Childs, ae was suspended during the recess of the Senate, Tespectfully 


re 5 

Phat it appears that there were no reasons other than those of a political 

nature for the suspension of John A. Childs, who was a very efficient and com- 

t officer, but, inasmuch as no ve been made in any way affect- 

ng his good name and as he does not seek to retain the office, and because no 

objection has been made to the nomination of George W. Hess, the Committee 
recommend that the latter's nomination be confirmed, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 7, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2652) for the construction of a military telegraph line 
from Sanford, Fla., to Point Jupiter, Fla., and the establishment of a 
signal station; 
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A bill (S. 1368) for the relief of Richard H. Porter, surviving part- 
ner and assignee of the late firm of R. H. & James Porter; 

A bill (8. 2477) making an appropriation for the establishment and 
erection of a military post near the city of Denver, in the State of Colo- 


0; 

A bill (S. 1536) for the purchase of suitable grounds in the city of 
Owensborough, in the State of Kentucky, and the erection thereon of 
a public building for the post-office, United States collector’s office, 
United States commissioner’s office, and for the use of other United 
States officers in said city, and appropriating money for said pu $ 

A bill (S. 1042) to pay B. S. James for transporting the United States 


mails; . 

A bill (S. 388) to grant the right of way through the Fort Bliss Mil- 
itary Reservation to the Rio Grande and El Paso Railroad Company; 

A bill S 574) for the relief of Robert Strachan; 

A bill (S. 129) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and settle 
the account for arms, ammunition, and accouterments between the Ter- 
ritory of Montana and the United States; and 

A bill (S. 269) for the relief of W. H. Powell. 


PAYMENT OF JURORS. 


The Speaker laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting, with accompanying papers, adraught, and recom- 
mending the passage, of a joint resolution to provide for the payment 
of jurors summoned to condemn site for the Congressional Library; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Lowry 

for ten days, on account of important business, 


UNITED STATES COURT, DULUTH, MINN. 


On motion of Mr. NELSON, by unanimous consent, the House Cal- 
endar was disc from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10421) to provide for a term of court at Duluth, Minn.; which was read, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That hereafter, and until otherwise provided by law, there 
shall be held annually, on the second Monday in July, a term of the district 
court of the United States for the district of Minnesota at the city of Duluth, in 
said district, said term to be in addition to the terms now required by law to be 
held at the cities of Saint Paul and Winona, in said district. 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was read, as fol- 
lows: 

In line 8, after the word “ district,” insert the following: 

“And a grand and petit jury shall be summoned to serve at said term of court 
hereby established.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do I understand this isa report from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. NELSON. Itis. 

Mr. CASWELL. It is a unanimous report, and there is no reason 
why it should not pass. 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was agreed to; 
and the-bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr, NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insisted on its amendment disagreed to by the 
House on the bill (H. R. 8869) granting a pension to Mrs. Henrietta 
M. Dram Hunt, agreed to the conference asked by the House thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, Mr. BLAIR, and 
Mr. WHITTHORNE managers on the part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate non-concurred in the amendment of the House 
to the bill (S. 2519) granting an increase of pension to Richard B. 
Rians; and asked a conference with the House thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. SAWYER, Mr. BLAIR, and Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, man- 
agers on the part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 2218) for the relief of Lucy A. Washburn. 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 
10394) making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888; in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

Also, that the Senate to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the bill (H. R. 7218) to amend an act entitled ‘An act for 
the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn.,’’ approved Feb- 
ruary 25, 1885. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles, namely: 


A bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Catharine Waters; 
A bill (H. R. 3167) to restore the name of Lifurs Roberson to the 
pension roll; 
A bill (H. R. 4028) granting a pension to Samuel Sawyer; 
A bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of William J. Owings; 
A bill (H. R. 5091) to restore the name of Harvey Coburn to the 
pension roll; 
A bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Cashin; 
A bill (H. R. 5506) granting a pension to Emily Louisa Spicer; 
A bill (H. R. aa granting a pension to John Selby; 
A bill (H. R. 6069) granting a pension to Owen P. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 6523) granting a pension to Henry Roscoe; 
A bill (H. R. 75963 granting a pension to Anthony McRobertson; 
A bill (H. R. 7335. ting a pension to Michael Todd; 
A bill (H. R. 7352) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Randles; 
A bill a R. 7390) granting a pension to David B. Caldwell; 
A bill (H. R. kesi, granting a pension to Livingston Clark; 
A bill (H. R. 7689) granting a pension to Caroline C. McNair; 
A bill (H. R. 7699) granting a pension to E. A. McFadden; 
A bill (H. R. 7716) granting a pension to Lizzie Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 7732) for the relief of Franz Rossrucker; 
A bill (H. R. 7748) granting a pension to John H. Stucker; 
A bill (H. R. 7911) granting a pension to Daniel Schultheis; 
A bill (H. R. 7983) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Schier; 
A bill (H. R. 8002) to increase the pension of Loren Burritt; 
A bill (H. R. 8151) granting a pension to John P. McDonald; 
A bill (H, R. Sara) granting a pension to Seth Weldy; 
A bill (H. R. 8258) granting a pension to Waitie F. Harris; 
A bill (H. R. 8424) granting a pension to James H. Young; 
A bill (H. R. 8463) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. J. Meagher; 
A bill (H. R. 8601) granting a pension to James H. Butler; 
K s (r T EEN for the relief of Emily Luther; 
i ž 1) granting a pension to Sally W. Rice; 
A bill (H. R. 8847) for the relief of Phila Clark; ; 
A bill (H. R. 9004) for the relief of Caroline P. Bolton; 


g a pension to Mrs. Susan E. Barry; 

A bill (H. R. 9025) for the relief of Mrs. Sophia Sprain, widow, and 
two minor children of Louis F. Sprain; 

A bill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to Nirius Cissell; 

A bill (H. R. 9130) granting a pension to Sarah O’Brien; 

A bill (H. R. 9157) granting a pension to Grant E. Q. Lathermon; 

A bill (H. R. 9169) to place on the pension-roll the name of Charles 
T. Wornom; 

A bill (H. R. 9247) granting a pension to Mary Grimes; 

A bill i R. 9250) for the relief of William B. Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 9426) granting a pension to Betsy Cooney; 

A bill R. 9443) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. King; 

A bill (H. R. 9444) granting a pension to Frederick Richmond; 

A bill (H. R. ped granting a pension to Clara M. Tannehill; 

A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Mary Jane ag: ire 

A bill (H. R. 10025) granting a pension to Clementine ger; 

A bill (H. R. 10082) to increase the pension of Margaret R. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to Minerva Abbey; 

A bill (H. R. 10104) granting a pension to Caroline L, Shedd; and 

A bill (H. R. 10152) granting a pension to Ellen M. Sturtevant. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed hills of 
the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting as at- 
torneys and employés of railroad companies in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 1321) granting arrears of pension to Richard H. McWhorter; 

A bill (S. 1986) granting pensions to William Knight, Jacob Parrot, 
William Reddick, and John Whollam; 

A bill (S. 2248) for the relief of Adam L. Epley; 

A bill (S. 2374) granting a pension to Mrs. Arabella Coddington; 

A bill (S. 2421) granting a pension to Mrs, Maria C. McPherson; 

A bill (S. 2629) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn; 

A bill (S. 2670) granting an increase of pension to James H. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 2834) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter; 

A bill (S. 2935) granting a pension to Robert Baxter; 

A bill (S. 3106) granting a pension to Milton Teeter; 

A bill (S. 3107) granting a pension to Catharine F. Ellsworth; 

A bill (S. 3108) granting a pension to.James Lucas; 

A bill (S. ash granting a pension to Hugh Rogers; 

A bill (S. 3135) granting a pension to Catharine E. Babcock; 

A bill (S. 3146) granting a pension to John H. Reynolds; 

A bill (S. 3218) granting an increase of pension to Maria Hunter; 

A bill (S. 3220) granting a pension to Hamah R. Langdon; and 

A bill (S. 3260) granting a pension to Laura A. Wright. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 


A bill (H. R. 10412) to authorize the construction of a wagon and | mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of tle bill 
foot passenger bridge over the Mississippi River, between the cities of | (S. 305) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, Ala., and 
East Dubuque iu the State of Illinois, and the city of Dubuque in the | that the same be considered in the House. < 


State of Iowa; 


The bill was read. 
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aoe pei fang Is there objection to the presen t consideration of 
e 

Mr. HIESTAND. Task for the reading of the report. 

The report was read in part. 

Mr. HIESTAND. Iwithdraw the call for the further reading of the 


report. 
aun tari Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e ? 

Mr. COWLES. They have got along so well without this building, 
as ap from reading the report, for a period of seventy-six years 
that I think they can get on without it a little longer. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman’s objection is made too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10132) to allow soldiers and sailors in the United States service who 
have lost both arms an increased pension. 

Mr. COWLES. I withdraw my objection to the consideration of the 
bill called up by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

The SPEAKER. Another matter is now before the House. 

The bill H. R. 10132 was read. 

oe REPARTIN Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. WALLACE and Mr. COWLES called for the regular order, 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. CowLEs] 
permit the reading of the report? 


TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS AT TEXARKANA. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as managers of the conference 
on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for holding terms of United States 
courts at Texarkana, Ark., and for other purposes, Mr. CULBERSON, 
Mr. ROGERS, and Mr. CASWELL. 


OBJECTION WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. LONG. The demand for the regular order is withdrawn for the 
of permitting the report on the bill H. R. 10132 to be read. 

The SPEAKER, Is the demand for the regular order withdrawn? 

Mr. WALLACE. It is not. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. COWLES] 
has withdrawn his objection to the bill which I called up. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WAL- 
LACE] demands the regular order, and insists on it. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order of business 
is the call of the States and Territories for the introduction and refer- 
ence of bills and resolutions. Under this call, resolutions and memo- 
rials of State and Territorial Legislatures are in order; also resolutions 
of inquiry addressed to heads of Departments. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 11040) to increase the naval 
establishment and protect the harbors of the cities of New York and 
San Francisco; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. BLAKE, 


Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 11041) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Blake; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WAGON BRIDGE AT CLINTON, IOWA. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 11042) to authorize the con- 
struction of a wagon bridge over the Mississippi River at Clinton, Iowa; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


EMERSON F. FALES. 


Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11043) for the relief of Emer- 
son F. Fales, late of Company E, Fourth Maine Infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSIDERATION OF BRIDGE BILLS. 


Mr. LYMAN also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee. on Rules: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That on tht — day of February, 1887, 
the House take a recess at 5 o’clock p. m. until 7.30 p. m., and that an evening 
session be held and set apart for the consideration only of House and Senate 


bills poate for the erection of bridges across navigable rivers reported fayor- 
ably by the Committee on Commerce. 


CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I submit the resolution which I send 
to the desk, and ask that it lie over for one day. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (S. 3050) nting a pension to Mary A. Logan, and 
that the same be made a special order for Tuesday, the 15th day of February, 
1887, immediately after the roding of the Journal, and that the same will be a 
continuing order until disposed of. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I move to refer that resolution to the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I make the point of order that the mo- 
tion ot the gentleman from Kentucky is not in order at this stage. This 
is a privileged matter. N 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCCREARY). The gentleman from 
Towa has a right to ask that the resolution lie over for one day under 
the rules ofthe House. That disposition of the resolution will be made. 


DISTRIBUTION AND DELIVERY OF MAILS. 


Mr. MORRILL presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Kansas; which was referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Whereas the railway-mail facilities of the State of Kansas have failed to keep 
pace with the rapid Soa eepoe of the State; and 

Whereas there are 500 miles of railroad in operation in said State upon which 
there is no mail service; and 
hereas the car facilities on many of the through lines are insufficient for a 

distribution of the mail; an 
there is not a sufficient number of postal clerks on many of the lines 
in the State to properly perform the services required of them; and 

Whereas the superintendent of the seventh division of the railway-mail sery- 
so has apparently failed to recognize the growing needs of the State: There- 

fore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senale con- 
curring therein), That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby 
res ly requested to use their utmost endeavors to secure the n 
Gp ht er ayy for the proper distribution and prompt delivery of the mail. 

esolved, That thé secretary of state be directed to forward a copy of this res- 
olution to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress, 


I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
Torino ing isa true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file 
n my office. 
In Senieiony sneer I haye hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal. ne at Topeka, this 27th day of fone D. 1887, 
[SEAL] E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of State. 


pro 


HOME FOR SOLDIERS’ MOTHERS, ETC. 


Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 11044) to establish a home 
for mothers, widows, and daughters of soldiers and sailors in the late 
war for the Union; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RUTHA A. BENTLEY. 


Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11045) to amend a ion 
Rutha A. Bentley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THE OKLAHOMA BILL. 


Mr. PETERS presented a concurrent resolution of the i 
of the State of Kansas, favoring the of the Oklahoma bill; 
which was read and referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that that 
resolution be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MO ON. I object. 

STAR ROUTES AND OTHER POSTAL MATTERS. 

Mr. PETERS also offered a resolution requesting the Postmaster- 
General to furnish the House certain information in regard to star routes 
and other matters connected with the postal service; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent that that resolution be 
printed in the RECORD, 

Mr, EDEN. I object. 

THOMAS H. FLOURNOY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 11046) for the 
benefit of Thomas H. Flournoy; which was read a first and second 
soca oie to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to he 
printed. - 


to 
to 


SAMUEL ULLMAN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 11047) for 
the benefit of Samuel Ullman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PRESTON. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 11048) for the benefit of 
William Preston; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. VANGENDER. 

Mr. TAULBEE also presented a resolution of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, asking that A. Vangender be allowed the sum of $250 
for extra compensation as assistant clerk to said committee at the sec- 
ond session of the Forty-ninth Congress; which was referred to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

ESTHER GEARHART. 

Mr. TAULBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 11049) for the relief of 
the estate of Esther Gearhart; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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. BUTTER AND OLEOMARGARINE. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 11050) to amend the act en- 
entitled ‘‘An act defining butter; also imposing a tax upon and regu- 
lating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomar- 
care which was read a first and second time, and ordered to be 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask that that bill be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It ought to go to the Committee on Agriculture. 
oa HATCH. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Agri- 

ture. 

The question was taken; and the motion of Mr. HATCH was agreed 

to—ayes 79, noes 57. 
SUPPORT FOR SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WILLIS offered the following resolution; which was read, and 

referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education be discharged from the further 
consideration of Senate bill 194, entitled a bill to aid in the establishment and 
temporary su of common schools,and that Wednesday, Fe! 16, 1887, 
imm the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration 
of the same in the House; no other business to be transacted until the consider- 
ation of said bill is concluded. If the consideration of said bill be displaced, 
then the next day not previously set apart shall be devoted to its consideration, 
and so on until the same shall be disposed of. 


TERM OF COURT, OWENSBOROUGH, KY. 

Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 11051) to provide for a term 
of court at Owensborough, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

B. F. ROBINSON. 


Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 11052) for the benefit of 
B. F. Robinson, of Garrard County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

E. F. PIGG. : 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 11053) for the benefit 
of E. F. Pigg, of Madison County, Ky.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 


be printed. 
LYDIA POSEY. 


Mr. McoCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 11054) for the benefit 
of Lydia Posey, executrix of Thomas B. Posey, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN TRAINOR. 


Mr, IRION introduced a bill (H. R. 11055) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Trainor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensons, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF FISHERIES. 


Mr. DINGLEY (by Mr. REED) introduced a bill (H. R. 11056) to 
protect the fisheries of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYÉS IN NAVY-YAEDS. 


Mr. BOUTELLE introduced the following resolution: 


of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
all persons employed at the several navy-yards 
of the United States from January 1, 1886, to January 1, 1887, with the purposes 
for which employed, rates of compensation, and dates of employment; also a 
list of all persons disc! from the several navy-yards of United States 
between the dates of January 1, 1886, and January 1, 1887, with rates of com- 
pensation, purposes for which employed, and dates and reasons for their dis- 
charge. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). This resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suggest that it should go to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to amend so as to refer it to the Commit- 
tee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the resolution go to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Unquestionably it should go there under the 


rules. 

Mr. TAULBEE. After hearing the resolution I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the reso- 
lution will be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

TENNALLYTOWN, D. ©. 

Mr. COMPTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 11057) to change 
the name of that portion of the District of Columbia known as Ten- 
nallytown to Tenleytown; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 
VENEZUELAN CLAIMS. 
Mr. RICE introduced the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of State be requested to furnish this House with 
copies of the correspondence with claimants against the Government of Ven- 
ezuela since the passage of the joint resolution of March 3, 1883, relating to the 
revival of the general stipulations of the treaty of 1866 with that government, 
and also copies of any correspondence with the Government of Venezuela in 
respect to the same not to this House, 


REPORT OF GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 

Mr. LONG introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 253) for printing 
5,000 copies of Commodore Schley’s report of the search for the Greely 
expedition; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Michigan relative to pension legislation; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent that this joint resolu- 
tion be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I object. 

LENA POLLARD. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 11058) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Lena Pollard; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ore comm 


SECTION 4444, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 11059) to amend section 
4444 of the Revised Statutes relative to vessels engaged wholly or in 
part in the coastwise service; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. : 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. TARSNEY presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Michigan requesting Congress to remove the arrears-of- 
pension limit, and to pornea survivors of rebel prisons and soldiers and 
sailors who are disabled and dependent, or who are p Rae years of 
age; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I ask unanimous consent that this joint resolution 
be printed in the RecorD. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 


ANNE MATTOCKS. 
Mr. TARSNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 11060) granting a pen- 
sion to Anne Mattocks; which was read a first and Noah thas te: 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF METEOROLOGICAL INSTRUMENTS. 

Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 254) to au- 
thorize the distribution of meteorological instruments to voluntary ob- 
servers of the Signal Service for the benefit of the agricultural interests 
of the country; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TOMBIGBEE RIVER. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, introduced a bill (H. R. 11061) to au- 
thorize the Tombigbee Railroad Company to constructa bridgeacross the 
Tombigbee River at or near Columbus, Miss.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


‘ensions, and 


HAYDEN SORTER. 


Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 11062) granting a pension to 
Hayden Sorter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FIREMAN’S INSURANCE GOMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEARD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 11063) extend- 
ing the charter of ‘‘The president and directors of the Fireman’s Insur: 
ance Company of Washington and Georgetown,” in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE BUREAU OF STATISTICS. 


Mr. HEARD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 11064) for the 
reorganization of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BEICHLEY. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced a bill (H. R. 11065) grant- 


ing a pension to John Beichley; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, amd ordered to be printed. 
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EXTRA HOURS EXACTED FROM CLERKS. 


Mr. LAIRD offered a resolution directing the Committee~on Labor 
to find the facts as to whether extra and unusual hours of labor are 
exacted from certain clerical employés of the Government without ex- 
tra compensation, and to report by bill or otherwise; which was referred 
to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. a 

LAURA A. WRIGHT. j 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 11066) granting a pension 
to Laura A. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM H. DARLING. 

Mr. GALLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 11067) granting an 
increase of pension to Hiram H. Darling; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO CERTAIN PERSONS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11068) granting pensions 
to certain persons; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM GRUFF. 

Mr. HIRES introduced a bill (H. R. 11069) granting a pension to 
William Gruff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER COFFIN. 

Mr. BURLEIGH introduced a bill (H. R. 11070) granting a pension 
to Peter Coffin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELATING TO CLAIMS. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 11071) re- 
lating to certain claims; which was reada first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET FREILEWEH. 

Mr. LINDSLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 11072) to increase the pen- 
sion of Bridget Freileweh; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH B. THOMSON. 


Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 11073) directing the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to execute a deed of quit-claim and 
release to a portion of an alley in Washington, D. C., to Elizabeth B. 
Thomson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

HISTORIC GROUNDS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE submitted a joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Ohio requesting Senators and Representatives in Co: to 
vote for and urge the passage of Senate bill 1976 ‘‘to provide for the 
survey of certain historic grounds, locations, and military works;’’ 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. GEDDES submitted a resolution for session Thursday evening, 
February 10, to consider claims reported by the Committee on War 
Claims; which was referred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to 
be printed. 

STREETS AND AVENUES IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. ROMEIS introduced a bill (H. R. 11074) directing the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to establish streets and avenues in 
the county of Washington, District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE T. RUSSELL. 

Mr. HERMANN introduced a bill (H. R. 11075) granting a pension 
to Lieut. George T. Russell, of Douglas County, Oregon, and late of 
Eighty-seventh Company Veteran Reserve Corps, late war; which was 
read n first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH RUSSELL. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11076) to pay Joseph 
Russell, of Coos County, Oregon, $310 for property destroyed by hostile 
Indians in Oregon in 185556; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPERIMENT-STATIONS. 

Mr. STORM presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, requesting her members in Congress to vote for the passage 
of the bill providing for the establishment of agricultural experiment- 
stations; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

MILLER BILL, 

Mr. STORM also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 

Pennsylvania requesting her members in Congress to vote for the Miller 


bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 
GEORGE W. FRY. 
Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 11077) granting a pension 
to George W. Fry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MATHIAS KINDT. 


Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 11078) granting a pension 
to Mathias Kindt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN H. MOSS. 


Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 11079) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin H. Moss; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL MEMORIAL BRIDGE. 


Mr. CURTIN introduced a. bill (H. R. 11080) for the erection of a 
national memorial bridge over the Potomac, from Washington to Ar- 
lington; which was read a first and second time, and, on motion of Mr. 
CURTIN, referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT-STATIONS. 


Mr. BOUND presented a joint resolution of the senate and house 
of representatives of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, favoring 
Senate bill for the establishment of agricultural experiment-stations in 
the several States and Territories; which was read at length, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 


AMENDMENT TO LAND LAWS. 


Mr. EVERHART introduced a bill (H. R. 11081) to allow persons 
in the military and nayal service of the United States, who have served 
honorably in any of its wars, to acquire Government lands without re- 
siding thereon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH G. MYERS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 11082) for the relief of 
Joseph G. Myers, of Warren County, Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CLAIMS REPORTED BY COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. RICHARDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 11083) for the al- 
Jowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the 
United States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the ‘‘ Bowman act ;’’ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC TO ARLINGTON. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 11084) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to have an iron bridge constructed across 
the Potomac River to the Arlington estate; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

G. B. WIBERT. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 11085) 
for the relief of G. B. Wibert; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWIN M. LAWTON. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 11086) 
for the allowance of extra compensation for the services of the late Ed- 
win M. Lawton, disbursing clerk of the War Department; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the War Department, and ordered to be printed. 


JANE O’RILEY. 


Mr. HUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 11087) granting a pension to 
Jane O'Riley, widow of Thomas O'Riley, late private Company D, 
Thirteenth Wisconsin Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY F. HARKINS, 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 11088) granting a pension 
to Mary F. Harkins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 


Mr. GIFFORD presented a resolution of the Legislative Assembly 
of the Territory of Dakota in relation to Fort Abraham Lincoln; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Iask that the resolution be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 
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The resolution is as follows: 
Whereas it is reported that the early abandonment of Fort Abraham Lincoln 
in this Territory is contemplated by the United States 
Be it resolved by the Kaptote Apoa es OF tone Daren 
against any such contem action, and do respectfully peti- 
said fort be maintained and further improved for the following reasons: 
th of the Northern Pacific Railroad over the Missouri 
suited for a distributing post for arms and supplies 
for other Errr along the Missouri River and in the country er west. 
ties are the very best for the massing of troops, and for their prompt 
dispatch, in case of Indian outbreak, riots, or emergency of any kind, to ex- 
posed points in every direction. _ 
Its onment would necessitate the removal of the bodies of the dead in 
oh many of whom have but recently been brought 
interred. 


the 
ing over the bazea e A from 
massed on the adjoining Sioux Reservation, whose atrocities and massacres are 
still fresh in the memories of the le, while its abandonment would not 
only y alarm and jeopardize present scattered settlers and small com- 
munities, but would also seriously retard further settlement and development of 
that section of the country. 

in Congress, Hon, O. S. GIFFORD, 
ve set forth, 


Sporer ot the House of Representatives, at Washington, to be laid before both 
ousesof Congress, and ordered printed and referred to appropriate committees. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF DAKOTA, SECRETARY'S OFFICE. 


I, M. L. McCormack, secretary of the Territory of Dakota, do hereby certify 
that I have carefully compared the foregoing copy of house bill No. 50, being a 
joint resolution against the removal of Fort Abraham Lincoln, ap- 

roved by the governor January 29, 1887, with the enrolled original now on 

oo — , and that the same is a correct transcript therefrom, and of the 
whole thereof, e 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
se TASOT OE DANO me DNIE thie OEIS , 1887. 

[SEAL] : . L. Meco CK, 

of Dakota Territory. 
MRS. THOMAS S. FREE. 


Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 11089) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Thomas 8. Free, widow of Thomas S. Free, late major 
Tenth Regiment Iowa Infantry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M. BROWN. 


Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 11090) granting an in- 
crease of to James M. Brown, late captain Company K, New 
Jersey Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call. If there be no objection 
the Chair will recognize gentlemen who were not in their seats when 
their States were called. 

There was no objection. 


FLORIAN LISCHEWSKY. 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 11091) restoring to the pen- 
sion-rolls the name of Florian Lischewsky, Jatea private of Company C, 
Twenty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH HAGGARD. 

Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 11092) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Haggard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS S. BATEMAN. 


Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. 11093) for the relief of Lewis 
S. Bateman, late a private in Company G, Fourth Regiment Arkansas 
Cavalry, United States Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
JESSE ROOD, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H, R. 11094) for the 
removal of the charge of desertion from the record of Jesse Rood; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES CHUBBUCK. 
Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 11095) granting a pension to 


Charles Chubbuck; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. HAMMOND presented the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of ives (the Senate concurring), That 15,000 ad- 
ditional copies of the report on commerce by William F, Switzler, Chief of the 
Bureau of Statistics, be printed, 10,000 for the use of the House and 5,000 for the 
use of the Senate. 
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REPORT ON HENNEPIN CANAL. 


Mr. BARKSDALE reported back with a fayorable recommendation 
the following resolution; which was read: 
‘solved, That there be printed immediately for the use of the House 1,000 


R 
copies, without the maps, of Executive Document No. 79, Forty-ninth Congress, 
seco; 


nd session, being a letter from the Secretary of War transmitting a report 


of the Board of Engineers upon the proposed acquisition by the Government of 
the Illinois and Michigan Canal and construction of the Hennepin Canal, 


The report was read, as follows: 


dor Lenape a cost is $30, o appena ern a "e gooey printing 
the Publis Printer states to be $136,331 75. ° S : s A 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF NAVAL COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HERBERT submitted a resolution to set aside Tuesday, Febru- 
ary 15, for the consideration of business from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 


COTTON TAX. 


Mr. MCRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 11096) to credit and pay to the 
States all moneys collected as a tax or duty on raw cotton under the 
act approved July 1, 1862, and the acts amendatory thereof; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, in order that this bill may be consid- 
ered id the same committee and at the same time as the direct tax bill 
recently passed by the Senate and now before the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, I move to refer it to that committee. 

The motion was to; and the bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH SANKS, 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11097) granting a pension 
to Sarah Sanks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FLETCHER 8. DEWEY. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11098) granting a pen- 
sion to Fletcher S. Dewey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH BROWN, 


Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 11099) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES G. MINNICK. 


Mr. LAWLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 11100) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles G. Minnick, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

COAST DEFENSES, ETC. 


Mr. LAWLER offered the following; which was read and referred to 
the Committee on Rules: 


Whereas on the 13th day of December, 1886, the following preamble and reso- 
na were: anton oss in the House and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
ions, to wit: 

py Whereas the rapidly accumulatingsurplus in the Treasury, largely in excess 
af the needs to support the Government and discharge the bonded debt as it is 
called or may become due, is likely to prove subversive of the commercial inter- 
ests be pa ne case A and detrimental to the welfare of the people in various es- 
sent ; an 

“ Whereas the proper executive officers of the Government represent to the 
Congress that our coast defenses need to be placed in armament so as to meet 
the requirements of the advanced arts in modern warfare and afford adequate 
protection to the large seacoast and lake-board cities, now absolutely exposed to 
the mercy of a foreign enemy; and 

“ Whereas, although le adasa of our Navy is composed of officers and 
sailors of the highest ence and patriotism, unsurpassed in ability by that 
of any other nation, yet we have no of war worthy the name or capable 
of competing with the a rs of third or fourth rate powers; and 

se yero ae — ri = pron ees on willing chia ran Caer pi 
now unemplo ughout the country and suffering consequent deprivation 
of the necessaries of life; and 

“ Whereas the happiness and welfare of the Republic are | 
upon the ary as Gaie, and contentment of the laboring classes: Therefore, be it 

“* Resolved (as the sense of the House of Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress of 
the United States), Thata large proportion of the surplus in the Treasury should 
be expended, through liberal appropriations, for repairing and properly equip- 
ping our coast defenses, for construction of war ships worthy the name of an 
American navy, and for such Federal public worksas may be needed in various 
sections of the country, to the end that these surplus moneys may be distributed 
among the people as w: for their labor to be employed.” 

And whereas on the 24th day of January, 1887, the following resolution, accom- 

ied by a letter from Admiral Porter, was submitted to the House and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, to wit: 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be instructed to inquire into 
and zopas upon the ency of immediately appropriating the sum of 
$50,000,000, to be expended under direction of the fi P aat of the Navy, for the 
construction, equipment, and armament of such new vessels of war as may be 
deemed DOES D him; such sum to become and remaina permanent appro- 

e purpose named, not to be covered back into the Treasury 

remain available continuously for this purpose until tho 


ly dependent 
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“ By unanimous consent, a letter from Admiral Porter to Mr. Lawler, in rela- 
tion to the subject of the resolution, was ordered to be printed with it.’ 

And whereas on the 31st day of January, 1887, the following preambles and res- 
olution were submitted to the House and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to wit: 


pou, Hampton Roads, New Orleans, Philadelphia, Washington, Baltimore, 
ortland, Me., and the Rhode Island ports of Narragansett Bay are in urgent 


day what steps, if any, are necessary in his judgment to provide for this emer- 
cy. 

And whereas no report has been made to the House upon either of said pre- 
ambles and resolutions from said committees, as is required by clause 1, Rule 
XXIV of the Rules of the House: Therefore, 

Beit , That! the Committee on padie ag ears and Committee on Naval 
Affairs, be, and are hereby, discharged from the further consideration of said 
preambles and resolutions, 

And whereas due regard for the welfare of the Republic demands that some 
definite action be taken upon the subject matter contemplated by said resolu- 
tions, so that the Con , if deemed necessary, may take precaution for the 
public defense under the powers conferred by section 8, Article I of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and in accordance with the prevailing sentiment of 
the people thereof, as essed in the public press, 

Be it further That after the call by States for introduction of billsand 
resolutions shall have this day been fully answered, the House shall immedi- 
ately thereupon take order for consideration, either in whole or in part, of said 
preambles and resolutions, and resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for that specific pu ; that two hours be allowed for 
debate thereupon, unless sooner concluded, and a vote to be taken at once 
thereafter by the House upen the adoption of any or all of said resolutions as 
the House may direct. 


Mr. RANDALL. As that preamble contains a reflection upon the 
Committee on Appropriations, I think it proper to say that that com- 
mittee have considered the subject, and that the original matter is not 
within the range of the rule to which reference is there made, but is a 
demand on the President for certain opinions, and it is quite unneces- 
sary to adopt any resolution of that kind, because the Constitution pro- 
vides that the President shall from time to time give to the Congress 
information of the state of the Union and recommend to their consid- 
eration such measures as he shall judge necessary and expedient. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. On behalf of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, I wish to say that the resolution referred to as having been 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs has been considered by that 
committee and will be reported to the House in due time. 


JOHN T. LYNCH. 

Mr, BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 11101) for the relief of John T. 
Lynch, administrator of David Lynch; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SIMEON TROW. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 11102) for the relief of 
Simeon Trow; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE NEAR MUSSEL SHOALS CANAL. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 11103) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near the foot of 
Mussel Shoals Canal, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EXTRA COPIES OF PENSION ACT. 

Mr. WHEELER also offered the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to print 15,000 extra copies of 
the act granting a peanon to the surviving officers and enlisted men of the 


Army and Navy and the widows of such officers and enlisted men for the use 
of the House. 


WILLIAM E. PARKER. 
Mr. CRAIN introduced a bill (H. R. 11104) granting a pension to 
William E. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CUTHBERTSON SMALL. 

Mr. LITTLE introduced a bill (H. R. 11105) for the relief of Cuth- 
bertson Small; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RETAIL LICENSE FOR VENDING OLEOMARGARINE, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, introduceda bill (H. R. 11106) to reduce 
the retail license charged to venders of oleomargarine and butterine ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


FOURTH COLLECTION DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA. 


Mr. DAVIS, under authority heretofore granted, submitted the views 
of the minority of the Committee on Commerce on the bill (H. R. 11025) 


to amend an act approved June 15, 1882, changing the boundaries of 
the fourth collection district of Virginia. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the pending motion to 

d the rules and pass the bill’(S. 2643) being an act supplemental 

to an act entitled ‘‘An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and 

the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands 

against the Government,” approved March 3, 1883; and I desire to offer 
an amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] calls 
up the pending motion to suspend the rules to pass the bill he has in- 
dicated. The gentleman statesthat he proposes to modify the bill. A 
second has been demanded but not ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. We have a morning hour, do we not? 

The SPEAKER. Upon the first and third Mondays of the month. 

The Clerk will report the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Claims have instructed me to move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 2643 Beng a bill supplemental to an act entitled “An act to 
afford assistance relief to Con, and the Executive Departments in the 
investigation of claims and demands against the Government,” approved March 
3, 1883, with the foliowing amendments thereto: 

‘ bare out all after the enacting clause of the bill andinsertin lieu thereof the 
following: 

“ SECTION 1. That whenever any bill or petition shall be introduced in either 
House of Con providing for or asking the payment of a private claim 
against the United States, legal or equitable, or for a grant, gift, or bounty toany 
panon: or for relief of any kind, involving the investigation of facts, the House 

n which such bill or petition is introduced shall, before final action is taken 
thereon,refer the same to the Court of Claims, which shall proceed with the same 
in accordance with the provisions of the act approved h 3, 1883, entitled 
‘An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Depart- 
ments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Government,’ and 
report to such House the facts bearing upon such claim, grant, gift, bounty, or 
relief, as required therein and by this act. 

“SEC, 2, That hereafter all Boba claims, demands, or applications for any 
grant, gift, bounty, or for relief of any kind that may be presented to Con, 
shall resen by petition only, which shall set forth the facts upon which 
such claim is based or such relief is pore and which shall be signed by the 
claimant or his agent or attorney, and neither House of Congress shall consider 
or entertain, for any pu other than that of referring the same to the Court 
of Claims, or to some judicial tribunal or commission under existing law, any 
such claim or demand against the United States which involves the investiga- 
tion of facts, or any bill or petition for any grant, gift, or bona to any person, 
or any relief whatever, involving the investigation of facts, until such facts shall 
have been investigated by such court, judicial tribunal, or commission, and the 
findings of fact reported to Congress. And it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Senate and the Clerk of the House, under such rules as each House may 
prescribe, to transmit the same to the Court of Claims as herein required. 

“Sec. 3. Thatat the adjournment of this Congress all billsand petitions relating 
to private claims against the United States, legal or equitable, or for any grant, 
gS bounty, or relief of any kind toany person, which may be pending in either 

ouse of Vorri or before any committee of either House, except such as 
have been reported upon by the Court of Claims, or the accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department, shall, by the ofthe Senate and the Clerk of 
the House, respectively, be referred to said court, together with all papers on file 
relating thereto, as hereinbefore provided; and all such bills, petitions, claims, 
and demands shall be investigated by the court, as provided by this actand the 
act of March 3, 1883. e Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
shall enter in the journals of their res: ive Houses, and inthe ConGRESSIONAL 
REcORD, a statement showing what bills, petitions, or claims have been so trans- 
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"SEC, 4, Any person havinga claim or demand against the United States which 
is barred by a statute of limitation, or which is not cognizable by any court au- 
thorized to hear and determine the same and to render age errand thereon, may 
file his petition therefor in the Court of Claims, subject to the provisions of this 
act and the act to which this isan amendment, and have the facts relating thereto 
judicially ascertained,and report made to Congress as herein aired. But 
nothing in this act shall be construed as committing the United States to the 
payment of; any claim or demand referred to the Court of Claims or instituted 
under this act, or the act to which this is an amendment, and no judgment shall 
be entered thereon by the court. 

“Sec. 5, That the Court of Claims is required to promptly consider all matters 
referred and presented to said court, under such rules and ulations as it ma; 
adopt, and subject to the provisions of existing law. Andon the firstday of eac! 
regular session of Congress the clerk of the Court of Claims shall transmit to 
each House of Congress a full and complete statement of the findings of fact in 
each case investigated, and not theretofore reported, stating what amount, if 
aber cr , is due the —— or claimants; Sonar’ the claim or apne is 

foun upon any act o! ngress, or upon any contract, express or imp ; 
the laches or diligence of the claimant or petitioner in nting the claim or 
demand against the United States; and such other findings of fact and conclu- 
req' and as the court shall 

deem material to enable Congress to pass upon such claim, demand, or petition. 
That until such claim, demand, or petition is finally investi; and reported 
e act to which this 


is an amendment, neither House of Congress the same, by bill or 
in reference to allowing the same. 

“Spc, 6, That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General, or his assistants un- 
der his direction, to appear for the defense and protection of the United States 
in all cases which may be transmitted to the Court of Claims or instituted un- 
der this act, or the act to which this is an amendment. And it shall) be the duty 
of the district attorney of the United States to appear for the Government in all 
cases where depositions are taken in their respective districts, to be used in the 
Court of Claims, and to cross-examine witnesses, and to protect the interests of 
the United States, 

“ Sec. 7. That reports of the Court of Claims to Congress under this act, and the 
act to which this is an amendment, if not finally acted upon during the session 
at which they are reported, shall be continued from session to on and from 
Con: to Congress until the same shall be finally acted upon, 

“Sec. 8. In all cases which may be brought before the Court of Claims, or re- 
ferred to it under this act, or the act to which this is an amendment, the claim- 
ant shall pay all costs in such court which may be incurred by him in the in- 
vestigation of the facts and in procuring the depositions of witnesses. And the 
court shall enter judgment against the claimant therefor at the instance of the 
attorney,for the United States or any person entitled thereto.” 
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Mr. RANDALL. Mr. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that a second may be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. - A second was demanded on the previous day, and 

the vote by tellers the House adjourned. The gentleman from 
inois now asks unanimous consent that a second may be considered 
as ordered. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEELE. We had better havea second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
demanded the second before, and the gentleman from prisons pre 
STEELE] now renews the demand. ‘The gentleman from Illinois Mr. 
SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Tennessee will act as tellers. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The bill pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Illinois on a former day under this order 
was not the same as that which he now submits. Can it be changed 
without unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Ifa second had been ordered the bill, as the Chair 
has heretofore ruled, could not be changed; but the gentleman having 
merely submitted his motion, and no second having been ordered, he 
this morning states that by direction of the committee he makes cer- 
tain in the bill, which the Chair thinks he has a right to do. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 151, noes 13. 

Mr. STEELE. Iam willing that asecond be considered as ordered, 
and will not make the point of ‘‘no quorum.” 

The SPEAKER. There is a second; and under the rules thirty 
minutes are now allowed for debate, fifteen minutes in support of pea 
motion and fifteen minutes against it. The Chair will recognize 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to control the reg gc in sup; 
of the motion and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLI nen support 
control the time in opposition. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, itis proper I should state that when 
I demanded a second at the time this proposition was first presented to 
the House, I did so because in the bill as then submitted certain classes 
of claims were discriminated against. That objection having been 
obviated in the amended bill offered this morning, I do not feel it 
mae be right for me to control the time in opposition to the mea- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will then recognize the gentleman from 
Panayia [Mr. RANDALL] to control the time in opposition to the 


mie RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, my opposition to this measure is 
based on our lack of such information as would advise the House in 
regard to the effectof the bill if enacted into law. IfI correctly under- 
stand the bill, the 60,000 claims which were considered by the Southern 
Claims Commission, 10,000 of which were rejected, and of the remain- 
ing 50,000 only 7 per cent. allowed, and also the 40,000 claims which 
were acted upon by the Quartermaster’s Department and the auditing 
officers of the Department, would, under the operation of this 
bill, go before the Court of Claims for report upon the facts on which 
those claims are based. If we could amend this proposition so as to 
provide that all claims heretofore acted upon and determined by the 
Southern Claims Commission, and all claims which have been rejected 
or passed upon under the act known as the 4th of July act shall be 
excluded from the operation of the bill, then the limitations of ex- 
isting law as to claims against the Government would not be destroyed. 
But, if I ERE OOOI OA ROS OEA DLT MR POE E, it 
would agens drene the revival 
which have heretofore been epoca hranenhy tepeniteiny, wee oe 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The gentleman does not understand the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I may not understand it; but I have seen so much 
of this character of legislation in behalf of claims that I want to un- 
derstand it, and I want the House to understand it. I at least desire 
to be exempt from all in this matter if the effect of this 
measure should be, as I fear it may be, to take money out of the Treas- 

ury improperly in the payment of claims which have already been 
Aoi Segue tesa ailai Ivana PONEI RATAT This is 
ALOE EAT T O eee 

Mr. REED. Has this bill ever been printed ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not in the shape in which it stands now. 

Mr. REED. In other words, we are asked to pass a bill which we 
have not had an opportunity to examine in print. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think I can make this matter so plain to the 
gentleman from Maine that he will be 1 to vote for the bill upon 
the reading from the Clerk’s desk. It is not in any such shape as to 
surround it with any mystery whatever. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘There is one question I would like to put to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois at the outset—whether the court in adjudicating 
claims under this bill will do anything more than find the facts and 
certify them to Congress, and whether Congress will not then be en- 
tirely free in d 


I was sacking a 0 tne comick af ‘thn 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 
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The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
will give way for a moment the Chair desires to lay before the House a 
resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
be requested pane caer a reine rating pia easa 


d by the violence of a mob at Springs, in the 
, 1885, the original having been lost or mis- 


The SPEAKER. The bill referred to in this resolution is embraced 
in the class of business fixed for to-morrow under the special order. 
If there be no objection the resolution will be agreed to; and the Clerk 
will request from the Senate a copy of the bill designated. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I shall briefly state what is proposed 
to be done under the provisions of this bill. ‘Andi in the first place I wish 
it to be understood that this bill is as broad as the right of petition. 
For, sir, every citizen of the United States under the Constitution has 
the rigbt to petition Congress for relief. Now, what is to be done when 
that petition comes here? Are we to deny everything, orare we to grant 
everything which is asked at our hands? Or shall we require the peti- 
tioner to go before a court of competent jurisdiction and first have the 
facts judicially ascertained, and then have those facts reported to us for 
our action? That is what is proposed by this bill, and that is all there 
is in it, except as to details how it shall be done. 

Then follows this provision, applicable to all cases coming here: 

Pe ons nothing in this act shall be construed as committing the United States 
yment of any claim or demand referred to the Court of Claims or in- 
edari under this act, or the act to which this is an am 

Which is the Bowman act— 
and no judgment shall be entered thereon by the court. 

It is simply putting the Court of Claims where the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar now is, as the first place where 
the facts shall be considered and adjudicated. Sothat when we geta re- 
port from that Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
or from this Court of Claims, and the facts judicially ascertained, we 
will then know what we ought to do. 

It requires the Attorney-General shall be present by himself or assist- 
ant in the Court of Claims to protect the interests of the United States. 

Further, itis provided that nodepositions shall be taken in thedistricts 
of the United States unless the district attorney shall appear in behalf of 
the United States to cross-examine witnesses, so that no claim shall be 
examined and passed upon against the United States upon ex parte 
testimony. The Government of the United States is protected by the 
district attorney being required to appear and cross-examine witnesses 
in behalf of the United States. 

Mr. BURROWS rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Wait a moment. 

Mr. Speaker, it is required, further, that all of these depositions and 
all expenses incurred by the claimant shall be at his own eost. So that 
Con says to a claimant, prove your case in a judicial way and we 
will decide whether you are entitled to relief or not. 

Mr. BURROWS. What about claims which are barred? 

Mr. SPRINGER. All claims barred by the law now are barred 
so far as entering a judgment but not for a judicial ascertainment of 
the facts. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does not this bill remove the bar? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; this bill does not. To-day a claimant may 
go to the Court of Claims and have his right for relief here and the 
case prosecuted to judgment where the law so provides. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the provision about removing the bar 
which exists under the present law ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It removes the statute of limitations as to claims 
in reference to the finding of facts. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, Has the gentleman any objection 
to an amendment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have already said, and will again repeat, that 
this bill, so far as judicial ascertainment of facts is concerned, is as 
broad as the right of petition. You can not prevent anybody from 
sending a petition to Co: asking for relief, and then it is for Con- 
gress to grant the relief asked for or to deny it. The Bowman act sets 
forth the provisions in relation to the presentation and preparation of 
claims. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there any enlargement i in this bill of the Bow- 
man act? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Bowman act determines how claims shall be 
considered. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does not this bill open it to a larger adjudication 
of claims? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not authorize any final adjudication. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does it not allow claims to be again presented? 

-Mr. SPRINGER. No; it does not except for the ascertainment of 
the facts. Before we are required to pass upon the merits of a case the 
claimant is required to prove his case in a court of justice. Nobody 
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can object to that provision. It enables the petitioners who petition 

for relief to go to the Court of Claims and prove the facts upon 
which they ask for relief. There is no prejudice to the Government 
and no advantage gained by the claimant. Unless he proves his case of 
course he gets no relief. Who will say any American citizen shall be 
deprived of a forum in which he may show by competent testimony he 
hasa just claim against the Government? That is all I ask for any- 
body: That if anybody has a claim against the United States, the 
United States will open a tribunal where the facts may be pre- 


E3 BROWN, of Pennsylvania, Does not this bill allow him to come 
in twice? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not atall. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Has the gentleman any objection 
to permitting an amendment excluding the class of claimants referred 
to by my colleague [Mr. RANDALL]? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave no objection to excluding any one who has 
already had a hearing of the facts in his case. 

Mr. SENEY. Let me ask the gentleman does this reopen the claims 
already rejected ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will have the effect I have stated only. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman if, under the 
present law, he knows of any instance where the House, or acommittee 
of the House, has accepted the findings of the Court of Claims upon any 
matter submitted to it ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know of one that has been passed with- 
out examination. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I would like to ask how Congress is to get 
relief under the operation of such a bill as this? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The claim is to be sent there in order to have a 
judicial ascertainment of the facts. 

Mr. PERKINS. But if the findings of fact are not accepted after 
they are made, how does Congress get any relief? Now, my observa- 
tion is that neither the House nor its committees are disposed to accept 
the findings of the court. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me ask, in response io the gentleman: Is it 
easier for the House to determine the merits of a case when the facts 
have been ascertained only by ex parte evidence? In which way will 
the interests of the Government be best subserved? If it is easier to 
determine and to do justice after the judicial ascertainment of the facts, 
let us have that judicial ascertainment; and I assume that those who 
are to come after us will be just as jealons of the rights of the Govern- 
ment and as careful guardians of the Treasury as this Congress or its 
predecessors. 

Mr.HEARD. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois, does this sub- 
stitute, as proposed, provide that the findings of the Court of Claims 
shall relate to questions of law as well as questions of fact? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The court will take cognizance of the law under 
which a claim is predicated. 

I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WAR- 
NER], a member of the committee. 

Mr. STEELE. _ Before the gentleman yields the floor I would like to 
ask whether this bill would not send all private pension claims to the 
Court of Claims, and thereby enable the Government to employ its at- 
torneys against the rights of a claimant, and no provision is made for 
the employment of counsel for a claimant who is too poor to employ 
counsel himself? 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, this bill is in substance 
the same as that reported from the Committee on Claims at the first 
session of this Congress, with this, I may say, important exception: 
That bill referred all private and domestic claims, other than war 
claims, to the Court of Claims for a finding of fact, and they make re- 

port to Congress before such claims could be acted upon. 

PeWhen the bill now under consideration came over from the Senate it was 
thought best to enlarge that jurisdiction and to refer all claims against 
the Government, including war claims, which we are daily considering 
in this House to the obstruction of other business, simply for a finding 
of fact and to report that finding of fact back to the House. It simply 
presents this proposition, whether we are dealing fairly with the claim- 
ants, and whether we intend to consider their matters in Congress or 
simply keep on holding the word of promise to the ear while we con- 
tinually and persistently break it to their hope. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I have but five minutes, and must 
decline interruptions. 

There have been sent by this Congress up to date 4,550 bills to the 
Committee on War Claims, During the Forty-eighth Congress the 
whole number so referred amounted to 2,149. The Committee on 
Claims of the present Congress have had 1, 800 bills referred to it, 
while during the last Congress only 913 were referred to that com- 
mittee. 

I have not ans gee follow out this table throngh all the differ- 
ent Con at it has been continually increasing and upon 
us, anal to-day I state here, without fear of successful bce Seg 


thatitisonly the favored few that receive any consideration at the 
hands of Congress. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Or ever will. 

Mr. WARNER of Missouri. ‘The man who has a member to press 
his claim in season and out of season, who can get recognition perchance 
to have it passed by unanimous consent, can get his claim considered; 
while the hundreds, the thousands, and tens of thousands who have 
just claims can no relief or consideration. 

Mr. N. Let me ask the gentleman how many of these 
claims have been considered? 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. In round numbers 10,000 private bills 
have been introduced in. the Forty-ninth Congress up to this time, 
and 2,041 have been reported, but only a very small percentage of that 
number have become laws or ever will become laws. 

But let us see a little further, for we might as well look at the ques- 
tion squarely. It becomes alarming as to the time of Congress that is 
spent in considering these cases. The committees of the House are 
largely in the dark in arriving at the facts in a given case. Buta few 
weeks since we had an important matter involving an unknown amount; 
$200,000 was said to be a just amount by one part of the committee, 
$63,000 said another part of the same committee, and $67,000 reported 
by another committee. In the absence of a judicial finding of fact, the 
question as to what amouns is just in that case, we were asked to pass 
on that important ease. No member pretended to give, and no mem- 
ber probably knew, the exact facts. Why not, then, refer such claims 
for judicial ascertainment? Are we afraid to permit claimants to es- 
tablish the facts of their claims against the Government? 

But another matter. In the Forty-seventh Congress the expense of 
printing bills and reports thereon was $85,438.82, During the Forty- 
eighth Congress this amounted to $96,336.59, while up to the 28th day 
of January of this Congress the amount paid for printing bills and the 
reports thereon had run up to the enormous sum of $159,674.55. Of 
this amount, Mr. § , the Public Printer estimates that at least 
two-thirds is ble to private bills and reports thereon. The 
question is then ted, does this House, in the consideration of these 
bills, propose to undertake the ascertainment of the facts themselves, 
where, as in the McMinnville case that went out to the country a few 
days ago, it is a disputed questionas to what were the facts in that case, 
and it will go down to history as a disputed question in just as much 
doubt as that other question, ‘‘ who struck Billy Patterson.” The ques- 
tion presented to us is, are we doing that justice to the citizens of this 
Government that the Government of England and every other great 
government does as a matter of justice to its citizens ? 


The other great further than is asked by this bill. In the 
ed ase Gin Court of Haims Report, i), Not, juste, in delivering the 


a oy og) anes e AA a cf Usk Unita iatea apalai Os 
United Statesis 


bemoan E nA udicially established that the government of 
the Waited States holas fell of aeaa alt Dle 
the laws, * * * Of all the Governments of Europe, itis 


po rile awe apa ere mentee ape to the law. Of 
all the countries whose laws have been this court, Spain only re- 
peer eT pla et gy ed fettering the judicial her courts 
and the execution of their decrees dependent upon the 
islative * © + First in the high civilizati vidual 
and assures his rights stands the Em: of the States.” 
In England, notwithstanding principle underlying the constitu- 
tion that the king can do no , the citizen who has a Sr waged 
vernment is furnished with a è of obtaining redress. Mr. J Davis, 


the O’ Keefe case (11 Wall., 193), mays: 

“The law allows him (the tite y petition to inform the king of the na- 
ture of his and as the law presumes that to know of an injury and 

to redress it are yal then issues, as of course, in 
the king’s own name, his orders to his judges to do justice to the party ag- 


erystalized in th la bed ed ee As thi of the 

now n the common law o glan è petition 
is grantable ex R a of right and is a judicial 
ceeding to be tried 1 © suits between subject and ect. It docs not exist by 
virtue of any statute, nor does the recent legislation in England concerning it 
do than to regulai the d 


elaborate report, uses this 
e chairman of the paiaina has obtained an the ministers of several 
ot ‘te leading governments of Sager statements as to rA course pursued in 
claims nst and the smaller 


agai the governments Austria, German 
States, and in Holland and in other nations. In relation to all mere matters of 
contract and ordinary the government is heard in the oi tri- 


in these cases hese governments, although far be- 
hind us in civi civil fr freedom and constitutional liberty, never shirk from the full and 
= inventis cate these claims, and always submit to an adverse decision by 
the courts. psd vear gg hahaa bo ay OTEA E e a 
has a demand Sardis ph err ews rng S pama before its own courts, 
and yet has fi uate tribunal for purpose.” (Report No. 498, 


voL 3, R. of Com., Lea. Cong.) 


Had I the time instance after instance could be given where members 
have been ealled to vote upon claims involving thousands of dollars 
proved up, if at all, by ex parte affidavits. Are we unwilling to ex- 

this and I might say vicious method of a judi- 
cial finding of fact in each case? ‘Let me in conclusion call the atten- 
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tion of the House to a sample of ex parte investigation as given by Jus- 
tice Nott in a foot-note to the case of Brown vs. United States, on page 
191, 6 Court of Claims Reports, 

The learned justice says: 

Thus the first case in the first volume of the reports of this court (Gordon's 
case, 1 O. Cis. R. page 1) discloses these extraordinary : There was allowed 
the claimant for property destroyed by United States troops $8,873, then $100 for 
an error of calculation in the first award; then $8,997.94 for interest; then 
$10,004.89 more for interest; then $39,217.50 for poorest F piian 4 found not to 

an final 


have been destroyed by United States troops; y $66,519.55 in a revision 
of the us awards, 
The Forty-first Congress revived this practice in the celebrated Chorpennin 


case, where the Postmaster-General in an ex parte arbitration on ex parte testi- 
mony awarded the claimant $425,000. It is not generally known that the same 
elaim had been brought by the claimant previously before the Court of Claims, 
where he demanded but $176,576, and where the suit was dismissed. 

Comment is unnecessary. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to occupy a moment, after which I will 
yield to any gentleman who desires the floor. 

I confess to be sensitive touching what are known as war claims and 
their through this House. Here we have a proposition not 
prin and changed since it was formerly before this House for con- 
sideration. Is it unnatural that one who has the responsibility of a 
vote on a measure of this character, so far-reaching, should rise to 
secure information as to its effect? As I understand it, it does destroy 
the limitations now in force. It does give a new hearing to many thou- 
sands of claims that have been passed upon and rejected by a tribunal 
authorized by law to have made these investigations. It does open 
again claims which have been rejected by the proper accounting officers 
of this Government. And until such claims are excluded from the 
operation of this proposition, I can not for a moment conscientiously 
vote for it. 

I originally rose rather to suggest to the gentleman having charge of 
this measure that he should insert a clause that should make it plain; 
that the quartermaster’s claims that have been passed upon shall not 
be included in the operation of thislaw; and that claims that have been 
passed upon by the Southern Claims Commission and rejected, or in 
part adjudicated by that tribunal—and the average payment, as I re- 
member, of those 50,000 claims was 7 per cent.—shall be excluded from 
the operation of this measure. I want a clause inserted in this bill 
which will have that effect, because I believe those claims have been 
adjudicated by the Government in a manner the claimants were willing 
to accept. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection whatever to the insertion of 
sucha clause. While I believe under the provisions of this act the 
court would report that such cases were excluded, having beenalready 
adjudicated, I ask unanimous consent to insert a clause of the nature 
indicated. 

Mr. RANDALL. As I understood the reading of the bill, it does not 
give the court any discretion to exclude rejected claims. It provides 
that the court should entertain those claims, take testimony pro and 
con, and report them to this House, the effect of which is to renew 
those claims after the Government has adjudicated them. If the gen- 
tleman will amend his bill in these respects he will take away most of 
the objection which has been raised against it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent to make that amend- 
ment, 

Mr. McCOMAS. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to have read for the in- 
formation of the House the Bowman act, which is not repealed by this 
bill except in one clause of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wis- 
eonsin [Mr. BRAGG]. 

Mr. STEELE. I think some time should be allowed to this side of 
the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not understand that gentleman there wanted 
it. I went overand asked the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], and 
he said he did not know if time would be wanted there or not. How 
much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [ Mr. Beda. 

Mr. BRAGG. I hope this bill will not pass. It is time that some- 
thing ing to become a law of this kind was dead. If we have not 
been able to kill anything of the kind we have been struggling year 
after year to kill what are known as war claims puwing out of the 
depredations of troops during the war. They would have died before 
now if certain gentlemen were not so particularly anxious all the time 
to have something to say about them. 

We had a court, a commission of claims, and gave time for the pres- 
entation of claims. . That court was extended. It has expired with 
limitations | ery upon all those claims. And yet gentlemen are not 
content, although the courts have been out of existence now for nearly 
six years. These claims are being continually revived. And every 


now and then we have some little paltry bill which is introduced and 
passed which repeals the statute of limitations on some one case and 
opens the door to others. So that we drive this pack of hounds—I 
mean the claim agents who are pressing this bill—away from our door 
on the principle that a man always drives away a dog proper, by feed- 
ing them every time. They do not always get as much as they want. 
But whenever you give them a little you encourage them to come back 
for more, à 

That is what we are doing with this class of claims. We had a bill 
here the other day which was sought to be attached to the bill reported 
from the Department authorizing the payment of $5 an acre for chinc- 
wa lands on the Maryland Heights. It was proposed to pay those 
claimants damages done by troops as they came to and fro down 
the Shenandoah valley into the battle-fields of Pennsylvania. The 
moment you confer this power on the court the court takes the testi- 
mony, and there is no man who has had experience but knows the 
claimant who is mean enough to come up from the South and pretends 
he was loyal can furnish witnesses to prove it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. 

Mr. STEELE. I yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. I have entire sympathy with the pu of this bill, 
but I should like to know if it accomplishes what almost everybody 
thinks it may accomplish. This bill has never been printed. There 
has been no opportunity of examining it, and I must say I thinkit un- 
fortunate that it should be brought up in this fashion. 

I should like to ask the chairman of the committee how he recon- 
ciles the first section with the second. The first section declares that 
nothing shall be passed upon until it has been referred by the action 
of Congress to the Court of Claims. The first section refers to a bill. 
The second section says no claim shall be presented except by petition, 
and that they shall be referred by the officials, the Clerk of the House 
and the Secretary of the Senate, under the rules of the Houses, without 
action by Congress or without action of the House. 

In other words, one section proposes a legislative act, and the other 
section proposes a routine act for the same transaction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The first section requires that no such bill shall 
be considered by the House for any purpose except for reference, and 
the second section provides that hereafter claims shall be presented by 
petition only, and that the Clerk of the House and the Secretary of the 
Senate, under such rules as each House may prescribe, shall transmit 
them to the Court of Claims. That duty is merely ministerial. 

Mr. REED. But the first section provides for bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘There is no way of preventing a gentleman from 
introducing a bill of this kind. All he has to do is tosay when he in- 
troduces the bill that it does not apply to this class of cases, but after 
it has been referred to the committee they may determine that it does 
apply to such a case, and then it will be sent and transmitted to 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. REED. But if a gentleman introduces a bill under a claim of 
right, who is to decide that no action is to be taken on it except by 
reference? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The committee to whom it is referred are to 
decide that. 

Mr. REED. And that is to govern in spite of a decision of the House 
to the contrary ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The House must of course be the judge of whether 
the bill comes under the rule or not. 

Mr. REED. In other words, these matters will still be presented, 
not in the form of petitions, but in the form of bills, and the House 
will be required to pass upon them in each case the same as before, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Our rule now requires that measures relating to 
rivers and harbors shall be presented throngh the petition-box, but 
nevertheless members frequently introduce them in the ordinary way. 
You can not anticipate the contents of a bill which any gentleman may 
introduce. 

Mr. REED. Well, Mr. Speaker, it is precisely because nobody can 
understand what this bill means that I regret that it is brought up in 
this fashion. . 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has 
one minute remaining. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent now, Mr. Speaker, to 
have the Bowman act, to which this is supplemental, read. The read- 
ing will occupy more than a minute, but I hope that every gentlemen 
will be willing to have it completed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, if the reading can not be completed 
in the remaining minute, I am willing, so far as I am concerned, to 
consent to any additional time that is needed for the reading, but we 
do not want reading and debate both. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, one word more—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I merely desire to say, Mr. Speaker—— 
ied SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. RANDALL] 
objects. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask to have the Bow- 
manactread. Idid not think the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
be so exacting. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not been exacting, because I have consented 
to allow all the time that is required for the reading of the act which 
the gentleman wishes to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c. [section 1], That whenever a claim or matter is pending be- 
fore any mittee of the Senate or House of Representatives, or before either 
House of Congress, which involves the investigation and determination of facts, 
the committee or House may cause the same, with the vouchers, papers, proofs, 
and documents pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of 
the United States, and the same shall there be proceeded in under such rules as 
the court may adopt. 

When the facts shall have been found, the court shall not enter judgment 
thereon, but shall report the same to the committee or to the House by which 
the case was transmitted for its consideration. 

Src, 2. That when a claim or matter is pending in any of the Executive De- 
partments which may involve controverted questions of fact or law, the head of 
such Department may transmit the same, with the vouchers, papers, proofs, and 
documents pertaining thereto, to said court, and the same shall be there pro- 
ceeded in under such rules as the court may adopt. 

When the facts and conclusions of law shall have been found, the court shall 
not enter judgment thereon, but shall report its findings and opinions to the De- 
partment by which it was transmitted for its guidance and action. 

Sexo. 3. The jurisdiction of said court shall not extend to or include any claim 
against the United States growing out of the destruction or damage to property 
by the Army or Navy during the war for the suppression of the rebellion, or for 
the use and occupation of real estate by any po of the military or naval forces 
oLa Tuije States in the operations of said forces during the said war at the 

of war; 

Nor shall the said court have jurisdiction of any claim against the United 
re which is now barred by virtue of the provisions of any law of the United 

tes, 

Sec, 4, In any case of a claim for supplies or stores taken by or furnished to 
any part of military or naval forces of the United States for their use during the 
late war for the suppression of the rebellion, the petition shall aver that the per- 
son who furnished such supplies or stores, or from whom such supplies or stores 
were taken, did not give any aid or comfort to said rebellion, but was through- 
out that war loyal to the Government of the United States, and the fact of such 
loyalty shall be a jurisdictional fact. 

And unless the said court shall, on a preliminary inquiry, find that the n 
who furnished such supplies or stores, or from whom the same were en as 
aforesaid, was loyal to the Government of the United States throughout said 
war, the court shall not have jurisdiction of such cause, and the same shall, with- 
out further proceedings, be dismissed. 

SEC. 5. That the Attorney-General, or his assistants, under his direction, shall 
appear for the defense and protection of the interests of the United States in all 
cases which may be transmitted to the Court of Claims under this act, with the 
same power to interpose counter-claims, offsets, defenses for fraud practiced or 
attempted to be practiced by claimants, and other defenses, in like manner as he 
is now uired to defend the United States in said court. 

Sec. 6. That in the trial of such cases no person shall be excluded as a witness 
because he or she is a party to or interested in the same. 

Src. 7. That reports of the Court of Claims to Congress under this act, if not 
finally acted upon during the session at which they are reported, shall be con- 
tinued from session to session and from Congress to Congress until the same 
shall be finally acted upon. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to suspend the rules and pass the pend- 
inz bill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims [Mr. SPRINGER] whether he should not ask unan- 
imous consent of the House to set apart a day for the consideration of 
this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam willing to do that. 

Mr. REED. Suppose you doit, then. I think everybody will agree 
to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will ask unanimous consent that the vote be 
taken upon this bill to-morrow morning after the reading of the Journal. 
In the mean time gentlemen will have an opportunity to examine the 
bill. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no. Let us have a day for discussion. 

Mr. RANDALL. That can be fixed through the Committee on 
Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that to-morrow, after the 
reading of the Journal, is set apart for the consideration of bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be next Friday then; that is private-bill 


day. 

Mr. REED. Do not propose Friday, because you will meet objec- 
tions. 

Mr. BRUMM. I object to Friday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isee that many gentlemen are not prepared to 
vote upon this measure, and, if they are willing, I will consent that the 
matter be referred to the Committee on Rules, with the understanding 
et that committee will give us a day for the consideration of this 
Several MEMBERS. That is right, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, with the understanding that I shall have 
leave to introduce a resolution to that effect, I now ask permission to 
withdraw the bill. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
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quiry. If that is done will it require a majority or a two-thirds vote 
to pass the bill? 

The SPEAKER. A majority. 

Mr. STORM. Then I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That will not prevent the proposition being sub- 
mitted under the rules afterward. I hope my friend will not object. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Let us pass the bill and have it amended 
in the Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will guarantee that all necessary amendments 
will be made in the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has no right to make any guaran- 
tee for the Senate. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER to suspend 
the rules, there were—ayes 76, nays 75; two-thirds not voting in the 
afirmative. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope we shall not consume time by taking the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only six voting in favor thereof. 

So the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was not agreed to. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. BURNES. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which 
I send to the desk, being a substitute for House bill 2929. 

The SPEAKER. The bill which the gentleman moves to pass under 
suspension of the rules has heretofore been read in the hearing of the 
House, Is the reading again demanded? 

Mr. BLAND. Task to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2929) to amend the act dividing the State of Missouri into two ju- 
dicial districts and to divide the eastern and western districts thereof into divis- 
ions, establish district and circuit courts of the United States therein, and provide 
fi tines and places for holding such courts, and for other purposes, 


TheSPEAKER. The substitute will now be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That the city of Saint Louis and the following-named counties in the State of 
Missouri shall constitute the eastern judicial district of Missouri,to wit: Saint 
Louis, Franklin, Gasconade, Jefferson, Crawford, Washington, Saint Francois, 
Saint Genevieve, Dent, Iron, Madison, Perry, Bollinger, Cape Girardeau, Shan- 
non, Reynolds, Wayne, Scott, Carter, Oregon, Ripley, Butler, Stoddard, New 
Madrid, Mississippi, Dunklin, Pemiscot, Montgomery, Lincoln, Warren, Saint 
Charles, Macon, Adair, Audrain, Clarke, Knox, Lewis, Marion, Monroe, Pike, 
Ralls, Schuyler, Scotland, Shelby, and Randolph. And all the other counties 
in the State of Missouri shall constitute the western judicial district of Missouri. 

Sec. 2. That the eastern judicial district of Missouri is hereby divided into two 
divisions, which shal] be known, respectively, as the northern and eastern divis- 
ions of said eastern district. The city of Saint Louis and the counties of Saint 
Louis, Franklin, Gasconade, Jefferson, Crawford, Washington, Saint Frangois, 
Saint Genevieve, Dent, Iron, Madison, Perry, Bollinger, Sine al ap Shan: 
non, Reynolds, Wayne, Scott, Carter, Oregon, Ripley, ‘Bu 4 Stoddard, New 
Madrid. Mississippi, Dunklin. Pemiscot, Montgomery, Lincoln, Warren, and 
Saint Charles shall constitute the eastern division of said district, the courts for 
which are now established and held and shall be continued at the city of Saint 
Louis. The remaining counties within the eastern district shall constitute the 
northern division of said district, and the courts therefor shall be held at the city 
of Hannibal, and shall be styled the district court (or the circuit court, as the 
case ce be) of the United States for the northern division of the eastern dis- 
trict of Missouri. The western judicial district of Missouri shall be divided 
into four divisi to be known asthe Saint Joseph, the western, the central, 
and the southern divisions. The counties of Clay, Ray, Carroll, Oh: 

Cass, Johnso’ 


western di 
which shall be continued at the =, of 
Nodaway, Holt, Andrew, Buchanan, Platte, Clinton, Harrison, Da 
Gentry, and Worth, shall 
therefor shall be held at the city of Saint ess an 
trict court (or the circuit court, as the case mer 


Polk, Dallas, 
Christian, Douglas, Howell, Newton, Barry, Mi 
shall constitute the southern division of said western district, the courts for 
which shall be held at the city of Springfield, and they shall be styled the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the southern division of the western district 
of Missouri. The remaining counties within the said western district shall con- 
stitute the central division of said distri A ro the courts, circuit and district, 
therefor shall be continued and held at Jefferson City. 

Sec. 3. Thatthere shall be, and there are hereby, established a district and cir- 
cuit court of the United States in each of the several divisions of the said east- 
ern and western districts herein created, see the southern division of the 
western district, in which a district court shall be and is hereby created. 
in each division there shall be held two terms of the district and circuit courts 
in each and e 
which there year. 
The times of holding said terms of court in the city of St. Louis, the city of 


Lawrence, New- 
the western dis- 
y, attach: 

istrict for circuit court purposes, and thatall other countiesin said 
southern division of the western district be, and they are hereby, attached to 
the eastern division of the western district for circuitcourt purposes, is- 
trict judges for the eastern and western districts of Missouri, each in the divis- 
ions of his proper d: and the circuit judges of the United States for the 
eighth judicial circuit, are hereby required to hold the courts aforesaid. Juries 
shall summoned for the courts nereng created as now provided by law for 
the summoning of juries in the said 


CONGRESSIONAL 


1458 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 7, 


Sec. 4. That hereafter all suits to be brought in the courts of the United States 
in Missouri, not of a local nature, shall be broughtin the division having juris- 
diction over the county where the defendants, or either of them, reside or may 
be found; but if there be more than one defendant, and a part of them reside 
in different divisions or districts of said State, the plaintiff may sue in either di- 
vision of either district where one of such defendants resides, and send dupli- 
cate writs to the other division or district directed to the marshal of said dis- 
trict, on which said writs shall be indorsed by the plaintiff or his attorney, that 
the same is a duplicate of the original writ sued out of the court of the proper 
division and district. rr ig berir = by the written consent of both parties or 

tramafectot to the court of either division or dis- 


be now ding or be instituted hereafter. All causes now pending in 
any of the courts in said eastern or western district, or any division thereof, 
i ies residing in some otherdivision hereby created, may remain and 


re to have the same transferred to the 
appropriate court of the division in which they reside, in which last event such 
Santee shall be applied for to the court of the division in which the cause is 
pending; and when a cause shall be ordered to be transferred,as above pro- 
vided, to a court in any other division it shall be the duty of the clerk of the 
court from which the transfer is made to carefully transmit to the clerk of the 
court to which the transfer is made the entire file O agg tl of the cause, and all 
documents and deposits in his court pertaining the: , together with a certified 
transcript of the record of all orders; se peapmec pers” i decrees, or other entries in 
the cause; and he shall also certify under seal of the court matae pepas sent 
are all which are on file in said court belonging to the cause, for the perform- 
ance of which duties said clerk so transmitting and certifying shall receive the 
same fees as now allowed by law for similar services, to be taxed in the bill of 
costs and regularly collected with the other costs of the cause; and such tran- 
script, when so certified and received, shall thenceforth constitute a part of the 
record of the cause in the court to which the transfer shall be made. 

Sec. 5. That there shall be appointed a clerk for each of said courts at Hanni- 
bal, Saint Joseph, City of Kansas, and Springfield, and each clerk shall bea resi- 
dent of the division in which the court of which he is clerkisheld; heshall rep 
an ofice, and the records, files, and documents pertaining to the court of h 
division, and he shall discharge all the duties and receive the fees required or 
allowed by law. And the marshalsand the district attorneys for the said east- 
ern and western judicial districts shall be the marshal and attorney respectively 
for the divisions for their respective district, and shall be allowed the same fees 
and be subject to the same duties and liabilities as vay be pouda by law; 

said districts shall be 


executed by him or his deputies upon the y or parties 
wherever found within his district; and marshal of each district shall keep 
an office andat least one general he iy ein kek the place of holding courts 
in each division, excepting the division in which he may himself reside, 

Sec. 6. That all causes and proceedings in law, equity, or bankruptcy now 
pending in any district or circuit court of the United States in the State of Mis- 
souri, where all the defendants (or plaintiffs, where the jurisdiction is derived 
from the residence of the plaintiffs) shall reside in either of the divisions in 
which courts are Benoy Eager Ar EAE PES be transferred to the court of the di- 
vision in which the defendants (or plaintiffs, where the jurisdiction is derived 
from their residence) reside; and the t er may be made in vacation or in 
term time. If made in vacation, an affidavit of all the ies defendant that 
they are resident in said division shall be filed, and ten days’ notice of the pur- 
pose and time of ponring ot said motion shall be given the wgiore pers et or his 
attorney of record; but if made in term time, then on motion and affidavit only. 
And the said circuit and district courts for said divisions shall have the same 
powers and jurisdiction, with the same right to parties to paver appealsand 
writs of error thereupon, as now pertain to the district and circuit courts for the 
said eastern and western judicial districts. All prosecutions for crimes and of- 
fenses, now pondiog in E of the courts of said eastern and western districts, or 
any division thereof, shall be terminated by final adjudication therein, and all 
such prosecution hereafter commenced l be commenced and prosecuted in 
the division where the offenses were committed. 

Sxc. 7. That before the judge shall fix the terms of courts at Saint Joseph he 
shall have satisfactory evidence that the county court of Buchanan County has 
provided and set apart forthe use of said courts a court-room, clerk’s office, mar- 
shal’s office, and attorney’s office, free of expense to the United States for rent 
therefor, to be used and occupied until the ing myer of the public building be- 
longing to the United States Government now in process of construction at said 
city of Saint J h, at which time the courts be held in said offices estab- 
lished in said public building; and before the judge shall fix the terms of courts 
at Hannibal he shall have sat ry evidence that the county court of Marion 
County has provided and set apart for the use of said courts a court-room, clerk's 
office, marshal’s office, and attorney’s office, free of expense to the United States 
for rent thereof, to be used and occupied until the pora piono of the public build- 
ing belonging to the United States Government now in process of construction 
at said city of Hannibal, at which time the courts shall be held and said offices 
established in said public one ne and before the court or judge shall fix the 
terms of said court at Springfiel he shall have satisfactory evidence that the 
county court of Greene nty has provided and set apart for the use of said 
court a court-room, clerk's ” *s office, and attorney’s office, free of 
expense to the United States for rent therefor, 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded on the motion to suspend 
the rules? 

Mr. BLAND. To save time, I ask that a second may be considered 
as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. .A second will be considered as ordered if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none, There are now thirty minutes 
for debate—fifteen minutes in favor of the motion, and fifteen against 
it. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BURNES] 
to control the time in support of the motion, and the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, in the State of Missouri there are at 
present three United States courts—one at Saint Louis, one at Jeffer- 
son City, and one at Kansas City. These three courts are on a line 
through the center of the State—one upon the eastern border, another 
upon the western border, and anotherin the center. That great State, 
embracing more than 70,000 square miles, lies to the right and the left 
of these courts. In the southwestern portion of the State there is no 
United States court; in the northeastern portion there is none; in the 
northwestern portion there is none. We, in support of the bill, think 
it best for the judges to go to the people at Saint Fasaani Hannibal, and 


Springfield to perform their judicial labors rather than that the peo- 
ple shall be dragged in many instances 200 miles for the purpose of 


paying obeisance to the judges, who in spite of their pretenses are 
servants and not masters of the people. This bill meets the ap- 
probation, I believe, of a large majority of the delegation from Mis- 
souri, and has also the sanction of the Judiciary Committee. We think 
that we are asking nothing unreasonable or unusual when we call upon 
our friends to sustain us in our wish to pass this bill, 

Asking only for equality of right and common justice, let me make a 
comparison: The State of Iowa on the north of us has six United 
States courts. The State of Ohio, a much smaller State, is divided, I 
believe, so that there are now several divisions of the United States 
courts in the two districts of that State. 

Mr. SENEY. Six. 

Mr. BURNES. I thank my friend from Ohio. We ask for but six 
in the State of Missouri; no more than Iowa, no more than Ohio, and 
I believe but little more, if any, than in the adjoining State of Kan- 
sas. I see nothing unreasonable in this proposition. Itis much more 
convenient and cheaper for the judges to go tothe people than for the 
people to go to the judges. Besides, their visits to their masters ma: 
save them from supercilliousness and prejudice in their conduct. e 
ask no extraordinary appropriation. 'The bill does not impose any ad- 
ditional burdens upon the Treasury nor increase the public expendi- 
iture; it does not create any additional judgship, but requires those 
in office to serve the people by going out of their slippers and gowns 
upon the public highways to be seen. I trust members of the House 
will agree to give Missouri these ordinary court facilities which are 
enjoyed by so many of the people of so many of Missouri’s sister 
States. I will reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. CLARDY. I wish to ask my colleague whether the substitute 
just read changes at all the division of the eastern judicial district, as 
stated in the original bill. 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir; the eastern district remains as in the 
original bill. The substitute divides the counties in the western dis- 
trict a little differently with regard to the different divisions. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Does it leave the eastern district un- 
changed? 

Mr. BURNES. Practically so. 

Mr. HEARD. Iwish to ask my colleague a question. The oy a 
nal bill affected the status of only two counties embraced in my 
trict—Polk and Dallas. I ask my colleague whether the substitute 
proposes to affect any other counties in my district. 

Mr. HATCH. It does not. 

Mr. BURNES. I think it does not. 

Mr. HATCH. It does not. 

Mr. HEARD. Then I desire to say that I shall vote for the bill. 
There are twelve counties in my Congressional district, one of which is 
now in the western judicial district of Missouri, the remaining eleven 
counties being in what is now the central district. This bill proposes 
to change two of those eleven counties lying on the southern border 
of my district, attaching them to the Springfield court. I have had no 
remonstrance from any of the people of my district against this change, 
while I have had petitions in favor of the proposition from the two 
counties sought to be affected by it. I shall therefore vote for the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] has 
eleven minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. BLAND, I desire to have read the memorial to the Congress of 
the United States, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


This memorial of the Bar Association of Jefferson City, Mo., to the Congress 
of the United States, ully represents : 

That the bill now pending for the establishment of additional Federal judicial 
districts in the State of Missouri (H. R. 2929) ought not to become a law for the 
following reasons: 

: oe there is no necessity for the creation of any new judicial districts 
n Missouri. 

2. Because there is not, has not been for many years past, and can not be for 
many years to come, any amount of legal business in the Federal courts sufli- 
cient to justify the creation of new districts in this State. 

3. Because the creation of such new districts would necessitate great addi- 
tional arpana by pan laisa J the renting of several additional court rooms and 
clerk’s offices and officers attendant upon the court, holding eight additional 
terms of court each year in the district, and also large additional jury fees and 
additional expenses for light, fuel, &c. 

4. Because the additional expenses imposed upon the district judge in travel- 
ing to so many pointsand remaining ateach in order to go throu the empty 
form of holding courts, would seriously diminish the salary, of which many are 
now complaining as insufficient. 

5. Because the reports of the clerks of the circuit and district courts, made to 
this association, show the following facts: 

That the total number of cases bode to the circuit court for the eastern divis- 
ion of the western district of Missouri for the past seven years, ending February 
6, 1886, is 709, of which 488 were for the collection of county and township bonds 
and coupons, a class of litigation which is practically at an end, for the reason 
that compromises have been effected with most of the counties, leaving 221 
cases of a miscellaneous character for the seven years, or about an average of 
31l cases a year; that the total number of cases ofall grades of offenses, brought 
to the district court for the eastern division of the western district of Missouri 
for the past four years is 422, or an average of about 105 a year; that the total 
number of days the district court was in session at its stated termsin the eastern 
division of the western district of Missouri for the past four years is 92, or an 
average of 23 daysa year. 

The foregoing being the number of cases brought to and the amount of busi- 
ness transacted in the circuit and district courts for the eastern division of the 
western district of Missouri, while composed of forty-three counties, as it now 


1887. 


is, what necessity, we respectfully ask, can there be for establ: additional 
courtsin the same territory, as pro} H. R. 2929, introduced b; . HatcH? 
from the records of said courts by the clerks 


The foregoing data is furni 
ereof, 


All of which is ully submitted. 
By order of the Jefferson City Bar Association. 


J. O. FISHER, Secretary. 
irr data herein set forth is correct as appears from the records in this office, 


H. C. GEISBERG, Clerk. 

Mr. BLAND. That is the information I find given in that memo- 
rial by the clerk of the circuit and district courts of Jefferson City. It 
shows the facts to be that the total number of cases brought to the cir- 
cuit court for the eastern division of the western district of Missouri 
for the past seven years, ending February 6, 1886, is 709, of which 488 
were for the collection of county and township bonds and coupons, a 
class of litigation which is practically at an end, for the reason that 
compromises have been effected with most of the counties, leaving 221 
cases of a miscellaneous character for the seven years, or about an aver- 

of 31 cases a year; that the total number of cases of all grades of 
offenses brought to the district court for the eastern division of the 
western district of Missouri for the past four years is 422, oran average 
of about 105 a year; that the total number of days the district court 
was in session at its stated terms in the eastern division of the western 
district of Missouri for the past four years is 92, or an average of 23 
daysa year. This is the exact condition of facts in this case. Every 
member of the Missouri delegation knows that the case referred to of 
county and township bonds are out of court to-day. Then what is the 
necessity except to gratify the ambition of a few aspiring towns and 
the gentlemen who represent those cities to have court-houses and cir- 
cuit courts held all over that State. For one, Mr. Speaker, I think it 
is time for this House and this Congress to call a halt to this character 
of legislation. 

A short time ago, Mr. Speaker, we passed a bill having for its object 
the curtailing of the jurisdiction of the Federal courts, and that is the 
demand of the people everywhere except on the part of corporations 
and monopolies, which ask Congress to extend their jurisdiction and to 
multiply courts for their own convenience. 

It is true this bill does not extend the jurisdiction of a Federal 
court, but it does enlist new communities and new advocates to main- 
tain their jurisdiction, for every city and every town and every neigh- 
borhood thatis favored orshall be favored by the location of these courts 
within their limits will become warm supporters of maintaining their 
continuance and increasing their jurisdiction instead of diminishing 
it. So that we are constantly passing bills here for the encouragement 
of the Federal judiciary in matters over which the States ought to 
have exclusive jurisdiction. What we ought to dois give these matters 
now in the Federal courts and over which the Federal courts assume 
jurisdiction back to the State courts and to the people of the States to 
be tried in their own counties and local communities and by their own 
juries. 

I fear my friend from the Hannibal district and my colleagues from 
the Springfield and Saint Joe districts, all thriving and ambitious towns, 
instead of demanding legislation to reduce and curtail the jurisdiction 
of those Federal courts, trying to have these courts established in their 
districts, and when they have accomplished the establishment of these 
Federal courts in their midst, it may be they will then begin to de- 
mand business for these courts in order to have some excuse for contin- 
uing them, and that they may be a benefit to those communities. In- 
stead of being strong advocates for the people’s rights in curtailing the 
jurisdiction of these courts, they will be warm advocates’ to maintain 
that jurisdiction, and we will find them opponents instead of friends. 

Mr. WADE. I should like to ask my colleague whether 75 per cent. 
of the business done at Jefferson City does not come from the town 
which asks for a district court at Springfield? 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman represents a flourishing town and I 
admire his zeal, but I do not think, Mr. Speaker, it is or ought to be 
the policy of Congress to multiply these courts in order to gratify the 
ambition of these thriving places or their representatives upon this 
= My colleague is hardly serious in his question, as it is not the 


I understand it has been stated that a maiority of the Missouri del- 
on is in favor of this bill. If I am correctly informed by those 
who tell me what they shall do in the matter, I believe a majority of 
the Missouri delegation would like to see this bill defeated. Itis use- 
less and unnecessary and it is not a step in the right direction. 

I yield now five minutes to my colleague, Mr. STONE. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, for a great many years there 
have been two Federal judicial districts in Missouri, known as the 
eastern and western districts. There are one hundred and fourteen 
counties in the State, exclusive of the city of Saint Louis, which has a 
separate government of itsown. There are thirty-eight counties and 
the city of Saint Louis in the eastern district, and seventy-six counties 
in the western. The courts in the eastern district have always been 
held at Saint Louis. Up to 1879 the courts for the western district 
had been held at Jefferson City, the capital of the State. 

By an act of Congress passed January 21, 1879, the western district 


A. M. HOUGH, President. 
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was divided into two nearly equal subdistricts, known as the eastern 
and western divisions of the western district. By the provisions of that 
act the courts for the eastern division were continued at Jefferson 
City, and Kansas City was designated as the place for holding courts in 
the western division. That gave the State three Federal district 
courts—one at Saint Lonis, on the eastern border, one at Kansas City, 
on the western border of the State, and one at Jefferson City, about 
preg inate between the other two and near the geographical center of 

e State. 

With those three places every section of the State is connected by 
railroads and water ways. Saint Louis and Kansas City are the great 
financial and commercial centers of the State, and to a greater or less 
extent of the adjacent States and Territories. With courts at the two 
great cities of the State and another at the capital, in the center of the 
State, it was thought we had courts enough until recently, when vari- 
ous local interests have been agitating an increase in the number. 
During the last and preceding Congresses, under the spur of local in- 
fluences, various bills were introduced to establish courts at different 
places. In the last Congress some of those influences—those repre- 
senting Hannibal, Saint Joseph, and Springfield—combined, and agreed 
on a bill establishing courts at those three points. That confederated 
influence reappears in this Congress, and it has prevailed on the learned 
Committee of the Judiciary to report favorably the joint bill. 

That bill divides the eastern district into two subdivisions, with one 
court at Saint Louis and another farther up the Mississippi River, at 
Hannibal. The western district is chopped up into four judicial 
splinters. Courts are continued at Jefferson City and Kansas City, and 
established at Saint Joseph and Springfield. Saint Joseph is some 50 
or 60 miles up the Missouri River, north of Kansas City. Springfield 
is southeast from Kansas City about 180 miles. 

I am opposed to this bill. The-proposed court at Springfield is for 
the accommodation of what is known as Southwest Missouri. There 
are some twenty-five or twenty-six counties comprising Southwest 
Missouri, eight of which are in my district. Those eight counties are 
northwest from Springfield; and Kansas City, the present place of hold- 
ing our courts, is still farther northwest. Only nine counties in the 
proposed district are east of Springfield. On the map they look well 
enough; but in point of fact they comprise the rough mountain region 
of Missouri. The Lot praetsese is sparse, and always will be, for the 
country is incapable of sustaining many people. According to the last 
census the population of those nine counties ranged from 4,404, the low- 
est, to 12,209, the highest, giving an average population to the nine 
counties of 8,434, while the average wealth was $743,860. Of course 
there has been some growth since then; but it has not been great. 

In 1884 the total vote cast in those nine counties was 16,649. By 
reckoning five of Lge rear to every voter there would be now an ag- 
gregate population of 83,245, and an average population of 9,249; which 
would be an average increase since the census was taken of only 815. 
This covers a territory somewhere from 80 to 100 miles east and west, 
by about the same distance north and south. The remainder of this 
proposed Springfield district lies west and north of Springfield, in the 
general direction of Kansas City. 

Now, take the eight counties of Southwest Missouri, embraced in my 
district, and we find that in 1884 those counties polled 40,232 votes, 
against 16,649 polled in the nine counties east of Springfield. Calcu- 
lated on the basis of one vote to five of population, the eight counties 
I represent have a total population of 201,160, as against 83,245in the 
nine counties east of Springfield; and the eight counties in my district 
have a present assessed valuation of over $40,000,000. 

Now, I have com the eight counties of my district embraced in 
what is called Southwest Missouri, ard which lie on the western bor- 
der, with the nine counties east of Springfield. But there are eight 
other counties lying between, including the county of Greene, in which 
Springfield is located. 

In 1884 those eight counties cast an aggregate vote of 26,231, which, 
on a basis of 1 vote to five people, represent a population of 131,155. 
If to that we add the 83,245 people in the nine counties east of Spring- 
field, we will have a total population in seventeen counties of 213,400, 
against 201,160 in the eight southwestern counties in my d or 
only an excess of 12,240. In other words, I represent on this floor one- 
half of the population and wealth of Southwest Missouri. 

Again, when this bill was reported from the committee, the clerks of 
the courts at Kansas City and Jefferson City made a full statement of all 
suits brought in those courts during the last six years, from which it 
appears that 216 suits of all kinds were brought from the eight coun- 
ties in my district, and only 123 from the other seventeen; and 66 of 
those 123 were from the county of Green alone—being mostly suits 
against that county on county bonds. So that in the other sixteen 
counties only 57 suits were brought by or against their citizens in six 
years—an average of barely more than 3 suits to the county ina period 
of six years. 

Mr. PAYSON. During how many years? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Since 1880, for a period of six years. 
Sir, in these six years, not exceeding three suits to the county have 
been brought from all of that territory in what is denominated the 
“Springfield district.” 
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Mr. WADE. You mean in the circuit court? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Now, this bill proposes to establish only district courts at Springfield, 
GaintJoseph, and Hannibal. There are to be no circuit courts at those 
points. 

The people in my district, which is the rich, prosperous, populous 
part of Southwest Missouri—for, as I have already shown, of the 
twenty-five counties in Southwest Missouri the eight in my district 
comprise one-half the wealth and population of the whole, and are 
the counties in which two-thirds of the judicial business of that region 
originates—object, as they have good reason to object, to have their busi- 
ness cut up in this manner. s 

Asit is now the circuit and district courts are held atthe same places 
and in the same buildings, and in point of economy, dispatch, and con- 
venience suitors will greatly suffer by separating the courts as proposed, 
A great many cases are certified to the circuit court by reason of the 
district judge’s interest in the cause, his inability to discharge the 
duties of his office, or something of that kind, or are taken up on cer- 
tiorari, appeals, and writs of error. Our courts are now all togetler; 
we are satisfied; and we have a right to object to so hurtful a change 
in our condition as the pending bill proposes, simply to gratify the 
ambitions of two or three pretentious towns. 

I know nothing about the sentiment in Northern Missouri; but in 
Southern Missouri, my colleague [Mr. BLAND] and myself, represent- 
ing fully two-thirds of the people, the wealth, and the business of that 
section, protest against this measure in behalf of both public and private 
economy, and of every material interest that should be potent here. 

But aside from the view which I have been urging, which is purely 
local to my section and entirely different from the conditions that gen- 
erally obtain, I place my opposition to this bill and all similar bills upon 
higher grounds. Iam sure, Mr. Speaker, the high esteem in which I 
hold my colleagues, who are joined like Siamese twins by this cord which 
linked them some years ago, would inspire me ordinarily to do any 
proper thing to advance their interest, and I oppose this bill on their 
account with some reluctance. 

But I oppose the measure on principle, because I am opposed to in- 
creasing the number of these Federal courts. I think it would be the 
part of greater wisdom and better statesmanship to go the other way, 
and reduce the number and curtail the jurisdiction of these courts. I 
am not the enemy of the Federal judiciary. Within its proper sphere 
it is an important and necessary factor in our form of Government. 
The Federal courts havedone and are capable of doing great good. 

A long list of great judges could be brought here into this arena— 
of men whose wisdom, learning, and patriotism have added much to 
the proudest pages in our history. The judiciary has been the subject 
of much splendid panegyric. We have been taught that every species 
of private right—that law and public order—find their greatest secur- 
ity in the the calm, conservative, deliberate judgments of the courts, 
and that when angry, intemperate partisanship sweeps the law-maker 
in its current, or when bold executive usurpation menaces the Consti- 
tution, and private right or the libertiesof the people are in peril from 
either or both, they take refuge and find security in the sanctuary of 
the courts. 

In all of that there is much of truth, but there may be also some- 
thing of exaggeration. In recent years the tendency of Federal judicial 
power has not been altogether for good. The old restraints and limi- 
tations of the Constitution, which are no less arbitrary in their appli- 
cation to the judiciary than to other co-ordinate branches of the Gov- 
ernment, have ceased to be as sacred in the minds of the judges as they 
once were. They have broken over here and there, and by a species of 
easy and generous constructior of the Constitution have spread their 
powers until they assume an almost universal jurisdiction. 

The old idea of strict construction is no longer a cardinal doctrine in 
our Federal courts. The whole tendency is the other way. The 
ancient constitutional doctrine, that all power not expressly or by nec- 
essary implication delegated to the Federal Government, was reserved 
to the States, is becoming obsolete in practice if not in theory. We 
are constantly drifting away from the old landmarks. We seem to 
forget that the Fed Government is the creature of the States. We 
seem to forget its origin, its constitutional nature, and the purposes of 
its creation. Sir, the union of the States was intended to be perpetual, 
and the united Government to be sovereign within the limits of its 
delegated powers. 

But inorganizing a common Government the States did not lose their 
own autonomy, or strip themselves naked of all the high prerogatives 
of sovereignty. The States, no less than the Federal Government, are 
supreme within their respective spheres. In dealing with foreign 
powers, in regulating intercourse between the States, in protecting 
those great interests which are common to all, the Federal Govern- 
ment is the sovereign. 

But within the limits of the State itself—touching the administration 
of its local affairs—the Federal authority has no lawful right togo. In 
that field the State is the exclusive sovereign. Under a true construc- 
tion of the Constitution there is no such thing as universal sovereignty 
in this country. Like God’s eternal planetary systems, whose revoly- 
ing harmonies are the wonder of the ages, this American republic is a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 7, 


system of sovereignties, each supreme in its own orbit, and held to- 
gether by the centripetal and centrifugal forces of constitutional law. 
That is the doctrine of the fathers; that is the rock upon which this 
Union was built; that is the original and true doctrine, and the one 
upheld inthe golden age of American jurisprudence and statesmanship. 

Between the common Government and the States there should be 
mutual respect, and the rights of each should be observed and enforced. 
And that was the rule in the good old days when the name of Jefferson 
was a power in this country, and his interpretation of the Constitution 
an authority. Then the private citizen saw but little of the Federal 
Government. He rarely came in contact with it. He loved his flag, 
and was willing to peril his life for its honor. He loved the Union, for 
in it he felt there was strength and security. He loved the Con- 
stitution, for it was the bond of brotherhood between the States. 
Beyond the domain of his own State, on Jand or sea, he felt he was 
under the eye of Federal power and that its arm was extended to pro- 
tect him. But at home, while he bowed before the lawful authority 
of the common government, he felt that his security rested with the 
sovereign power of his State. But in recent years we have been drift- 
ing into othercurrents of thought and practice. The constellation of 
State sovereignties is waning, and the star of centralization is rising 
luminous towards the meridian of universal sovereignty. Federal 
power has grown enormously in the last quarter of a century. The 
dignity and importance of State governments are falling away before 
the ever-increasing augmentation of Federal power. 

State Legislatures have been scattered at the point of the bayonet 
and governors deposed by the President’s mandate on his own impeach- 
ment, In a multitude of ways—aggressive, startling, offensive—the 
Federal Government has manifested a lofty contempt of State author- 
ity. Thirty years ago a Federal official was a rare bird in country 
neighborhoods. To-day they swarm like black bats in the ghostly cor- 
ridors of the Catacombs. They are everywhere—arrogant, obtrusive, 
and often insolent. The supreme right of suffrage—that highest pre- 
rogative of citizenship—must be exercised now under the supervision 
of a deputy marshal. 

The States can not be trusted to enforce the laws and maintain the 
public peace, nor the people trusted to conduct their own election to 
choose their own officers. The ballot-box must pass under the espion- 
age of the Federal constabulary, so that the people may not cheat each 
other or defraud their own Government, Such isthe tendency of the 
times. What have these courts, where we have been taught the Con- 
stitution is sure of brave defense, been doing? Have they stood stal- 
wart in the breach, or drifted timidly with thetide? They have done 
neither. They have been leading the way in all these desperate as- 
saults upon the sovereignity of the States. 

I repeat, the old doctrine of strict construction has fallen into disre- 
pute. New and arbitrary rules of construction have been introduced, 
by which the powers of the courts have been vastly augmented and 
their jurisdiction enlarged. They are constantly encroaching upon 
the judiciary of the States. They have multiplied in number and 
grown in power until they are felt like aliving presence in every neigh- 
borhood. The volume of their business is increasing enormously—an 
increase which can not be ascribed altogether to the growth of our in- 
dustrial and commercial interests—for it consists largely of a character 
of litigation which in former times was adjudicated almost wholly in 
the courts of the States. 

The State courts are giving way before the march of the Federal ju- 
diciary. They are being supplanted. They are treated as inferior tri- 
bunals. By mandamus certiorari, changes of venue, the Federal courts 
are fast absorbing the judicial business of the country. And why not, 
since they assume a mastery over the courts of the State, and a supe- 
rior right to direct and control the machinery of local government ? 
Why not, when the very officers of a State court and all the official 
personnel of the State must yield their first obedience to the Federal 
mandate. Twenty-five years ago a Federal court issued a writ of man- 
damus to a State officer for the first time in the history of this Govern- 
ment. 

Twenty years ago it was held for the first time in the history of this 
Government, against the dissenting opinions of three of the ablest 
judges then on the bench, including Chief-Justice Chase, that a United 
States circuit court had the right by mandamus to compel a State offi- 
cer to perform an act, which he had been previously forbidden to do 
by an injunction from a court of the State. And so they have gone 
on in this direction, step by step, bending the stubborn restraints of 
the Constitution to suit their lordly will, until to-day they assert the 
right to control and direct almost at pleasure the executive and judi- 
cial officers of a State, and to visit summary punishment for disobedi- 
ence of their mandates, 

Not many months ago the judges of the county court—a court of 
record—of Cass County, Missouri, were commanded by the United 
States court to do an act, the ultimate effect of which they believed and 
decided would be in contravention of the laws of the State, and when 
they refused to violate the laws they had sworn to observe and enforce, 
and thus become instruments for oppressing the people whose servants 
they were, they were arrested, dragged from their homes to the capital 
of the State, and cast into a common jail. There they counted the 
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weary hours through weeks and months, holding enforced companion- 
ship with pickpockets, garroters, and men on whose souls ‘‘ was the 
everlasting stain of blood;’’ while the governor and the supreme court 
of the State were within hailing distance, yet powerless to succor, for 
one little old Federal judge, bigger than all the State, stood in the 
pathway to rescue. 

The prison scene was photographed and reproduced in Harper’s 
Weekly. It is a very suggestive picture—those high officers and hon- 
ored citizens of the great commonwealth languishing in a common 
jail—old men with gray beards, recalling the Prisoner of Chillon, gaz- 
ing through iron gratings at the Capitol within whose walls the laws 
were made for obeying which they suffered that indignity. Such 
scenes haye become common in Missouri. 

The officers of the State in Lafayette, Cass, Saint Clair, and other 
counties have been arrested, or become fugitives to escape imprison- 
ment, for the grave crime of enforcing the laws of their State. Only 
last summer one of the judges of the Saint Clair County court, follow- 
ing his oWn judicial interpretation of the laws of his State, and deny- 
ing the right of a Federal court to supervise and direct the judicial 
functions of his court, refused to obey the mandate of a Federal judge. 
A marshal was sent to arrest him, and he fled to escape imprisonment. 
For weeks a whole brigade of deputy marshals and hired detectives 
swarmed throughout that whole region in search of him. His home, 
where he left his wife and children, was invaded at all hours, both 
day and night. Vehicles were stopped upon the highways and 
searched, F 

A number of citizens who furnished food to the family of the fugi- 
tive, and others whose only offense was to express sympathy for the 
officer and to denounce in private conversation the methods employed 
by the Federal courts and its officers, were arrested and draggefl away 
to answer for contempt. For months this terrorism is continued. At 
last the judge surrendered himself, and I suppose is this very hour in 
a prison cell. 

Mr. Speaker, with all these infamous outrages against my own peo- 
ple fresh upon me, I have some right to speak with feeling upon this 
question. 

Early in January I introduced a bill in this House limiting the ju- 
risdiction of Federal courts so that these extraordinary and unconsti- 
tutional powers they have been exercising should be forbidden by ex- 
press enactment; and I mean no offense to the learned Committee on 
the Judiciary when I say I think they would better subserve a great 
public demand and the best interests of the country if they should 
report a bill tending to restrain and restrict these courts, instead of one 
to increase their number. 

This may be old-fogyism, bourbonism, or what you will. But Istand 
for the old Constitution, as it came fresh from the hands of the great 
men who fashioned it. I stand for the national sovereignty in national 
affairs and State sovereignty in local affairs. And I would to God that 
every Representative in this House would meet me here upon common 
ground, with greater love for our local governments, and stand in the 
pathway of centralization and the encroachments of Federal power in 
whatever form it comes. 

But I am free to confess I have little hope of meeting much response 
from this Congress. I have seen too many such measures go through 
this House, and I presume the pending bill will march triumphantly 
along the same pathway. But I shall stand against it, and resist it 
with such force as I possess, so that my conscience shall stand acquit- 
ted though I may wholly fail of achievement. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] has 
eleven minutes of the time remaining. 

Mr. BURNES. Iyield one-half of my time to my colleague [Mr. 
HATCH]. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, it is only necessary to say in reply to 
the memorial which has been read at the suggestion of my colleague 
[Mr. BLAND], and the statement of the clerks of these different courts 
commented upon by my colleague [Mr. STONE], that the Bar Associa- 
tion of Jefferson City, where that Federal court now exists, have of 
course naturally protested against and persistently fought this measure 
for the establishment of a court anywhere else in the State. 

They were just as much opposed to establishing a court at Kansas 
City, and fought it as vigorously. It is simply taking away a part of 
the bread and butter of the Jawyers who signed that memorial, and 
that is all there isin it. But Jefferson City happens to be in the very 
heart of the district represented by my distinguished friend and col- 
league [Mr. BLAND], and of course he is opposed to any more courts in 
the State of Missouri; and every single one of the clerks of these courts 
and every one of these local deputy marshals has been deluging Con- 
gress since the beginning of the Forty-sixth Congress in order to make 
ae capital against this bill simply in the interests of their own pock- 
e 

But, Mr. Speaker, what are the facts in connection with the matter? 
We ask the House to divide the eastern district of the State of Missouri 
and establish a court in it over a stretch of territory extending from 
the Iowa line to the Arkansas border in that State. That proposition 
has three several times received the approval of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of this House, and in the Forty-seventh Congress when it was 


reported this statement was given in its support. Now listen a mo- 
ment: 


In re to the northern division of the eastern district the following facts 
are co $ 

It embraces seventeen counties; contains 9,470 square miles; 3,627,100 acres 
of improved lands besides 1,537,759 acres of woodland, forest, and other unim- 
proved farm lands, supporting a population of 302,963. 

It embraces a on noted for its rich and varied agricultural products, as 
the following tables taken from the census reports of 1880 will show: 


| Number of 
acres. 


Production. 


The magnitude of the territory embraced in the proposed northern division 
and the necessity of the proposed legislation become the more apparent when 
compared with the following tables: It contains 9,470 square miles, while the 
State of Connecticut has 4,990; Delaware, 2,050; Massachusetts, 8,315; New 
Jersey, 7,815; Rhode Island, 1,250; New Hampshire, 9,305. 

It contains 302,993 population, while the State of Delaware has 146.608; Rhode 
Tsland, 276,531; Florida, 269,493 ; Colorado, 194.327; Nevada, 62,266; Oregon, 174,- 
768: and New Hampshire and Vermont but a fraction more, the former having 
846,991 and the latter 332,286. It is very much Jarger in population than any one of 
the Territories, as will appear by the following table: Dakota, 135,177; Utah, 
143,963; Wyoming, 20,789; Washington, 75,116; New Mexico, 119,565; Idaho, 


32,610; Montana, 39,159. 
that two terms of the circuit and 


The city of Hannibal, where it is pro 
district court of the United States shall held annually, is the largest city in 


population, and the commercial emporium of the proposed northern division, 
and also the center of the railroad system of the northeastern part of the State, 
It has direct railroad communication with every county seat in the seventeen 
counties except two, and all of the principaltowns. Shelbyville, morogni seat 
of Shelby County, is six miles north of the Hannibal and Saint Joseph Railroad, 
and Monticello, the county seat of Lewis County, is six miles north of the Quincy, 
Missouri and Pacific branch of the Wabash. It is sit on the west bank of 
the Mississippi River, and in addition to railroad facilities has the advantage of 
steamboat and packet lines. 

We insert these facts as illustrative of much that can be said for each division 
provided for, and will not cumber the report with similar statistics of each one, 

This division of the State therefore is larger in territory than five of 
the States of this Union which are mentioned in this report. It is larger 
in population than any single Territory of the United States where 
Federal courts now exist, 

Mr. BLAND. And will not the gentleman also admit that only 
thirty days in the year are required for the transaction of all the judi- 
cial business of the district? 

Mr. HATCH. No, sir. Iam talking of the eastern division of the 
State, and I say that Judge Treat’s court is in session two-thirds or 
three-fourths of the time; practically in session all the year. 

Mr. BLAND. Iam not talking of Saint Louis, but of the district 
proposed to be divided by this bill. 

Mr. HATCH. No; I am not talking about Southwest Missouri. 
We have had enough of that too, and my colleague [Mr. STONE] and 
my colleague [Mr. WADE] can talk about Southwest Missouri. I am 
talking about Northeast Missouri, which is larger than five of the 
States of the Union, and having a larger population than any Territory. 
And is it to be said that such a country as that, with a railroad through 
every single county in the division, shall not have a Federal court sim- 
ply because the bar of Jefferson City and the clerks and deputy mar- 
shals want to keep up the fees and make our people travel 150 to 300 
miles to court and then travel back to the northeast after being half 
starved at Jefferson City, which is one of the poorest places in the 
State to get anything to eat; they are kept there, as I say, on half 
rations till they have got every dollar taken from them, and are then 
compelled to walk home. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. I think my colleague [Mr. HATCH] when he comes 
there always gets something good to eat and always goes away looking 
fatter and better than when he came, [Laughter.] These attacks 
upon Jefferson City are made when my‘time is exhausted and I can not 
reply. 

Mr. HATCH. When time shall gratify the ambition of my friend 
by putting him in that capacious mansion as governor of the State, I 
hope he will not only havea good bill of fare at the governor’s mansion, 
but that he will improve it atthe hotels. Ifhe does he will have taken 
one step in the right direction. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURNES. This is not a matter concerning which there should 
be any misunderstanding or any feeling. The issue is simply a plain 
business proposition involving public convenience. My esteemed friend 
from the Jefferson City district is not, in his argument quite as fair 
as is his usual custom, for he takes up the question and considers it as 
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if the bill proposed to extend the jurisdiction of the United States 
courts. ‘That question is not involved and has nothing to do with this 
guished gentleman in his effort merely to 

this 


bill, The distin 

his duty to a small portion of his constituents seems to oppose 

bill on the ground that he is opposed in general to United States courts; 
but he has such a court at Jefferson City, and the love of its advantages 
and conveniences drives the boarding-house keepers in that place to in- 
sist upon his denying to others equality of right thereto. 

The people of Jefferson City are very charming; but their necessities 
are numerous and great, The bar association of that place, like the 
bar, has become a ghastly joke. The barassociation of Jefferson City! 
Will wonders never cease? 

Professor Parsons, in Harvard law school, gave his class one morning 
an illustration of the absolute barrenness of the ‘“‘absolute rights of per- 
sons’’ as defined by Blackstone, saying that he once read a book en- 
titled Wolves in Iceland, and the first paragraph declared ‘‘there are 
no wolves in Iceland.” So of the bar association of Jefferson City, sub- 
stantially. There is no bar association of Jefferson City—I had almost 
said there is no bar in Jefferson City. 

Jefferson City, it must be stated, is a very small town. If it were 
not the capital of the State and the site of the penitentiary it would 
be the solitary and unbroken abode of innocuous desuetude; for bus- 
iness or industrial pursuit there would be as profitless as on alone rock 
in the vast center of the t sea. 

But there are hash-houses there—and hash-houses; they demand the 
able and distinguished Representative of that district to protect them 
from the loss they may sustain if they should lose the patronage of the 
few witnesses, jurors, and lawyers whom the exigencies of the meager 
docket, which has been described, require semi-annually to attend. 

Of course there is but little business on the docket of the Jefferson 
City court. Why should there be any? But ask my esteemed col- 
league, who so ably represents the Kansas City district, as to the busi- 
nesson the docket at Kansas City. You will findin hisresponse that the 
courtis in session almost continually. Ask my otheresteemed colleague 
from Saint Louis [Mr. O'NEILL]—the life and light of the House—as 
to the volume of business in the court of Saint Louis. You will hear 
in response that the court is crowded all the year round with lawyers, 
litigants, jurors, and witnesses, many of whom have to travel several 
hundred miles from their homes in order to obey the process of the 
court and discharge their professional or public duties. 

But my friend representing the Jefferson City district, whose district 
lies in that part of Central Missouri south of the Missouri River, was 
born, Congressionally, to a better estate. It was a sort of ‘Cesarian 
operation’? that delivered Cole County into his jurisdiction and made 
him feel that it was his duty to compel unwilling citizens to sojourn 
beneath the scrubby oak and dwarfed pine growing doubtfully on the 
yellow clay of that inhospitable soil. Tostop the ‘' hash-house’’ busi- 
ness of Jefferson City, or in the slightest to diminish it, will create more 
commotion in that city than ever agitated the Ephesians in their manu- 
facture of wooden gods. 

But my distinguished colleague sees no necessity for courts at Saint 
Joseph, Hannibal, or Springfield. He sees no public demand for them. 
Of course not; why should he? Jefferson City can not see beyond her 
municipal limits. The public demand for these courts is notin Jeffer- 
son City, nor with the alleged barristers of its bar association. Go to 
the great communities of the State—to Saint Lonis, solid, great, and 
grand city of the great valley in which the seat of empire and the center 
of commerce are now recognized throughout the world, if you would 
learn of the public wants. Go to Kansas City, marvel of p: and 
incarnate spirit of enterprise, if you would seek more knowledge of Mis- 
souri than we or the ableand distinguished Representative of that city 
on this floor can give you. My distinguished colleague [Mr. O'NEILL], 
representing a city of more than half a million of people, can be de- 
pended upon for a knowledge of the popular will. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit me for a 
moment? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Two years ago there was a strong pro- 
test from my city against the bill then presented. The present bill, I 
am informed, has’ been shorn of many of the features then deemed ob- 
jectionable. I presume the present bill isnot obnoxious to my people, 
~ I nare not up to the present hour received a single protest against 

is bill. 

Mr. BURNES. I might add, the gentleman from Saint Louis will 
be found voting for the bill. 

May I not safely conclude that my distinguished and esteemed col- 
league from the Jefferson City district, in the faithful discharge of his 
duty to a portion of his forlorn constituents, has found some demand 
for these courts in the public estimate. Saint Louis is not objecting, 
and that city represents a large and respectable portion of the State. 
Kansas City is not objecting, and that city represents a large and re- 
spectable portion of the State. Saint Joseph, the third city in the 
State, and-making rapid strides to pre-eminence, and the people all 
around in the districts of my colleagues from the second and third dis- 
tricts, as well as in my own, are earnestly demanding these courts. 
Hannibal, the fourth city of the State, and Springfield and the great 


southwest joining hands in support of this bill ought to inspire some 
slight belief that the demand was general and popular in Missouri. 
But poor old Jefferson City, with its ‘‘ bar association” and its meager 
court docket, is fighting for its ‘‘ hash-houses’’ and contending against 
equality of right in court business with three great quarters of the 
State, and while doing so painfully aware that the capital of the State 
must very soon be remoyed elsewhere. 

If senators and representatives now in session at Jefferson City rep- 
resenting the t communities interested in this bill should come to 
understand the selfish and unjustifiable wrongs that Jefferson City and 
its ‘‘bar association’’ would inflict upon them, the capital-removal 
question would have at once irresistible reinforcements. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman knows, or ought to know, that the 
present Legislature has recently voted that proposition down. 

Mr. BURNES. Yes; but the General Assembly is still in session. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 184, noes 3. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BLAND, and the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, Mr. BURNES, to act as tellers, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 184, noes 2. 

So (more than two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the motion 
was agreed to, and the bill was passed. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS—JUDGES’ SALARIES. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee of the Whole 
House ðn the state of the Union be from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 6) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the 
United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other pur- 

; and I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the salaries of the several ju of the district courts 
of the United States shall hereafter be at the rate of $5,000 per annum. 

Sec. 2. That no person related to any justice or judge of any court of the 
United States by affinity or consanguinity, within the degree of first cousin, 
shall be appointed by such court or sedge te or employed by such court or judge 
are or duty in any court of w such justice or judge may be a mem- 

r, . 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. SENEY. I shall ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded ? 

» Mr. SENEY. I demand a second. 

TheSPEAKER. If asecond is ordered debate will be in order and 
the report can be read in the time of some gentleman. 

Mr. BAYNE, I ask unanimous consent that a second be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. OATES. I object. à 

The SPEAKER. Objection ismade. The Chair will appoint to act 
as tellers the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] and the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY]. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 122, noes 52. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it and there is a second, Under 
the rules thirty minutes are allowed for debate; fifteen minutes in sup- 
port of the motion and fifteen minutes in opposition to it. 

The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] to control the time in support of the motion, and the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] to control the time in opposition to it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this is a Senate bill which has been 
passed by the Senate almost unanimously, as I understand, and has 
been reported to the House by the majority of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. Its purpose is to equalize the salaries of the judges of the district 
courts of the United States. It appears that there is but one such judge 
who receives a salary of $5,000, the judge for the district of California. 
The next highest salary paid is to the judge of the district of Lo 
$4,500 a year. Then come ten judges whoare paid $4,000 a year each. 
Three of these are in New York State, two in Pennsylvania, onein Massa- 
chusetts, onein New Jersey, one in Maryland, onein Southern Ohio, and 
one in Northern Illinois, Then there are forty-four judges who receive 
$3,500 ayeareach. Theanomaly of thesituation is thatthereare judges 
in various parts of the country doing infinitely more work than thosein 
other sections, yet receiving a less salary; and, in view of the salaries 
paid by the States to their judiciary, it seems to be a niggardly policy 
on the part of the United States to pay the judges of these district courts 
so meagerly. 

Another anomaly of the present situation is that one of the judges of 
the district of Illinois, for instance, gets a salary of $3,500 a year, while 
the judge of the other district of Illinois gets $4,000 a year, and yet I 
am told that the one who gets but $3,500 has more onerous duties to 
perform than the one who gets $4,000. It is needless for me to say to 
a body like this that members of the United States judiciary ought to 
receive at least such a compensation as will enable them to live upon 
their salaries. It is unfair of this Government to place the judicial po- 
sitions that are within the gift of the President beyond the reach of all 
who are not men of means. Now, if a salary of $5,000 a year be al- 
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lowed it will enable a man, whether hehas means or not, to such 
a position and to maintain his family upon his salary; but as it isnow, 
there is no temptation to anybody to accept such a position. On the 
contrary, there are good reasons why those who are not men of means 
should decline them, because the salary is insufficient for the support 
of the judges and their families. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And they are not permitted to engage 
in other business. 

Mr. BAYNE. As suggested by my friend from Iowa, they are not 
permitted to engage in any other business, nor should they engage in 
any other business; they should receive an adequate salary, on which 
they could live respectably, and I think that Congress should not hesi- 
tate to grant it. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania has ten minutes 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. SENEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to make the salaries 
of the United States district court judges uniform at $5,000 per year. 
Under the law now in force one of the district judges gets a salary of 

,000 a year; another gets $4,500; ten of them get salaries of $4,000, 
and forty-five are paid $3,500 each, In view of the fact that these sal- 
aries were fixed some seventeen or eighteen years ago, and that the Re- 
publican party so long had in their own hands the power to raise them 
if they saw proper to do so, it seems to me a little strange that it has 
not been done. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Has not the country been growing in 
business and wealth during these eighteen years? 

Mr. SENEY. The country has been growing in business; and the 
men who now sit on the Federal bench have been growing in years. 
My information is that the great body of them are now of such age that 
they may retire now under the law on their salaries; but many of them 
are looking forward to the passage of this bill in order that they may 
retire at an increased salary. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Only a very small percentage of them. 

Mr. SENEY. That is one of the reasons why I am opposed to the 
increase of these salaries. 

Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit me right 


Mr. SENEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to say that the salaries allowed to these 
judges have been growing more and more valuable all the time. The 
salary of a judge will purchase to-day about twice as much as it would 


ten years 
It costs a judge twice as much to live as it did ten 


ago. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 
ears ago. 

Mr. SENEY. I regard the office of a district judge of the United 
States as one of the most lucrative and desirable in the public service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. At the present 

Mr. SENEY. At the present salary of $3,500 there is no office in 
the public service more desirable or lucrative. We hear of very few 
Federal judges who resign. Occasionally one dies. From these facts 
it would appear that the t the men who hold these places are quite content 
to hold them at the salaries which they are now receiving. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Two United States judges in the 
circuit in which I live—J udge Dillon aud Judge McCrary—have re- 
signed. 

A MEMBER. To become attorneys for railroad companies. 

Mr. STORM. And we can not pass any bill tie meh men large 
enough salaries to induce them to remain on the bench when a railroad 
company is competing against the Government for their services. 

Mr. SENEY. I think that the salaries now received by these judges 
will compare favorably with the salaries paid to the judges serving 
under State authority. I think that the average of the salaries paid 
in the States to nisi prius judges is about $3,000, so that the salaries 
paid to these Federal judges are $500 in excess of that average. I 
think they are also in excess of the average salaries paid to the gov- 
ernors of the various States. You may go through the entire list, and 
I think you will find that there are no officers in the public service who 
get more for the labor they perform than do the district judges of the 
United States. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And they have a life tenure. 

Mr. SENEY. Iam aware that in some districts there is a large 
amount of business, and the duties imposed upon these judges are oner- 
ous and exacting. But I am not informed that the judges in general 
are overworked. Ifany of them are not content with the salaries now 
paid, the plain and easy course is for them to resign their places, and 
give to others who are willing to fill them the opportunity they have 
so long been denied. I will undertake to put upon the Federal bench 
the best legal talent of this country at a salary of $3,500. If any one 
of the gentlemen now on the district court bench should resign, I am 
quite sure that many of the best lawyers in any one of the States 
would be asking at the hands of the present Executive a nomination to 
the vacant place. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the increase of these salaries because 
I am unwilling to impose upon the people of this country an additional 
burden in the shape of taxation. They already bear enough. The 


(ee craks dat Genco chal be pledged to the people that taxes shall 
reduced; that there shall be no unnecessary increase in the number 
or salaries of Federal officials. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the residue of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Brace]. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to putting excessive tax- 
ation upon the people, and am in favor of relieving them whenever I 
can. I have voted repeatedly in this House to consider that question. 
I believe my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. S—NEY] had the 
honor to vote the other way. 

I am opposed to raising the salaries of political offices. This is all 
that our people ask of us. Ihave the honor to live in a judicial dis- 
trict that has upon its bench, as one of its brightest ornaments, a young 
man who in the discharge of his official duties as judge of that district 
sits almost uninterruptedly from the 1st day of January to the 31st 
day of December in each year. 

I am told by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] he can resign if 
he does not like it. I can say to him if that judge been permitted 
to follow his own inclination he would have resigned years ago. But 
he did not resign, at the request of the bar and those having business 
in his court, because we assured him the time would come when offi- 
cers like him, who devoted their time in the discharge of their judicial 
duties properly, and who did them with credit to the State and bar as 
he had done, would have their claims heard in Congress, and provision 
would be made for him. 

He lives in the little town of Racine, unable to move to the city 
where his court is held because he has not the means to buy a home 
in Milwaukee. And therefore he occupies his own homestead in the 
little town where he lives, and goes, and comes every morning and 
evening to attend to the duties he has to discharge. 

It may be from time to time during the season there may be two 
weeks, or three weeks, or four weeks he is not called upon by active 
business in his own court. Then he is called to go to Chicago to help 
share the burdens of Judge Blodgett, the judge of that district, who is 
overloaded, and can not by working every day in the year bring up his 
sae He kindly comes down and shares the labor of his brother 
ju 

There are two districts where, to my own personal knowledge of the 
men, they do as much, or more, as any circuit judge in the United 
States, and I would not cut them down because, forsooth, you may find 
some other district which has an incompetent judge, or some other dis- 
trict which has not sufficient business to occupy the attention of the 
judge. If such cases as those present themselves it is the duty of the 
Judiciary Committee to prepare a bill which will grade the judges, 
when we find discrimination exists and men are receiving larger salary 
under this bill than perhaps they ought to receive. 

Now, when we have given us a Senate bill, and we have an opportu- 
nity to reach those men who earn their money, and more too, men as 
able as any lawyer at the bar who earns thousands where they get hun- 

dreds, I say we ought not to hesitate under any little plea of economy. 

Thepoon ple do not want economy in thatdirection. They want economy, 

ve said, in political offices. ‘They do not ask for economy which 

will deprive them of men on the bench who stand at the head of the 

bar in the districts over which they preside—men in whom they have 

confidence—men whom suitors know when their cases are submitted 

to them they will be fairly tried, justice will be honestly administered, 

and the law will be the guide and rule of action. Let us remember 

those men, and let us try to pass this bill notwithstanding the cry of 
economy. 

I will yield now to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I am op to this bill in part for the 
reason the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. BRAGG] has given why he 
is in favor of it. If there is a necessity to increase the salarys of any 
of those judges on account of the large amount of work they have to 
perform that is an argument simply in favor of a bill grading their 
salaries and compensating them in accordance with the amount of work 
they do. But, sir, these instances are but exceptions to the rule. 
There are some judges, as the gentleman from Wisconsin has stated, 
who are employed all the year round and who have little or no time for 
rest or relaxation. That is simply an argument why those particular 
men should have their salaries increased, but itis not a good reason for 
increasing the salaries of all the other judges. Many of themare not 
employed for more than two months in a year, and because one or two 
or a half dozen judges are employed all the year round is no reason why 
all the others who are not thus employed should have their salaries in- 
creased to $5,000 a year. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Canthegentleman state whether any judgeincluded 
in this bill does not sit more than two months in the year? 

Mr. OATES. Take the little State of Nevada with 62,000 people, the 
judge there does not sit thatlong. Heisagood man, and no doubt could 
realize three times the amount of his salary at his profession, but he pre- 
fers the judgship. There is no hardship forced a apon him. I speak of 
Judge Sabin in illustration, because I am his friend. 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In my district the judges do not get 
two months’ recreation in a whole year. They have to hold circuit as 
well as district courts. 

Mr. OATES. That is the fault of the circuit judge. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the circuit judge has an empire 
to preside over. 

Mr. OATES. I must decline further interruption, as I have but a 
moment of time. I agree with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] 
that the office of United States district judge at a salary of $3,500 a 
year is a very desirable office. His term is for life or during good be- 
havior, and when he reaches the age of seventy years he can retire and 
still draw his salary. Thereis no compulsory service; they can resign 
if they do not like it. 

Thegeneral complaint of nearly all officers and employés of the Gov- 
ernment is that their salaries are too low. Mr. Speaker, but few die, and 
none resign on account of the salary being too small. It is said that 
the best lawyers can not afford to take a district judgeship at $3,500 a 
year. I know of but few who would refuse it ifit were tendered to them. 
Sir, Ido not concur in the opinion of those who hold that the best law- 


yers make the best judges. Some remarkably successful practitioners | ju 


have, when elevated to the bench, made very ordinary judges, while 
many men who were considered quite ordinary lawyers—almost com- 
plete failures as practitioners—have greatly distinguished themselves 
on the bench. 

Sir, I deny the assertion that the best lawyers—as the most success- 
ful practitioners are always called—make the best judges. A judge 
who esteems himself wiser in the law than any of the lawyers who 
practice before him is too dogmatic to hear with patience and duly 
weigh the arguments adduced on each side of the question to be de- 
cided. The ablest advocates are the enthusiasts who see no other than 
the side of the cause they espouse. 

This country is governed by the people, and while the majority of 
them may go wrong, may be temporarily swayed by false clamor or the 
want of a clear understanding of the question in hand, yet their in- 
stitutions which have stood the test of time and met their approval 
may safely be taken as a clear indication of the popular will. None 
of the State judges except in New York and some of the old, wealthy, 
and populous States of the East are paid large salaries. 

The salaries ot the judges in all the other States—in nine-tenths of 
the States of the Union—range from $1,600 in Virginia to $4,000 in 
California, so that the average may be fairly estimated at $3,000 per 
annum, This, then, may be taken as a fair expression of the general 
opinion of the American people as to the amount of salary a judge 
should ordinarily receive. Gentlemen must remember that the salary 
attached to a judicial office is not the only allurement to the lawyer; 
the power and honor it confers are much more esteemed than the salary. 
The State judge holds but for a term of years—usually about six— 
when he has to run the gauntlet of a re-election, yet in every State, 
with an annual salary of $3,000, there are always men of fine judicial 
capacity anxious to obtain a judgeship. How much more acceptable 
to such aspirants would be a United States district judgeship with its 
higher salary and life tenure? 

The tendency of this bill is to dwarf the judiciary of the States and 
heighten the desire of mere salary-seekers to obtain these Federal 
judgeships. What if they do have to work the year round? How 
many millions of less fortunate men have to do the same thing for less 
than half the salary a judge receives? The purity, ability, and dignity 
of our Federal judiciary does not depend upon the amount of salary 
they receive, but upon their conduct as judges. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SENEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. McMinn]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio has very 
truly said that the salaries of the district judges are already up to the 
average of the salaries paid by the Government for all other services 
performed for the people of this country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. About the average. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And in verification of that fact I wish to call the 
attention of the House to this point, that in three States of this Union 
your governors, who work from one year’s end to the other, and when 
they go out of office at the end of their terms retire to private life with- 
out any life pay, such as the judges receive on retirement, yet they re- 
ceive but $1,000 a year. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the governors work most of the 
time at politics. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not care what he may do while there, that 
is the compensation he gets; and I ask the gentleman does he claim that 
there is no politics in the judges? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do, sir; I have never been able to 
find anything of the kind in a judge. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman’s experience has been different 
from that of some others. Rhode Island gives her governor $1,000 a 
year; New Hampshire $1,000, and also Michigan. Oregon and Ver- 
mont pay $1,500; Delaware, $2,000; the State of Maine, $2,500; Ne- 
braska, $2,500; West Virginia, $2,700; the nine governors of the Terri- 


tories get $2,600 each, and out of all of the States and Territories there 
are only fifteen who pay their governors more than $4,000 a year. 
_ Now if there are particular instances where there are hardships or 
inequalities of salary owing to an excess of work done by the judges, 
let us remedy that. But will any man claim that all of the judges 
do the same amount of work and are entitled to the same salary ? 

It should not be forgotten also that the retired-pay of a judge is a 
great deal, while other officials when they retire to private life must 
support themselves. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But they can engage in any kind of 
private business; there is nothing to prevent it, even while holding 
office. But with a judge this is very different. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But he has his retired-pay to fall back on. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SENEY. In the time remaining to me I ask that the report of 
the minority be read. 

The minority report (by Mr. SENEY) was read, as follows: 


These bills are substantially alike. ee propo to increase the salaries of 
the United States district court judges to $5,000 perannum. Thesalariesof these 
under existing law, are as follows: One (California), $5,000; one (Louisi- 

ana), $4,500; ten at $4,000 each, as follows: In New York. three; Pennsylvania, 
two; Massachusetts, New Jersey, Maryland, Southern Ohio, and Northern Illi- 
nois, one each. Forty-four are fixed at $3,500 each. These salaries now aggre- 
te $203,000. Increased, as the bill proposes, they will aggregate $280,000. This 

ncrease in the public expenditures ought not, in our opinion, to be made. 

We favor a liberal salary to these judges. If those allowed by existing laws 
are less than they ought to be, cheerfully will we vote for an increase. 

Perhaps these salaries ought to be made uniform, It may be wrong to have 
the salary of one judge at $3,500, of another at $4,000, still another at $1,500, and 
another at $5,000, The fact that all of these salaries except twelve are fixed at 
$3.500 each is a strong reason in support of this sum as the proper compensation 
to be paid. Why twelve of these salaries were fixed at a sum above $3,500 we 
are unable to state. We have no information as to the reasons for making a 
difference in the salaries of the twelve judges who receive more than $3, 
The difference, it will be observed, ranges from about 15 to 42 per cent. 

Forty-four of these salaries the bill propores to increase nearly 50 per cent. 
These salaries were fixed about nineteen yearsago. We have reason to believe 
that the subject at that time was fully considered. That these salaries were 
then thought to be sufficient we feel bound to presume. If fixed too low, long 
ago they ought to have been raised. That they were not induces the opinion 
that the law-making power for many years past was satisfied that they were 
reasonable, and that more ought not to be paid. If too low now, they were too 
low when they were fixed, and were too low during all of the time intervening. 

Legislation to increase or to equalize the salaries of these judges has not, un- 
til a very recent period. been seriously | pene In the last Congress, bills for 
that purpose were introduced in the House, but that body closed its labors 
without giving them consideration. In the Congresses preceding, as far back 
as 1869, we know of no earnest endeavor to raise these salaries above the amount 
originally fixed in 1867. The necessity for an increase, if any there be, was as 
real in the past asit is alleged to be in the present. 

To recommend an increase at this time, in the aggregate 38 per cent., in the 
absence of a single petition or disinterested request, is a responsibility which, 
with our convictions of duty to both the judges and the people, we are not will- 
ing to assume, 

We indulge the belief that $3,500 is a liberal salary for a district court judge. 
It is nearly $300 per month, and more than $11 for each working day in the year. 
Compa: with the salaries of others engaged in the public service, it is all that 
ought to Le rng The office of district judge at $3,500: per anpum is more than 
a living. is can not be said of every $3,500 Government office. It can not be 
said of many the salary of whichisabove $3,500. The position of district judge 
is by no means the least lucrative or desirable in the Government, State or Fed- 
eral, 


For nearly a hundred years the position has been held by gentlemen distin- 
guished for théir integrity, learning, and ability. Few resign. Whena vacancy 
occurs the best talent at the bar offers for the place. ' 

In considering this en i we must notoverlook the fact thata judge of the 
district court holds his office during good behavior. It isa life office at more 
than a living salary. This is to be said of but few of the many official places in 
the Government. 

There is another consideration to be borne in mind. The Congress in 1869 
enacted that a Federal court judge, at the age of seventy years, after en years 
of service, might resign, and for the remainder of his life receive the same sal- 
ary which he received at the time of his resignation. This provision is still in 
force, and, in our judgment, more than compensates for any supposed inade- 
quacy in salary while in active service. 

Still another consideration is worthy of mention. The duties of a district 
judge, as a rule, are performed in the city where he resides, and for this reason 

e is at less expense than if he held court at places distant from hishome. When 
official duties are to be performed elsewhere, usually the courtesies known to 
railroad management come to the relief of the judge and enable him to travel 
through his district free of expense. 

If we increase the salary of the district judge we ought,to be consistent, to 
increase the salaries of others engaged in the public service, We feel unwill- 
ing to increase the compensation of those now holding office unless it be made 
to appear that what they receive is below what is reasonable,and below what, 
in justice to those who are not of the office-holding class, ought to be paid. 

We find that in twenty of the States the salary of the governor is less than 
$3,500, A judge in the highest court in twelve of the States is paid less than 
$3,500. The average salary in courts of last resort in the States is about $4,000; 
but a district judge isa nisi prius judge. Consider, then, his salary at $3,500, 
saying nothing about his expectancy, in connection with salaries paid to nisi 
prius judges in the State courts. 

We have not at our command exact information as to the salaries allowed nisi 

rius judges in the States. The average salary, it is safe to say, is less than 
$5 000. These judges, in the discharge of their duties, it is believed, do as much, 
if not more, work each year than is done by a district court judge; that the 
laborof the State judge is done at more inconvenience and ata greater expense 
we think there can be no doubt. 

Maturely reflecting upon this subject, we are induced to believe that, all 
things considered, there are few, if any, positions in the public service more 
desirable for its honors or for its emoluments, present and prospective, than the 
office of judge of the district court of the United States, 

It is su; that the rity of these judges are now, by reason of 
and len of service, entitled to be retired upon their present salaries for 
remainder of their lives. If this be true, we ought not, it seems to us, to 
their names to the civil pension-roll at salaries far in excess of what they now 
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receive. We pension our country’s defenders, but there are few, however de- 
, that are on the rolls at $3,500 per annum. 

To our minds there is a moral if not a legal difficulty in the way of increasing 
the salary of a district court judge. Under the Federal Constitution the salary 
of these judges can not be diminished during their continuance in office. Under 
this provision, it is believed, there isthe power to increase. Several of the State 
constitutions provide that the salary of a judge shall be neither increased nor 
diminished during his official term. These provisions, of course, are not legal 
objections to increasing the salaries proposed by this bill, They furnish, how- 
ever, some evidence of the state of the public mind Spon this subject. The pub- 
lic judgment, as we believe, rests upon the conviction that one who takes an 
office by election or appointment, at a oper salary, agrees to do its duties 
rtp aren gn and that it is a breach of faith and breach of contract to ask or 

e more, 

The minority of the committee entertain the opinion that an increase in the 
salaries of the judges of the district courts of the United States, particularly at 
this time, when the business of the country is seriously dep . labor scarce, 
and wages low, is not in the interest of good government; nor will the use of 
the public revenues for such a purpose satisfy those who believe that the ex- 
penses of the public service ought to be kept within economical limits. 


WM. ©. OATES.” 
DAVID B. CULBERSON. 
R. T. BENNETT. 


I concur in this minority report, but not in all the reasoning in its support. 
N. J. HAMM b 


OND. 
During the reading of the report the hammer fell. 


The undersigned can not concur with the majority of the committee in report- 
ing the Senate bill, for the following reasons: 

‘The present salaries of district judges are as follows: District of California, 
$5,000; eastern district of Louisiana, $4,500; district of Massachusetts, northern, 
eastern, and southern districts of New York, eastern and western districts of 
Pennsylvania, $4,000; district of New Jersey, district of Maryland, southern 
district of Ohio, and northern district of Illinois, $4,000; all other . 

Now, if these salaries were properly ed nineteen years ago. there can be 
no good reason for the increase of the lower salaries to the maximum salary 
then allowed without any increase of that maximum salary. If the minimum 
salaries have been inadequate, upon the gradation then established, the same 
proportion of increase should be allowed to all. 

But it will be found by reference to the report of the Attorney-General for 
1885 that there isa singular disproportion between the salaries now allowed and 
the labor done in the several courts, 

There should be a carefully ded bill for these salaries, having regard tothe 
labors of the judge and the different expenses of living in different localities, 
and the travel required in attendance on courts. 

The undersigned is in favor of adequate salaries for judges. That is the best 
repaid outlay of the money of the people which induces the la ability to 
seek the bench and frees judicial life from the cares of family home, which 
distract from panas duty, and, aboveall, which will make the judge truly inde- 
pendent of all influences to disturb the balance of his judgment and unfit him 
to be an impartial arbiter between all men and all interests in society. 

The undersigned thinks the bill which equalizes these salaries does more than 
a bowed to some and less than is just to others, 

‘or reasons the undersigned declines to concur in nv papa the Senate 
bill favorably, and reserves the privilege of moving to amend it so as to dojust- 
ice to all by proportioning salary to labor, and not equalizing rewards between 
those who have unequal claims, 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

J. R. TUCKER. 


During the reading of the report the hammer fell. 


Mr. SENEY asked and obtained unanimous consent that the re- 
mainder of the report be printed as above. 

Mr. BAYNE. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the principal arguments urged against 
this bill concede that there are districts in the United States where the sal- 
aries of the judges are too low, and some follow this concession up by 
the statement that there should be a graduated bill providing for these 


aries. 

The history of legislation or attempted legislation upon this subject 
during the past five or six years demonstrates one fact, and that is that 
no bill increasing the salary of a single judge, or which undertakes to 
puanaie the salaries of the judges, can receive a majority vote of either 

ranch of Congress. There is, therefore, left but one proposition for 
consideration: whether or not the salaries are too low, and if too low, 
whether we are willing to increase them to $5,000. 

So far as I am personally concerned I should prefer it if it were pos- 
sible to pass a graduated bill; but it is not certain by any means that 
a bill of such a character would operate more justly or equitably than 
this bill, even if it were passed, for the simple reason that a circuit 
judge may, at any time where the business has accumulated or is 
urgent in any district court, require any district judge in the circuit to 
come to such pointand assist in the disposing of the business by holding 
separate courts. Such is now the practice in many circuits, and I ap- 
prehend if the subject were carefully examined into it would be found 
that some of the very judges who, it is said, do but little work in their 
own districts are doing large amounts of work in other districts. 

In this way their work is equalized. However this may be, I have 
long believed that the salary of most of the judges is too small, and I 
have grave doubt whether any bill graduating the salaries would oper- 
ate for any considerable length of time more equitably than the bill 
under consideration. In a country developing and undergoing changes 
as rapidly as ours, new inequalities would arise constantly, and the 
result be as it is now under the present mplaints and jeal- 


ousies. The practice in every State in the Union is to give the circuit 
judges the same salary, while no one pretends that their work is equal- 
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No new argument has been adduced against this bill. One inti- 
mates that there are practically no Democrats onthe bench. Itis true. 
I trust it will not be so always. We have some chances now to get 
some Democrats appointed, and I hope we shall not throw them away 
by the adoption of such narrow views and policies as that statement 
suggests. we must have Republicans we want the ablest and best 
we can get, men of ability and courage and stauding. It is said the 
judges never resign. It isa mistake. The circuit in which I live has 

three judges to resign in the last ten years, and the Government 
sustained a severe loss in each instance. I do not know of any money 
spent so wisely and so economically as that spent in securing brains 
and integrity for the bench. I know of no duty so grave, so solemn, 
so important as that which devolves on the conscientious and upright 
judge. 
: It is not pretended the work of the judges has not increased and in- 
creased largely in the last two decades. I venture the assertion, and it 
is not withont facts to sustain it, that either of the two judges in the 
State I in part represent does more work annually than the single judge 
who presided over the court prior to 1861, and which then exercised juris- 
diction over a larger territory, didin five years. Whyisthisso? First, 
the general development of the State. Second, the introduction of rail- 
roads; but more especially because the jurisdiction of these courts has 
been increased; yes, I suppose, doubled since 1861. 

Sir, the history of legislation for a decade or more after 1865 was a 
constant extension of the jurisdiction of the United States courts. 
Until recently the uniform practice of the Democratic party was to pro- 
test against and antagonizeall this character of legislation. But of late 
we are beginning, I sometimes think, to put the other side on the de- 
fensive in this regard. With oleomargarineand pleuro-pneumonia and 
lottery statutes, indeed with the absorption and usurpation of the entire 
police powers of the States by Congress, we shall soon need a Federal 
court for every county, and the nearer you get them to the people in 
their every-day affairs the more important to have good judges. 

But the judges are not responsible for this legislation. Congress is 
responsible for if. It has imposed the additional work, and I believe it 
to be its duty to pay salaries commensurate with it. The law pro- 
hibits a judge from engaging in the practice of his profession. Most 
of them know nothing else. Their lives have been devoted to its 
study. They have no time for other business, however well fitted for 
it. If they had ample time to engage in other matters, it is wiser and 
better that they should not. 

I do not believe any of the judges can live as becomes their station 
and educate their children and save anything from theirsalaries. True, 
they are retired at seventy yearsof age on full pay. But what if they 
do not reach seventy? There is no provision for widows or uneducated 
children. I am convinced that it is wisdom, justice, and the highest 
interests of the country to put our judges beyond all anxiety, neces- 
sity, or temptation. We shall secure better talent, greater learning, 
purer courts, greater safety to the citizen, and better protection to prop- 
erty; and I submit if we can do this, the measure is economical also. 
I therefore support this bill from a senseof duty. Ido not believe my 
constituents will complain; I do not think they will object to pay 
commensurate with the work done—good substantial pay for good sub- 
stantial work. ‘‘The laborer is worthy of his hire.” 

Mr. BAYNE. I now yield to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, the bill now presented to the House 
has passed the Senate and was considered by the Judiciary Committee 
at the last session of Congress and reported favorably. Itisdue to the 
committee to say that there was great difference of opinion there about 
the character of this bill; and I confess that my own judgment was in 
favor of a bill graduating the salaries according to the necessities of 
the case growing out of the labor performed by different judges, and the 
expensiveness of living at the place where the judge was to perform the 
duties of his office. But that was found to be impossible. I was the 
only member of the committee who favored such a proposition; and 
that being out of the case, the question now is, what are we to do? 

I feel that there are cases in which judges, district judges, perhaps, 
are paid enough by thirty-five hundred, four thousand, or four thousand 
five hundred dollarsa year; but there area large number of cases which 
have come to my attention where the judges are paid insufficiently at 
these rates. 

Mr. OATES. Let me ask my friend from Virginia if the majority of 
the judges are not paid enough in his opinion? 

Mr. TUCKER. Ireally do notthinkso. I think the great defectin 
our economy is that we startat the wrong point. There never should 
be economy in commanding the best brains to adjudge cases between 
manand man. [Applause.] I believe that the judicial brain is the 
worst paid brain in this country. It is paid less than for most any 
other purpose; and I favor this bill not because it may be perfect in its 
provisions, but because it is a move in the right direction. I would 
rather give a judge a high salary to compensate him for his arduous la- 
bors, so as tocommand the best ability for the bench, than to give high 
salaries to any other class of people in any other Government empley- 
ment in this country. 

The truth is the men whose brains are intent upon the almighty 
dollar are paid in this country greatly over the men whose brains can 
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adjudge causes between man and man, and I am in favor of this bill as 
the best that can be done. 

It will be said it is very ve. Mr. Speaker, the cost will not 
be over $50,000, and you pass a bill by rie antic vote to spend a 
million dollars on some job. 

Mr. SYMES. Do you not think that judges of the Federal courts, 
who work the year round, are worth as much as Congressmen, who 
work only a portion of the year? 

Mr. TUCKER. Some of them are worth more than some Congress- 
men, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill. 

Mr. DUNN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was not agreed 
to; there being—ayes 32, noes 98. 

Mr. SENEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 45 members voting therefor. 

Mr. BURROWS. There seems to be a misunderstanding as to the 
question on which the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SENEY ] to demand the yeas and nays on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. SENEY. Yes, sir; I called for them upon that question. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 146, nays 110, not vot- 
ing 62; as follows: 


YEAS—146. 
A G.E. Ely, Libbey, Rusk, 
Allen, ©. H. Ermen: Lindsley, 
Baker, Evans, Littl Sawyer, 
Bayne, Felton, ` iy. ut, ’ 
Belmont, Ford, Markham, Snyder, 
Bingham, Martin, Spooner, 
Bliss, Gallinger, Maybury, Steele, 
Bound Gibson, O. H. M 
Boutelle, Gilfillan, McKenna, Stewart, Charles 
Boyle, Goff, McKinley, Stewart, J. W. 
Brady, biceps Merriman, it, 
Gro Millard, ble, 
Breckinridge,C. R. Guenther, Miller, Swinburne, 
ee oe Hale, Milliken, Symes, 
Brown, C. ‘all, Moffatt, y, 
Brown, W. W. Harmer, Morgan, Taylor, È. B. 
Buck, Haynes, Morrill, Taylor, I. H. 
Burleigh, Henderson, D.B. Morrow, Taylor, 
Burrows, Henderson, T. J. Negley, Thomas, J. 
Butterworth, Henley, Nelson, Thomas, O. B, 
Cannon, Hepburn, Norwood, Thompson, 
Carleton, Hiestand, oO Tillman, 
Caswell, Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles ‘Tucker, 
Catchings, Hitt, O'Neill, J.J. Van Schaick, 
Clardy, Holmes, Osborne, Wadsworth, 
Conger, Hopkins, Owen, Wai 
a Houk, Parker, Ward, J. H. 
Crain, Hudd, Payne, Ward, T. B. 
Cutcheon, Irion, Pettibone, Warner, William 
Dargan, Jackson, Phelps, . eber, i; 
Davenport, James, Plumb, 
vis, Johnson, J.T, Price, White, Milo 
Dibble, Jo J.T. Ranney, Whiting, 
Dourkert Laird, Ri 
u, y, ce, 
Dankem, 
NAYS—110. 
Allen, J. M. Eden, Matson, Springer, 
Anderson, ©. M. Eld: McCreary, eck 
Anderson, J. A. Fisher, MeMillin, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Forney, McRae, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Barbour, Fred Mills, Storm, 
k Fuller, Mo: 5 aces 
Bennett, Gay, Neal, 
Blanchard, Geddes, Neece, ‘Taylor, bey, M. 
Bland. G Oates, Throckmorton, 
Blount, Halsell, O’Ferrall, Trigg, 
Brum: Hammo: om ss 
Bunne Harris, son, an = 
acer Hatch, Peel, Viele, 
Cabell, H Perkins, ‘Wade, 
Caldwell, Hem Perry, Wallace, 
Clements, Henderson, J.S. Pi Warner, A. J. 
Cobb, Herbert, Randall, Weaver, J. 
Cowles, Hil, z Wellborn, 
Cox, W.R. H iy er, 
Crisp, Johnston, T. D, Richardson, Wilkins, 
Croxton, Jones, J.H. illis, 
ean, ia $ Kowe bo ena 
Dani einer, e nans, 
Davidson, A. O. Laffoon, Soott ise, 
Davidson, R.H. M. Landes, Seney, Wolford, 
Dawson, Lawler, Shaw, Worthington. 
Dockery, Le Fevre, Skinner, 
Dunn, Lovering, Sowden, 
NOT VOTING—62. 
Adams, J. J. a ee Cox,8.8. Gibson, Eustace 
Aiken, mpbell, J. Curtin, Glows, 
Atkinson, Sameer S E. Dingley, Green, 
Ballentine, Pani ote Ellsberty, 
Barksdale, Jer, 4 Hayden, 
Browne, T, M. Collins, Findlay, Hermann, 
pton, Fleeger, Hires, 
Bynum, ~ Foran, Howard, 
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Hutton, oney, R 
Johnson, F. A, McAdoo, Rockwell, Stone, E.F, 
Kelley, itchell, Romeis, o 
Ketcham, Muller, Sadler, Wakefield, 
Leblbach, urphy, Sessions, Weaver, A. J, 
Long, O'Donnell, Singleton, , À. ©. 

Lore, F ideock, ' 
Lowry, Pindar, Spriggs, 


So the rules were not suspended, two-thirds not having voted in the 
affirmative. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ROGERS. I am paired on all political questions with Mr. 
pete of Michigan; but not regarding this as a political question 
vo 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. Browne, of Indiana. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. FLEEGER. 
Mr. FORAN with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 
Mr. Bynum with Mr. OWEN. 
Mr. RoGERS with Mr. O'DONNELL. 
Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 
Mr. Prpcock with Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr.CANDLER with Mr. ATKINSON. 
For this day: 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. DINGLEY. 
. COLLINS with Mr. KELLEY. 
. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. THOMPSON. 
. MURPHY with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
. MAHONEY with Mr. HANBACK. 
. GLOVER with Mr. LEHLBACK. 
. Hurron with Mr. ROCKWELL. 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. HIRES, 
On this vote: 
Mr. Lowry with Mr. Lona. 
Mr. McApoo with Mr. KrercHam. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUGUSTA, GA. 


Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules so as to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 712) for the erection of a public building at Au- 

Ga., and pass the same with the amendments reported by the 
mmittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill, with the amendments, was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, That Secretary of the Treasury and reby, 
euthocinet e e E Aar SENDS a Ares for. Foi peet Are ok thoreez 5 
a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the MEAE yo ey of the 
United States courts, post-o: ce, internal-reyenue service, and other Govern- 
ment offices, at the city of Åugusta, in the State of Gaia The plans, 
fications, and full estimates for Se viously made 
proved according to law, and shall not exceed for meray o and ap- 

anti il estimates for the erec- 


the sum of $150,000; nor shall any site be 
tion of a gee which will furnish food piae yee accommodations for the trans- 


action of Us oem tie ic Longa and which shall not exceed in cost the of 
the sum r the site shall have been and paid for, 
shall have been a oie ty tes BOL on the nadia AL piae 
of site, nor plan for said building, shall be approved by of the 
Treasury involving an nditure exceeding the said sum rof $150,000 for site 
and building: Prov the site shall ve the building un: to 


danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than forty 
feet, including streets and alleys; and no money ap pone for this purpose 
shall be available until a valid title to the site for said buildi shall be vested 
in the United States, nor until the State of Georgia shall have tothe United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded ? 

Mr. BARNES. I ask unanimous consent that a second be considered 
as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. BARNES was then agreed to. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PETERS. I môve to suspend the rules and pass the bill which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8594) to t the t of way through the Indian Territory to 
the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska way,and for other purposes. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the bill 
be dispensed with. It is in the usual form. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I object. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Pet ae, That the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Rail Com s 
Ams scented under ANA DY vistne of tee JAWE ot tae State Ct kane 
and the parent Pegens invested and harap ahha with the right of locating, con- 

, own! dtelephor St ing, operat a poe maintaining a railway and 
py ee raa 


= Re nes tory, beginningat a apain 

id Territory at or near the vragen line of of 

by the one hundred and first meridian, thence in a arrar 
erly by ost practicable route toward El Paso, N. Mex., and also be- 


aie ponk on the south line — State of Kansas near the city of Hun- 
newell, in Sumner County, thence runnin ag on the most 
or near Fort Washita, and thence in a soui 


icable route to 


erly direction to the south line of 
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the Indian Territory in the direction of Galveston, Tex., with the right to con- 
struct, use, and maintain such tracks, turnouts, sidi and extensions as said 


company may deem it to their interest to construct along and upon the right of 
way and depot grounds hereby ted. 
Sxc, 2, That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all pi of 


a railway, and for no other purpose, a right of way 100 feet in with vanes 
said Indian Territory, and to take and use a strip of land 200 feet in width, wtth 
a length of 3,000 feet, in addition to right of way, for stations, for every 10 miles 
of road, with the right to use such additional ground where there are heavy 
cuts or fills as may be necessary for the construction and maintenance of the 
road-bed, not exceding 100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as 
much thereof as pay. be included in said cut or fill: Provided, That no morethan 
said addition of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, That 
no part-of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the 
company, and Seg shall not be used except in such manner and for such pur- 
poses only as shall be near for the construction and convenient operation 
of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion thereof 
shall cease to be so , such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of In- 
dians from which the same shall have been taken. 

Sec, 3. That before said railway shall be constructed through any lands held 
by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and usages of any of 
the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, full compen- 
sation shall be made to such occupants for all property to be taken or 
done by reason of the construction of such railway. In case of failure to make 
amicable settlement with any occupant, such compensation shall be determined 
by the appraisement of three disinterested referees, to be pponta one (who 
shall act as chairman) by the President, one by the chief of the nation to which 
said occupant belongs, and one by said railroad company, who, before entering 
upon the duties of their appointment, shall take and subscribe, before a district 
judge, clerk of a district court, or United States commissioner, an oath that 
er. will faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of their appointment, 
which oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their award to and filed with 
the Secretary of the Interior within sixty days from the completion thereof; and 
a majority of said referees shall be competent to act in case of the absence of a 
member, after due notice. And upon the failure of either party to make such 
appointment within thirty days after the appointment made by the President, 

e vacancy shall be filled by the district judge of the court for the western dis- 
trict of Arkansas or the district of Kansas, upon the lication of the other 
pe The chairman of said board shall appoint the e and paos for all 

earings, within the nation to which such occupant belon; of said ref- 
erees ll receive for his services the sum of $4 per day for each Dr Aonna 
en; in the trial of any case submitted to them under this act, with mileage 
at5 cents per mile. Witnesses shall receive the usual fees allowed by the courts 
of said nations, Costs, including compensation of the referees, shall be made 
a part of the award, and be paid by such railroad company. In case the ref- 
erees can not agree, then any two of them are authorized to make the award. 
Either party being dissatisfied with the finding of the referees shall have the 
right, within ninety days afler the making of the award and notice of the same, 
to appeal by original petition to the district court forthe western district of Ar- 
kansas or the district of Kansas, which courts shall have jurisdiction to hear 
and determine the subject-matter of said petition, according to the laws of the 
State in which the same shall be heard provided for determining the damage 


when property is taken for railroad pw If upon the of said ap- 
peal the judgment of the court shall jor a larger sum than the award of the 
referees, the cost of said appeal shall be adjudged the railroad 


against the com- 
pany. If the judgment of the court shall be for the same sum as the award of 
the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged against theappellant. Ifthe judg- 
ment of the court shall be for a smaller sum than the award of the referees, 
then the costs shall be adjudged against the party claiming When 
p gs have been commenced in courttherailway company shall pay dou- 
ose we pert ty or Soo s Wera into court to sbio sug j judgmen t hee pa an then 
ve the enter upon the pro; sought to be condemned and proceed 
the construction of the rail 
Sec. 4, That said company shall not the inhabitants of said 
a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of the 
State of for ces or rtation of the same kind: That 
pena rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Congress 
ereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and passengers on 
said railway and messages on said telegraph and topmon lines until a State 
government or governments shall exist in said Te: ee within the limits of 
which said railway, or a part thereof, shall be located; then such State gov- 


ernment or serene shall be authorized to fix and e Hip cost ae trans- 
rtation of persons an g n their respective said railway ; 
Pat Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate at A timeaths ones 


of such ge as ea by raid railway or said company whenever such trans- 
portation shall extend from one State into another, or shall extend into more 
than one State: Provided, however, That the rate of such transpo 
sengers, local or interstate, shall not exceed the rate above bra Ergon 
vided further, That said railway company shall pre Me mai 
Congress may by law provide; and until such rateis 

General may fix the rate of compensation. 

Sec. 5. That said railway company shali pay to the Secretary of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the particular nationsor tribes through whose lands said main 
line and branches may be located, the sum of $50, in addition to compensation 
provided for in this act for property taken and done to individual oc- 
eupants by the construction of the railway, for each mile of railway that it may 
construct in said Territory, said payments to be made in installments of $500 as 
each 10 miles of road is graded: Provided, That if the general council of said 
nations and tribes th age fn whose lands said railway may be located shall, within 
four months after the filing of maps of definite location as set forth in sec- 
tion 6 of this act, dissent from the allowances provided for in this section, and 
shall certify the same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all com tion to 
be paid to such dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of this act shall 
be determined as proved. in section 3 for the determination of the com- 
pensation to be paid to the individual oceupant of lands, with the right of a 
peal to the courts upon the same terms, conditions, and requirements as therein 
provided: Provided further, That the amount awarded or adjudged to be paid 

said railway company for said dissenting nation or tribe shall be in lieu of 

e compensation that said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive under 
the foregoing provision. Said company shall also pay, so long as said Terri- 
tory is owned and occupied by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior the 
sum of $15 per annum for each mile of railway it shall constructin the said Ter- 
ritory. The money paid to the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions 
of this act shall be apportioned by him, in accordance with the lawsand treaties 
now in force between the United States and said nations or tribes, according to 
the number of miles of railway that may be constructed by said railway com- 
pany through their lands: Provided, That Congress shall have the right, so lon 
as said lands are occupied and possessed by said nation or tribe, to impose su: 
additional taxes upon said railroad as it may deem just and proper for their 
benefit; and ay Tectoy or State hereafter formed through which said rail- 
way shall have n established may exercise the like power as to such part of 

aid railway as may lie within its limits. Said railway company shall have the 
right to survey and locate its railway immediately after the passage of this act. 

EC. 6, That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its loca’ 
line through said Territory to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of each of the na 


tions or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located; and after the 
of said maps no claim fora Lee tor settlement and improvement upon 

t of way shown by said maps be valid as against said company: 

That when a map sowing any portion of said railway company’s lo- 

cated line is filed as herein provided for, said company shall commence 
said located line within six months thereafter, or such location shall be void, 
and said location shall be a wed by the Secretary of the Interior in sections 
of 25 miles before construction of any such section shall be 

SEC. 7. That the officers, servants, and employés of said company necessary 
to the construction and management of said road shall be allowed to reside, 
while so engaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provisions of the 
Indian intercourse laws, and such rules and regulations as may be established 
by the Secre! of the Interior in accordance with said intercourse laws. 

Sec. 8. That United States circuit and district courts for the western dis- 
trict of rae ey and the district of Kansas, and such other courts as may be 


authorized by shall have, without reference to the amount in contro- 
versy, concurrent jurisdiction over all controversies arising between said Chi- 
‘Kansas an 


cago, ebraska Railway Company and the nation and age a 
whose territory said railway shall be constructed. Said courts shall have like 

ion, without reference to the amount in controversy, over all contro- 
versies arising between the inhabitants of said nation or tribe and said railway 
company; and the civil jurisdiction of said courts is hereby extended within the 
limits of said Indian Territory, without distinction as to citizenship of the par- 
ties, so far as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 

Sec, 9. That said ranwa company shall build at least 50 miles of its railway 
in said Territory within three years after the passage of this act, or the rights 
herein granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built; that said railroad 
opaa shall construct and maintain continually all road and highway cross- 
ings and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said roads and panes 
do now or may hereafter cross said railway's right of way, or may be by 
proper author laid out across the same. 

Src. 10. That the said Casio; Kansas and Nebraska Railway Company shall 
accept this right of way upon t Spia condition, binding npon itself, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, that they will neither aid, advise, norassist in any effort look- 
ing towards the or extingui g the present tenure of the Indians in 
their land, and will not attempt to secure from the Indian nation any further 
grant of land, or its ocoupancy, than is hereinbefore provided: That 
any violation of the condition mentioned.in this section shall operate as a forfeit- 
ure of all the rights and privileges of said railway company under this act. 

Sec, 11. That all mortgages executed by said railway company ba peda 
În T al T ET rn A OM N a Sree ea ths 

e en! e 
record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution, and shall con- 
rr rights and property of said company as therein 

br Pie gaip shod may at any time amend, add to, alter, or this 
of way herein and hereby granted shall not be 
in any form whatever prior to the construction and completion of 
ortgages or other liens that may be given or secured 
the construction thereof, 

The SPEAKER. Isa second demanded ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent that a second be considered 
as ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman to move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill, or to pass it with the amend- 
ments? 

Mr. PETERS. With the amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us hear the amendments. 

The amendments were read, as follows: t 

In section 1, line 14, strike out " Hunewell” and insert “ Caldwell.” Also 
strike out “ Washita,” in line 16, and insert “ Reno;” and after the words “in 
the direction of Galveston, Texas,” in lines 17 and 18, insert “and also in a 
southwesterly direction to the southern line of said Territory in the direction of 
Cisco, in the State of Kansas.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous con- 
sent that a second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection ismade. The Chair will appoint the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] and the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] to act as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 159, noes 4. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The ayes have it, and there is a second. Under 
the rules thirty minutes are allowed for debate, fifteen minutes in sup- 
port of the motion and fifteen minutes in opposition toit. [Cries of 
“Vote! Vote!??] 

Mr. PETERS. I reserve my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [I shall occupy but a few minutes in calling the 
attention of the House to what seemed to me to besome defects in this 
bill. In the first place the bill seems to be open to the objection which 
is sometimes made to bills in chancery, the objection of multifarious- 
ness. It seems to give not merely the right of way for a single rail- 
road through the Indian Territory, but as printed it gives a right of 
way for two railroads within that Territory, and as proposed to be 
amended it gives a right of way for three railroads. 

The starting and the stopping points are not located with the defi- 
niteness that ought to be found in a bill of this character. It is true 
that the location when once made and filed with the Secretary of the 
Interior can not be changed; but I do not hesitate to say that under 
the language of this bill we give a roving commission to this company 
to go almost anywhere they please within the confines of the Indian 
Territory. During the present Congress we have passed seven or eight 
bills granting rights of way through that Territory. 

We have some ten or twelve more upon the Calendar awaiting ac- 
tion. This is one of a series, the effect of which must necessarily be 
to destroy the Indian Territory as a reservation to the Indian tribes. 
Last summer it was my privilege to makea journey through that Ter- 
ritory, and as I rode along in the cars in conversation with the chief 
of the Creek Nation I asked him why.it was that no more improve- 
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ments were visible along the line of the railroad. He said that ever 
since the railroad has gonethrough the Territory our farmers have been 
compelled to move miles away because of the destruction of theircattle 
by the cars, 

There is in this bill no provision for fencing this railway anywhere 
along its line from one end tothe other. There is no provision by which 
an Indian farmer whose crops may be destroyed by fire communicated 
by the locomotives may be recompensed. He is driven to seek his 
remedy in a United States court in Kansas or in Texas, far from his 
home, is thus subjected to great expense for witnesses, and is obliged 
to have his case tried by a strange jury in a strange place. 

The provision with reference to the condemnation of improvements 
is not guarded as it should be. We all understand, I suppose, the pe- 
culiar nature of title in the Indian Territory, the fee being in the United 
States, the collective use in the tribe, and the title to the improvement 
in the individual farmer. Whilst this bill makes provision for recom- 
pense to the tribe—small it is true, but nevertheless something by way 
of recompense—it provides that for the improvements of the Indian 
farmer there shall be a condemnation by three persons—appointed how ? 
One by the President of the United States, one by the railroad com- 
pany, and the third by the chief of the tribe. If the railroad com- 
pany is to have a representative upon that board, I ask why, in com- 
mon fairness, the Indian farmer should not have his representative as 
well? The chief may not be his choice; and we do know that some- 
times chiefs are liable to be used for purposes otber than proper. 

There is another question deeper than all these matters of detail—a 
question as to the right of the Congress of the United States to grant 
this right of way through this Territory without the consent of these 
Indian tribes. I read from a memorial presented to the present Con- 
gress by the representatives of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, 
They say: 

Although it is clear that the right of eminent domain over the Indian Terri- 
hast Pa vested in the United States, and that this right is incapable of alienation 
while the Territory remains subject to the jurisdiction of the United States, it is, 
at the same time, certain that in the treaty of a 28, 1866, the United States 
gave their implied promise not to exercise that rightany further for the benefit 
of railway corporations. Only in a case where greatand u: t public interests 
require a line of railway between given points Age r © Indian Territory 
can the United States be justified in exercising the right of eminent domain in 
favor of a railway corporation, even in the absence of this implied promise of 
the treaty of 1866, 

I say that if this bill passes without some provision for obtaining the 
consent of the tribes through whose territory this road is to be extended 
it will pass in violation of treaty obligations. 

I have nothing more to say upon this subject. I have no hope of de- 
feating the passage of the bill. So many bills of this character have 
already passed without question, so many are pressing behind this, 
with their great and their allied interests, that I have no doubt this 
bill will pass, making the way easier for those which are to come after 
it. But I feel that my duty as a representative of the people would 
not have been discharged if I had not uttered here my protest against 
the spoliation of the domain granted to these Indians and the viola- 
tion of the plighted faith of the United States of America. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, this bill, which has been carefully ex- 
amined by the Committee on Indian Affairs, is identical in form with 
bills passed by this House in the Forty-eighth Congress, and which re- 
ceived the Executive approval. It has been urged that we shall have 
an immediate vote upon this measure, and therefore I will not occupy 
any more time but will call for the vote. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman state why it is that this one 
railroad company desires three different directions for its tracks through 
the Territory? 

Mr. PETERS. The bill embraces provision for only two different 
tracks—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Three. 

Mr. PETERS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; only two—one di- 
rectly south through the Territory in the direction of Galveston, Tex. ; 
the other through what is known as ‘‘ No Man’s Land,” in the direc- 
tion of Sisco, Tex. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PETERS to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill with the amendments, there were—ayes 106, 
noes 36. 

Mr. RANDALL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers—— 

Mr. PETERS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER (after a count). In the opinion of the Chair, a suf- 
ficient number have risen to order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PETERS. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, a sufficient number 
have risen; and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 44, not 
voting 115; as follows: ~ 


YEAS—159. 
Allen, J. M. Bennett, Boyle, Burleigh, 
An n, J. Blanchard, Brady, Burnes, 
er, Bland, Breckinridge, O. R. Butterworth, 
Barksdale, Bliss, Breckinridge, WCP Caldwell 
Barnes, Blount, wn, . Campbell, T.J. 
Bayne, Boutelle, Buck, Cannon, 


Moffatt, Step! 


chings, Morgan, Stewart, Charles 
Y, Henderson, J. 8. Morrill, Stewart, J. W. 

Conger, Henderson, T, J Morrison, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Crain, Henley, Neal, Storm, 
Crisp, He Negley, Strait, 
Croxton, H A Nelson, Struble, 
Culberson, Hitt, Norwood, Swinburne, 
Cutcheon, ouk, Oates, Swope, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Howard, O’Ferrall, Symes, 

ery, udd, O'Hara, ey, 
Dorsey, on, O'Neill, Charles 'Taulbee, 
Dunham, Jones, J. H. O'Neill, J. J. Taylor, Zach, 
Dunn, Jones, J. T, Parker, Thom g 
Ely, Ke s Payne, Mbrockmortob, 
Ermentrout, King, Peel, Tillman, 
Evans, Kleiner, Perkins, Triggs, 
Everhart, Laffoon, Perry, Tucker, 
Fisher, Lanham, Peters, Turner, 
Ford, Lyman, Pettibone, Van Eaton, 
Forney, Markham, Plumb, Van Schaick, 
Funston, Martin, Price, Wade, 
Gallinger, n, A Wadsworth, 

y. Maybury, x Ward, J. H. 
Gibson, C. H. McComas, Richardson, Warner, William 
Grosvenor, McCreary, Riggs, Weaver, J. B. 
Guenther, McKinley, Rowell, Weber, 

Hale, MeMillin, Ryan, Wellborn, 

all, cRae, Sayers, Wheeler, 
Halseli, Merriman, Seney, Willis, 
Hammond, Millard, Skinner, Winans, 
Harmer, Miller, Snyder, Wolford, 
Harris, Mills, Springer, Worthington. 
Hatch, Mitchell, Steele, 

NAYS—44. 

Adams, G. E. Cox, W. R. Holman, Randall, 

n, vis, Holmes, Rice, 
Belmont, Dawson, Jackson, Scranton, 
Bound, Dibble, James, Sowden, 

B x Eden, Johnston, J, T, Spooner, 
Bu Eldredge, Johnston, T. D, Stahlnecker, 
Bunnell, Felton, Landes, Stone, E. F. 

Geddes, pao Taylor, J. M. 
Clements, Glass, Louttit, 

0 Hayden, McKenna, Whiting, 

Cowles, Hiestand, mne, ise. 
NOT VOTING—II5. 
Adams, J. J. Dingley, Le Fevre, Sadler, 
Aiken, Dougherty, Lehl Sawyer, 
Allen, 0. H. El x Libbey, Scott, 
Anderson, C. M. Farquhar, Lindsley, Sessions, 
Atkinson, Findlay, ng, Seymour, 
Ballentine, Fleeger, re, Shaw, 
Barbour, Foran, a Lovering, an tg 
» ’ wry, 
Bing! Fuller, Mahoney, 8S 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Eustace McAdoo, St. Martin, 
Brown, C. E. Gilfillan, Milliken, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Brumm, Glover, Morrow, Taylor, E. 
Bynum, ff, Muller, Taylor, I. H 
Cabell, Green, Murphy, Thomas, 
Campbell, Felix Grout, Neece, Townsend, 
Campbell, J. Hanback, O'Donnell, Viele, 
Cam J. E. Haynes, Outhwaite, ait, 
Candler, Henderson, D.B. Owen, Wakefield, 
Hepburn, Payson, Wallace, 
Collins, Hermann, Phelps, Ward, T. B. 
Compton, Hill, Pideock, Warner, A. J. 
x — Fea rates AJ. 

5 opkins, nney, est, 
Cox 8.8 Hutton, Reed, White, A. C. 
Curtin, Johnson, F. A. Robertson, White, Milo 
Daniel, Kelley, Rockwell, Wilkins, 
Dargan, La Follette, Rogers, Wilson, 
Davenport, ird, Romeis, Woodburn. 
Davidson, A.C. Lawler, Rusk, 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 

During the roll-call the following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: 

. Lowky with Mr. Lone. 
. ELLSBERRY with Mr. BRUMM. 
. GREEN with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
. CoMsTOCK with Mr. GOFF. 
. CABELL with Mr. FULLER. 
. WILSON with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
. PINDAR with Mr. HOPKINS. ? 
. WILKINS with Mr, CASWELL. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsoN, one of its clerks, in 
compliance with the request of the House, furnished a duplicate en- 
grossed copy of the bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the 
Chinese Empire for losses sustained by the violence of a mab at Rock 
Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, in September, 1885. 

ENGROSSED BILL MISLAID. 

The SPEAKER. An engrossed bill has been mislaid, and the Clerk 
will read the resolution which is rendered necessary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Leeper That the Senate be requested to return to the House of Representa- 
tives a bill of the House (H. R. 8976) to incorporate the Washington Cable Rail- 


way Company of the ict of Columbia. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
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Mr. MAYBURY. I move that the rules be ded and the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be di 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1131) entitled “An act to 
amend an act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
public building thereon at Detroit, Mich.,” approved March 2, 1885, and 
the same be passed, with amendments proposed by the House Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. This bill amends the bill 
by the last Congress, and increases the limit of that bill by 
125,000. $ 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Beit enacted &c., That an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the purchase of 
s site and the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich.,” approved 
March 2, 1885, being chapter 314 of volume 23 of the Statutes of the United States, 
be amended so that the first section of said act shall read as follows: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase a suitable lot of land in the city of Detroit, county of Wayne, 
and State of Michigan, and cause to be erected on the ground so purchased a build- 
ing suitable for the accommodation of the courts of the United States, of the 
custom-house, post-office, pension-office, and other Government offices in that 
city. The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be pre- 
viously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site 
and building complete the sum of $1,025,000: Provided, That the site shall leave 
the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open 
space of not less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys; and no money ap- 
aby phen for this penae shail be available until a valid title to the site for 
said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Michi- 
gan shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same 

uring the time the United States shall be or remain the ownor thereof, for all 
purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the 
service of civil process therein: Provided, T if the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall deem it advisable to use for said purpose the site now owned by the United 
States, upon part of which the Payne asin and custom-house building now stands, 
he may do so; and should he further deem said site insufficient, he may enlarge 
the same by the purchase of additional adjoining ground: Provided, however, 
That he new site shall be purchased for 


building shall have bee 
buildi: 


after the site for said 
fications of said 


building shal] have been spaan; and no plan of said building shall be approved 

by the ry involving an expenditure exceeding the sum 

so remaining after paying for the site of said building: And A 

That nothing herein contained shall be construed in any event to increase the 

cost of the new site and padng Andina Spprcectes, when completed, be- 

yond the sum of $1,025,000, as provided in this section,” 

re w COWLES. I move that the House do now adjourn. [Cries of 

o! 

The + divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 86. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded ? 

Mr. BLAND. There is a misunderstanding as to the amount in the 
bill. Some say it is a million of dollars and some $1,125,000, 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the increase? 

Mr. MAYBURY. One hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars, 
as recommended by theSecretary of the Treasury, who stopped the work 
in order that the increase might be made by Congress. 

_ TheSPEAKER. If no second is demanded the question will be put 
on the motion of the gentleman from Michigan to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill as amended by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

The rules were suspended and the bill was passed (two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof). 

Mr. COWLES moved that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 64. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


* PUBLIC BUILDING, TROY, N. Y. 


Mr. BURLEIGH. I move to suspend the rules and discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the fur- 
ther consideration of a bill (H. R. 7775) to increase the appropriation 
for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y., and pass the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost forthe 
erection of a public building by the United States Government at Troy, N. Y., 
be, and the same is hereby, increased to $300,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as 
the limit of cost for the erection of said building and for the payment for the site 
thereof; and said additional sum is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the aeren not otherwise appropriated, to be used and expended for the pur- 
poses provided in this act. 

Sec, 2, That the officers of the United States Government having charge of 
the erection of public buildings are requiredto be governed by the limitation 
em prescribed in making plans and contracts for the erection of said build- 

The SPEAKER, Is there a second demanded ? 

Mr. COWLES. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. Cowes and Mr. BUR- 
LEIGH. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COWLES.. I do not object if it is the distinct understanding 
after this bill is disposed of the House will adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain any such condition. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to any bargain, as the next is a public 
bill which onght to be considered. 


I ask, by unanimous consent, that a second be 


The SPEAKER. The second will be considered as ordered; and 
nuda ns rule, thirty minutes will be allowed for debate. [Cries of 
ote 
Therules were suspended and the bill was passed (two-thirds voting in 
favor thereof). 
And then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 50’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Concurrent resolution of Kansas Legis- 
lature, in favor of the Cklahoma bill—to the Committee on Indian 


By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Duncan James, 
of Farquier County, and of Bushrod L. Fox, of Loudoun County, Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Duncan James, praying for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the same committee, 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of Thomas H. Beard, of Scott County, 
Mississippi, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of the agricultural experiment-station bill and of the Miller 
pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Simeon Frow and of John F. Lynch, 
praying that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Resolutions of the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, favoring the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill and the agricult- 
ural experiment-station bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of the Holstein-Freisian Association, of 
Towa, asking for the passage of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to 
the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, favoring the 
agricultural experiment bill, and the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolutions of the Garry Owen Club, of the 
Hamilton Rowan Club, and of the Owen Roe Club, of New York city, 
opposing the so-called extradition treaty with the British Government— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Bolten Post, No. 471, Grand Army of the 
Republic, requesting the passage of the so-called Edmunds-Tucker anti- 
Mormon bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of letter-carriers of Kalamazoo, Mich., 
for the passage of the eight-hour law, and favoring bill now pending— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Resolution of the Legislature of Michigan rela- 
tive to pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of M. J. Matthews, of Detroit, Mich., in favor of the 
James commercial-travelers bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Engineers’ Beneficial Association, of Marine 
City, Mich., favoring the refunding of license fees to licensed officers 
of steam vessels—to the Select Committee on Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of Post 226, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Michigan, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, ask- 
ing arrears of pensions, and that all ex-soldiers at sixty-two be put on 
the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Herbert Myrick, for the pas- 
sage of the experiment-station bill—to the Committee on iculture. 

Also, memorial of E. M. Crawford and others, of New York leaf 
tobacco trade, in favor of repeal of revenue on tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of J. P. Robinson, E. B. Bartlett, and others, asking 
for the passage of the bill (H. R. 8730) to modify existing revenue laws— 
to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of Oscar O. Freidlander, secretary of the New York 
Menhaden Oil and Guano Association, for increase of duty on degras 
and nitrate of soda—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the Crippled Soldiers’ Association, in favor of certain 
pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of employésin the Signal Corps, ask- 
ing for the transfer of the Signal Corps to the Agricultural Department— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of Pennsylvania, favoring 
the Senate agricultural experiment-station bill, and the Miller pleuro- 


S pneumonia bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. FUNSTON: Resolutions of the Legislature of Kansas, in favor 
of the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma—to the Committee on 
the Territories, 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Papers in the pension case of Laura A. 
Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Paper of Jeremiah P. Robinson and 
others, of New York, urging the passage of the Hewitt bill (H. R. 8730) 
to modify existing laws relative to warehouses and the collection of 
revenue—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper of Herbert Myrick, TE Springfield, Mass., favoring the 
agricultural experiment bill—to the Committee on ture. 

Also, resolutions of the United States Menhaden Oil and Guano As- 
sociation, favoring tariff duties of 2 eents per pound on degras and $10 
per ton on nitrate of soda—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Papers relating to the claim of Frank 
P. Haywood and of Frank P. Haywood, in behalf of his minor chil- 
dren, of Franklin County, North Carolina—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of George J. Rice and others, 
citizens of Bureau County, Illinois, praying for the passage of a bill to 
relieve Jesse Rood, late a private in Company B, Thirteenth Regiment 
Tipon alanen, from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 

itary Affa 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Peter Horner, of Ill, for the 

of House bill 9733—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of citizens of Owensborough, Ky., rela- 
tive to a Federal court at that place—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition in behalf of Bridget Freilewek, of Ul- 
ster County, New York—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of the heirs of John Young, of Fred- 
erick County, Maryland, asking reference of claim to Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Lydia Posey, of Kentucky, for re- 
lief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of J. J. Paget, of pip oe Tex., praying 
for relief —to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas, for the passage of the bill opening Oklahoma to settlement—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NELSON: Memorial from fishermen of Lake Superior, rela- 
tive to duty on imported fish—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of the passage of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the same, in favor of the agricultural experiment- 
station bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of the J. K. Barnes Post, No. 360, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker pill— 
to the Committee on the J 

Also, remonstrance of the Owen Roe Club, and of the Garry Owen Club 
of New York city, against the so-called extradition with the British 
Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New York, urging measures to 
extirpate pleuro-pneumonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of sundry citizens of Fairbury, Ill., for re- 
lief of E. D. Baker, postmaster, for loss by fire—to the Committee on the 


* Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. PINDAR: Petition of the Owen Roe Club of New York city 
against the extradition treaty with England—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Memorial of Bosworth Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, in favor of the Edmunds anti-Mormon bill—to the Committte 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Papers relating to the pension bill of John Laub- 
scher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of E. Walters & Co., and others, of Balti- 
more, in favor of House bill 9733—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of James D. Evans and others,'for the re- 
peal Tof the tobacco tax—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Albert J. Neifer and others, of Wood County, Ohio, 
for the passage of Senate bill 1636—to the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads. 

Also, joint resolution of the General Assembly of Ohio, requesting 
the passage of Senate bill 1976—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Robert F. Reynolds, of Malden, W. 
Va., for reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of a committee of business men 
of New York city, favoring the passage of the Hewitt bill to modify 
existing laws in to warehousing and the collection of revenue— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New York State, fa- 
voring coast defenses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of J. A. Bonham and 40 others, of Hart- 
ford City, Ind., and of Amos Bogue and 50 others, of Fairmount, Ind., 
in favor of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. STORM: Memorial of Mathias Kindt, and of George W. Fry, 
for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SWINBURNE: Petition of N. G. Lyon Post, No. 43, of M. 
H. Brackley Post, No. 198, and of Patrick Kane Post, No. 312, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of New York, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of C. B. Holland, of Green County, Mis- 
souri, asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition for increase of pension for Mrs. 
Rhoda Front—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARD: Petition of the Cattle-Growers’ Association of the 
United States, and of the Holstein-Friesian Association of America, in 
favor of the Miller bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr, A. J. WEAVER: Petition of John Beichley, for a special- 
act pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, for in- 
crease of pension of Alvin Crissey, war of 1812~’14—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of 99 citizens of Emsworth, Pa. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of Rev. Daniel Green and 58 others, citizens 
of Machias, Me. 

By Mr. BURNES: Of Rev. G. W. Litts and 35 others, citizens of 
Balckow, Mo. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Of 86 citizens of Port Huron, Mich. 

Also, of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of Michigan. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of 139 citizens of Big Rapids, Mich. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Of T. J. Lothrop and 118 others, citizens of Bristol 
County, Massachusetts. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Of 108 citizens of Eureka and Rushford, Wis. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Of 78 citizens of Clarion, Iowa. 

By Mr. HUDD: Of 21 citizens of Green Bay, Wis. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Of 21 citizens of Livingston, Ky. 

By Mr. PARKER: Of 199 citizens of Lyme and Adams, N. Y. 

By Mr. PRICE: Of citizens.of New Richmond, Wis. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Of 55 citizens of Sandusky, Ohio. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Of 34 citizens of Woodbury, Conn. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Of 83 citizens of Burrillville, and of citizens of 
East Providence, R. I. 

By Mr. WAIT: Of 55 citizens of Pomfret, Conn. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 8, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


WASHINGTON CABLE RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a resolution 

from the House of Representatives; which was read, as follows: 
In THe HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 7, 1887. 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House of Representa- 
tives the bill (H. R. 8976) to facotnorane the Washington Cable Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives will be granted if there be no objection. ,The Chair hears 
none, and the bill will be returned to that body. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the executive committee of the 
Grand Lodge of the Independent Order of Good Templars, State of In- 
diana, in behalf of a membership of 1,800, praying for the passage of the 
bill (S. 1579) granting to the peopleof the District of Columbia the 
right to determine by ballot whether intoxicating liquors may hereafter 
be legally manufactured and sold in that District; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Texas, praying for the en- 
actment of the educational bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. presented a joint resolution of the Legislature ot 
California; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Assembly joint resolution No. 3, relating to the construction of a breakwater at 
Port Harford, in the Bay of San Luis Obispo. 

Whereas the Government of the United States has uaa to be made a sur- 

vy of a proposed breakwater at Port Harford, in the Bay of San Luis Obispo; 


Whereas the construction of said breakwater is of great importance to the 
commerce of this State, both as a harbor of refuge and for the accommodation 
he pgm ren a the coasting trade on the southern coast of this State : There- 


Re it resolved by the assembly of the State of California (the senate concurring), That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress are requested to vote for an 
propriation for the construction of said breakwater, and to use every effort 
procure said appropriation to be made. 

Resolved, That the 


vernor be requested to transmit to each of our Senators 
and Dees cacmtatives te Congress a copy of these resolutions, 
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Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of B. F. Larned Post, No. 8, Depart- 
ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the passage 
of legislation with reference to the Mormon Church; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of a large number of settlers 
located in Sherman County, Kansas, one of the frontier counties of that 
State, praying that some provision may be made to furnish them with 
seeds. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. I present sundry petitions of 
citizens of Washington, D. C., in favor of the Washington Cable Rail- 
way Company. I suppose as the bill on that subject is before the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia these petitions should be referred to 
that committee. 

Mr. INGALIS. The bill having been withdrawn by the House of 
Representatives the petitions might as well lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the petitions 
will lie on thé table. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of Alonzo Smith Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Johnsville, N. Y., praying for the passage of the anti- 
Mormon bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
George Graham Post, No. 92, Grand Army of the Republic, State of 

recommending legislation on the Mormon question; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of New Lexington, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the initiation of negotiations for the acquisition of the Dominion 
of Canada; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Kansas, instructing their Senators to support legislation pro- 
viding for the organization of the Territory of Oklahoma; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of 128 citizens of Washington, 
D. C., residents of S street northwest; a petition of 81 citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., residents of T streefnorthwest; and a petition of 80 citi- 
zens of Washington, D. C., residents of K street northwest, praying for 
the passage of the bill to incorporate the Washington Cable Railway 
Company; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CONGER presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Michigan; which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Joint resolution requesting Congress of the United States to remove the arrears- 


of-pension limit, and to pension survivors of rebel prisons, and soldiers and 

sailors who are disabled and dependent or who are sixty-two years of age. 

Whereas the arrears-of-pension act passed by the Congress of the United 
States in the year 1879 provides that all pensions granted on application filed on 
or shee July 1, 1880, shall commence from the date of filing such application; 
an 

Whereas many brave and disabled soldiers were denied arrears under this act, 
and without any cause for this exclusion; and 

Whereas pensions granted should be commensurate with the period of disa- 
bility, without regard to the time of filing such application: Therefore, 
Be it resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the State of caer ga 
That the Congress of the United States be uested to repeal so much of the 
pension laws of 1879 as relates to the arrears limit, and that the act be so amended 
as to remove the limit altogether; and further, that the laws be so amended as 
to grant pensions to survivors of rebel prisons, without asking proof that disa- 
bility was due to imprisonment, and to pension all honorably-discharged sol- 
diers and sailors now disabled and self-dependent, or who are sixty-two years 
of age, or who may hereafter become disabled and self-dependent or arrive at 
the of sixty-two years. 

And be it fi r resolved, That we indorse the recommendations of the national 
pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

ved, That the governor be requested to forward copies of this resolution 

to our Representatives in the Congress of the United States. 

This joint resolution is ordered to take oar effect. 


President of the Sen 
DANIEL P. TARKEY, sn 
February 4, 1857. 

ARPES AOP cee E A, ©. G. LUCE, Governor. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of A. G. Willard and 18 women 
of Marlboro’, Mass. ; the petition of Anthony Doherty and 19 citizens 
of Fall River, Mass.; the petition of Patrick Quonn and 19 citizens of 
Cambridgeport, Mass. ; and the petition of H. A. Raymond and 20 cit- 
izens of Somerville, Mass., representing that they are consumers of 
oleomargarine in their own homes, and stating that the license tax on 
oleomargarine is from five to fifty times higher than the license tax on 
whisky, beer, and tobacco, and praying fora reduction of the same; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresentapetition to the Senators and Represent- 
atives from Missouri, but intended for Congress, signed by 110 members 
out of the 140 members of the lower house of the General Assembly 
of Missouri, and 19 senators out of the 34 senators composing the sen- 
ate of the General Assembly of Missouri, petitioning for the passage 
of what is known as the Miller bill, or some other law upon the sub- 
ject of pleuro-pneumonia, and also praying for legislation for the pre- 
vention of the Texas cattle fever. 1 move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 

The motion was to. i 


Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of John T. Robeson, late United 
States consul at Beirut, praying for refund of money expended for clerk- 
hire; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10795) granting a pension to Elenor ©. Ransom, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6312) for the relief of James M. Grigsby, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6952) granting a pension to Charles Riddle, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 6027) granting a pension to William McFadden, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 10473) granting a pension to William Reddick, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1347) granting a ion to William H. Reddick, moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2998) granting a pension to Henry 
aa reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

eron. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8485) granting a pension to Isaac Askie, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5345) for the relief of Mary J. Gilbert, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7996) for the relief of William J. Mulvey, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1173) to correct the record of Captain Edmond G. Fechét, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9446) for the relief of Robert W. Spang, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a repért thereon, 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam directed by a majority of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom were referred the bill (H. R. 506) for the re- 
lief of Eleanor T. Brookbanks and others; the bill (H. R. 527) for the 
relief of William Pike; the bill (H. R. 528) for the relief of Silas 
Quackenbush; and the bill (H. R. 529) for the relief of George W. 
Baldwin, Charles L. Baldwin, and Dora Thompson, to report them ad- 
versely. Ido not agree with the majority reports, and therefore beg 
leave to submit the views of the minority. I ask that the bills be 
placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bills will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and the views of the minority will be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2500) to amend section 3622 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Commitiee on Finance, to whom was referred. 
the bill (H. R. 1628) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance 
Company, and the Commercial Mutual Insurance Company, all of New 
York city; the Western National Bank, the Merchants’ National Bank, 
and the Maryland Fire Insurance Company, of Baltimore, Md., reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to say that a minority of the Committee 
on Finance dissent from the views expressed in the report. 

Te PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Afairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7209) to authorize the construction of a 
graveled road to the Richmond National Cemetery, near Richmond, 
Va., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8030) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
credit the Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ord- 
nance stores issued to said Territory, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2075) to provide for the location and erection of a branch home 
for disabled volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky Mountains, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2208) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to deliver to 
the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited in the 
Treasury Department by the Secretary of War, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
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bill (H. R. 9119) granting a pension to Robert Potts, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2835) granting a pension to Miss Juliet G. Howe, 
reported it with amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred a communication from the Secretary of State transmitting 
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy in relation to the acceptance 
by Rear-Admiral Ralph Chandler of a vase tendered him by the Em- 
peror of Austria in acknowledgment of services rendered to His Maj- 
esty’s corvette Donan, reported adversely thereon; and the committee 
were discha: from the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] was 
instructed by the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2517) for the relief of the estate of Edwin T. Pilkenton, 
deceased, to report it without amendment, with a written report; and 
the committee have requested me to offer it during the temporary ab- 
sence of the Senator from North Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] was 
also instructed by the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 415) for the relief of M. B. Pilkinton, executrix of Edward 
T, Pilkinton, deceased, for internal-revenue stamps lost on tobacco 
burned in his factory, to report it adversely and move its indefinite 

tponement, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 


ned. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Commerce, who were in- 
structed to inquire what legislation by Congress is necessary to pro- 
viđe the means for keeping open the navigation of the Potomac River 
when obstructed by ice and to report by bill or otherwise, reported an 
amendment to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and moved 
its reference to the Committee on Appropriations and that it be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5289) affirming the action of the President 
of the United States in annulling and revoking an order dismissing 
Martin H. McChesney from service in the armies of the United States, 
and honorably discharging said McChesney trom said service, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3170) to authorize the Secretary of War to exchange guns with the 
R. E. Lee Volunteer Battery, of Petersburg, Va., reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2140) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to establish 
a subport of entry and a port of call at Port Angeles, Washington Ter- 
ritory, moved its indefinite postponement, which was agreed to; and he 
reported a bill (S. 3274) to create a port of entry at Port Angeles, in 
the district of Puget Sound, Washington Territory; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 228) for the relief of James Roach, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9339) granting the right of way to the Prescott and Arizona 
Central Railway Company across the Whipple Barracks Military Res- 
ervation, in Arizona, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3160) to amend section 533 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the agricultural ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6764) to provide for holding terms of the United 
States courts at Vicksburg, Miss., reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 10658) to change the lines between the eastern and western judi- 
cial districts of North Carolina, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1684) to authorize terms of the circuit court of 
the United States for the eastern judicial district of North Carolina at 
the city of Wilmington, in said district, reported it without amendment. 


GOVERNMENT GROUND IN NEWPORT, R. I. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I report from the Committee on Military Affairs 
the bill (S. 1154) to authorize the city of Newport, R. I., to use the 
site of Fort Greene as a public park, which came from the House of 
Representatives with an amendment, in which the committee recom- 
mends concurrence. Iask unanimous consent to have that concurrence 
adopted by the Senate now. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 


ments of the House of Representatives, which were, in line 6, after the 
word ‘‘park,’’ to strike out ‘‘during the pleasure of Congress;’’ and at 
the end of the bill to insert: 

Provided, That such use of said property shall cease and be terminated when- 
ever the Secretary of War shall elect and give notice of such election to the pub- 
lic authorities of said city; and upon such termination the United States may 
enter and reoccupy the same as upon a lease terminated; but no right or claim 
to damage by reason of such termination and reoccupation, nor for any cause 
growing out of any improvement made or other thing done by the said city 
under the righs conferred by this act, shall accrue to said city or to any person 
against the United States, or any agent or officer thereof; 


So as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War is hereby anthorized to allow the 
city of Newport, State of Rhode Island, to use the land belonging to the United 
States upon which is situated Fort Greene, in said city, asa public park, and 
under such conditions as the Secretary of War may prescribe: Provided, That 
such use of said property shall cease and be terminated whenever the Secre 
of War shall elect and give notice of such election to the public authorities of 
said city; and upon such termination the United States may enter and reoccupy 
the same as upon a lease terminated; butno right or claim to damage oy reason 
of such termination and reoccupation, nor for any cause growing out of any im- 
percent made or other thing done by the said city under the right conferred 

y this act, shall accrue to said city or to any person against the United States, 
or any agent or officer thereof. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The amendments are eminently proper and I ask 
that the Senate concur in them. 


The amendments were concurred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (8.3275) to increase 
the pension of James Woody; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 3276) ting an increase of pen- 
sion to George W. Blake ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3277) for the relief of James Pace; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3278) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. McAtee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 3279) for the relief 
of James 8. Crawford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3280) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 103) to authorize 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office to cause 7,500 copies of 
the map of the United States and Territories to be printed; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 104) for the relief of A. 
W. Hicks, messenger to House Military Committee, Forty-fifth Con- 
gress; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 105) for the pres- 
ervation of the official correspondence, documents, and other historical 
material on file in the various legations and consulates of the United 
States; which was read the first time by its title. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length. ` 


It is very brief. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 
gress assembled, That any and all diplomatic and consular correspondence and 
accompanying documents, which shall have remained on file in the legations 
or consulates of any of the diplomatic or consular representatives of the United 
States, upon any subject which shall have been finally determined and settled 
for the period of one year, shall be forwarded by the head of any such legation 
ori ee. to the State Department at Washington, D. O., for file and preser- 
vi . 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of State is hereby instructed to take the necessary 
steps to carry this resolution into effect. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like to have the joint resolution lie on 
the table, and I shall call it up for consideration to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be taken. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 106) authorizing 
the Joint Committee on the Library to purchase a picture of Andrew 
Jackson on trial before Judge Hall at New Orleans, La., in 1815; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SURVEY OF RAILROAD LANDS IN MONTANA. 

Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
read : 

That the Committee on Appropriations be requested to present and 


have read in the Senate any communication received the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office showing the disposition of moneys appropriated here- 
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tofore for survey of public lands 


pon the survey of railroad lands and 
of lands in the State of Nevada refi 


u 
to in the debates in the Senate reported 


. in the Record of February 2 and 3. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have none whatever. I havea letter from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office; I suppose that is what the 
Senator refers to. Does the Senator desire to have it read? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In the discussion of the question referred to in 
the resolution, as recorded in the RECORD of the 2d and 3d of Febru- 
ary, appeared a statement which I at the time thought was strange, 
and I so expressed gmyself, because I thought the sympathies of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office were in the direction of sur- 
veys such as we were seeking to have made. Therefore, upon desiring 
to know from the Commissioner of the General Land Office his attitude 
in that matter, I was informed that a letter had been written to the 
Committee on Appropriations fully explaining his position and what 
he had done in the matter; and I thought the easiest way to get that 
information before the country was to have the letter produced so that 
it might be read in the Senate and then go into the RECORD, as the 
charges had gone out, which were specific charges, that he had neg- 
lected his duty in using the money for certain surveys, and it was due 
to him and due to the public that a statement or explanation of the 
fact should be made known and appear in the RECORD, 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not aware that any charges or statements 
had been made derogatory to the administration of the Land Office in 
that particular. I received a letter from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, addressed to me as chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and if any Senator desires I will very gladly bring it 
in to-morrow morning and have it spread on the record. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will not press a vote on the resolution after 
the statement of the chairman of the committee. The resolution can 
go over until to-morrow, when the letter can be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over. 

Mr. VEST. I want to say a word before the subject is dismissed. 

I was very much surprised to receive a letter day before yesterday 
referring to an amendment which I had offered to the sundry civil bill 
appropriating $25,000 for the survey of railroad landsin Montana. The 
writer of the letter seemed to think that the amendment had been 
offered in the interest of the railroads. Instead of being in the inter- 
est of the railroads, it was just exactly what the railroads did not want 
and what they had been seeking to prevent. Those railroad lands now 
inside of the railroad grants are not subject to taxation by the Territory 
of Montana. The amendment was prepared by the Delegate from Mon- 
tana, and I offered it at his request in order to subject the lands to tax- 
ation. 

I wish to say further that I was notin the Senate at the time. The 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, raised the point of order on the amendment and it went 
out, Afterward the Senator from Nebraska (I happened to be absent 
on committee service) offered the amendment again, and I see from 
the RECORD it was adopted in a nebuloussortof fashion. I mean by that 
that it was not specified that $25,000 additional was to be appropriated 
for the survey of the railroad landsin Montana. Itis not specified that 
the money shall be applied to that purpose, but the Senator from Ne- 
braska said that the intention was that this additional appropriation 
should go to that purpose, and the chairman ofthe committee said that 
he so understood it. 

Now, the important point is to know whether the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office will apply the money to that purpose or not. 
All that is obligatory upon him in the matter is what was said herein 
debate, and of course that is not mandatory, and he can follow it or 
not, as he chooses. 

If anything that I can say will have any effect in making that money 
available for that purpose I want to say it; but I regret very much 
that the appropriation was not put in such terms that the money would 
be appropriated for that particular purpose specifically. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say in response to the Senator from Missouri 
that it is perfectly competent for the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office or the Secretary of the Interior to assign any moncy that 
we may appropriate for the survey of public lands to the survey of 
these particular lands, and it is a matter of administration. My ob- 
jection to the amendment, as I stated at the time, was—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tne Chair must remind the Senator 
from Iowa that there is nothing before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. Iask unanimous consent just to 
finish the sentence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
there being no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was aware that I was not quite in order, but the 
Senator from Missouri raised the question, and I desired to respond. 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will not raise the ques- 
tion of order. 


Is there objection to the present 


The Senator from Iowa will proceed, 
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Mr. ALLISON. If we undertake to make special re gape | for 
particular land surveys we shall be constantly making these special ap- 
propriations, I think it is wiser to make general appropriations and 
let the Land Office under a wise administration of its duties survey the 
lands which ought to be surveyed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think I was misunderstood by the Chair. I 
do not desire to withdraw the resolution, but only ask that it may go 
over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
morrow. 


The resolution goes over until to- 


FORT BROOKE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. CALL. If there is no further routine business I will move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 2814, Order of 
Business 1665. I desire to ask the indulgence of the Senate that the 
bill may be considered if it shall provoke no argument or discussion. 
I wish to state that it relates to the donation of a small piece of Jand 
immediately adjacent to the town of Tampa, in Florida, for educational 
purposes, and that it is very important that theland should be disposed 
of in some way so that access may be had to it by the people there, 
and that it may be available for purposes of settlement. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isit part of the Fort Brooke Military Reservation? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will not the Senator be good enough to state the 
facts in connection with it? 

Mr. CALL. The only facts that I know of in connection with it are 
that the town has petitioned for this donation for educational purposes 
and that there is a scrip location upon it which it has been proposed 
to settle by some arrangement if it should be approved by the Interior 
Department. The bill provides for the laud being taken up, and an 
amendment which I propose to offer also provides that the town, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, may sell a portion of the 
reservation and apply it to the compromise settlement of any home- 
stead or other claims which may be alleged to be against it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the bill before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida rose to 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Could we have the bill read for information first? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The business now in order is House 
bills under the rule adopted on motion of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIS], pending which the Senator from Florida moves that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2814) to donate to the 
town of Tampa, Fla., the Fort Brooke Military Reservation for the ben- 
efit of free schools, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to call up—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable nor 
amendable. The question ison the motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Florida will not insist on 
wasting time. 

Mr. CALL. I have— 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there not a pending order for the consideration 
of House bills? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, There is a pending order, but the 
pending order may be set aside, on motion, by the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I shall not press the motion at this time in view of the 
circumstances, 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not pretend to know enough about the rules 
to know exactly where my resolution is, which I offered on Saturday. 
It went over to Monday, and yesterday it went over until to-day, and itis 
on the Calendar. It is a resolution to discharge the Committee on Ter- 
ritories from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6966) to change 
the time of the meeting of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Ter- 
ritory. If it is in order, I ask thatthe resolution may be taken up and 
considered at this time. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to say to my colleague with reference to 
the resolution, that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] who is 
not in his seat this morning, was the chairman of the subcommittee of 
the Committee on Territories having that matter in charge, and he de- 
sired to be present when the resolution was considered. I understand 
that he is detained at home by reason of the sickness of his wile. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was on the subcommittee with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. Of course I do not want anything donein 
his absence if he will be hack insa reasonable time. Will the Senator 
from Indiana indicate when the Senator from Connecticut will be likely 
to be in his seat ? 

Mr. HARRISON, He was in the Senate yesterday and expected the 
resolution to come up. He said to me then that his wife wasill. He 
did not know whether he would be in the Senate to-day. His col- 
league can probably answer for him, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Twoafternoons after the morning business was over 
he has gone home because of the illness of his wife, and I do not know 
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whether he is going to be here this afternoon. I have no doubt his 
absence is due to the same cause. 

Mr. BUTLER. As I am a member of the Committee on Territories, 
and a memberof the subcommittee with the Senator from Connecticut, 
I should like very much indeed tohave the matterdisposedof. There- 
fore, if the Senator from Indiana will permit me, I give notice that the 
resolution will be called up to-morrow morning if possible. I am very 
anxious to get rid of it, as far as I am concerned. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2929) to amend the act dividing the State of Missouri 
into two judicial districts and to divide the eastern and western dis- 
tricts thereof into divisions, establish district and circuit courts of the 
United States therein, and provide for times and placesfor holdingsuch 
courts, and for other purposes; y 

A bill (H. R. 7775) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
a public building at Troy, N. Y.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8594) to grant the right of way through the Indian 
Territory to the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Railway, and for other 


purposes. 
À Too meaig further announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing = 

A bill fS: 1071) for the relief of Frances W. Dyer; and 

A bill (8. 2428) to grant certain seal-rocks to the city and county of 
Poe Francisco, State of California, in trust for the people of the United 

tates. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 

þills, with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


A bill (S. 1131) to amend an act to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich., approved 
March 2, 1885; and 

A bill (S. 712) for the erection of a public building at Augusta, Ga. 


MAJ. G. W. CANDEE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first House bill in order under 
the special order will be stated. 

The bill (H. R. 633) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee was an- 
nounced as first in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Was there not a House bill reported from the Dis- 
trict Committee passed over yesterday to await the arrival of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]? Ifso, I ask that it may now be 
taken up. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There was a bill passed over yester- 
day, which will be now considered if it is called for. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from North Carolina I see is in his seat. 


ST. MARK’S PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1993) for the relief of St. Mark’s Protestant 
Episcopal church. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was read yesterday, and 
also the report of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. The trouble yesterday grew out of the fact that the 
printed report showed apparently the necessity of an amendment in 
the description of a certain lot, and the bill contained no such amend- 
ment. The report did not give the information which enabled any 
member of the committee to supply it. I therefore asked that it go 
over until the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] who reported 
the bill should be present. 

Mr. VANCE. I have not seen the bill since it was reported. I do 
not know what the objection was. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that the bill be informally passed over 
until the Senator from North Carolina can look at the report. 

Mr. VANCE. Ihave just sent for the papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over for the 
present, 

MAJ. G. W. CANDEE. 


The bill (H. R. 633) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to 
Maj. G. W. Candee, paymaster United States Army, of $2,650, being 
the amount stolen from him at Fort Arbuckle, Indian Territory, in the 
fall of 1869, and restored by him out of private funds; but the Court of 
Claims is to first find the loss of the funds to have been without fault 
or negligence on the part of the officer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRYOR N. LEA. 

The bill (H. R. 79) for the relief of Pryor N. Lea was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Pryor N. 
Lea of $1,919, in full discharge of his claim against the Government of 
the United States for rescuing three United States soldiers from a sand- 
baron the Mississippi River on the Ist of January, 1864, and for board, 


medical aid, and nursing given them while unable to return to their 
command, and also for board furnished other United States soldiers 
while ing these sick soldiers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR DANVILLE, VA. 


The bill (H. R. 9918) to provide for grading and paving the ap- 
proaches to the national cemetery near Danville, Va., was consid 
as in Committee of the Whole. It makes an appropriation of $10,000 
for the purpose of grading and paving Lee street, Danville, Va., along 
the entire front of the national cemetery, to its inteysection with Jeffer- 
son street, and Jefferson street toits intersection with Paxton street, and 
Paxton street to its intersection with Holbrook street. Before any of 
the money shall be expended the city council of Danville is to pass and 
enter of record an ordinance pledging the city to keep in good condition 
and repair the approaches to the national cemetery thus improved by 
the Government. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED GUN-CARRIAGES. 


The bill (H. R. 1143) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the Somerville Grand Army of the Republic, of Somerville, Mass., four 
condemned gun-carriages, to be used for monumental purposes, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. R. MARTIN. 


The bill (H. R. 707) for the relief of J. R. Martin was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the Postmaster- 
General to credit the account of J. Re Martin, late postmaster at Perry, 
Kans., with the sum of $125.62, on account of moneys received from 
the sale of postage-stamps and the rent of boxes, and the further sum 
of $278.35, on account of moneys received from the sale of money- 
orders; these amounts having been stolen from the safe in the post- 
office at Perry on the night of December 22, 1883. 

The bill was rted to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to inquire if there is a provision there 
to refund money lost which had been received for the sale of postage- 


stamps. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It hasnot been customary in the Committeeon 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads to make any allowance for losses of money 
arising from the sale of postage-stamps. That is a subject over which 
the Postmaster-General himself has complete control, and this bill 
proposes to reverse the practice of Congress in that regard for a number 
of years. When postage-stamps have been sold the receipts become 
the money of the postmaster, and he can deposit it in bankif he sees fit. 
It is different from postal-order money, because the is com- 
pelled to keep the postal-order money on hand to meet the postal orders 
that come to his office; but if the postmaster fails to take proper pre- 
cautions to take care of the money arising from sales of postage-stamps, 
that is his own loss. To that provision of the bill I am opposed. I 
move tostrike out that provision which applies to money from postage- 
stam S 
Ma SAWYER. I hope that will not be done. The committee have 
examined the case very carefully. Frequently they have not reported 
bills where postal money was lost, but within the last few months they 
thought they were too severe in that respect, and hence adopted a dif- 
ferent rule from that heretofore prevailing. I hope the bill will not 


be amended. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have no doubt that the loss has been sus- 
tained as represented by the postmaster, but for the twelve years that 
I have been connected with the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads we have invariably refused to pass bills in that committee to re- 
store the money lost which had been received for postage-stamps for 
two reasons. First, it removes the precaution from the postmasters to 
guard well their funds, and if you pass this bill then all the claims 
that we have rejected in the last ten, fifteen, or twenty years will come 
up, having as much equity and claim on Congress as this. It will 
open up all the back cases which have been disposed of, and they will 
be coming back to Congress for the same relief that is given in this 
case, I therefore move to strike out thatprovision relative to postage- 
stamps. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline 5, after the word ‘‘sum,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘of $125.62, on account of moneys received from the sale 
of postage-stamps and the rent of boxes and the further sum;’’ so gs to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Postmaster-General of the United States is hereby 


authorized and directed to credit the account of J. R. Martin, late pa at 
Perry, Kans., with the sum of $278.35, on account of moneys received from the 


sale of money-orders; the above amount having been stolen from the safe in 
the post-office at Perry, Kans., on the night of December 22, 1883. 


Mr. SAWYER. Before that is voted on I should like to have the 
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report of the committee read. [‘‘Oh,no!’’] I withdraw the request. 

We have reported no bills from that committee where the Postmaster- 

General did not say that the loss occurred without any fault or negli- 

ponce on the part of the postmaster. Of course, it isimmaterial to me; 
t I obeyed the instructions of the committee in reporting the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Delaware. [Putting the question.] The 
nays appear to have it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. This is a precedent now which, if set, will 
come up hereafter to plague us. Innumerable claims of this character 
have been passed by. The general policy of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment is not to allo them, and the general law provides that it shall not 
allow them. This is an alteration of the general law on that subject. 
We have now for the last twelve years to my knowledge, in the Post- 
Office Committee, refused to depart from the general provisions of {` > 

“law in that regard. This is to become a precedent not only to briug 
back all the cases we have passed over where there has been a disallow- 
ance for. loss of money arising from the sale of postage stamps, but if 
we pass this bill of one hundred and odd dollars it will cost the Gov- 
ernment thousands upon thousands of dollars. Besides, it will tend to 
remove that precaution from the postmasters which they ought to exer- 
cise over their funds. 

In reference to postal money-order funds, they are compelled to keep 
those by them in order to meet the money-orders that come to their 
offices, but they are not compelled to keep over the money which they 
have derived from the sale of postage stamps. They can put it in the 
vaults ofa bank. That becomes their own money. It is avery small 
matter, but it will be a precedent that will cost this Government a 
large amount of money, not only for the losses that may occur in the 
future, but in bringing back all the cases which have been heretofore 
disposed of and refunding losses of this character. I hope, therefore, 
the bill will not pass, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object to the con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the next case 
will be reported. 

Mr. SAWYER. Imove to proceed with the consideration of the bill 
notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is legitimate under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motionis in order. The Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin moves that the Senate proceed with the considera- 
tion of this bill, the objection to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The aoe was agreed to, and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the 

Mr. WILSON, ofIowa. Mr. President, this case is not without merit. 
The committee considered it carefully, and in view of the possible oppo- 
sition that might be assumed in the Senate that it would be establish- 
ing a dangerous precedent, among other documents submitted to the 
committee was a letter from the assistant attorney-general for the Post- 
Office Department, and that letter, which briefly condenses the preceding 
subject-matter that is embraced in the committee’s report, is as follows: 

Post-OrFice Dep. 
Orrice or ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 2, 1836. 

Sm: In compliance with your verbal request of this morning, I have the 
honor to transmit herewith a copy of the re oh misas neh hirang Beeler ar So 1884, by 
John M. Crowell. fice inspector, con 
at Perry, Kans., mber 22-23, 1883. 

It appears from the records of this office that Joseph R. arani who was 

r at said office at the time of the burglary, made claim for credits of 
51, on account of money-order funds, and of $96.93 on account of postage- 
stamps lost by the said burglary. 

The amount claimed for stamps was allowed by Postmaster-General Gresham, 
March 28, 1884, and $145.16 was allowed for the money-order funds. From the 
memoranda in the case, it appears that the remainder of the amount claimed 
on accountof money-order funds be oie vrei for the reason that Mr. Martin 
had failed to remit the same to hing uired by section 1081, Postal 
Laws and Regulations of 1879, the t being so regarded as havy- 
ing contributed to the loss. 

t appears from the records of the Auditor's Office that Mr. Martin had made 
remittance December 20, 1883 (two days previous to the pte gt Ls and it is 


alleged, as a reason for not making remittances on the 2ist an: of Decem- 
ou! that he — ill, which statement seems to be supported by the statement of 


The pallowanes of $298.33 of the amount claimed appears to have been the 
result of a very strict application of the regulation referred to, and not because 
of any willful delay or negligence on the part of Mr. Martin. 


Very respectfully, 
EDWIN E. BRYANT, 
Assistant Atlorney-General, Post-Ofice Department, 
Hon, WILLIAM WARNER, 
House of Representatives. 

I submit, Mr. President, that that letter of the Assistant Attorney- 
General presents a fair case, under the facts of which we may very prop- 
erly extend the relief proposed by this bill to that postmaster. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question 
again on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to a third reali: read the third time, and 


passed. 


peg vio 


RE-ARRANGEMENT OF ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask to take from the table the bill in relation to 
the Adjutant-General’s Office, for the purpose of reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the bill referred to by ihe Senator from New Jersey, "elon the bill (H. 
R. 10804) to effect a rearrangement of grades of office in the Adjutant- 
General’s Department of the Army. 

Mr. SEWELL. That bill has beenlying on the table. I move that 
it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. a 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I now report the bill favorably from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, a Senate bill on the samesubject in the same terms 
having been previously reported by the committee. 

ne PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

FRANCIS M. BELL. 


The bill (H. R. 2086) for the reliefof Francis M. Bell was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment of what- 
ever claim may be found due and audited by the Auditor of the Treas- 
ury for the Post-Office Department in favor of Francis M. Bell, post- 
master at Tyrone, Pa., for clerk-hire from April 30, 1877, to June 30, 
1878, not exceeding $525 „41. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES W. GOODRICH. 


The bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of James W. Goodrich was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to James 
W. Goodrich $403.97, to indemnify him for loss of postal funds sus- 
tained by him and caused by the robbery of the post-office in Haver- 
hill, Mass., in February, 1884. 
ets COCKRELL. i should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. SAWYER], who reported this bill, or the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
Witson], why not put in a clause giving the Postmaster-General au- 
thority to pass upon and adjudicate claims for losses of this character, 
the same as for the other kind of losses in the general bill which we 
passed some vo ago? That would relieve Congress of the labor of 
coran these individual cases. 

TISON. of Iowa. I would say in reply to the Senator from 
Misco! that it may be very well to pass some general bill of that 
kind, but aa a proposition as an amendment to a private bill of this 
character woul ly be in place. Itisa subject, however, that may 
very well be pray in the committee, and it is possible that it may 
conclude to report some general bill under which the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral may act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis perfectly in order upon this bill. 

es WILSON, of Iowa. Yes, but it would be very much out of 
ce. 
5 Mr. COCKRELL. It would secure the enactment of it at this ses- 
sion and relieve Con hereafter. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. A general proposition of this kind on a 
private bill would be hardly germane to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has often been done here. 

Mr. SAWYER. The committee are considering that subject, and I 
think they will perhaps report such a bill at this session, and I am de- 
cidedly in favor of it, so as to reach these cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The easiest way is to just put an amendment on 
one of these bills which has been passed by the House, and then after 
a conference the matter may be settled. - 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no objection if the Senator has an amend- 
ment cet prope 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have sent for a copy of that law, but the page 
has not got back yet with it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think it would be a dangerous proceed- 
ing to put an amendment of that kind prepared on the spur of the mo- 
ment upon a bill of this character, involving as it would such great in- 
teresis of the Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would simply extend the provisions of theex- 
isting law to losses of this kind. The other law has been guarded and 
has been passed upon and acted on for years; and now to simply extend 
the provisions of that law to this class of cases could, it seems to 
me, do no possible harm. It would not be enacting a new law, but 
moe be simply making the existing law applicable to this class of 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID W. LOW. 


The bill (H. R. 5651) for the relief of David W. Low was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for paying to David 
W. Low $603.90, to indemnify him for loss of postal funds sustained by 
him and caused by robbery of the post-office in October, 1883. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. The report will be read 
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The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. SAw- 
YER January 12, 1887: 
The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5651) for the relief of David W. Low, have examined the same, and eee 
That the committee have examined the proofs in this case and are satisfied 
pee the report of the House committee is correct. It is adopted, and is as fol- 
ows: 
“On the night of October 1, 1883, the office of David W. Low, postmaster at Glou- 
cester, ., Was entered by burglars, who broke into the safe and took and 
carried away the following property, namely: 


Postage-stamps..... 
Money-order fun 


Postal funds. .« 727 36 
“The master appears to have used due care in the protection of the prop- 
erty, and the loss was through no fault of his, 


“In view of the prem: the committee are of opinion that this item should 
be allowed, and report the bill with a favorable recommendation.” 
aoe bill is herewith reported to the Senate with the recommendation that it 

pass, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYSANDER H. CARROLL. 


The bill (H. R. 1455) for the relief of Lysander H. Carroll, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It appropriates $194.24 to 
reimburse Lysander H. Carroll, late postmaster at Concord, Merrimack 
County, New Hampshire, for money received for stamps stolen by burg§ 
lars from the post-office at that place on the night of September 5, 1883. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER January 12, 1887: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1455) for the relief of Lysander H, Carroll, have examined the same, an 


report: 

Phat an examination of this case satisfies the committee that the House report 
is correct. It is adopted, and is as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom House bill 1455 was referred, having con- 
sidered the same, respectfully report the same back with a recommendation 
that itdo pass. _ 

The accompanying documents are made a part of the report: 

Post-OFrFrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1884. 
Jy to your inquiries concerning the burglary of the post-office at 
ve onor to state: 
absolutely no means of ascertaining the amount 
at a given date. 


Sie: In 
Concord, N. 

(1) That this De 

t“ ”» funds 


thro’ 
a of $86.18 for money-order fun: 
rglary referred 


Assistant All General Fin Opes DAOA t 
55 R orne, encri ice 
Hon. Osstan Ray, x: ; 


, 
House of Representatives, 
Concorp, N. H., January 25, 1886. 

Sm: I wish to present, through you, to the House Committee on Claims,a 
statement relative to my loss by burglars, which occurred September 5, 1 
The Concord post-office is a depository office. A hundred and eighty or more 
fourth-class tmasters deposit at this office the balance due the Govern- 
ment from them quarterly. The money so received, and when received, is 
placed in the safe with other funds, and deposited in the bank as fre- 

uently as the amount is sufficiently large foradeposit. I usually kept my cash 

eposited up very closely, The safe in the office was purchased and put there 
by the Post-Office Department, and was placed in the most ex position 
being near the sidewalk, and a gas-jet kept burning during the night within 
feet of the safe-door. This office is also a paying office of way postal clerks, 
who register at this office. 

On the last day of August, 1883, I drew my check and took money from the 
bank sufficient to meet the demands of my monthly pay-roll. Previous to the 
burglary I had paid all who were on the pay-roll except John E, Skinner, a 
poea clerk running on the route from Richford, Vt., to Concord, N. H. It 

ing his week off duty, he had not received his pay as usual. The amount, 
being $75.82, was placed in an envelope and put with the paroll and locked 
in an iron vault in thesafe. This amount, $75.82, wasa of the $194.24 in cash 
which the burglars took from the safe. Of course it is ble for me to tell 
whether the money so stolen was a part of it, postal funds, or money that had 
been received on deposit from other offices, as my practice was to keep but one 
package before de ting in the safe-vault. As the $75.82 had been once de- 
posited in the and drawn therefrom, it could not possibly be the same 
money received by me as postal funds. 

L. H, CARROLL, 


Hon, J. H. GALLINGER, 
Washington, D. C. 
STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, Merrimack, ss: 
JANUARY 25, 1886. 


Personally appeared the above-named L. H., Carroll, and made oath that the 
above statement by him subscribed is true. 


re me, 
k ROBT. A. RAY, Justice of the Peace. 
The bill is herewith reported to the Senate with a recommendation that it do 
pass, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK SHUTT. aad 

The bill (H. R. 8297) for the relief of Frank Shutt was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to puy to Frank Shutt, 
postmaster at Litchfield, Ill. , $193.40, to reimburse him for postal funds 
stolen out of his safe on the 10th of November, 1885. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would now suggest to Senators on the Post- 
Office Committee that a new section be added to this bill which shall 
authorize the Postmaster-General to adjust claims of this character 
under the law approved March 17, 1882, giving him the same authority 
in rd to claims of this class that he has over claims of the class 

ified in that act. That law was well guarded; it has been in oper- 
ation now nearly five years, and this would simply extend an existing 
law without any new provisions or new machinery. 

Mr. CULLOM. This bill covers a very small sum of money, and I 
know all about the merits of the case. It is a House bill, and I hope 
it will not be amended so as to interfere with its passage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment I suggest does not affect the 
passage of the bill at all. A conference committee will be appointed, 
and the matter will of course be adjusted at this session, and two or 
three days can make no difference. Here are five or six cases now that 
we have had, and we probably shall have every session of Congress in- 
creasing numbers of these cases until the committees will be overbur- 
dened with them. We passed, in 1882, a general Jaw covering certain 
claims for losses. Now why not extend it? It does not interfere with 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. If you put on this amendment why not have a com- 
mittee of conference appointed at once? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I say. As soon as the amendment 
is agreed to there can be a committee of conference, and the matter can 
be adjusted. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know that I have any objection—certainly 
not to a general provision of law on the subject—but it occurs to me 
re that general provision ought to be outside of a private bill like 
this. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can not make any difference. Some of the 
most important legislation in the annals of this country has been on 
bills of that kind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri will send 
up his amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is another bill that I can put it on. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope this bill may be passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TERRITORY SOUTH OF KANSAS, 


The bill (H. R. 679) to extend the laws of the United States over 
certain unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas was con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu 
thereof to insert: 

That the laws of the United States, except those providing for pre-emption 
timber-culture, and desert-land entries of the public lands, are hereb extended 
over the unorganized territory south of the States of Kansas and Colorado, and 
between the Indian Territory and the Territory of New Mexico, and north of 

‘exas, known as the public-land strip; and that for the purpose of the execu- 
tion of said laws said public-land strip is hereby created a land district, and is 
attached to the judicial district of Kansas; and the subdivisional lines of town- 
ships in said public-land strip may be surveyed under current appropriations 
for the surveying service, the work to be done under the direction and super- 
vision of the Secretary of the Interior. Until the establishment of civil govern- 
mentin said territory, lands therein may be entered for town-site pu , for 
the several use and benefit of the occupants of such town-sites, by such trustee or 
trustees as may be named by the Secretary of the Interior for that pu such 
entries to be made under the provisions of section 2387 of the Revised tutes, as 
near as may be; and when such entries shall have been made, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall provide by regulation for the proper execution of the trust in 
favor of the itants of the town site, including the survey of the land into 
lots, according to the spirit and intent of said section 2387 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, whereby the same result would be reached as though the entry had been 

a county judge, and the disposal of the lots in such town-site, and the 
p of the sale thereof, had been prescribed by the legislative authority of 
a State or Territory: Provided, That no more than 320 acres shall be embraced 
in one town-site entry. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] who re- 
ported the bill was here just a moment ago, and I called his attention 
to it, and he said he was awaiting a report trom the Interior Department 
and desired that the bill should keep its place on the Calendar and not 
be considered this morning. I therefore make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be passed over without prejudice. 

CONNECTICUT PORTS OF ENTRY. 


The bill (H. R. 9859) to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised 
Statutes, and making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of 
entry instead of Middletown, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. TheSenator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] who reported the 
bill from the Committee on Commerce may as well state the reason why 
that bill can not be acted on this morning. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Connecticut has requested that there 
be some delay in the consideration of this bill on account of a hearing 
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which is to be had before the Committee on Commerce by vote of the 
committee touching this bill. Therefore I ask that it may be passed 
over without objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. ; 


MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY ACCOUNTS. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 72) to provide for the settlement of ac- 
counts with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think that bill had better go over in the absence 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I appeal to the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
withdraw his objection. The joint resolution has gone through the 
Senate once; it has been reported upon twice favorably in the Senate 
and three times in the House of Representatives. 

Mr, CAMERON. I withdraw my objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution, 

The preamble recites that by act of Congress approved February 27, 
1875, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for settlement with certain railway 
companies,” the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General were au- 
thorized to make such abatements in the accounts of the companies 
named in the act as they might find just; that the Secretary of War 
and the Attorney-General having determined and agreed upon a basis 
for such abatements and settlements, it was found that the Mobile and 
Ohio Railroad Company had so far paid its accounts that. the abate- 
ments determined upon would not only extinguish the balance claimed 
against the company, but would also require the return of a portion of 
the money already paid by it; and that the act not making any appro- 
priation or provision for the ‘return of any money, no settlement was 
made with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company as eee by 
the act, and its accounts stil] remain unadjusted and unsettled. 

The resolution therefore authorizes the Secretary of War and the 
Attorney-General jointly to adjust and finally settle the accounts of 
the United States with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Com ro pans for prop- 
erty received from the United States in the years 1865 and 1866, as 
provided for in the act of Congress approved February 27, 1875. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


SURETIES OF JOHN HOW. 


The bill (H. R. 7648) for the relief of the estate of the late John 
How, Indian agent, and his sureties, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to release Samuel T. Glover, James O. 
Broadhead, and Gerard B. Allen, sureties of the late John How, for- 
merly Indian agent at the Western Shoshone agency, Nevada, on the 
official bond of How, from any and all liabilities of every kind and nature 
on or growing out of the bond. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF JOEL C. FRAZIER. 


The bill (H. R. 898) for the relief of the estate of Joel O. Frazier, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
for the payment of $1,908 to Caleb W. West, administrator de non 
of the estate of Joel C. Frazier, deceased, late of Harrison County, Ken- 
tucky, for quartermaster’s stores, consisting of horses, wood, &c., taken 
from Frazier by the military forces of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


YOUNG WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN HOME. 


The bill (H. R. 7083) to incorporate the trustees of the Young 
Woman’s Christian Home in Washington, District of Columbia, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

E. B. DAWSON. 

The bill (H. R. 5326) for the relief of E. B. Dawson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate to E. B. 
Dawson $66.52, as relief for damages sustained by him through the 
breaking open of his safe and stealing therefrom the Government 
money, in April, 1883, while Dawson was postmaster at Boonton, N. J. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS EASTERN BRANCH OF POTOMAC. 

The bill (H. R. 4806) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River at the foot of Pennsylvania 
avenue east, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. COUSINS. 
Mr, HARRIS. Yesterday Order of Business 1717, being the bill (H. 


R. 4839) for the relief of E. P. McNeal, was informally laid aside be- 
cause of the absence of a Senator. I now ask that the Senate proceed 
with its consideration. 

Mr. CAMERON. Will not the Senator give way until we take up 
the next bill on the Calendar? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe Senator desires it I will postpone my request 
until that has been of. 

The bill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of George W. Cousins was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to the Secre- 
tary of War to cause the records to be soamended as to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of George W. Cousins, late a private in Com- 
pany K, One hundred and fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
and to ‘grant an honorable discharge to him, with all the pay and 
emoluments due him at date of expiration of his term of service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


E. P. M’NEAL, 


Mr. HARRIS. I move now to proceed to the consideration of Order 
of Business 1717, passed over informally yesterday. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of E. 
P. McNeal. 

Mr. HARRIS. The claimant in this case has died within a month or 
two. I therefore propose, in line 4, after the word ‘‘to,’’ where it occurs 
the second time, to insert ‘‘ the personal representatives of,” and after 
the word ‘‘ McNeal,” in the same line, to insert ‘‘ deceased, late of;’’ so 
as bee make the bill read: 

, Thi Secre! the Treasury be, and he is hereb; 
thorized and divested wre to the personal n “it ar resentatives of E. P. M 
d late of preas unty, the sum of $12,781.81, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be in full 
Peon iny ma ig for all property taken from the said McNeal by the United States 
Army during the war, 

The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read vA bill for the relief of the per- 
sonal representatives of E. P. McN 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Henate insist on its amendments 
and ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DoLPH, Mr. 
SPOONER, and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 


TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE. I ask now to take up a bill which was passed over in- 
formally in my absence yesterday, Order of Business 1866. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 4083) to empower the Commissioner of Agriculture to trans- 
fer certain appropriations. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
an amendment, after the word ‘‘ eighty-five,” in line 8, to insert: 

And the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to 
allow the suspended account of George B. Loring, late Commissioner of Agri- 
culture, the several sums which were expended b; ‘him in the purchase of sor- 

hum seed and beet seed, and for labor in the distribution of the same, from 
Scober 1, 1884, to September 30, 1885, inclusive, which Sapana were made 
from the laboratory fund, so ‘called, and which the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury has decided not to be properly chargeable to said fund, said allowance 
not to exceed the sum of $20,307. 

sag as to make the bill read: 


it enacted, &c., That the Commissioner of Agriculture be, and is hereby, au- 
Maaa to transfer from the unexpended nee of the appropriation for a 
laboratory, De ent of Agriculture, 1885, a sum not to exe $1,800, to the 
appropriation for purchase and distribution of valuable seeds, 1885; and the 
accounting officers of the ry are authorized and directed to allow the sus- 
pended account of George B. Tonni late Commissioner of Agriculture, the 
several sums which were expended by him in the purchase of sorghum seed 
and beet seed, and for labor in the distribution of the same, from October 1, 
1884, to September 30, 1885, inclusive, which expenditures were made from the 
laboratory fund, so called, and which the First Comptroller of the Treasury has 
— patted be papang chargeable to said fund, said allowance not to exceed 
the sum o; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pyo tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
DAWEs, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 
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HENRY A. PAUS. 


The next House bill on the Calendar was announced to be the bill 
(H. R. 1261) for the relief of Henry A. Paus, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that Order of Business 1975, being the 
bill (S. 1049) for the relief of Clement A, Lounsberry, be taken up. It 
is a small bill, but it is important to the claimant. It is the next in 
order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can only be done by unani- 
mous consent, The Senator from Iowa moves to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Senate bill named by him. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thope the Senator from Iowa will let the bill 
be considered that has been stated by the Secretary. It is now regu- 
larly in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Iowa if there is a House bill 
he wants to consider similar to the Senate bill he proposes to take up? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I withdraw the motion until after the pend- 


ing bill is disposed of. 
Mr. CONGER. Iwas rising toinqnire about Order of Business 1975. 
Is it passed ? 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is the bill I just moved to proceed to 
the consideration of. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is a Senate bill. 

The bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of Henry A. Paus was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to the of 
War to remove the charge of desertion resting upon the military record 
of Henry A. Paus, late a private in Company K, Nineteenth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers, and to issue to Paus an honorable discharge from 
that organization as of the 20th day of April, 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ST. MARK’S PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 


Mr. VANCE. Order of Business 1696, being House bill 1993, was 
over informally on account of my absence from the Chamber. I 
ask now that it be taken up and if 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1993) for the relief of St. Mark’s Protestant 
Episcopal church in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to say that the statement in the report that 
there was an amendment needed is a mistake. ‘The bill was reported, 
as the RECORD shows, without amendment, as it came from the other 
House; and it was stopped on its passage before in order to make an 
inquiry as to the discrepancy between the report and the bill in that 
respect. I have investigated it, and that is the case. It was not 
amended in the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has already been read at 
len 

"the bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN NEGOTIATIONS. 


Mr. DAWES. I moveto take up Order of Business 1637, being the 
pill (S. 2789) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with 
the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of Indians for the relinquishment of 
their title to so much of the lands of the Fort Hall reservation, in Idaho 
Territory, as is required for the uses and purposes of the Utah and North- 
ern Railway Company and the Oregon Short-Line Railway Company, 
either separately or conjointly. It will involve no debate, I presume. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is acting under aspecial 
order which limits consideration to House bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think we can get through with them to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next House bill will be stated. 


FARAN & M’LEAN, 


The bill (H. R. 1776) for the relief of Faran & McLean was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. MILLER. Let us have the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The ChiefClerk proceeded to read the report submitted from the Com- 
mittee on Claims by Mr. SPOONER, January 19, 1887, but before con- 
eluding was interrupted by— 

Mr. MILLER. I object to the consideration of the bill. It is un- 
necessary to continue the reading, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘The last case that has been considered I should like 
to make an objection to for the present. I want to look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been objected to. 


RACHAEL J. FLOYD. 


The bill (H. R. 2053) for the relief of Rachael J. Floyd was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that Frank B. Floyd entered the United States 
naval service as a machinist December 6, 1873; served on the Intrepid 
and Alarm; was discharged February 21, 1876; immediately re-enlisted 
as a machinist; served until he was discharged, May 5, 1879; immedi- 
ately re-enlisted and served until he died, April 25, 1882; and that the 
deceased at the time of his death had but one month and fourteen days’ 


additional service to perform in order to complete the term of his last 
enlistment, and in order to entitle him to the gratuity provided under 
the act approved June 16, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act relating to machinists 
in the Navy.” Therefore the bill provides for the payment to Rachael 
J. Floyd, widow of the deceased, $510, being the proportion earned 
during the time served of the gratuity for continuous services of the de- 
cae as a machinist in the Navy provided for under the act of June 
6, 1880. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orderedto 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


CONVICT LABOR. 


The bill (H. R. 1622) to prohibit any officer, agent, or servant of the 
Government of the United States of America to hire or contract out the 
labor of prisonersincarcerated for violating the laws of the Government 
of the United States of America, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. Itdeclares that it shall not be lawful for any officer, agent, 
or servant of the Government of the United States to contract with any 

m or corporation, or permit any warden, agent, or official of any 
tate prison, penitentiary, jail, or house of correction where criminals 
of the United States may be incarcerated, to hire or contract out the 
labor of said criminals, or any part of them, who may hereafter be con- 
fined in any prison, jail, or other place of incarceration for violation of 

any laws of the Government of the United States of America. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
January 19, 1887: 

The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred House bill 1622, 

rohibiting the hiring or contracting of convict labor to private individuals, hav- 

z considered the same, rt it favorably, and recommend its passage. 

‘his bill is designed to valleys the law-abiding laborers and producers of this 
country from the burden of competition with the production now thrown upon 
the market by combination between private capital, assisted the and 
cheap labor, made so by its involuntary servitude for crime. It is not aimed at 
production which may be placed upon the market by virtue of the employment 
on behalf of the State of criminals whose support would otherwise be wholly 
charged upon the honest industry of the nome, E 

It is not meant to relieve crimi from hard labor, but to substitute employ- 
ment by the State itself, with its common interest for all and its responsibility 
for the humane and reformatory policy toward the criminal classes for the 
abuses which are invited, and which too often arise from the contract system of 
which there is such general complaint. 

This bill has the House of Representatives three times, and the com- 
mittee feel that public sentiment requires early action by the Senate. 

The report of the House committee is appended as a part of the report of 
your committee, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent that the House report be 

rinted in connection with the Senate committee’s report, which has 
pee med and it makes the House report a part of it, but that has not 
n read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection it will be 
so done. 

The report of the Committee on Labor of the House of Representa- 
tives is as follows: 


[House Report No. 217, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 
The Committee on Labor, to whom was referred House bill 1622, respectfully 


report: 

Phat the bill is identical with the amended bill as it came from the Committee 
on Labor of the Forty-eighth Con; ; thatit was accom ied with a carefully 
drawn report (Report No, 1064, Forty-eighth Naa ees session), and was 
placed on the Calendar, but failed to be reached. The same reasons which then 
called for the enactment of such a law still exist. Your committee therefore 
unanimously recommend its passage. 

The Committee on Labor, to whom was referred House bill 995, respectfully 
report that the object sought to be accomplished by said bill is the abolition of 
what is known as the contract convict-labor system, so far as the prisoners of 
the United States are concerned. 

The United States Government does not own or maintain jails and peniten- 
tiaries for its criminals, except as noted below, but its prisoners are sent to the 
jails, penitentiaries, State prisons, or houses of correction belonging to the sev- 
eral Pleto: under different arrangements as to cost of maintenance to the Gov- 
ernment, z 

The exceptions spoken of are as follows: The Government owns apania 
tiary in each of the following Territories: Idaho, Montana, Utah, Washington, 
and Wyoming, and a jail in Western Arkansas and in the District of Columbias. 
The number of prisoners of the United States confined in the penal institutions 
a the several States, according to the Department of Justice, is about as fol- 
ows: 
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The system of contracting out the labor of the criminals obtains in most of 
States. The State of ‘ornia, under a provision of its new constitution, 


prohibits the employment of convict labor under the contract system,and re- 

quires the employment of such labor after January 1, 1882, on behalf of the State, 

The State of Michigan also has the State account system. The State of Maine 

and the penitentiary in Eastern Pennsylvania have non-contract systems. In 

open institutions of these non-contract States there are about three hun- 
of the criminals ofthe United States Government, 

In the State of New York, at the last annual election the question of the abo- 
lition of the contract system was submitted to the popular vote. The result was 
as follows: A total of 673,534 votes were cast, witha majority for the abolition 
of the system of 138,856. ‘This was the largest vote ever cast in the State of New 
York upon any proposition submitted to the people by nearly 50,000. During 
the ere nt session of the Legislature of that State the following law has been 
ena 4 

“The superintendent of State prisons, or any other authority of this State, 
shall not renew or extend any existing or pending contract, or muke any new 
contract for the employment of any convicts in any of the prisons, penitentia- 
ries, or reformatories of this State.” 

In the penal institutions of the State of New York, as has been stated, are over 
three hundred of the criminals of the United States Government. Add this 
number to those now in the prisons of non-contract States, and we haveover six 
hundred, or three-fifths of the United States’ prisoners, now serving sentences 
in the various penal institutions of the country. 

At aconvention of the National Prison Reform Association, held in New York 
on February 26, 27, and 28, this year, various schemes of reform were advocated, 
and the contract system was generally denounced. 

Mr. Eugene R. Smith, of the New York Prison Association, said that it would 
be cheaper for the State of New York to board all of its prisoners at the Fifth 
Avenue Hotel, if it could insure their reformation, than to maintain the present 


system. 

The adyocates of the contract system were unable to refute the statements of 
those who maintained that under the contract system the reformatory character 
of oe proni has wholly disappeared, and that by it the tendency is that the 
convicts are confirmed in their evil ways. 

Hon. Charles F. Peck, commissioner of the bureau of labor statistics of the 
State of New York, in his report of January 10, 1384, says: 

“ Notwithstanding the fact that this order was made by the Attorney-General 
of the United States ”— 

The order sending to the several penal institutions of the State its convicts— 
“under a law of Congress, I was unable to reconcile the idea that there was 
not some more potens reason behind all, and pursued the line of inquiry till I 
discovered the disgraceful fact that both the officials of our State prisons and 
the county penitentiaries had openly bid for the privilege of maintaining United 
States convicts free of all expense to the National Government.” 

And further: : 

“As the result of the contract between the Erie County penitentiary officials 
and the Department of Justice at Washington, the State of New York is 
supporting United States criminals free of all expense to the National Govern- 
ment, and in their inhuman to make their penitentiary pay in dollars and 
cents two veel eed are crowded into one cell, and the rights of honest, free labor- 
ers out . 

The evils of the contract system are many, but your committee deem it nec- 

to only mention the following: 

1. e contract system is wholly adverse to reform, and therefore should be 
abrogated. e The prisoners are treated as if they were so many dumb beasts, be- 
ing driven to their daily tasks by men whose aim is to get a certain amount of 
work out of them each day. 

Dr. Wines says: 

“It places for the entire working day all the prisoners contracted for, to a 
great extent, under the control of men with no official responsibility; men who 
see in the convict only so much machin for making money; men w) 
only, or, at rep Sela whose chief recommen: ion to the positions hold in 
the prison is that they are the highest bidders for the human bei ired by 
them. It introduces into the prisons agents ofthe contractors, who, for the most 
part, have not only no interest in aiding reform of the convicts, but are too ready 
to oppose it, by offering mischievous indulgences to the convicts as an induce- 
ment to further industrial efforts,” 

Dr. Wines says further, to show that no reform is ible under this 3 

“In former times, especially conspicuous in New York, was the fact of the es- 
tablishment in the prisons of a power behind the throne greater than the throne ; 
a power well-nigh omnipotent within its sphere; a power that coerces, bribes, 
and threatens in pursuit of its selfish ends; a power that makes and unmakes 
officers, im and remits punishment through agents whom it has been able 
to bend to its will, and even stoops to mean devices to get the poor prisoner who 
has incurred its wrath into straits and difficulties, that its revenge may be grat- 
ified by the sight of his punishment.” 

2. The contract system works great injury to honest labor in many branches 
ofindustry. Investigations by committees of State slatures have shown 
this fact repeatedly. The special committee of the sixty-third General 
of Ohio on prison labor in their report say: 

“The testimony shows conclusively that the contract system carried on in 
our penal institutions is directly responsible for a large poron of the reduc- 
tions which have taken place in the wages of thousands of mechanics during 
the past four years. Nearly every manu urer who testified before your com- 
mittee attributed a large percentage of the reduction in w: to the system 
which enabled manufacturers who have prison contracts and who have large 
forces of convicts at cheap rates to go into the market and undersell them. 
There is little or no room for doubt as to the evil effect of this system upon the 
interests of free labor. It not only tends to pauperize honest labor, but it is,in 
& great measure, responsible for the overcrowded condition of many of our po- 
nal institutions.” 

The result of the investigations by the commissioner of the bureau of labor 
statistics of the State of New York is: 

“ The contract system of prison labor is directly responsible, toa great extent, 
for the reduction of wages and loss of employment suffered by mechanics en- 

in the same branches of industry which are carried on underthe contract 
system in the prisons,” 

In the testimony recently published by the Senate Committee on Education 
and Labor, taken by said committee last summer, are the statements of men 
representing various trades and trade organizations, which are unanimously in 
favor of the abolition of the contract system, 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill (H. R. 995), with 
amendments as follows: 

Insert in section 1, line 5, after the word “ corporation,” the following words: 
“Or permit any warden, agent, or official of any State prison, peniten „jail, 


or house of correction where criminals of the United States may be incarce- 
rated.” In line 6 strike out the word “prisoner” and insert the words “ said 
criminals;" and in the same line, after word “ who,” strike out the words 


“are now or," 
JOHN R. HARRINGTON. 
The bill (H. R. 4594) for the relief of John R. Harrington was an- 
nounced as next in order. $ 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is adversely reported. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An adverse report is in the nature 
of an objection. The bill will be passed over. 


IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 


The bill (H. R. 9653) to amend section 3058 of the Revised Statutes, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend 
section 3058 of the Revised Statutes so as to read as follows: 


Src, 3058. All merchandise Sopentes into the United States shall, for the pur- 
pose of this title, be deemed and held to be the property of the ion to whom 
the merchandise may be consigned; but the holder of any bill of lading con- 
signed to order and properly indorsed shall be deemed the consignee thereof; 
and in case of the abandonment of any merchandise to the underwriters, the 
latter may be recognized as the consignee; and, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, merchandise saved from a vessel 
or abandoned at sea, or on or along the coasts of the United States, and 
promptly brought into a port of the United States by or in possession of the sal- 
vors of the same, can, for the pu: of its title, be regarded as the property of 
such salyors, and the valuation thereof and payment of duties thereon can be 
made accordingly, and with due reference to the condition of the said merchan- 
dise as thus saved and the necessities of the case: Provided, however, That such 
bringing in by salyors shall be in good faith and withoutintentto es ip mo jroo 
payment of duty: And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be 
so construed as to prejudice in any other respects the right of | ope sae or of or 
por abandonment or allowance of the owner, or any other person inter- 
ested in said dise, 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


The bill (H. R..7860) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
the statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other ee rae ” approved June 10, 1880, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to amend the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to 
amenc. the statutes in relation to the immediate t rtation of du- 
tiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880, so 
as to allow merchandise liable to specific rates of duty only to be en- 
tered for immediate transportation without appraisement to any of the 
ports mentioned in the seventh section of that act, although the same 
may not appear by the invoice, bill of lading, or manifest of the im- 
porting vessel to be consigned to or destined for either of these ports, 
when the consignee at the port of first arrival shall make written ap- 
plication therefor to the collector, giving the name of the person at the 
port of destination to whom he desires the merchandise to be consigned; 
and whenever such application and entry shall be made, the original 
invoice presented by the consignee at the port of first arrival shall be 
forwarded, with a copy of the transportation entry, to the collector at 
the port of destination; and a copy of such invoice shall be retained on 
file at the port of first arrival. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALLEY IN WASHINGTON, 


The bill (H. R. 8893) directing the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to execute a deed of quitclaim and release to a certain alley 
in Washington to Cornelia P. Randolph and others was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUKE HOROBIN. 


The bill (H. R. 8949) granting a pension to Luke Horobin was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SAWYER] was understood to wish this bill to go over. He is not 


present. 
Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over without prejudice. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the order. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND LABOR, 


The bill (H. R. 5190) to enlarge the powers and duties of the De- 
tment of Agriculture, and to create an executive department to 
known as the Department of Agriculture and Labor, was announced 

as next in order. 

Mr. MILLER. Let that go over without prejudice, not losing its 

lace, 
5 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 


JAMES M. M’KAMEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5775) for the relief of James M. McKamey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 8, after the words ‘“‘and to,” to insert “‘ grant 
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him an honorable;”’ in line 9, after the word “di ” to strike 
out “‘him;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘ therefrom,’’ to strike 
out “as of the day before the date of his muster as a first lieutenant 
and recruiting officer for the Eleventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, and 
also to muster him as a lieutenant as aforesaid from the Ist day of Oc- 
tober, 1862, and to discharge him from this last service as on the Ist day of 
November, 1864, that his record may be made consistent with the facts 
proven;”’ so as to make the bill read: 


The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Imove that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask a conference thereon with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. HAMPTON were appointed. 


STEAM-ENGINEERING IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (H. R. 4308) to regulate steam-engineering in the District 
of Columbia was considered as in Committee of of the Whole. 

The bill was reported trom the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word ‘‘ prac- 
tical,” tostrike out ‘‘ machinists ’’ and insert ‘ eers;’’ and in line 
8, after the word ‘‘all,’? to strike out “steam-boiler?? and insert 

steam-boilers and;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That all persons applying for such license shall be examined by a 
board of examiners com as follows: The boiler-inspector for the District 
of Columbia and two practical engineers to be appointed by the District com- 
missioners. Said examination shall be conducted in all under such 
rules and regulations as the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 
from time to time provide ; and all steam-boilers and engines shall be subjected 
to such tests as the said commissioners may p y 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 2, before the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘‘five’’ and leave a blank, so as tomake the section 
read: 


Sec. 4, That the fee for a license as steam-engineer shall be —— dollars. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move to insert ‘‘three’’ in place of ‘‘five,’’ re- 
ducing the fee for license from $5 to $3. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
was, in section 6, line 8, after the word ‘*Columbia,’’ to insert: 

Provided, That boilers used Leecetnygemgg nee where the water returns to the 
boiler without the use of a pump and injector or inspirator, and which are 
worked automatically, shall be exempt from the provisions of this section. 7 

So as to make the section read: 


Sec.6. That any owner or lessee of steam Dole or engine, or the secretary of 
any corporation, who shall knowingly em iy joy a steam ineer as such who 
has not been regularly licensed to act as such, shall, on conviction thereof by the 
police court of the District of Columbia, be fined $50, and in default of payment 
of such fine shall be confined for a period of one month in the workhouse of the 
District of Columbia: Provided, That boilers used for steam-heating, where the 
water runs to the boiler without the use of a pump and injector or inspirator, 
and which are worked automatically, shall be exempt from the provisions of 
this section, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 7, in the following 
words: 


Sec. 7. That none other than steam-engineers licensed by said commissioners, 
or under the laws of the States from which they come, shall be employed in the 
Executive Departments of the United States in the District of Columbia, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec, 7. That the foregoing section shall not apply to engineers who have been 
licensed by the UnitedStates Government or the laws of any State. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CHENEY, Mr. 
INGALLS, and Mr. VANCE were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. CLARK, its 
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Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7218) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,” approved February 25, 1885. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills, each with an amendment, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 93) authorizing the construction of a public building for 

a post-office in the city of Houston. Tex.; and 
i} A bill (S. 305) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 


The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
10305) to increase the appropriation for the public building at Brook- 


lyn, N. Y.; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The m further announced that the Speaker of the House had 


signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 
A bill (S. a granting a pension to George Ham; 
A bill ie 859) granting a pension to Charlotte O’Neal; 
S. 1384) granting a pension to Mathias Wondrak; 
in (S. 2a ete ting a pension to John Reed, sr. ; 
the relief of Albert C. aa: A 
granting a pension to William Barden; 
granting a pension to Marcel Gagnon; 
ie 2391 n a pension to John G. Warren; 


Haad 


ting a pension to Rachel Ann Pierpont; 
8. 1627 anie a pension to Mrs. M. C. Miles; 
S 1768) granting a pension to John D. Fincher; 
aere granting a pension to Jacob Smith; 
2203) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Swift, of Dex- 


3, 2218) for the relief of Lucy A. Washburn; 

2252) granting a pension to Susan A. Duncan; 

2454) granting a pension to James S. Furniss; 

E oni} granting a pension to Annie E. Gardiner; and 
granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Etheridge Hooks, 


THE MACKEREL FISHERY. 


Mr. PALMER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 1833, being the bill (H. R. 5538) relating to the 
importing and landing of mackerel caught during the spawning season, 
which was over informally yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER [Mr. INGALLS in the chair]. The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business of yesterday, which is the bill (S. 2288) 
to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in charge 
of the unfinished business to allow the Senate to with the ex- 
ecution of the order for the consideration of House bi Iam satisfied 
that within an hour or two that order can be fully executed, and I shall 
be obliged to the Senator and to the Senate if they will allow us to pro- 
ceed under the rule. 

Mr. VEST. Iam very anxious to go on with the unfinished busi- 
ness, but Iam notified by several Senators on both sides of the Chamber 
that they desire to speak on it and are not prepared to-day to do so. 
To-morrow, as we all know, will be devoted to obituary addresses on 
the death of General Logan. ‘Therefore if this bill is laid aside now 
it will not come up until the day after to-morrow. In consideration of 
these facts I shall make no objection to the unfinished business being 
laid aside with the understanding that when it is taken up again, which 
I hope will be the day after to-morrow, I shall ask the Senate to remain 
in session until it is disposed of, as I think we ought to get through 
with the bill this week. 

Mr. ALLISON. The day after to-morrow the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUMB], who is in charge of the Post-Office appropriation bill, 
desires to call that up. 

Mr. VEST. How long will it take? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it will takea long while; it may take 
an hour or two. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS] asks unanimous consent that the pending order may be in- 
formally laid aside for the purpose of completing the order of the Senate 
touching the consideration of House bills. Is there objection? 

Mr. PALMER. [I object for this reason, and the Senator from Ten- 
nessee will see the propriety of it: Yesterday, when the bill that I have 
moved be taken up was reached on the Calendar, being a House bill, it 
was suggested that it be passed over informally because it was on the 
list of special orders. To-day I understand that the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VrEst] is willing to give way, and in that case it will come 
up among the special orders. I do not care how it comes up if it only 
comes up; but it is getting late in the session, and time is important. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Michigan will allow me to suggest 
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to him that if the request I have made, and which the Senator from 
Missouri consents to, is agreed to by the Senate, the bill to which he 
refers is the next thing in order and will come up upon the request that 
the Senator has already made, and come up immediately. 


Mr. PALMER. I was aware of that, but I wished to have it im- 
pressed upon the Senate that I so regarded it; and with that under- 
standing I make no objection, but insist upon the motion that I made, 
that we now proceed to take up Order of Business 1833, being the bill 
(H. R. 5538) relating to the importing and landing of mackerel caught 
during the spawning season. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to sug- 
gest to him that the unfinished business is the order now, and unless 
we consent that that may he informally laid aside it will be proceeded 
with unless displaced by motion. He may displace it by a motion if 
the majority agree with him. 

Mr. PALMER. With the understanding that this bill comes up I 
shall consent to whatever is proposed. 

Mr. MORRILL, There is one bill more that is a public bill, Order 
of Business 2062, a House bill that I should like to have acted on by 
the Senate at the present time, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending business before the Sen- 
ate is the request of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that 
the unfinished business be informally laid aside for the purpose of exe- 
cuting the order of the Senate touching House bills. Does the Senator 
from Vermont object to that? 

Mr. MORRILL, I do not, but I ask the Senate to consider this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. MILLER. I desire to ask for information. If that request is 

nted do we not go on with the Calendar regularly instead of going 

k to the special orders? The bill referred to by the Senator from 
Michigan is a special order, and it is not, therefore, under the ordjnary 
Calendar rule. 

Mr. PALMER. Then I ask that my rights be regarded which were 
observed yesterday by passing over the House bill informally, and I 
move that that now be taken up. Either horn of the dilemma will suit 
me if it suits the Senator from New York. 

Mr. MILLER. Almost anything will suit the Senator from New 
York that will defeat the consideration of this bill or that will defeat 
it after it comes up, if the Senator from Michigan succeeds in getting 
it up. Iam not particular how it is done. 

Mr. HARRIS. The House bill mentioned by the Senator from 
Michigan, though a special order, is within the order under which we 
are acting, and if the Senate will consent to informally lay aside the 
unfinished business upon the request of the Senator from Michigan 
and go back without a motion, there is no question whatever that the 
Senate proceeds at once to the consideration of his bill. 

Mr. PALMER. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senate will proceed with the execution of that 
order, it will not be three hours, I do not think it will be one hour, 
until we have completed the call of every bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. PALMER. As I said before, under these circumstances—— 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I rise to inquire whether the order 
under which we consider House bills is not a continuing order from 
day to day before 2 o’clock? I so understand it. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. PLATT. Then we have twenty-three or twenty-four days of the 
session remaining, during which I am sure we can act upon the few 
House bills which remain. I will therefore take the liberty of object- 
ing to the consent to extend the time this morning. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the At- 
lantic and Pacific Ship- Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that that be laid aside. 

Mr. PALMER. I understand that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] will give way to the consideration of the bill which I have moved 
should be taken up, and which, if he withdraws, has the right of the 
way as a special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to take up another bill, if 
adopted by the Senate, would displace the unfinished business and throw 
the bill to the Calendar. 

Mr. PALMER. Then I insist on my rights under the special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theunfinished business has priority 
of the special order, and is now before the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want this bill to lose its place. According to 
the rules of courtesy that prevail in the Senate I am perfectly willing 
to let it belaid aside. I am prepared to go on; but five Senators have 
notified me that they wish to deliver speeches on this question and are 
not ready to go on to-day. All my brother Senators will see the situa- 
tion in which I am placed in toit. I am willing to let it be 
laid aside informally so as not to lose its place. 

Mr, HALE. I ask that that be done. Under the conditions which 
have been stated by the Senator from Missouri no one would wish to 
drive him to complete the bill now. 

Mr. VEST. Iam ready to go on; but I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill be laid aside informally without losing its place. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
PALMER] objected to that. 

Mr. PALMER. I withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFCER. The Senator from Missouri asks that 
the unfinished business may be informally laid aside. 

Mr. ALLISON. For what purpose? 

a HALE, Let the Senator from Michigan make his motion after- 
Ww 

Mr. VEST. The Senate may do as it pleases so that my bill does 
not lose its place. Iam acting simply under a sense of courtesy to 
brother Senators. I am ready to go on. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move to amend the motion for the purpose of con- 
sidering the bill (H. R. 2075) to provide for the location and erection of 
a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky Mount- 


ains. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no motion pending. The 
question is whether unanimous consent shall be given to lay aside the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. HALE. I may state what my object is. The Senator from 
Michigan has been already recognized to make a motion and withdraws 
it temporarily. I have no doubt under these conditions, if this con- 
sent is given to lay aside informally the measure under the charge of 
the Senator from Missouri, the Chair will recognize the Senator from 
Michigan, who has already been ized, as the next moving Sena- 
tor to bring his bill before the Senate if the Senate chooses to take it 
up. I do notcouple it with any condition that the Senate shall take 
that bill up, but leave it to the Senator from Michigan, who can make 
his motion. In that way every right of the Senator from Missouri is 
preserved. = 

Mr. VEST. Now, in order to settle the matter, after the statement 
I have made, I repeat I want to go on with this bill myself; Iam ready 
to do it and anxious to do it, but I ask now unanimous consent to lay 
aside the pending business informally so as to bring it up to-morrow at 
2 o'clock. Let the bill be laid aside informally, not losing its place, 
and then the Senate can go on with what business it pleases for the 
rest of the day. I have discharged my duty to Senators who have 
= me to lay it aside. If that is refused, I shall ask to go on to- 

VA 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifunanimous consent should be given 
to lay aside informally the bill which is the unfinished business, the 
Senator from Missouri would have the right to call it up at any time; 
but unanimous consent is undoubtedly in order that it may be laid 
aside until Thursday at 2 o’clock, if the Senator so desires. 

Mr. HARRIS. And be the unfinished business at that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And be the unfinished business at that 
hour. The Chair will submit any proposition that may be offered to 
the Senate. The Chair did not understand the Senator from Missouri 
to ask that the bill might be laid aside informally subject to his call 
or until an hour at some day in the future. 

Mr. VEST. I ask unanimous consent to lay it aside informally until 
2 o’clock on Thursday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To be the unfinished business at that 
time? % 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to that request? 
The Chair hears none. The unfinished business is informally laid aside, 
its consideration to be resumed on Thursday at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. PALMER. I nowrenew my motion that we take up Order of 
Business 1833, being the bill (H. R. 5538) relating to the importing 
and landing of mackerel caught during the spawning season. 


VESSEL FISHERIES OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. FRYE, Order of Business 2053, the bill (S. 2287) for securing 
statistics of the extent and value of the vessel fisheries of the United 
States, is one of very great importance, and it is very necessary that it 
should be passed at once so as to secure action in the other House. 
The Fish Commission here have sent in the bill. The statistics here- 
tofore have been very defective, and collectors have refused to keep 
them. In view of the fact that there are sixty-seven vessels which 
have been interfered with on the Canadian coast line beyond the forty 
already reported by the Secretary of State to the Senate, and of the 
pending legislation before Congress likely to become a law, it is still 
more necessary that this bill providing for statistics shall be passed. 
It will create no discussion, and I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be taken up and put on its passage. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask if it will lead to any discussion ? 

Mr. FRYE. It will not. 

Mr. PALMER, I then shall not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2287) for securing statistics of the ex- 
tent and value of the vessel fisheries of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Referring to the fisheries reports of unjustifiable 
treatment, &e., I have just received from the Commissioner of Fisheriesa 
communication in answer to an application I made to him some time 
ago for such information as the Fisheries Bureau had received from the 
owners of vessels on the coast that had not been reported to the State 
Department as harassed and where probably the owners felt that the 
amount of that an international tribunal would award them 
would be small; but still they have reported them all, which adds 
some sixty-seven or more to the list of the State Department. I ask 
that the letter of the Commissioner of Fisheries, together with the re- 
port made to him by one of his officials, and this list, be printed for the 
use of the Senate and laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the order 
to print will be made. 


THE MACKEREL FISHERY. 


Mr. PALMER, I renew my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5538) relating to 
the importing and landing of mackerel caught during the spawning 
season, which had been reported from the Committee on Fisheries with 
an amendment, in section 1, line 10, after the word ‘‘from,’’ to strike 
out the words ‘‘open row-boats of less than 20 feet keel” and insert 
the word ‘‘boats’’; so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall be held to apply to mackerel 
caught off-shore with hook and line from boats and landed in said boats. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator reporting the bill proposes to offer some 
other amendments, I understand. Ifso, I should be glad to have them 
offered now. 

Mr. PALMER. I was about to do that when the Senator from New 
York arose. Insection 1, line4, I move to strike out the word ‘‘ March’? 
and insert ‘‘July;’’ so as to read: 

That for the period of five years from and after the Ist day of July, 1887, no 
mackerel, other than what is known as Spanish mackerel, caught between the 
baci. fie March and the Ist day of June, inclusive, of each year, shall be im- 
po: into the United States or landed upon its shores. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PALMER. In section 1, line 10, after the woi 
move to strike out the word ‘‘ off-shore;’’ so as to read: 

That nothing in this act shall be held to apply to mackerel caught with hook 
and line from boats and landed in said boats. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. At the end of section 1, I move to add: 


Or in traps and weirs connected with the shore. 


So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall be held to apply to mackerel 
caught with hook and line from boats and landed in said boats, or in traps and 
weirs connected with the re, 

“ The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator passes from the first section, in re- 
gard to the matter of date, I should like to move to strike out, in line 
4, “ 1887” andinsert “‘ 1888,” so as to leave the period of this year and 
ihe next open to the fisheries. There are a great many persons who have 
large contracts for vessels, and have crews and so on, extending over 
one year in some cases. I move that amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. That has already been done by the amendment which 
the Senator from Michigan offered. 

Mr. HOAR. No; that amendment extended the time to the first of 
July, 1887. I propose to extend it to the first of July, 1888. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment adopted on motion of the Senator from 
Michigan takes care of this season. 

Mr. HOAR. I know that it takes care of this season, but it does not 
take care of contracts which may have been made extending into next 


“caught,” I 


ear. 
7 The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALISin the chair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. PALMER. I hope that amendment will notbeagreed to. The 
committee made this concession because they thought that owing to the 
late passage of the bill some hardship would be worked upon those 
who had made preparation to do fishing this year. But that will not 
apply to those who are notified and who will not make any prepara- 
tion, if the bill passes, for fishing next year between March and June. 

Mr. MILLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan if 
he does not think it would be doing a little justice to the large number 
of fishermen who are engaged in mackerel fishing to give the men who 
have their capital invested, owning the boats, a little more than three 
months’ notice before you destroy their property and their business? 
That is what the bill proposes to destroy anyhow, and what it will do 
eventually if it passes. It will give them a day of grace if we put it 
off a year or two years. Five years would be still better. 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like toask the Senator from Michigan to state, 
when he answers the question, at what time—— 

Mr. PALMER. Let me answer the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to know at what time in the season, according 
to the information of the Senator, the right of catching the fish termi- 
nates the season. 

Mr. PALMER. Of the whole season? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. About the 1st of December. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I refer to the catching of mackerel. 

Mr. PALMER. I mean the catching of mackerel. Does the Sen- 
ator refer to the spring catch? 

Mr. HOAR. I refer to the spring catch. 

Mr. FRYE. I suggest to the Senator from Michigan that there is no 
difference between the amendment offered by the Senator from 
chusetts and the amendment already adopted. One extends the time 
to July 1, which extends it over the season to which he refers. 

Mr. MILLER. There is just the difference of a year; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maine does not understand it. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Maine will see that it makes a 
difference of one year. If it is extended to the month of March, 1888; 
then it is equivalent to the same thing as extending it to July without 
changing the year, but if you change it to July, 1888, it extends the 
time another year. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill as amended extends the time to July, 1887; 
but I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to move to change 
the date to 1888 instead of 1887. 

Mr. HOAR. Exactly. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Michigan has already stricken out 
March and made it July. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true. 

Mr. FRYE. That covers all the Senator from Massachusetts de- 
sires, which is this entire season. 

Mr. PALMER. No; the Senator from Massachusetts wants to ex- 
tend it another year. 

Mr. HOAR. No one knows it as well as I do myself, if the Senator 
will pardon me and will waita moment. The bill has already been 
amended by striking out ‘‘March’’ and inserting ‘‘July.’’ I propose 
to amend it further by striking out ‘‘1887’’ and inserting ‘‘1888.”” 

Mr. FRYE. That is giving two years. 

Mr. HOAR. So there will be practically two years before the bill 
takes effect. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam decidedly opposed to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, Hoar]. 

Mr. PALMER. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to for this 
reason: The committee have made the concession which has been 
offered and accepted because they thought otherwise a hardship would 
be inflicted upon those who had made preparation for this year. 

In answer to the Senator from New York as to whether I think it 
proper that these men should have notice so that their p y can be 
protected, I will say that the bill was drawn and is being urged by all 
the mackerel fleet, as far as the Committee on Fisheries know, engaged 
in the spring catch of mackerel. Their vessels and their equipments 
have run down in valuation from twenty-five to fifty cents on the dol- 
lar, and it is to save them from commercial destruction, and also to see 
if the fisheries can not be regulated so that the mackerel will not be 
driven entirely from our coast and our people deprived of the chief 
food on which they rely, and upon which they lay very great stress, 
that this bills being pushed. ; 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Michigan—— 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from New Jersey will permit me I 
will say that I think it would be well to have the report of the Com- 
mittee on Fisheries read, which was unanimous. 

Mr. MILLER. That will only take up time. 

Mr. PALMER. Did the Senator from New Jersey wish to ask mea 
question? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator from Michigan will permit me, 
I wish to ask him aquestion. I see the bill proposes that during a cer- 
tain season of the year, which I presume is the spawning season, there 
shall be no catch of mackerel, and this restriction is to continue for a 
period of five years. Let me ask the Senator if the testimony before the 
committee, of which I understand him to be chairman, was not to the 
effect that it was impossible under any condition of circumstances to de- 
plete the sea fisheries? Certain years you have a run of fish of a cer- 
tain kind and character. For instance, along the Atlantic coast one 
year we have a great run of blue fish. Again, for a year or two there 
will be scarcely any blue fish. In certain years we have a great run of 
the menhaden; and then for a year or two we shall see very many less 
ofthem. In my opinion, and my opinion is very largely sustained by 
ex in fishery matters, there is no amount of catch of fish which can 
be taken from the water by any process, whether it be by seines or oth- 
erwise, that can in any sense or form affect the supply of fish. Ithink 
that is a reasonable view to take of the question. 

I wish to know why in certain seasons of the year when there are in 
some years extraordinary runs of mackerel at the particular season to 
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which the bill relates it is necessary to prevent the people of the coun- 
try from having cheap fish food, as they now have in the absence of any 
law governing and controling the matter, when it does not and can not 
in the least particular affect the supply of fish? 

Mr. PALMER. Is the Senator through with his question ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suppose it is very well established that not 
one in a hundred of the germs ever becomes a living fish. 

Mr. PALMER. Excuse me. Is the Senator asking me a question 
or making an argument? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iamasking aquestion, and when I am through 
with my question I shall be very glad to have the Senator answer me. 

Mr. PALMER. Ishall try. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator answer the question I have 
asked him, and inform me whether it was not stated before the com- 
mittee that it was impossible to deplete the sea fisheries? If he will 
answer that question I think he will simply state what ought to be the 
fate of the bill. Therefore, I will await the Senator’s answer. 

Mr. PALMER. We know that the first question scientifically, so 
far as the fish supply is concerned, is not thoroughly understood, and 
unless scientists are perfectly sure and can demonstrate a fact so that 
it can not be disproved they are not going to assent to a proposition. 
The whole theory of the impossibility of the spoliation of the sea has 
arisen from Professor Huxley’s report on the herring fisheries of Great 
Britain. He spent five years in his investigations, but he did not make 
a report that is applicable here. He said that nothing that man could 
ag would tend to deplete the sea of fish; but that is not the question 

ere, 

We do not contend that there will not be just as many mackerel with- 
out this proposed legislation, but we contend that the mackerel will 
be reduced in quality, that they will be driven off to other feeding- 
grounds. 

It is a well-known fact that the anadromous fishes, those fishes that 
go into the mouths of rivers to spawn, are protected by Statelaws. The 
large schools of fish that come upon our coast every year and feed upon 
the food that they get near the shore are not protected. The result is 
that the old and the wise fish that are subjected from year to year to 
this persecution, which commences at Hatteras and which extends clear 
to the Bay of Fundy, become wiser, and they are deflected from the or- 
dinary route; they go outside; and the fishermen are catching an un- 
profitable fish, a fish that is not anything like the mackerel that was 
caught fifty years ago. 

Right here I should like to refer to a table which was prepared by 
the Boston fish bureau, and which more than anything else it seems 
to me establishes the fact that the fish are being degraded by the per- 
secution to which they are subjected upon the coast before they reach 
Nova Scotia. Ishall show that it is fairly deducible from the facts I 
am about tostate. According to the report of the Boston fish bureau, 
in 1819 the catch with the hook and line was 19 percent. of No. 1 mack- 
erel; in 1829 it was 25 per cent, of No. 1 mackerel. 

Mr. MILLER. On what page is the table to which the Senator re- 
ers? 

Mr. PALMER. Itis found on page 59 of the statement maile before 
the Committee on Fisheries. In 1839 it was 30 per cent. In 1859 it 
was6l percent. In 1869 it was31 per cent. In1879it was6 percent. 
I will state right here in parenthesis that the use of the purse-seines 
commenced in 1873, and from 1875 down to the present time the degra- 
dation of the quality of the mackerel on the coast has been so marked 
as to call for legislative action. From 17 per cent. in 1877 it has gone 
down to 9 per cent. one year, to 6 per cent. the nextyear, then to 8 per 
cent., then to 6 per cent., to 15 per cent., to 14 per cent., to 8 per cent., 
and to 7 per cent. in 1885, showing a remarkable decrease in a very few 


years. 

I think it is fairly deducible from this table that from some cause or 
other the larger fish are driven from the coast, and unless some remedy 
is found the fish eventually will not be worth the catching for anything 
except for fertilizers; they will benothing but spikes, as they are called 
in the market. 

There is no doubt in my mind that these fish by the way they are 
harassed (and I will bring evidence to bear on that point) are being 
driven off from the coast. The men who have come and asked for this 
legislation are unanimous upon the subject with the exception of one 
man. They ask protection from eachother. They ask the enactment 
of a law that shall prevent one from getting the startof theothers. It 
they were perfectly sure of each other’s good faith they would all stay 
at home; but if nine-tenths of the fleet remain at home one-tenth may 
go South and get ina very large mackerel catch and carry it into New 
York and get an advantage over their brethren. 

There is no restriction to be placed on the catching of mackerel by 
hook and line. No one is to be damaged at all except the very men 
who ask for this legislation. They are the men who supply our navies 
with our sailors. We are now agitated in an attempt to protect them 
in their rights; and it seems to me that their voice should be heeded 
in legislation which tends to their prosperity and the prosperity of the 
fisheries. Unless something of this kind is done, Iam perfectly certain 
that there will be no mackerel fisheries with purse-seines—possibly 
that would be a blessing—in less than ten years.” 


I should like to read from some of the testimony presented to the 
committee. These letters are from men who have pursued fishing or 
have been connected with itin one way or anotherall theirlives. Here 


is a note from W. A. Wilcox, of the American Fish Bureau. 
I read an extract from his letter of June 15, 1886: 

From personal conversation with a number of the most reliable masters of 
vessels engaged, I find they estimate the aggregate amount thrown away by all 
vessels engaged at from 75,000 to 100,000 barrels. 

That is, from 75,000 to 100,000 barrels a year. It shows how the 
catch has deteriorated. The fish could not be marketed. They are 
thrown over at sea, the most of them, and that is another crying evil. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLER. How does this bill prevent the catching of mackerel 
by purse-seines? How does it enable the fishermen to catch only the 

fish and to leave out the poor ones? 

Mr. PLATT. It is in order to prevent the glutting of the market. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from New York can tell me why 
they should catch fish when they can not sell them, then I can tell him 
how it would preventit. The bill proposes toenact ‘‘ That for the period 
of five years from and after the 1st day of July, 1887, no mackerel 
other than what is known as Spanish mackerel, caught between the 
1st day of March and the 1st day of June, inclusive, of each year, shall 
be imported into the United States or landed upon its shores——”’ 

Mr. MILLER. Butif the bill said that no mackerel caught in purse- 
seines or in any other way except by hook and line should be imported 
into the United States, I could then understand how the bill would 
enable the fishermen, or would compel them, to bring in full-sized 
fish oh but it does not undertake to regulate the methods of fishing 
at 


Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from New York had allowed me to 
read a little further he would not have made that remark. 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly I should have made the remark. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘‘Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall 
be held to apply to mackerel caught with hook and line, from boats, 
an landed in said boats, or in traps and weirs connected with the 

ore. 

Mr. MILLER. We understand what that means, That means fish- 
ing within the limit of three miles from the shore. 

Mr. PALMER. I think the Senatoris mistaken; it is not off-shore, 
it is outside of the three-mile limit. Butit doesnot refer to anything 
in particular that the committee or the persons who are urging the bill 
desired to accomplish; they are perfectly willing to let them fish off- 
shore, in-shore, up the creeks, anywhere they please, as long as they 
fish with hook and line. 

Mr. MILLER. So long as they do not catch any fish before the ist 
day of June. After the Ist day of June they can fish anywhere, with 
ee and take any sized fish, as they have been doing for years. 

it not true that that can be done under the bill? 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will allow me, I will explain why 
the limit was put at the 1st day of June. There were many who 
wished to have it put at the Ist of July, but they said they were fear- 
ful they could not get it through if that limitation was made, and 
therefore it was fixed at the 1st of June; but practically it amounts to 
the same thing, for when the mackerel spawn, between the Ist of June 
and the Ist of July, they sink out of sight, they do not appear at all; 
so that practically it is a close season for the females and their progeny 
up to the 1st of “is 

Mr. MILLER. I am very glad to have the Senator make that ad- 
mission, Then, this proposition is that there shall be no fishing for 
mackerel except during the spawning season, and you may then catch 
all you like. Thatis a new way of regulating fishing. In theinternal 
waters of the United States, by the laws of nearly all the States, fish- 
ing for the various kinds of fish like trout, bass, and others is pre- 
vented during the spawning season. Now, the Senator tells us the 
spawning season for mackerel is between the 1st of June and the ist of 
July, and thatis the time persons are to be allowed to catch them, 
under the bill. $ 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator is a little too technical. I shall have 
to go into the history of the mackerel from the'time he comes on to 
our shore at ee Hatteras, and follow him up through New Jersey up 
by Block Island until you land him in the Bay of Fundy. When the 
mackerel comes on to our shores from the Gulf Stream, or from the 
open sea, or wherever he may come from, which is not already estab- 
lished, he is poor; both the male and female are poor. The reproduc- 
tive process has commenced and they are poor up to the first of July, 
when the spawn has been distributed and when they commence to feed 
upon the red food along the coast in Massachusetts and Maine. Then 
they soon become fat and a gond marketable article. I donotsee that 
the inference which the Senator from New York draws can be fairly 
deduced from anything in the bill. 

Mr. MILLER. If the spawning season begins on the Ist of June 
and extends until the 1st of July or August, in order to make it safe, 
why does not the committee provide in the bill that there shall be no fish 
landed upon our shores from the 1st day of August of each year up to 
and including certain other months, December or January ? 
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Mr. PALMER, The committee did not provide for it because it 
was not asked for. 

Mr. MILLER. The committee certainly ought to provide for what 
is Jona and right without any regard to what the salt-mackerel men 
may ask. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will yield to me a moment, he 
has described the habits of the mackerel —— 

Mr. PALMER. Not critically. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. He has described the mackerel striking the 
coast on the south about Cape Hatteras, The Senator well knows that 
from Cape Hatteras to the northern coast of Maine on almost every 
rod of territory there are constructed, as a sort of permanent invest- 
ment by the fishermen, weirs and ponds and places of that kind for 
the convenience and the profit of the fishermen. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will permit me, that is provided for 
in the amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. At certain seasons of the year there is a run of 
mackerel, at certain seasons there is a run of bass, at a certain other 

iod there is a run of bluefish, and so on. The operation of the 

ill will be to destroy absolutely the occupation of the fishermen during 

the months of the year in which the bill provides that no mackerel 
shall be caught. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Secretary will read the amendment which 
relates to traps and weirs the Senator from New Jersey will see that it 
will cure the evil of which he . The weirs and nets are specially 
exempted from the operations of the bill. All the men along the coast 
of New Jersey, Delaware, and Massachusetts who have weirs or nets 
connected with the shore are particularly exempted from its operations 
and will derive increased benefits from this legislation. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. DoJ understand that the bill has been amended 
in that particular? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; thatis oneofthe amendments which have been 
adopted. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment which has been agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the first section, add: 

Or in traps and weirs connected with the shore. 


So as to read: 


Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall be held to apply to mackerel 
caught with hook and line from boats, and landed inside of boats, or in traps and 


weirs connected with the shore, 


Mr. McPHERSON. In that respect the bill is bettered by the amend- 
ment. There is one other question which I should like to suggest. I 
have somewhere read a statement made by a certain professor in Scot- 
land who has made quite a study of the fish question, and particularly 
of the question of the herring upon the coast of Scotland. It is well 
known that there is not to be found elsewhere on the face of the earth 
in any water anywhere such a great fishery enterprise as the herring 
fishery on the coast of Scotland. Some years there is a less run of her- 
ring than others. This professor goes on to say that as to the amount 
of herring caught from the water by all the processes which fishermen 
can employ, whether it be by nets, by seines, by weirs, by hook and 
line, or what not (and we know something of the quantity caught), the 
amount of fish taken on the coast of Scotland was as one to a million 
compared with the amount of herring consumed by other fishes. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan what is the necessity 
of preventing cheap food-fish being obtained for the people, even dur- 
ing the period proposed in the bill, if it be true that for every fish taken 
from the water at any season (and it is well known that the herring 
fishery is prosecuted with more vigor and with more profit during the 
spawning season than any other) a million are consumed by other vora- 
cious fishes? We know that one class of fish lives upon another. Then 
why, upon the seacoast, with an ocean 3,000 miles wide, is it necessary 
by any sort of system whatever to prevent the free occupation of the 
fisherman during any months of the year? 

Look at the menhaden fishery. Within a year or two we find that 
the menhaden have very tly reduced in numbers, so that in some 
years it is almost impossible for the men employed in the industry of 
catching the fish for the oil and the fat, which I understand is made into 
fertilizers, to find enough menhaden to profitably occupy them. In 
other years again the menhaden come in immense quantities. I think 
it safe to say that although legislation has been attempted here and 
elsewhere to prevent fishing for the menhaden along the coast, for every 
fish taken from the water by the menhaden industries there are a mill- 
ion of them consumed by other fish. If it be best to prevent fishing 
near the shore in order that the fish may go back into deeper water and 
be caught there by bigger fish, then there is some justification for this 
legislation; if not, there is no justification for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the pend- 
ing ee proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

OAR]. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 4, it is proposed to strike out 
#1887” and insert ‘'1888,’’ so as to read: 


That for the period of five gas from and after the lst day of July, 1888, no 
mackerel other than what is known as Spanish mackerel, caught between the 
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i Oy Soa March and the Ist day of June, inclusive, of each year, shall be im- 
pol into the United States or landed upon its shores, 

Mr. FRYE. Iaskthe Senator from Michigan in charge of the bill to 
move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was amended by striking 
out the word ‘‘ March’? and inserting the word ‘‘July,’’ in line 4, and 
then to accept the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. . 

Mr. HOAR. That will cover the same thing. 

Mr. PALMER. Indeference to the wishes of the Senator from Maine, 
who has a greater interest in this bill possibly than I have, I will move 
thatthe vote by which the amendment was agreed to changing ‘‘ March”? 
to ‘‘July,’’ in line 4, be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That can be done by unanimous con- 
sent. There being no objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. PALMER. Now, I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]; which 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 1, line 4, strike out the words ‘'1887”? 
and insert ‘‘1888,”? so as to read: 

That for the period of five years from and after the first day of March, 1888, no 
mackerel other than what is known as Spanish mackerel, &c, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Delaware allow the amendment 
to be adopted before he proceeds, as the committee agree to it? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am not certain that I am in favor of the 
amendment. I am not certain that this proposed legislation is right. 

Mr. MILLER. Are you not certain that it is wrong? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. During the examination of the fishery question 
last fall we took considerable testimony before a committee, of which I 
was a member, on this very subject. I found that the men who own 
the boats, as a general rule, were in favor of a close time, as they call 
it, but they stated that their men employed in doing the fishing gen- 
erally urged that they should send out their boats to the spring fishing. 
Not willing to lose the time, they urged the owners of vessels to send 
their vessels down the southern coast in order that they might have 
employment. 

My understanding is that there isa very considerable amount of fresh 
mackerel consumed in the Eastern cities caught between the months of 
March and July, which furnish cheap food to aclass of people who are 
not very well able to buy the higher-priced fish. If the bill proposes 
to restrict that it seems to me that it is wrong. As to whether it 
affects the mackerel fishery subsequently, the fall fishing for mackerel, 
Iam unable to say. 

There are different theories in reference to the mackerel. Some fish- 
ermen whose testimony was taken by the committee had an idea that 
these fish come up from the Gulf along the shore, striking in about 
Hatteras and going all the way up. There were other persons who had 
the idea—and I think Professor Baird has that idea—that they come di- 
rectly into theshore from thesea. If the lattertheory is true, then all the 
argument in reference to diverting the fish is erroneous. If, on the 
other hand, it is true that the schools of fish come up from toward the 
Gulf and hug the shore clear up our coast and to Canada, then perhaps 
the spring fishing does divert to a certain extent the fish from our coast. 
Which of these theories is correct I am not able to say, but at any 
rate, if the poor people of the cities are to be deprived of a cheap arti- 
cle of food it seems to me that this proposed legislation is not wise. 

As to its effect upon the ultimate catch of the fish I am at a loss to 
determine, because that depends also upon the theories which are enter- 
tained in reference to the habits of these fish. If they make into shore 
from the sea, striking at Hatteras, striking along the Jersey coast, strik- 
ing along the coast of Massachusetts and Maine from the sea, then there 
is no diverting the fish, if that theory be true, simply by fishing down 
about Hatteras in the spring of the year. 

My information is that there are about a hundred vessels that go 
down from Gloucester and from other points on the New England coast 
and engage in southern fishing; and that they do not go because the 
owners of the boats desire that they shall go, but because the men en- 
gaged in fishing, the hands who do the catching, do not wish to be lying 
around Gloucester all the spring waiting for the fall catch, but they 
desire to be employed. The bill o tes to the prejudice of that class 
of men who are dependent upon their labor in this industry. If itis 
their wish to go down and fish, and if the poor people of the cities are 
to be deprived of a cheap food, the bill is contrary in my judgment to 
what is right. The poor we shall always have with us, and we ought 
not to legislate against their interests. 

I had a good deal of doubt about the justice of this proposed legisla- 
tion when on the committee last fall, after hearing the testimony of 
the owners of the boats, for it was the testimony of the owners of boats 
that we took as a general rule, and not of the men engaged in actual 
catching, except the captains of the boats. I do not now remember 
that I heard any m of opinion from the captains of boats on 
this subject, but we did hear some opinions adverse to the spring catch 
by the owners of the boats, and I think very generally the owners of 
the boats were opposed to that kind of fishing; but I understood dis- 
tinctly from the owners themselves that they were compelled to engage 
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in spring fishing because their fishermen were not willing to wait, and 
they had to send them out to gratify the men actually engaged in the 

If the statement of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] 
is correct, that it is utterly impossible to diminish by any catch the 
fish, then all the argument in favor of a close time comes to naught. 
We have an abundance of fish during certain seasons, it is true, of 
certain kinds of fish, and at certain other seasons there is notso much. 
I know that in Delaware Bay, along which I live, in some seasons of 
the year we have the sea trout, which comes in there in t abund- 
ance, and perhaps the next year there will be but few of them, so that 
it alternates, sometimes a full season of fishing and sometimes a scar- 
city. It is so I believe with shad, and it is so with herring, and I sup- 
pose with every other class of fish. 

On the whole, I think I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, this is a very ingenious bill. It 
could have had its birth nowhere except in the fertile mind of adown- 
east Yankee, and if it is passed into a law it will undoubtedly succeed 
in accomplishing what it was intended to accomplish, for it is very 
neatly drawn for that 

The object of the bill is to reduce the catch of mackerel from one- 
third to one-half of all the mackerel that shall be brought into our 
American ports during each year. The fishing season begins late in 
March or early in April and continues uninterruptedly up to the Ist of 
June, and through June, July, August, September, October, and No- 
vember, even to December, as the Senator from Michigan says; but 
during the month of June and a portion of July the fish disappear and 
the catch issmall. Heretofore the principal catch of mackerel has 
been made off our coast during the months of March, April, and May. 

Mackerel fishing has been a very important industry. It has given 
employment to a very large number of hardy seamen. There are en- 
gaged in the business, I think, nearly two hundred vessels, owned largely 
in Massachusetts and New York, some in New Jersey, and other States. 
The bill takes off three months of the annual fishing, and three months 
of the best fishing. 

The chairman of the committee, who has made a scientific study of 
this matter, tells us that the fish first appear off our coast, off the capes, 
Cape Hatteras, or even further south, opposite Georgia and South Caro- 
lina, latein March or early in April, and that from that time on up to the 
1st of June they are found going further north, until finally in June 
they are off Massachusetts and Maine; in other words, that this is a bill 
to prevent fishing for mackerel save off the coast of Massachusetts and 
Maine, chiefly off the coast of Maine, for after the first of July the fish 
are as far north as Maine, and many of them have gone still farther 
north. 

Whether the chairman of the committee took kindly to this measure 
or not Ido not know. It may be that there is some New England 
blood in his veins, and therefore he took kindly to this proposition of 
his fatherland. As the State of Michigan does not border upon the 
Atlantic he has no mackerel fishing off his shores, and he may have 
been kindly disposed toward New England and been willing to rule 
out of the fishing business all the Southern States and the States of 
New Jersey and New York. I will not say as to that, but certainly I 
was greatly surprised to find that the Senator from Michigan, who 
usually takes so liberal a view of all these questions, and who desires 
to legislate in the interests of the people of this country, should have 
given his sanction to a bill which is simply for the purpose of creating 
a monopoly in the mackerel fishing off our shores. 

This bill is simply in the interest of the men in Massachusetts and 
Maine who are engaged in the salting of mackerel, and is intended to 
cut short the fishing which takes place along our shores, and which 

rodaces during the months I have spoken of one of the principal food- 

hes of this country, being brought into all our ports in enormous quan- 

tities, and now by our railroad system distributed all along our coast, 
even as far west as the Mississippi Valley. 

What reason can be given for this bill I donot know. Ihave waited 
anxiously for the Senator from Michigan to give us some reason forthe 
bill. He seems to defer those reasons until the opposition to the bill 
shall be put in, and then I suppose some overpowering and conclusive 
argument may be produced here which will convince us that we have 
all been wrong. Certainly, ifsuch reasons are produced by the members 
of the committee or by any other Senator, and my judgment is con- 
vinced, I shall gladly acknowledge my fault and support the bill. 

It has been intimated that the fish were not good during the months 
included in the bill, but the Senator tells us that the spawning season 
does not begin until June, and he proposes to curtail and stop abso- 
lutely the fishing for mackerel until the spawning season begins. I 
submit to him as an old fisherman and one skilled in the art, and as 
one knowing the science of the fishes, that it is certainly a very curi- 
ous provision that he should bring in a bill here regulating fishing 
which should prevent fish from being caught at any other season of the 
year save during the spawning season. I shall leave him to explain 
why he has done this. 


Mr. President, this legislation is certainly anomalous. As I said a 


moment ago, it is in the interest of monopoly. It tends directly to 
create a monopoly. It proposes to put a fence around the Atlantic 
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Ocean for three months in the year, and say to the poor and hardy fish- 
ermen of our coast, ‘‘ You shall not go out in your boats to catch an 
mackerel, or if you do catch them you shall not be permitted to lan 
them upon our shores.’? 

Evidently the amendment which the Senator has proposed this morn- 
ing in allo these fish to be taken in weirs, nets, and ponds along 
the shore has been intended to catch the support of the Senators from 
New Jersey, off which coast much of that kindof fishing is carried on. 
But if the fishing is injurious, if as he tells us the mackerel are har- 
assed and troubled by the fisherman until at last they are driven 
away from our coast and we have only the small mackerel of which 
he complains left, how does he better it by allowing fishing off the 
shore in weirs and ponds and nets? Will not all the fish be taken, 
of whatever size they may be? Certainly everything that comes to 
the net will be taken in, it matters not whether the net is on the shore 
or off the shore or whether out in the deep sea. 

We have allowed American citizens to go out upon our great plains 
and to fence in the public domain and to drive off and keep off citizens 
of the United States from settling upon it. We have allowed great 
corporations to seize upon the public domain, and to-day there remains 
but little of the public domain which is desirable for settlement and 
which can be taken under the laws of our Government. We are rap- 
idly making a monopoly of whatever of public land there is leftin this 
country; and now these few men in the States of Maine and Massachu- 
setts who desire to control absolutely the mackerel market of this coun- 
try and to raise the price of mackerel in our market from 50 to 100 or 
200 per cent., as this bill will do if it passes, come here and ask us to put 
a fence around the Atlantic Ocean and to say to our people, ‘‘ You shall 
not fish during March, April, and May.” 

It seems to me that it ought only to be necessary to read the bill and 
to call the attention of the Senate to it in order to have it unanimously 
rejected, for I can not believe that the Senators from any State repre- 
senting their constituents can for a moment consent to stand here and 
indorse and advocate a measure which is to make not only mackerel 
dear in our markets, but which is to make all salt-water fish dear also; 
for you will find if you go to the great fish markets in New York and 
other seaports that the price of bluefish, the price of sea-bass, and in 
fact the prices of nearly all salt-water fish are y controlled by the 
amount of fresh mackerel brought into our ports. Mackerel is the 
principal fish, and if it comes in in greater abundance the price goes 
down, and that carries with it, of course, the price of all other salt- 
water fish. If the number that is brought in is decreased necessarily 
the price of mackerel advances and the price of other salt-water fish 
advances, 

It so happened that about two years ago, I think, a great catch of 
mackerel was made off our coast. Mr. Blackford, who is one of the 
fish commissioners of New York, a man who knows as much about the 
commerce in fish as perhaps any man in the United States, for he has 
been engaged in it for many years, tells us something about the results 
which happened upon the price of fish when the great catch was made 
only a short time ago. Let me read from his testimony which was 
taken by this committee. Mr. Blackford said: 


As I said leg oe was before your committee formerly, last year was an ex- 
ceptional year, there being an enormous ‘the mackerel made their ap- 
pearance about the Ist of April, and in the sixty days between the Ist of 
April and the Ist day of June there were some 60,000 barrels landed and dis- 
tributed, not in New York city alone, but all over the country; that is, within 
forty-eight hours of New York city by express. 


Mr. President, if you will look at the statistics of the mackerel catch - 
of this country you will find that the 60,000 barrels were one-quarter 
of all the mackerel taken in that entire year. If this bill had beena 
law those 60,000 barrels of mackerel would not have been taken atall, 
and they would have been lost to the people, and the result would have 
been a largely increased price for fish. 

Mr. Blackford goes on to say: 


They were sent in large numbers to Chicago, to Cleveland, Saint Louis,and 
as far south as into Virginia and North Carolina, and Ido not know but that a 
nantity were s 


The Senator from Michigan tells us that this is destroying the catch 
of No. 1 mackerel. Perhaps that may be true, but 90 per cent. of the 
people of this country do not eat No. 1 mackerel; they do not ask for 
it in the grocery stores; they can not afford to pay the price for it; the 
people of this country want cheap food, and under the present system 
of fishing they are getting it, not only all along our Atlantic coast, but, 
as I have shown, as far into the interior as the Mississippi Valley itself 


1486 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 8, 


How does this large catch of fish affect the price even of No. 1 mack- 
erel? I might go on and read a long time to show how it reduced the 
price of a barrel of salt mackerel at that time nearly 50 per cent. 

It is not necessary that I should say here that the price of mackerel 
like the price of other commodities depends upon the supply and de- 
mand. ‘The bill proposes to eut off one-half the supply and thereby 
raise the price of the other half to at least double the present price. 

While the catch of mackerel has decreased since purse-seining has 
been introduced, it does not follow that it should be given up, nor 
does the bill provide that it shall be given up. If the bill had pro- 
vided that at no time should any mackerel be landed upon our shores 
save those taken by hook and line, we could then have understood 
that the committee and the Senator from Michigan had brought the 
bill here for the purpose of preserving the ies of mackerel and pro- 
viding that only the large fish should be taken and that the small 
fish should be left. But it does not do anything of the kind. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from New York permit me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Is not that essentially the effect of the bill? The 
Senator seems to be confused on that point. 

Mr. MILLER. I donot think Iam confused on that point at all, 
but if I am I am willing to be enlightened. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will read the proviso at the end of 
the first section I think he will be enlightened. 

Mr. MILLER. Ihave read it two or three times, and we all under- 
stand it. That permits fishing with hook and line during the three 
months specified, but after that time is up, for the other nine months 
in the year, purse fishing goes on uninterruptedly off the coast of Massa- 
chusetts and Maine; but it can not take place off the coast of any other 
of the United States of America, because the fish are not there except 
during those three months. That is the meat in this little bill. 

I say if the committee had come in here with a bill providing that 
no mackerel should be landed upon our coast at all saye mackerel taken 
by hook and line, it does seem to me the Senator might have stood 
upon some scientific ground, upon some just ground, and said to the 
Senate that he was afraid the entire species of mackerel would be blotted 
out and withdrawn from the sea, and he was doing this to preserve the 
species. But that is not the case at all. Mackerel can be taken by 
purse-seine any time after the 1st of June, any time after the fish year 
given, as high up as Massachusetts or Maine, but not before. 

The catch of fish is not falling off at all, The Senator says there 
have not been as many No. 1 mackerel taken recently as heretofore. 
Quite likely that is true, but as I have said the masses of our people 
are not buying No. 1 mackerel; they want cheap mackerel and cheap 
food of all kinds. I do not know that the entire catch of mackerel is 
given here. I suppose not, but itis the amount inspected in Massa- 
chusetts only that is stated in the report. In 1875 it was 225,000 
barrels. The next year it fell to 105,000 barrels. Evidently that was 
a bad year for mackerel. The next year it went up to 144,000 bar- 
rels; and the next year to 155,000 barrels. In 1880 it got up again to 
243,000 barrels, The next year it was 256,000 barrels. The next 

, another bad year, in 1883, it was 154,000 barrels. . The next year 
it went up to almost its largest point; in 1884 it was 283,000 barrels; 
and the next year it fell to 215,000 barrels. 

There is not anything to show in the statistics of the country (for 
there are no such statistics) that we are depleting the seas, or that we 
can in any way destroy or perceptibly affect the supply of food-fish in 
the sea. What aré caught by all the human race constitute a mere 
nothing in comparison to the vast multitudes that inhabit the sea. 

Here is a food suitable to all our people, which costs no man any- 
thing to cultivateor raise. Itroamsatits will through thesea. It costs 
us nothing and never has cost us anything, We have been appropria- 
ting a few thousand dollars from year to year to enable our scientific 
men to study the habits of sea fish and to see if they can do anythin 
to bring them closer to our shores and to make our fisheries more ef- 
fective. In the increase of our food-fish in our interior waters they 
have undoubtedly been very successful, and are doing much to resupply 
the streams and lakes which were giving out. But thus far they have 
produced no results whatever upon sea fish. They have been enabled 
to make some studies which are useful and which I hope will Jead to 
beneficial results, but in regard to mackerel they have not been able 
even to arrive at any conclusion about their habits. They donot know 
where they go to nor where they come from. They simply know that 
during certain months they are off a certain portion of our coast, and 
that we can then catch them, and that is all they know about them. 
Let me read from a letter written by Professor Baird on this subject: 

UNITED STATES COMMISSION oF FISH AND FISHERIES, 
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1838. 


Dear SIR: I have received your letter asking for an opinion as to whether 
“the preventing of mackerel fishing during the spring months is necessary for 
the maintenance of an abundant supply of that fish upon our shores.” 

I have never been convinced that the abundance of mackerel has been in any 
way affected through the agency of man. 


Here comes this committee and it proposes to say that for three 
months in the year no mackerel whatever shall be landed upon our 


coast. There can be no possible excuse or demand for such legislation 


unless it be upon the ground that it is necessary to preserve the fish 
and to prevent them from being obliterated. 4 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator permit me to make a statement? 

Mr. MILLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator seems to have gotten up a fog-bank, 
and thinks it is a positive clay-bank, and he is pelting that. ‘There is 
no charge that there has been a diminution in the quantity of mack- 
erel. That is not the charge, although I believe that will follow the 
purse-seine fishing if kept up for many years, but the charge is in the 
degradation of the quality. 

Mr. MILLER. May I ask the Senator what is the reason for this 
bill? Why is it brought in here? 

Mr. PALMER. In answer I will state that it was brought here at 
the instance of men who are engaged in the mackerel fishery, who rep- 
resent 400 vessels and 5,000 seamen, who say that by reason of purse- 
seine fishing, as they believe, the mackerel fishery has become unprofit- 
able, and that they will sell out at from 25 to 50 cents on the dollar 
their vessels and all theirequipments. They say it is a matter of vital 
interest to them, and that without some legislation the mackerel fishery 
of the Northeast will be destroyed entirely, and they will have to go 
back to the old hook-and-line methods. 

The Senator says that what he wants is cheap food for the people. 
He will have high food for the people without some such enactment, 
because this matter of purse-seine fishing will cure itself sooner or 
later. The best thing for him to do is to accept the inevitable. Let 
these poor and miserable and cheap, and I would say, if I ever used 
the word, nasty fishes of the spring go, and rely upon the hook and 
line to supply his constituents, and in the fall get fish that are worthy 
to eat at a cheaper price than he can get them if the present system is 
permitted to go on. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator has answered my question as I 
he would. It turns out that this bill isin the interest of the owners 
of a few fishing vessels, not in the interest of the seamen who go upon 
them, as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] told us was dis- 
closed in the investigation which was had before a committee of which 
he was a member. 

I undertake to say, and I do not think it can be gainsaid or disproved, 
that this bill is desired simply by a few men who stay upon the land 
in various towns in Maine and Massachusetts and salt down mackerel. 
They are men of capital, men of means. Itis notasked for by the poor 
fisherman himself. He does not desire to be deprived of three months 
of his work in each year. Itis not asked for by the ten million or the 
fifty million people who consume this food. 

As to the quality of the fish, I do not care to gointo that, but I think 
when every Senator here can get a good fresh mackerel between the 
1st of April and the Ist of June he does not hesitate to eat it. I know 
I donot. Ihave no doubt but that the Senator from Michigan, al- 
though I know he is very particular in regard to his food, eats fine 
mackerel between the 1st of April and the Ist of June. 

But, as I said a moment ago, even if the object of this bill be what 
the Senator says it is, it effects that object only for three months. It 
does not stop purse-seining during nine monthsin the year. Why not? 
If it were true or if there were any fair probability that by the con- 
tinuation of purse-seining all the mackerel would be driven off our coast 
and this whole fishery disappear and our people leave this food fishery 
entirely, it se es wise for us to pass a law providing that no mackerel 
should be landed upon our coast at any time save those taken by hook 
and line; but this bill does not provide anything of the kind. The 
Senator from Michigan wants to preserve, to take care of the little fish, 
the weak fish, and the poor fish during three months in the year, and 
then he turns them loose to the mercy of those men whom he is repre- 
senting here, the fishermen of Maine and Massachusetts, and allows 
them to go out with their purse-seines and surround the whole sea and 
bring them in, and they bring in large and small then just as much in 
the months of June and July as they do in the months of April and 
May, do they not? I ask the chairman of the committeeif that is not 
true? There can be no question about it. This bill, then, is not con- 
sistent with itself. It does not undertake to accomplish what the Sen- 
ator says it is intended for. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator asked me a question. I shall be very 
glad to answer it. £ 

They do not bring the fish in in the same shape in July and August; 
they are not brought in salted. It is a fact that the fish caught in July 
are not fit for salting. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask the Senator from New York if 
he has not overlooked the fact that the fish when they first come upon 
our shores in March, April, and May are poor, small fish; that they be- 
come larger and fatter after that time and more fit for the market; and 
that the object is to preserve the fish until they become fit for the mar- 
ket and not bring them in as he has described, 60,000 barrels at one time, 
and allow them to be dumped into the docks and thrown away, more 
than half of them, because it was impossible to consume them at any 
price or give them away before they were destroyed. Is not that the 
object of this bill? 

Mr. MILLER. I am trying to get at the object of the bill, and we 
shall be able to fish it out after awhile, even if we have to do it with 
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a hook and line. I have been throwing out a purse-seine and got notli- 
ing. The reasons were so small that they slipped through the mesh. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose that a man who recognized the fitness of 
the game law in his own State and in every other State of the Union 
that prohibits the taking of game during certain months in the yearin 
order to preserve the game, so that it may be fit for market in other 
months of the year, would be able to guess, without the benefit of a 
hook and line, what was the purpose of this bill. 

Mr. MILLER. If there was anything of that kind in this bill I 
might prea have guessed at it; but there is not. There is nothing 
in the bill that will accomplish anything which the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has just stated to be the object of the bill. It will not ac- 
complish it at all. 

Mr. DAWES, The Senator will allow meto interrupt him again. 

I stated to him that during those months the fish were young and 
poor fish, that they came up better fish in the after months; and the 
Senator’s attempt to show that this is for the benefit of the men who 
own shipping craft in Maine and Massachusetts shows that he under- 
stands that part of it just as little as he does the game laws of his own 
State. It does not make a particle of difference with the men in Maine 
and Massachusetts whether they fish down in New Jersey and off Hat- 
teras, or fish in Massachusetts or Maine. They do not gohome at nights; 
they are out on the ocean; and it does not make one particle of differ- 
ence where they go for the fish. The effect is upon the fish and the 
fish market in the long run, not upon a man whose business it is to get 
60,000 barrels at one haul, and make a lot of money by dumping them 
around in the different express oflicesof thecountry. That is the differ- 
ence between the Senator and this bill. 

Mr. MILLER. IfI did not answer all the questions and all the ob- 
jections of the Senator from Massachusetts, it was because the ques- 
tions were so long that I forgot most of them before he finished. 

I do not suppose the Senator from Massachusetts or the chairman of 
the Committee on Fisheries will undertake to say that the mackerel 
grow from a little fish to a big fish between the first day of April and 
the first day of June. That is absurd. It takes several years to grow 
a No. 1 mackerel, the kind that the Senator from Michigan uses upon 
his table. They are not grown in ninety days. 

Undoubtedly it is true that the mackerel in the months of April and 
May are not quite as fat, not quite as oily as they arein September and 
October, but it is also true that the mackerel during the three months 
I have mentioned, March, April and May, are perfectly good food, and 
are eaten by the greatest epicures in this country, with all due defer- 
ence to the chairman of this committee and tothe Senator from Massa~ 
chusetts, 

If by purse-seining they get too many of the small fish, this bill 
does not prevent it except for three months in the year; as I have said 
before, it leaves the other nine months unrestricted. Now, if these fish 
are unfit for food during March, April, and May, why, I ask in the inter- 
est of the health of our people, does the Senator from Michigan come in 
here and permit you to eat those which are taken by the hook and line, 
or are taken in a pound net, or in a weir off the coast of New Jersey 
during these three months? Are those fish which come a little closer 
to shore any better in March, April, and May than the fish taken out 
in the open sea? I think not. The fact remains simply that the fish 
in those three months are not as good as they are during the rest of the 
year, but they are perfectly good food and are eaten by all our people 
who can get them at a reasonable price. 

The Senator from Massachusetts referred to the game laws of my 
State and of other States. Sir, we do not have any game law in the 
State of New York which forbids fishing for trout and bass except dur- 
ing thespawning months. We have not got any such law as that, and 
that is what this bill is. This bill says you shall not begin fishing for 
mackerel in the high seas until the spawning season begins, and then 

ou may fish all you like. Who ever heard of such a game-preserving 
laas that is? It is absurd on the face of it; and I say when a law is 
made with that absurd provision you must go and look at the selfish 
interests of the men who brought the bill here and who have advo- 
cated it before the committee and who have appeared there and made 
their arguments. The thousands of poor fishermen who go out in 
these months and partake in this industry have not been here asking 
for the passage of this bill, but only the capitalists; and they have found 
that we are catching so many fish under the present system, that we 
are s0 reducing the price even of No. 1 mackerel, that they with their 
capital may no longer find it profitable; but I have no fears in regard 
to that. This great industry will not be allowed to die and pass away 
because of its enormous proportions. It does not cost us, as I said a 


moment ago, anything to grow these fish. Providence takes care of 


them, or they do themselves, and all we have to do is to catch them and 
distribute them among our people. 

One other point mentioned by the Senator from Massachusetts I de- 
sire to refer to, and that is the enormous catch that took place two years 
ago of 60,000 thousand barrels taken by a fleet of 170 vessels, nearly the 
whole of which was brought into the port of New York, and from there 
distributed, as I have shown, all over the country east of the Missis- 
sippi River. The Senator dealt, I think, in a little exaggeration, not 
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intentionally, in stating that one-half of them were dumped off the 
wharves allowed to go to waste. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not say they were dumped off the wharves, 
They were taken to express offices, 

Mr. MILLER. I said one-half. I did not say the whole. 

Mr. DAWES. Isay the Senator was mistaken when he said I stated 
that one-half had been dumped off the wharves, I said one-half of 
them were disposed of in some way; that is, dumped off the wharves, 
sent to express offices, and thence away off at a distance in such large 
quantities that they became useless and could not be eaten at all. 

Mr. MILLER. The statement of Mr. Blackford does not bear out 
that statement of the Senator. 

Mr. DAWES. The whole statement in the book the gentleman has 
before him on that subject bears out what I said. 

Mr. MILLER. Perhaps it may; I will not undertake to say in re- 

to that; but I say the statementof Mr. Blackford, who has more in- 
‘ormation about it than any other man in this country, does not bear 
out the statement of the Senator; and even if it did it would be no ar- 
gument at all in favor of this bill, for there is nothing in this bill that 
will prevent the one hundred and seventy or the four hundred vessels, 
as I think the Senator from Maine said, engaged in this business from 
catching, after the 1st day of June, all the mackerel that go to their 
seines, it may be one hundred and twenty barrels inone haul. There 
is not anything in the bill to prevent that. 

It so happened that two years ago this fishing fleet went south and 
off our coast it struck the mackerel as they were coming into our shores, 
and like wise fishermen they filled their nets and filled their ships, and 
brought them into port, and they brought in 60,000 barrels and they 
were distributed over the country, and the estimate of Mr. Blackford 
is that perhaps 6,000 barrels out of them all were wasted because they 
were spoiled before they could be properly distributed, but that is a 
thing that never happened before and may never happen again, and 
there is nothing in this bill to prevent its happening every year. 

I was attempting to show that it was impossible for man, in any way, 
to control the fishes of the sea and their supply, or that we had any 
exact intormation regarding them, and therefore that it was worse than 
folly, that it was criminal on our part to attempt to curtail the supply 
of food to our people by fencing in the Atlantic Ocean for three months 
and preventing our fishermen from fishing. I wasreading a letter from 
Professor Baird when I was interrupted. I will go back in the letter. 

I have never been convinced that the abundance of mackerel has been in any 
way affected through the agency of man, The catch in 1584 and 1885 was far 
above the average for the past fifty years. 


The Senator from Michigan told us that purse-seine fishing began in 
1873. Twelve years after it the catch was the largest that had been 
made within fifty years. Certainly this purse-seine fishing has not di- 
minished the supply of mackerel very much in the high seas during 
the thirteen or fourteen years it has been in operation. But thatdoes not 
prove anything positively. The Senator may be right in his prophecy 
that if purse-seine goes on uninterruptedly for a term of years 
it will entirely destroy mackerel fishing. My only answer to that is 
that if it is true he should have brought in another kind of bill, a bill 
forbidding purse-seine fishing at all. That he hasnotdone. Professor 
Baird says further: 

It is not impossible, however, that the continuance of the use of the great 
Kors, “The statixioe of the mess few years will doublons enable us to fort 8 
definite opinion upon this question, 

Would it not be wise to postpone the operations of this bill, not for 
one year, but for five or ten years, in order that we may get some sta- 
tistics toshow whether it is decreasing itor not? Only three years ago, 
perhaps four years ago—the Senator from New Jersey will know—the 
persons engaged in menhaden fishing, a fish which is taken only for oil 
and fertilizing purposes, came here and demanded an investigation by 
this body, and asked that we pass laws curtailing menhaden fishing, 
if not to entirely suspend it for a term of years, upon the ground that 
the menhaden were entirely disappearing from our coast, and that a 
great industry was being destroyed. While that investigation was 
going on, while this body was considering the proposition as to whether 
it would limit menhaden fishing or not, the menhaden fishing fleet, 
which was out looking after its freight, was struck by the greatest 
school of menhaden that had ever been known off our coast, made the 
largest catch it had ever made, and made the largest profits it had ever 
made. And then what? Those wise men who had been demanding 
of Congress that it should stop that kind of fishing came here and hum- 
bly prayed us that we would quit our investigation, and not pass any 
legislation. That is what resulted that year. 

Here I show you thatin 1885 the largest catch of mackerel was made 
that had been made in fifty years, and still gentlemen come here de- 

ing that we shall yard up the Atlantic Ocean and prevent mack- 
erel fishing for three months of the year. 

Mr. President, I might go on and read the rest of Professor Baird’s 
letter, but I will not encumber the RECORD with it nor detain the 
Senate by taking the time to read it. I simply wanted to call atten- 
tion to that one sentence in which Professor Baird says that he is satis- 
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man. I infer that it never can be, and I do not believe that it ever 
will be. 

Now, Mr. President, as to the wisdom of Congress undertaking to 
control this matter by legislation, undertaking to say that our people 
shall not go out into the high seas and bring in the treasures of the 
deep for the use of our citizens, it certainly is a very peculiar kind of 
legislation. Whether or not itis an infringement of the old doctrine of 
State rights, I do not know. Whether we can say to the people in the 
Carolinas that during March, April, and May they shall not go off their 
shores to catch any fish, or if they do, they must eat them on the high 
seas, they shall not land them in any port, I leave for the constitutional 
lawyers from that portion of the country to decide. They can say 
whether that is an infringement of State rights or not. But, as I said 
at the beginning, it is an anomalous bill. I have been attempting to 
find out from the chairman of the committee and from other gentle- 
men who are behind this bill, what are the bottom reasons that moved 
it and that have brought it here. We have had all sorts of reasons 
given, in my judgment, save the true reason. 

Mr. PALMER. I think I gave the reason. Ihave given it two or 
three times. This bill is being pushed at the instance of the fisher- 
men of the northeast coast of the United States who find mackerel fish- 
ing unprofitable, and find that their vessels and all their equipments 
have run down to twenty-five cents on the dollar. Thatis a sufficient 
reason. 

Mr. MILLER. That may be sufficient for the Senator from Michi- 
gan, but that is not sufficient forme. It is no sufficient reason why I 
should support this bill. It is a pretty plain reason, and I think we are 
getting to it very closely now. 

Mr. PALMER. It is a much better reason than we had for pushing 
the oleomargarine bill. 

Mr. MILLER. AlI can say about that is that the Senator from 
Michigan was my chief lieutenant in that fight, and made the second 
speech upon it; and he came into this Chamber, getting up off a sick 
bed to do it, because his people demanded it and because he believed 
it was right. Has he anything to retract from his action on that bill? 

Mr. PALMER. Nothing atall. I merely want to ask the Senator 
from New York to regard and observe my consistency and go and do 
likewise. 

Mr. MILLER. Iam going and doing likewise, but I am not here 
to legislate, as I said a moment ago, to put a wall around the Atlantic 
Ocean and to prevent American citizens from going out into the briny 
deep and fishing and bringing to our shores their fish and selling them 
to us at any price they can get. If fish are scarce, the price is high. 
If sixty thousand barrels come in, the price goes down to almost 
nothing, and our people are benefited by it. 

No, Mr. President, I think the chairman has finally, perhaps, given 
us the chief reason why this bill is brought here. A few men en- 

in the packing of salt mackerel in Massachusetts and Maine are 
finding that the catch is so enormous that the prices are going down, 
not only upon mackerel but upon all other sea fish, and it will not do; 
their profits will disappear, the people will get cheap food and tnese men 
will not get sorich. If that is a good reason for passing the bill, let 
those who believe in it vote for it. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not discover anything in this bill 
that is, in the language of the Senator from New York, at all anom- 
alous; nor do I believe that the committee that reported the bill, of 
which I happen to be one, have laid themselves open at all in their in- 
vestigation of the subject and in their presentation of this bill with 
their approval to the strictures of the Senator from New York that 
they have presented in its support ‘‘every reason except the true one;”’ 
or that by advocating this bill they are in favor of monopoly, or are 
advocating this bill in the interest of any particular class of the citi- 
zens of this country. 

They may be mistaken, of course, as to the grounds upon which they 
urge the bill. They may have not got at exactly the truth in regard 
to the mysterious ways and habits of the fish that swarm the Atlantic 
Ocean. There was a great deal of testimony on that subject taken be- 
fore the committee and very patiently listened to, and digested in this 
report; but whatever the results arrived at by the committee, I am very 
sure that the object aimed at was an honest one, and that object was 
to preserve, not for any particular class, not in the interests of any 
monopoly, but for the great mass of the people of this country, a cheap 
food product. Certainly it is worthy of the experiment that we should 
endeavor in the light of the testimony that is presented in this report 
of the committee to seek some way, some mode by which the diminu- 
tion of the quantity and the degradation of the quality of this most im- 
portant food product may be stopped. 

It is with that view, and that view alone, notwithstanding the insin- 
uation of the Senator from New York, that this bill is reported back 
from the committee with a recommendation that it pass with the 
amendments proposed. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator permit me a word ? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator states that this bill is brought in here 
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because of the great diminution of the quantity of mackerel. I fail to 
find any such proof in the testimony submitted by the committee. On 
the contrary I have read here from Professor Baird a statement show- 
ing that the catch of 1885 was the largest of any year for fifty years 
Mr. GRAY. The evidence taken by this committee and before us 
to-day shows, if it shows anything, that notwithstanding the improved 
methods by which fish are taken, notwithstanding the use of purse- 
seines by which whole schools of fish are taken at one time by a fleet, 
the catch of fish has not increased in anything like the proportion in 
which the means of catching them have been improved, but on the 
contrary there is—— 

Mr. MILLER. I ask for a reference to the statement showing that 
the number of fish or the amount of fish caught has decreased. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will read the report and if other Sena- 
tors will read the report—I have not time to refer to it now—he will 
find and they will find that the proportion of the fish caught is in no 
wise equal to the improved method of catching them. That is what 
I mean to say. Ido not mean to say that there isan enormous dispar- 
ity between the actual catch now and the actual catch some twenty 
or twenty-five years ago; but there has been an enormous improve- 
ment in the method of catching these fish by which instead of the old 
hook-and-line methods they take in a whole school of fish at once, 
and the degradation in the quality of the fish is established beyond all 
peradventure, so that the quantity of No. 1 mackerel taken by these 
fleets ran down from 20, 30, and as high as 35 per cent. to 7 per cent., 8 
per cent., and 9 cent. in the last three or four years. 

But, Mr. President, is it not worth while, even if this be a doubtful 
question, even if there is a difference of opinion—and I admitthat there 
is such a difference among those who are experts in this matter of fish- 
ing as to whether anything that man can do can diminish the supply 
of fish in the Atlantic Ocean—in the face of this difference of opinion 
is it not worth while to make the experiment for five years as to 
whether a close season during the period of spawning and up to the 
time in the summer when the fish drop their spawn will not improve 
the quality and conserve for the great consuming masses of this country 
this most important food product of our Atlantic coast? For after all, 
as I said before, that is the object which this committee have had in 
view all along in their investigation of this subject and in their ap- 
proval of this House bill. 

I said there was nothing anomalous in this sort of legislation. We 
are constantly upon the Jand endeavoring to conserve and protect from 
destruction the great food supply of the forests and the streams. Our 
State statute-books are full of enactments that tend to restrict the 
natural liberty of man in the taking of fish and in the killing of game, 
in order that the supply may not be recklessly and wantonly destroyed; 
and it is upon that principle that I am in favor of this bill; and it is 
upon that principle, as I understand, that this committee have reported 
this bill favorably that they may in the interests of all endeavor, by 
the restriction of a few, to preserve a great food supply for the masses 
of our countrymen. 

We heard very fully the constituents of the Senator from New York, 
who represents a very small portion of this country of ours after all. 
We heard very fully those gentlemen describe how their interests would 
be affected by this restriction—I mean the fishmongers of the city of 
New York. If there is any private interest being advocated upon this 
floor, as the Senator from New York seems to insinuate, it appears to 
me it is the interest of those fish merchants in the city of New York and 
the other large cities of the Atlantic coast that were being advocated by 
him when he opposed this bill. 

Now, sir, special interests must give way. The honest industry of 
these fish-mongers must be subordinated, I submit, to the interests of 
the great consuming masses of this country. And if this experiment 
should turn out to be a failure, I do not think that the price we have 
had to pay for it will be a very costly one. It is only for five years. 
I believe that the experiment will result advantageously. I believe 
that it will vindicate itself and that the restriction of fishing on the 
Atlantic coast will have the same effect that restrictions upon fishing 
in our streams in the States by the State Legislatures have had in 
improving the quality and the quantity of the fish supply to the 
country at large. It is for this reason that Iam willing to vote for 
this bill, and believe that it ought to pass. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, as I have shown conclusively from 
the evidence taken before this committee, the amount of mackerel in 
barrels, the catch has never been so great as it has been since purse- 
seine fishing began, and as Professor Baird says in his letter the catch 
in 1885 was greater than that for any one of the fifty years previous. 
Quite likely the quantity of No. 1 mackerel taken may be less propor- 
tionately, because by purse-seining all the fish are taken, large and 
small; but when these enormous percentages were given by the Senator 
from Massachusetts showing that 50 or 60 per cent. of the catch was 
No. 1, you will find if you go over the tables that in those days when 
there was no fishing except with hook and line the number of barrels 
taken was a mere bagatelle in comparison to the number taken at 
present. 
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In 1809 there were only 8,000 barrelstaken. In 1814, when we were 
not permitted to go upon the high seas because a foreign power kept 
us off. we took 1,300 barrels; in 1819 only 4,300; in 1839 only 74,000 


s; and so on down. Butas I have shown, in the year 1884 we 
took 283,000 barrels, or rather that amount was inspected in Massa- 
chusetts alone, and last year the amount was 215,000. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] has been kind enough to 
suggest that I am opposing this bill in the interest of the fishmongers 
of New York city and other Atlantic coast cities. Well, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I accept that designation. The Senator in his tone of voice and 
his manner undertakes to imply that fishmongering or selling fish to 
the people of this country to eat is not a very reputable business. I 
do not hesitate to stand here and represent those men, and represent 
all their customers, which means all the people of this country who 
eat fish and who can not afford tobuy No. 1 mackerel. Thatis what I 
stand here for. 

Then the Senator asks us to make an experiment for five years; to 
stop this fishing for three months in the year, for five years, for fear that 
something may happen. Why, the last day may come before that time, 
and this whole earth may be rolled away, for ought I know. Many of 
us have no interest in who shall eat fish five years from now. 

I undertake to say that in this testimony and in the testimony of the 
highest scientific authorities in the world there is nota scintilla of 
proof to show that man by all his appliances in modern fishing has done 
anything whatever to diminish the supply of fish in the sea. Why, 
then, shut our people out from the seas? Here is this food free to us 
all. Thousands, four, five, six, or ten thousand men are engaged in 
this industry, and they are bringing food to our people and supplying 
their wants. Because we find that the interest paid upon the invest- 
ment in the ships and the interest paid to the fish-houses in Massachu- 
setts and Maine in packing salt mackerel was when the catch 
was only fifty thousand barrels than it is when the catch is two hun- 
dred and eighty thousand barrels per year, are we to say to our people, 


‘You shall not have two hundred and eighty thousand barrels of 
mackerel; you shall only have fifty thousand and you shall 
= eat anything but No. 1 mackerel?” Are we here to legislate in 
that way? 


Mr. President, there is no similarity between this proposed Jaw and 
the game laws which we pass in our several States to control the tak- 
ing of fish in ourinland waters. Weall know that in our interior small 
lakes and rivers it is possible for our large population, if not controlled 
by law, to take out all the fish that may be found in a certain stream, 
or pond, or lake; but here we have the testimony, as I said before, of 
the best scientific authority in the world, saying that up to the present 
time man has done nothing to diminish the number of fish in the sea. 

But the Senator from Michigan and the Senator from Delaware, who 
are doubtless very fond of good fish upon their tables, have a fear that 
if we do not stop this purse-seine fishing for three months in the year 
all the good fish will disappear. Without any testimony, without any 
proof from any reputable source whatever that that will be the effect, 
we are asked to shut up the Atlantic Ocean, to say to our people that 
they shall not catch fish there, or if they do catch fish there, that they 
shall not bring them to our shores. 

Mr. President, I thank the Lord that I am not a constitutional lawyer. 
I am not disposed to go into the constitutional question and to consider 
whether we have the power to do this thing or not. Iam surprised to 
find that any of our free-trade friends on the other side of the Chamber 
are willing to go beyond the men on this side in shutting up our ports to 
anything. You can catch all the mackerel you choose to catch off shore 
with a hook and line; that is a home industry; but if you go outside 
the shore, if you go out into the open sea and take fish during three 
months in the year, you shall not land them here at all! Would not 
Senators be satisfied with a duty of 50 or 100 per cent. on fish caught 
beyond the shore line during those three months? Would they go so 
far as to make protection absolute by making it prohibition? 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator mean to convey the idea that fish 
eaught with a hook and line outside of the three-mile limit can not, 
under this bill, be brought into the country? 

Mr. MILLER, Well, I will let the Senator tell what the bill means 
in regard to that. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator seems to be confused on that. I wish 
he would read the bill over in the next interval he has. 

Mr. MILLER. Ihave read it so many times that I really do not 
want to do it again and take up the time of the Senate, but if that is 
what the Senator from Michigan means, if this is for the protection of 
a home industry against a foreign article, if he puts it on that basis, 
perhaps I might support the bill. I am trying to find some proper 
ground on which we can support the measure. I am surprised that 
the Senator from Delaware should support a measure which will abso- 
lutely close our ports to one of the chief products of the world in the 
way of food, 

Mr. GRAY. Iam in favor of cheap food, whether it be fish from the 
sea or other food product, and I think I have made my position clear 
enough perhaps, if my position is of any importance at all, that my 
advocacy of this bill and my reason for voting for it is that a cheap food 
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product may be conserved for all the people of this country. I maybe 
mistaken in the mode which I believe now will be efficient to that end, 
and the committee may be mistaken; but the committee has presented 
to the Senate this House bill with the evidence which has been taken 
in support of it, and asked the Senate to read that evidence and to take 
that bill, and fora period of five years to make the experiment whether 
we can not, in the interest of the mass of the people of this country, pre- 
serve for them a food product which we have reason to think is rapidly 
diminishing in quantity and being degraded in quality. 

Mr. GEORGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has there been any proof in the case that there is a ' 
sensible decline in the supply of mackerel ? 

Mr. GRAY. I think so. I think the evidence taken before the 
committee tended to show most unmistakably that there was a very 
serious decline in the quantity of mackerel taken when you consider 
the improved appliances now used for catching the fish and, what was 
more important, and has already been insisted on by the chairman of 
the committee I think with great force, that the degradation in quality 
has been more serious still, and though the number of fish taken may 
not be so very much less now than it was some years ago, yet if you 
take them pound for pound instead of per capita the diminution in 
quantity will prove very great. 

I do not wish to occupy the attention of the Senate again, except to 
say what perhaps is plain enough, that, so far as the fishmongers of 
New York or of any other part of the country are concerned, I think 
their employment is quite as respectable as that of the Senator from 
New York or of myself. Anything that I said had nothing to do with 
the respectability of that calling. I merely contrasted the smallness 
of their interest in this question with the magnitude of the interest of 
the great consuming masses of the country, and that was all that I in- 
tended to say, and all that I think I did say. 

I wish to say one other thing, because it interests the people of my 
own State, and I think interests the people of the States from Carolina 
up to the southern line of Massachusetts. The interests or prejudices, 
or whatever you may choose to call them, of the Senators from those 
States have been appealed to because the close season that is proposed 
by this bill is about the time that the fish are found upon the coast from 
Carolina up to the southern line of Massachusetts. Thatis about true, 
but it should be recollected that the boats and the men who take those 
fish are, after all, the same ‘‘ Yankee fishermen ” that the Senator from 
New York speaks about. Those great fleets from Gloucester and from 
Maine sail down the coast in the beginning of the spring to meet these 
fish off the coast of North Carolina, and follow them all the way up to 
Massachusetts. So that the fishermen who are principally interested 
are these same “‘ Yankee fishermen,” and it is they whom this bill will 

rincipally restrain, because there is an amendment in this bill as 

rought from the committee which provides that its restrictions shall 
not apply to mackerel taken by hook and line in boats of any size in 
the old-fashioned way. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire toask the Senator another question. Is the 
Senator to be understood as admitting that this practically prohibits 
fishing at any time in any waters for mackerel? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not able to say in answer to the question of the 
Senator from Mississippi whether it entirely prohibits it or not or 
whether at any other time in the year those fish are on that coast. I 
am inclined to think that is true so far as mackerel are concerned. 
But what I do mean to say is that the mackerel catch is made in those 
months when they are on these southern coasts by the very same fisher- 
men that make them in the other seasons of the year. I mean fisher- 
men from Maine and Massachusetts. 

So, Mr. President, the people and the fishermen who are particularly 
affected by this bill are those who live in New England and not those 
who live upon what we may call our southern coast, for they are fairly 
protected, as I said, by the amendment of the committee which allows 
the catching of mackerel by hook and line in boats of any size. 

I therefore think that all appeals made by the Senator from New 
York to the interests, the supposed selfish interests, of the States of 
North Carolina, Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey fall to 
the ground as utterly without foundation. 

Mr. MILLER. I have made no appeal to the selfish interests of the 
people of Virginia or the Carolinas. There is nothing in my remarks 
that warrants the Senator from Delaware in,making any such state- 
ment here. I do not pro to let that statement go unchallenged. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I can see that when a bill of this kind 
is presented, which apparently interferes with what has been a recog- 
nized liberty for years, fishing in the broad Atlantic, Senators may hes- 
itate in giving it their support unless clear and indisputable reasons 
are submitted for the of the bill. 

It is not right that it should be presented to the Senate as a bill inthe 
interest of a monopoly and that the opposition to the bill is in the in- 
terest of the great pue Precisely the reverse is true. This bill 
seeks to perpetuate for the people of the United States a great food sup- 
ply, not for two or three months but for the entire year. For years 
the supply of mackerel to the people of the United States, consumed 
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upon theirtables throughout the land, has been a considerable part of 

the every-day consumption of the people. It does not rest with the 

consumption in March and April and May, but it is a product that is 

found upon the tables of the people all through the year, and the 

— part of the product and the desirable part is the great catch late 
the year. 

The Senator from New York says that this is a New England measure; 
that it is simply to help a few Yankee fishermen. Why, sir, the bill 
was reported in the other House from the Committee on Ways and 
Means that has but a single member from New England upon it. It 
was championed there and explained by a member from the State of 
Ar a member of the illustrious Breckinridge family of Ken- 
tucky, who went over,the whole provisions of the bill, showing clearly 
that it was a measure so much in the interest of the people that the 
House passed it overwhelmingly. Itisreported here inthis body from 
a committee that has but one member from New England upon it, the 
chairman living in Michigan, having no interest whatever in these fish- 
eries. 

And, Mr, President, this billis not opposed by, and the Senator from 
New York in his opposition does not represent, a fisherman in the 
United States. There is not a fisherman on the coast of North Caro- 
lina, or New Jersey, or Virginia, or Maryland, or New York, or Dela- 
ware who opposes this bill. The bill has scrupulously guarded the 
interests of every fisherman everywhere, There is not a man who goes 
out from the coasts of the Southern States fishing for these fish, as he 
has done for years, in his boats, or with traps, or with seines that is not 
allowed to go on and do as he hasdoneinthepast. There isnot aman 
along the coast of the Middle States that is touched; but his rights are 
on the contrary preserved; nor is there a man in New York or any- 
where else affected. The only men—and that has not appeared in the 
discussion yet except as alluded to by the Senator from Delaware—the 
only men who are restricted in this case are the New England fisher- 
men that go from Massachusetts and Maine. 

Why, sir, every one of these fish that are caught in the months of 
March, April, and early May and landed, dumped in quantities that 
can not be consumed into the markets of New York, is caught by these 
same New England fishermen. The same vessels that are engaged and 
the same men that catch these fish, taken when they are good to supply 
the great markets of the country, are the vessels and the men that catch 
these fish in March and April and May and land them in New York. 
It is only a restriction upon these men that this bill imposes, and that 
restriction is imposed upon them because it has been found that their 
manner of fishing in these months destroys the great good of the mack- 
erel fishery, which is in August, September, October, and November. 

Scientific men (as Huxley has discovered, as Professor Baird has dis- 
covered, as Professor Collins, who Professor Baird says is the most ex- 

man in all these subjects, has discovered) may discuss as to what 
the habits of the mackerel may be and their migration, and what effect 
the coming upon them in spawning time may have, and they may dis- 
agree; but one patent fact is that with the immense demand for mack- 
eral, ten times as great as it was fifteen years ago, with the appliances for 
eatching by purse-seines, so that they can catch a thousand where they 
formerly caught ten, still there is not an increase commensurate with 
these facilities and with this demand; and all we have been able to do 
is to barely keep up the supply, or in some abnormal year perhaps 
increase it. But one fact is plain, and that is, where you take these 
schools of fish at a time just befors the spawning season and you let 
this fleet of New England fishermen drive into them, as they do, with 
their purse-seines, landing them by thousands and tens of thousands, 
whether you diminish the quantity perceptibly or not you do disturb 
the migration of the fish; you drive them into the outer waters; you 
drive them, as Professor Collins (who is indorsed by Professor Baird as 
the most expert man on all these subjects) says, undoubtedly into other 
feeding-grounds, and the result is that when you come to the good part 
of the mackerel fishery in which the people of the United States are 
interested, not the Maine and Massachusetts fishermen alone, then you 
have got no such product from the fishery as you had years ago, and 
therefore the fishermen themselves ought to be restricted. 

Mr. President, there is only one interest that is opposing this bill. 
I say again that not a fisherman opposes it, not one upon any coast; 
they are all cared for. But in March and in April, when this great 
fleet drives into the schools of fish and lands 60,000 barrels in New 
York which cannot cake care of 30,000 it may be, a part of which are 
consumed, then the fishmonger, who is at the bottom of the opposition 
to this bill, comes in and buys. I have statistics here, which if nec- 
essary I will put in before thedebate closes. He buys the fish ata cent 
and a half per pound. The men who are engaged in fishing, who work 
on these vessels that catch them, do not average $6 a month for their 
pay; but the fishmongers in New York—three or four there hold con- 
trol of the market—buy these fish at a nominal rate and retail them 
out, poor as they are, at 8, 10, 12, and 15 cents per pound, and make 
that enormous profit, and they form the whole oppositidn to this bill. 
I know how it was before the committee. The whole voice that was ex- 
pressed against it there was expressed by the fishmongers and the men 
they sent down from New York. It is an attempt to stand in the way 
of legislation which Congress has adopted for years, which every State 
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bas adopted, of having a close time in order to protect the food pro- 
ucts, 

There never wasa time when you attempted in a State to fence round, 
as the Senator from New York says (using that phrase to prejudice this 
bill), there never was a time in a State when it was attempted to fence 
round a lake, or the water of a river, or any water under the jurisdic- 
tion of a State, that it was not said it was interfering with the liberty 
of the citizen, and undoubtedly that raises prejudice; and unless it be 
shown that it is for the good of the people afterwards in protecting the 
supply of food, the citizen ought not to be restrained in his liberty. 
If anything has been shown that has been shown here. 

I repeat that the opposition here comes rori the center of New 
York city, where these fishmongers are. t anybody examine the 
document that the Committee on Fisheries hag presented to this body, 
which the chairman holds in his hand, and which every member can 
get, and he will find that the inspiration of the opposition comes from 
there and there alone. I for one will not sit here and allow this wise 
measure to be prejudiced by being placed before the Senate in a wrong 
manner, 

More than one Senator has asked me, ‘‘ Does not this prohibit the 
catching of all these fish until they get up to the shore of Maine ?’’ 
No, sir; not in the least. That is not the theory of it. The Maine 
fishermen, as I have said, catch these fish at all times, whether 
or not, and every fisherman that comes out from the coast below New 
England is jealously guarded in the provisions of this bill. He will 
go out and fish and he will catch the larger fish, because in fishing by 
boat and seine he will get those fish and they will be brought into the 
market, and Philadelphia and Baltimore and Wilmington and New 
York and Hartford and the cities along the Sound will get them under 
these provisions. : 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. MILLER, The Senator has said that this bill does not prohibit 
the catching of fish until they reach the coast of Maine or Massachu- 
setts. What does the bill do? I would like to have the Senator tell 


us. 

Mr. HALE. The bill leaves all the fishing that the local coasts are 
engaged in unmolested and protected and guarded. It then provides 
that at this period when the fish are poor, approaching the spawning 
season, then outside of our waters (not raising the question of what can 
be done in the State waters, but dealing with g imported into the 
United States as we may deal with any imported product), for the 
months when the fish are in that condition they 1 not be caught. 
The reasons for this I do not need to repeat, because by so catching 
them you destroy the great portion of the mackerel fishery, which is 
the portion that comes later in the year and in which the people of the 
United States are interested everywhere. The people of New York 
city and the little neighborhoods around there are interested in the 
fresh fish that are brought in in those months in great quantities, but 
the people of the United States are interested, Kansas is interested, 
Nebraska is interested, Michigan is interested, Iowa is interested in 
this great food product that is caught later, that is salted, and then 
finds its way to the table of everybody, and it is the interest of every- 
body that that should be kept up. 

The Senator from New York says it is not everybody that eats No. 1 
mackerel. No, sir; but when you destroy the catch of fish that are 
now produced and that make the supply of No. 1 mackerel small, you 
bring back the old price at which No, 1 mackerel was put on the table 
of the inhabitant of Michigan years ago; you apply that same price to 
No. 1 mackerel which is now paid for No. 3 by the people of the cen- 
ter, the interior of this country, who are eating fish as they always 
will when they can as a relief to their internal products. They are 
paying the prices they ought to pay for No. 1 mackerel, under that well- 
guarded system of fish preservation, for No. 2 and No. 3. 

The fish that are brought into New York that the Senator says so 
much about are a cheap product; they are a poor fish. I know how 
poor they are, and everybody who has had any comparison knows how 
poor the fish that is put on your table at the Branswick or the Fifth 
Avenue Hotel, or any other hotel there in the months of March and April 
is, not fit to be eaten compared with thefish that is caught at another 
time after the spawning season has , and when it has become fat. 
No man who has partaken of the one will buy the other notwithstand- 
ing the enormous rates and notwithstanding the enormous profit that 
the New York fishmonger gets. 

I did not mean, for one, that the debate should close without the true 
attitude of this matter being presented to the Senate. It is a thingin 
which everybody is interested, Mr. President. It is a restriction upon 
New England fishermen. It cuts off the work of Massachusetts and 
Maine fishermen, and is a restriction upon them to which they submit 
because, as I have said, great gain will come in the increased value of 
the fish product later in the year. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, to remove the impression created by 
the chairman of the committee as to this being a unanimous report of 
the committee, I beg to say that as a member of the committee I dis- 
sented from this report entirely. 

Mr. PALMER, I will say in explanation that all the members who 
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were present agreed to it, and I supposed that we had a full meeting. 
The gentleman did not put in an appearance, I think, at the time of 
the investigation. 

Mr. SEWELL. Perhaps not; but I find my name mentioned in the 
report of the committee on almost every page as having questioned the 
‘witnesses. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘That must have been the fault ofthe stenographer, 
and not of the chairman. 

Mr. SEWELL. Here is a question of my own: 

Senator SEWELL. This early fishing, is it entirely for sale of the mackerel as 
fresh fish, or do they salt them? 

Mr. BENSJAMIN.— 

Who was a prominent witness in to this bill—— 

Mr. HALE.: Whatis Mr. Benjamin’s business, may I ask the Senator ? 

Mr. SEWELL. That I do not know. 

Mr. HALE. He is the greatest of the fishmongers of New York city. 

Mr. SEWELL. He says: 

They do not salt any when they can find a market for it fresh. There are 
probably seventy-five vessels engaged in the Southern mackerel fishing. Out 
of these there are probably from fifteen to twenty that salt the fish, 

I tried for several years to stop whatis occurring to-day, the destruc- 
tion of food-fishes within the three-mile limits on the shores of the At- 
lantic by what is known as menhaden fishing. I was met in the com- 
mittee and by the gentlemen engaged in this fishing—who have their 
capital invested with over one hundred steamers that occupy the entire 
coast lineof New Jersey during the summer time—with the statement, 
backed up by the evidence of Professor Baird and Professor Huxley, 
that man has never been able, up to this time, to decrease the product 
of fish on the broad seas. 

The menhaden come along our coast the same as the mackerel do, 
only closer in shore, and they are taken, converted into oil and fertil- 
izers, and they damage the food-fishes in that sense that dragging a 
purse-net so close in to shore, almost at the mouth of our inlets where 
the ordinary bluefish go to spawn, destroys the beds for the feeding of 
the bluefish. Butthe majority of the committee became satisfied that 
nothing that man could do would decrease the product of fish, and no 
action was taken. 

The mackerel strike Hatteras about the time that the menhaden do, 
and they follow the shores to the northward, arriving at the northern 

of Massachusetts and Maine about the 15th of May or the Ist of 
une. 

The object of this bill is to give time for the mackerel to fatten. 
The great fishing fleets owned in Massachusetts and in Maine have 
found it unprofitable to carry on what they have been doing for years 
since the invention of the purse-seine and its substitution for the hook 
and line, going to the southward and meeting the mackerel off Hat- 
teras; and the whole intent, or if not the intent the absolute result, of 
the bill if passed will be to fatten up all the mackerel of the Atlantic 
Ocean, following the line from Hatteras northward until it arrives at 
the coast of Maine, where the Maine fleet will be ready to take advan- 
tage and catch them all. It is legislating for a monopoly of the very 
worst kind to the exclusion of the natural rights of the people of the 
Carolinas, Virginia, Maryland, New Jersey, and New York, prohibit- 
ing us from taking advantage of the passage of that school of fish during 
three months of the year. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if he knows of a single craft of 
the State of New Jersey or of either of the Carolinas or Maryland that 
is equipped for catching this early catch of fish with modern appli- 


ances. 

Mr. SEWELL. I merely state from the testimony in the report of 
the committee that there were seventy-five vessels engaged in bringing 
‘mackerel during the three months in which you endeavor to prohibit 
it, into the port of New York. It is not a question with me where 
they come from. 

Mr, HALE. Does the Senator know of a single vessel in his own 
State that is engaged in it? 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not. 

Mr. HALE. Does he not know of hundreds and thousands of coast 
fishermen who catch these fish in boats and take them into a market, 
who are beneficially affected by this bill, and who will catch the big 
fish that ought to be taken into market because they catch with seines 
and get the big fish? 

Mr. SEWELL. It is a time of the year when fish are scarce prac- 
tically, when fish command a good price. Itis atime of the year when 
people ought not to be prohibited from their natural right simply be- 
cause you want to gobble the whole catch. 

Mr. President, as I said, the result will be that our friends in Massa- 
chusetts and Maine, with their usual foresight, will be enabled to take 
the fish in the best condition, I grant, but will take all of them to the 
exclusion of the inhabitants of the United States south of that line. 
It is a monopoly and a monopoly of the worst kind, one that legisla- 
tion of the United States has never gone into up to this time to exclude 
any part of its citizens from the natural right to fish on the high seas. 

Mr. PALMER. There seem to be some very queer and diverse 
views entertained in regard to this bill. One gets up and claims that 
itis a monopoly. The fact is that the men who are claimed to be seek- 
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ing possession of a monopoly have it now, and I should call it a bill as 
much for the protection of the fishermen of New Jersey and Delaware 
as for the protection of the fishermen of the New England coast. This 
whole mackerel fleet that uses purse-seines is owned upon the New 
England coast. The bill is a guarantee that each member of their 
fraternity will observe the obligation that they all profess to be willing 
to enter into—to not destroy the fish by harassing the schools as they 
come onto this coast. 

We have not claimed in the pushing of this bill that the catch of 
mackerel was decreasing; but taking this table from the mackerel chart, 
showing the Massachusetts catch for the past seventy-five years, you 
will find that it has positively decreased notwithstanding the immense 
advantages by the purse-seine and the immensely increased demand 
by the methods of distribution through the railroads and steamboata 
and the refrigerator cars throughout the country. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator permit me now? 

Mr. PALMER. Any time. 

Mr. MILLER. I know the Senator does not wish to convey a false 
impression in to this matter. He is altogether too fair to do 
that. The table he is reading from says this is the ‘‘total number of 
barrels of each quality of pickled mackerel inspected in Massachusetts 
from 1809 to 1885 and the total value of each year’s inspection from 
1830 to 1885.” 

Those gentlemen who are telling the Senate that notwithstanding 
the wonderfully improved methods of fishing the catch has not in- 
creased, certainly are making a misleading statement, because this table 
has nothing whatever to do with the mackerel that is brought into the 
port of New York or into any of the Atlantic ports which are con- 
sumed as fresh fish. In fact nearly the entire catch of the three 
months of March, April, and May are thus consumed. They are not 
salted. Some of the testimony given here in this book undertakes to 
show that the catch in these three months is not salted at all, that it 
is all distributed over the country as fresh fish. Certainly the Senator 
will not undertake to base his statement upon that table, because if 
leaves out all the catch of the three months which is distributed over 
the country as fresh fish. For instance, in the year 1885, when 60,00€ 
barrels were brought into New York in one day, that table shows noth- 
ing of it at all! 

. PALMER. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that the 
only means we have of coming to a conclusion as to the relative catch 
of mackerel is by this table prepared by the Boston fish bureau, and 
there it is shown that in 1831 with the hook and line 383,000 barrels 
of fish were caught, but at no time since then has any such quantity 
been caught by the fishermen of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MILLER. That does not answer my question at all. 

Mr. PALMER. I was going to qualify my remark. Asa matter of 
course this does not take into account the amount that has been mar- 
keted in New York fresh, nor does it take into account the 100,000 bar- 
rels that are thrown overboard to infect the waters and to frighten the 
schools of mackerel as they come along the shore. And right here I 
should like to show what is said on that point. Here is a letter from 
Capt. Joseph Smith, of the schooner Lizzie M. Center. He says: 

For the first four or five years the number of vessels engaged carly was small, 

That is, engaged in purse-seine fishing. 

They did notappear to make much impression on the school, as they were very 
numerous and large, and the vessels did not start before May, but the last eight 
or nine years the fleet has increased so very much, and , Say in March, 
meeting the mackerel off the coast of Virginia, and at times farther south, while 
they are moving north toward their spawning-grounds, harassand annoy them 
by their seines and by sailing through the S Eools frighten the fish, break 
them up and turn the fish off shore in deep water, on the very edge of soun 
ings, and the result, they shun our bays and small banks, where they formerly 
resorted to de t their spawn, and pass along to the south of George’s Banks, 
and strikin, southern coast of Nova Scotia, apoi their spawn amongst its 
numerous Denke and bays where they have not n molested to any exteat 
in the early part of the season. 


I could go on and read much more of that, but I will not take the 
time of the Senate. 
Now from the same letter: 


Also, to give you an idea how sensitive large mackerel are and how easily 
frightened and driven from their grounds, have often seen bodies of mack- 
erel, when first coming upon them, anywhere from one to fifty schools at one 
time may be seen from the mast-head, the fleet would in a few hours break up 
and drive from sight the whole body of fish. ee would not be seen on that 
ground for days after, and probably not again during the season. Again, ves- 
sels sailing along leave a narrow strip of boiling and foaming water after them 
for many minutes, We sailors call it the wake. 


He claims that wake in itself being made through the schools of 
mackerel frightens them off. 
This is from Mr. H. S. Fisher, of New York: 


The mackerel caught south early in the season are the poorest fish known to 
the trade, as you and all other dealers know. They are sold fresh, mostly in 
this market, and controlled by three or four fresh-fish dealers. When the mar- 
ket is overstocked, if the fish are sound they are split and salted. The largest 
receipts of fresh mackerel ever known here was in the month of April, 1885, and 
a large part of them were in very poor condition, The good—that is, the sound 
ones—brought fair prices, but the poor—soft and broken—were sold for any 
price they could get, even as low as 25 cents a cart-load. 


They are called cheap food for the people. I think all such food 
should be condemned. They lay there by millions on the docks and 
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were carried away in that promiscuous manner. Here is a letter from 
J. C. Young, agent of Commercial Wharf Company, Wellfleet, Mass. : 

But now, since the vessels go out so early, "say the middle of March,” they 
find the mackerel, break up the schools, drive them from their old spawning 

unds, and when caught, put on the market a poor and sickly quality of fish 
that is ruinous both to the consumer and producer, and is rilaiog the whole 
business, “as you well know.” 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator permit meagain? I know he will. 

Mr. PALMER. Always. 

Mr. MILLER. This wonderful witness seems to have found mack- 
ere] on the spawning ground. 

Mr. PALMER. I have been reading four or five—— 

Mr. MILLER. This particular one seems to have found them on 
the spawning ground in the middle of March. What becomes of the 
theory that they go up the coast of Maine, and perhaps to the Bay of 
Fundy, and do not spawn till June or July? The witness and the 
committee disagree on this question. Here the man finds the spawn- 
ing ground away down South in the middle of March, and says they are 
frightened away. 

Mr. PALMER. Ido not know how many explanations I shall have 
tomake to theSenator from New York to give him aclear insight into this 
mackerel migration. I will say now, and I hope it will be for the last 
time, that they appear in March off Cape Hatteras; they keep up along 
the shore harassed and annoyed by those sail vessels till the 1st of July, 
when they commence to deposit their spawn. The gentleman seems to 
be a little confused as to what the spawning seasonis. He thinks itis 
the last climax of that effort of nature. It is the whole gestative pe- 
riod from the 1st of March to the Ist or last of July, and if he will take 
into consideration that that time includes about four months, it will 
save me or other gentlemen a great deal of confusion hereafter in 
answering ny objection. 

Mr. MILLER, The Senator could have saved himself and myself a 
great deal of trouble if he had drawn this bill so as to cover that period 
of four or five months. 

Mr. PALMER. _Is that clear? 

Mr. MILLER. Notyet. Thefirst question I asked was, if this won- 
derful witness found these fish on the spawning-beds, as he tells us, on 
the Ist of March, and if the Senator tells us they do not spawn until 
July, must they carry the spawning-bed with them? I think so. 

Mr. PALMER. I think I have made it clear that the spawning sea- 
son is from the 1st of March to the last of July. What was the other 
question the Senator asked? 

Mr. MILLER. I hope the Reporter will get this scientific discus- 
sion carefully down, because if the spawning period of mackerel is ex- 
tended from the 1st of March to the middle of July the scientific world 
will be surprised, and they will want to have this discussion very care- 
fully reported. 

Mr. PALMER. Itis getting late and I hope the gentleman will not 
interrupt any further except as to some point that he has not been in- 
formed on. We have here any number of letters and any amount of 
testimony in to the numbers of mackerel thrown away every 
year. None make it less than 75,000 barrels. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] spoke of some pro- 
fessor on the coast of Scotland who had given his time and efforts to 
the herring fishery to determine whether anything man could do could 
deplete the ocean. Iwill say that Professor Huxley, if he is the gentle- 
man to whom the Senator refers, does say that nothing man can do in 
the way of the spoliation of the sea of fish will amount to anything, 
but Professor Huxley had never seen a purse-seine. 

In the testimony before the committee I asked Mr. Blackford, avery 
intelligent gentleman, the fish commissioner of New York, if the 
methods were as destructive in the herring fishery, and he said he 
thought they were. I asked if they had purse-seines. He said he 
thought not. Ido not believe that the purse-seine is used on the 
British coast; but I think it is fairly deducible from the tables and 
from the percentages, as shown by the Boston fish bureau, that the 
tendency of the use of these purse-seines is to break up the schools, 
frighten the older and wiser fish, the No. 1 mackerel, outside of their 
ordinary routes, and drive them off onto the banks of Nova Scotia. It 
is fair to infer that fish have intelligence. The Senator from New York 
[Mr. MILLER] is too good a sportsman to contend that they have not. 
They have sufficient, enough to protect themselves, of that instinct of 
self-preservation. 

And right here, it appears in the evidence that codfish on the Banks 
will go off at the fall of a single barrel on the deck, will some times 
disappear and be gone for a whole day, that the fishermen on the Banks 
take the offal 40 or 50 miles out to sea and throw it overboard, rather 
than to throw it overboard amid the schools of fish. Here are a hun- 
dred thonsand barrels of dead fish thrown over to frighten these schools 
away from their ordinary route. 

Now these men come to Congress and ask for this act. I think that 
they are entitled to consideration. It hasalways been the policy of the 
Government to lend a willing ear tu any of the complaints of the men 
who have manned our Navy, of the men who fought with Perry on Lake 
Erie, with McDonough on Lake Champlain, and with old Commodore 
Hull on the Constitution and on the United States, and in all those 
naval battles that have given our country its prestige upon the ocean. 


I ask that this bill with the amendments made by the committee may 
pass and that this trial may be made. Its operation is being deferred 
a year or two. If it is going to work any hardship it can be repealed 
after there may be a further expression upon the subject. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, there is one thing which has been stated 
here that I wish the Senate to distinctly understand, and that is that there 
is not one single mackerel fishing vessel with a seine west and south 
of Massachusetts—not one. There is not one in New Jersey, or New 
York, or Pennsylvania, and there is not a fisherman outside of Mas- 
sachusetts and Maine that has the slightest earthly interest in this bill 
except as itis intended to preserve the fish. That isa queer menopo y 
that the Senator from New Jersey and the Senator from New York 
talk about. Here is a fleet of two hundred vessels, every one of them 
belonging to Massachusetts and Maine, every one of them proposing to 
make money in the spring fishing, every one of them fitting out to go 
down to the fishery off Hatteras and go to fishing, and yet, amazing to 
say, they unite to a man in asking you to passa bill which shall abso- 
lutely prevent them from going down on the coast to fish. Why do they 
do that? To create a monopoly in their interest; orisitin the interest 
of the people of the country? Talk about monopoly! There has 
not been one single man before the Committee on Fisheries, there was 
not a man before our Committee on Foreign Relations—and we investi- 
gated this to a certain extent—who said one single word against the 
close time of mackerel, except one or two fish-marketmen; and the 
fish-marketmen of New York have had one fish-marketman here near], 
this whole session of Congress, busy to fill the minds of Senators with 
the idea that this was a monopoly in the interest of Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts, the Yankees, as the distinguished Senator from New York 
with good taste said. 

Mr, President, what is the fact? The fact is that these mackerel 
when they come to the coast are as poor as they can be. The fact 
is that with the mackerel it is just the same as it is with salmon and 
trout, and every known fish with known habits, that they eat very little 
indeed while they are bearing spawn. I hope the Senator from New 
York has finally got it through his head that spawning time is not the 
time when they deposit their spawn. These mackerel are bearing spawn 
from the time they approach the coast in the middle of March up to 
June, and through June when they deposit their spawn no man can 
take them with a purse-seine because they are out of sight, they are 
deep down in the water, and the purse-seine only takes them when 
they are coming up in shoals on top. 

It is another fact which I know myself—for I am something of a fish- 
erman—that twenty years ago, before the purse-seines were invented 
you could start down on the coast of North Carolina and you could 
follow these fish away up to the coast of Maine, and there would be 
dozens and dozens of little boats of 10, 15, 20, and 25 feet keel catch- 
ing mackerel for market with hook and line. It is a fact to-day that 
these things are unknown, that these boats havestopped undertaking to 
fish with hook and line. Itisa fact that twenty years ago I have taken 
mackerel by the score and score right from the wharf with a hook and 
line, and the whole bay full of them, and now the mackerel in those 
bays are almost absolutely unknown. Itis fact that all along the bays 
on this coast used to be full of mackerel and that to-day it is an excep- 
tional thing to take a dozen mackerel in a day’s fishing with a boat. 
What hasdoneit? ‘There is where you were hurting the poor men who 
want to fish. What has done it? The purse-seine. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. FRYE. No; I will not yield to the Senator from New York. 
He has occupied the floor now about half the time of this discussion, 
and he is going to reply to me. 

Mr. MILLER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator, 

Mr. FRYE. You are entirely welcome. 

I say it is a fact, Mr. President, that these poor men are deprived to- 
day of the rights which used to exist, and why? Because two or three 
hundred Maine and Massachusetts fishermen in vessels from 75 to 150 
tons each, armed with two great purse-seines that can gather in half 
an acre of mackerel seen on the top of the water, go down in the middle 
of March off Cape Hatteras; they put a man at the masthead, and day 
and night, without any cessation, they pursue these schools of mack- 
erel from the time they come to the shore until they go down into the 
deep water and drop their spawn. 

The mackerel is the most timid fish that swims in the sea, more timid 
than the trout even, or the salmon, and this process of taking these fish 
withthe great purse-seines by a hundred or two hundred fishermen has 
notdepleted them. Nobody on earth knows whether they are depleted. 
Professor Baird does not undertake to say whether they are depleted or 
not. He does not undertake to say whether man can deplete them or 
not; but they are driven away from the shores and from the fishermen 
accustomed to fish in boats on the shores. So the evidence before our 
committee was that the large majority of the mackerel taken were taken 
from 15 to 20 miles from the shore, where the small boats could not vent- 
ure and do not venture. 

The men interested in the mackerel business believe that if you will 

ut a close time on mackerel, run it up to the first of June when they 
to spawn and go to the bottom and out of the way of the purse- 
seines, your catch of mackerel will come back to its usual haunts, and 
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that the people from North Carolina up to the State of Maine can go 
back to the old way of fishing, where they can go out in their little 
boats and catch from one hundred to five hundred mackerel in a day 
and take them ashore and get their pay and have them in the market 


all up and down. 
tis the operation now? These great fleets of vessels go down 
into the southern waters. They have an immense draught of and 


they hie away as quickly as they can to the port of New York in order 
to land them before they spoil. Then they are landed in the great city 
of New York by millions, and, as the Senator from New York said, they 
are sold to the fish dealers for 1 cent apiece or 10 cents for twenty-five, 
and in one single year 35,000 barrels were thrown overboard into the 
sea as spoiled. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator puts words into my mouth that I did 
not use; and therefore I do not ask his courtesy to correct it at this 
time. 

Mr. FRYE. I will put it into somebody’s mouth. Somebody said 
it. It is the fact, notwithstanding, that the fishermen were compelled 
to sell their fish for a cent apiece to the fishmongers of New York city 
or twenty-five for 10 cents. Who was it said that they were sold at 
10 cents for twenty-five? The Senator from New York I think said it. 

Mr. PALMER. No; I said it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A witness said it. 

Mr. MILLER. If the Senator will permit me, what I read was the 
testimony of what the Senator sees fit to call a fishmonger, Hon. Eugene 
Blackford, of New York, a distinguished citizen of the State of New 
York, one of our Fish Commissioners, as he has been for years. 

Mr. FRYE. He sells fish, does he not? 

Mr. HALE. I understand him to be the principal fish dealer in 
Falton Market. 

Mr. MILLER. In his own testimony before your committee, which 
I read here, he said the price at which they were sold was the price at 
which they were sold by the dealers, not by the fishermen themselves. 
ahoy were handled by the dealers, the whole of them. 

.FRYE. And that same year 30,000 barrels of them were thrown 
away as absolutely useless. Every year, when suddenñuck comes to 
these fishermen, and they are obliged to hasten to port to get rid of 
their draughts of mackerel, half of them sometimes are thrown away 
and wasted. 

The trouble is that our fishermen are frightening the mackerel away 
from their haunts, and that the fishermen on the shores can not get the 
chance to take one a day with hook and line. 

Mr.GRAY. Their rights are saved in the bill by an amendment 
which has been adopted. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Delaware calls my attention to the 
Do that all the old-fashioned fishing is saved by an amendment to the 
bill. 

_ There is another thing to which I wish to call attention. TheSena- 
tor from New York says this isa very strange bill; that if the scientists 
and learned men in fish want to protect the mackerel why do they 
allow nets and seines on the shore? It ought to be obvious to a man 
who knows anything about fishing what itis allowed for. The bill 
absolutely permits the landing of mackerel during the specified length 
of time all up and down this coast from seines and nets attached to the 
shore. What for? To take mackerel? Not at all. They are not 
placed there to take mackerel. They are placed there to take the other 
spring fish which come upon the shore, but there will be mackerel that 
will get into the nets and into the weirs, and we do not wish to com- 
pel those fishermen with nets and weirs to throw away mackerel and 
waste them and make them useless. We were protecting the rights of 
those poor men on shore, so that if a few mackerel did get into their 
nets and weirs they could sell them and not be compelled to destroy 
them. There can be noobjection to that. That was suggested by Pro- 
fessor Baid himself, the greatest scientist in fishing there is in this 
country. 

Mr. President, it is an experiment worth trying, to see whether, if 
you will prevent these fishermen from Maine and Massachusetts from 
pursuing these methods, the mackerel will not come back to our shores 
once more and enable the poor men up and down the coast to reap the 
harvest they used to reap years ago, before seine-fishing was invented. 
It is an experiment, I admit, but we never shall learn anything or gain 
anything if we do not make experiments. There is one thing to be 
observed. Every owner of a fishing vessel who testified in relation to 
this matter testified that in his opinion the experiment ought to be 
tried. Every one so testified; there was not an exception. 

The Senator from New York says that the poor fishermen will be 
themselves deprived of work. It is not so. They will not be de- 
Bee of work. So careful has the committee been to protect in the 

ill the rights of the poor men that there is a provision in it which 


protects the fishermen. What is that? It is a provision extending 


the time when the bill shall take effect up to 1888, as proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Hoan: That provision protects the 
ill went into force to-day it 


fishermen, I will admit that if the 


would do harm to fishermen. I admit that all those craft to-day are 
ready for the ocean and for Hatteras. I admit that their captains and 
cooks and crews are for a three months’ trip to take mackerei, 
and if the bill took effect to-day they could not change from a macke 
erel to a cod fisherman in a month’s time. 

Mr. MILLER. Can they change by next year? 

Mr. FRYE. Next year every one of them will have been changed 
into a cod-fisherman during that time. They will then pursue the 
cod-fishing occupation. 

Mr. MILLER. The codfish will all be destroyed. 

Mr. FRYE. I will risk the codfish. Ihave here a bundle of let- 
ters from New York, from Boston, and from Maine touching the mat- 
ter of close time on mackerel, and there is not a man from New York 
or anywhere else who says in his letter that you ought not to try the 
experiment, and every one of them, they being men who have fitted 
out their vessels for the South, simply asks Congress that it will so 
amend the bill as to have it take effect next year and not this. That 
is all they ask. What for? That isin order to give the fishermen time 
to transfer their vessels from mackerel fishermen to cod and halibut 
fishermen, and to give them time to fit them for that business. It 
requires a good dealoftime. They want to have time to fit their craft 
for that business, and then these same fishermen will be pursuing 
that occupation, instead of murdering the mackerel as they are now doing 
on the coast from Hatteras up. 

Mr. MILLER. Notwithstanding the kind reminder of the Senator 
from Maine that I had occupied nearly all the time of the Senate on 
this bill, I have not done it to the exclusion of any Senator who desires 
to speak, and therefare I will venture even at this late moment to say 
a few words more regarding to it, unless the Senate want to adjourn. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] thought it very important to 
put the bill in a proper light before the Senate. He stated that it was 
necessary that he should put the bill in a proper light before the Sen- 
ate in order that there might be no misapprehension of the objects of 
the bill and the ms it was intended to benefit. He stated that the 
bill was desired by all the people engaged in the industry of mackerel 
fishing, and that it was only opposed by the fishmongers of the city of 
New York. I am entirely Willin g to take the bill upon that basis. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend from New York yield to me to 
move an adjournment? 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not make that 
motion. ‘To-morrow is to be given up to eulogies, and I think we can 
get through with this bill in half an hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis not possible for us to get through with it this 
evening. I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would not make that motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is perfectly useless to try to finish the bill now. 
You can not get it through this evening. 

Mr. HALE. Then before the motion is put let us have an under- 
standing. {í hope the Senator from Michigan in charge of the bill will 
try to get it up the first thing on Thursday morning before the time 
comes when the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will occupy the 
attention of the Senate with his bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To that I agree. 

Mr. MILLER. You can not make any agreement certainly; you 
can make the effort. 

Mr. PALMER. I shall certainly make the effort, and I give notice 
to that effect. 

Mr. HALE. Directly after the routine morning business. 

Mr. PALMER. Directly after the routine morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Vermont, the Chair will lay before the Senate sundry bills from 
the House of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 7775) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
a public building at Troy, N. Y.; and 

A bill (H. R. 10305) to increase the appropriation for the public 
building at Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The bill (H. R. 2929) to amend the act dividing the State of Missouri 
into two judicial districts, and to divide the eastern and western dis- 
tricts thereof into divisions, establish district and circuit courts of the 
United States therein, and provide forthe times and places for holding 
such courts, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 8594) to grant the right of way through the Indian 
Territory to the Chicago, Kansas, and Nebraska Railway, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of ok gpasomen pha D7 Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3044) to pro- 
vide for the execution of the provisions of article 2 of the treaty con- 
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eluded between the United States of America and the Emperor of China 
on the 17th day of November, 1880, and proclaimed by the President 
of the United States on the 5th day of October, 1881. 

The message also announced that the House had passeu cne bill (S. 
2225) to idemnify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses sus- 
tained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the Territory of 
Wyoming, in September, 1885, with an amendment, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House insisted on its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 2519) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
B. Rians, disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. SWOPE, Mr. LovERING, and Mr, CONGER man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; whereupon they were signed by the 
President pro tempore. 

A bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Catharine Waters; 

HE. R. 3167) to restore the name of Lifurs Roberson to the 
n roll; 

A bill (x. R. 4028) granting a pension to Samuel Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of William J. Owings 

A bill (H. R. 5091) to restore the name of Harvey ep, « A to the 


pension roll; 
A bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Cashin; 
A bill (H. R. 5506) granting a pension to Emily Louisa Spicer; 
A bill (H. R. 6026) granting a pension to John Selby; 
AEDI IE H. ORS) San granting a pension to Owen P. Wilson; 
A bill R. 6523) granting a pension to Henry Roscoe; 
A bill (H. R. neil granting a pension to Anthony McRobertson; S 
A bill (E R. 7335) granting a pension to Michael Todd; 
A bill (H. R. 7352) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Randles; 
A bill (H. R. 7390) granting a pension to David B. Caldwell; 
A bill (H. R. 7547) granting a pension to Livingston Clark; 
A bill (H. R. 7689) granting a pension to Caroline C. McNair; 
A bill (H. R. 7699) granting a pension to E. A. McFadden; 
A bill (H. R. 7716 ting a pension to Lizzie Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 7732) for the relief of Franz Rossrucker; 
A bill (H. R. 7748) granting a pension to John H. Stucker; 
A bill (H. R. 7911) granting a pension to Daniel Schultheis; 
A bill roe ane Gee ne pension to Mrs. Anna Schier; 
A bill (H. R. 8002) to increase the pension of Loren Burritt; 
A bill (H. R. 8151) granting a pension to John P. McDonald; 
A bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to Seth Weldy; 
A bill (H. R. ren granting a pension to Waitie F. Harris; 
A bill (H. R. 8424 granting a pension to James H. Young; 
A bill (H. R. 8463) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. J. eacha. 
A bill (H. R. 8601) granting a pension to James H. Butler; 
A bill (H. R. 8632) for the relief of Emily Luther; 
A bill (H. R. 8791) granting a pension to Sally W. Rice; 
A bill (H. R. 8847) for the relief of Phila Clark; 
A bill (H. R. 9004) for the relief of Caroline P. Bolton; 


H. R. 9009) ting a ion to Mrs. Susan E. Barry; 

A bill (H. R. A for the relief of Mrs. Sophia Sprain, widow, and 
two minor children of Louis F. Sprain; 

A bill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to Nirius Cissell; 

A bill (H. R. 9130) granting a pension to Sarah O’Brien; 

A bill (H. R. 9157) granting a pension to Grant E. Q. Lathermon; 

A bill Or R. 9169) to place on the pension-roll the name of Charles 
T. Wornom; 

A bill (H. R. 9247) granting a pension to Mary Grimes; 

A bill (H. R. 9250) for the relief of William B, Barnes} 

A bill (H. R. 9426) granting a pension to Betsy Cooney; 


A bill (H. R. 9443) granting a pension to Elizabeth M King; 

A bill E R. 9444) granting a pension to Frederick Richmond; 

A bill (H. R. 9672) granting a pension to Clara M. Tannehill; 

A bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Mary Jane Magoon; 

A bill tr R. 10025) granting a pension to Clementine Hartinger; 

A bill (H. R. 10082) to increase the pension of Margaret R. Jones, 
A bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to Minerva Abbey; 

A bill (H. R. 10104) granting a pension to Caroline L. Shedd; 

Ab granting a pension to Ellen M. Sturtevant; and 


ill = R. 10152) 
A bill (H. R. 10412) to authorize the construction of a high wagon 
and foot passenger bridge over the Mississippi River, between the city 
of East Dubuque in the State of Ilinois, and the city of Dubuque in 
the State of Iowa. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 


EDMUNDS] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After six minutes t in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 21 minutes p. 
m) ee adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 9, at 

o m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 8th day of February, 1887, 


POSTMASTERS,. 


William H. Fo: to be postmaster at Benecia, in the county of 
PRE and State of California, in the piace of Archibald McDonell, 


ilam B. Brotherton, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Joseph R. Clark, 
whose commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Theodore F. Rose, to be postmaster at Ivoryton, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from 
and after July 1, 1886. 

David Tucker, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county of New 
Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Samuel H. Canfield, 
whose commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Sylvenus S. Chapman, to be rat Chenoa, in the county of 
McLean and State of Illinois, in the place of Orville D. Sanborn, whose 
commission expires February 15, 1887. 

Berkley G. Barratt, to be postmaster at Earlville, in the county of 
La Salle and State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel Lynn, whose com- 
mission expired February 5, 1887. 

Sanford G. Givan, to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county of Dear- 
born and State of Indiana, in the place of Harry Fisk, whose commis- 
sion expired February 7, 1887. 

Frank A. Millett, to be postmaster at Mechanic’s Falls, in the county 
of Androscoggin and State of Maine, in the place of F. Edwin Dwinal, 
whose commission expires March 2, 1887. 

James F. Lynch, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Samuel §. Glea- 
son, whose commission expired February 5, 1887. 

E. Clifford Nash, to be postmaster at Abington, in the county of Ply- 
mouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of John W. Sproul, 
whose commission expired January 16, 1887. 

Henry 8. Noble, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of Mon- 
roe and State of Michigan, in the place of Otis A. Critchett, whose com- 
mission expires March 1, 1887. 

Jacob N. to be postmaster at Plainwell, in the county of Alle- 
gan and State of Michigan, in the place of John Crispe, whose commis- 
sion expired January 29, 1887. 

Eben Akin, jr., to be postmaster at Fair Haven, in the county of Bris- 
tol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles H. Morton, whose 
commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Frederick A. Currier, to be postmaster at Fitchburg, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of John W. Kim- 
ball, whose commission expired February 7, 1887. 

William Hilton, to be postmaster at Bradford, in the county of Essex 
and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after July 1, 1885, and Edward P. Kelley, who was confirmed August 
2, 1886, having declined the appointment. 

Nathaniel J. Edgerly, to be postmaster at Laconia, in the county of 
Belknap and State of New Hampshire, in place of Perley Putnam, whose 
commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Chauncey A. Fellows, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Walter D. 
Blaisdell, whose commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Adam L. Brown, to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the county of 
Essex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Horace Dodd, whose 
commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Edward A. Quayle, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the county of 
Morris and State of New Jersey, in the place of John R. Runyon, whose 
commission expires February 19, 1887. 

Peter N. Cottrell, to be postmaster at Fort Howard, in the county of 
Brown and State of Wisconsin, in the place of George Richardson, 
whose commission expired January 29, 1887. 

Ezra A. Glover, jr., to be postmaster at New Richmond, in the county 
of Saint Croix and State of Wisconsin, in the place of George C. Hough, 
whose commission expires February 12, 1887. 

Leollie Simmons, to be postmaster at Buffalo, i in the county of John- 
son i Territory of Wyoming, in the place of James F. e, re- 


Patrick Talent, to be postmaster at Butte City, in the county of Sil- 
ver Bow and Territory of Montana, in the place of W. Egbert Smith, 
whose commission expires February 12, 1887. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 3, 1887. 
TERRITORIAL GOVERNOR. 
Louis K. Church, to be governor of Dakota Territory. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
Gustavus Van Hoorebeke, of Illinois, to be attorney of the United 
States for the southern district of Illinois. 
William A, Walker, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of Wisconsin. 
PENSION AGENT. 
W. H. D. Cochrane, of Nashua, N. H., to be pension agent at Con- 
cord, N. H. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
David T. Bunker, of Auburndale, Mass., to be consul of the United 
States at Demerara. 
INDIAN AGENTS. 
James McNamara, of Freeport, Ill., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Colorado River agency in Arizona, 
Charles H. Yates, of Ukiah, Cal., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Round Valley agency in California. 
Hugh D. Gallagher, of Greensburg, Ind., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Pine Ridge agency in Dakota. 
William M. Neal, of Franklin, Ind., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Lemhi agency in Idaho. 
Charles H. Grover, of Leavenworth, Kans., to be t for the In- 
dians of the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha agency in Kansas. 
Dale O. Cowen, of Batavia, Ohio, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Fort Peck agency in Montana. 
Jesse F. Warner, of pore pa to be agent for the Indians of the 
Omaha and Winnebago agency ebraska. 
Bartholomew Coffee, o ving poh ., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Umatilla agency in Oregon. 
Jason Wheeler, of Albany, Oreg., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Warm Springs agency in Oregon. 
John B. McClane, of Salem, Oreg., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Grande Ronde agency in Oregon. 
Thomas Priestley, of Mineral Point, Wis., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Yakima agency in Washington Territory. 
For promotion in the Revenue Service. 
Third Lieut. Howard M. Broadbent, of Pennsylvania, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Revenue Service, vice Graham, deceased. 
Postmasters. 
William F. Wolfe, to be postmaster at Friend, Saline County, Ne- 
= ean B. Brown, to be postmaster at Corning, Steuben County, New 
or 
William H. Greenhow, to be postmaster at Hornellsville, Steuben 
County, New York. ; 
S haaten E. Rose, to be postmaster at Patchogue, Suffolk County, New 
or 
Pe leone ec to be postmaster at Salem, Washington County, 
ew Yor 
Blat B. Willard, to be postmaster at Boonville, Oneida County, 
ew York. 
= George B. Aten, to be postmaster at Wellsville, Columbiana County, 
hio. 
Egbert Green, to be postmaster at Medina, Medina County, Ohio. 
Guilford B. Keppel, to be postmaster at Tiffin, Seneca County, Ohio. 
Basil Meek, to be postmaster at Fremont, Sandusky County, Ohio. 
John R. Meloy, to be postmaster at New Lexington, Perry County, Ohio. 
William M. Breslin, to be postmaster at Lebanon, Lebanon County, 
Pennsylvania. 
James W. Verlander, to be postmaster at Huntington, Cabell County, 
West Virginia. 
James M. Holton, to be postmaster at Brighton, Monroe County, 
New York. 
Caleb T. Smith, to be postmaster at Islip, Suffolk County, New York. 
Charles S. Ware, to be postmaster at Mount Kisco, Westchester 
County, New York. 
Martin L. Willard, to be postmaster at Antwerp, Jefferson County, 
New York. 
a Field, to be postmaster at Columbus Grove, Putnam County, 
io. 
Micajah Hutt, to be postmaster at Haverly, Pike County, Ohio. 
os Lower, to be postmaster at Columbiana, Columbiana County, 
io. 
Josephine Doty, to be postmaster at South Oil City, Venango County, 
Pennsylvania. 
John C. Forsyth, to be postmaster at Northumberland, Northumber- 
land County, Pennsylvania, 
eee Garner, to be postmaster at Saint Mary’s, Elk County, Penn- 
sylvania. 


Otis Œ. Kelts, to be postmaster at Kane, McKean County, Pennsyl- 


vania. } 

Israel P. Loveks, to be postmaster at Tarantum, Allegheny County, 
Pennsylvania. 

Edward H. Mosher, to be postmaster at Blossburgh, Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania. 

John A. Pyle, to be postmaster at Westchester, Chester County, 
Pennsylvania. 

Arthur B. Rowley, to be postmaster at Eldred, McKean County, 
Pennsylvania. 

sic ai arn 2 to be postmaster at North Clarendon, Warren 
County, P 

Joseph R. Na, pothtnagrs to be postmaster at Wellsburgh, Brooke County, 
West Virginia. 

James B. Ryan, to be postmaster at Saint Clairsville, Belmont 
County, Ohio. 

Rufus Thompson, to be postmaster at Albany, Linn County, Oregon. 

Alexander H. Brown, to be postmaster at Weston, Lewis County, 
West Virginia. 

John H. Mills, to be postmaster at Canton, Saint Lawrence County, 
New York. 

Charles P. Van Zandt, to be postmaster at Walden, Orange County, 
New York. 

Tryon Bailey, to be postmaster at Chagrin Falls, Cuyahoga County, 

Ohio. 


George W. Carey, to De voreeaaree at North Yakima, Yakima County, 
Territory of W: 

Foster M. Kinter, to be postmaster at La Moure, La Moure County, 
Territory of Dakota. 

Oscar A. Trovatten, to be postmaster at Park River, Walsh County, 
Territory of Dakota. 

William H. LeCount, to be postmaster at New Rochelle, Westchester 
County, New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 8, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXPENDITURES, SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a statement of itures for the several 
branches of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 
CUSTOM-HOUSE, TOLEDO, OHIO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
of the , transmitting an estimate from the Su Archi- 
tect for completing the ap es and ting the walls and ceiling 
of the custom-house at Toledo, Ohio; which ch was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the Senate amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 10394) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expénses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1888, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also, in accordance with the rule, laid before the 
House Senate bills; which were referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting as 
attorneys and employés of railroad companies in certain cases—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 1321) granting arrearsof pension to Richard H. McWhor- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1986) granting pensions to William Knight, Jacob Par- 
rot, William Reddick, and John W. Lallam—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2374) granting a pension to Mrs. Arabella Coddington— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 2421) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria C. McPherson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2629) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2670) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Thomas—to the Coumuaitees on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2834) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2935) granting a pension to Robert Baxter—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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The bill (S. 3106) granting a pension to Milton Teeter—to the Com- 
mittce on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3107) granting a pension to Catharine F. Ellsworth—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3108) granting a pension to James Lucas—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3131) granting a pension to Hugh Rogers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3146) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3218) granting an increase of pension to Maria Hunter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3220) granting a pension to Hannah R. Langdon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3260) granting a pension to Laura A. Wright—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also the bill (S. 2579) granting an increase of pension to Richard B. 
Rians, with request for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the request will be agreed to. 


ADAM L. EPLEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House for reference the bill (S. 
2248) for the relief of Adam L. Epley. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be 
now put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 
Pia SEART Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I object, and ask its reference to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MATSON. I suggest that this is a claim, not a pension case, 
and it should go to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the bill. [After a pause. ] 
The bill will be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


CATHARINE E. BABCOCK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House for reference the bill (S. 
3135) granting a pension to Catharine E. Babcock. 

Mr. STRAIT. That bill, Mr. Speaker, should be referred, I think, 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The beneficiary seems to be the widow of a mem- 
ber of the Second Michi Cavalry. Ifit was for service in the late 
war it should be refi to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ian rues I think he was in the regular Army at the time of 

eath. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ENGROSSED COPY OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House an en, copy of the 
bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the ese Empire for 
losses sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming, in 1885, furnished in duplicate by the Senate in 
obedience to the request of the House; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BARNES, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. NEGLEY, for three days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from and including to-day until 
the 11th instant. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. GALLINGER to with- 
draw from the files of the House papers filed in support of the pension 
case of Ellen M. Sturtevant, without leaving copies, a favorable report 
having been made, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill ¢ 1384) granting a pension to Mathias Wondrak; 

A bill (S. 859) granting a pension to Charlotte O’ Neal; 

A bill (S. 1626) granting a pension to John Reed, sr. ; 

A bill (S. 785) granting a pension to George Ham; 

A bill (S. lt granting a pension to Mrs. M. C. Miles; 

A bill (S. 1768) granting a pension to John D. Fincher; 

A bill (S. ener} granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Etheridge Hooks; 

A bill (S. 2660) granting a pension to Annie E. Gardiner; 

A bill (S. 2454) granting a pension to James S. Furniss; 

A bill (S. 2452) granting a pension to Rachael Ann Pierpont; 

A bill (S. 2391) granting a pension to John G. Warren; 

A bill (S. 2363) granting a pension to Marcel Gagnon; 

A bill (S. 2353) granting a pension to William Barden; 
A bill (S. 2286) granting a pension to Albert C. Kelly; 
A bill (S. 2252) granting a pension to Susan A. Duncan; 
A bill (S. 2218) for the relief of Lucy A. Washburn; 


A bill (S. 2203) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Swift, of Dex- 
ter, Mich.; and 
A bill (S. 2111) granting a pension to Jacob Smith. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 40) providing 
for the payment of per diem laborers in Government employ on the 
30th of May of each year as on other days. 

The message also returned to the House of Representatives, in com- 
pliance with its request, the bill (S. 2479) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Adaline P. Loy. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with an 
amendment in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 
bill (H. R. 3110) directing the Secretary of War to amend the record 
of Harrison Dewey. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3760) to enlarge the jurisdiction of the 
probate courts in Wyoming Territory, requested a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the said bill and amendment, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. CULLOM, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. Gray to be the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of the estate of C. M. 
Briggs, deceased, requested a conference with the House of Representa- 
tives on the said bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr, SPOONER, 
Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. Small, 
requested a conference with the House of Representatives on said bill 
and amendment, and had appointed Mr. WALTHALL, Mr. COCKRELL, 
and Mr. MANDERSON to be the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6046) for the relief of H. C. Wilkey, re- 
quested a conference with the House of Representatives on said bill and 
amendment, and had appointed Mr. SAWYER, Mr. CoNGER, and Mr. 
BECK to be the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The m also announced that the Senate had with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 10056) granting to the Saint Paul, Minneapolis 
and Manitoba Railroad Company the right of way through the Indian 
reservations in Northern Montana and Northwestern Dakota, requested 
a conference with the House of Representatives on said bill and amend- 
ments, and had appointed Mr. DAWEs, Mr. SABIN, and Mr. HAMP- 
TON to be the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The m also announced that the Senate had with an 
amendment the bill (H. R. 2646) granting to the Kanawha and Ohio 
Railroad Company the right to lay its track through United States 
lock and dam property in the Great Kanawha valley, State of West 
Virginia, requesting a conference with the House of Representatives 
on said bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. CONGER, Mr. 
MILLER, and Mr. KENNA to be the conferees on the part of the Senate, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 1336) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over Bayou Barnard in the State of Mississippi, requested a conference 
with the House of Representatives on said bill and amendment, and 
had appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. RANSOM, and Mr. ConGER to be the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 662) to encourage the manufacture of steel for modern 
army ordnance, armor, and other army purposes, and to provide heavy 
ordnance adapted to modern army warfare, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 663) to encourage the manufacture of steel for modern 
naval ordnance, armor, shafting, and other naval purposes, and to pro- 
vide heavy ordnance adapted to modern naval warfare. 

The message also announced that the.Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Mrs. Fanny S. Conway; 

A bill (H. R. 960) for the relief of J. R. McGoldrick; 

A bill (H. R. 2156) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of Martin Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 2176) for the relief of Alexander Goble; 

A bill (H. R. 2995) for the relief of Francis H. Shaw; 

A bill (H. R. 3173) for the relief of Samuel H. Flemming; 

A bill (H. R. 3289) to amend section 5 of the act entitled “An act 
to amend the Statutes in relation to immediate transportation of duti- 
able goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. bi for the relief of Harry Fisk; 
ill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of William H. Morhiser; 
ill (H. R. 7507) for the relief of James M. Hagar; 
ill (H. R. B19) for the relief of Eugene E. McLean; 
ill (H. R. 9183) for the relief of James R. Marrs; 
A bill OE R. 9232) to amend an act to prohibit the importation and 
immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 
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A bill (H. i 9895) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tradewater River by the Ohio Valley Railroad Company. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOUSTON, TEX. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 93) authorizing the con- 
struction of a public building for a post-office in the city of Houston, 
Texas, and that the same be now considered. 

bao bill was read as follows: 

it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
Kea and directed to acquire by pu or ASNN a site yf and 
cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, 
for the accommodation of the Pee and other Government offices, at the 
city of Houston, in the State of Texas. The plans, specifications, and full esti- 
mates for said building shall be previously made and approved according to law, 
and mics: not se for the site and building complete ae = of goer : Pro- 


until the State of Texas shall have 
tion over the same, during the Mioa the United States shall be or 

owner thereof, for all pi except the administration of the criminal laws 
of said State and the tervis of civil process therein, 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended the 
following amendment: 


Add to the bill as follows: 

*“ Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection = aT 
which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the ps 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum ‘in 
limited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask to have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. DIBBLE) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 93) authorizing the construction of a public building fora fice in 
the city of Houston, Tex., have Se the same, and res y : 
Lt nee is situated at the head of navigation on Buffalo Bayou, and has a 


on of not less than 35,000. 

eg railroads entering Houston are as follows: Southern Pacific Railway, 
Houston and Texas Central, International and Great Northern, Texas and New 
Orl Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé, Galveston and Houston, Houston and 
Columbia, Texas behoor Texas Transportation, and Houston East and West 
Texas. Besides these roads, two others are now being constructed that will 
soon reach Houston., 

The city of Houston is the first and only tidal point gamer by the Southern 
Pacific Railway between the Mississippi River and the Pacific Ocean, and it is 
the railroad center of the great State of Texas. It is also a city of commercial 
importance, there being over 700,000 bales of cotton handled in said city every 


br From the fact that so many railroads concenter at Houston, it ne a great mail- 
distributing point, and x hen epson ti of a great number of oth fices 
in the State of Texas. ffice in Houston, during one ged ere more 
than 500,000 mail pac ocean fferent kinds were received, delivered, and for- 
warded from said a: reSt for the same quarter the money-order department 
of this office received and paid out the sum of $154,12 

Your committee are of the a that the best a ending rovided for de 
the bill should be erected, and report the bill to the House with the reco) 
PEN n that it do pass, with the following amendment to be added tot to the 

“ Nor shall any site be purchased until ney oy for the erection of a panai 
which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the an 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein 
ited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for,shall have Eras on, ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there is no Federal court at this point? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was adopted, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. STEW ART, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


bill was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SEAL ROCKS, SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


Mr. FELTON. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 2428) to grant certain seal rocks to the city 
and county of San Francisco, State of California, in trust for the people 
of the United States, and that the same be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., Thatall the right and title of the United States in and to the 
rocky islets known as the Seal Rocks, and all rights to seals resorting there, sit- 
nated off Point Lobos, in the city and county of San Francisco, State of Cali- 
fornia, are hereby granted, subject to the provisions named, in trust to said city 
and county, upon following conditions and for the followi uses, to wit: 
Said city and county shall hold said Seal Rocks inalienable for all time, in trust 
for the people of the United States, and shall commit to the commissioners of 
Golden Gate Park the custody and care of said Seal Rocks, and shall keep said 
from encroachment by man, and shall preserve from molestation the 
seals and other animals now accustomed to resort there, to the end thatsaid Seal 
Rocks will continue to be a public preserve and reso: rt for seals: That 
the United States may at all times control and limit or diminish the number of 
the seals resorting to said rocks so as to protect the fisheries and fishing indus- 


further, he f said rocks, or the space 
rocks, shall be aeS Pera o Uni ited. States for the pior ynya 
maintenance of an say public va or for any other gers then asto the rocks 
the provisions of this act shall terminate, and the United 
Said deity nade county shall Arbani Parra alaran bee at this Free and sharon: ee ee 
mmissioner of Gener OM fice shall file in his oi S Par ahow 
the locus of Said Seal oe and said plat shall be the evidence of the extent 
~~ Lepage of the premises hereby granted. 
2. That all acts in conflict with the provisions of this act are hereby dee 
ao inapplicable to the premises hereby granted. 
Piei SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust there will be a word of explanation. It 
seems to be a proper measure. As I understand the bill it proposes to 
put the Seal Rocks under the control of the city of San Francisco. 

Mr. FELTON. It simply gives a police regulation of these Seal 
Rocks; and the bill provides if the United States desires to do so for 
any purpose whatsoever they can resume the protection of the island. 
The object of the bill is simply to protect a natural curiosity. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FELTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Commit-. 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill H. R. 10305, and that the same be 
put upon its passage. 

The bill was nee as follows: 


Be wel rreeecyen frog hat the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for 
the erection oi tof a Publi build: Bic the United States Government at Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., the same is , increased to $1,500,000, and that sum is 
Lesh Svea ta Won TOI ok coad tee the EONIA of aid building, exclusive of 
cost of site heretofore purchased. 

Sec. 2. That the officers of the United States Government having charge of 
the erection of public buildings are authorized and required to be governed by 
sea ee hereby prescribed in making contracts for the erection of said 

SEO. Ea That the sum of $1,278,594.12 be, and the same is hereby fz propriated. 
out of an any, money in the Treasw as otherwise appropriated, used and 
expended for the purposes provi: act. 

Rie A Aaa a Is there olin to the present consideration of 
? 

Mr. EDEN. I would like to knowhow much increase this bill pro- 
poses. What was the o riginal amount appropriated for this building? 

Mr. FELIX CAMPB. Eight hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. EDEN. It appears to me, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds might as raeil waive the useless formal- 
ity of fixing a limit in these cases of appropriations for public build 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bi 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be en and reada third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRANCES W. DYER. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1071) 
for the relief of Mrs. Frances W. Dyer, and that the same be put upon 
its passage. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
Sperone the sum of = to Frances W. Dyer, administratrix of the estate 
illiam P. Dyer, late of Belfast, in the State of Maine, deceased, the same 
being the amount runt deposited teva = clerk of - pale my States court for i 
district of Alabama by said William P. Dyer on hi izance to appear 
answer to à suit for an sugod violation of Seaton 5347 5347 of the Tabata 
of the United States, in which said suit the entry of nolle prosequi was made, and 
the said sum of $100 was covered into the Treasury of the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUNTSVILLE, ALA. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 305) for the erection of a 
public building at Huntsville, Ala., and that the bill be put upon its 
passage. 
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Erag as follows: 


eneke and to purchase a site for and cause to be erected a table 
building, with proper fire-proof vaults therein, for the accomm. of Ss 
courts of United States, ffice, land office, internal-revenue o! 

other Government offices at the city of Huntsville, Ala. The site, and b ding 


Provided, That no money to be fe ee pay for this purpose shall be available 
ei a valid title to the site of sa uilding shall be vested in the United States. 
cap at by the Attorney-General, and until the State of Alabama Alabama shali 
have ed to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the 
time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes ex- 
cept the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the service ofany 
civil processes therein, And the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
proptiated, o S Saget gen in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
ingot siraan Pe expended in the pease of said site and toward 
act on ae aia building: Provided, the site shall leave the build- 
ing unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not 
less than forty fect, including streets and alleys around the same. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 
There was no objection. 
The committee recommended an amendment as follows: After the 
word “ dollars, ” in line 12 of the printed bill, insert— 
nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 
which will furnish suftic ient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein lim- 
ited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been ap- 
fo Speed the Secretary of the pepeg and no pone of site, nor plan for 


arenas be approved by the Secretary of eget? 4 involv: an 
Rra Tra eT T g the said sum of $100,000 for site and building. tog 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WHEELER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paon; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 

The latter motion was to. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

Mr. STORM. order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. REED. seed, gare buildings on the other side having got 
through, the regular order is naturally demanded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Storm] 
demands the regular order. The regular order is the call of commit- 
tees for reports, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker I desire to present a conference report. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d! votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 7218) making appropriation for 
the erection of a public building at Chattan eat Tenn., having met, after full 
and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their re- 

ive Houses as follows: That the House recede from its ent to 
© amendments of the Senate, numbered 1,2,3,and 4, and to the same. 


THOMAS D. JOHNSTON, 
W. W. BROWN, 

Managers on ihe partof the House. 
WILLIAM MAHONE, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 

ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to agreeing to the conference re- 
rt? 

Mr. REED. Where is this public building situated? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 

Mr. REED. On the other side of the grand aisle, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the con- 


ferees. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The managers on the = of the House in the conference upon the d 
ing votes of Senate and of Representatives upon the bill (H. R.7218) en- 
titled “ An act to amend an act for = ae ofa —— building at Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., approved 1855, present the following statement to 
accom iy the conference re 


The House bill proposed to rA DADO the limit of cost of site and building at 
Chattanooga, Tenn., to $150,000. The Senate passed the bill amending it, in- 
creasing amount to $200,000. 

The effect of the conference report is to increase the amount appropriated 
from $150,000 to $200,000. 

©. P. etic 
W. W. BRO 
THO. D. SOHNSTON. 

The conference report was then agreed to. 

Mr. SNYDER moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUBSIDIARY SILVER COIN. 


Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported a bill (H. R. 11107) to amend the Revised Statutes, 
sections 3528 and 3529, providing for the issue and redemption of minor 
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coin; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
au- | panying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, also reported a joint resolution (H. Res. 256) providing for the issue 
of subsidiary silver coin; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

OBSTRUCTIONS IN NEW YORK HARBOR. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
the bill (S. 2157) to peras obstruction and injurious deposits within 
the harbor of New York and adjacent waters of New York city by 
dumping or otherwise, and to prevent such offi and apie rats 
provisions in connection therewith; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT LOUIS RIVER. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2611) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Saint Lonis River at the 
most accessible point between the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE BETWEEN OMAHA AND COUNCIL BLUFFS. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, from the Committee on Commerce, also 
reported back with an amendment the bill (S. 2896) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River between the cities of 
Omaha, Nebr., and Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS IN UTAH. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5959) granting a right of way through 
certain lands of the United States in the Territory of Utah; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military irs, also rted 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 10014) making an appropriation for jands 
&c., at the Fort Douglas Military Reservation, Utah; which was 
on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT WELTON. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military yea trina 
back ‘adversely the bill (H. R. 6526) for the relief o of Albert Welton; 
mues = laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 

printed. 
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MONUMENT AT FORT GREEN, BROOKLYN. 


Mr. VIELE, from the Committee on Military irs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9249) for the erection and completion of a 
monument to the memory of the victims of ships at Fort Green, 
Brooklyn; which was referred to the Co: ttee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and the S mmpaaying report ordered to be 
printed. 

COMPENSATION, ETC., OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, reported, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 7474) a bill (H. 
R. 11108) to regulate the classification, compensation, and allowances to 

and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
The bill (H. R.7474) was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


UTAH MIDLAND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 10432) a bill (H. R. 11109) granting right 
of way to the Utah Midland Railway Company through Uncompahgre 
reservation, and for other purposes; which was read a and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 10432) was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


CREDITORS OF POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 


Mr. SKINNER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 10207) to enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to pay certain creditors of the Pottawatomie Indians out of 
the funds of end Indians; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


TRANSFER OF ROOMS IN JACKSON, MISS. 


Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing and 
directing the Department of Justice to transfer certain rooms which 
have been occupied by the United States courts to the city of Jackson, 
Miss.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
prin 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT KALAMAZOO, MICH. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Groun 
reported, as a ‘substitute for the bill (H. R. rp a bill (H. R. 11110 
for the erection of a public building at the city of Kalamazoo, Mich. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 3142 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

MRS, S. C. GOODIN. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10470) granting a pension to Mrs. 8. C. 
Goodin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar,and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK BISCHER. 
Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
pon back favorably the bill (H. R. 10923) granting a pension to 
erick Bischer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
BENJAMIN F. HILLIKER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. 11111) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
Hilliker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LYDIA BURDICK. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9664) placing the name of Mrs. Lydia 
Burdick on the pension roll; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

MOSES WILLIAMS. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 9928) granting a pension to 
Moses Williams; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. RANDOLPH. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 9242) granting a pension to 

illiam F. Randolph; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying | the 
report, ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD WILLIS. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6507) granting a pension 
to Edward Willis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendation Senate bills of the following titles; 
which were severally ordered to be referred to the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompany reports, printed; namely: 

A bill (S. 2267) granting an increase of pension to Laurinda G. Cum- 


mings; 

A bill fe 2488) granting a pension to John B. Fuller; and 

A bill (S. 2485) granting a pension to Robert Boyd. 
PALMER G. WOOD. 


Mr. McKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 5918) for therelief of First Lieut. Palmer G. Wood; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


A. ©. BRADFORD, 


Mr. MCKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5919) for the relief of 
A. C. Bradford; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

A. P. SWINEFORD. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9766) f for th the relief of 
A. P. Swineford; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN FISHERIES. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
a concurrent resolution providing for the printing of additional copies 
of the report of the Senate Committee on Foréign Relations touching 
the American fishcries; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
REPORT ‘OF THE COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE FOR 1887. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing,also reported back 
with amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 238) authorizing the 
printing of the annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 
the year 1887; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with ane accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SALARY CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10222) fixing the sala- 
ries of the Civil Service Commissioners at $5,000 per annum; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


QUARANTINE STATION, SHIP ISLAND, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. IRION, from the Committee on Commerce, back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 3157) to authorize the removal of the quarantine sta- 
tion from Ship Island, Mississippi; which was referred to the Committee 
ofthe Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF IOWA. 


Mr. HEPBURN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 10823, a bill (H. R. 11112) to fix the times for 
holding cizcuit and district courts of the United States in the northern 
district of Iowa; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
CAPRON COLLECTION OF JAPANESE ART WORKS. 
Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, 
back favorably the bill (S. 1772) providing for the purchase of thi 
Capron collection of Japanese works of art; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The hour forthe consideration of bills begins at 
one minute before 2 o'clock. The call rests with the Committee on 
ent. 


Departmen 

The Committee on AEN, in the Interior Department was 
called. 

rras Foe mike feri pear da : repo nen 
mittee on itures in terior b be over in 

judice, a matter having been referred to that com- 
ve not had time to fully consider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent that the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department 
be passed over, not to lose its place in this call. 

There was no objection. 

Aee Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice was 
led. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Iam directed by the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice to report a resolution, which I send to the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. Has the resolution been heretofore reported from 
the committee? 

Mr. HAMMOND. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will cause the rule to be read. Thisis 
a call of committees for the consideration of measures which have been 
reported on a previous day. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The bill has been heretofore reported, and we de- 
sire to have a resolution adopted fixing a day for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The committee can call up the bill for considera- 
tion. 

COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, MARSHALS, ETC. 


Mr. HAMMOND. I call up the bill (H. R. 6977) relating to the 
compensation and duties of United States attorneys, marshals, and 
commissioners, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. When was the bill reported? 

Mr. SPRINGER. During the last session. 

Mr. HAMMOND. On the 17th of March, 1886. 

The title of the bill was read. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I ask whether it would now be in order to move 
to postpone the consideration of that bill until a fixed day? 

The SPEAKER. It would if the House entered upon the considera- 
tion of the bill. If the bill is in the House the motion to postpone is 
in order. 
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Mr. HAMMOND. The bill is in Committee of the Whole House 
m state of the Union, and has been considered in Committee of the 

ole, ` 

The SPEAKER. Then a motion to postpone is not in order in the 
House, because the bill is in Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Imove that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr, MCMILLIN in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6977) relating to the compensation 
and duties of United States attorneys, marshals, and commissioners, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr, HAMMOND. This bill has been considered heretofore for an 
hour and a quarter, and there was some general debate upon it. The 
principle of the bill is to have the compensation of United States mar- 
shals and attorneys hereafter made by salaries instead of by specific 
fees. It also affects the fees of United States commissioners. An effort 
has been made by the bill to classify these officers and fix their fees, 

I do not know very much about the details of the bill because I was 
not present all the while at the time when it was considered in com- 
mittee, but I call it up now because of the absence of the chairman of 
the committee, and at the request of the committee. If we undertake 
to take up this bill by sections and grumble over the specific items of 
compensation to individual officers throughout the United States, it 
will be impossible to pass the bill during the two hours allotted to us. 

Mr. REED. I suggest to the gentleman from Georgia to save time 
that he withdraw the bill, because I shall insist on that course being 


ursued. 
p Mr. HAMMOND. I do not know that the gentleman from Maine 
speaks the voice of the House in that particular. 
Mr. REED. It requires unanimous consent, and therefore I do speak 
the voice of the House. 
Mr. HAMMOND. What requires unanimous consent? 
Mr. REED. That you refrain from reading the bill paragraph by 


Paragraph. Pa 

Mr. HAMMOND. I made no such proposition. 

Mr. REED. But such must be the case unless unanimous consent 
is granted, and I do not propose to grant it. t 

Mr. HAMMOND. I stated if opposition was made upon each indi- 
vidual office and there was no real ipa Se to adopt this plan of course 
the bill would be defeated; but if the House is disposed to adopt that 
plan and is willing to concede thata bill even not perfect—if you please 
quite imperfect—might be passed and adjusted hereafter by the Senate 
or in a committee of conference, then we can make some progress with 
this bill. If we can not do it in that way I concede the two hours will 
not be perhaps wasted, but will not bear any fruit toward legislation. 
Gentlemen in that time may give good reasons however for the bill, and 
if no other good is done it may pave the way for this plan or some better 
plan in the next Congress. It is certainly true that at present there is 
great complaint of the fee system in many quarters of the country, per- 
haps in every quarter, and it is certainly true that some remedy should 
be applied. 

This House has passed a bill very similar to this heretofore. The 
House has indicated in various reports of its committees in this Con- 
gress and in prior Congresses a disposition to have such legislation. 
Whether we can have it now, of course, will depend on the opposition 
that this bill will meet. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman will permit me, I made the observa- 
tions which I did make in the interest of the public business, and in 
response to what I supposed was the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. I made it because I think the Judiciary 
Committee have matters of importance to present in case this bill 
should fail. The gentleman from Georgia[Mr. HAMMOND] has already 
indicated the circumstances under which he thinks it may fail, and I 
say to him that it seems tome that thosecircumstances exist, and that, 
therefore, the wisest course would be to proceed to some of the other 
valuable measures which the Committee on the Judiciary are doubtless 
prepared to present. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It so happens, Mr. Chairman, that the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED] does not know what committee is before 
the House. This bill is not from the Committee on the Judiciary; it 
is from the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, 
and it happens to be the only bill that we have. 

Mr. REED. The only bill that the committee hare? 

.Mr. HAMMOND. So far as I am advised. 

Mr. REED. Well, Mr. Chairman, I thought we had gone by the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, and were 
beginning over again; and seeing the gentleman on his feet who ordi- 
narily represents the Judiciary Committee and, as my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] suggests, represents it so well, I naturally 
su that the bill came from that committee. 

. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, to test the sense of the commit- 


tee on this subject I move that the committee now rise and report the 
bill to the House with the recommendation that a day be fixed four its 
consideration. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ihopethe gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
will allow me two or three minutes before that motion is put. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I have given the subject-matter of 
this bill and the bill itself most careful consideration, and I should not 
hesitate to let it come forward now for discussion if I had present the 
papers and documents that I desire to use in thediscussion; but I want 
to advise the House now that whatever defects may arise under the 
system by which our courts are at present carried on, this bill is an 
hundred-fold more inequitable and unjust in almost every provision of 
it than that system. 

Mr. REED. Hear, hear. 

Mr. ROGERS, I have undertaken to consult the officers of the De- 
partment of Justice in relation to this bill—I do not mean the Attor- 
ney-General of the United States, but those officers whose duty it is to 
audit the accounts of the marshals and district attorneys; I have sub- 
mitted for their consideration several of the provisions of this bill in 
order that I might be enabled, in furtherance of what seems to be the 
desire of many persons, to do something to perfect the bill; but I had 
rather undertake to make two bills than to perfect this one. It can 
not be done. It is impossible to take up this bill and examine it with- 
out almost impeaching the motives of the committee that reported it, 
so unjust and inequitable are its provisions. 

Mr. REED. Striking out the enacting clause would perfect it. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I adopt the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. Striking out the enacting clause 
of the bill would perfect it, and that is the only thing that would per- 
fect it, except the adoption of a substitute. 

Therefore I do hope that in these closing days of this session of Con- 
gress, with so much important legislation demanding the attention of 
the House, we will not fritter away any of our limited time in the con- 
sideration of a measure of this sort, the only offspring of a committee 
of the Forty-ninth Congress, a measure which this House, when it 
comes to understand it, must repudiate as utterly spurious and incapa- 
ble of carrying into effect the purposes for which itis intended. I hope 
that we shall not consume any time now in considering this bil]. I 
do not know but what, if we had time and the committee would sit 
down to perfect the bill in the light of the facts as they exist all over 
the country, I would undertake to support the principle involved in it, 
though even that is doubtful—exceedingly doubtful. But I do not 
wish to embark now in that undertaking. I simply want to say, in 
conclusion, that after a careful, painstaking study of the subject, with 
the view of correcting the evils in the present system, of which com- 
plaint is now made, I am convinced that the existing system is infi- 
nitely better than that proposed in this bill, and that the bill ought not 
to be considered or allowed to consume any of the time or attention of 
the House to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I regret to hear the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] declaim so violently against the provi- 
sions of this bill. He speaks of the accounting officers of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. I happen to know something about those officers as 
well as the gentleman. During the last Congress I was a member of a 
committee which reported a bill very similar to this, and that bill was 
taken by me, in person, to the Department of Justice. Every man in 
that Department at that time who had anything to do with the audit- 
ing of the accounts of these court officers was present; every line of the 
bill was read and examined in their presence, and, with the amend- 
ments which they suggested and which were accepted, the provisions 
of the bill met their cordial approbation. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman will permit me, I simply want to 
state that this is not the Springer bill; it is not substantially the Springer 
bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
aries is concerned, 

Mr. ROGERS. That is the whole bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thatis a mere matter of detail which can be reg- 
ulated in the committee when the bill comes up. The smallest ques- 
tion presented in the bill is whether the district attorney in one locality 


It is, except in so far as changing some of the sal- 


should have more money than the district attorney in another. That 
is a mere matter of detail. 
Mr, REED. The gentleman is correct. The principle is so utterly 


wrong that these questions of detail sink into insignificance. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know the gentleman from Maine meets the 
proposition upon the broad ground that fees should be given to officers 
instead of salaries. That is the ground on which the bill ought to be 
met—not that of my friends here who think the salaries have not been 
rightly distributed. The only opposition that can be offered to this 
bill properly and with consistency is an opposition based upon the claim 
that the fee system for the payment of marshals and United States at- 
torneys should be perpetuated. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HUUSE. 


1501 


misunderstood my remark. I meant that the principle of this bill is 
so thoroughly bad. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iknowthegentleman means that. But the prin- 
ciple of this bill was passed upon in the Forty-eighth Congress, when 
we adopted by an almost unanimous vote—there were only six or seven 
votes in the negative—an amendment to an appropriation bill embody- 
ing this principle; but the Senate rejected that amendment, not be- 
cause they were opposed to the principle, but because they objected to 
—— upon an appropriation bill, and therefore declined to con- 
sider it. 

We have the testimony of every Attorney-General who has consid- 
ered this question—especially the Attorney-General under the last 
administration, Mr. Brewster, and the present Attorney-General—in 
fact of all the officers in the Department of Justice in this administra- 
tion as well as the last administration, that the fee system as now 
practiced for the payment of United States marshals and district attor- 
neys is the worst system of paying public officials that can possibly be 
devised. It continually offers to our officials a premium to prosecute 
persons merely for the sake of getting compensation, and not for the 
purpose of enforcing the law or punishing criminals. This system has 
caused expenditures in some of the States to be run up to an enormous 
extent. I refer again to an incident that occurred in the State of 
Texas a few years ago, when the United States marshal, in order to 
swell the volume of his fees, caused every voter in one county to be 
subpcenaed as a witness, and brought 50 or 60 miles to another county 
to appear in a case on trial in a United States court. The judge in 
that case testified before the committee of which I was a member that 
five witnesses would have been sufficient to prove every disputed point 
in the case. 

A MEMBER. Where was that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. In Texas. Over two thousand persons were sub- 

in one case, and brought upon the cars a distance of 40, 50, or 

60 miles to testify as witnesses. It also ap in evidence that in 

one county in the State of Alabama every male inhabitant over the age 

of twenty-one years had had his turn at the marshal’s mill; had been 

indicted and taken a long distance for the purpose of being tried, and 
/that not one conviction resulted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the gentleman say that every male inhab- 
itant of the county was indicted? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Every male inhabitant above the age of twenty- 
one years. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then who composed the grand jury? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The grand jury did not sit in that county, but in 
a remote part of the State, where the United States court was held. It 
appears in all these cases that these prosecutions, begun for the sake of 
the fees, are instituted at points as remote as possible from the place 
where the trials are to be held. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman whether it 
is not a fact that these fees of marshals and United States attorneys 
have been increased during the last year? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not know. I presume that if they do their 
duty they ought to bring a great many prosecutions. But I can cite 
the fact that in the southern district of Illinois all the expenses of the 
United States court have decreased under this administration from 
$75,000 to $50,000, simply because the Attorney-General and the dis- 
trict attorney put a stop to these prosecutions for trivial offenses. 

If gentlemen will consider this bill fairly and candidly they will 
find that it will give proper remuneration to every district attorney and 
marshal in the United States. It will provide for the proper and vig- 
orous enforcement of the law, but will in no case offer a premium to a 
public official to use the great power of this Government for judicial 
oppression and to swell his own emoluments. This system has grown 
to such an extent that even its friends are compelled to admit, and do 
admit in every case where the facts are brought to their attention, that 
the fee system is corrupting in its tendencies and does not result in a 
vigorous and wholesome enforcement of the laws. 

I hope this bill will be put in some position under the rules of the 
House where it can be considered by sections, and the details of it, to 
which the gentleman from Arkansas refers, shall be perfected, and the 
bill passed. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. Symes]. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, the point I desire to make in regard 
to this bill is that it is one of the most important measures that can 
be brought to the attention of this House. It proposes to graduate 
the salaries of all the district attorneys of the United States. 

It proposes to establish salaries in lieu of fees for all United States 
marshals in this country. It proposes alsodo regulate the summonsing 
of witnesses. 

Sir, it is a bill that this House can not properly consider, after the 
attention of members has been brought to it, in less than two or three 
days and do any justice to the subject. And are we asked at this late 
day of this short session to take up this bill during the second morning 
hourand supersede with it a system that has somewhat become a growth 
in this country after an operation of near a hundred years? 

Sir, Iam not standing here to combat any of the positions or state- 


ments of fact on the part of the gentleman from Illinois, or the posi- 
tion assumed by the gentleman from Georgia. I am only standing 
here, sir, pleading to this House not to make the mistake of attempt- 
ing to substitute for that old system, although it is very defective, a 
crude, new measure that may prove to be twenty times worse. 

Why, sir, when we come to examine this bill we find that a district 
attorney in some districts has $5,000 salary while the work that he is 
called upon to perform is not 25 per cent. of that for which a salary is 
fixed in another district where the attorney gets half of that sum. So 
it is also with United States marshals; and so it is also in to 
other crude statements we find in the bill, and what I desire to impress 
upon the House is that nothing can be done now to perfect a bill of this 
importance in the short time allotted for this discussion, and to under- 
take to do so would do injustice and lead to extravagance in regard to 
these questions pertaining to our judicial system. Theonly way to ar- 
rive at a correct solution is to let the intelligent lawyers of this House 
put their minds to it and consider the matter in Committee of the Whole 
for two or three days at least. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The objections made to this bill are simply to 
the details, excepting in the case of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED], who has stated in a colloquy on the floor of the House that 
the ‘‘principle of the biil” is not good. As I understand him, he 
thinks the fee system is better than the salary system; that, therefore, 
is the issue to be decided upon this motion. If we can set apart a day 
for the consideration of this bill it can be discussed and fairly consid- 
ered by paragraphs and adjusted to suit the views of different gentle- 
m 


en. 

Iam free to say that I care not one copper about the salary in any 
district. If we can establish the system of salaries instead of fees, the 
details of such a system can be arranged in the future. I am willing 
thatmy friend from Arkansas [ Mr. ROGERS] shall present his own bill in 
all particulars, or I will take the Springer bill or any bill that the House 
shall pass which will establish the principle that the fee system shall 
be abolished and the salary system substituted in lieu thereof. 

Do gentlemen know all the evils that grow out of this fee system? 
I believe I once before stated on this floor as illustrative of this measure 
what occurred in my own State in a colloquy between myself and a gen- 
tleman from Northern Georgia. He was a leading local politician, but 
his counties had not been voting, as I thought, correctly. I asked him, 
‘Why do you not stir up the people and make them better Democrats??? 
Hesaid, ‘‘ What issue shall I present?’ Jocosely I remarked, ‘‘If you 
can do no better, crush out the United States court there, which has 
got some six hundred or eight hundred people waiting until some pay 
the costs of prosecutions against them,’’ for they do not always punish 
them, they just let them plead guilty and pay the costs. He said, 
‘You do not know what you are talking about. That United States 
court is worth more to the section in which I live than any crop we 
raise. We get 10 cents a mile for coming to attend the court and re- 
turning home and $2 a day while we stay, and that pays us a great 
deal better than anything we can do at home.” 

That man told the plain truth. Within the past years in the north- 
ern district of Georgia over four hundred men pleaded guilty to vio- 
lations of the internal-revenue laws, and were sent home on their own 

izances. The law was not enforced any further than the collec- 
tion of the costs. I do not know that gentlemen have been influenced 
by improper motives. But itis human nature that men shall be in- 
fluenced to make improper arrests and to prefer improper indictments 
where their bread depends upon the quantum of litigation. It seems 
to me we should elevate the standard of those officers. We would 
make matters much better by selecting men of integrity, pay such sala- 
ries as such men should have, and not leave them at liberty to scour 
the country in order to make their livings by pretended execution of 
the law. When I speak of the northern district of Georgia I do not 
mean to say that the officials in that district have been worse than the 
officers elsewhere. So far as I know they have not. I believe that 
there are more violations of the internal-revenue laws in the northern 
district of Georgia by large odds than there ought to be. There ought 
to be none. 

But I have no idea that one man out of five who has been arrested. 
for violation of the internal-revenue system was guilty. I have no 
idea that one in five was arrested solely because there was a good prima 
facie case against him. Nor is this any worse under one administration 
than another. It was bad under the old administration; it is as bad, so 
far as I know, under the new. The same causes will produce like 
effects always. 

All I desire is that the House shall by a vote express whether we 
intend to change the fee system to the salary system. If we do not of 
course it is folly to discuss the details of this bill. Whether we do or 
do not it is folly to pursue it only in this hour and the next. If we 
intend to make the change we need a day in which to doit. If wedo 
not, let the proposition be made for a day to consider, and let it be 
voted down, and thus end the battle. 

Mr. REED. I do not know that it is possible to get the attention of 
the House even to a brief statement of the reasons why I regard this 
bill as vicious in principle. Ithinkit had its origin in one of the most 
fatal sources of mistake in legislation, namely, the attempt to legislate 
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on account of certain abuses which have arisen under existing law. 
Men have been fired by such statements as have been made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] as to transactions in remote 
counties of Texas and by such exceptional instances as have been illus- 


trated by the gentleman from and the House and its members 
without considering the principles which underlie the ition have 
by their eagerness to destroy abuses been led away to destroy also a 
valuable system. 

Now why is it that the United States Government ought to pay fees 
a work which is done? It is because crimes have their own stimu- 

us, and especially crimes against the United States. They almost all 
et them involve valuable pecuniary results. Men, therefore, are inter- 
ested to commit such crimes, and in order to eran them the United 
States must make it for the interests of its officials to look them up and 
to destroy them. 

You will say, why is not that the fact with regard to county attor- 
neys and to sheriffs inStates? If you will consider a moment you will 

ve that the crimes against the State and the crimes against the 
Paai States are entirely different in their character. Crimes against 
the State are crimes which are under the common law, and every law- 
yer knows that crimes which are punished by the common law have 
in their punishment and in their detection the support of every indi- 
vidual in the community. The officers of the law are there sustained 
by a vigorous and healthy sentiment, whereas the crimes against the 
United States are not those which are universally recognized as moral 
criminalties. 

The whole community is awake to detect murder and to punish theft. 
But what community ever bestirred itself against frauds on the internal 
revenue, against moonshine distilleries, against sm , against a 
bended singe wii eet ons in Uniden? Ts 
then, do you need in to bring your against the Uni 
States laws to detection? You need to have the officials stimulated by 
a similar self-interest to that which excites and and sustains 
the criminal; and if you should remit them to salaries with the com- 
munity uninterested, unexcited in the detection of crime, the result 
would be an increase of evasions of the law, an increase which you could 
not prevent, and which in their total results would be much more dis- 
astrous than the matters which were related by the gentleman from 
Illinois, even if they were true, which I believe they are not. 

And thisis not a mere matter of theory. We have gotan example in 
the history of this country. Years ago the merchants of New York, 
under an excitement very much like that which caused the inception 
of this legislation, came over here and caused the repeal of the moieties 
act; took away from the United States officials the pecuniary rewards 
which they received for smuggling. And what is the result? The 
undervaluations of importations have been so great and the criminali- 
ties have been so astounding that almost every honest American im- 
porter has been driven out of the field, and importations are made by 
the agents of foreign countries that come here and gather their tre- 
mendous revenues out of the United States and then go home and live 
among the communities which they honor by their presence. I say 
that that answer to the clamor which was made about the abuses of 
the moieties act has cost the Government of the United States millions 
on millions, and has driven hundreds of honest men out of the busi- 
ness of importing goods into the country. And now this same class of 
statesmen propose to destroy the enforcement of the laws of the United 
States within the realm after having nearly destroyed the enforcement 
of them upon the borders. 

Mr. HOUK. I would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia a 
q 


uestion. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HOUK. I find no provision made in the bill for the western 
district of Tennessee. How is this? 

Mr. HAMMOND. That is provided for in the general clause ‘‘ all 
others.” 

Mr. REED. One other observation I wish to direct to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], and that is this: His present 
motion is not in order until after we have gone through the bill; there- 
fore he will see the hopelessness of undertaking to have this bill con- 
sidered at this time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I wasnot aware that the point of order was made. 

Mr. REED. No point of order can be made until the proposition is 
submitted. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I yield now to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] closed 
what he had to say in opposition to the principle of this bill by an al- 
lusion to the repeal of the moiety act. I donot understand that there 
is any clamor anywhere for the restoration of that act. Nowhere is 
there any desire or purpose to restore it, and to my mind, sir, however 
the gentleman from Maine may reason, the general uiescence in the 
wisdom of repealing that law shows ‘that public a opinion has settled 
down in favor of the principle of this bill rather than against it. The 
gentleman says also that there ought to be a sufficient inducement to 
execute the law, because otherwise the marshals will fail to do it. I 
think a regular and good salary will be sufficient inducement, when we 


consider that marshals, like other officers of the United States, are, prac- 
tically, removable at the pleasure of the appointing power. They will 
execute the law in order that they may retain their salaries. 

Mr. REED. Do you think that would be sufficient in a ‘‘moon- 
shine ” district? 

Mr. HERBERT. I certainly do. 

Mr. REED. Then I must say you have more confidence in some 
people than I have. 

Mr. HERBERT. I have confidence not that everybody will refrain 
from violating the law, but that the agents of the Government appointed 
to detect and expose violations of law will do so faithfully. 

Mr. REED. And yet those same agents in whom you Baek so much 
confidence have betrayed us, according to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER], into the most terrible excesses. 

Mr. SPRING Those were appointed under the former admin- 
istration, 

Mr. REED. Almost all the appointees of the former administration 
have been retained by the present administration, and therefore have 
the indorsement of the Democratic [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The marshals have been changed. 

Mr. REED. We are all agreed about the present lot being perfectly 


good. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, I do not agree to that. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, we have agents of the Post-Office 
Department, agents of the Internal-Revenue Department, agents of the 
General Land Office; itis the business of all these different classes of 
agents to investigate and report offenses against the laws of the United 
States, and the system has been found to work well. As I before said, 
when we take into consideration the fact that there exists the power of 
remoyal—instantaneous removal—if an officer fails to do his duty, it 
seems to me that Attorney-General Devens and Attorney-General Brew- 
ster and Attorney-General Garland, and, so far as I know, every officer 
connected with the Department of Justice for the last ten years who 
has had anything to do with passing upon the accounts of these officials, 
have not been mistaken in favoring such a change as is proposed by 
this bill. If there be any one thing in which Congress ought to take 
the opinion of executive officers as authoritative it isa matter like this. 
We have not the time, amid all our various duties, to stop to investi- 
gate and ascertain the facts for ourselves; but whenever we do, when- 
ever we look into the matter, we find that cases of abuse of the law are 
not, as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] says they are, excep- 
tional, but that such cases exist in all sections, North and South, East 
and West. Abuses have been shown under the Republicans and Dem- 
ocrats. It is but natural that the same temptations tend in greater or 
less degree towards the same results. The law ought to be so framed 
that there would be no temptation to do wrong. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I yield now ten minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia, the chairman of the committee reporting this bill. I did 
not know that he was present when the bill came oD. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to 
be present when this bill should be before the House at this session, and 
therefore by an arrangement on the part of the committee the gentle- 

man from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] was given charge of it; but I hap- 

pen to be present to-day, and, feeling a great interest in the subject, I 

Pes} ire to express some opinions with regard to the provisions of this 
j 


I do not think that I hazard anything when I say that all the ma- 
chinery of the Department of Justice connected with the Federal courts 
has been for years “run” in such a way that instead of promoting jus- 
tice it has been a means of oppression throughout this country from 
one end to the other. There is scarcely an abuse in connection with 
private suits or with corporate suits, where the officials of the Federal 
courts could get a hold, that has not been practiced, and the people 
have been ground and taxed by oppressive costs levied for the purpose 
of accumulating fortunes for the officials connected with those courts. 
I hazard nothing when I say that there is scarcely a State in this Union 
where the officials of the Federal courts have-not run up the costs of 
their one or two courts to more than the costs of all the State courts. 
My statement in relation to this matter is made from investigation, not 
only in my own State but in other States. 

The object of this bill is to remove from the officers of these courts 
the temptation and the opportunity for corruption and oppression, and 
at the same time to limit them in their power and direct them in their 
duties. What State in this Union holds out a reward to those who 
conduct its prosecutions and fixes their compensation in proportion to 
the numberof prosecutions they bring? What other law in this country 
sustains or encourages such, a system ? 

The gentleman from Maine talks about smuggling and violations of 
the revenue laws. Why, surely the gentleman knows that smuggling 
has no relation to the internal-revenue laws. Surely he knows that 
those who follow his lead and believe in his theory will understand 
that this smuggling arises from a high protective-tariff system instead 
of from internal-revenue laws. Smuggling has existed under every 
government in the world where there were embargo laws and where - 
there was legislation unfriendly to the importation of foreign goods. 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Such things do not arise from internal-revenue 
tleman had read history, and read it correctly, he would remember 
that at one time the British Crown itself was threatened by reason of 


If the gen- 


the laws against the introduction of foreign goods; and that 
without regard to internal laws. 

Now, what this bill seeks is that the marshals and other officers, who 
stand to the Federal courts in the same relation as the sheriffs and other 
officers do to the State courts, shall be put upon the same footing with 
State officials, and paid for work done, not pay as a reward for oppres- 
sion. Does not the gentleman know that under this internal-revenue 
system, in State after State, blank warrants have been issued, and mar- 
shals, furnished with these blank warrants, have gone out, arrested and 
brought in man after man, thus piling up the costs; ing commis- 
Siono sas commissioner in order that fees and mileage might be accu- 
mi 

At the last session of this Congress a bill of this kind, in a much more 
restricted form, passed the House almost unanimously, At this session, 
this bill having been referred to our committee, we thought, upon in- 

- vestigation and advice from the Departments of the Government, that 
some of the fees were too small; so that the committee, seeking to act 
fairly and justly and liberally with officers of the Federal Government, 
ame the salaries of a great number of these officers in many of the 

tates, 

The gentleman talks about the moiety system. Does he not know 
that the National Government condemned the moiety system, and the 
very party that inaugurated it repealed the law after having observed 
its operations, because it induced fraud and corruption and oppression. 
If the present system is right, if it is right that these inducements 
should be held out, why was it that the moiety system became so of- 
fensive and oppressive that a Congress controlled by the Republican 
party repealed it? This system as we have it now is but the moiety 
system to a limited extent, but in a more oppressive form. The men 
who suffered under the operation of the moiety system were persons of 
large means who did large business, and were able to fight the exactions 
imposed upon them and the corruptions connected therewith. Under 
the present system the poor people at their homes, who are unable to 
carry on a contest against these wrongs in the Federal courts, must sub- 
mit to whatever is dictated to them and can not make any resistance 
whatever. 

If the majority of this House prefer to curb our own officers, appointed 
under our own administration, if we prefer to prevent them from using 
their offices for political purposes, what possible objection can there be 
on the part of the minority? Why, Mr. Chairman, I know thatin my 
own State, containing less than 600,000 population, having had during 
the last ten years an average of only some 500,000, one-sixth to one- 
tenth of all the prosecutions in the United States were carried on; and 
during the whole time only 30 gallons of whisky were ever discovered 
or confiscated. I know that under this system, for the purpose of mak- 
ing fees for officers, our people were dragged from their homes; men, 
women, and children were arrested without cause; and it was a com- 
mon sight upon the streets of our capital, where the Federal court was 
held, that women sat upon the street corners nursing their children 
while officers of the Federal court were at work for the purpose of mak- 
ing fees ont of them. A gentleman, now a member of Congress, who 
was the district attorney of my State, knows of the wrongs under this 
system; and his sense of justice, his humane heart, compelled him in 
one single year, out of a thousand prosecutions and indictments brought 
before one court, to dismiss over seven hundred as being frivolous, and 
instituted simply for the purpose of accumulating fees. 

Mr. GOFF. Thegentlemanismistaken. Those dismissals were not 
made in a single year, but during a term of years. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The gentleman may be correct. I 
simply take thestatement from the records of the Department of Justice 
and from the records of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. GOFF. Ido not know what records the gentleman alludes to, 
but I am familiar with the facts. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. But whether those dismissals were 
made in one year or two years—— 

Mr. GOFF. They were made during several years. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Or whether they were made during 
several years, I have correctly stated the aggregate amount of dismissals 
as compared with the aggregate amount of prosecutions. Out of over 
a thousand prosecutions brought in a single court there were only two- 
hundred-odd convictions. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The ten minutes of the gentleman from West 
Virginia have expired. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not know, Mr. Chairman, that I shall desire 
to occupy as much as five minutes’ time. I wish to say simply that I 
hope this bill, or something of the kind, will be enacted into a law. 

There issome force in the remarks made by my colleague, Mr. REED, 
that certain officers need the stimulus of fees in order to cause them 
to do their duty; but I think there are a great many more instances 
where the stimulus of fees causes them to go beyond their duties and 
make themselves, in certain districts, nuisances to the people. 


Now,.I know of an instance in my own vicinity, and where we are 
not law-breakers, for we do not need the use of marshals very often, 
where a poor fellow who had been in two wars fighting for his country, 
who had fought in the war with Mexico, and had bravely fought for 
the Union in the late war, when a circus was held attended it, and 
some one who had a booth asked him to attend to the booth for a few 
moments while he stepped out somewhere. He was there, perhaps, 
thirty minutes and sold a few cigars, not knowing the fact that the 
man who kept the booth and for whom he was doing an act of accom- 
modation had no license to sell, for he knew nothing whatever of the 
law. But having made the sale the United States marshal and the dis- 
trict. attorney came 130 miles from the city of Portlandand had a grave 
trial into the facts of the case, and sentenced the poor fellow to a fine 
of $150 for that little act; and the only way he could rid himself of 
the payment of the fine was to pay these fellows their fees and get 
them out of the way. 

I know of another instance, which occurred within three months, 
where & had been informed by the Department that he was 
indebted in the amount of $48. He sent in his accounts showing the 
Department that that statement against him was not true; and yet, 
without any notice whatever to him, they went through the accounts 
the second time, and found that he was indebted, -according to their 
second statement, on this examination, to the Department in the amount 
of 17 cents; and he was compelled to pay the 17 cents and, in addition, 
$49 in costs. Andwhy? Because these officers desired their fees, and 
persecuted him like sleuth-hounds until they secured their compensa- 
tion. 

These are only a few instances, but many others might be cited. I 
do not believeit is necessary that the officers of the Government should 
be stimulated by fees to do their duty. Do not officers perform their 
duty where they are paid salaries quite as well as in those cases where 
they are paid by fees? In fact they know that the positions they hold 
depend upon the faithful di of their duties, and while I have 
no doubt that some of them might be derelict, yet I venture tosay that 
the instances are rare where men holding good Government positions 
with proper salaries are willing to risk the chance of losing the position. 

Mr. GOFF. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly; several questions. 

Mr. GOFF. The suit to which you have referred against this post- 
master was a civil suit for the recovery, was it not? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The district attorney was directed by the Depart- 
ment to bring suit. 

Mr. GOFF. Could such suit have been instituted except by direc- 
tion of the Department at Washington? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not know, but I presume not. 

Mr. GOFF. The point I wish to make is this, that the gentleman 
should not visit his denunciations upon these officials when they are 
simply doing their duty—doing that which under the instructions of 
the Department they are compelled to do in obedience to their oath of 
office. f 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ihave noticed the Departments have great need 
for the services of the district attorneys to find out in certain localities 
what their duty is. 5 

Mr. GOFF. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. The statute com- 
pels the head of a Department to institute suits for any balances which 
may be due the Department, whether they are little or great; and in 
such cases of course the district attorney is called into requisition in 
the interest of whatever Department the claim belongs to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ButI notice the district attorney isa very weighty 
man in the settlement of all of these matters. There seems to be an 
undue importance attached to his position. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. But he can only bring suits under the 
orders of the Department. 

Mr. GOFF. Of course; and he violates his duty if he does not bring 
suit under the instructions of the Department. This abuse of Govern- 
ment officers is therefore altogether uncalled for. 

Mr. SYMES. Except weare led to understand in West Virginia that 
there is a different state of affairs—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The hour has expired. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. MCMILLIN rted that the Committee of the Whole hav- 
ing had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6977) relating to the duties 
of United States attorneys, marshals, and commissioners, and for other 
purposes, had come to no conclusion thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: e 

A bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Catherine Waters; 

A bill (H. R. 3167) to restore the name of Lifurs Roberson to the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4028) granting a pension to Samuel Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of William J. Owings; 

A bill (H. R. 5091) to restore the name of Harvey Coburn to tlie pen- 
sion-roll; 
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A bill (H. R. on granting a pension to Mrs. Cashin; 
A bill (H. R. 5506) granting a pension to Emily Louisa Spicer; 
A bill (H. R. 6026) granting a pension to John ea 
A bill (H. R. 6069) granting a pension to Owen P. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6523) granting a pension to Henry Roscoe; 

A bill (H. R. 7327) granting a pension to Anthony McRobertson; 

A bill (H. R. 7335) granting a pension to Michael Todd; 

A bill (H. R. 7352) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Randles; 

A bill (H. R. 7390) granting a pension to David B. Caldwell; 

A bill (H. R. 7547) granting a pension to Livingston Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 7689) granting a pension to Caroline C. McNair; 

A bill ti, R. 7699) granting a pension to E. A. McFadden; 

A bill (H. R. San granting a pension to Lizzie Brown; 

A bill (E. R. 7732) for the relief of Franz Rossrucker; 

A bill (E R. 7748} granting a pension to John H. Stucker; 

A bill (H. R. 7911) ganting a pension to Daniel Schultheis; 

A bill (H. R. 7983) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Schier; 

A bill (H. R. 8002) to increase the pension of Loren Burritt; 

A bill (H. R. 8151) granting a pension to John P. McDonald; 

A bill (H. R. 3227) granting a pension to Seth Weldy; 

A bill (H. R. 8258) granting a pension to Waitie F, Harris; 

A bill (H. R. BAAS) granting a pension to James H. Young; 

A bill (H. R. 8463) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. J. Meagher; 

A bill (H. R. 8601) granting a pension to James H. Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 8632) for the relief of Emily Luther; 

A bill (H. R, 8791) granting a pension to Sally W. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 8847) for the relief of Phila Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 9004) for the relief of Caroline P. Bolton; 

A bill (H. R. 9009) granting-a pension to Mrs, Susan E. Barry; 

A bill (H. R. 9025) for the relief of Mrs. Sophia Sprain, widow, and 
two minor children of Louis F. Sprain; . 

A bill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to Nirius Cissell; 

A bill fE R. 9130) granting a pension to Sarah O’Brien; 


A bill (H. R. B100) granting a pension to Grant E. Q. Lathermon; 

A bill (H. R. 9169) to place on the pension-roll the name of Charles 
T. Wornom; > 

A bill G R. 9247) granting a pension to Mary Grimes; 

A bill (H. R. ro for the relief of William B. Barnes; 


PPP eh eb > > > 


A bill (H. R. 9426) granting a pension to Betsey Cooney; 
ill (H. R. 9443) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. King; 
H. R. 9444) granting a pension to Frederick Richmond; 
ill (H. R. 9672) granting a pension to Clara M. Tannehill; 

bill (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Mary Jane ba sa 

bill (H, R. toon granting a pension to Clementine Hartinger; 

bill (H. R. 10082) to increase the pension of Margaret R. Jones; 

bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to Minerva Abbey; 

bill (H. R. 10104) granting a pension to Caroline L. Shedd; 

bill (H. R. 10152) granting a pension to Ellen M. Sturtevant; 

A bill (H. R. 10412) to authorize the construction of a high wagon 
and foot-passenger bridge over the Mississippi River between the city 
of East Dubuque, in the State of Illinois, and the city of Dubuque, in 
the State of Iowa. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT, 


The Speaker announced the appointment of Mr. RICHARDSON as a 
member of the Committee on Printing in place of Mr. REID, of North 
Carolina, resigned. 

CONSIDERATION OF CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


That Friday, Feb: 11, after the morning hour, shall be set a; 
for the consideration of Senate bill 2643, ‘‘supplemeantal to an act to afford 
assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investi- 
gation of claims and judgments against the Government,” approved March 3, 
1883, and amendments thereto. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BELMONT. I call for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The lar order is the unfinished business un- 
less the Committee on Foreign Affairs presents some business under 
the special order for to-day. 

Mr. STEELE, I will raise the question of consideration for the 
purpose of calling up another special order. 

Mr. BELMONT. The House has assigned this day to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and I think I shall be within the rules if I call 
up for consideration the bill S. 2225. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that a House joint resolution 
relating to the same subject as the Senate bill indicated by the gentle- 
man from New York is in Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. But the Senate bill to which the gentleman refers has 
never been reported back to the House by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. BELMONT. The purpose of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
was to take up the unfinished business, being the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 147). The committee has instructed me, as its chairman, to call 
up the Senate bill in its stead. It was my personal opinion that the 
better method would have been to discuss the Senate bill. 


The SPEAKER. Bat the Senate bill is still in the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. The gentleman from New York has a right to report 
it now if the committee has agreed to it. 

Mr. BELMONT. I desire first to consider the House resolution; 
and in order to do that I will ask permission to report the Senate bill 
now. 

The SPEAKER. The Committees on Foreign Affairs, under the 
order of the House, has the right to present any measure for consider- 
ation over which that committee has juriadiction. 

Mr. BELMONT. Under the authority of the committee, I report 
back the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the Chirfese Empire for losses 
sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock*Springs, in the Territory of Wy- 
oming, in September, 1885. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BELMONT. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEELE. I withdraw the question of consideration, because 
I think that is a bill which ought to be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the purpose of considering measures presented by that 
committee under the order of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2225) to indem: certain subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses 
sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyo- 
ming, in September, 1885. 

Mr. BELMONT. As I stated to the House a moment ago, I am in- 
structed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to ask that the bill the 
title of which has just been read be amended by substituting the House 

joint resolution (H, Res. 147). 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert as follows: 

That the sum of $147,748.74 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriate ope paid to the Chi- 
nese Government, in consideration of the losses unha); pily sustained by certain 
Chinese eg ig by mob violence at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, 
September 2, 1885; the said sum being intended for distribution among the suf- 
a and their legal representatives, in the discretion of the Chinese Govern- 
men 

Mr. BELMONT. I had the honor to introduce this resolution at the 
last session of Congress, and believe it to be the most direct and cred- 
itable way of pa: the indemnity. At the same time, to avoid any 
risk of further delay, I would prefer the adoption of the Senate bill, 
even in its present form, in order that this whole question might be at 
once disposed of as speedily as possible without the necessity at this 
late stage of the session of a di ent and a conference with the 
Senate. But under instructions of the committee I now ask the House 
D cone the joint resolution which we had under consideration in 

y last. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs unanimously reported this resolu- 
tion, and it also has in its support a special message of the President, 
with accompanying documents, which have long been before the House. 
The committee considered the measure of such importance that it was 
willing to occupy the only two morning hours allotted to the committee 
during the last session. The general discussion which followed evi- 
dently showed a disposition on the part of the House to adopt the reso- 
lution. The debate, however, was, as it seemed at the time, unneces- 
sarily prolonged, the time expired for consideration, and the measure 
is unfinished business to-day, after a long interval. 

The delay is very much to be regretted and the interests of the United 
States have not been benefited thereby. It has been a matter of sur- 
prise that such a measure should have been pending so long in the 
American Congress. But I think it just to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs and to the House itself to say that the press of business, the 
immense number of measures before the House, both important and 
unimportant, and the difficulty of obtaining consideration under the 
rules has in reality been the reason for the delay. The Senate, how- 
ever, comparatively free’of such difficulties, has acted. The Senate bill 
was in June, 

I do not know that it is necessary again to state to the House the cir- 
cumstances attending the lamentable affair for which we are now asked 
to make reparation. On the 2d of September, 1885, there occurred at 
Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, the murder of twenty-eight 
inoffensive and defenseless Chinamen. The House remembers well that 
the persons engaged in the destruction of property and in the massacre 
of these Chinese were, as appears from the evidence, not citizens of the 
United States. They seem mostly to have been Welshmen and Swedes 

in work upon the mines, The Chinese themselves were miners, 
and had lived peaceably alongside of their white competitors for several 
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years, at the same rate of wages, about $3.50 per day. But there oc- 
curred a strike for higher pay. The Chinese refused to join in the 
strike, and for this reason, and no other, they were attacked, twenty- 
eight of them were killed, a number of others were wounded, and their 
property was destroyed. Shortly afterward the scene was visited by 
the Chinese consul in New York and the Chinese consul in San Fran- 
cisco, and, together with United States officials, as is stated in the mes- 
sage of the President, an examination was entered into and an estimate 
was carefully made in regard to the property destroyed. That estimate 
is contained in the documents before the House, and it foots up over 
$147,000, the amount stated in the resolution. 

That is to say, the House resolution is for the exact amount esti- 
mated as the loss of property sustained, that amount being the basis of 
the claim made by the Chinese minister in Washington. It was upon 
a representation that the message from the President was sent to the 

ouse. 

If any additional reasons were required to induce us to take action 
in this matter they would be found in the conduct of the Chinese au- 
thorities since this occurrence, and in the face of our delay in passing 
this measure of indemnity. I can cite twoinstances which have been 
made known through our diplomatie agents. In the Chinese city of 
Kwai Ping, about 450 miles from Canton, an American Presbyterian 
mission was established, under the control of Rey. A. A. Fulton. 

On the 4th of May, 1886, after the news had been received of the 
Rock Springs massacre, placards appeared in public places announcing 
that the ‘‘ foreign devils ’’ must go and their houses must be destroyed. 
A few days afterward a mob of Chinese students and lawless soldiers 
did destroy the buildings of the American mission. When information 
of this occurrence was given to our minister he at once brought it to 
the attention of the viceroy in Canton, and the result was that—I quote 
from the Chinese communication—‘‘the Kwei Ping magistrate has 
been ordered to immediately investigate and to adjust satisfactorily 
and to give protection in reference to this affair.” 

But a more striking instance is that of the American mission at 
Chungking. By the seventeenth article of the treaty of 1844, guaran- 
teeing protection to Americans in China, it is provided that the local 
authorities of the two governments shall select in concert the sites for 
the foregoing public buildings (the habitations and buildi of the 
Americans), ‘‘ having due regard to the feelings of the people in the 
location thereof.’? Now, these missionaries had not acted in accord- 
ance with that provision of the treaty, but had set up their buildings 
in a locality where they were objectionable to the Chinese. Never- 
theless when the buildings were destroyed the Chinese authorities 
took action similar to their action in the case of Kwei Ping, which I 
have already cited. In connection with this Chungking case I will 
<< the Clerk to read a communication addressed to the Secretary of 

tate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No, 272.] LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Peking, December 17, 1886, 


Sm: I have the honor to report that the claims of the American missionaries 
for losses for acts of violence of a mobat Chan, 


and we mustawait 
es may return to Chang- 


CHARLES DENBY. 

Hon. Tuomas F. BAYARD, 

Secretary of State, Washington, D. O. 

Mr. BELMONT. Itis not necessary, Mr. Chairman, to refer to the 
numerous other cases cited in the report where the Chinese Govern- 
ment has paid large indemnities to American citizens. They were fully 
discussed when this matter was before the House in May last. Norcan 
I believe that the example which has thus been set by the Chinese Gov- 
ernment will have been given in vain; I have no doubt that the House 
will pass this measure. Ishall say nothing more on the subject at pres- 
ent (for I know there are other gentlemen who desire to speak), but 
will reserve the residue of my time. is 

Mr. MORROW. Will the gentleman allow me to ask whether, after 
this bill has been disposed of, it is proposed to bring forward the bill 
that also came from the Senate providing amendments to the act re- 
stricting Chinese immigration. 

Mr. BELMONT. Itis not. 
to know the reason. 

Mr. MORROW. Ido; and I think the House and the country would 
like to know why youdo not propose to place an effective restraint upon 
the immigration now coming into this country, contrary to the stipu- 
lations contained in the existing treaty. 

Mr. BELMONT. The members of the committee, when this matter 
was before the House last session, declared in almost every instance 
their opinion that the immigration of Chinese coolies should be pro- 
hibited; and I believe that is their opinion to-day. I do not know how 
far it would be proper to declare to the House what negotiations there 
may be pending on this subject; but there have been communications 
made to Congress which for a time were secret, but from which the seal 
of secrecy has now been removed, and to those I can refer as indicating 
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The gentleman, of course, will desire 


the disposition of the Chinese Government; and I can say that nothing 
has changed in regard to the statements there made by our late min- 
ister to China, Mr. Young. I refer to pages 43, 64, and 65 of Executive 
Document (confidential), Forty-ninth Congress, first session. We are 
assured in this correspondence that the Chinese Government does not 
desire to embarrass the relations with this country by a continuance of 
the immigration, and that there is a disposition to modify the treaty 
to bring about results much more effective than can possibly be ac- 
complished by legislation. Having that in view, the committee do not 
intend to bring up this matter to-day. 

Mr. LONG. That has nothing to do with the present bill. 

Mr. BELMONT. That has nothing to do with the present bill, ex- 
cepting it might be said that if Congress should do this act of justice 
and meet the Chinese Government in this matter in the same spirit in 
which they have met us it would undoubtedly be much more easy to 
accomplish what is desired by negotiations, although of course there is 
no desire tomake this a condition-precedent. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Morrow] will see at once that should we press the measure 
in which he is interested it would retard rather than hasten the very 
purpose of the legislation which he advocates. 

Mr. MORROW. I do not so understand. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think perhaps the House would desire to hear 
what this communication is. To save time I will read from ita few 
lines. Our minister in 1884 said, among other things: 


In my d es Nos. 376 and 382, dated respectively March 7 and March 14, 
1884, I had the honor to point out the difficulties attending the presentation of 
any grievance to the yamén arising out of the workings of the act governing 
the emigration of Chinese laborers to the United States, So far as our informa- 
tion went, there was no evidence to show that the Chinese authorities had con- 
nived at any evasion of that treaty. I said, also, that such acts would naturally 
take place in Hong-Kong or Macao. : 

It was also my duty to show that the policy of the Imperial Government, so 
far as the emi on of their people was concerned, was a policy of indiffer- 
ence, if not of direct opposition. This was shown, as I explained in my dis- 
patch No. 392, March 24, 1884. The Chinese authorities at Canton had 
gone so far in their restrictions upon het. ire as to compel the bankruptcy 
of one of the most prominent houses in China, 


Mr. MORROW. I would like to ask the gentleman what the House 
is to infer from what he has said respecting an agreement between this 
Government and China in regard to immigration. 

Mr. BELMONT. I would be very carful not to overstep what I con- 
sider a proper statement. I can not assure the gentleman that nego- 
tiations have been completed, but he must himself know from observa- 
tion and from the interest he has taken in the question that there is 
every reason to suppose that negotiations are pending and will be suc- 
cessful, 

Mr. MORROW. This has been the promise for years; it has been so 
ever since this question has been under discussion. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think, Mr. Chairman, the House will appreci- 
ate the gentleman’s remarks. He intimates that there have been as- 
surances and negotiations for some time past without performance. 
But undoubtedly one of the main difficulties in the way of a modi- 
fication of the treaty has been the constant legislation, ineffective legis- 
lation, upon the subject, and the attempts at legislation in violation of 
the treaty, which must always receive the veto of the President, and 
which have for their principal result the embarrassment of the treaty- 
seeing, power, ° 

Mr. MORROW. The difficulty, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BELMONT. I donot think I can yield any further. I will 
reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, the question connected with the re- 
striction of Chinese immigration in this country has nothing to do with 
the question of paying indemnity for the wrongs that we did to the 
Chinese two years ago in the massacre at Rock Springs. 

Mr. BELMONT. If my friend will allow me I wish to slate that 
I entirely agree with him on that point. I would not like anything I 
have stated to create a different impression. 

Mr. PHELPS. There could be no connection except in the fact that 
both happened to concern the unfortunate Chinese race. 

I rise to urge the adoption of the amendment which the chairman 
of the committee has moved to the Senate bill, because I want to pay 
the Chinese Government the $147,000 appropriated by it, and so to 
make an end of this matter. 

There is only this difference between the method of the House and 
the method of the Senate. The Senate proposes to leave the amount 
of damages to be fixed by a commission, appointed by the President, 
provided the amount does not exceed $150,000; while the House pro- 
poses, without further action or parley, to pay the sum of $147,000 and 
immediately liquidate the damages. I want to pay the $147,000 be- 
cause the Chinese Government has asked for that sum, The sum rep- 
resents only the property destroyed. The Chinese Government knows 
that our Government never likes to pay a claim in full, so it wisely 
presents its bill only for the property destroyed and says nothing of 
other items of claim—nothing of twenty-eight men murdered; nothing 
of fifteen men wounded; nothing of seven hundred Chinese hunted for 
ten days with club and rifle like rabbits, until they were dispersed into 
the wilderness and their village was made an ash-heap. 

As the claimants are willing to throw murder and arson into the 
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in, we ought to close it without haggling. Whatground is there 
for ling, when the investigation was carefully made by representa- 
tives of the Chinese Government, assisted by agents of the State De- 
partment, and when their conclusions have been approved by its Secre- 
tary? ‘“‘Approved?’’ I think it would be hard for him to do other- 
wise, with his archives crowded with cases where we made and en- 
forced the standard to be used in the adjustment of similar cases. By 
that standard the Chinese on this case are entitled to millions. 

Recall one of these cases. In the time when Great Britain was at 
war with China an American citizen, named Edwards, was arrested by 
mistake asan Englishman, imprisoned from sun-rise to sun-set and then 
released. 


The Chinese Government paid $31,600 for the injury done to his per- 
son and to the dignity of the United States. There were seven hun- 
dred Chinese who suffered at Rock Springs, all of them more than this 
man. Wehesitate to pay them$200each. Butthe Chinese are heathen, 
and follow the maxims of Confucius; we are Christians, and profess to 
follow the teachings of its founder. Recall the familiar story of 
heathen generosity. How China once gave us $700,000 and said, 
“Take it, and pay the claims of your citizens!” We took it. We 
paid their claims, with 12 per cent. interest, and there was enough left 
to return $200,000 to the Chinese Government. 

If this seems ancient history, and you fancy their heathen disposition 
has changed, think of recent incidents just related by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BELMONT]. While this bill was pending, long 
after this massacre, there was a riot in Chang-Kiang. 

The rabble destroyed property belonging to the American Methodist 
mission. The Chinese Government has already paid them $25,000 for 
their loss. And also, since our discussion on this bill, a riot under 
similar circumstances in Shanghai destroyed other missionary property. 
The Chinese Government has already paid this bill, too, $5,000; and 
speaking of Shanghai recalls the latest and most touching incident—it 
was announced last week from the State Department. The poor Chi- 
nese of this city heard that Charleston was racked by an earthquake 
and hurt, though not destroyed. Out of their little savings they sent 
$1,640, which our consul-general has transmitted as their contribution 
to the fund which shall help to repay the loss which nature inflicted. 
But I have not yet heard that any neighboring town has sent any cou- 
tribution to aid in the reconstruction of the damage at Rock Springs, 
which was inflicted by Christian rnffians. 

When the reciprocity of fair dealing makes such a case against us, I 
have no heart to speak of the obligations founded in international law. 

I do not want even to refer to the treaty where we pledged ourselves 
that ‘‘we would exert all our powers to devise measures for the pro- 
tection” of Chinesesubjectsin this country. If that question must be 
raised, nothing more seems to be needed than to recall the full state- 
ment made at the last discussion of this measure by that expert in in- 
ternational law, Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. 

He claimed and proved that the rule in all these cases was that the 
central government, the treaty-making power, could not relieve itself 
of the responsibility for the infraction of a treaty by relegating that 
responsibility to one of its members. All writers from Vattel down 
assert this as the rule in their text-books. And our Government, act- 
ing in unison with all other governments, while never admitting the 
rule and sometimes while denying it, has in almost every case recog- 
nized it in practice. 

Noiably this was the case where injury was done to the property of 
American citizens in Canton while Lewis Cass was our Secretary of 
State. The Chinese Government referred our claimants to that vice- 
royalty, claiming that its courts and officers were open to our demands. 
Mr. Cass refused to recognize this solution, and China paid. 

Again, when Mr. Webster was Secretary of State the property of 
Spanish citizens was destroyed in a riot in the streets of New Orleans, 
Mr. Webster attempted to relegate the claims of her Spanish Majesty 
to the authorities and courts of Louisiana. Her Spanish Majesty re- 
fused to accept the reference, and the United States paid the bill. 

But it is not on the ground of legal but of moral obligations that I 
prefer to rest this claim. I rejoice, however, that all claims unite in 
enforcing this obligation, and I sincerely hope the House will to-day 
vote the $147,000, that there may be at least this atonement, and that 
the fact of the massacre of Rock Springs inay be blotted from our mem- 
ory forever. [Applause. ] 

= SOWDEN. May I ask the gentleman from New Jersey a ques- 
tion 

Mr. PHELPS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Was it shown by satisfactory evidence that this 
property was worth $147,000? 

Mr. PHELPS. The investigation was made by the consuls of the 
Chinese Government of the highest rank, I believe, of New York and 
San Francisco; and they asked assistance from the State Department. 
The State Department furnished them with experts to represent our in- 
terests. This joint commission carried on the investigation there upon 
the spot fully and fairly, and their report, as unanimously made, was 
submitted to the ent of State. This is the report which the 

ent of State indorsed, recommended to Congress, and is now 
this House for its action. 


Mr. PHELPS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr, COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, while there are differ- 
ences between members of the committee as to the ti which should 
be adopted by this House, it is more as to method than as to matter. 
We all agree that the Chinese Government should be indemnified for 
the outrage committed on Chinese subjects at the outbreak in Wyoming 
Territory, where numbers of unoffending Chinamen, within the protec- 
tion of the treaties and the law, were murdered by a mob. And the 
threatened outbreak of the same character in Washington Territory, 
where similar mob violence was prevented only by the law-abiding 
character of the people of that Territory. 

We further agree that this violence arose from race antagonisms. By 
our treaties with China these people were induced to come among us. 
By the confidence reposed in our good faith and our professions of the 
recognition of the principle of equality of all men, the Chinese Govern- 
ment was induced to abandon its traditional doctrine of seclusion, and 
recognize the great American doctrine of expatriation, and many of her 
citizens sought a home and asylum among us. Having invited these 
people to come among us as citizens and sojourners, every principle of 
honor as well as solemn treaty obligation behooves us to guarantee 
to them the full protection of the law. So much is agreed upon among 
the committee, the only divergence being the most speedy and effective 
means to accomplish this result. 

‘The Senate has a bill providing for a commission of United 
States officers to investigate and ascertain the amount of damage 
sustained by Chinese citizens who were under the protection of our 
law in the outbreak and threatened riot to which I have adverted. 
The Chinese Government insists that the resulting from these 
outrages is $147,748.74. This maybe a correctestimate, There is no 
contention in regard to the amount, but only as to the method of as- 
certaining the same. The Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
insists that we should pay them the whole amount in solido without 
investigation and further inquiry. This may be the generous and mag- 
nanimous method of proceeding, but those who agree with me insist 
that we should proceed on business principles, 

The rule we establish in regard to this case will be a precedent to be 
insisted on in any future complications that may arise. Not only this, 
the present session of Congress is nearing its close, and should we pass 
a bill differing with the one passed by the Senate there is at least 
danger that vo legislation will be completed on this subject during the 
present Congress. Itis some eighteen months since these outrages were 
perpetrated, which continue as an irritating sore between our Govern- 
ment and that of China, while important treaty negotiations are pend- 
ing. If we should adopt the Senate bill then our legislation would be 
complete. On the contrary, if the House adopt one resolution and the 
Senate another the respective resolutions would have to go to a con- 
ference committee, and we will be compelled to wait and see if they 
can agree. Not only this, we must delegate to six men to do in secret 
conference the duties devolving upon us. 

I insist, Mr. Chairman, that the resolution adopted by the Senate is 
more in accordance with business principles, such as regulate the 
affairs of man and man, than that which is by the committee 
of this House. In obedience to thedemand of the Chinese Government, 
the bill in this House proposes to grant it over $147,000, while the 
Senate resolution proposes that we shall have an investigation and pay 
what is found to be proper, not exceeding, however, the sum of $150,- 
000, including all expenses. 

I am aware that there is a precedent in favor of the method proposed 
by the House committee. In the month of August, 1881, the Lopez 
expedition set out from the United States to aid an attempted insur- 
rection in Cuba. Theinsurgents were captured and fifty of them shot, 
many of them being American citizens. As was natural, intense ex- 
citement was created in New Orleans and Key West; so much so that 
it culminated in mob violence against the Spanish subjects in those 
paos who exulted in consequence of the execution of Americans in 

a. * 

In New Orleans especially was the feeling intense, and resulted in 
the plunder of the Spanish consulate, the destruction of a Spanish news- 
paper, &c, Soon after these events the Spanish minister in Washing- 
ton madea demand upon the Secretary of State ‘‘ for just satisfaction in 
the above-mentioned insults and acts of hostility, with the correspond- 
ing indemnification for the damages and injuries inflicted upon Her 
Catholic Majesty’ssubjects.”’? On the14th of October, in thesame year, 
this demand was renewed and persisted in. Mr, Webster, Secretary of 
State, replied in 1851, that— 

x ivi nt of the United States rds these out not 
oat feb cael ‘fia es er ippigh steal prong and Meg flagrant Beaneh ot duty. 
and propriety, and that it disapproves them as seriously and regrets them as 
deeply as either Mr. Calderon or his government can possibly do., * “* + 
But the outrage, nevertheless, was one perpetrated by a mob, composed of ir- 
responsible persons, the names ofnone of whom are known to this Government; 
* * $` that neither any officer or agent of the Government or law, or of 
the municipal government of the city-of New Orleans, took any part in the 

ings, so far as appears, or gave it any degree of countenance whatever, 


On the contrary, all these officers and agents * * è did all which the sud- 
denness of the occasion would allow to prevent it. * + è The rights of the 


Spanish consul, a public officer residing here under the protection of the United 
States Government, are quite different from those of the Spanish subjects,who 
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have come into the country to mingle with our own citizens, and hers to pares 
their pos business and objects. The former may claim special 

nity; the latter are entitled to such protection as is offered to our own citizens. 
While, therefore, the losses of individuals, private Spanish atrapan ond parse 


to be peeves yet it is understood that many American citizens suff 

losses from the same cause. And these private individuals, subjects of Her 
Catholic Majesty, coming voluntarily to reside in the United States, have cer- 
tainly no cause ot complaint if they are protected by the same law and the same 
administration of law as native-born citizens of this country. 

As was remarked by the gentleman of New Jersey [Mr. PHELPs], 
this statement of the Secretary of State was not satisfactory to the 
Spanish Government, and, notwithstanding the approval of the Presi- 
dent, nothing was done. On the 10th of May, 1852, Senator Mallory, 
of Florida, introduced a resolution instructing the Committee on Foreign 
Relations “‘ to have investigations made whether any Spanish subjects, 
not citizens of the United States, have sustained damage, by loss of 
property or otherwise, in consequence of public outbreak or violence in 
the State of Louisiana, * * and into the propriety of authorizing 
the President to make indemnity to the Spanish Government for such 
Spanish subjects for said damages.” l 

In advocacy of this proposition he called attention to the fact that 
foreign governments do not understand the workings of our political 
system. ‘They did not understand that, socially and politically, our 
States are ‘‘as distinct as the waves,” whilst in our foreign policy we 
are ‘‘one as the sea.’ In our relations we dealt with Spain as a unit. 
In our relations with our sister Republic of Mexico we dealt with her 
asa unit, And as we deal with one state we must deal with another. 
That is the danger of establishing a precedent in our dealings with 
China which might be embarrassing in dealing with other nations. 

The Senate of the United States seems to have acted wisely in fol- 
lowing the precedent to which I have called attention. I think the 
gentleman from New Jersey will seek in vain for a precedent where 
any nation has granted the claim of another without ascertaining the 
facts in the case. If he is successful in his researches it will not bea 
precedent which it would be judicious for us to follow. In order that 
this House may fully understand the difference between the Senate 
resolution and that of the House, I now send to the Clerk’s desk the 
resolution to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses 
sustained by the violence of a mob at k Springs, in the Territory of Wyo- 
ming, in September, 1885. 

Beit enacted, d&c., That the President of the United States shall ascertain the 
actual loss and damage inflicted upon the person and property of Chinese sub- 
ee by the violence of a mob of lawless and riotous persons, at or near Rock 

iprings, in Wyoming Territory, on or about the 2d day of Se X A 
for this purpose he may detail such officers of the United States as he may des- 
e eni not exceeding three in number, to investigate and take the ranta | 
of witnesses as to the nature and extent of the damage done to the person an: 
property of Chinese subjects, and, in connection therewith, may consider the 
testimony already taken and reports made, subject to the cross-examination of 
the witnesses, if deemed n , and such other proof as may be submitted 
to them by the Gorenak of C roe dod shall eg gai the ae of the 
damages sustain y each person, an: e testimony, to the Secretary pas 
within six months from the approval of this act, which time may be extend 
not exceeding six months by the order of the President, and the same shall be 
examined by the Secretary of State; and thereupon the President shall award 
to each person so injured the sum that he shall consider to be just in view of the 
evidence and report so presented to him. 

Sec. 2. That the aggregate amount so awarded by the President, not exceed- 
ing $150,000, shall be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any money 
in the ry not otherwise appropriated, to the envoy extraordinary and 
minister A pen Feanen A for China, at Washington, in full satisfaction and dis- 
charge of the injuries to person and property inflicted upon subjects of the 
Chinese Empire ; and the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of State, to 
pay the expenses necessarily incurred for traveling or other expenses under the 
provisions of this act. 


I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that this is a business proposition—not a 
matter of sentiment, not a matter of magnanimity, not a matter of 
favor. We have invited these Chinese to come among us; they have 
been outraged while under the protectien of our laws and solemn treaty 
obligations. Every sense of honor, humanity, and manhood appeals 
to us for their ready redress. The question is more as to the method 
than to the matter of the redress. There are two propositions before us. 

The proposition of the Senate is business-like, speedy, and certain. 
The proposition of the House, while liberal and generous, may effect 
nothing. The examples quoted by my friend from New Jersey [Mr. 
PHELPS] as to China’s course toward us under similar circumstances 
are not on a parallel with thiscase. Commissioners were appointed in 
those cases, and while the damages allowed were excessive the readi- 
ness of the Chinese Government to accede to them arose in the first 
place from her weakness when assailed by England and France, and in 
the latter cases, no doubt, from our honesty in returning her the 
amounts in excess of the sustained. 

Yet I would readily grant the amount asked for in the House reso- 
lution rather than have this measure fail. 

The Government of China in all of her dealings with us has been 
liberal and generous. She is now more interested in the acknowledg- 
ment of our obligation than in the mere amount of money she may 
receive or the manner in which it may be 

Mr. FELTON. Will the gentleman from North Carolina allow me 
a question? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Certainly. 


| 


Mr. FELTON. Is it nota fact that the measure of the Senate, if 
would be entirely acceptable to the Chinese legation here? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I cannot answer as to that, because I 

have no communication with the Chinese legation in regard to this mat- ` 


ter. 

Mr. FELTON. Well, I have understood that the Senate bill would 
be entirely acceptable to the Chinese legation—as much so as the other. 
The only difference is that one would give them entire justice, while as 
to the other there might be some possible question. 

- Mr. COX, of North lina. I agree with the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman from North Carolina allow me 
a moment? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. With pleasure. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, Ibelieve the Senate bill is accept- 
able, but, as I stated at the outset, I am under instructions to offer the 
amendment which I have offered. I think, however, that the propo- 
sition of my colleague [Mr. Cox, of North Carolina] is a very proper 
and wise one. 

Mr. FELTON. My object in asking the question I have asked was 
simply to bring out, for the benefit of the House, a fact which, if estab- 
lished, would probably influence some gentlemen herein their decision 
upon this matter. 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman from North Carolina allow me 
a question? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Unquestionably. . 
Mr. PHELPS. What reason has the gentleman for supposing tha 
the officers of the United States Government who, upon the appoint- 
ment of the President of the United States, are to make this investiga- 
tion will make a more thorough investigation than the investigation 
which was made by the officers of the United States who were appointed 
De ap roe OE cre or will report a different or a better conclu- 

sion 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Ido not consider that it is material 
whether they report the same amount or a different amount. 

I say that this is a business matter, and here are two different propo- 
sitions, originating in the Senateand in the House, respectively, as to the 
method by which it shall be adjusted, one proposing an investigation 
and the other not. As to the examples which my friend from New 
Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] has quoted, showing the action of China, I do 
not think they should control here. 

Mr. PHELPS. My friend from North Carolina fails to get my point. 
I do not urge that there should be any payment without investigation. 
I claim that an investigation has been made by officers of the United 
States Government under appointment from the Secretary of State. 
The amendment which is advocated by the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cox] asks for another investigation which shall be made 
by officers of the United States under the appointment of the President; 
and my question is, why he supposes that a second investigation made 
by officers of the Government appointed by the President will be a 
more valuable or trustworthy investigation than the one which has 
eye made by officers of the United States appointed by the Secretary 
of State? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. That is a long question, but—— ; 
Mr. PHELPS. But the facts with which it deals are very simple; 
and the question is simply why one investigation, having its source in 
the President, is likely to be any better than the other investigation 

which had its source in the Secretary of State. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Iam afraid my friend’s case must be 
weak, as he will not permit me to answer him. The officers heretofore 
appointed were railroad officials who had these Chinese in their em- 
ployment. Their investigation may have been perfectly fair. If so, 
this authoritative investigation can avail itself of the facts heretofore 
ascertained, The advantage will arise from the test of a cross-exam- 
ination. 

Mr. BELMONT. Ifthe gentleman from North Carolina will per- 
mit me a moment I will answer the question. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr BELMONT. I understand the proposition of my colleague is 
not in reference to the details of the measure, but in order that there 
should be no further delay in the settlement; and my friend from New 
Jersey will acknowledge that if we pass this resolution different in 
form from the Senate bill there is some danger of a failure of legisla- 
tion at this session. 

And, moreover, I remember that my colleague stated in the course 
of his argument that experts were detailed toexamine into the amount 
of loss at Rock Springs who were officers of the United States. The 
documents show that they were United States railroad commissioners. 
Of course their statements are thoroughly to be relied upon. There is 
no question, therefore, as to the amount, either in the Senate or in the 
House. The only difference is that under the Senate bill a commission 
is appointed for this special purpose. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
whether the zeal of the officers and the integrity of this investigation 
have ever been questioned? 

Mr. BELMONT. In no respect whatever that I am aware of. 
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Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman has no reason to suppose that their 
action, as approved by the Secretary of State, is not correct, and will 
not be leled by any other investigation that may be set on foot. 

Mr. MCKENNA. A moment there; let me state that it is asserted, 
and I have it on good authority, that the assessment books of the county 
in which this property was situated show that there was only $200 
worth of property assessed against the Chinese in that vicinity. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. That is a fact which I can assert upon my own ob- 
servation. 

Mr. PHELPS. But the gentleman should remember that it is also 
a fact that the whole amount of property assessed against Mr. Van- 
derbilt in New York does not much exceed a million of dollars; and 
yet no one supposes that the assessment book is a good index or repre- 
sents the value of his fortune, whichis generally understood to be vastly 
beyond that. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr, PHELPS. I have not the floor. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. LIonly want to ask the gentleman if the assessment 
book, where the law requires that every citizen shall present to the as- 
sessor a statement in detail of his property, is not a fair criterion of the 
value of the property of that county in which it is situated ? 

Mr. PHELPS. That would be true if the wealth of the average cit- 
izens of the country who are required to make these returns complied 
with the law and furnished them to the assessors. But it is true, as a 
matter of fact in all parts of the country, as experience has shown, 
that correct returns are not made by the whole body of citizens, no 
matter how stringent the law may be; and hence the assessment books 
are no criterion by which to determine the question. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. But is it not a fact that the assessments dodged, 
or the assessments not properly made, are by the wealthy and not by 
those of small means? And further, is it not true that all the assess- 
ments in this case were assessments of persons necessarily of small 
means? And further, let me state to the gentleman that the records 
of that county show that in the entire county of Sweetwater all the as- 
sessments made against the Chinese was $200, and that was on a piece 
of real estate, with reference to which I am able to testify now from 
personal knowledge of the fact that it is still there, every part of it, 
none of it taken away, for I stopped over a day on my way to Cali- 
fornia to seeit. It is the only property in Sweetwater County be- 
longing to these Chinese. 

Mr. STEELE. It must have been a very valuable piece of propert; 
if a man stops over on his way to California to look at it. flaighiee:} 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
New York is correct in this, that we desired to expedite this matter. 
The Senate has passed a resolution which if we adopt the matter is at 
an end so far as legislation is concerned. He is right, furthermore, in 
stating that the examination which took place was by railroad officers. 
We propose to have this examination made and the testimony taken 
by the officers who are appointed for this express purpose alone. 

We desire to pay all of our just obligations and appropriately pro- 
vide for everything that may be found due, but let us ascertain the 
facts on business principles. I therefore hope the House will vote 
down the amendment and adopt the Senate resolution. 

remainder of my time to the gentleman from Georgia 


TS. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the attention of the 
committee but for a very few moments. I would not have taken the 
floor to discuss the question at all except for the fact that members of 
the committee ED pa the question as coing Koni the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs upon the basis of legal liabilities. It has 
been ed by the gentleman from New Jersey as one of the cases in 
which this Government was bound by its treaty obligations legally to 
y da 


mages. 

I desire to say this is not a correct statement of the position of a ma- 
jority of the committee presenting this bill and report. The payment 
of this claim is recommended by the President of the United States on the 
ground of friendly relations and as an act of generosity toward afriendly 
government. It is distinctly put upon this ground and not as a legal 
liability. The Secretary of State in his communication to the Chinese 
minister emphatically denies the legal liability of this Government. 

I do not oppose the bill, but join in supporting it. In this connection 
I want to read an extract from the special message of the President 
upon thequestion. It is as follows: 


So long as the Chinese minister, under his instructions, makes this the basis 
of an appeal to the principles and convictions of mankind, no exception can 
betaken. Bnt when he goes further, and, taking as his precedent the action of 
the Chinese Government in po instances where the lives of American citizens 
and their property in China have been endangered, argues a reciprocal obliga- 
tion on the of the United States to indemnify the Chinese subjects who 
suffered at Rock Springs, it becomes necessary to meet his argument and to 
deny, most emphatically, the conclusions he seeks to draw as to the existence 
of such a liability, and the right of the Chinese Government to insist upon it. 

I draw the attention of the Congress to the latter part of the note of the Sec- 

ly to the Chinese minister's representa- 


hi 
obligation, whether by the re sabe terms of its treaties with China or the prin- 


ciples of international law, to indemnify these Chinese subjects for losses caused 
by such means and under the admitted circumstances, yet that in view of the 
palpable and discreditable failure of the authorities of Wyoming Territory to 
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jim, bee justice the guilty parties or to assure to the sufferers an impartial forum 
in which to seek and obtain compensation for the losses which those subjects 
have incurred by lack of police protection; and considering further the entire 
absence ad abetpcga a or contribution on the part of the victims, the Executive 
may be induced to bring the matter to the benevolent consideration of the Con- 
gress, in order that that body; in its high discretion, may direct the bounty of 
the Government in aid of innocent and peaceful strangers whose maltreatment 
has brought discredit upon the country; with the distinct understanding that 
such action is in no wise to be held as a precedent, is wholly gratuitous, and is 
roosa to in a spirit of pure generosity toward those who are otherwise help- 

Now let me say a word in relation to the instance in which the 
United States indemnified Spanish subjects on account of the riot in 
1850 in New Orleans. The Secretary of State, from whose communi- 
cation I shall append some extracts, states, in response to the Chinese 
minister, that the case stood upon entirely different ground. The 
office of the consul, the representative of the Spanish Government, was 
involved in the riot. The rioters overran and destroyed the property 
and insulted the flag of Spain, and it was for this assault upon the offi- 
cial representative under the protection of the flag of that government 
that reparation was made in that case. It is true that in a few in- 
stances private claimants were paid for damages caused in that riot 
also, but payment was recommended then, as now, by the President 
of the United States upon the distinct denial that there was any legal 
liability under treaty or international law. But it followed immedi- 
ately after some kindly acts on the part of the Queen of Spain in par- 
doning American citizens who had become involved in the violation of 
the laws of that country in Cuba. It was a friendly act on the part 
of the United States done under the specific denial of legal liability, 
just as the President and Secretary of State put this claim. They rec- 
ommend it to Con, as appealing to humanity and as an act of 

ure generosity on the part of this Government. Iam not willing that 
it career pa with the understanding that we base this on a recognized 
legal liability. 

As to the other question as to which bill we should pass J, confess 
that in a matter of this sort I would be willing, as the Committec on 
Foreign Affairs was willing at the last session, to accept this appraise- 
ment of property presented by the Chinese officials, 

But the Senate has already passed a bill authorizing nota new com- 
mission of citizens, but three officials to be designated by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, men already in office, to represent this 
Government and investigate the facts in regard to the just amount of 
this claim. And the bill limits the amount to be paid in satisfaction 
of the claims to $158,000. That bill is already before the House, hav- 
ing passed the Senate. 

Now, in order to dispose of this whole matter, when the President has 
recommended the payment of the claim, when the Secretary of State 
has urged the payment of it, when the House is willing to vote for the 
payment of it, is it any great inconvenience to the Chinese Government 
that we should have an investigation as to the amount? The disposi- 
tion has already been shown by our Government, and will be shown by 
the vote of this House if the bill is passed, not to deny or curtail this 
claim unreasonably. But it is the surest way to a final disposition of 
the matter, which I have no doubt will be satisfactory to both Govern- 
ments, and will be the nearest to what is right and proper, to have a 
further investigation to ascertain accurately the proper amount to be 

id. 
pit we substitute the House bill it appropriates the gross sum of 
$147,000, the full amount that has been claimed by the agents of the 
Chinese Government. This issimply granting the entire amount with- 
out question. That is not the ordinary way in which we do business 
with regard to the claims of our own citizens. We donot pay the full 
amount of claims without question. But in this case I repeat I would 
not oppose this if we had not the Senate bill here. Suppose we adopt 
an amendment substituting the provisions of the House bill reported 
by the committee for the Senate bill, it goes back to the Senate; that 
body may not concur, and it may go into conference or may be lost by 
disagreement between the two Houses. Buta few weeks of the ses- 
sion remain. This question has been pressing upon us, and it is one 
which should be finally di of. There is no danger that there will 
not be a full and just allowance made under the Senate bill. To dis- 
pose of the whole matter finally in a spirit of generosity toward a 
friendly people, I think we should pass the Senate bill without any 
amendment, and get rid of the question. 

I would call attention to some extracts from the communication of 
the Secretary of State to the Chinese minister, as follows: 

I venture to say that you labor under a misapprehension in citing as an ex- 
ception the action of the United States, in 1850, in rg gh of the violence com- 
mitted upon the Spanish consulate at New Orleans by a mob of irresponsible 

rsons unknown to the Government, and with which no officer or agent of the 

Inited States was allied. 

Nothing can be clearer than the enunciation of the doctrine of Government 
non-liability on that occasion. While denouncing such outrages as disgraceful 
and in criminal violation of law and order, it was emphatically denied that the 
acts in question created any obligation on the partof the United States, arisin 
out of the faith of nations toward each other, for the losses thus occasione 
by and to individuals. Neither is there a parity between the Spanish incident 
of 1850 and the recent riot and massacre of the Chinese at Rock Springs. The 
essential feature of the first is wholly wanting in the second. The emblem of 
Spanish nationality had suffered an affront in a city of the United States. 


Reverting, however, to your appeal of November 30, which I understand to be 
a direct application to the sense of equity and justice of the United States for 
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relief for the unfortunate victims of the carnage and excesses of the mobat Rock 
Springs, lam compelled to state most distinctly that I should fail in my Lewd 
as representing the well-founded principles upon which rests the relation of thi 
Government to its citizens, as well as to those who are not its citizens and yet 
are permitted to come and go freely within its jurisdiction, did I not deny em- 
mag peng all liability to indemnify individuals, of whatever race or country, 
e loss poro; out of violations of our public law, and declare with equal em- 
phasis t 
seek reparation through the channels of justice as conducted by the judicial 
branch of our Government. 

Yet I am frank to say that the circumstances of the case now under consider- 
ation contain features which I am disposed to believe may induce the President 
to recommend to Congress, not as under obligation of treaty or principle of 
international law, but solely from a sentiment of generosity and pity to an in- 
nocent and unfortunate body of men, subjects of a friendly power, who being 
peony employed within our PaE were so shockingly outraged; that 

n view of the gross and shameful failure of the police authorities at Rock Springs, 
in Wyoming Torrion. to keep the peace, or even to attempt to keep the peace, 
or to make proper efforts to uphold the law, or punish the criminals, or make 
compensation for the loss of property pillaged or destroyed, it may reasonably 
bea — for the benevolent consideration of Congress whether with the dis- 
tinct understanding that no precedent is thereby created, or liable for want of 
proper enforcement of police jurisdiction in the Territories, they will not, ex 
gratia, grant pecuniary relief tothe sufferers in the case now before us to the ex- 
tent of the value of the property of whichthey were so outrageously deprived, 
to the grave discredit of republican institutions. 

I trust you will recognize in what I have herein suggested the desire of the 
United States to carry into effect the “golden rule” recited in the treaty to 
which you have made reference, and that in such action you will perceive our 
wish and purpose to confirm and perpetuate the friendship and comity which, 
I trust, may long exist between our respective countries. You will, I am sure, 
agree that in good faith, and in compliance with their obligations, the Govern- 
ment of the United States is strenuously asserting its power to secure the pro- 
tection of your countrymen within its jurisdiction. < 


I have read these extracts to show more emphatically the ground 
upon which this Government puts the payment of the claim. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. Chairman, it is pleasant to believe that there is no 
difference of opinion in this House, as there was none in the commit- 
tee, in regard to the payment of damages to the Chinamen who were 
so unjustly and ontrageousely treated onoursoil. I am therefore will- 
ing to pass over entirely that branch of the subject and leave it where 
the eloquent gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPs] left it; for no 
words need be added by me to his very impressive remarks. 

But the question is, what shall we do now in a business way; what 
is the best method? How does this matter stand before the House ? 
The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. BELMONT] 
called up the Senate bill. He then, under instructions of his commit- 
tee—instructions voted in my absence—moved as a substitute for the 
Senate bill the House resolution. Now, if that motion substituting the 
House resolution for the Senate bill should be voted down, the vote 
will then come up on the Senate bill; andif we adopt that, the matter, 
so far as we are concerned, is ended. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Then the proper course for those who 


just and ample opportunity is given to all who suffer wrong and 


favor investigation is to vote down the recommendation of the Commit-- 


tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. RICE. That is exactly what I have said. I hope that is the 
course which this House will take. Itseems to me to bethe true method, 
the business way, the short course to getat the result. In the first place, 
the Senate has already acted upon and passed this bill. If we concur 
in that bill it needs only the signature of the President, and the matter 
is ended. Secondly, I believe it is the true method when claims for 
damages are made to investigate those claims, and to pass upon them as 
they may be proved. That is the course which has been adopted here- 
tofore when we have made claims against China. The awards so gen- 
erously paid by China, as stated by the gentleman from New Jersey, 
were the result of investigation by a commission. China did not pay 
alumpsum. Chinasaid, ‘* Let these claims be submitted toa commis- 
sion, and what that commission finds to be due we will pay.” So that 
in adopting the Senate bill we follow not only what seems to be the true 
business method, but what the precedents in the case indicate. 
`- There have been some investigations already as to the amount of 
these damages, not made under any legal authority, as I understand 
my friend from New Jersey to intimate, but made by representatives of 
the State Department, in conjunction with the Chinese representatives, 
soon after the occurrence of the outrages. The Chinese Government 
said, ‘‘Our damages amount to $147,000.” The investigations made by 
the gentlemen sent to the spot indicate that this sum is not very far out 
of the way. 

Now, what has the Senate done? As has already been stated, the 
Senate has passed a bill saying, ‘‘ Let the President indicate three offi- 
cials to examine the testimony which has already been collected, to 
investigate these claims, and report upon them; and this bill of the Sen- 
ate appropriates an amount not to exceed $150,000 to pay the awards 
which shall thus bemade.’’ It seems to me, therefore, Mr. Chairman 
and gentlemen of the House, that the best, the shortest, the true busi- 
ness method, and the method in accordance with the precedents, is to 
vote down the motion reluctantly made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELMONT], made against his own views, and then vote to 
report favorably to the House the Senate bill, thus ending this disa- 
greeable affair. 

I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Although the committee by vote directed 
its chairman to move the House resolution as a substitute for the Senate 
bill, I believe that thus far only those members of the committee have 


been heard who are opposed to that action. I desire, in two or three 
words only—because I do not want to take up the time of the House— 
to state why the majority of the committee are in favor of substituting 
the House resolution for the Senate bill. 

I have no doubt that the Government of the United States can save 
from $20,000 to $75,000 by adopting that Senate bill, but it will be saved 
by a reason which I, as an American, would be ashamed to mention or 
to urge for the purpose of saving that amountof money. This riotand 
massacre occurred in September, 1885, nearly eighteen months ago. The 
testimony as to the damage which was then suffered was taken while 
the survivors were to a large extent around the spot; so that those who 
made the investigation were enabled to reach, to a greater extent than 
can possibly be done now, the facts in the case. We are all familiar 
with the character of the Chinese. We know that to-day the survivors 
of that massacre at Rock Springs, those who were in that vicinity im- 
mediately after the occurrence, are scattered perhaps in all quarters of 
the globe. It will be physically impossible for the most careful and 
thorough commission you may send there, a commission with the very 
best intentions, to ascertain the actual damage which was suffered, for 
the simple reason that the witnesses are gone beyond reach and beyond 
discovery. That is one reason. 

Another reason, and I will state it but briefly. The great merit in 
the passage of this resolution, or in any action of this character which 
we may take, is to meet in the same courteous, liberal spirit the action 
that China has taken toward us in repaying that our own citi- 
zens havesuffered. As I havesaid, eighteen months have already elapsed 
since this massacre took place. If you adopt the House resolution asa 
substitute the question will go into conference. If the conferees agree 
upon that substitute the matter is closed at once, is adjusted forever, 
and the money passes into the hands of the representatives of the Chi- 
nese Government, to be distributed according to the evidence which was 
taken by the Chinese authorities. But if you adopt the Senate bill it 
may be twelve months before thereis any report from these officers who 
are to be detailed. According to the bill itself, they are allowed in the 
first place six months in which to report, and then the time may be 
further extended by the President. If the House of Representatives 
is desirous of adopting a policy by which the damages suffered by these 
unfortunate people may be cut down from $146,000 to $50,000 or $75,- 
000 on account of their inability to prove those and by which 
payment may be postponed from six to twelve months, then the Senate 
bill is better than the House bill. Butall I have to say with reference 
to such a course is, that as the action of a Christian nation it would be 
in most sad contrast with the prompt and liberal course of China when 
reren ia have been injured by mobs or violence on her soil. 

Applause. 

Mr. HENLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman one question 
with his permission before he takes his seat. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, I will yield for a question and then yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. HENLEY. It has been stated here on this floor, apparently 
with authority, I do not know but that it has been assented to by the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. BELMONT], that 
this Senate bill was entirely acceptable to the Chinese legation ? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Iam not in thesecrets of the Chinese lega- 
tion, and am not authorized to say. 

Mr. HENLEY. It was stated by the gentleman from California 
[Mr. FELTON], and as I understood assented to by the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Chairman, I propose to summarize in a few mo- 
ments the considerations which induced me most heartily to approve 
the passage of the House bill which has been recommended bythe 
Committee on Foreign Affairs as a substitute for the bill of the Senate. 
What is it, sir, upon which we are called to give our judgment? The 
facts are these: On the second day of September, 1885, the Chinese vil- 
lage at Rock Springs, in Wyoming Territory, consisting of 764 Chinese 
miners engaged in a public work for the benefit of our country, was at- 
tacked, the men were ruthlessly and savagely assaulted, their houses 
burned over their heads, and these flying, inoffensive people were shot 
down like wild animals until twenty-eight were killed outright, fifteen 
wounded, and the residue scattered to the winds. 

On the 12th day of September, while their blood was still fresh, the 
Secretary of War directed that two officers of the garrison at Fort Doug- 
las should accompany the Chinese consuls stationed at San Francisco 
and New York, who were proceeding with their interpreter to the scene 
of the disturbance. This was accordingly done, and there upon the 
scene an investigation at once took place into the causes and circum- 
stances of the massacre. As to that investigation, the results of which 
are spread before us in Executive Document No. 102, the President of 
the United States says in his special message to Congress on the sub- 
ject: 

In the investigation of the Rock Springs outbreak,and the ascertainment of 
the facts on which the Chinese minister's statements rest, the Chinese repre- 
sentatives were aided by the agents of the United States,and the reports sub- 
mitted having been thus framed, and recounting facts within the knowl of 


witnesses on sides, possess an impartial truthfulness which could not fail 
to give them great impressiveness. 


The impartial reports thus referred to by the President, and the tes- 
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timony taken upon the field while the outrage was fresh and while 
the living witnesses to its horrid details wereas yet together and easily 
accessible, are all here in the documents which accompanied the Presi- 
dent’s message. 

They present to us, fully, the story of the unprovoked and bloody 
deed; and they embrace an itemized accountof the wrongs and injuries 
done to persons and to property in its committal. 

That we should make indemnity for the grievance seems to be the gen- 
eral sense of all. Suehsis the earnest opinion of the President and the 
Secretary of State. Such is manifestly the opinion of the Senate, which 
has passed the bill before us to detail three commissioners to inveSti- 
gate and assess the damage done. And that is the opinion of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, which has reported as substitute for the Sen- 
ate bill a bill to pay at once to the Chinese Government the sum of 
$147,748.54, as claimed by the Chinese minister in his correspondence 
with the Secretary of State. 

For my part I am in favor of paying directly and immediately what 
is claimed. À 

Here was a case in which the United States was represented by just 
as fair a commission as we may ever hope to secure in the future. Here 
was a case in which both American and Chinese witnesses gave in 
their testimony, while assembled around the scene of the disturbance. 
Here is testimony which no man has impeached and about which no 
one can suggest that there was an error. 

Following this up comes the message or communication from the 
Chinese minister presenting this bill for damages, and in respectful 
terms asking the United States Government to make restitution. ‘‘He 
gives twice who gives quickly.’ This bill should have been settled 
long ago, and it is with no pride as an American citizen, that I con- 
template the fact that while the Chinese Government has acted towards 
us always in the utmost spirit of grace and justice, that it has not only 
liquidated the bills which have been urged against it in the past years 
by us, but has, even since this transaction, and eyen while its own 
claims were being higgled about and delayed, come forward and with 
grace and generosity and courtesy compensated for damages done to 
the property of American citizens in that land, we are yet, after eigh- 
teen months of delay, still in default of doing as we would be, and as 
we have been, done by. 

Mr. LOUTTIT. Let me ask the gentleman this question: Has any 
instance gone into record in which the Chinese Government paid to the 
United States Government an indemnity for an offense committed by 
a citizen other than its own or under its own control upon any one of 
our people? I ask him if there is acase similar to the one now before 
us in which there was a contest between two classes, neither of which 
were citizens of this country or had declared their intention to be- 
come citizens of the United States? Is there a precedent of that 
character? 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Chairman, this is not a question of the nation- 
ality of the men who committed the offense. America, with its courts 
and people, is responsible for whatever is done upon our soil. Anyone, 
be he an American citizen ır the citizen of another country, is entitled 
to the protection of our laws, and the nationality of the man has noth- 
ing to do with the responsibility upon the part of our Government to 
preserve order and guard the people under our laws. ‘That is a ques- 
tion which it does not become us to inquire into. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Let me suggest to the gentleman a question. If 
your proposition is true, would it not be true also that if I immediately 
shot you down the Government of the United States must indemnify 
your heirs? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. McKENNA. Where is the difference? 

Mr. DANIEL. Here is the difference. If any man shoots another 
in America the lawis responsible to see that the crimeisavenged. But 
if you were to shoot me simply and solely because I was a Chinaman, 
then you would strike every other Chinaman, whether he be in the 
Flowery Kingdom or elsewhere, in an offense against his people; and 
if you were to shoot me, not because of a personal offense but because 
of the fact that I belonged toa certain distinct race or nationality, then 
you would strike at the whole race nationality, and undoubtedly our 
Government in all fairness ought to make restitution either to the 
wronged individual in the case or to the nationality that has been as- 
sailed if called upon to do so, and if such were the custom and com- 
ity governing between the nations of the wronged and the wrong-doer. 
China has always thus looked on the matter in dealing with us. Re- 
ciprocity is the soul of international law; and shall the Christian re- 
fuse to the Pagan what has been demanded and received of him? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the mere matter of business involved in 
this proposition. A commission of three is to be appointed under the 
Senate bill. Their salaries, clerks, and expenses of other kinds must 
be audited and paid from the ‘Treasury. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Will the gentleman allow me? Itis 
proposed that these commissioners shall be appointed from persons who 
are already salaried officers of the United States, and would draw no 
extra pay. ` 

Mr. DANIEL. The gentlemen who get no salary to begin with are 
usually those who get the most to wind up with. And whether these 


officers are detailed or not we know they must be subjected to neces- 


sary expenses in taking testimony of witnesses now scattered in all 
agg of the globe, and we know somebody will have the bill to set- 
e, and that the bill will necessarily be a large one. 

Mr. RICE. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICE. Does not the Senate bill provide that these officers of 
the United States thus delegated may consider the testimony already 
taken and reports made, to which you have referred ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly; they may consider that testimony and 
those reports; and Iam only asking a privilege to-day for myself which 
you want to appoint three men to exercise, I have already considered 
this testimony. It is not assailed or impeached by any man. Why, 
then, should we employ three agents to consider it again? It was 
taken before officers of the United States, or under their supervision, 
and when it could be taken freshly and under circumstances which 
will never admit of reproduction. 

In my judgment if we wish to act according to the dictates of sound 
economy we will not attempt to make two or three bites at a small 
cherry, but we will wind up this matter at once gracefully, handsomely, 
and according to the etiquette of good neighborhood by saying to the 
Chinese minister: You have presented your bill; you have not asked 
damages for what you might have asked damages for, the ruthless taking 
of the lives of your citizens, the shooting them down in cold blood, but 
you have been content to present a claim simply for the ony, de- 
stroyed made up in dribletsof from $25 to $1,000, a carefully itemized 
account; and as in the general aspectit is a small demand and a right- 
eous one, it does not become a Government and people who have been 
dealt with so generously as the Chinese Government has dealt with us 
to subject this matter to the further procrastination that a commission 
must occasion. 

Mr. CURTIN. Let me ask the gentleman one question. Do we owe 
the money? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CURTIN. Then why not pay it? There is no reason why we 
should not pay it. There is every reason why we should. And the 
sooner we do it the sooner will we respond to the dictates of justice 
and the sooner wipe away a blot. 

Mr. McCREARY. It is very gratifying to find that all agree that 
the Chinese who suffered violence at Rock Springs, Wyo., on Sep- 
tember 2, 1885, should be indemnified. But I differ with the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], who has just taken his seat, as to 
the remedy. The Committee on Foreign Affairs recommends payment 
for the injuries sustained. The President of the United States recom- 
mends payment. But we cannot afford toestablish asa precedent in this 
country that every time a few unauthorized citizens and lawless men 
burn a village or drive men out and kill them we will in Con; ap- 
propriate money to pay damages. In what I say to-day, while Iam 
in favor of charity and kindness and ig fe do not wish to be 
understood as taking the position that every time a few lawless men 
injure persons or commit depredations we will appropriate money to 
pay for their acts. The President, in his message, takes the proper 


position, He says: 
So Jong aa the Chinese minister, under his instructions, makes this the basis of 
no exception can be 


an appeal to the principles and convictions of mankin 
taken. Butwhen he goes further, and, taking as his precedent the action of the 
Chinese Government in t instances where the lives of American citizens and 
their property in China have been en red, argues a reciprocal obligation 
on the pest of the United States to indemnify the Chinese subjects whosuffered 
at Rock Springs, it became n to mect his argument and to deny, most 
emphatically, the conclusions he peeks to draw as to the existence of such a lia- 
bility, and the right of the Chinese Government to insist upon it. 

The United States Government is under no obligation, whether by 
the express terms of its treaty with China or the principles of inter- 
national law, to indemnify these Chinese subjects. What the Congress 
of the United States does in this case is as a matter of charity, asa 
kindness to those unfortunate people, or, as my friend from Virginia 
says, as a matter of good neighborhood and kindly fi 

I am in favor of indemnifying these people, and I am in favor of in- 
demnifying them according to justice and right. I do not know how 
much they have been injured. Some proof has been taken in an ex 
parte style and sent here, but we do not know with proper certainty 
the amount that should be paid. The Senate bill provides that a com- 
mission of United States officers shall go to Wyoming Territory and 
investigate, and shall not allow exceeding $150,000. The amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] provides 
for giving $147,000. Iam not in favor of the plan pro; in the 
amendment. I am in favor of adopting the Senate bill and sending 
commissioners out there to make an investigation. It was an ou 
that seven hundred and sixty-four Chinese miners should be driven 
from their homes and that their houses should be burned before their 
eyes. It was an outrage that twenty-eight of them should be killed 
and fifteen wounded. But I say send commissioners, take the evidence, 
see what has been done, and then when we ascertain the facts make 
proper indemnity. 

What will be the result if we adopt the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT], which I do not think he 
is heartily in favor of? 
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Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me a word? 

Mr. MoCREARY, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELMONT. I introduced the resolution myself in the last 
Congress, and I think it a proper way of dealing with the matter if 
time were sufficient; but, although I introduced that resolution, I yet 
believe that the speediest method of dealing with the question now is 
to adopt the Senate bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. BELMONT. I submitted my proposition as an amendment, 
under instructions from the committee, as I have already stated. 

Mr. McCREARY. We have little more than three weeks left of this 
session of Congress. If we to-day pass the amendment, it has to go 
back to the Senate, and (although these outrages were committed as 
long ago as the 2d of September, 1885) there is great danger that Con- 
gress will again adjourn without anything being done as regards this 
matter. ‘Therefore, sir, I am in favor of agreeing to the Senate bill. 
Let us pass that bill and send reliable commissioners out to where the 
trouble occurred; let them investigate and take proof, and say what 
amount we shall pay—not to exceed $150,000. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. By the firstsection of the Senate bill itis provided 
that the President shall ascertain the actual loss and damage inflicted 
upon the person and property of Chinese subjects, &c., and that for 
this purpose he may detail such officers of the United States as he may 
designate, not exceeding three in number, to investigate and take the 
testimony of witnesses as to the nature and extent of the damage done 
to the person and property of Chinese subjects. That is, it is provided 
that the President may designate for this purpose such officers as he 
may choose. Now, is not the power there given so di that 
the President may, if he chooses, entirely ignore it and accept the find- 
ings already made? a 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, in response to the gentleman’s 

uestion I will say that the President's message shows that he is in 
Evar of indemnifying the Chinese, and I am satisfied that if the Senate 
bill is passed by this House and becomes a law the amount allowed by 
the United States officers who act as commissioners will be paid with- 
out hesitation. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I desire in the few moments I have 
to call the attention of the committee to one of the features of this bill 
which appears to me to be involved in the treaty originally negotiated 
between this Government and China in 1880. The gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] was interrogated a moment ago by my colleague 
[Mr. MCKENNA] as to why it is that we propose to indemnify the 
Chinese Government for assaults upon Chinese subjects when we would 
not do so upon the demand of any other government for assaults upon 
other subjects. This condition of affairs grows somewhat out of the 
terms of the treaty negotiated between this country and China in 1880. 
For thirty years the people of the Pacific Coast had been protesting 
against Chinese immigration. ‘The agitation finally resulted in the ap- 
pointment of a commission to go to China for the express p: of 
securing a treaty that would effectually prevent the further immigra- 
tion of Chinese subjects to this country. The negotiations took form 
in the treaty known as the treaty of November 17, 1880, the title of 
which is a ‘Treaty between the United States and China concerning 
immigration.” The first paragraph reads : 

Whereas a treaty between the United States of America and China for the 
modification of the existing treaties between the two countries, by providing 
for the future regulation of Chinese immigration into the United | States 
concluded and signed, &e. 


Then it goes on to say: 


Whereas the Government of the United States, because of the constantly-in- 
creasing immigration of Chinese laborers to the territory of the United States, 
and the embarrassment consequent upon such immi; on, now desires to ne- 
gotiate a modification of the existing treaties which shall not be in con- 
travention of their spirit, &c. 


In the first section of the treaty the two governments provide that 
Chinese immigration to this country may be regulated, limited, or sus- 
pended; and in section 2 it is provided that ‘‘ Chinese subjects, whether 
proceeding tothe United States as students, merchants, or from curios- 
ity, together with their body and household servants, and Chinese 

rers who are now in the United States, shall be allowed to go and 
come of their own free will and accord, and shall be accorded all the 
rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions which are accorded to 
the citizens and subjects of the most favored nation.” 

This last provision of this treaty, taken in connection with our sup- 
posed duty to other nations, has been construed as the basis upon which 
this claim is made by China against the United States. Now, I desire 
to call the attention of this House to the fact that while the expressly 
declared purpose of this treaty was to stop Chinese immigration, and 
while there has been an effort on the part of Congress by appropriate 
legislation to prevent further immigration, the legislation in that direc- 
tion has practically failed, and the invasion has continued chiefly be- 
cause China has not aided in carrying out the purpose of the United 
States in this respect, and this treaty is now relied upon by China to 


secure a special indemnity which we would not accord to the subjects 
of any other nation. 

Awhile ago I asked the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs what would be done concerning the bill amending the restriction 
act, and he informed us that the bill for that purpose, which passed 
the Senate and came over here with this bill, is not to be brought be- 
fore the House at the present session, on the ground that negotiations 
are pending for another treaty. Now, Iam not going to oppose the 
indemnification of the Chinese in this case in a proper way, and I pre- 
fer the Senate bill for that purpose; but while we are indemnifying the 
Chinese, I say that the Congress of the United States ought also to 
consider the fact that the majn effect and material provision in this 
treaty was and is the stoppage of Chinese immigration into this coun- 
try, which has not been accomplished. If we fail to act upon that im- 
portant feature of this case Congress will have failed to perform its 
duty to the people of this country, and I protest against this course. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Will the gentleman permit me to in- 
quire whether the investigation of this assault was not made by the 
officers of the railroad in whose employ the Chinamen were ? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. No officer of the United States was 
engaged in it. 

Mr. MORROW. No officer of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have said, I shall favor the bill which has 
come from the Senate. I believe it is well enough under all the circum- 
stances for this Government to provide for the ascertainment and pay- 
ment of this claim, but I am equally clear that it is the duty of the 
President and of the Secretary of State to sanction, and of the Congress 
of the United States to provide such amendments to the restriction act, 
as will effectually prevent the further immigration of Chinese laborers 
into this country. The remedy for this evil rests with us. Let us be 
just to our own people while we are generous to others. 

In conclusion, I desire to say that if the chairman of the Committee 
oF Affairs will call up the bill toamend therestrictionactandaid 
in passing it through the House at this session, he will have succeeded 
not only in doing something us in the matter of indemnifying the 
Chinese, but he will also aid in doing what is right and just towards 
the people of the Pacific Coast who are suffering from the effect of this 


continued Chinese immigration. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the time has arrived 
when the House should impose a limit to debate on this question. 
[Cries of “Vote”? ‘‘Vote!’’] If there isno desire for further discussion 
I will move that the committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There is an amendment pending which must 
first be acted on. ‘The question is on the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs as a substitute for the bill of the Senate. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 58, noes 60. 

Mr. DANIEL. No quorum. 

a were ordered; and Mr. DANIEL and Mr. BELMONT were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairmain, if that substitute reported by 
the House committee be voted down will not the question then recur 
upon the Senate bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to make this inquiry: Ir 
the House substitute should be adopted would not the question then 
go toa committee of conference and would there not be ample time 
after that for the two Houses to come to an agreement on this question? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RICE. I desire to ask whether ayea vote on this question is not 
in favor of the House resolution and a nay vote for the Senate bill. 

Several MEMBERS. That is understood. 

ane committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 101, 
noes 68. 

So the substitute was adopted. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (S. 
2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses sus- 
tained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the Territory of 
Wyoming, in September, 1885, had directed him to report the same 
back to the House with an amendment in the form of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on tho 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 147) on this same subject, a joint resolution providing indemnity 
to certain Chinese subjects for losses sustained within the jurisdiction 
of the United States, will be taken from the Calendar of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union and laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELMONT. I have been requested by several gentlemen to ask 
consent that they may print remarks in the RECORD on the bill just 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to allowing all members who 
desire to do so to print remarks in the RECORD on the bill just passed? 
The Chair hears none, and leave is granted. 


SECTION 5118, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. ELDREDGE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
11113) to amend section 5418 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, andorderėd to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had to the amendment of the House 
to the bill (S. 1154) to authorize the city of Newport, R. I., to use the 
site of Fort Greene as a public park. 

The m also returned, in compliance with the request of the 
House, the bill (H. R. 8976) to incorporate the Washington Cable Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments bills of the following titles; upon which a conference with the 
House was requested, and on which the Senate had appointed conferees 
as indicated: 

A bill (H. R. 4083) to empower the Commissioner of Agriculture to 
transfer a certain appropriation—Mr. HALE, Mr. DAWES, Mr. GOR- 
MAN. 

A bill (H. R. 5775) for the relief of James M. McKamey—Mr. MAN- 
DERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. HAMPTON. 

A bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of E. P. McNeal—Mr. DOLPH, Mr. 
SPOONER, and Mr. HARRIS. 

A bill (H. R. 4308) to regulate steam engineering in the District of 
Columbia—Mr. CHENEY, Mr. INGALLS, and Mr. VANCE. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 


A joint ution Ae Res. 72) to provide for the settlement of ac- 
counts with the Mobile and Ohio Rai Company; 


A bill (H. R. 79) for the relief of Pryor N. Lea; 

A bill (H. R. 633) for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee; 

A bill (H. R. 707) for the relief of J. R. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 898) for the relief of the estate of Joel C. Frazier, de- 


ceased; 

A bül (H. R. 1143) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to the 
Somerville Grand Army of the Republic, of Somerville, Mass., four con- 
demned gun-carriages, to be used for monumental purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of Henry A. Paus; 

A bill (H. R. 1455) for the relief of Lysander H. Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 1622) to prohibit any officer, agent, or servant of the 
Government of the United States of America to hire or contract out the 
labor of prisoners incarcerated for violating the laws of the Govern- 
ment of the United States of America; ' 

A bill (H. R. 1993) for the reliefof St. Mark’s Protestant Episcopal 
church in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2053) for the relief of Rachael J. Floyd; 

A bill (H. R. 2086) for the relief of Francis M. Bell; 

A bill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of George W. Cousins; 

A bill (H. R. 4806) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River, at the foot of Pennsylvania 
avenue, east; 

A bill (H. R. Samay for the relief of E. B. Dawson; 

A bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of James W. Goodrich; 

A bill a R. 5651) for the relief of David W. Low; 

A bill (H. R. 7083) to incorporate the trustees of the Young Woman’s 
Christian Home in Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 7648) for the relief of the estate of the late John How, 
Indian agent, and his sureties; 

A bill (H. R. 7860) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, 
and for other p ?? approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. 5893) for the relief of Frank Shutt; 

A bill (H. R. 8893) directing the Commissioner of the District of Co- 
Tumbia to execute a deed of quit claim and release to a certain alley in 
Washington to Cornelia P. Randolph and others; 

A bill (H. R. 9653) to amend section 3058 of the Revised Statutes; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 9918) to provide for grading and paving the approaches 
to the national cemetery near Danville, Va. 


IMPORTATION OF OPIUM. 


Mr. BELMONT. Iyield to my colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox]. t 

Mr. COX. I call up from the House Calendar the bill (S. 3044) to 
provide for the execution of the provisions of article 2 of the treaty 
concluded between the United States of America and the Emperor of 
China on the 17th day of November, 1880, and proclaimed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States on the 5th day of October, 1881. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the importation of opiam into any of the ports of the 
United States by any subject of the Emperor of China is hereby prohibited. 
Every person guilty of a violation of the preceding provision shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine 
of not more than $500 nor less than $50, or by imprisonment for a period of not 
more than six months nor less than thirty days, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Src. 2. That every package sontog, opium, either in whole or in part, im- 

rted into the United States by any subject of the Emperor of China, shall be 
eemed forfeited to the United States; and proceedings for the declaration and 
consequences of such forfeiture may be instituted in the courts of the United 
Patar = in other cases of the violation of the laws relating to other illegal im- 
po ons, 

Sec. 3. That no citizen of the United States shall import opium into any ofthe 
open ports of China, nor transport the same from one open po to any other 
open port, or buy or sell opium in any of such open ports of China, nor shall 
any vessel owned by citizens of the United States, or any vessel, whether foreign 
or otherwise, employed by any citizen of the United States, or owned by any 
citizen of the United States. either in whole or in part, and employed by persons 
notci ofthe United States, take orcarry opium intòany of such open ports 

China, or transportthe same from one open port to any other open port, or 
be engaged in any traffic therein between or in such open ports or any of them, 
Citizens of the United States offending against the provisions of tl section 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall 
be punished bya fine not exceeding $500 nor less than $50, or by both such pun- 
ishments, in the discretion of the court. The consular courts of the United States 
in China, concurrently with any district court of the United States in the dis- 
trict in which any offender may be found, shall have jurisdiction to hear, try, 
and determine cases arising under the Pooh teas * eal peste of this section, 
sub; to the general regulations provided by law. Every package of opium or 
pac containing opium, either in whole or in brought, taken or trans- 
po , trafficked, or dealt in contrary to the provisions of this section, shall be 
forfeited to the United States, for the benefit of the Emperor of China; and such 
forfeiture, and the declaration and consequences thereof, shall be made, had, 
determined, and executed by the proper authorities of the United States exer- 
cising judicial powers within the Empire of China, 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. This bill, Mr. Speaker, does not in- 
terfere between the citizens of the United States and other govern- 
ments, except with reference to China. By a treaty which wasratified 
in 1881 it was agreed that in the open ports of China, certain desig- 
nated ports, they should not permit opium to be carried there by citi- 
zens of the United States, nor to be brought here and sold by United 
States citizens to the subjects of China. 

It is well known that one of the greatest social evils, probably, pre- 
vailing in China is the traffic in opium. By the treaty of 1841, made 
by Mr. Reed, it was restricted, and citizens of the United States in 
China violating the provisions of that treaty were punishable under 
the lawsof China. The Burlingame treaty made no provision in re- 
ference to the subject, but there is a treaty which regulates the mode 
and method of punishment of United States citizens who reside in 
China and engage in this traffic. Now they are punishable under the 
laws of the United States, and this is expressly to prevent citizens of 
the United States in China from engaging in the traffic. 
ae ches suppose it is necessary to say anything more in regard to 

e 

Mr. Speaker, the bill now presented for consideration is a measure 
to carry out certain treaty stipulations between the Chinese Govern- 
ment and our own, which was ratified by the President in May, 1881. 
It relates to what is known as the opium trade, to repress importation 
into the United States by Chinese subjects, and the importation by citi- 
zens of the United States of opium into any of the open ports of China, 
or transportation from one open port to another, or the buying and sale 
of opium in any such ports. 

By the treaty of 1844 there are five open ports provided for in China, 
and in these open portsthe citizens of the United States have the right 
to obtain houses and places of business, &c. By the treaty of 1858, the 
number of these ports was increased, with the power to the citizens of 
the United States who may be there to reside with their families in 
the same, and to trade and proceed from one port to another on busi- 
ness or pleasure. They shall not, however, use the privilege thus ac- 
corded them to carry on a clandestine or illegal trade along the coast, 
under such pains and penalties as may be prescribed by law. 

Under the treaties extending up to 1858 citizens of the United States 
violating the laws of China in regard to prohibited traffic were subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Chinese courts for trialand punishment. The 
treaty concluded November, 1880, contains the article which I will 
send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ARTICLE II. 


The Governments of China and of the United States mutually agree and un- 
dertake that Chinese subjects shall not be permitted to import opium into any 
of the ports of the United States; and citizens of the United States shall not be 
poera to import opium into any of the open ports of China; to transport it 

m one open port to any other open port; or to buy and sell opium in any of 
the open ports of China, This absolute prohibition, which extends to vessels 
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owned by the citizens or subjects of either power, to en vessels employed 
them, or to vessels owned by the citizens or subjects of either power and em- 
ployed by other persons for the tran: 
tion on the part of 


spt ghee 1 
ehis the favored-nation clause in existing treaties shall not be claimed by the 
citizens or subjects of either power as against the provisions of this article. 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. The President of the United States 
in May last communicated to Congress in special m the necessity 
for some legislation to carry into effect the provisions of this article. 
There are provisions in this treaty affecting our citizens in China which 
are provided for under this bill. A recent case has heen called to the 
attention of the State Department by United States minister at Pekin 
concerning the right of an American citizen to lease to a British mer- 
chant a portion of his house for the opium business. The excessive 
use of opium in China is known to be one of her greatest social evils, 
a curse and an afiliction to her people. 

The manifest intent of this treaty is to prevent American citizens in 
China from engaging in this opium traffic, or in knowingly aiding oth- 
ers todo so. The treaty itself is not self-executing. Appropriate leg- 
islation is required to make it effective. The passage of this bill, it is 
believed, will accomplish the purpose, and if no gentleman desires to 
be heard on the subject and no further explanation is required, I ask 
that it may be put upon its ec. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and being read the third time, 
was passed. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPOINTMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. SWOPE, Mr. 
LovVERING, and Mr. CoNGER as managers at a conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 2519) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard B. Rians, 


PROTECTION OF SUBMARINE CABLES. 


Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration House 
bill 9324, and yield to my colleague from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


i pee epee £c., That this act shall be known as the “submarine cables act 
©! 

Sec. 2. That the ible spo of this act shall be held to apply only to cables to 
which the convention of the 14th of March, 1884, which is hereto annexed and 
herein referred to as the convention, for the time being applies; and, subject to 
the provisions of this act, the provisions of the convention shall be of the same 
force as if they were embodied in this act, and shall be taken to bea part hereof, 

Sec, 3. That any person who shall willfully break or injure, or attempt to 
break or injure, or who shall in any manner procure, counsel, aid, abet, or be 
accessory to such breaking or injury, or attempt to break or injure, a submarine 
cable, in such manner as to interrupt or obstruct, in whole or jn pan Soren 

hic communication, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on con ion 
t of, shall be liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, and 
to a fine either in lieu of or in addition to such imprisonment. 

Sec. 4, That any person who by culpable negligence shall break or injure a 
submarine cable in such manner as to interrupt or obstruct in whole or in part 
telegraphic communication shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on convic- 
tion thereof, shall be liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding three 
months, and to a fine not ex: ng $500 in lieu of or in addition to such im- 


prisonment. 

Sec, 5. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to a person who breaks 
or injures a cable in an effort to save the life or limb of himself or of any other 
person, or tosave his own or any other vessel: Prov That he takes reason- 
able precautions to avoid such breaking or injury. 

SEC. 6. That the provisions of the Revised Statutes from section 4300 to section 
4305, inclusive, for the trial of offenses against the navigation laws of the United 
States, shall extend to the trial of offenses against the provisions of articles 5 
and 6 of the convention; and a person convicted of an offense against the pro- 
visions of the said articles shall be liable to a fine not exceeding e. 

Src. 7. That the penalties provided in this act for the breaking or inj ofa 
submarine cable shall not be a bar to a suit for damages on account of such 
breaking or injury. _ 

Sec. 8. That the provisions of article 4 of the convention, in so far as they re- 
late to the pees by the owner of a cable of the cost of repairs of anothercable 
broken or injured in the attempt to lay or repair the former cable, shall not ap- 
ply to that part of the latter cable which is laid in a depth of water exceeding 
one hundred oms, 

Src. 9. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the convention a 
commanding a ship of war of the United States or of any fo! state for the 
time being bound by the convention, or a ship specially commissioned by the 
Government ef the United States or by the government of such fo: state, 
may exercise and perform the duties vested in and imposed on such by 
the convention, 

Sec. 10. That when an offense against this act shall have been committed by 
means of a vessel, or of any boat belonging to a vessel, the master of such ves- 
sel shall, unless some other person is shown to have been in of and nav- 
igating such vessel or boat, be deemed to have been in charge of and navigat- 
ing the same, and be liable to be punished accordingly. 

Sec. 1l. That any document drawn up in pursuance of article 7 or article 10 
of the convention shall be admissible in any proceedings, civil or criminal, as 
prima facie evidence of the facts or matters stated therein. 

Sec. 12. That unless the context of this act otherwise requires, the term “ ves- 
sel” shall be taken to mean every description of vessel used in navigation, in 
whatever way it is propelled; the term “master” shall be taken to include 
every person having command or charge of a vessel; and the term “person” 
fo include a body of persons, corporate or unincorporate. 

Sec. 13. That the district courts shall have jurisdiction of all suits of a civil 


nature arising under this act; and from all decrees or judgments in such suits, 
where the matter in dispute exceeds the sum of $50, exclusive of costs, an ap- 
peal shall be allowed to the circuit court next to be held in such district, and 
such circuit court is required to reecive, hear, and determine such appeal. 


SUBMARINE CABLES CONVENTION. 
made on the 14th of March 
esty the 


Majesty the Kin 
States of Colombia ; 


om of Great Britain and Ireland, Empress of India; His 
a is Meat ae Baoan df ke 
jesty the King o y; His y 
embourg His Majesty the Shah of Persia; His Majesty the King of Portugal 
embourg; His of Pe ; y 
and the i harte: Hite nT A the King of Roumania; His 
Emperor of all the Russias; His Excellency the President of the ublic 
of Salvador; His Majesty the King of Servia; His Majesty the King of 
Sweden and Norway; and His Excellency the President of the Oriental 
public of Uruguay. 

The following is an English translation of the convention, with the omission 
of the formal beginning and end: 

ARTICLE I, 

The present convention shall be applicable, outside of the territorial waters, 
to all legally established submarine cables landed in the territories, colonies, or 
possessions of one or more of the high contracting parties. 


ARTICLE II, 


The breaking or injury of a submarine cable, done willfully or through cul- 
pable negligence, and resulting in the total or partial interruption or embarrass- 
ment of apap communication, shall be a punishable offense, but the pun- 
ishment infi shall be no bar to a civil action for damages. 

This provision shall not ly to ruptures or injuries when the parties guilty 
thi have become sosimply with the legitimate object of saving their lives or 
their vessels, after having taken all necessary precautions to avoid such ruptures 


or injuries. 
ARTICLE III. 

The hi capri peu agree to insist, as far as possible, when they shall 
etri landing of a submarine cable, upon suitable conditions of safety, 
both as regards the track of the cable and its ensions. 

ARTICLE IV. 

The owner of a cable who, by the la; or repairing of that cable, shall cause 
the breaking or injury Spee! Sones hal be required to pay the cost of the 
repairs wh breaking or injury shall haye rend n 


ered necessary, but such 
woe shall not bar the enforcement, if there be ground therefor, of Article 
I of this convention. 
ARTICLE V. 


Vessels engaged in laying or repairing submarine cables must observe the 


rules concerning signals that have been or shall be adopted, by common con- 
sent, by the con parties, with a view to preventing collisions at 
sea, 


When a vessel engaged in repairing a cable carries the said signals, other 
vessels that see or are able to see those signals shall withdraw or keep at a dis- 
tance of at least one nautical mile from such vessel,in order not to interfere 


ons, 
gear and nets shall be kept at the same distance. 
Nev a period of twenty-four hours at most shall be allowed to fish- 
ing vessels that perceive or are able to perceive a telegraph ship carrying the 
d signals, in order that they may be enabled to obey the notice thus given, 
se o aa ae a be placed in the way of their operations during such pe- 
The operations of telegraph ships shall be finished as speedily as possible. 


ARTICLE VI. 


Vessels that see or are able to see buoys comes. to show the position of 
cables when the latter are being laid are out of order, or are broken, shall keep 
at a distance of one quarter of a nautical mile at least from such buoys. 

Fishing nets and gear shall be kept at the same distance, 

ARTICLE VII, 

Owners of shipsor vessels who can prove that they have sacrificed an anchor, 
a net, or any other implement used in fishing, in order to avoid injuring a sub- 
marine cable, shall be indemnified by the owner of the cable. 

In order to be entitled to such indemnity, one must prepare, whenever pos- 
sible, after the accident, in proof thereof, a statement supported 
by the testimony of the men belonging to the crew; and the captain of the ves- 
sel must, within twenty-four hours after arriving at the first port of temporary 


entry, make his ion to the competentauthorities. The latter shall give 
notice thereof to the consular authorities of the nation to which the owner of 
the cable belongs. 
ARTICLE VII. 
The courts com t to take izance of infractions of this convention 
shall be those of the country to which the vessel on board of which the infrac- 
tion has been belongs. 


of its subjects or citizens, in 
petence « 
treaties. 
ARTICLE IX. 
Prosecutions on account of the infractions contemplated in Articles II, V, 
and VI of this convention shall be instituted by the State or in its name. 
ARTICLE X. 


Evidence of violations of this convention may be obtained by all methods of 
securing proof that are allowed by the laws of the country of the court before 
which a case has been brought. 

When the officers commanding the vessels of war or the vessels specially com- 
missioned for that purpose, of one of the high contracting paties, shall have 
reason to believe that an infraction of the measures provided for by this con- 
vention has been committed by a vessel other than a vessel of war, they may re- 

uire the captain or master to exhibit the official documents furnishing evi- 
danas of the nationality of the said vessel. Summary mention of such exhibi- 
tion shall at once be made on the documents exhibited. 

Reports may, moreover, be prepared by the said officers, whatever may be 
the nationality of the in vessel, These reports shall be drawn up in the 
form and in use in the country to which the officer wing 
them up belongs; they may be used as evidence in the country in which they 
shall be invoked, and according to the laws of such country, The accused par 
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mg the ee shall Bayete right to add or to cause to be poeta hongr en 
n e own age, any nations that they may deem roper ; ese 
declarations shall bo duly signed. eee 
ARTICLE XI. 
Proceedings and trial in cases of infractions of the provisions of this conven- 
tion shall always take place as summarily as the laws and regulations in force 


will permit. 
Anrticir XII. 


The high contracting parties engage to take or to propose to their respective 
islative bodies the measures necessary in order to secure the execution of 
convention, and especially in order to cause the punishment, either by fine 
orimprisonment, or ofsuch personsas may violate the provisions of articles 


I, V,and VI. 
ARTICLE XIII. 

The high contracting partics shall communicate to each other such laws as 
may already have been or as may hereafter be enacted in their respective coun- 
tries, relative to the subject of this convention, 

ARTICLE XIV. 

States that have not taken part in this convention shall be allowed to adhere 
thereto, on their requesting to do so. Notice of such adhesion shall be given, 
diplomaticalty, to the Government of the French Republic, and by the latter to 
the other signatory governments, 

ARTICLE XV. 

It is understood that the stipulations of this convention shall in nowise affect 
the liberty of action of belligerents. 

X ARTICLE XVI. 

This convention shall take effect on such day as shall be agreed upon by the 
high contracting parties. 

It shall remain in force for five years from that day, and, in case none of the 
high contracting parties shall have given notice, twelve months previously to 
the expiration of the said period of five years, of its intention to cause its effects 
to cease, it shall continue in force for one year, and so on from year to year. 

In case one of the signatory powers give notice of its desire for the ces- 
sation of the effects of the convention, such notice shall be effective as regards 


that power only. 
AnticLe XVII. . 
This convention shall be ratified; its ratifications shall be exchanged at Paris 
as speedily as possible, and within one year at the latest. 
the respective plenipotentiaries have signed it, and 


In testimony whereof the 
have thereunto affixed their seals. 
Done in twenty-six copies, at Paris, this 14th day of March, 1834. 
ADDITIONAL ARTICLE. 


The stipulations of the convention concluded this day for the protection of 
submarine cables shall be appl , according to Article I, to the colonies and 
possessions of Her Britannic esty with the exception of those named below, 


geet Newfoundland, The Cape Natal, New South Wales, Victoria, Queens- 
land, Tasmania, South Australia, West Australia, New Zealand. everthe- 
Jess, the stipulatious of the said convention shall applicable to one of the 
above-named colonies or possessions, if, in their [its?] name, a notification to 
that effect has been addressed by the representative of Her ic Majesty 
at Paris to the Minister of Foreign Affairs of France. 

Each of the above-named colonies or possessions that shall have adhered to the 
said convention shall have the privilege of withdrawing in the same manner as 
the contracting powers. In case one of the colonies or possessions in question 
shall desire to withdraw from the convention, a notification to that effect shall 
be addressed by Her Britannic Majesty's representative at Paris to the Minister 
of Foreign Affairs of France, 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Chairman, this bill is one prepared by the State 
Department for the purpose of carrying out the convention between 
the United States Government and certain foreign powers—that is to 
say, between the United States and the Emperor of Germany, the King 
of Prussia, and various other sovereigns comprising a long list which it 
is scarcely necessary now to recapitulate. By that convention it was 
provided that it should be applicable outside of thé territorial waters 
to all legally established submarine cables landed in the territories, 
colonies, or possessions of one or more of the high contracting parties. 
This bill is simply an undertaking on the part of the United States 
Government to fulfill its part of that convention by providing ties 
for infringement upon or injury done to submarine cables when done 
by vessels or by persons upon vessels which belong to the United 
States, 

The only suggestion which I would have to make in addition to the 
report of the committee, and the specifications of the bill which speak 
for themselves, isthe addition at the end of the third section of the words 
“not exceeding five thousand dollars.” This section provides for the 
punishment of any person who willfully violates the provisions of the 
act. 


It is in the following words: 

That any person who shall willfally break or injure, or attempt to break or in- 
jure, or who shall in any manner procure, counsel, aid, abet, or be accessory 
such breaking or injury, or attempt to break or injure, a submarine cable, in 
such manner as to interrupt or obstruct, in whole or in part, telegraphic com- 
munication, shall be guilty ofa misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be 
liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, and to a fine, either 
in lieu of or in addition to such imprisonment, not exceeding $5,000. 

Now, in the bill which was offered to the House I do not see that 
there is any limitation upon the fine which is to be assessed against the 
person thus guilty, whereas in the report of the committee in the 
printed bill these words appear. I presume, therefore, that by some 
clerical error it was omitted in the text of the bill as originally re- 
ported, and I move at the end of the third section to add the words, 

‘not exceeding five thousand dollars.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 3 add, “not exceeding $5,000.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 


fora third ing; 
and being was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. DANIEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN FISHERIES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying documents, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

I transmit herewith, in r: nse toa resolution of the House of the 24th ultimo, 
a report of the Secretary of State. with accompanying copies of correspondence 
between the Governments of the United States and Great Britain concerning the 
rights of American fishermen in the waters of British North America, supple- 
mental to the correspondence already communicated to Congress with my mes- 
sage of December 8, 1886. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 8, 1837. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the President had approved bills of the follow- 
ing titles: 
ig act (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Cyra L. Weston; 

An act (H. R. 929) granting a pension to G. W. Fraley; 

An act (H. R. 6819) granting a pension to William Conner; 

An act (H. R. 5599) granting a pension to Joshua L. Morris; 

An act (H. R. 8827) granting a pension to John Buchanan; and 

An act (H. R. 8180) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman, 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN AMERICAN COUNTRIES. 


Mr. McCREARY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7884) 
authorizing the President of the United States to arrange a conference 
for the purpose of promoting arbitration and en ing reciprocal 
commercial relations between the United States of America and the 
Republics of Mexico, Central and South America, and the Empire of 
Brazil. 

Mr. MILLS. I reserve points of order on that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of this bill. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering the bill, which the Clerk will read. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
requested and authorized to invi eral ot 


te the sev governments of the blies 
Mexico, Central and South America, and the Empire of Brazil to join diron 
‘or 


States in a oe to be held at Washington, in the Uni 


all and secure more extensive markets for the products of each of said coun- 
tries. The President of the United States shall appo 
who shall attend said conference on behalf of the United States, and shall re- 


each 
services; and the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as shall be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay said compensation and the reasonable expenses of the confer- 
ence, to be approved by the Secretary of State. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor to introduce the 
bill just read. Encouragement of commerce and promotion of arbi- 
tration should be interesting to all. Á 

The object of the bill under consideration is to authorize the Pres- 
ident of the United States to invite the several Governments of the 
Republics of Mexico and of Central and South America and the Em- 
pire of Brazil to join the United States in a conference to be held at 
Washington, in the United States, for the purpose of encouraging re- 
ciprocal commercial relations between our country and the countries 
named, and also to discuss and recommend to the respective govern- 
ments some plan of arbitration for international di ments. 

Our Republie is at peace with all the world. Its situation, its popu- 
lation, its wealth, its achievements, and its possibilities are such as to 


hemisphere 1 Pp 
the delegates from the three Americas to assemble as here at the capi- 
tal of our great Republic, 
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The times and the surrounding circumstances are auspicious for a con- 
vention of American nations. It has not been long since a national 
Democratic convention declared ‘‘ we favor an American continental 
policy based upon more intimate commercial and political relations 
with the fifteen sister republics of North, Central, and South America, 
but entangling alliances with none,’’ and Mr. Jefferson in his inaugural 
address, at the beginning of the present century, announced the same 
sentiment when he said *‘peace, commerce, and honest friendship with 
all nations, entangling alliances with none.” 

A few years ago the people of our Republic celebrated the one hun- 
dredth anniversary of the Declaration of Independence in the city of 
Philadelphia, where our independence was declared and where the first 
constitutional convention was held and where Independence Hall still 
stands. All believed on that grand occasion that the human mind 
could scarcely assign a limit to the growth of our Republic, or compute 
a time-table to estimate its progress if under wise statesmanship, proper 
economy, and a just administration of the Government its prosperity is 
continued. 

The first century of our Republic was mainly devoted to material 
development, to the construction of great transportation lines, to in- 
ventions of every description, to improvements in science, literature, 
and art, to the restoration of fraternity and friendship between differ- 
ent sections, to the formation of that Constitution which the great 
Gladstone termed ‘‘the most wonderful work ever prepared by the 
brain aud p of man,” and to the perfection of that government 
which Abraham Lincoln called ‘‘a government of the people, by the 
people, and for the people.” 

It is predicted by many of our wisest men that the second century of 
our national existence is ‘‘ destined to be the international era of the 
Republic, an era of enlarged commercial intercourse with the outside 
world, and particularly more intimate social and commercial relations 
between the several sister nations of the three Americas.” 

The desire fora convention of all the nations of the American conti- 
nent is not confined to any political party, section, or class. All classes 
and all the nations concerned seem to indorse the movement with en- 
thusiasm. 

I quote only a few utterances of presidents of various republics. The 
President of Guatemala said to the United States commissioners: 


From the very beginning we have embraced with the greatest ardor the plan 
of the American Congress to send a commission to the Spanish American re- 
ve Se the purpose of securing more intimate and friendly relations between 


m all. 
Such a noble and elevated purpose can not but have the sincerest sympathy 
and co-operation from all those who desire the progress of the several nations 
of the New World, so that in having the honor to receive you and give you a 
most affectionate welcome, it is gratifying to be able to assure you that you will 
find on the part of the Government and the people of Guatemala a sincere dis- 
position to aid in the success of pote most important mission. 

The grand Republic of the United States is the natural market of the different 
products we export, and they should find in your rich and populous consumers 
who are able to send us in return the great variety of their agricultural and 
ee products with benefit tothe producers and consumers of both coun- 
tries. 

Guatemala has always endeavored to maintain the est harmony with 
the nations which honor us with their friendship, and it always endeavored 
very especially to strengthen more and more the cordial relations which have 
forever existed between this country and the United States. 


The President of Venezuela said: 


Venezuela and the United States have the same institutions, the same history. 
The United States produced the immortal George Washington, “ the firstin the 
hearts of his countrymen,” and Venezuela produced the immortal Bolivar, the 
father of five republics, freed by the impulse of stupendous efforts. Both of 
them honored by the recognition of the two confederacics, they are to-day the 
faithtul representatives of the jation of our interests and aspirations— 

uality before the law and the truth of democracy. 

With these lofty motives the people of the New World aspire by union to seek 
the development of their industrial and commercial prosperity and to cement 
bre alliance of views and intents in the reign of equity and the empire of jus- 
tice. 


President Diaz, of Mexico, said, when asked about the practicability 
of a congress of American nations: 


That the su: ion was an old one, and had many times been considered by 
the Mexican Government, which he believed had always favored it. He recited 
his recollection of the several attempts made in this direction, beginning with 
Bolivar’s plan of 1824, and the attitude presented on each occasion by the several 
administrations in his own country, showing great familiarity with the history 
of the Leia egg He said he had always hoped such an international con- 

would be some time held, as he believed great could be accomplished 
i all the American republics would consent to send delegates to meet upon an 
ual footing and agree upon measures for the common welfare. 
“athe chief object to be discussed at such a gathering would naturally be a 
method of arbitration by which international differences could be peacefully ad- 
justed, and another, equally important, was to confine American trade, so far 
as possible, to American nations, 


The President of Chili said: 


The extraordinary progress of the United States, independent of the advan- 
tage gained by the extension of its area, of its raphical position, and the 
elements which constitute its social organization, is due to the liberal institutions 
under which the people are governed and by whichit has been proven that the 
free people are those that y prosper, and are the only ones t have peace 
as the essential condition of material, intellectual, and moral progress. 

The South American republics when they made themselves free had in the 
northern zone an authority they could consult and an example they could fol- 
low. If, owing to reasons which are well understood, they could not copy the 
edifice you have framed, they have always endeavored at least to inspire in 
their own people the ideas which have enabled you to advance so resolutely on 
the road of human liberty and progress. If on this road so heppediy tection 


the American constellation has added {oits stars, it is also true that the southern 
suns puapoes: Ae $0-Gny with pronto IE aud poowe A haere tise 
same 

been aot EE the path to glory, liberty, and perity. 

The subject of establishing closer international relations between all 
the republics of the American continent and also the Empire of Brazil, 
containing in the aggregate one hundred millions of people, for the pur- 
pose of improving the business intercourse between those countries and 
securing more extensive markets for the products of each is both in- 
teresting and important. Sixty years ago this subject was advocated 
by Henry Clay and other great statesmen, and a conference was sug- 
gested between representatives of our Government and other govern- 
ments, and President John Quincy Adams appointed representatives to 
the congress held at Panama to consider measures for promoting peace 
and reciprocal commercial relations between said countries. ‘This con- 
ference was beneficial, but at that time our people were Jooking more 
to Europe for business and commerce than to the countries south of 
and no action was taken by our Congress. Now our ponniaistan and 
wealth make this the foremost republic of the world, and our Govern- 
ene should inaugurate the movement in favor of an American con- 

erence. | 

The present depression of business and low price of farm products 
are caused, to a considerable extent, by a limited market for our sur- 
plus products. Some of the best markets we can look to are not far 
beyond our southern border. They are nearer to us than to any other 
great commercial nation. The people of Mexico and of Central and 
South America produce much that we need, and our abundant agri- 
cultural, manufactured, and mineral productions are greatly needed by 
them. These countries cover an area of 8,118,844 square miles, and 
have a population of 42,770,374. Their people recognize the superi- 
ority of our products and desire more intimate business intercourse with 
our people, but the great bulk of their commeree and trade is with 
Europe. The Argentine Republic has from forty-five to sixty steam- 
ships running regularly between Buenos Ayres and aig Sie ports, 
and no regular line between that country and the United States, and 
our commercial facilities with the other republics of Central and South 
America are about the same. 

In 1884 our exports were valued at $733,768, 764. 

Of this amount we exported but $64,719,000 to Mexico and South 
and Central America. 

Our annual mechanical and agricultural products are valued at $15,- 
000,000,000, while we seldom have sold more than $75,000,000 worth 
of these products to our nearest neighbors, who buy in Europe at least 
five times as much as they get here. 

The total commerce of the countries named in 1883 was as follows: 


saodersescobepesencsvoes pecssesorscevepenionshbl, 100,500 
soeveecensseenecee, soreetesssssesasseevesesees S91, 294,781 


Of the $331,100,599 of merchandise sold to those countries, the share 
of the United States was only $42,598,469; yet we are their closest 
neighbor. 

The disparity of our trade with Peru, Chili, Argentine Republic, and 
Brazil is both amazing and humiliating. 

Last year the imports of merchandise were as follows: 


.: 


Imports ...... 
Exporta .. 


The following tables exhibit the population ofthe countries named, 
and the relations of trade carried on by them with the United States 
and Great Britain during the last year: 


Argentine 
Republie. 


Brazil. 


10, 108, 291 


$23,507, 165 
83, 946, 215 
45, 263, 660 

7,317, 293 


Mexico. | Peru. 


| 3,050, 000 


E o RE A E T E A E E 9, 389, 461 

Exports to Great Britain......essssr.es. sosser seoses ssesssrsesecsesess $3, 502, 500 | $10,414,170 
Imports from Great Britain... 5, 415, 765 6, 235, 685 
Exports to United States... 267,021 | 1,764, 890 
Imports from United States ... 8, 784 742,105 
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Population, relation of trade, &e.—Continued. 


Central 


Venezuela, | Uruguay. 


Dominion 
of Canada, 


2,075,242 | 417,000 | 4,750, 000 


Population ei cccecvs.cssecssssconsnsenaseecsessonesvachossie 

Exports to Great Britain .... $1, 300, 565 | $3,283, 625 | $45, 558,555 
Imports from Great Britain. 3,028,680 | 8,131,640 | 44,657,095 
Exports to United States. .... 6, 309,580 | 2,734,617 | 39,000,000 
Imports from United States... 3,043,609 | 1,682,443 000, 000 


From the report of the commissioners to South and Central America 
I gather some remarkable facts: 

We have more trade with either Belgium, Italy, The Netherlands, 
Spain, Switzerland, Russia, China, Japan, Australia, than we have with 

the Central American States combined. We have nearly as much 
trade with Greece as we have with Chili. We sell more sewing-ma- 
chines in Switzerland than we sell in Chili, and Switzerland sells Chili 
more sewing-machines than she buys of us. 

England, France, and Germany have secured a monopoly of the trade 
of Spanish America, by the establishment of quick, regular, and cheap 
transportation, and we have lost it by neglect. For example, Bolivia 
has a foreign trade of over $16,000,000 a year, yet the name of that 
country does not appear in the tables of our Bureau of Statistics. The 
chief imports of Bolivia are cotton and woolen goods, agricultural im- 
plements, mining machinery, hardware, cutlery, clocks, watches, can- 
ned and provisions, a list which could be filled in any commer- 
cial city of the United States as cheaply as in Europe, and yet the an- 
nual reports of the Treasury Department of the United States do not 
show a dollar’s worth of commerce between the United States and that 
country. 

The most absurd spectacle in the commercial world is our trade with 
Brazil. We buy nearly all her raw products, while she spends the 
money we pay for them in England and France. In 1884, of the ex- 

rts of Brazil, $50,266,000 went to the United States, $29,000,000 to 

gland, and 000,000 to France. Of the imports of Brazil in the 
same year $35,000,000 came from England, $15,000,000 from France, 
and only $8,000,000 from the United States. 

In 1884 the value of manufactured merchandise imported into the 
several countries of Central and South America was as follows: 


$30, 000, 000 
3,500, 000 
750, 000 
2,750, 000 
3, 250, 000 
2, 800, 000 

1, 250, 000 $44. 800.000 

, , 
South America : 

E E T AIAS EIE ANIES PEEN EAE 1,500, 000 
be eee 1,700, 000 
10, 800, 000 
16, 000, 000 
13, 700, 000 
4, 375, 000 
4, 500, 000 
52, 600, 000 
7, 600, 000 
84, 900, 000 
26, 000, 000 
1,300,000 
101, 000, 000 


825, 975, 000 
. 117,113,000 


487, 388, 000 


The exports of the United States, France, and Great Britain to the 
countries named below in 1883 were as follows: 


j 
$ 


United States. | Great Britain. 


on 
— 
$ 

pi 
e 
2 


A| roobiga 
EEEE 
AEEERBEI 


The increase of the imports from Great Britain into the Argentine 
Republic in 1884 was very large, and reached a total of $38,000,000. 
There was a corresponding increase in most of the other countries. 

The following shows the Lies eso: from England, France, and the United 
States to Mexico, Central South America, the Spanish West Indies, 
Hayti, and San Domingo of cotton goods, iron and steel, machines and 
implements, and hardware and cutlery, the goods in which we excel: 


Articles. 


England. | France. | United 


Cotton manufactures... ..-| $45,733 000 | $6,215 000 | $4,563 000 
Tron and steel.............. 11,090,000 | 3,339,000 2, 810, 000 
Machinery, engines, &c. , 8,022,000 | 1,157,000 6, 820, 000 
Hardware and cutlery........ 3, 505, 000 114, 000 1,24, 000 


Total principal articles .. 68, 355, 000 | 10,825,000 | 15, 447, 000 


The consumption of cotton goods in Central and South America and 
in Mexico amounts to nearly one hundred millions of dollars annu- 
ally, and although they are so near our cotton fields, England fur- 
nishes about 90 per cent. of these 

Cotton fabrics constitute the wearing apparel of nearly three-fourths 
of those people, and they have to import all they use. 

England monopolizes this trade because of her cheap transportation 
facilities, and because her mills furnish goods especially adapted to the 
wants and tastes of the consumers, which our mills have never at- 
tempted to produce. 

It is very important that transportation facilities between the United 
States and her southern neighbors should be improved; for as long as 
the freight from Liverpool, Hamburg, and Bordeaux is $15 a ton, they 
can not be induced to pay $40 a ton to bring merchandise from the 
United States. 

There is not a commercial city in these countries where the manu- 
facturers of the United States can not compete with their European 
rivals in every article we produce for export. 

The testimony of the importing merchants of those countries shows 
that aside from the difference in cost and convenience in transporting, 
it is to their advantage to buy in the United States, because the quality 
of our products is superior, and our prices are usually as low as those 
of Europe. In this connection it may be important to consider whether 
a common standard of gold and silver coins equal in value, weight, and 
fineness in all of the countries named, and current in all of them, would 
help to increase commerce and friendly relations among them. Sug- 
gestions made by our commissioners for a common currency were favor- 
ably received by all the governments visited, including Chili; all of the 
Central and South American countries being under a.system of silver 
monometallism. 

Our neglect of the republics south of us is only equaled by our ignor- 
ance of their resources, condition, and progress. Very few of our peo- 
ple are informed as to the intelligence, enterprise, and civilization of 
the people of those countries, and very few appreciate the rapid prog- 
ress they have made in self-government and political reform. 

The report of the commissioners shows that the development of the 
southern half of South America is nearly as rapid as that of the United 
States. Immigration is flooding in, internal improvements are opening 
new and fertile fields, and wealth is increasing in a ratio enjoyed by no 
other section of the globe. 

Chili, Uruguay, Paraguay, and the Argentine Republic, almost a 
terra incognita to us, are booming like our Western Territories. In 1876 
the imports of the Argentine Republic were valued at $36,000,000; in 
1884 they had reached $80,000,000. In 1876 the merchandise brought 
to that country from England, France, and Germany was valued at only 
$18,000,000, while in 1884 it was more than $53,000,000. The entire 
imports from the United States for twenty years were $6,000,000 less 
than those from the three commercial nations of Europe for the year 1884. 

Within the last year the Government of the Argentine Republic has 
made contracts for $59,000,000 worth of railway improvements, includ- 
ing a line of road northward into Bolivia, and two lines across the con- 
tinent to Chili, so ag to bring the commerce of the Pacific slope into the 
harbor of Buenos Ayres, instead of taking it around the Straits of Ma- 


In 1874 the foreign commerce of Chili amounted to $42,000,000. In 
1884 it reached $132,000,000. From $50,000,000 to $60,000,000 in 
merchandise is imported into Chili every year, of which England fur- 
nishes over $20,000,000, France over $12,000,000, Germany over $8,000,- 
000, and the United States $3,000,000. 

Adding the imports of Brazil to those of Uruguay, Chili, and the Ar- 
gentine Republicit will be found that the aggregate value of manufact- 
ured products introduced into those four countries annually reaches 
the enormous sum of $250,000,000, of which England furnishes nearly 
one-half, France about $50,000,000, Germany about $35,000,000, and 
the United States about $17,000,000. 

We have no adequate conception of the present magnitude of these 
markets nor of their prospective value. The manufacturers of the 
United States can supply almost every article represented in that 
$250,000,000, with the exception of a few articles of luxury which we 
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ourselvesimport. The consumption of cotton goods alone amounts an- 
nually to over $65,000,000, and 95 per cent. is supplied by the mills of 
Manchester. 

To properly appreciate how much we need improved commercial 
relations with the republics of Central and South America and the 
Empire of Brazil, I present the following exhibit of the international 
commerce of the world as taken from Mulhall’s Dictionary of Statistics: 


1830. | 1810 
£88,000,000 | £113, 000,600 
37, 000, 000 66, 000,000 
33, 000, 000 56, 000, 000 
20, 000, 000 25, 000, 000 
16, 000, 000 22,000. 000 
11, 000, 000 17,000, 000 
11, 000, 000 14, 000, 000 
16, 000, 000 27, 000, 000 
14, 000, 000 20, 000, 000 
8, 000, 000 12, 000, 000 
75,000,000 | 48,0005 000 
North America.. 14, 000, 000 22, 000, 000 
British colonies 000, 000 62, 000, 000 
The world.......... AA 000, 000 


R 
g 
2 
$ 


*Equal to— 

000, 000 $2, 855, 000, 000 
000, 000 1, 695, 000, 000 
000, 000 1, 575, 000, 000 
000, 000 605, 000, 000 
000, 000 640, 000, 000 
000, 000 480,000, 000 
000, 000 270, 000, 000 
at Se ea 
000, 000 275, 000, 000 

000 


From the same author I present a table showing a comparison of 
agriculture, manufactures, commerce, and transportation among the 
leading nations of the world. 


United Kingdom. .sssesesssessessss.esse | £266, 000,000 | £818, 000, 000 £570, 000, 000 

France ee. seess: 3 444, 000, 000 494, 000, 000 }, 000, 000 

456, 000, 000 449, 000, 000 315, 000, 000 

509, 000, 000 2383, 000, 000 120, 000, 000 

322, 000, 000 210, 000, 000 128, 000, 000 

178, 000, 000 117, 000, 000 96, 000, 000 

ars 136, 000, 000 96, 000, 000 41, 000, 000 

31, 000, 000 20, 000, 000 13, 000, 000 

45, 000, 000 92, 000, 000 116, 000, 000 

45, 000, 000 40, 000, 000 121, 000, 000 

37, 000, 000 16, 000, 000 19, 000, 000 

71, 000, 000 37, 000, 000 | 36, 000, 000 

Europe....... .| 2,540,000, 000 | 2,627,000, 000 | 1, 915, 000, 000 

United States. 604, 000,000 | 1, 112,000,000 313, 000, 008° 

Yl nse<dssceebvace 58, 000, 000 52, 000, 000 46, 000, 000 
Argentine Republic 42,000, 000 11, 000, 000 21, 000, 

Australia... sss 76, 000, 000 26, 000, 000 101, 000, 000 

yn) Bp Perea R AE 3,320, 000, 000 | 3,828, 000,C00 | 2,396, 000, 000 


Transporta- 

en: Total. 
£186, 000, 000 | £1, 840, 000, 000 
000,000 | ` 1, 368, 000, 000 
110,000,000 | 1, 330, 000, 000 
63, 000, 000 980, 000, 000 
44, 000, 000 704, 000, 000 
18, 000, 000 409, 000, 000 
14, 000, 000 287,000, 000 
11.0001000 | 284, 000, 000 
6, 000, 000 212, 000, 000 
3, 000, 000 75, 000, 000 
14, 000, 000 158, 000, 000 
562,000,000 | 7,644, 000, 000 
252, 000, 000 | 2, 281, 000, 000 
11, 000, 000 167,000, 000 
4, 000, 000 78, 000, 000 
9, 000, 000 212, 000, 000 
838, 000,000 | 10, 382, 000, C09 


This exhibit furnishes the amazing and marvelous information that 
the value of the sea-going commerce of the world was in 1830, $1,610,- 
000,000; in 1840 it was $2,495,000,000; in 1850, $3,735,000,000; in 
1860, $6,705,000,000; in 1870, $9,354,000,000; and in 1880, $13,440,- 
000,000, and that the foreign commerce of the greatest commercial 
powers of the world is as follows: 


Great Britain............000 SS APE BT Read teas E ARLE DS Bape A +» $2,875, 000 
British colonies.. ` .. 1,810,000 
France........ assi 000 
Germany..... ue 

United States. nib 


It appears that our Republic, which is but little over a century old, 
is first in agriculture, first in manufactures, first in transportation, and 
fourth in commerce. These exhibits point to the grand possibilities of 
our Republic and demand that our legislation should be responsive to 
the necessities of the times and keep pace with the grand march of 
American civilization and American progress. 

If we desire to be first in commerce also among the nations of the 
world, we should make the proper effort. The first goal to be reached 
lies south of us, and is comprised in the present and future wealth of 
sa i pa of Central America and South America and the Empire 
o: n 

The conference is not only for the encouragement of reciprocal com- 
mercial relations between our country and the Central and South 
American countries, but it is also for the purpose of discussing and 
recommending for adoption to the respective governments some plan of 
arbitration for the settlement of international disagreements and dis- 
putes. Oneof the most popular and powerful words of modern times is 
‘‘arbitration.”’ Itis beginning toring throughout the civilized world 
as the harbinger of better days, when war shall be no more, and when 
“ Peace on earth, good will toward men ” shall be the grand benedic- 
tion of the age. 

Our loved and respected late Vice-President, Thomas A. Hendricks, 
said at the Democratic convention of 1884, in Chicago, as almost a part- 
ing valedictory: 

Will nations never desire a more rational umpire of differences than force? 
* * * Must blood and treasure always flow before internationz] controversies 


“ean be settled? * * * The civilization of this age demands that they be re- 


ferred to the disinterested States for settlement by friendly arbitration. * * * 


It will be a beautiful spectacle if this Republic, so strong and so secure, shall 
lead the nations in a movement for permanent peace, and for the relief of the 
people everywhere, from the maintenance of standing armies and ships of war. 


Mr, COX, of North Carolina. May IJ ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Suppose they agree on a plan of arbi- 
tration, how is it to be enforced—by force or by what method? 

Mr. McCREARY. There is no desire when we seek to cultivate 
friendly relations with republics to use force. The object of this con- 
vention is to bring together delegates from all the republics of Central 
and South America and the Empire of Brazil, for the purpose of con- 
sulting how best to promote commercial relations between this country 
and those, and how best to agree on such rules of arbitration as will 
hereafter settle international differences without war. 

Hon. John J. Crittenden, of Kentucky, said in the Senate of the 
United States: 

What a glorious hom: would this Republic render to its best principles 
by accepting the arbitration of a tribunal composed of men distinguished for 
their talents, knowledge, science, and moral worth. This would tend greatly to 
the elevation of the age. 

Ex-President Grant wrote, November 27, 1884: 


My views on peaceful arbitration in the settlement of international differ- 
ences instead of the sword have not changed. I look with confidence for an 
established court, recognized by all nations, having authority to settle differ- 
ences without resort to arms, thus rendering unnecessary the maintenance of 
standing armies, 


Victor Hugo uttered his grandest peace classic in 1849, when he said: 


A day will come when the only battlefield will be the market open to commerce 
and the mind opening to new ideas. A day will come when bullets and bomb- 
shells will be rep! by votes, by the universal suffrage of nations, by the ven- 
erable arbitration of a great sovereign senate, which will be to Europe what the 
Parliament is to England, what the Diet is to Germany, what the Legislative As- 
sembly isto France. A day will come when a cannon will be exhibited in pub- 
lie museums, just as an instrument of torture is now, and the people will be as- 
tonished how such a thing could have been. A day will come when those two 
immense groups, the United States of America and the united states of Europe 
shall be seen placed in presence of each other, extending the hand of fellowshi 
across the ocean, exchanging their produce, their industry, their arts, their 
genius, clearingthe earth, peopling the deserts, improving creation under tne 
eye of the Creator, and uniting, for the of all, these two irresistible and ins 
finite powers—the fraternity of men and the power of God. 


These great men are all dead, but it may be truly said ‘‘God buries 
the workman, but carries on his work.” Hundreds of utterances could 
be quoted in favor of arbitration from men who have become distin- 
guished on the bench, at the bar, in the pulpit, and in the army, but 
I shall give but one more. 

At the late world’s congress for the reform and codification of the 
law of nations, at Cologne, David Dudley Field offered the following 
resolution; which was unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, That this conference observes with t satisfaction the increasing 
frequency with which the nations of the world have recourse to arbitration for 
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the settlement of their utes. But while rejoicing over each separate in- 
stance of the successful ap, ion of this p: ple, it earnestly hopes that the 
time is not far distant when all civilized governments will anie to make arbi- 
tration a permanent and authoritative part of the law of nations. 


To the people of Central and South America, who haye so often felt 
the blighting scourge of war, and whose business has been depressed, 
enterprise stagnated, and treasuries bankrupted by internal feuds, the 
subject of settling international disputes by arbitration will be received 
with great favor. 

The bill does not seek to control the conference or determine what 
it shall do, butsimply to bring representative men of each government 
together, to discuss and recommend for adoption to their respective 
governments some plan of arbitration for the settlement of disagree- 
ments and disputes that may hereafter arise between them, and to con- 
sider questions relating to the improvement of business intercourse be- 
tween said countries, and to encourage such reciprocal commercial re- 
lations as will be beneficial to all, and secure more extensive markets 
for the products of each. 

While no scheme may be devised by which al] and every disagree- 
ment and dispute may be submitted to arbitration in such manner as 
to always avoid international war, it certainly will be in accordance 
with the civilization and Christianity of this age to seek to establish 
a plan of arbitration by which questions of difference may be arranged 
and settled peaceably. 

The Amphictyonic council of Greece, composed of delegates from 
each of its states, and empowered to examine and decide all their dis- 
putes, did much to preserve peace between them for many years, and 
the Achzan ieague did the same, and was often solicited even by for- 
eign nations to act as arbiter of their disputes. 

International congresses are no novelty. The Vienna congress met 
in 1814. It was an international congress, embracing Great Britain, 
Austria, France, Portugal, Russia, Spain, Sweden, and Prussia. Its 
object was a general settlement of international relations between the 
leading powers of Europe. 

The history of the Panama congress commenced in 1821, and was 
originated by the illustrious Bolivar, President of Colombia, who 
pressed it on the powers of South America. Peace was the primary 
idea, and this congress was intended to be ‘‘an umpire and concilia- 
tor in disputes and differences.” Then there wasthe diplomatic meet- 
ings or congresses of Westphalia, of Ryswick, and of Ghent. 

In latter years arbitration among nations has become more fre- 
quent. We all remember how that group of questions growing out 
of the Alabama claims was happily disposed of by the tribunal of 
Geneva. 

In 1874 the President of the French Republic as arbitrator settled 
the Delagoa Bay difficulty between Englandand Port The dispute 
between Switzerland and Italy as to the Peschiaso boundary, which 
caused a war, was settled by the United States minister as arbitrator. 
The dangerous dispute between China and Japan as to the murder of a 
Japanese captain by the Chinese on the Island of Formosa was settled 
in 1875 by arbitration. The Emperor of Russia settled as arbitrator 
the dispute between Japan and Peru, caused by the seizure in 1872 of 
a Peruvian bark engaged in the coolie trade. 

In 1879 the Italian ambassador at Washington arbitrated success- 
fully between the United States and Spain as to indemnity for damage 
done to Americans in the civil war in Cuba. I could cite many other 
cases of successful and beneficial arbitration between nations, but I 
have said enough on this subject to prove the importance of arbitration 
to all nations, and particularly to the nations of North, Central, and 
South America. 

While Ihave great respect for those who advocate a reform of our 
laws on currency and taxation, I believe that the great questions pre- 
sented in the bill under consideration should not be delayed, but 
should receive prompt action, so as to keep pace with the other im- 
portant subjects referred to. 

It is not proposed to intrust to the conference the power to make final 
and definite treaty arrangements—that would be in opposition to our 
Constitution; but it is believed that all will be benefited by a con- 
ference held under the invitation and auspices of the most emg 
ous and powerful nation of the American continent, from which as- 
semblage reports of the proceedings shall be made to the respective 
governments for proper action. 

The bill provides that the commissioners shall report the proceedings 
thereof to the President, who shall transmit the same to Congress, and 
itis believed that nothing but common good can grow out of such a con- 


ce. 

At no time since the organization of our Government has there been 
a deeper conviction of the propriety of connecting in closer relations our 
Republic and the Republics of Mexico, Centraland South America, and 
the Empire of Brazil. 

Whatever tends to bring into kindly accord the interests and aims of 
our country and those of our neighbors will be beneficial. 

The report of the commissioners appointed under the act of 1884 
shows that the people of these countries are anxious to encourage 
aoe intimate commercial relations with the people of the United 

es. 


They say in their report: 

Unless we have been completely misled by the expressions and protesta- 
tions of the ruling powers of each and every one of the governments we have 
visited, the only estrangement possible between them and us will flow from our 
own indifference and lect. Indeed, we have already lost much that natu- 
muy belongs to us from this cause, Every president and cabinet officer, every 
leading and thoughtful citizen we met, joined in the sentiment of sur- 
prise our country had taken the ini ive by this embassy in bringing about 
more cordial and hearty communication between thervarious republics and our 
own. In our effort to reach more inti į we have, then, this basis of 
kindness and desire upon the part of those we seek to reach as a foundation for 
our action., We shall plant seed ina genial soil beneath a propitious sky. 

No time is fixed in the bill for the conference. The President is fully 
authorized to arrange the conference as his judgment may dictate. 

On the 4th of March, 1889, the Constitution of the United States 
will have completed the first century of its existence. The 12th of 
October, 1892, will be the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery 
of America by Columbus. These are great historic anniversaries, of 
world-wide importance, which will probably be celebrated in a be- 
coming manner. Either of these anniversaries, or any other time 
selected by the President, will no doubt be agreeable to all concerned. 
I then confidently ask the passage of this bill. The cost is small in- 
deed compared with the great results that are to flow from the confer- 
ence. I believe if properly held it will be one of the most important 
assemblages the world has ever seen; and that its work will live in 
history and be crowned with the wreath woven for all that promotes 
liberty, improves republics, and ennobles humanity. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BELMONT. I regret extremely that Iam unable to concur 
with my associates on the Foreign Affairs Committee who advise 
the House to accept and pass the bill which requests the Presi- 
dent to invite the several governments on this continent therein 
named to join this Government in a conference, and authorizes the 
President to appoint three commissioners who shall attend the confer- 
ence on behalf of this Government, and appropriates $20,000 therefor. 
The objects and aims of the conference, as vaguely mentioned in the 
bill, are threefold. One is to discuss and recommend for adoption by 
this Government, and each of the other governments, some plan of 
arbitration for the settlement of disagreements and disputes hereafter 
arising between them. Another is to consider questions relating to 
the improvements of business intercourse between ‘‘said countries.” 
A third is to encourage such peaceful and reciprocal commercial rela- 
tions as will be beneficial to all, and secure more extensive markets for 
the surplus products of each of said countries. 

If the bill shall become a law this Government will, as befits its 
dignity and power on this continent, be the initiator of the conference, 
and will naturally be considered by the participating nations as the 
one to take the lead in formulating the propositions to be considered 
by the conference. I have seen no indication that the President has 
suggested or advised the proposed conference, and if such a conference 
is to be convened by his invitation, om the request of Con, then 
the promoters in Congress should, as it seems to me, define, with reason- 
able precision, not only the objects to be sought by those representing 
this Government in the conference but the ways and means by which 
those objects are to be obtained, including, in the outline, the conces- 
sions which our law-making power, as distinct from our treaty-making 
power, might be willing to make. 

If the conference were proposed by other governments, as was the 
congress in Panama in 1826, or if the President had initiated the cou- 
ference now proposed, and had asked the sanction of the Senate by the 
confirmation of commissioners, and of the two Houses by an appropri- 
ation of money therefor, then the President could be assumed to be in 
possession of, or to have formulated, the measures to be proposed at the 
conference, and the stipulations which, if inserted in a treaty, he would 
be willing to sign and transmit to the Senate for its action. But, in 
the present case, the initiation of negotiations to be carried on by the 
President comes, so far as I am informed, entirely from the House. If 
the conference should convene under the proposed bill, and the assem- 
bled powers were to ask our commissioners for an outline of their plan 
as regards the three topics, what reply should the President instruct 
them to make? - 

ARBITRATION, 

The first topic in the bill is arbitration. It proposes that the confer- 
ence shall discuss, and recommend, ‘‘some plan.” What plan? 
Which “di ents and disputes ’’ are to be submitted to arbitra- 
tion? Whatsortofarbitration? Those are problemsconcerning which 
the President should, by the bill, be advised, or else most inconvenient 
consequences might flow from a rejection by the Senate, or Congress, 
of a plan or system of arbitration which had been adopted by the con- 
ference on the initiation and advocacy of our own commissioners. 

What is arbitration, as understood ininternational intercourse? Vat- 
tel defines it to be ‘‘a reasonable and natural mode of deciding such 
disputes as do not directly affect the safety of the nation.” The exclu- 
sion contained in this definition is most important. It is believed that 
during the century and a quarter which has intervened since this defi- 
nition was written, no powerful government has consented, or indi- 
cated its willingness to consent generally to the reference to an arbi- 
tration, either by neutral governments or by commissioners, of any but 
secondary questions, such as claims for pecuniary compensation for in- 
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juries, questions of boundary lines, disputes over the interpretation of 
treaties, and other similar questions. Wars have been prevented by 
the mediation, or good offices, of some friendly government or govern- 
ments, but the exercise of mediation, or of good offices, is rather a 
method of conciliation than of arbitration, which last implies the power 
of definite and final decision. 

The United States, ever since the organization of their National Gov- 
ernment, and notably in the treaty of peace of 1783, have frequently 
used with great success arbitration as a method for the settlement of 
secondary questions. The plenipotentiaries to the Congress of Paris of 
1856, in their twenty-second protocol, express in the names of their 
Governments the wish that the States, between whom serious difficul- 
ties may arise, would, before appealing to arms, have recourse, as far 
as circumstances will admit, to the good offices of a friendly power. 
But there again the exceptions ‘‘as far as circumstances will admit,” 
and the employment only of good offices (which last is often a simple 
formality to bring the contending parties together) as distinct from 
arbitration, which pronounces a real obligatory judgment, are signifi- 
cant. 

It may be said that the international tribunal at Geneva was the sub- 
mission by this Government of a question too important to be called a 
secondary question, but it is to be remembered that it was by the re- 
sult of negotiations by the Joint High Commission at Washington that 
the ‘‘three rules” were formulated, which left little to be done at 
Geneva, excepting to ascertain the facts, apply the rules, and assess 
the damages. It was the decision of the British Government that war 
ought not to come out of the ‘‘Alabama claims” which led up to the 
Joint High Commission, which in turn created the tribunal at Geneva. 

The bili reported tothe House givesno indication of the class of ‘‘ dis- 
agreements and disputes’? which this Government will consent to refer 
toarbitration. Will the United States consent to confer on any tribunal 
the power to adjudge the cessions of territory by us, or the demolition 
of our fortifications, and to decree anything and everything to be done 
by us which, according to the present usages of international law, may 
be imposed upon a defeated nation by its victorsinwar? Probably not, 
and, if not, then precisely what class of questions will the United 
States say may be referred to arbitration? I=farbitration isto bea com- 
plete substitute for war, then it woyld seem essential that the jurisdic- 
tion of the arbitrators shall cover all ‘‘disagreements and disputes’? 
which may possibly lead to war. When a commotion or insurrection 
or civil war is, to the great possible injury of a neighboring nation, on 
the point of breaking out within any one of the nations to participate 
in the conference, shall the origin of the outbreak, and the claims of 
the contending parties, be submitted to arbitration, or shall the sphere 
of arbitration be limited to questions which, according to existing in- 
ternational usage, are capable of constituting legitimate causes of war? 
Will the United States consent to submit to arbitration a decision of 
the question whether or not this Government shall make an apology to 
some other nation ? 

Assuming the proposed bill to be so enlarged and amended as to de- 
clare definitely the class of questions which this Government may de- 
clare to the conference that it is willing, in behalf of itself, to submit 
to arbitration, then what international machinery shall be provided on 
this continent to ascertain the facts which underlie the dispute, and give 
judgment? Shall this international organization, for the settlement of 
“di ents and disputes,” be of a permanent ter, with au- 
thority to take immediate jurisdiction without waiting until the parties 
concerned mutually agree to submit to arbitration? Is there to be on 
this continent a permanent congress of nations, or a new international 
nation? Are the several independent nations on this continent to form 
themselves into a federation for the purpose of arbitrating disputes be- 
tween themselves? If this congress of nations is not to be in perpet- 
ual session, then by whom is it to be convened in order to deliver its 
judgment upon ‘‘disagreements and disputes’? tending to disturb the 
peace of the continent? As our own thirty-ninth Government, which 
isthe Federal Government at Washington, clasps and unfolds the thirty- 
eight State governments in the union of States, and as is intended to 
settle disputes and prevent war between them, shall there be a newin- 
ternational nation on this continent, with a congress, a court, and an 
Peer to settle disputes and prevent war between the several na- 

ons 

What limitation shall be placed upon the nature of the award and 
judgment which this international tribunal may make? 

And when the proposed bill has been amended so as satisfactorily to 
answer these questions, then will come the other question, whether the 
decisions of this new international tribunal on this continent shall have 
only a moral authority, or provision shall be made for the physical 
enforcement of the verdict. Is the new contrivance to be, in the first 
place, an appeal from force to reason, and then, if reason does not pre- 
vail, an appeal back again from reason to force? If there is to be 
armed force behind the decision of this new board of arbitration, how 
shall this force be maintained, who shall command it, and what shall 
be the limit of international expenditure therefor? 

If it be said that the proposed bill only contemplates an effort to cont 
cert measures between the independent governments on this continen- 
to exercise a moral authority between nations where ‘‘ disagreements 


and disputes” unfortunately arise, and thus settle them in an amicable 
and satisfactory manner, it may be said that this Government has al- 
ready given ample indication that suchis its wish. Butif, on the other 
hand, a chief object of the proposed bill is to urge the several govern- 
ments of the Republics of Mexico, Central and South America to agree 
on ‘‘some plan of arbitration for the settlement of disagreements and 
disputes that may hereafter arise between them,’’ but which do not 
directly concern this Government, then it will deserve consideration 
whether uninvited by those governments or either of them, it will be 
prudent for this Government to thus attempt to participate in the mu- 
tual relations of other independent governments on this continent, and 
whether, if we do thus endeavor, we shall not thereby enter upon @ 
field of effort from which hitherto our well-established policy and the 
warning voice of Washington have excluded us. 

Arbitration as a means in the affairs of individuals of obviating the 
necessity of recourse to courts of law, or inthe affairs of nations of pre- 
venting the arbitrament of the sword, has much to commend it. Courts 
of conciliaton are scarcely less effective and benevolent than courts of 
arbitration, whether in individual or international affairs. But before 
the proposed bill shall become a law ought not Congress to define the 
circumstances and conditions under which the decision of the arbi- 
trators shall not be binding? Surely an independent government can 
not be expected to be bound if the arbitrators are incapable (as per- 
haps this Government had reason to suspect in its latest arbitration of 
the fishery question); or if the arbitrators acted in bad faith; or if the 
contending parties have not been misunderstood; or if the award shall 
have been in excess of the terms of the reference; or if the decision 
shall have been contrary to natural justice. These questions and 
others like them will naturally come to the front on the assembling of 
the proposed conference, and our commissioners will naturally ask 
for instructions from the President. The law which initiates the Con- 
gress should, as it seems to me, clearly intimate to the President its 
opinion. 

ae July, 1873, Mr. Gladstone said in the House of Commons that a 
and 


general ent system of arbitration would make ‘practical 
progress, not by attempting permanent international concert, which 
would then be premature, but by ‘‘a steady adherence on the of 
those powers who are readily inclined and convinced and „on 
the subject to principle, first governing themselves by justice and mod- 
eration, and next losing no opportunity of recommending a peaceful 
settlement of disputes between nations,” 


IMPROVEMENT OF “BUSINESS INTERCOURSE.” 


The.second topic to be discussed by the conference concerns ‘‘ theim- 
provement of business intercourse between said countries.’ And here, 
again, what is to be accomplished by the President in that direction 
seems rather vague and difficult to practically deal with. Does the 
“improvement of business intercourse between said countries” imply 
and include the improvement of the means of tion by land 
and by sea? Does this Government intend to commit that large prob- 
lem to an international conference, and to hold out the expectation to 
the governments participating in such conference that this Govern- 
ment will be bound by the result of the deliberations? Or, if not, 
then should there not be in the bill a limitation and definition of the 
subjects relating ‘‘to the improvement of business intercourse between 
said countries,” concerning which a conference is invited ? 


MARKETS FOR SURPLUS PRODUCTS, 


The third object of the proposed conference is declared in the bill to 
be the enco ent of ‘‘such peaceful and reciprocal commercial re- 
lations as will be beneficial to all and secure more extensive markets 
for the surplus products of each of said countries.’? Itis to be inferred 
from this language that one of the objects which this Government seeks 
to promote is the obtaining of ‘‘more extensive markets for the sur- 
plus products of Mexico, Brazil, and the States of Central and South 
America.” It is not to be assumed that this Government will initiate 
a conference between themselves and the other Governments on this 
continent in order to monopolize for ourselves the purchase of “‘ the sur- 
plus products of each of said countries.’ It is not to be assumed that 
either of those countries will undertake to sell its surplus products to 
none else but ourselves. The purpose is, on the contrary, declared to 
be such ‘‘reciprocal commercial relations’’ as will secure more exten- 
sive markets for the surplus products of each. Whether or not all who 
dwell on this western hemisphere, or even we of the United States of 
America, would be more prosperous and better off if all commercial re- 
lations with the eastern hemisphere were prohibited or prevented is of 
course a very large question. 

Butso long as the people and the governments on this continent which 
are at the south of us shall find on the other continent, and not find on 
this continent, the surplus capital and money which they need, it will 
not be reasonable for us to hope that Mexico, Brazil, and the Repub- 
lics of Central and South America will cease to hold commercial inter- 
course with Europe, or that European holders of the indebtedness of 
those States will cease to exercise very potential influence in their af- 
fairs, and in the end control, it is feared, any conference to be assem- 
bled under the proposed bill. There is no danger that the primacy of 
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the United States of America upon this continent, which comes of their 
situation, population, wealth, enterp: 


rise, energy, and determination to 
assert their rights, will be questioned or denied. 

But it is true, nevertheless, that we seek an outlet for the surplus 
product of our skill and our prosperous labor, and for that reason we 
should welcome the enlargement of ‘‘ such peaceful and reciprocal com- 
mercial relations’? between us and the Spanish races to the south of us. 
For the same reason we should encourage similar “peaceful and re- 
ciprocal commercial relations ’’ with the five millions and more of peo- 
ple of our own race,speaking our own language, reading our newspapers, 
and living under laws and political institutions similar to our own. 
And for the same reason we should encourage ‘‘ peaceful and reciprocal 
commercial relations’? with the peoples who inhabit the islands of the 
Gulf of Mexico and the surrounding seas, which islands are now the 
colonial dependencies of European governments. But the Dominion of 
Canada to the north of us and the islands of the Gulf to the south of us 
are excluded from the arrangements contemplated in the proposed bill. 

Nothing is now so desirable for our own people as a free and recipro- 
cal interchange of products between ourselves and the people of other 
nations on this continent, But what now hinders such free in ge 
sọ much as our tariff laws? If this Government shall invite Brazil, 
Mexico, and the republics of Central America and South America to 
join us in a conference to promote such free and reciprocal interchange 
of products, what concessions in our tariff schedules is the President to 
be authorized to instruct our commissioners to propose on our part? 
The question of our own tariff will naturally and immediately come up 
for discussion and consideration. Shall, for example, our commission- 
ers be authorized to offer to the Argentine Republic to admit its wool 
into our ports free of duty? 

No one can be more sensible than I am of the great advantages which 
in our country flow from that free commercial intercourse, unvexed by 
tariffs or custom-houses, which the Federal Constitutionsecures. I wish 
by some possible and wise contrivance, those advantages now enjoyed 
by and between Maine and California, Florida and Alaska, could be real- 
ized by and between every nation and every producer on this hemi- 
sphere from Baffin’s Bay to Cape Horn. But is this Government now 
in a condition to successfully ask in a diplomatic way the accomplish- 
ment of such a result? To use Mr. Gladstone’s language, should we 


not first of all begin to govern ourselves in tariff matters with ‘‘justice 
and moderation?’ And then, too, does opinion in this House tend to 
tolerate a reform or protective system by treaties? What is to be the 
fate of the Sandwich Islands treaty and Mexican treaty? Is there not 
a disposition against the sugar arrangements of the Hawaiian Islands 
treaty to even sacrifice the great political and naval advantages which 
that treaty gives to us, situated as these islands are in the track of 
traffic between California and China, Japan and Australia? 

And if we can not successfully compete in our own jurisdiction with 
foreign manufacturers, excepting by the aid of prohibitory or impending 
tariff rates, I am ata Joss to understand how our commissioners to the 
proposed conference can convince Mexico or Brazil or the republics of 
Central and South America that we can, in their jurisdiction, compete 
successfully against those same manufacturers and offer our products 
at cheaper prices than European manufacturers can offer similar arti- 
cles. 
So far as this bill endeavors to accomplish an increase of trade by 
the exchange of products between the people of our own United States 
and the people living under other governments on this continent (in- 
cluding the colonies hereon possessed by European governments) the 
object is one which deserves encouragement and success, but it may 
well be doubted whether such an object can be best promoted by inter- 
national conferences and treaty stipulations. So far as the welfare of 
our own Government is concerned, it is to be feared, as I have already 
said, that the deliberations of an international conference between the 
representatives of this Government and of other independent govern- 
ments established and having the seat of authority on this continent, 
would be in danger of injurious interference, so far as this Government 
is concerned, by the intrigues of those in Europe who are the holders 
of so large a part of the indebtedness of Central American or South 
American States. 

It is true that the trade and commercial intercourse now existing 
between foreign peoples on this continent and other peoples are not alto- 
gether carried on with ourselves. The following statements will ex- 
hibit the population of the independent states on this continent, in- 
cluding the colonial Dominion of Canada, and the relation of trade 
carried on by them with the United States to the trade carried on by 
them with Great Britain, and the vessels in which it is carried on. 


Statement exhibiting the population of the independent states on this continent, including the colonial Dominion of Canada, &c. 


Argentine Central 
Republic. Brazil. Papaa Chili, Colombia, 
an T DOPPS ESAE EEE sdoteread chchsoase-tncesevonoyvessceuasencepesses sopesa ETEEN ERN 2, 4C6, 000 10, 108, 291 2, 900, 000 | 2, 400, 396 | 2, 951, 323 
—————————— oS Oe eee 
Exports to Great Britain. $5, 793, 965 $23, 507, 165 $6, 526, 950 $12, 977,465 $2, 166, 380 
shor Gost sree fae) Pius) Tae) Ne) ee 
to Un as 5 , 409, , 5 2, 
Imports from United States. 4,317, 293 7, 317, 293 2, 762, 531 2,211, 007 5,583, 363 
Mexico. Venezucla. Uruguay. 
Population.........ccrccorrcsarcosssceccosecncevescsscensevssovenvererseeunectsonssaspseessressseceneeesenees sesens recess senses! 9, 389, 461 447,000 
Exports to Great Britain........ 283, 
tapers ts Out baer zee Pene 
rts to Uni sesse s TH, 
Imports from United States ....seesssssssssessee 3, 043, 609 , 682, 


Total values of free and dutiable merchandise imported into the United States from Mexico and Central and South America during the year ending June 
30, 1885, with the estimated amounts of duty collected on such imports. 


Countries from which imported. 


A e acct: puesopeeptassenecceapdessoseesiacaeere 
Bolivia, Ecuador, Paraguay, and Patagonia.. 
Total..... 


essesi sesesse FER ER EERE ssesersss sern: 


Value of merchandise. Estimated 
amounts 
of duty col- 
Freeofduty.| Dutiable. Total. lected. 
$3, 154, 337 $1,174,173 $4, 328, 510 
399, 464 206, 604, 

5,173, 441 4, 093, 580 9, 267,021 
6, 149, 873 259, 142 6, 409, 015 
2, 335, 083 6, 994 2, 342, 077 
6, 267, 887 41, 693 6, 309, 580 
1,749, 632 15, 258 1,764, 890 
38, 136, 191 7,127,469 | 45, 263, 660 
pat 2, 317, 139 7,478 2, 734, 617 
753, 321 280 753, 601 
SE Ee Dimer 66, 436,908 | 13,841,128 | 79,777,496 


Total value of merchandise free of du 
Total value of merchandise subject to 
Equivalent ad valorem rate of duty on 


Free and dutiable merchandise......... 


uty. 


Aes seeseneeeeeeean ceeeeseransenensneeesereenene ees eeseen senens te: 


Seprerererrreertrtrrrttrrrittrrrtirr titi iit i treser osseresesesse nase merar sre 
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Statement showing the value of imports and exports of merchandise carried in American and foreign vessels, respectively, in the foreign trade of the 
United States with Mexico, Central America, the West Indies, and South America during the year ending June 30, 1885. 


Countries. 


RSM sis sect E T I E E R gues E AA EE A SE A EF EE NES, 
Cepvtral American States and British Honduras 


THE WEST INDIES, 


y 
San Domingo..... 
French West Ind 
Dutch West Indies. 
Danish West Indi 


E O A II PIAA E E I EIN T E EREE P AEE EF L E SAO 
United States of Colombia .. 
Venezuela ............ 
eee Republi 
ruguay 
Chili ... 
British 
PROTO eis kiana 
Dutch Guiana 
French Guiana ............ 


All other South America.. 
SOCAN. iccuce A E E E E E N EEE 
EAn a ER R NAI E A A EN a 


Total 
Exports in Exports in a 
American Foreign y 
ls. vessels, In American | In Foreign 
vessels, vessels, 

1,560, 359 88, 548, 144 $H., 402, 126 
754,551 7, 293, 080 | 2, 466,579 
8, 074, 752 931, 408 37, 050, 574 14, 261, 679 
2, 589, 694 4,621,185 5, 150, 568 12, 423, 692 
691, 113 878, 092 3, 281, 248 4,392, 220 
1, 080, 286 227,02 1,706, 750 4,071, 993 
937,566 49,135 2, 249, 312 198, 808 
752, 205 666, 768 , 171,859 1, 304, 629 

440, 463 226, 379 673, 942 379, 
150, 323 605, LLL 317, 351 


9,750,311 | 51,859,364 37, 439, 940 


883 3, 635, 410 13, 790, 181 38,790,772 

069 666, 300 5, 691, 666 2, 233, 780 

128, 394 915,215 6, 488, 268 2, R66, 903 
2, 543,715 2, 132,786 5, 882, 161 3, 122, 850 
382, 402 1, 300, 041 878, 996 3,538, 064 
1, 581, 687 629, 320 1, 872, 029 913, 503 
875, 886 764, 71 1, 266, 195 1,295, 816 
511, 585 230, 520 1; 322, 830 1, 184, 165 
277, 364 21; 654 535,576 28, 781 
81, 184 29, 660 82, 987 29, 660 
383, 740 44,271 941,964 239, 648 


76,147,418 


17,364,909 | 10,369,948 | 38,750,871 54,273,942 
30; 725,728 | 22, 435,169 | 102,590, 850 98, 582, 587 


*In addition to the merchandise stated as imported and exported in vessels, merchandisa to the value of $2, 676,354 was imported, and merchandise to the value 


of $1,981, 171 was exported “in cars and other land vehicles,” 


Until there shall be a reform of our own laws of currency and taxa- 
tion, and a plan adopted that promises permanency, there will be, it is 
feared, little hope of a successful result of diplomatic negotiations with 
the neighboring governments on this continent looking to an increase 
of trade and commercial intercourse by them with ourselves. What 
reply could our representatives make to-day when asked what our pol- 
icy about currency and taxation is to be? The theory of our existing 
tariff legislation is that our own manufacturers can only be saved alive 
against foreign competition by preventing, through a custom-house tax 
on nearly every completed manufacture, our own people from buyinga 
similar fabric ina foreign country. That tariff legislation has, it is be- 
lieved, created the very evil which the proposed bill and one of the 
proposed joint resolutions would endeavor to remove. 

One of the difficalties with which we in the United States have now 
to contend is that, by reason of our present tariff laws, we can not in 
our own workshops compete with European manufacturers, notwith- 
standing the great advantage we have from the efficiency of better paid 
and better educated labor. So long as such tariff laws shall be main- 
tained, it is not believed that any diplomatic negotiations will enable 
the United States to do in the Dominion of Canada, or in Mexico, or in 
Central America, or in South America what we can not do at home— 
which is to compete with European manufacturers, Freedom to buy 
in these communities we now have, and we can enlarge its use to any 
degree, but freedom to sell to those communities we can only enlarge 
by producing equally good articles which we will sell at least as cheaply 
as our European competitors. 

All schemes whatever for retaining a protective system and gain- 
ing foreign markets are impossible of success, no matter how many 
railways we may build or steamships we may subsidize. It will be 
seen from the statistics already given that a large part of the products 
of our neighbors to the south of us are now admitted at our custom- 
houses free of duty, but the difficulty of increasing the exports of our 
manufactured products to those countries remains, because our pro- 
tective tariff inflicts what, owing to the increased cost of manufacture, 
is in effect an export tax upon our products, which frustrates the efforts 
of our enterprising and inventive people to have more complete posses- 
sion of the neighboring markets upon this continent. 5 

The annual report of Secretary Manning to Congress, and his subse- 
quent communications on currency, taxation and tariff reform, together 
with the recent report of the Bureau of Labor, clearly indicate how and 
when a removal of the existing business depression is to come. A re- 
habilitation of silver, and a restoration of the old price of that metal 
by open mints for all comers bringing gold or silver; free coinage of 
full legal-tender coins of both metals on an international ratio contem- 
plated by the second section of Mr. BLAND’s law of 1878, and endeavored 
to be promoted by Secretary Bayard; a sound system of finance; and 
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a wise adaptation of the burden of taxation to the back that must bear 
it, will do more to open markets for our products in South America 
than will any diplomatic negotiations to be carried on by the President, 
and should precede such attempted negotiations. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have promised to give five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPs] and five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

Mr. BELMONT. Ibelieve I had the floor. This evening is set apart 
for tributes to the memory of deceased Representatives of the State of 
New York. We can not get through with the bill before 50’clock. I 
ask general permission that gentlemen have leave to print in the REc- 
ORD remarks on this bill. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. I will not object to leave being granted 
to individual members who desire it, but I object to this wholesale 
permission. 

Mr. DANIEL, and Mr. COX, of North Carolina, asked permission to 
print remarks in the RECORD upon the pending bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCREARY, I yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS]. 

Mr. BELMONT. I believe I have the floor. 
is about time the committee should rise. 

Mr. REED. Let the question be submitted and let the committee 
dispose of it. 

Mr. BELMONT. I withdraw my motion that the committee rise 
and yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. PHELPs], five minutes. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, two minutes will be all that I need 
to congratulate the friends of peace and progress that the same bullet 
which destroyed the administration did not kill the measure which it 
inaugurated and was engaged in successfully prosecuting. 

Six years ago the administration of President Garfield, eager to ob- 
tain these same results, namely, to promote arbitration and to increase 
commercial intercourse between the United States of America and the 
Republics of Mexico, Central and South America, and the Empire of 
Brazil, promulgated this as the best method to accomplish the pur- 


It appears to me it 


pose. 

But party spirit ran so high that the great advantages of this confer- 
ence could not crush out partisan jealousy, and the measure did not re- 
ceive that universalsympathy and aid whichits merits deserved. Now, 
if we may judge from this report of a Democratic Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, which is substantially unanimous, and from the different bills 
developing this same idea which have come from both sides of this 
House, trooping toour committee-room, both parties recognize its value, 
and we may expect hereafter the support of the whole people. I grate- 
fully accept the aid of the other side in carrying out this project, and 
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I know that to-day the countries I have mentioned buy three hundred 
and fifty millions of foreign produce; and I know that wesell them only 
forty-five. And I know thatif the plan so well developed by Secretary 
Blaine had been at that time completed, those figures would be far dif- 
ferent. But, all the same, I look hopefully forward and with this 
Democratic co-operation shall struggle to carry to an end this measure, 
which will promote arbitration and increase commercial and friendly 
intercourse between us and our southern sisters on this western conti- 
nent. [Applause.] 

Mr. Will the gentleman answer this question: Why was 
Canada left out of this happy family ? 

Mr. PHELPS. For the reason that the gentleman who was then 
Secretary of State was aware of the fact that this Government could 
not invite dominions, or colonies, or dependencies of any kind, but 
must address its invitations to powers which exist in their own auton- 
omy. [Applause.] i : 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, withholds his remarks for revision, 
[See Appendix. ] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
aoe BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I hope that before the committee 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BELMONT] that the committee now rise. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 45, noes 27. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were refused, only 14 gentlemen voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN] be allowed five minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask for the regular order. If this matter is to be 
debated it will extend indefinitely. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the committee deter- 
mines to rise. 

Mr. REED. Tellers have been ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair announced that a sufficient number 
had not voted to order tellers. Only 14 gentlemen voted in the affirm- 
ative. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 


the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole | perso: 


had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7884) authorizing the 
President of the United States to arrange a conference for the purpose 
of promoting arbitration and encouraging reciprocal commercial rela- 
tions between the United States of America and the Republics of Mex- 
ico, Central and South America, and the Empire of Brazil, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Publie Lands, 
by unanimous consent, reported beck with a favorable recommendation 
the bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VIELE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now take a recess 
until 7.30 p. m., in accordance with the resolution heretofore adopted. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 o’clock 
p. m.) took a recess until 7.30 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House reassembled at half past 7 o’clock p. m., and was called 
to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, as Speaker pro tempore. 
The Clerk read the following: 
SPEAKER'S Room, Washington, D. 0., February 8, 1887. 
an hereby comers Ton ied oe of Tennessee, to preside as 
er urin i on. 
penker pro tempore g evening’s sess LaO CE 


Hon. Jons B. CLARK, Jr., 
Clerk House of Representatices. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chaplain will offer prayer. 
_ Rev. W. H. MILBURN, Chaplain of the House, offered the following 
prayer: 


Almighty and everlasting God! we devoutly bless Thee for the long 
line of brave and honest men who through nearly a century haye made 
the Halls of Congress illustrious by their devotion to the highest in- 
terests of this Republic! And aswe are gathered to-night to commem- 
orate the virtues and the energies of some of the members of this House 
who have de ed from us and passed to the unseen world, we pray 
that the fire of patriotism may glow in every breast and that every one 
of us may fecl like devoting ourselves to the highest welfare of the land 
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with all our power of brain, thought, influence, and grace! We beseech 

Thee, O Lord! to bless the men who shall speak to the House to-night 

concerning our departed friends! As it is said that. republics are un- 

grateful, may we cherish the recollection of those who are gone, and 

may we ourselves deserve perpetual memory by the singleness and sim- 
licity of our motives, the fullness of our service to thecountry! We 
umbly ask through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under 
which the House assembles this evening. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, February 8, 1887, at 7.30 o'clock p. m., be assigned for 
the consideration of resolutions relating to the late Messrs. Arnot, Beach, and 
Dowdney, late Representatives in this House from the State of New York. 


DEATH OF HON. JOHN ARNOT. 


Mr. MILLARD. I submit the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has received with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. John Arnot, late a member of the House of Represent- 
atives from the State of New York, and tenders to the family and kindred of 
the deceased the assurance of sympathy in their sad bereavement. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that opportunit; 
may be given for fitting tributes to the memory of the deceased and to his emi- 
nent public and private virtues. $ 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to transmit to the family of 
the deceased a copy of these resolutions. 


ADDRESS OF MR. MILLARD. 


Mr. MILLARD. Mr. Speaker, ata meeting of the New York Con- 
gressional delegation recently held I was directed by its chairman, Mr. 
Hewitt, to present to the House at this time the resolutions just read. 
It now becomes my sad duty to ask for their consideration and to -join 
in paying the last official tribute to the memory of my deceased col- 
league. 

Scenes like this have become so frequent during the present Congress, 
they seem almost to constitute a part of the regular proceedings of the 
House. The list of our departed associates is indeed along one. Of 
the three hundred and twenty-five Representatives elected to the Forty- 
ninth Congress who a little more than one year ago appeared and an- 
swered to the first roll-call the seats of eleven have been vacated by the 
hand of death. Eleven of our number have died. With them ‘‘life’s 
fitful fever is over.” Their work on earth is accomplished, and they 
have passed beyond the reach of all human praise or blame. 

In the death of John Arnot I can not but feel that I have sustained a 
mal loss. He was not only my colleague, but my neighbor and 
friend. We entered Congress at the same time, and the Congressional 
district he represented at the time of his death comprised a portion of 
the constituency I had the honor to represent in the Forty-eighth Con- 

In the few remarks I may be able to offer at this time, I can 
not hope to do justice to his memory, yet were I to remain silent I 
should not only do violence to my own feelings, but disappoint many 
of my constituents who were his admirers and life-long friends. - 

John Arnot was born at Elmira, N. Y., March 11,1831. He sprang 
from good stock, being the second son of the late John Arnot, a native 
of Perthshire, Scotland. In early life the father left his Scottish home 
to seek his fortune in the new world, and while a young man came to 
Elmira, then a small village in the southern tier of New York. He 
was a man of great business energy and financial ability, and did more 
to develop the resources of Southern New York and Northern Penn- 
sylvania than any man of his time. The elder Arnot died several years 
ago leaving surviving him three sons, Stephen T., John, and Matthias. 
John was educated at a private school, and upon the death of his father 
became the head of the Chemung Canal Bank, one of the largest bank- 
ing houses in the southern tier of New York. In early life he married 
Miss Hulit, daughter of the late Hon. Charles Hulit, a woman of cult- 
ure and refinement, to whose beauty of character and patient courage 
he was largely indebted for his success in life. 

That the people of the twenty-eighth district of New York in 1882 
should select him to represent them in Congress was one of the most 
natural things in the world. For many years he had been its foremost 
citizen, popular with all classes, a man of great wealth but with a 
heart as big as his fortune. No man in all Southern New York was 
better or more favorably known. For thirty years he had been identi- 
fied with the growth and prosperity of his beloved city, and there was 
no spot in all the world he loved so well. It was at Elmira he was 
born, and it was there all the busy qan of bis life had been spent. If 
he had loved her she had honored him in return. For three succes- 
sive times he had been chosen president of the village, and afterithad 
become a thriving and populous city he was frequently elected to the 
office of mayor. 

John Arnot at the time of his death had entered upon his second 
term in Congress. So satisfactorily had he performed the duties of 
his high office and so greatly was he beloved his second nomination 
and election was practically without opposition. Though residing in 


a doubtful district, the Republican Congressional convention which 
met at Ithaca in the autumn of 1884 made him its candidate by unan- 
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imously indorsing his nomination. He made no claims to statesman- 
ship. He was not a debater or in any sense a parliamentarian. 
think his voice was never heard in the discussion of any public ques- 
tion upon this floor. Protracted debate wearied him, and he was al- 
ways impatient for the call of the previous question. But for all this 
he was an able man, thoroughly posted upon all important questions, 
and his vote and influence always to be found on the right side, 

John Arnot was a strong partisan, but he never permitted his party. 
obligations to interfere with what he deemed to be a conscientious per- 
formance of official duty. Public life in Washington has many tempta- 
tions, and there are few who have occupied high official positions here 
that have escaped the charge of corruption or venality in some form 
or other. Ch of this character are often'made against public men 
without the slightest foundation; but no breath of detraction ever tar- 
nished his name or dimmed the luster of his public life. The 
honesty of his vote was never questioned; his integrity was unimpeach- 
able and uncorruptible? As was said of the late lamented Haskel, one 
of our distinguished associates in the Forty-eighth Congress, ‘‘his lips 
were too white to tella lie and his hands too pure to accept a bribe.’’ 

The twenty-eighth Congressional district of New York is one of the 
re ae and most important in the State, rich in agricultural resources 
and extensive manufactures. Cornell University is within its bound- 
aries. To fitly represent such a people and such a constituency its 
representative was required to be not only a man of ability, but he 
must correctly reflect the views of his district upon all great public 

uestions, such as the tariff and the financial policy of the Government. 
pon these questions Mr. Arnot was thoroughly informed and out- 
ken. Upon all such questions he desired not only to represent the 
views of his constituency, but to do what he deemed to be for the best 
interests of the American people. The last time we ever saw himalive 
was when he came here from a sick bed in Elmira to record his vote 
against the passage of a measure which in his judgment was hostile to 
the welfare of millions of our people. 

Sir, I have spoken of Mr, Arnot’s early life and his valuable public 
services. I now desire to speak briefly of him as a private citizen. 
Though he was many years my senior, I knew him intimately. Few 
poe men were more highly esteemed or universally beloved. From 

father he had inherited a large fortune, but it was neither his 
wealth nor his official position that endeared him to the hearts of the 
people. He was the manliest of men, the most delightful of com- 
panions, and the truest of friends. He was everywhere a welcome 
visitor, and always unassuming and considerate of the rights of others. 

It is written, and upon occasions like this often said, and well said, 
that ‘‘an honest man is the noblest work of God.” Such a man was 
our honored and beloved associate. In all the multifarious and com- 
pæ dealings with his neighbors and fellow-men he was scrupulously 

onest and upright—his word as good and a little better than his bond. 

In the summer of 1882 his name begun to be mentioned in connection 
with the nomination for Congress in his district, but official position or 
public life had no charms for him, and it was not until he had been 
twice put in nomination that he would consent to stand as a candidate. 
The contest was the hottest ever known in the district. He had fora 
competitor an able man, one of the best political speakers in the State, 
and with a splendid record as a soldier in the war of the rebellion; but 
to defeat such a candidate as John Arnot was an impossibility. There 
was scarcely a poor man or woman in the district he had not befriended 
at one time or another. If in destitution or overtaken with sudden 
misfortune they went to him for assistance, and they never returned 
empty-handed. How many sad hearts he made glad by his open-handed 
generosity no one ever knew but himself. 

With him it was always more blessed to give than receive. If I were 
asked to name the chief characteristic of John Arnot, I should unhes- 
itatingly say his unbounded liberality. The history of such a life is 
written in this one word, the sweetest and best word in all the ancient 
or modern languages. Why should such a man, so kind, so generous, 
so noble-hearted, not be permitted to live out the time allotted to men ? 
Why should such a life, so valuable to society and the state, be thus 
shortened? I confess I am unable to comprehend. 

On the 20th of last November, at his home, in Elmira, Mr. Arnot 
died. He had not been in good health for the past year. In the an- 
tumn of 1884 he met with an accident which well nigh proved fatal. 
From its effects he had never fully recovered. His death, though not 
wholly unexpected, was a greatshock tothe people of his district. They 
knew that he was sorely ill, and had been compelled to leave his offi- 
cial duties here in the middle of the session, but they hoped and prayed 
for his recovery. They longed to see him upon the street again. Said 
his distinguished competitor for the election to the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, during his illness, ‘‘ Although he defeated me for Congress I 
would take off my shoes and walk to Washington in my bare feet to 
restore him to health.” 

Colonel Baxter but expressed the feelings of hundreds of Mr. Arnot’s 
constituents, but it was not to be. No human skill could bring him 
back to health. As the sun was illumining the eastern horizon on that 
beautiful November morn the heart of our beloved associate ceased to 
beat, and he sank to rest surrounded by those he loved best—his family. 

In the death of John Arnot Southern New York lost its most valua- 


ble citizen, the State and Nation a faithful public servant, and every 


I| member of this House a genial and true friend, Greater men have 


lived and died, but none more justly esteemed or universally loved. 
ADDRESS OF MR. HISCOCK. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to pay a tribute of respect to 
John Arnot. 

He was one of the most distinguished sons, one of the most influential 
citizens, of the State of New York. 

He entered upon life surrounded by every advantage that may be 
possessed in this Republic. A member ofa wealthy and distinguished 
family, it was not necessary for him to acquire, but only to utilize the 
means already at hand for his development. He was not forced to 
struggle for place and position, but hardly a less difficult task was be- 
fore him, to hold that to which he was born. I have not said this to 
detract from his merits, but rather to illustrate them. Too often is it 
that such early advantages as those of Mr. Arnot are possessed at the 
expense of the energy, force of character, and personal habits necessary 
to success, and the development of a worthy character and manhood. 

Mr. Arnot did not become weak because action and energy were un- 
necessary. He was not insensible to the claims of his neighbors, friends, 
his city, and the State upon him, though the honors they might be- 
stow were unnecessary for his happiness or pleasure. He was ever kind 
to the poor, though he had never felt the pain of their necessities. He 
extended a helping hand to those struggling to position, although he 
had ever it, 

In the society and municipal affairs of his native town he always had 
a deep interest, though little likely to be personally affected by them. 

Possessed of the means that would have established him in a broader 
and more conspicuous field, he chose rather to work out his life prob- 
lem where it commenced; and in that section of our State—in respect 
to its area, population, wealth, and education, a State of itself—no man 
has more im himself or been held in higher respect or esteem 
while living, or, now that he is gone, in kinder and more respectful 
memory by her people. 

He engaged in vast business enterprises (not because accumulation 
was necessary or for the sake of accumulating), and honesty and con- 
scientiousness marked the transactions of his business career. He was 
a man of unquestioned integrity. In those official positions to which 
he was called at home his administration was characterized by a firm 
and steady purpose to accomplish the greatest possible good for his 
poopie. He was a public-spirited citizen, a warm friend, and open- 

ded in relieving the distressed, 

As a Congressman we knew him here, and the highest compliment 
was paid him by his constituents. Though a member of the Demo- 
cratic party he was elected from a Republican district, because they 
knew that party ties would not be strong enough to hold him from 
faithfully representing them in his votes; that prejudice nor 
party necessities would swerve him from faithfully voicing their views 
and convictions. And, sir, their confidence was not misplaced. He 
never hesitated to balance the chances or weigh the effect upon him- 
self; of strong convictions, he quickly responded to the expectations of 
those he represented. 

Though belonging to a great political party he was not its slave, and 
would not surrender at its call his opinions and the interests of his 
district. But few of his type mark our Congressional history, and I 
bow my head in honor and reverence to him. 

His virtues will long be remembered in Southern New York. He 
was a worthy representative of a great State, and his duty to her was 
never obscured, but he honestly, faithfully, and promptly discharged 
the trusts reposedin him. His associates in this House will remember 
him as genial and generous, a man of positiveness, always trustworthy 
and painstaking, and with a thorough comprehension of those questions 
he was called upon to deal with. We remark his absence, and appre- 
ciate that a strong man has gone from us. 


ADDRESS OF MR, VAN EATON, 


Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with our lost 
friend and brother began in this way: Soon after my election to the 
Forty-eighth Congress a valued friend and prominent citizen of Missis- 
sippi said to me one day that he had an old friend of his Yale College 
days, who, like myself, had been elected for a first term, whose ac- 
quaintance he thought I would find pleasant, and to whom he gave me 
a letter of introduction. That letter I handed to John Arnot at the 
Democratic caucus the Saturday night before the meeting of Congress. 
Though years had since they had met, he was greatly pleased 
to hear from his old friend, and much interested in all that related to 
his situation and prospects. 

The acquaintance thus begun soon ripened into friendship, and I 
found him at first what he was ever, warm-hearted, genial, generous, 
and frank. He was eminently calculated to win and retain friends; 
he had great positiveness of character, and was very pronounced in his 
likes and dislikes. He despised shams, show, and pretense, while 
struggling merit, howeyer lowly, found in him a fast and unfailing 
friend. His ideal of what man ought to be was very high, and I think 
it may be truthfully said his daily life and conduct squared fully with 
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hisideal. While he loathed thearts of the quack, the trickster, and the 
demagogue, he had infinite faith in his kind and a living trust in the 
future. 

This faith and trust colored all his life, and, coupled with his bound- 
less generosity, made up one of the loveliest characters I have ever 
known. The needy and the suffering never appealed to him in vain, 
nor did he wait for appeals; he was ever seeking opportunities of doing 
good, which he always preferred to do ‘‘by stealth.” On one occasion 
Ispoke reprovingly to him of his indiscriminate acts of charity, and 
referred to the danger that much hegave might be unworthily bestowed. 
His reply was characteristic; it was to the effect that he might make 
some poor sorrowing sufferer glad, and he would take all the chances 
in that hope. 

All that tended to make men and women better and happier found 
in him a firm and unwavering friend, not in words and professions, for 
of these he was chary, but in acts that would be performed and bear 
fruit while others were hesitating; and to-day while we pause in the 
greatrush of the affairs of every-day life to pay what I am sure isa 
heartfelt tribute to his memory, the name is legion of those who have 
abundant cause to mourn his loss and lament the death of him who 
had been their friend in time of sorest need. 

I know it is commonly said epitaphs and tributes of this kind study 
only to.speak well of the dead, but in this case it is simply impossible 
to speak truthfully without speaking words of praise—words which, 
to those who did not know the subject of them, would appear extrava- 
gant panegyric. The character of our friend, which I am attempting 
so imperfectly to portray, he maintained in all the relations of life. He 
did not have one face for the world and another for those where that 
world was shut out, but he was the same to all. 

As a legislator he was ever loyal and fearlessly true to what he De- 
lieved to be right, and during his term here he made warm friends of 
his associates, and that without regard to party affiliations. In a 
word, he was a just, good, true man, and of him as much as of any 
man ay of us have ever met I believe it may be truthfully written 

t he was 


One who loved his fellow-men, 


There are others who knew him longer and more intimately than I 
did, and for them it is more fitting to speak of him and his character 
more minutely and at greater length than I should do. 

I may be permitted to say I loved him. He was my friend, as he 
was the friend of mankind, and I have sought this opportunity in all 
humbleness to drop a tear to his memory, to place a modest flower on 
his bier. 

ADDRESS OF MR. FELIX CAMPBELL. 


Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, it is, I think, no small 
testimonial to the character of a man of whom it can be truthfully 
said that the tributes to his memory are none the less genuine and 
sincere than those which greeted his pathway while yet among us. 
For human nature has a kindlier side when recalling the traits of those 
who have gone before, and blends with generous intent opinions tem- 

by the hand of sorrow. Yet I think it will be conceded that the 
thoughts and feelings associated with the man whose life and charac- 
ter we are considering to-night were as kind and fervent while he was 
still among us as those which followed him to the grave, and that no 
more beautiful tribute can be woven to his memory than is comprised 
in many of the utterances passed upon him before his days were num- 
bered. 


Mr. Arnot was a singularly plain man—plain in that he was direct, 
open, sincere, and without disguise, with an inherent force of charac- 
ter inherited from ancestors who were pioneers in the development of 
two great States, and whose qualities in no small degree gave vigor to 
the conservative and steady methods which characterize the soil from 
which he sprang. Amid the surroundings of his childhood were in- 
stilled principles and feelings which remained with him through life— 
a broad sense of right, marked freedom from prejudice and illiberality 
of thought, a power of friendship strong in grasp and beautiful in its 
loyalty, and, above all, a gentleness and serenity of heart which lent 
sunshine to his presence and welcome to his voice. He was of positive 
conviction and determined purpose, but with a simplicity of bearing 
and modesty of expression thoroughly in keeping with a nature foreign 
alike to obtrusive assertiveness and unseemly ostentation. Indeed, to 
many minds the simplicity of this character was its chief charm. It 
was candid in all its attributes and generous to the last. 

Charles Lamb once said: 


The greatest pleasure I know is todo a good action by stealth and have it 
found out by accident. 


Mr. Arnot had no such thought. He cared not whether his good 
deeds were known or not; he gave because the giving made the recipi- 
ent, and therefore himself, happy. His motives were high, and were 
born of a nature too deeply imbued with the spirit of the golden rule 
to permitan act in the doing of which was commingled any selfishness. 
The esteem in which he was held by his neighbors and the confidence 
which they re in him could be illustrated in no better way than 
in the honors which they thrust upon him. 

When the now flourishing city of Elmira was but a village he was 


its honored head, and subsequently when chartered he was elected 


mayor, and re-elected so long as he was content to serve the people 
among whom he had lived all his life, and who looked to him as the 
sponsor of their trust and rectitude. It is four years since he was nom- 
inated for Congress by the Democrats of a district which contained a 
Republican majority of over 3,000. His personal following was so 
great that he was elected by a majority equal to that ordinarily given 
to the Republican candidate. In Congress he so discharged his duties 
that he was renominated by both of the political parties and re-elected 
without opposition, 

It is unnecessary, I take it, Mr. Speaker, to dwell at length on the 
estimation in which he was held by his associates on this floor. To his 
labors here he brought the same direct methods of thought and the 
same just principles which characterized his business career, and hissub- 
sequent administration of the affairs of the city in which he lived. 
Careful and considerate, he commanded respect for the force and liber- 
ality of his views, as he appealed also to the warmer side of human 
nature by a radiance of heart which never lost its luster, For at least 
a year before he died his health was poor. He bore suffering with 
Christian fortitude, and as the shadows closed about him spoke of an 
abiding confidence in the wisdom of the Supreme Being, to whose sum- 
mons we must all inevitably bow. 

The good which this man did lives after him in the recollection of 
the many to whom he was a protector and a friend; it is written in the 
records of the charitable institutions to which he gave unstintingly of 
his means, and in the activity of the benevolent enterprises which he 
was pleased to stimulate and promote. 

May the gentle and generous influences which his association engen- 
dered long survive; and in the heavenly sphere, where contention is no 
more, may rest and peace and happiness be his for all time. 


ADDRESS OF MR. CURTIN. 


Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘Forgive us our trespasses as we forgive 
those who trespass against us” might be a rule of action; but “Love 
thy neighbor as thyself” is a still higher injunction, whether it comes 
from inspiration or drops from the lips of Divinity. I have never in 
my life known a man who followed that precept more rigidly than did 
John Arnot. I would not exalt our friend as a t orator or states- 
man. His voice was never heard within this Hall during his career 
except to vote; yet around that man there gathered more affectionate 
devotion than ever fixed itself upon any man that I have known since 
my presence in the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, when a man dies who never fulfilled much of the per- 
sonal and relative duties of life, who never loved his neighbor as him- 
self, who never gave of his means in open-handed charity, there is little 
thought of it; and there is just about as much thought of a man of that 
kind as there ought to be. But when a good man dies there is an ach- 
ing void in the society in which he lived, in the neighborhood that he 
served, in the hearts of the friends to whom he was kind, and the poor 
who were the objects of his benevolence. 

I would not speak of John Arnot other than as an honest man, equal 
to all his trusts—a man who had the confidence of the community in 
which he lived. When he died all that community was gathered at 
his funeral, and there was real sorrow, because a true friend of humanity 
had passed away. The rich who knew that he was an honest man, the 
poor whom he had sustained and supported, the representatives of the 
institutions of charity to which he had been liberal all his life followed 
him to the grave, and there wasrealsorrow. In thatcommunity there 
is to-day a void. 

Mr. Speaker, a statesman may die, and for a time much may be said 
of him; of his eloquence, of his good works, and the like; but he is soon 
forgotten. There are plenty of statesmen in this country, I do not 
know but that there are more than there might be, certainly as many 
as are useful; and when one after another drops out their places are 
filled by others quite their peers and equals, and it is not, therefore, 
that a nation should mourn for the deceaseofa man. That is of little 
amount. Itis in the course of human affairs, just as we stand con- 
stantly in these Halls and in the States. 

But the great tribute to the memory of a man is the effect he has on 
the community in which he lived. I say no man has been in this Con- 
gress since my presence here and had the honor of a seat on this floor 
that had around him more devoted friends than John Arnot. I was 
so much his friend that I can searcely speak of him without emotion. 
Tam not equal to it. In all my life, and it is drawing to a close, I 
never knew a purer man. I never knew a kinder man; I never knew 
a man more constantin his friendship, more dignified in his resentment 
of wrong, or more willing to do his duty relative to his family and his 
community and to the state. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Iam notmagnifying the man. I havesaid ofhim 
what I believe; and whilst I have had much to do with the affairs of 
the country, have been with men of all classes in my life, I know full 
well that of this man I am pronouncing no eulogy beyond that which 
is proper. I use no language which I do not think belongs to him and 
to his memory, and I offer to his memory the homage of my gratitude 
for the life of the man, and with the belief that he is happier now than 
we are to-day, 
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Mr. opake must fulfill our duties, for none can tell when the 


portals of this Hall will open and the grim monster will come in and 
seize another victim—to-night, to-morrow, who knows? We should 
be ready. 

Mr. Speaker, all humanity is of one family. Ibis made up of the 
living and the dead, and those who go before us cast their benefactions 
upon us by their good works in life, and it is reserved for us when we 
are to follow to so dispose of our works to our country and our friends 
that when we go we too will leave an example to those who may come 
after us, and whilst that may be forgotten, and our names unknown 
as members of this august and distinguished body, but when our good 
names come to those who follow us in the circle of our friends where 
we live, they will feel the benefactions of a just and upright life. That 
is all John Arnot did. That, gentlemen, is all you can do. Just do 
it; your friends will be satisfied; your memory will be cherished, and 
the Almighty God will bless you. 


ADDRESS OF MR. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with 
a time-honored custom, this evening has been set apart by the House 
of Representatives to afford us an opportunity of testifying our regard 
for the memory of those whom the angel of death has summoned from 
our midst, 

While perhaps there are men more widely known, yet there are 
few men whose lives, after the last page has been written, will bear 
as close a scrutiny as that of our friend and colleague, John Arnot, and 
show so little, if anything, to hide or excuse, so much to commend, 
reflect upon, and take pattern by. That life was spent in the half 
century and more of its lively continuance in one spot, Mr. Arnot’s 
birthplace and the scene of his death being almost identical, something 
that in this shifting, moving, restless country of ours is uncommon 
and unusual, but the influence of that life was of wide extent, reach- 
ing far beyond the confined limits of his city, county, district, and 
State. 

From his earliest childhood Mr. Arnot was one by himself, exhibit- 
ing those cs that marked his whole career; winning love 
and consideration in his youth that he held until his latest breath, 
and that remains and will remain attached to his memory forever. 
His family, one of the wealthiest and most prominent in the ‘‘southern 
tier” of New York, and, indeed, of the whole State, were identified 
with the old Whig party. He himself was always a Democrat, there 
being something in the principles of that party appealing to his gener- 
ous nature that could never see any difference in his fellow-men, what- 
ever their position or condition in life. He had the pleasurable satis- 
faction, long before the founder and head of the family died, of seeing 
them all come to his side in politics, and adopt the principles and senti- 
ments that he had held from boyhood. 

It might be said, and with truth, that Mr. Arnot’s whole life had 
been a public one. In youth, after a good common-school education, 
and a brief season spent at Yale College, where, however, he did not 
graduate, he was called home in 1852 by his father to assist in the 
management of a very estate, his own especial duties being con- 
nected with the conduct of the Chemung Canal Bank of Elmira, largely 
owned by his family. This has always been a strong and influential 
concern, but Mr. Arnot, by his advent in its management, added toits 
character an element seldom possessed by great moneyed concerns, 
that of a generosity toward the business interests of that whole region, 
acare and consideration for its credit, that in periods of distress and 
depression carried it into prosperous times with fewer disasters than 
occurred to any other section anywhere in the land. 

It is a matter of record that in the distressful periods of mercantile 
depression that marked the years of 1857 and 1873, times that have 
but once or twice been paralleled in the business history of this coun- 
try, the city of Elmira and the large region depending upon it, or upon 
which it depended, with the immense interests in coal, iron, and lum- 
ber, were entirely free from such disastrous failures as were frequent 
in other parts of the country. 

This favorable state of affairs can be directly traceable to Mr. Arnot 
and the Chemung Canal Bank. The foundationsof the bank were laid 
deep, and the whole region could and did lean upon it trustingly and 
confidingly. It is the simple truth that in those troublous times not 
one single man who went to Mr. Arnot for help was ever turned away 
empty-handed. His large nature the whole monetary situa- 
tion, and he was unwilling to have distress fall upon the humblest. 

Of course when the tide turned and the sun of prosperity once more 
shone over the land, Mr. Arnot reaped largely where he had sown so 
plentifally. He deserved todo so. But not alone in money did the 
return come to him, and I am inclined to think, knowing what I do 
of him, that he valued that less than he did the abiding love and affec- 
tion of the whole community that were equally the result of his 
thoughtfulness and generosity. 

At another time, in indications of distress and unhappiness, Mr. Ar- 
not’s position and feelings were no less markedly shown. In those 
early days of the war, in the midst of distrust, suspicion, and appre- 
hension, his whole personal influence and the monetary influence and 
assistance of the bank were thrown by him unhesitatingly and firmly 


on the side of the Union and the Government. Its funds were always 
ready and available in times of emergency and need in forwarding the 
means taken for the undivided preservation of the country. 

Can it be wondered at, then, that whenever Mr. Arnot came before the 
people for an elective office he never had any real opposition? He 
served three terms as president of the board of trustees of the then 
village of Elmira in 1859, 1860, and 1864, being only twenty-eight 
years of age when chosen for the first time, and each time his election 
was practically unanimous. When Elmira was made acity, in 1864, 
he was elected its first mayor and served in the same capacity in 1870 
and 1874. These were the only public offices he held until he was 
chosen a member of this body in 1882. 

That election so peculiarly shows how Mr. Arnot was held in the es- 
timation of his fellow-citizens that I can not help but refer to it par- 
ticularly. His district was then composed of the counties of Chemung, 
Steuben, and Allegany. Allegany County, as every one knows, wasthe 
birthplace of the Republican party and it could always be counted upon 
for a majority on that side of at least 2,500. Steuben County sympa- 
thized strongly with its neighbor and was good for the same organiza- 
tion by at least 2,000 majority more. Chemung County, although nat- 
urally Democratic, was sometimes ‘‘ mighty uncertain.” Our friends, 
the Republicans, in the canvass had pominated a brilliant young law- 
yer who had a splendid war record and had made a State reputation by 
his campaign hes. A 

As I have said, the struggle was a bitter one, but the result not, per- 
haps, astonishing. Mr. Arnot’s majority in the district was upwards 
of 4,000, and he carried every election district in his own county but 
one, and every county in the district. In the next canvass, although 
the district was reconstructed, there was no nomination made against 
him, an event that attracted national attention. 

I recall these things to our memories as the best commentary I can 
make upon the life and character of our friend, as showing that some- 
times party ties and party lines are very weak when brought into con- 
tact with a strong personality that is backed by personal affection and 
based on gratitude. 

We all know the record that Mr. Arnot made in this assembly. The 
qualities that bound to him so tenaciously the great body of his con- 
stituents endeared him to every member here who came in personal 
contact with him, and gave him among those who knew him only by 
reputation a place that it would be an envied pleasnre for any one to 
occupy. He was the intimate and the associate of the best in this 
House, and therefore of the best in the land, and was speedily recog- 
nized as their equal and peer. 

It might be expected and it will be found that the kindly feelings of 
Mr. Arnot, which in large business’ operations take the name of gene- 
rosity, were in smaller things exhibited, in away that wecall charitable, 
His private gifts, from which he could never expect the slightest return, 
wereenormous. It seemed impossible for him to turn any one away un- 
satisfied who asked for help. The extent of these givings was never in 
any sort measured until after his death, and the unobtrusiveness with 
which they were made may somewhat be estimated from an illustration 
with which I have become acquainted. 

A very old and poverty-stricken couple, the husband more than eighty 
years of age and blind, and the wife closely approaching the same period 
of life, froze to death within a few days of Mr. Arnot’s demise. He by 
the wayside in the midst of a severe snow-storm, while out seeking some- 
thing to provide warmth and food, and she while awaiting in her home 
his return. It was then ascertained for the first time that for years 
they had been the constant and regular recipients of the bounty of our 
friend. The hand and good heart that had protected and provided for 
them had been too suddenly withdrawn. No one can tell into how 
many households where there was want, sickness, and the disabled dis- 
tress entered, although it is to be hoped not in such terrible shape as 
this. when our friend died. 

When such a heart as this stops beating is it any wonder that in the 
community that was blessed by its throbs genuine tears of sorrow flow 
and a void be made that can never be filled? 

Mr. Arnot was too young a man to die, and, as is often the case, his 
career of usefulness and beauty was too brief. I say career of beauty, 
for there is nothing more beautiful to me than the life of such a man. 
Provided with abundant means, unobtrusively but nevertheless just as 
certainly, with a heart singularly free from envy, hatred, malice,and all 
uncharitableness, he went about doing good. Where there were tears 
and sorrow he caused smiles and gladness to come; oftentimes his hand 
made mourning less grievous, and by his tenderness caused the shadow 
of death to be less darkand gloomy. If the man who where one blade 
of grass grew caused two blades there to spring up deserves immortality, 
what can be said of him who chases away a tear and puts in its placea 
smile? 

Mr. Arnot, springing from the sturdy Scotch stock, was too young to 
die, and fifteen years too short of the allotted years of man’s existence. 
But a man even of exceptional ruggedness could not well have success- 
fully withstood the physical shock that Mr. Arnotsustained two years 
ago last October. It will be remembered by the most of us that at 
that time, in opening the vault of his bank one morning, there was an 
explosion of gas therefrom, and he was thrown across the room fif- 
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teen feet or thereabouts, striking against the desk, and at thesame time 
was severely burned about the head, face, and hands. 

At this time he wasa splendid specimen of physical manhood, but he 
never recovered from the shock. We who saw him during the first ses- 
sion of this Congress know how earnestly he tried to perform his duties, 
and know, too, how rapidly his constitution was being undermined. It 
was no therefore, although as greata grief when the information 

` was received the latter part of last November that he had passed from 
among us and was no more. 

We and other public bodies with which Mr. Arnot was connected 
may formal resolutions of respect, sympathy, and regret, and the 
world will wag on its old cold way as though the sod covered all that 
there was of our friend; there will be disaster and prosperity, shadow 
and sunshine, clouds and rainbows, as though he had never existed, but 
in that community where he lived and was loved for many a day and 
year there will be sincere mourning, and the mention of his name will 
for many a generation conjure up memories of deeds of kindness and 
thoughtfulness that mayhap may prompt others following in his foot- 
steps to emulate his example and live the life that he lived. He can 
not be forgotten, and even if he is, it can not be said of him that he 
lived in vain, for he was an honorable and honest man. 


ADDRESS OF MR. WILKINS. 


Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Speaker, John Arnot was my friend. I be- 
came acquainted with him early in the first session of the Forty-eighth 
Congress. 

The acquaintance formed thus early in our legislative careers ripened 
into a warm and generous friendship, which was never interrupted by 
a yyer word or an unpleasant incident. 

, sir, I can not permit this occasion to pass without joining with 
his ayns peoi dee who knew him longer and better perhaps, t join- 
ing with them in paying a tender tribute to his memory. 

His death occurred at his home in Elmira, N. Y., on Saturday morn- 
ing, November 20, 1886, resulting doubtless from serious injuries he 
had sustained by an explosion of gas in the vault of the Chemung 
Canal Bank, of which he was the managing officer. 

The injuries he then received proved nearly fatal at the time, but care- 
ful nursing and a robust constitution tided him over until the sunset 
of the year. 

a sore recovered from the shock he had received. When he re- 
turned to his seat in the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, it was 
a subject of common remark he was not the same John Arnot as before. 
At times during this session he would rally and seem to grow stronger, 
encouraging the hope for his ultimate restoration to health, but for 
months prior to his death his rapRlly failing strength gave unmistak- 
able evidence the end was near. 

John Arnot was born March 11, 1831, and was therefore nearly fifty- 
six years old at the time of his death. Fourteen years less than the 
three score and ten allotted to man by the psalmist were measured to 
him. 


Cut down in the days of his ripening manhood, who can tell—with 
his immovable integrity, with his rare fidelity to every public trust, 
noble minded, true hearted—who can tell what he might not have at- 
tained in the councils of the nation had he been spared in the vigor of 
his manhood. 

In his own home city, where he had lived all his life, among those 
who knew him from infancy to boyhood, from boyhood to manhood, 
generous, just, and kind-hearted, he could reach no higher place in 
their hearts. 

Respected by all who knew him, venerated as a benefactor by hun- 
dreds who have been the recipients of his bounty, none loved him bet- 
ter than those who knew him best. The grief of his people was un- 
mistakable. 

Sir, it was not my good fortune to know John Arnot as he was 
known by his neighbors and friends, who have enjoyed his friendship 
for years, and the hospitalities of his home; but, sir, the press of the 
city of Elmira, irrespective of political voice the sentiment 
of his people, before-whom passed in review every act of his private life, 
and who sat in judgment upon every movement in his political career. 
They feelingly and eloquently bear witness to-day to the uprightness 
of his life and the sterling integrity of his character. 

That his personal and public life merited the confidence of his people 
isevidenced by the fact that he could at any time have any office within 
the gift of the people of his city. 

Sir, he was thrice elected president of the town of Elmira, and after 
it became a city he was chosen its first mayor, and was subsequently 
elected to the same office for two successive terms. 

In 1882 he was nominated a candidate for Congress, but declined the 
proffered honor; a second convention was held a few days before the 
election. Yielding to the earnest solicitation of friends in all political 
parties he was again nominated, and notwithstanding a large adverse 
majority was overwhelming elected. Again in 1884 he was renomi- 
nated by his party, indorsed by the opposition, and unanimously 
elected. He served his constituents in Congress with honor and dis- 
tinction, His judgment was as sound as the impulses of his heart were 
generous. 


John Arnot was a man of great kindness of heart; his charities were 
boundless. So much was this so that it wasa proverb in his city to 
say, ‘‘As generous as John Arnot.’? And I hesitate to speak of these 
things, for I knew him so well that I know if he were to be consulted 
he would much rather this distinguishing virtue should be passed over 
in silence. 

Everybody in want went to him; churches with depleted treasuries, 
societies, and individuals, and, as my friend from. New York [Mr. MIL- 
oe. said, ‘‘No deserving person came away bapa Pps 

ashington he was always doing some good and generous 
I a personally of many of his charities; but no one ever knew 
the good he did. Fortunately ‘‘his purse was as big as his heart.” 

He was asafe counselor, an incorruptible public servant, an able, con- 
scientious Representative. 

Ido not know that I need say more of his public life than that he 
was faithful to every public trust. His judgment was sound, and his 
intellectual methods were based upon such personal experience as had 
brought success, 

In his family relations the kindness he manifested everywhere was 
here amplified. His home was his refuge-place from the storm and 
worry of life, the abode of mutual self-sacrifice. 

He leaves a wife, two sons, and a daughter. May God bless and 
comfort them in this their great bereavement and teach the children to 
emulate the yirtues of a distinguished father! 

The wife loses a faithful, loving husband; the children an affection- 
ate, devoted father. The city of Elmira loses her foremost citizen; 
the country a safe, able, conscientious, and patriotic tative. 

Mr. MILLARD. I move the adoption of the resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to, 


EULOGIES ON HON. LEWIS BEACH, 


ee VIELE. Mr. Speaker, I submit the resolutions I send to the 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That this House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Lewis Beach, a. tative in Congress from the State of New York. 
all other business be suspended in order that fitting tributes of 


respect mi ma; paid to his memo: 
chet these rooplutbena bo communicated to the family of Mr. Beach. 
ADDRESS OF MR, VIELE. 


Mr. VIELE. Mr. , these resolutions.are offered for the con- 


memory 

i e. Mr. Beach was born in the city of New York on the 30th 
March, 1835. In that city his early boyhood was spent, and 
poe accomplished the preliminary education he entered 
the Yale Law School where he graduated in the year 1856, at the age 
of twenty-one, was admitted to the bar the same year, and commenced 
the practice of law in the city of his birth. 

In 1861 he removed to the town of Cornwall, Orange County, New 
York, where he combined with the practice of law the, to him, genial 
pursuit of farming, following the example of many ill 
At the same period he devoted a portion of his time to literary pur- 
suits, contributing many interesting and instructive articles to various 
periodicals and newspapers. In fact his mind was always active in 
matters connected with the varied interests of life, and he gave a great 
deal of time to the study of social problems, especially the laws of sani- 
tation. He subsequently published a history of the town of Cornwall. 
Having shown a warm interestin public affairs he was elected a super- 
visor of the town in 1869, and filied other public positions. 

In 1880 he was placed on the Presidential electoral ticket, but hav- 
ing received the nomination for Representative in Congress from the 
district in which he resided he resigned his placeon the electoral ticket 
and was subsequently elected a member of the Forty-seventh Congress 
and was re-elected to the Forty-eighth and to the Forty-ninth Con- 

It was near ihe close of the first session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress that, after having devoted himself with untiring assiduity to 
his duties, he found his health impaired, and had he yielded in time 
to the solicitations of his family and friends he could probably, by tak- 
ing a respite from his arduous labor, have recuperated his energies ; 
butsuch was his conscientious devotion to his duty that he under- 
took to fight off the insidious approaches of disease until it was too 
late for him torally from its effects. He had barely strength to retarn 
to his home when he was overtaken by the dread destroyer. 

The peculiarity of Mr. Beach’s character, and that which marked his 
whole career as a member of this House, was his steadfast adherence to 
his convictions of the right in spite of all opposition, from whatever 
source it came. 

No argument, no inducement could persuade him to swerve for an 
instant from the course he had marked out for himself to pursue. No 
Representative could possibly be more devoted to the interests of his 
constituents. 

No member of the House was more industrious and indefa le in 
his efforts to fulfill all the duties of his position. ‘The first in his seat 
and the last to leave it, he followed with assiduity every detail of 
legislation, scanned every measure, and watched every resolution. 


men. 
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But, above all things, he was almost painfully conscientious in regard 
to any delays in the transaction of the public business. He felt that 
those measures that related to the interests of the country at large 
should at all times take precedence over the claims of private individ- 
uals, no matter how just they might be. For his efforts in this respect 
he acquired the temporary ill-will of many who felt annoyed at the per- 
sistency with which he interposed objections to what he regarded as 
obstructions of the ordinary business of the House. And yet no one 
fora moment doubted the sincereity of his motives. To those who 
knew him best he did not hesitate to express the feelings of sorrow and 
regret at the pain and annoyance he knew that he caused to others by 
the discharge of what he considered his solemn duty to the country. 

He was almost morbidly sensitive in regard to what he considered a 
loss of time in the transaction of the public business caused by obitu- 
ary proceedings. He believed that it was the duty of Congress to set 
apart the Sabbath day for such exercises as being more appropriate to 
the occasion and as a great advantage to the public business. Having 
by a careful calculation ascertained that in one session alone nearly a 
month was lost by the motions and exercises incident to the death of 
deceased members, he offered a resolution that all such proceedings 
should take place on the Sabbath, and if his spirit is allowed to know 

' what we are now doing it must rejoice that his death has in no manner 
impeded the course of legislation. 

No man possessed a more kindly disposition, a warmer heart, or a 
more generous nature. To do an act of kindness was to him a source 
of the deepest pleasure, and he was always ready to go out of his way 
to serve another without feeling that he thereby conferred an obliga- 
tion. He always had a pleasant word for any one, and never spoke a 
harsh word exceptin denunciation of an act of wrong or injustice. In 
his domestic relations he was beloved as a husband and father, and his 
whole time was divided between his devotion to his family and to his 
official duties. He knew no pleasure or enjoyment beyond them. 

Among his immediate friends and neighbors Mr. Beach was warmly 
esteemed. The triple life that heled of farmer, lawyer, and legistator 
brought him into close relation with all classes of people, and all weg 
in him a ready and willing counselor and friend. He 
intuitive knowledge of the wants of his constituents, and the hats 
blest among them never sought his advice or assistance in vain. With 
these brief remarks, Mr. Speaker, I yield to others who may perhaps 
have known him longer, although I doubt that any more fully sppr 
ciated than myself the sterling qualities, both of mind and heart, tha 


he possessed. 
ADDRESS OF MR. BACON. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I should fail entirely to express the sen- 
timent of the district which Mr. Beach formerly represented in this 
body did I not take advantage of this opportunity and this time to 
bear public witness to the feeling of profound grief with which the an- 
nouncement of Mr. Beach’s untimely death was received throughout 
the whole section of country in which he lived. By his faithful serv- 
ices to the interests of his constituents Mr. Beach had elevated himself 
from the position of a newcomer in that country, an unknown man, to 
the place of the most prominent resident of his district. 

His people had learned that no claim they could make upon his serv- 
ices was refused, that no man was too humble for him to recognize or 
help, and no man’s position was such that it was possible for him to be 
awed or in any way disturbed by his denunciations. 

It happened to him that he was selected to run upon the Democratic 
ticket for Representative in Congress from that district at a time when 
the district was in much disorder and there was no little difficulty in 
the Democratic party. He was elected, though almost at the time of 
his election unknown to a large portion of his constituents. By the 
time he was elected a second time, so faithful had he been to their in- 
terests, so attentive to their demands, that if was almost impossible to 
find a man willing to contest the election with him, and his election 
therefore from the first was a foregone conclusion. 

Again, and contrary to all precedents in my district, contrary to all 
rules of parties since it has been a district, Mr, Beach was nominated 
a third time, and elected without serious opposition. 

No one, sir, seemed to be in better health, no one in the fullest vies 
of life could have rendered more faithful services to his people; and his 
saad came as suddenly upon his constituents as it did unhappily to 

em, 

I was present at his funeral at his modest but exceedingly beautiful 
home. I saw gathered there men from all portions of his district, men 
who lived upon the banks of the Hudson where it is almost as wide as 
a sea, and men who had their homes up in the monntains where the 
trees bridge across the streams that find their outlet through the capes 
of the Delaware. I saw there men who were mechanics and men who 
were merchants. I saw there bankers, brick-makers, and saw there 
also, above all, and perhaps more numerous than any other class, the 
veterans of the war, and I saw the evidence on all sides of a deep per- 
sonal bereavement. 

The district has had no more faithful servant; it can have no more 
beloved one at anytime. Itis not my place, itis not within my power 
to tell this House how he performed his public duty inthisplace. But 
I can not pass the opportunity of bearing to this House the message of 


sympathy in the grief which it feels from the persons whom Mr. 
Beach represented as a member upon this floor. 


ADDRESS OF MR. HENDERSON, OF IOWA. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it is a sad duty to pay 
tribute to the memory of a dead colleague. But this duty becomes 
lighter when one can speak withont reserve and with candor touch- 
ing the merits and the character of the departed Representative. 

Though a sad duty on this occasion, still it is mingled with pleasure, 
since our deceased friend possessed those qualities of head and heart 
a invite the freest and fullest commendation from those who knew 

I had the pleasureof knowing well Mr. Lewis Beach, of Cornwall, N. 
Y. Prior tothe Forty-eighth Congress Idid not know him personally, 
but during the long sessions of the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Con- 
gresses he and I, with our families, lived in the same house; and as mem- 
bers, so to speak, of a common household, and of the two Congresses 
named, I came to know him intimately. 

I knew him as a representative of the people, as a neighbor, and as 
a friend. As a legislator he had some critics, but no enemies; some 
whom he annoyed, but none whom he angered. No man, perhaps, in 
the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth interfered more with 
legislation than did the deceased; but I am clear that this was always 
done with a conscientious desire to do what he conceived to be his duty 
to the He was an independent man and fearless, but his highest 
ambition seemed to be to bravely prevent an unnecessary and unwise 

ure of the public money. 

e aspired in a marked degree to represent the agricultural and the 
laboring interests, and this aspiration had for its foundation sincerity 
and zeal. Such men are often called demagogues. Those who knew 
Mr. Beach best will acquit him of being that, and concede him sin- 
cerity, zeal, and courage in making the objections whiche so often 
thwarted us all in our efforts at legislation in this body. 

There were few harder workers in the House of tatives than 
Mr. Beach. He was always at his post of duty in saa hona; and 
hardly a night was he absent from his desk, slight iah the greatest 
patience and industry. He attended to the correspondence with his 
people, and sought in every way to meet their wishes in the thousand 

details which so fully tax the strength and patience of a Repre- 


sentative of the present day. 

His nature was kind and his di agin obli ae wate eng e aA 
purposes, clean ongan, and nature, his un- 
varying good genial pata aac presence always 


temper, his 
pleasant and welcome to his friends. 
He was a partisan, but this was only visible in the field of 


| political conflict, and at moments when brave men should assert their 


honest political convictions, He never needlessly obtruded his polit- 
ical views upon those differing from him in politics; and in the parot, 
in the home, and in all his social relations dropped the politician 
and became the ial, companionable gentleman, and the warm- 
hearted, obliging fri 

Though he was strong in his district, preity ged ate factor in this 
House, rae Sega highest compliment that I can pay to his memory 
is to say that his greatest strength was in hisown home. He was fond 
of pleasure, but he wanted his family to share his pleasure with him- 
self. He was fond of society, but it never had charms or strong attrac- 
tions for him unless his own family formed a of the social life. 
When not absolutely called away by his public duties hisevenings were 
always spent with his family. His workshop was there; the family 
was his republic; and he sought to make each member of it independ- 
ent and happy. He whowill honestly speak plainly of the simple life 
of Mr. , bringing poe his every-day acts, and opening his whole 
Ulase aor saw that life, will pay the highest and most eloquent tribute 
to his memory. 

He hasbeen missed by us all; his district will have difficulty in find- 
ing a more faithful Representative; and none but the stricken hearts 


DEATH OF HON. ABRAHAM DOWDNEY ANNOUNCED. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That in the death aas Hon. Abraham Dowdney, late a Representa- 
onal district of the State of New York, that district 
and State have lost an able, conscientious and faithful servant and the country 
ot safe, intelligent, and prudent legislator and a public-spirited and patriotic 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to transmit a copy of these 
resolutions to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, ‘That asa further mark of respect the House, at the conclusion of 
these ceremonies, do adjourn. 


ADDRESS OF ME. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the solemn duty of de- 
livering a eulogy on the memory of a beloved friend, the Hon. Abraham 
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Dowdney, is assigned me this evening. An office which I fear I can not 
fulfill with full credit to the name of the deceased. 

In my humble way, I rise in my place to pay such tribute as Iam 
able to the character of him whom I esteemed in life, and whose name 
I revere in death. 

Since the assembling of the second session of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress the messenger has called our fellow-member of the twelfth district 
of New York from the bosom of his family. Mr. Abraham Dowdney, 
whose career will be the subject of my brief remarks, was stricken down 
without warning or apprehension, on the evening of December 10, while 
entering the house of his sister in New York city. His death, though 
very sudden, found him not unprepared. He was identified with the 
Catholic Church, and devoted himself to his religious duties with char- 
acteristic earnestness and zealous devotion. It was only on the day 

revious to his death that he bade me good-bye on the floor of this 
ouse feeling in good health and cheer, and started for his home to at- 
tend to private matters needing his attention there. 

The next morning I was apprised by telegram of his death. Thus 
‘tin the midst of life we are in death,” and none of us upon our brief 
pilgrimage here below can lift the veil which closes out the ‘‘ unknown 
realm’? where the king and the serf meet upon an equal basis; from 
whence the Reaper cometh with his scythe to cut down his weeds and 
his flowers. 

But one fact we all know, our hour must come, do what we may to 
ward off the mysterious touch which stills forever all joys, all sorrows, 
all strifes, all conflicts, all hopes, and all earthly aspirations. Amid 
this stern truth we realize a nameless comfort in the thought that every- 
thing away—the stars, the dust, and the granite rocks; but, as 
Bulwer beautifully expresses it, 

To rise upon some fairer shore, 
And bright in Heaven’s jeweled crown 
. To shine forever more. 

Mr. Abraham Dowdney was born in Ireland, and came to this coun- 
try when quite young. After finishing his studies in the publieschools 
of New York he apprenticed himself to a plumber, and mastered his 
trade at the early age of nineteen years and embarked in business for 
himself. Impelled by duty to espouse the cause to which he adhered, 
he left his home and business to face the dangers, trials, and priva- 
tions of war. Assuming the responsibilities devolving upon a captain, 
he proved an efficient, brave, and praiseworthy officer. Alwaysscrupu- 
lously careful of the feelings of others, even at the sacrifice of his own 
feelings and interests, he made firm friends wherever fickle fate chanced 
to cast his lot, irrespective of the congeniality of clime or the people 
with whom he was thrown in contact. 

A few years after his return from the army Mr. Dowdney was mar- 
ried to Miss Mary E. Crimmins, sister of John D. and Thomas E. 
Crimmins, the well-known contractors in New York city. She died 
eight years ago, leaving two interesting children; two years later he 
married Miss Lellie Purcell, daughter of Dr. John Purcell, formerly of 
the Seventh ward, New York city, The fruit of the second marriage 
was four boys. The widow and all the children survive him. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege and duty as the friend and associate 
of Mr. Dowdney to say he possessed the keenest sense of honor, which 
word, in its fullest acceptation, means the reflection of a man’s own 
action shining like the sun in the face of all about him and from thence 
rebounding upon himself. 

Hence, it is my sacred duty to publicly proclaim the virtue of him 
who in life was the builder of his own name, and who, upon being 
taken away by relentless death, left behind him a monument of deeds 
more lofty than the prondest gifts known to the books of heraldry. 

In 1881 he was selected to become school trustee in the Nineteenth 
ward of the city of New York, which position he occupied in so satis- 
factory a manner as to give unanimous approval; unsought and unso- 
licited he was prevailed upon to accept the nomination and election to 
the Forty-ninth Congress. 

He was the candidate of all factions, and was selected to harmonize 
the conflicting elements within his party. 

Moulding his opinions into such shape as to give offense to no man, 
showing in every action the magnanimity of an expansive mind un- 
shadowed by prejudice, guile, or malice, he attained the highest hon- 
ors it was within the power of his constituents to bestow as an acknowl- 
edgment of his worth. The strife and turmoil of public life was 
uncongenial tohim, His delicacy of feeling and extreme modesty suf- 
fered at every turn in conflict with selfish politicians who were more 

wordly wise than he, yet not more ardent in purpose. He therefore 
declined a renomination to the next Congress, hoping after this session 
to pursue the even tenor of home life in the midst of a happy family, 
when, suddenly, in the zenith of his manhood, God saw fit to close his 
career on earth. 

Each man was sent into the world to do his own work; to bear his 
own burdens; to form his own principles; to maintain the laws of God, 
and respect the laws of man. Our deceased friend was not only a God- 
fearing man but a philanthropist. Truth is violated by falsehood, and 
it may be equally outraged by silence. So the highest praise that can 
be-awarded in this case is simply to say he was an honest, upright, and 
just man. 
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Mr. Dowdney’s life critically reviewed leaves no trace of uncertainty 
in the minds of those who knew him. He was prepared to be led by 
the shadowy hand into the presence of the never-erring Judge. 

All that breathe 
Will share thy destiny. The gay will laugh 
When thou art gone, the solemn brood of care 
Plod on, and each one as before will chase 
His favorite phantom; yet all these shall leave 
Their mirth and their employments, and shal! come 
And make their bed with thee. As the long train 
Of ages glide away, the sons of men 
‘The youth in life’s green spring, and he who pn 
In the full strength of years, matron and maid, 
The speechless babe, and the gray-headed man— 
Shall one by one be gathered to thy side, 
By those, who in their turn shall follow them. 


ADDRESS OF MR. VIELE. 


Mr. VIELE. Mr. Speaker, the announcement of the sudden death 
of our lamented friend and associate, Abraham Dowdney, was received 
with feelings of utter incredulity; and even now it seems almost im- 
possible to fully realize the fact that he has passed forever from the 
scenes of busy life, in which he took such an active part. He was in 
the very prime of life, and a wide field of usefulness and honor was 
opened out for him in the future. He was a typeof many of our 
worthy fellow-citizens, who, born in a foreign land, came to this country 
in their boyhood, and growing up under the auspices of our free insti- 
tutions, have given to the home of their adoption a love and allegiance 
so true and loyal as if it were their birth-place. 

His life was one of uninterrupted activity; with earnest and untir- 
ing effort he trod the paths that lead through industry to competency, 
and yet not forgetful of his obligations as a citizen he gave a large por- 
tion of his time gratuitously to the duties of an office of the public 
schools. On the breaking out of the war he organized a company of 
soldiers, and at a large pecuniary sacrifice left his business and went 
into the field. ‘ 

The loyalty to his country thus promptly shown was the key to his 
whole character, for he was loyal and true in every relation of life. 
Representing so far as individual possessions are concerned the wealth- 
iest constituents in the United States, his personal feelings were nev- 
ertheless absorbed by the interests of the poor. 

None among them ever appealed to him in vain. The circunrstances 
which brought him to the House of Representatives were not of his 
seeking. He accepted the trust as he would perform any other duty. 
simply because he considered it hisduty. He never sought or desired 
the applause of the multitude, nor did he expect to receive through 
popular plaudits any return for the services it might be in his power 
to render to his fellow-citizens. A man of innate modesty of charac- 
ter and demeanor, he felt much more the responsibilities involved in 
holding a public position than of any honor it might bring to him per- 
sonally. All who remember him on this floor will recall his earnest 
attention to every subject under discussion. 

His opinions were formed on a careful examination of the questions 
at issue, and they were generally characteristic of a mind that con- 
scientiously weighed all the facts presented, and decided only after ma- 
ture deliberation, and when his conclusions were once arrived at they 
were unalterable. Unobtrusive almost to diffidence, he had nó false as- 
pirations or selfish ambition, and yet no Representative possessed a 
warmer regard or a greater degree of confidence among his constituents 
than Mr. Dowdney had secured for himself through the sterling traits 
of character that belonged to him. No one could doubt this who saw 
the multitude that gathered in the great cathedral of the metropolis on 
the occasion of his obsequies. 

The vast temple was filled with mourners, whose illy suppressed feel- 
ings testified to the sincerity of their sorrow. It was indeed an im- 
pressive scene. The softened rays of varied light that poured through 
the limned windows, the solemn requiem from the deep-toned organ, 
the priests in their robes of sanctity, the long procession of acolytes, 
the burning tapers, the incense from the golden censers, all gave testi- 
mony that the plain and unostentatious man was as much to the church 
as the highest and most conspicuous in the land. And that church re- 
ceived his remains with the deepest love and veneration, to be cher- 
ished and remembered in its daily intercessions so long as prayer shall 
be offered to the Throne of Grace and Mercy, and so shall we, his friends 
and associates, keep his memory green. 

His generous nature and kindly disposition can not soon be forgotten, 
He has gone before, but is only waiting for us to follow, waiting where 
the angels wait, beside the shining river. May we all hope to leave 
behind us as kindly remembrances, unalloyed save by sorrow and re- 


gret. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, when these memorial services were ap~ 
pointed by the body, the Hon, Abram S. Hewitt, of New York, wasa 
member of the House. Expecting to withdraw to another field of pub- 
lic labor before the arrival of the day set for these services, he asked 
and obtained permission to submit in writing at this time some re- 
marks in honor of his late colleagues. Those remarks he has placed in 
my hands with the request that í should read them for him to-night. 
It is to me a gratification to comply with this request, not only ont of 
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deference to the wishes of Mr. Hewitt, but because of my very sincere 
respect for the memory of those whom his remarks commemorate. 


ADDRESS OF HON, ABRAM S. HEWITT. 


The fact that within a brief period three members of the New York 
delegation have been stricken down by death, and that they all belonged 
to thesame political party, naturally arrests attention, and appeals to the 
imagination as something out of the usual course of nature. With the 
exception of Lewis Beach, no one of these members was a man of con- 
spicuous mark in the House, but they were all greatly respected, and, so 
far as they were known, beloved by their immediate associates. In re- 
gard to Mr. Beach I shall have but little to say, because I am informed 
that his career and his services will be fully recounted by other mem- 
bers; but I do desire to say in regard to him that he was a thoroughly 
honest man, who not only had convictions but the courage of his con- 
victions. Hehad carefully matured his opinions, and with him it was a 
matter of conscience to adhere to what he regarded as the very truth, 
without turning aside for expediency or temporary success. It has been 
thought that his range of statesmanship was too narrow for the broad 
field of duty spread out before the House, which is to determine the des- 
tinies of the country, and to deal with questions of the test interest 
of this and succeeding generations, I think that Mr. , at times, 
tound his principles in conflict with the immediate interests of his con- 
stituents. When he was thus embarrassed he never failed to make clear 
what he regarded as the sound view for the whole country, but he usu- 
ally cast his vote so as to represent the wishes of the people who sent 
him here. This conflict of conviction with the duty which a Represent- 
ative undoubtedly owes to his district often detracted from the weight 
which his opinions otherwise would have had with the House. 

Again, he thought that the rules of the House were sufficient for the 
conduct of its business, and that the public interests would better be 
subserved by a rigid maintenance of the rules, with only such excep- 
tions as were made necessary by unforseeable contingencies. His habit 
of objecting to the suspension of the rules was therefore founded upon 
an opinion deliberately formed, that in this way he could best serve 
his people and the country. Through his long term of service he 
was most diligent in his attendance on the House, and all would 
admit that he cast his vote and his influence from motives of the high- 
est honor, so as to preserve a conscience void of offense. 

Thedeath of Mr. Arnot had been forsome time expected by his friends 
and neighbors. He was aman of very different type from Mr. Beach, 
not less honorable and conscientious, but more inclined to accommodate 
himself to surrounding circumstances and the immediate demands of 
the hour. Although allied with the Democratic party, the tie which 
bound him to it was not of principle so much as a conviction that in 
the long run the Federal Government would be more economically and 
purely administered by the party which had finally given it shape and 
direction. The condition of his health naturally interfered with his 
regular attendance in the House, so that he may be said not to have 

or exercised any substantial influence in reference to legisla- 
tion. On critical questions dividing the parties he was as apt to be 
found on the one side as the other, and hence he came to be ed 
not so much a partisan as a fair-minded man who could be relied upon 
to do what was expedient at the moment and trust to the future for a 
more permanent policy. His popularity in his own district was with- 
out limit, and it is a striking evidence of the personal regard in which 
he was held in this House that his presence at rare intervals diffused 
a genial sunshine, tending to remove the asperities of party differences 
and to bring about that era of good feeling which in the main has been 
so remarkably preserved in the Forty-ninth Congress. The memory 
of Mr. Arnot, as well as that of Mr. Beach, will therefore long be held 
in great respect by the members of this House who had learned to know 
their virtues, and who had found in them only those faults which are 
incident to the personal character of every member. 

I propose to enter into the career of Mr. Dowdney a little more 
at length, because of the three members he was the least known to 
his associates in the House, and his modesty had kept him from show- 
ing the sterling qualities of mind and heart which made up a manly 
and admirable character. To me personally he was unknown until 
after his election to Congress. At first I was disposed to wonder why 
a man of such quiet and reserved temper and habits should have been 
selected for a position which requires force, courage, and intellect; but 
as I came to know him better, I saw that he possessed a solid stratum 
of sound sense which could be relied upon in every emergency to lead 
him to a sound decision and to honest action, I think his peculiari- 
ties of character were largely due to the influence of a good mother to 
whom he was passionately attached, and for whom his love and respect 
increased to the last hour of his life. 

Abraham Dowdney was born in Youghal, in Ireland, the native 
place of his mother, in the year 1840. He was the son of an English sea 
captain, a man of some means and of great energy of character. His 
father’s family had long lived at Topsham, in England, but his mother 
continued after her marriage to reside in Ireland, where the family were 
born. When he had reached the age of eight years his father met with an 
injury at sea, which resulted in his death within two weeks after being 
landed at the nearest port in England. There were four children of 


whom Abraham was the eldest. They remained in England for several 
months, in order to settle up the modest estate of the father, but when 
this was accomplished Mrs. Dowdney returned to Ireland, where the 
family resided until Abraham was thirteen years old. He passed the 
interval at school, where he seems to have been a diligent student, and 
to have shown, not only great fondness for books, but a general intel- 
ligence which made him a favorite with the officers of the garrison 
stationed at Youghal, so that they often made a companion of him in 
their little excursions, and doubtless gave him larger views of the 
world than he would otherwise have He lived in a romantic 
country, the home of the Desmonds, made famous by song and tradi- 
tion, and filled with the scenes of many a hard-fought conflict. He 
had a taste for nature, and wandered among the hills at his own free 
will, developing that honest spirit which never deserted him through 
his subsequent career. 

An illustration of his personal self-reliance is to be found in the fact 
that, having fallen from a tree and broken his arm, he went directly 
to the doctor and had it set and properly bound up, and then returned 
to his home, saying nothing to his mother as to what had happened, 
so that she first learned of the accident by the inquiries of others who 
knew how the boy must have suffered. At the age of twelve he calmly 
signified his intention of going to America to seek his fortune. His 
mother was quite willing to accommodate herself to his wishes, as she 
had a brother residing in New York, who was anxious that she should 
join him with her little family, and especially with the bright and intel- 
ligent lad who had not only made himself beloved by his companions 
but had shown aspirit of self-reliance in action and in argument which 
gained the respect of those who were older than he was, and who fore- 
saw thesuccess of the career upon which he was about to enter with an 
honest soul, a clear head, and with hands ready to turn themselves to 
any work that might come for them to do. 

His self-reliance was made manifest even in the embarkation of his 
family at Liverpool, so that the captain remarked that if he had been 
twenty years of age he could not have shown more judgment in the 
management of the troublesome work of getting the family and their 
possessions on board the ship. On the voyage over, owing to a careless 
accident, a fire broke out on board the ship, which our little emigrant 
was the first to discover and to give the alarm. When help ultimately 
came, he was found stamping ‘‘for all he was worth” on a piece of 
tarpaulin which he had thrown over the flames. The captain and the 
officers were immensely gratified, praised him highly, and told him that 
he was, as he had proved himself to be, a brave boy. 

This event made such an impression that the officers, when they came 
to New York on subsequent voyages, were in the habit of calling on 
the family and of ascertaining how their little protégé was making his 
way in the world. He was soon apprenticed to a plumber, but after 
working at the trade for about a year he became dissatisfied and told 
his mother that he was tired and disgusted with the business. She 
immediately made arrangements for his release, and for several months 
he seemed to have passed the time in studying the city and in solidify- 
ing his constitution, which doubtless had been weakened by rapid 
growth, accounting for a spirit of lassitude which induced him to give 
up his trade. Meanwhile he kept up his reading and employed his 
active mind in making inventions which may or may not have been of 
some value. 

But the one conclusion at which he arrived was that if he had $300 
in cash he could buy a house and lot in Harlem for his mother to live 
in. He got some employment in a lock factory in Brooklyn, but at 
last, with that tenacity of purpose which characterized him under all 
circumstances, he calmly decided to complete his apprenticeship at 
plumbing, at the old shop and with the old master, because, as he said, 
he had not finished the contract which he had made. ‘As soon as his 
time was out, at the early age of seventeen years, he opened a shop 
for himself and prospered so well that he was able in a short time to 
furnish a little home in which he installed his mother, so that once 
more the household was reunited. 

At this time, just as his business may be said to have been firmly 
established, the civil war broke out and appealed to all the enthusiasm 
and patriotism of his manly nature. He proceeded toraise a company, 
and was chosen its captain at the age of twenty-one years. He gave 
two years of diligent and honorable service, when he felt that his duty 
to his mother and her family required him to return to New York and 
resume his business. In this he was successful, enlarging it very rap- 
idly by transactions in real estate and in building, which brought him 
fame as well as profit. He was school-trustee for four years, and for 
two years was chairman of the local board. In 1884 he was elected to 
Congress by an overwhelming majority, and thus we came to know him. 

This is not the record of a very eventful life. Intrath, hundreds of 
men of equal merit live and die without calling for any special eulogy. 
But there is enough in this life, simple as it was, for the purpose which 
we have in view. It was indeed a manly life, Heasked and received 
no favors from fortune. As a boy he early realized that there was 
work for him to do, and he prepared himself for it as well as he could. 
He saw that the world was full of opportunity. He did not ask for 
charity, which now often it is the fasbion to miscall justice, but he 
sought for himself an opportunity for a display of the energy and the 
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intellect and the ambition that fired his soul. He did not seek success 
by falsehood, by fraud, or by the betrayal oftrusts. He did not think 
that the accumulated wealth of the world belonged to him, but he did 
think that its existence offered an opportunity for him to acquire his 
fair share of it by work and brains. It is curious to observe how easy 
it seems to have been for him to get the means of livelihood, and to 
pass from one stage of fortune to another until he had acquired enough 
for all his wants and of those who were dear to him. 

To accomplish this end he did not think it necessary to cause others 
to refrain from working; but, instead of putting obstacles in the way 
of honest labor, he was diligent to search out and open for himself and 
others the pathways of industry so that labor might have its just re- 
ward. Theequitable distribution of wealth came easy to him, because 
he recognized the primal law that man must gain his living by the 
sweat of his brow and that upon himself chiefly depends whether his 
labors shall be crowned with success or failure. Such a man is in the 
nature of things a thorough gentleman. He knows no meanness, he 
seeks no sharp advantage, he strives to help and not to hurt his neigh- 
bor, he gives freely of his substance for good works, and he never is in 
doubt whether a promise once given is to be kept, “for though he 
promise to his loss he keeps his promise good.’’ 

I was very much interested in this simple, straightforward, and manly 
soul. We in the House for the last time with a shake of the 
hand, during which I said to him, ‘‘Dowdney, you are a good friend 
and a true man.” I can add no higher testimony now to the feeling 
in which I hold his memory, and I can only say, ‘‘Good-bye, good 
friend! You will never be forgotten by those who sounded the length 
and breadth and depth of your noble soul!’ 


ADDRESS OF MR, SCRANTON. 


Mr. SCRANTON. Sudden death has its terrors for the living, but 
is merciful to its victims. Such was the mortal end of our associate, 
Abraham Dowdney; stricken down in the prime of manhood, without 
warning, at the threshold of one of his family. The startling intelli- 
gence sent a shudder through this House on that chill morning early 
in December, for he had been with us only two days before apparently 
in robust health. But while his life work was cut off at the untimely 
age of forty-six years, its record is complete and admirable. The brave, 
honest, ambitious spirit of the Irish lad who landed on our shores at 
thirteen years of age developed into the successful business man, the 
patriotic and useful citizen, the honored Representative of the wealthiest 


constituency in the country. 
phatically a self-made man, and in his 


i y, each succeeding 
decade will add to its luster. The English-speaking people are to rule 
the world, and before the next century completes its first half a ma- 


must look. within himself for the controlling cause. 

Mr. Dowdney gave to the land of his adoption his entire allegiance, 
and contributed more than one man’s share to the prosperity of its in- 
dustries and its material advancement, A widowed mother brought 
him here and carefully watched and trained his boyhood, placing him 
for several years in the public schools, subsequently apprenticing him 
toatrade. In his after life he was actively interested in educational 
matters, officially connected with the public schools of New York, and 
a patron of parochial schools. He early became master of his trade, 
was a large employer of workmen, and amassed great wealth. 

The outbreak of the rebellion found Dowdney at the age of twenty 
prosperously started in business. With warm patriotic purpose, com- 
mon to Irish-American citizens, he abandoned trade and enlisted for the 
war, organizing a company of which he was elected captain. His noble 
spirit was manifested in the following lines to his sister on November 
20, 1862, from the headquarters of his regiment at Fort Halleck: 

Banish all fear from your mind. Think I am absent engaged in the cause of 
that country and Government that made a man of me, and which I feel in duty 
bound to stand by in her need. 

Mr. Dowdney was possessed of enlarged and liberal views, and had 
the courage to enforce his convictions. He was a man of affairs, of 
keen perception, and excellent judgment. Eminently practical, always 
successful and influential, he was not charmed by the glamour of Con- 
gressional life, and early in his first session determined to leave it. He 
was of a retiring nature, and consequently well known to but few of 
our membership. He was a good counselor and a wise legislator, rep- 
resenting an unobtrusive, experienced business element, of which it 
were better for the country were Congress more largely composed. My 
committee duties brought me into close personal relations with him, 
and I am gratified to bear testimony.to his worth and purity of char- 
acter. During our brief acquaintance I conceived a high regard for 
him, and in his death I mourn the loss of a valued friend. 

The legacy of such a life is better than silver and gold; it may well 
be emulated, not only by the family of boys he has left, but by the 


youth of the land. It may encourage the toiler in every pursuit tode- 
serve success and to win it. 

His last rites were solemnized with all the circumstance of his church 
in the grand cathedral of his adopted city. We paused at his bier 
while pleasant memories banished saddened thoughts, and then com- 
mitted all that was mortal of Abraham Dowdney to the silent tomb. 
‘There may it peacefully rest until the end of time. 

We, too, will go over the river of rest, 
As the strong and the lovely before us haye gone; 


Our sun will go down in the beautiful west, 
To rise in the glory that circles the Throne. 


Until then we are bound by our Jove and our faith 
To the saints who are ing in Paradise fair; 

They have beyond sight at the touching of death, 
But they live, like ourselves, in God’s infinite care, 


ADDRESS OF MR. WILLIAM 8. HOLMAN. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I became acquainted with Mr. Beach 
soon after he entered Congress. Ho was a modest, unassuming gentle- 
man, and during the earlier period of his Congressional experience not 
inclined to take a very active part in the current reap is House, 
butfrom the beginning he manifested a lively and earnest interest in all 
matters of legislation, and became at an early day one of the most 
vigilant and attentive of the members. It wassoon apparent that Mr. 
Beach as a legislator was fully imbued with the principles in govern- 
ment common to the school of Democratic politicians of the earlier 


were cordial and pleasant. Yet these social qualities were made subor- 
dinate to his sense of public duty. He believed that any tendency in 
Congress to loose methods of pips especially in appropriations 
from the public treasury, ‘was fatal to economy in government. Hesaw 
that much of our legislation, especially in private bills involving the 
expenditure of the public money, rested on the courtesy of unanimous 
eonsent, in which the objection of a single member seemed to be an 
act.of personal discourtesy to the gentleman moving the measure. 

He questioned this method of legislation as a surrender of the duties 
of the Representative to the demands of kindly relations between gen- 
tlemen in daily intercourse with each other, and at a later period in his 
service in this House sought to restore the methods of actual legisla- 
tion. It must be admitted that in attempting to carry out his views 
in this respect Mr. Beach, isha ipen pom gr steered every hand 
bore himself courteously, bravely, and well. No man ever at ted 
a reform, especially in methods of legislation, however supported by a 
sense of duty, without encountering unpleasant incidents, and at least, 
partial disappointments. Yet Iam sure that Mr. Beach, who mani- 
festly was never actuated by any other motive than a sense of public 
duty in his effort to secure legislative reform, when he left this Hall 
never to return left it with only kindly feelings in his heart toward 
all the members of this House, and I am snre that all gentlemen here, 
even those who questioned most his methods of legislative reform, re- 
call to mind Lewis Beach with feelings of ki and concede to him 
integrity of purpose and the honor of a manly effort to carry his views 
of public duty into effect, 

I knew Mr, Beach well during the period of his service in this Hall. 
He honored me with his confidence and often consulted with me on 
public measures. I can, therefore, speak with confidence of his char- 
acter as illustrated by his career in Congress. While he was not a 
great leader or superior in statemanship he was a valuable member of 
this House. He was a fearless and manly representative of the people. 
No temptation could shake his integrity. He was animated by an 
earnest desire to promote the public good, and the record he made in 
this Hall will bear, for all time, enduring evidence of the fidelity and 
singleness of purpose with which he fulfilled the high duties of a repre- 
sentative of the è. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to speak a few words of another distinguished 
member of this. House from the State of New York, John Arnot, jr., 
to commemorate whose memory also is the duty of this hour. 


When Mr. Arnot first came into this Hall on the opening of the For- 


ty-eighth Congress an incident occurred illustrative of his generous. and 
kindly nature. In drawing seats, a subject of great interest to mem- 
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bers, it was Mr. Arnot’s good fortune to draw a seat I had long occupied, 
favorably located, while I was thrown into theextreme southwest cor- 
ner of the Hall. Mr. Arnot refused to take my seat and quietly took 
possession, whether I was willing or not, of the remote seat I had been 
compelled to select. You, gentlemen, more than those unaccustomed 
to the Hall, will appreciate the unselfish generosity of this act. 

But I soon learned that generous and kindly acts were common to 
Mr. Arnot. Many I could recall. I will mention one only. A poor 
boy, feeble and deformed, but bright and intelligent, was occasionally, 
by the kind permission of the officers of the House, allowed to sell 
newspapers at the doors and occasionally when it was raining to come 
inside of the corridors. ‘This poor boy soon attracted the kindly atten- 
tion of Mr. Arnot, who, learning somethingof the boy’s history, gave 
him the handsome sum of $50, and laid the foundation of the boy’s 
fortunes; the little fellow when speaking of Mr. Arnot can never keep 
the tears from his eyes. ; 

Mr. Arnot, long in feeble health, was seldom able to take an active 
part in the business of the House; but asa good and just man, a kind 
and generous gentleman, a warm, courteous, and steadfast friend, Mr. 
Arnot will always be remembered with kindly affection by his associ- 
ates in Congress. f 

The other honored citizen of New York, Mr. Dowdney, late a mem- 
ber on this floor, whose death is deplored and whose memory we seek 
to honor, was less known to me than either of the other gentlemen 
named. I only knew him as a useful and well-informed member of 
the House, a pleasant gentleman, faithful to his public duties. Others 
honored with a more intimate acquaintance with him have spoken his 
eulogy in fitting words. 


ADDRESS OF MR. ADAMS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Mr, Speaker, itis befitting on an occasion 
like this, devoted to a commemoration of one of our dead colleagues, 
that those who knew him well should bear some testimony to his life 
and character. 

It is not my purpose to pronounce any extended eulogy over Abraham 
Dowdney, but, from a knowledge derived from the close social relations 
of years, to say a few simple words expressive of my love and respect 
for the man whose tried worth, whose ial character, whose warm 
heart and generous friendship endeared him to all who knew him liv- 
ing, and forces us ont of honest truth to pay tribute to his memory 
when dead. 

Born in Ireland in 1840, coming to this country at the age of thirteen, 
he was obliged, after a few years attendance at the public schools, to 
embark on his life’s voyage. 

It is to be remarked that, with but a scant education, with no social 
or financial backing, with nothing but the resources of a strong pur- 
pose and an honest heart, he quickly won among his equals both name 
and position. 

OEN ATAA torr Sue bo Nios AiL aa ome 
and ical policy iven hi ways display 
interest in all that affected the honor or welfare of his adopted country. 

When the tocsin of war that he believed affected the perpetuity and 
integrity of his adopted country sounded his ardent spirit led him to 
enlist in the cause of the Union and against slavery. 

But twenty years old, he gave up a business but just established and 
organized Company C of the One hundred and thirty-second New York 
Volunteers, and as captain of that company he served with distinction 
during a period of three years, thus adding another to that list of gallant 
men who demonstrated at that time that although of foreign birth he 
could still be a patriotic American citizen, and, if needs be, to prove his 
patriotism, willingly risk his life. 

He gave many evidences of this during the war, but the tenor of his 
thought may be gleaned from asingle letter sent from the headquarters 
of his regiment at Fort Halleck, to his sister on November 30, 1862: 

Banish all fear from your mind. Remember only that I am absent, engaged 
in the cause of that Government and country that has made a man of me, and 
in defense of which I feel in duty bound to stand in this her hour of need. 

After an honorable discharge from the Army he left the scenes of 
blood and carnage and returned to the more peaceful and congenial 
pursuits of life. 

As a contractor on a large scale, many of the largest public works in 
the city of New York bear testimony to his energy, skill, and success. 

But not only did he achieve success as a contractor and builder, but 
as a man of rare financial ability; he made his mark as president of the 
Bull’s Head Bank, which, after an unprecedented career of prosperity, 
became apparently hopelessly involved, and to extricate which institu- 
tion from its troubles Mr. Dowdney was selected by the unanimous 
choice of directors and depositors. 

He so managed its affairs as president that after an administration 
of two years he paid all depositors in fall and netted to stockholders a 
fair proportion of their capital. 

Untiring in his energy and desire to serve some good cause, he was 
scarcely free from his labors as bank president when he assumed the 
arduous duties of chairman of the board of trustees of the public schools 
of the Nineteenth ward, which position he held until his death; 

Notwithstanding his large business interests, so impressed was he with 


the advantages of that education which his necessities had deprived him 
gf, that without pay he devoted some of the best years of his life to re- 
iorming and elevating that system upon which so much of the honor 
and continued prosperity ofour country depends, 

All honor, then, to one who, amid the toils, the cares and the excite- 
ments of a season of struggle, would rescue the golden hours of the youth 
around him from debasing pleasures and more debasing sloth, and en- 
able them to set to the worldin a great crises of its moral condition the 
glorious example of intellectual courage and progress. 

Such in brief was the public career of the representative of the 
Seoni Congressional district when he entered as a member of this 

ouse. 

Is it to be wondered at that he was selected to represent one of the 
largest and by far the richest Congressional district of the United States? 

Quiet and unobtrusive in his manner, with no ambition to shine as 
an orator, he came prepared to do his utmost in accomplishing what- 
ever was demanded of him in promoting the glory and welfare of his 
country. 

Though not well known by all the members his record as a member 
of this House, as observed from his punctual presence at all sessions of 
the House and committees, is a splendid one. 

And this House lost a most valued member, what a tribula- 
tion his death has been to his family and friends. We from New York 
who enjoyed the benefit of his sound judgment, his close social contact 
and generous friendship, have indeed a sad duty to perform. Never 
shall we forget his memory. 

His gentle bearing, his warm friendship, his genial smile, and noble 
heart have produced on all who knew him feelings and memories that 
will defy the march of time. 

Fortunately his life and character need no commemoration of mine, 
for Abraham Dowdney himself lived long enough to see both crowned 
with undisputed and unenvied honors. 

His sad and sudden death brought to a close a successful life. To- 
day we bear tribute to the qualities of head and heart which, while 
living, made him a model husband, father, friend, and colleague, and 
which, now that he is dead, will cause us to sincerely mourn his loss 
- treasure his memory as we would the recollection of a beautiful 

m. ° 
The life has gone, the breath has fled, 
And what been no more shall be, 
The well-known form, the welcome tread, 
O where are they? And whereis he? A 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I now move the adoption of the 
pending resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted; and in accordance there- 
with the House (at 9 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


i PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rules, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Thomas S. Parkes, for relief—to theCom- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of property owners on Meridian 
Hill, suburb of Washington, D. C., foran appropriation to e 
lay sidewalks, &c.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of citizens of Provo City, Utah County, 
Utah, asking for the passage of the Hatch experiment-station bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of citizens of Curtin County, Pennsylva- 
ns for reduction of revenue taxes—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. EDEN: Petition of William Gough, and others, of Bethany, 
I, in favor of the passage of Senate bill 1636—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Alfred L. Tyler, Samuel Noble, F. 
M. Hight, and 95 others, citizens of Calhoun County, Alabama, praying 
for reduction of internal taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of John A. Harmon, of Putnam County, 
West Virginia, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of M. B. Cooley and others, of Buch- 
tel, Ohio, in favor of Senate bill 1636—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of the Sarsfield Club, of the Garryowen 
Club, and of the Hamilton Rowan Club, of New York city, apposing the 
so-called extradition treaty with Great Britain—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of the Sarsfield Ciub, of New York city, 
asking for the rejection of the so-called extradition treaty with Great 
Britain—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Walker, Johnson & Co., of Madison 
County, Arkansas,to have refunded internal taxes improperly collected— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: House concurrent resolution No. 20, of the Leg- 
islature of Kansas, asking for the legislation organizing the Territory 
of Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Territories. 
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By Mr. PINDAR: Petition of the Sarsfield Club, of New York city, 
opposing the so-called extradition treaty with the British Government— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Memorial of E. G. Parker Post 99, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Kittery, Me., in favor of the passage of the Mormon 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of C. D. Timothy, of Springfield, NI., 
in favor of House bill 9733—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: Petition of the Sarsfield Club and of the 
Garryowen Club, of New York city, opposing the so-called extradition 
treaty with Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of John T. Robeson, Jate United 
States consul at Beirut, for refund of money expended for clerk-hire— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of A. S. Shelton, of Lawrence County, 
and of Richard M. Skidmore, of Morgan County, Alabama, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. HALL: Of 193 citizens of Washington, Mount Pleasant, and 
Winfield, Iowa, 

By Mr. HIRES: Of 77 citizens of Camden, N. J. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Of the Women’s Christian Temperance Unlon of 
Dow City, Iowa. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Of 269 citizens of Winchester, Va. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Of 110 citizens of Forrest, Ill. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 9, 1887. 


The Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: à 
PRAYER. 

Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, who, ac- 
cording to His-abundant mercy, hath begotten in us a living hope by 
the resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead to an inheritance incor- 
ruptible and undefiled, and that fadeth not away. 

Let the wordsof our lips and the meditation of our hearts be accepta- 
ble in Thy sight, O Lord, ourstrength and our Redeemer. And as we 
turn away from the open grave with sympathizing hearts may we ever 
be filled with the spirit of Him who is touched with the feeling of our 
infirmities, the great Redeemer, the conqueror of death, who liveth 
and reigneth forever. 

Inspire us, we pray Thee, with courage and with faith, as from day 
to day we meet the responsibilities and trials and temptations inci- 
dent to this mortal life. Fill us ever with Thy Good Spirit, sanctify- 
ing Thy providences, comforting those who are in sorrow, O Thou 
judge of the widow and Thou father of the fatherless ones, enabling 
us to meet the duties of each day with courage, with fortitude, with 
faith, and with patience, so serving our generation that when we shall 
fall asleep we may enter upon the everlasting rest. Blot out all our 

ions, and t us grace and peace. Our Father, who art in 
in heaven, hallowed be Thy name; Thy kingdom come, Thy will be 
done upon earth as it is in heaven. Give us this day our daily bread. 
Forgive us our trespasses as we forgive those who trespass against us. 
Lead us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil; for Thine is the 
kingdom, the power, and the glory, for ever and ever. Amen, 


THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
DEATH OF SENATOR LOGAN. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I ask leave to introduce resolutions 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolutions, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, Thatasan additional mark of respect to the memory 
of John A. Logan, Ham dh Senator from the State of Illinois, and a distinguished 
member of this body, business be now suspended, that the friends and associ- 
ates of the deceased may pay fitting tribute to his public and private virtues. 

Resolved, That the Secre of the Senate be directed to communicate these 
resolutions to the House of Representatives and to furnish an engrossed copy 
of the same to the family of the deceased Senator. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, for the third time within a year 
we are called upon to raise our voices reverently in speaking of our 
dead. Tor the third time within a year death has laid his icy fingeron 
a brother Senator and beckoned him to the unknown realms of eter- 
nity. 

To-day we lay our tribute of love upon the tomb of Logan. 

Suffering from a sense of personal loss too deep to find expression, I 
despair of being able to render adequate praise to his memory. 


The Senator from Illinois presents 
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But yesterday, as it seems, he stood among us here in the full flush 
of robust manhood. A giant in strength and endurance, with a will 
of iron, and a constitution tough as the sturdy oak, he seemed to hold 
within his grasp more than the threescore years and ten alloted to man. 
No one thought in the same moment of Logan and death—two con- 
querors who should come face to face, and the weaker yield to the 
stronger. It seemed asif Logan could not die. Yet, in a moment, in 
twinklingof an eye, as it were, ‘‘God’s finger touched him, and he 

ept. ” 

Almost without warning he passed from strength to weakness; to 
death and decay, from life pulsating with vigor to dare and to do. The 
physician’s skill, the loving, agonized, devotion of those most dear, his 
own invincible will, were alike powerless to resist the approach of the 
grim destroyer who stole upon him ‘‘as a thief in the night,” and has 
given us another striking warning of the fact that ‘‘ No king nor na- 
tion one moment can retard the appointed hour.” 

John Alexander Logan was born on a farm located in what is now 
the town of Murphysboro, in Jackson County, Illinois, on February 
9, 1826. Had he lived until to-day, sixty-one years—eventful, glo- 
rious years—would have rested their burden as a crown upon his head. 
Life is a crucible into which we are thrown to be tried. How many 
but prove the presence of alloy so base that refining ‘‘seven times” can 
not purify. But here was a life generous, and noble, an open book from 
which friend and foe alike might read the character of the man. 

General Logan was the eldest of a family of eleven children. His 
father, Dr. John Logan, was born in the north of Ireland of Scotch 
an , and came to this country early in this century. He first set- 
tled in Maryland and then in Missouri, afterward moving to Illinois 
and locatingin Jackson County. There he met and married Miss Eliza- 
beth Jenkins, who was a native of North Carolina, but came of a Scotch 
family. Dr. Logan was a man of marked characteristics, and a phy- 
sician and surgeon of unusual skill, 

He was noted for his integrity, his sturdy independence of character, 
his devotion to his friends, and his recognition of the equality of all 
men who were honest and upright, without regard to their social 
position. His wife was a woman of determined courage, strong in her 
prejudices, who never swerved from the path she had once marked out 
for herself. The characteristics of the father and mother were con- 
spicuously combined in the son, who owed his success in life largely 
to the possession of the traits most prominent in the character of both 
his father and his mother. 

The professional services of Dr. Logan were in such demand that he 
had little time to devote to the care of his farm or the education of his 
children, but he was an educated and studious man, and gave his 
children the best educational facilities he could command. 

In those days money and schools were scarce in that new country, 
and the education of the youth was not considered so essential as it is 
to-day, but Dr. Logan managed to secure the services of a tutor who 
resided in the family and trained the children in the branches not 
taught in the schools of that day, including the rudiments of Greek 
and Latin. While young Logan failed to receive such a classical train- 
ing as a college gives, he was eager and quick to learn, and made the 
most of his opportunities. 

Reared upon a farm under such circumstances, his character was un- 
consciously molded and formed by surroundings similar to those which 
gave to Lincoln that strength and steadfastness which served him so 
well in later years. The men with whom young Logan came in con- 
tact during his boyhood were generally without the refinements of life, 
but they were rugged, sturdy, and self-reliant, of powerful physique 
and healthy intellects. Hisassociation with these vigorous, hardy, pio- 
neers of civilization imbued the young man with unconquerable en- 
ergy, indomitable will, and a stern sense of honor which through his 
manhood to the end of his life made him a master spirit among men. 

At the age of sixteen he was sent to Shiloh College and subsequently 


‘added to the education obtained there whatever he could glean from 


the books within his reach. When barely of age he made his entrance 
into manhood upon the field of battle. 

When the Mexican war broke out young Logan plunged into it with 
all the fire and enthusiasm of his nature, enlisting in the First Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry. Though then but twenty years of age, he served 
with distinction, and by the end of the war had become quartermaster 
of his regiment, This beginning of his career might have been to him 
an omen of fature fame to be won on fields of blood. On returning 
home he was received as a student in the law office of Alexander M. 
Jenkins, his mother’s brother, but, being an ardent admirer of Stephen 
A. Douglas, Logan soon became fascinated with political life, and in 
less than a year was elected clerk of Jackson County. 

In 1850 he became a student in the law department of Louisville 
University, graduating in the spring of 1851, and entering upon the prac- 
tice of law at Murphysboro in partnership with his uncle. In 1852 
he was elected to the State Legislature, and soon afterwards to the 
office of prosecuting attorney for the judicial district in which he re- 
sided. In this position he was called upon to prosecute some remark- 
able criminal cases, and itis anotable fact that he secured aconvictionin 
all the cases which he prosecuted and tried. 

On the 27th of November 1855 he was married to Miss Mary S. Cunning- 
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peg daughter of Capt. J. M. Cunningham, and established his home 
and law office in Benton, in the adjoining county of Franklin. In 1856 
he was again elected to the State Legislature, and it was during the ses- 
sion of 1857 that it became my privilege to become acquainted with this 
remarkable man, who at that time demonstrated his power as a leader. 

In 1858 Mr. Logan was elected to represent his district in Co: 
and from the time he took his seat inthe House of Representatives his 
rise was rapid and his public career became known to the country. 

He had not been cradled in luxury. Fortune had not been especi- 
ally kind to him, but he had been bred honest to the core, was incapa- 
ble of meanness, and among the strong men of that Congress, the 
young, resolute, courageous Representative from Illinois held his own. 
He was again elected to Congress in 1860 when Abraham Lincoln was 
elected President. Logan was elected asa Douglas Democrat, and had 
advocated the election of Douglas to the Presidency with all his power 
before the people. When Lincoln was elected and mutterings of re- 
bellion and whisperings of secession were heard, the fire of patriotism 
began to burn in his breast, and on the floor of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, ou the 5th of February, 1861, before the inauguration of 
President Lincoln, he defined his position upon the burning question 
of the hour in the following unmistakable terms: 

I have been taught— 

He said— 
that the preservation of this glorious Union, with its broad flag waving over 
us as the shield of our protection on land and sea, is paramount to all ies 
and platforms thatever ave existed or ever can exist, I would to-day, Pi had 
the power, sink my own party and every other one, with all their platforms, 
into the vortex of rain, without heaving a sigh or shedding a tear, to save the 
Union, or even to stay the revolution wheres it is. 

What a declaration of unselfish patriotism! Placing party and plat- 
forms under his feet, he was first of all for the Union and the flag, which 
were dearer than all else to him. With the flash of the first gun which 
thundered its doom upon Sumter he was up and in arms. Conse- 
crating all the energy of his ardent nature to the cause of the Union, 
he left his seat in Con saying he could best serve his country in 
the field. Falling into the ranks of the Union Army he took his part 
as a civilian volunteer in the first battle of Bull Run. 

To describe the part he took in the late war after he raised the Thirty- 
first Illinois Regiment and took the field would be to recite the history 
of the war itself—a story impressed as in letters of fire upon the mem- 
ory of the American people. The record of his bravery at Beimont; of 
his gallant charge at Fort Donelson, where, as a colonel, he was dan- 
gerously wounded; of his service as major-general commanding the 
Army of the Tennessee; of the memorable siege of Vicksburg, when 
with the great leader of the Union armies he stood knocking at the door 
of that invincible stronghold; of his service with the gallant Sherman 
in his famous ‘‘march to the sea’’—all are written on the pages of his- 
tory to lend undying luster to the name of Logan. 

It is said that poets are born, not made. So it may be truly said that 
General Logan was a natural soldier. Every instinct within him was 
inspired with fervid love of his country. His figure was massive, his 
shoulders broad, his presence commanding, with his swarthy face and 
coal-black hair, and ‘‘eye like Mars to threaten or command,” he was 
every inch a warrior. ‘The soldiers of the late war believed in him as 
a leader in the field, and those of that great Union army who survive 
him mourn his loss to-day as their nearest, most earnest, ablest, and 
most devoted friend. 

During the war General Logan rose by regular promotion through 
every grade from colonel to the highest rank, save that of lieutenant- 
general, that the nation could bestow in recognition of his bravery and 

t capacity as an officer. How appropriately the words which, on 
April 6, 1870, he pronounced in eulogy of that other great soldier, 
General George H. Thomas, can now be applied to himself. On that 
oceasion General Logan said of General Thomas, as we can now say of 
him: 

He has gone. Grief sits visibly on every soldier's brow and pervades every 
Joyal heart of the nation. His noble form lies low ready to be committed to its 
kindred dust. Earth never received into her bosom a manlier form or a nobler 
breast, The halo of his deeds and brilliancy of his achievements may alm 


ost be 
said to illuminate the grave into which his eae’ ye and the 
e gon 


ragrance of 
his acts of kindness perfumes his sepulchre. e from our sight, but 


not from our hearts and our memory ; be must live on embalmed by ourloveand 
garlanded with our affection, his name growing brighter and brighter as time 
rollson. The cold marble bears in mockery a name forgotten butfor the letters 
chiseled on the icy slab. It can not be so with the name of General George 
Henry Thomas, which is chiseled on the tablets of too many hearts to need the 
aid of marble or bronze to perpetuate it. 

Is it enough to say of General Logan that he was the greatest 
volunteer general of the Union army? By no means. A quarter of 
a century and more has passed since that terrible struggle, and civil 
honors were won by him during that periodas rapidly as military ones 
were won during the war. When gentle peace, which ‘ hath her vic- 
tories no less renown’d than those of war,” returned, he was at once 
called to again take his placein the councils of the nation. Twiceelected 
to the House of Representativessince the war and three times chosen by 
the Legislature of his State to represent it in the Senate, it may be 
truly said that General Logan spent his life in the active service of his 
country. He was aman of high honor and singular boldness and frank- 
ness of character. He made no concealments. He fought always 


openly and above-board. His integrity was beyond the whisper of 
suspicion. 
He was aggressive andimpulsive with the courage of his convictions, 


Eager to do, tireless in effort, persistent in purpose, by his indomitable 
will he made each obstacle in his path a stepping-stone to greater 
things. The more hewas antagonized the stronger he became, and, as 
in battle, he pushed on until his enemies gave wayand lefthim master 
of the situation. Goethe has said that ‘‘he who is firmin will molds 
the world to himself;’’ and so it could be said of Logan, who had be- 
come recognized as one of the most prominent factors in national af- 
fairs, 

Asa Senator he devoted himself steadfastly to the duties which crowd 
a Senatorial life, never turning a deaf ear to the appeals of his constitu- 
ents, or from whatever quarter of the country they came. He wasaready 
speaker, full of energy and forceful in manner, and when aroused by 
debate and the importance of the subject he would pour forth thoughts 
that breathe and words that barn into the ears of his hearers. 

Many passages may be selected from General Logan’s writings and 
addresses which exhibit his ardent patriotism and love for the Union. 
In a letter to his friend, General Haynie, a gallant Union soldier, on 
December 31, 1861, he said: 

I am for the Union, and for maintaining it, if such a thing is possible, and 
am peace neg eee. 3 opposed to any man or set of men that countenance dis- 
union, with its horrible co uences. There is no sacrifice I would not make 
for it. Ihave noopinionsthat I am so wedded to that I would not modify them 
in any way, consistent with the honor of my constituents and myself, to give 
peace to the country. 

Again he said, in an address tothe people of Chicago on August 10, 
1863, while fresh from the field of battle: 

I do not propose to discuss party politics or questions with a view to the ad- 
vancement of any party organization, but desire only to speak to you with ref- 
erence to the troubles that now environ the country and threaten the perpetui 
ofthe Government. * * * In this war I know no party. * * * Althoug 
Ihave always been a Democrat, and cherish the doctrines of that old and hon- 
ored party, yet in this contest I was for any man, lethim belong to whatever 
party he might, who was for his country, 

Being criticised for being an Abolitionist, General Logan said: 

If it makes a man an Abolitionist to love his country, then I love my coun- 
try,and am willing to live for it and willing to die for it. ` 

General Logan’s devotion to hiscountry was the moving impulse of his 
heart, and he was willing, from the hour in which he saw the danger 
threatening the perpetuity of the Union, to give his life tosaveit. When 
the war was over and the integrity of the Union had been maintained, 
when he had laid aside his victorious sword, he used the following lan- 
guage in a speech at Louisville, Ky., on July 21, 1865: 

Peace hascome at last. * * * Thedark clouds of war that have been piling 
in terrific grandeur along the southern horizon for four long years, po. ever 
and anon bursting with fatal and fearful fury upon the land, have at last, 
Heaven be p , rolled away. The trumpet clangor and the cannon’s roar 
resound no longer from embattled plains. God t that they never may again; 
thatit may be as literally true of the soldiers who survive as it is bound to be 
of those who “sleep their sleep” that they have all “fought their last battle.” 

Like his great and true friend, General Grant, while General Logan 
was a great soldier, he did not love war, but with a heart full of human 
sympathy he loved peace and preferred her victories to those of war. 
Logan had a tender and sympathetic nature. His heart was full of 
sorrow for the sick, the wounded, and the dying soldiers who were con- 
stantly around him. He regarded the institution of slavery as the 
cause of the war and all its attendant distress, and in the address at 
Louisville already referred to he used these graphic words: 

Oh, that I had the power to bring together all the slaveholders of the land 
and have them look on in solemn silence while the cripples, the widows, and 
orphans that have been made by this war could before them in grand re- 
view and tell their tales of misery and woe that slavery has brought upon 
them. Were their hearts not made of stone they would melt while gazing at 
such a scene, and with one voice they must cry out: ‘ Let the land be at once 
rid of the curse that has caused such a dreadful scene as this,” 

General Logan’s earnest feelings in regard to those who fought to 
preserve the Union are illustrated by a statement made in a speech in 
the other wing of this Capitol in 1867, when, in speaking on the sub- 
ject of the reconstruction of the States that had been in rebellion, he 
said: 

God forbid that the day shall ever dawn upon this Republic when the patriots 
whose patr won them crutches and wooden limbs shall have apologies 
and explanations to make for their public conduct! 

Mr. President, I make these few quotations from the many striking 
passages that illuminate General Logan’s addresses in Congress and to 
the people to show how earnest and undivided was his devotion to his 
country, his love for his companions in arms, and his opposition to 
slavery as the cause of the war. 

General Logan was the idol of the volunteer soldiers of the late war, 
and since the war closed no man in the nation has been so universally 
recognized by them asa friend upon whom they could confidently rely 
for help as he was. His heart went out to them and theirs to him. 
On one occasion he said: 

My consent can never be commanded to ignore the claims that I feel the gal- 


lant dead who fell fighting under our flag have upon my devotion totheir fame 
while I live. 


The death of no man since the war has been so sorrowfully mourned 
by the volunteer soldiery of the Union as has been the death of Gen- 
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eral Logan. The soldier of that grand army mourns his loss to-day as 
“ one who will not be comforted.’’ 

You will call to mind, Mr. President, General Logan’s speeches on 
education, on the needs of the Army, his defense of General Grant, and 
his arraignment of General Fitz John Porter. These constitute an im- 
portant of the records of Senatorial debates, and should be classed 
among the ablest and most exhaustive speeches ever made in the Sen- 
ate. As a political leader General Logan was conspicuously successful. 
He was naturally in the front rank, whether on the field of battle or in 
political contests. Living in an era when corruption was not uncom- 
mon, when strong men of both parties sometimes stood aghast and saw 
their reputations blasted by public exposure, he remained throughout 
his long public career above suspicion. 

Wealth could not tempt him to soil his spotless name. He never 
used the opportunities of his official position as a means of obtaining 
gold. He died as he had lived, a poor man. 

Throughout his long and conspicuous public career he came many 
times before the people, but there never was a ghost of dishonor in his 
ee EO oa mite May his children “‘ rejoice and 

glad” in the example of a father of whom the whole nation could 
rise up and say, ‘‘ There was an honest man,” 

But let us not indulge in adulation. General was not a per- 
fect man. Faults had he, ‘‘child of Adam’s stem,” but they were 
small, and served by comparison but to enhance his virtues. His preju- 
dices were sometimes narrow, but he was never a hypocrite. He 
never professed to be what he was not. 

He sometimes erred, for he was possessed of like passions with other 
men. He sometimes alienated a friend, as every strong, independent 
man must in the course of a public career. He had his bitter enemies, 
but, in the words of a pan | and venerable friend of General Logan’s, 
ex-Senator Simon Cameron, ‘‘a man who makes no enemies is never a 
positive force.” Logan was a positive force. He took his position on 
questions as they came up, and was always ready to defend it with all 
his power. 

Mr. President, few men in American history have left so positive an 
impress on the public mind and so glorious a record to be known and 
read of all men as has General Logan. The pen of the historian can 
not fail to write the name of Logan as one prominently identified with 
the great movements and measures which have saved the Union and 
made the nation free and great and glorious within the last thirty years. 

Like Lincoln, his heart and hand were ever for the people. He came 
up from the ranks of the people, believed in the purity and integrity 
of the masses, and was always ready and eager to speak for them. He 
was a true republican and believed firmly in republican government. 
He despised tyranny in all its forms wherever he found it.. He was 
always true to his convictions and to his friends, and no power or in- 
fluence could induce him to forsake either. 

His sturdy character has been so often demonstrated upon this floor 
and in his work and in his powerful speeches in every part of the coun- 
try, always showing his most earnest devotion to the Union, his never 
flagging zeal in behalf of his comrades-in-arms, his love of liberty and 
human equality, his belief in universal education as in the interest of 
the happiness of the people and of the perpetuity of republican gov- 
ernment, his adherence at all times to his convictions of duty, his un- 
faltering determination to stand by his friends—that it seems needless 
for me to dwell upon it longer. In his remarks in this Senate upon 
an occasion similar to this, in speaking of a once distinguished mem- 
ber of this body, the lamented Chandler, General Logan used the fol- 
lowing language: 

Tis true the gore in its silence gives forth no voice nor whispers of the mor- 
row, but there is a voice borne upon the lips of the morning zephyrs that lets 
fall a whisper, Roles the heart with a knowledge that there is an abode 
beyond the tomb. Sir, our lamps are burning now, some more brightly than 
others; some shed their light from the mountain’s top, others from the lowly 
vales; but let us so trim them that they may all burn with equal brilliancy 
when relighted in our mansions beyond the mysterious river. 

I fondly hope, sir, that there we will again meet our departed friend. 

Mr. President, he who uttered those tender words, thus giving ex- 
pression to his faith in the hereafter and to his love of his departed 
friend, has gone to join him in the mansions beyond the mysterious 
river, may we not trust in that better land where there is no more pain 
nor suffering nor sorrow, but in the mansions of eternal bliss. 

As time passes and the men who did the most in the late terrible 
civil war pass rapidly away one by one we have the consolation of know- 
ing that pee leave to us a united country, with the Union of the States 
restored liberty secured to all the people, to be transmiteed by us 
to those who come after as a glorious inheritance. 

Death is a good Samaritan, throwing the mantle of charity over the 
faults of men, burying in oblivion the sins of the flesh, and bidding 
their deeds ‘‘live after them.” 

And now we stand as at an open grave to say our last farewell. 
Here was a man who could ill be spared to country, friends, or home. 
“Our life is scarce the twinkling of a star in God’s eternal day,” yet 
we bow in resignation to the divine decree when the summons comes 
to one weary with the burden of years and with labors ended. But to 
see the darkness fall at noon-time, the sun go down while we look fora 
brighter day, isa mystery of Providence too deep for human compre- 
hension, 


When death claims the strong and great, those to whom we look for 
help and strength, we ask why, why was he taken, and can not under- 
stand the dealings of an Infinite Wisdom. As. the autumn leaves 
drop and enrich the soil, so are the great men of our nation falling by 
the way, leaving a golden heritage of honored names and fame to gen- 
erations yet unborn. 

Our friend and brother has crossed to the other shore to join the im- 
mortal throng. He has left adesolate hearthstone, a loved companion, 
prostrate in her grief, refusing to becomforted. His conflicts are over. 
He is at peace ‘‘ where the wicked cease from troubling and the weary 
are at rest.” 


In halls of state he stood for many years 

Like fabled knight, his v all aglow 

Receiving, giving sternly, blow for blow! 

Champion of right! But from eternity’s far shore 
Thy spirit will return to join the strife no more. 
Rest, soldier-statesman, rest; thy troubled life is o'er, 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this is notan unmeaning ceremonial. 
The Senate has not paused in its great labors and arrested its important 
service to the people of the United States for the purpose merely of 
indulging in passing eulogistic remarks upon the character of our 
brother who has left us; but we consider that it is due not to him alone 
but to this whole country that a man who wasso marked in his grand 
individuality and splendid characteristics should bespoken of here, and 
that we should contribute what we are able to do to enhance the value 
of his memory for the sake of posterity as well as for the present gen- 
eration of men. 

The pathetic remarks that fell from his lips which were quoted by 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] at the time that we were hold- 
ing obsequies over the departed Senator from Michigan, Mr, Chandler, 
bring forcibly before my mind, as I have no doubt it does before the 
mind of the Senate, the question, whence has gone this man so power- 
fully clothed with every element of strength, goodness and greatness of 
character? Has the Divine hand that fashioned a man like this and 
made it possible for him to build himself up through the toils and la- 
bors and vicissitudes of life found no use for him in the great economy 
of His providence, since that sad and startling moment when he was 
taken, yes, snatched from our midst? I think, sir, of John A. 
to-day as a powerful factor in the hands of his Creator, still working 
out diligently and faithfully the good that he seemed so well designed 
to accomplish. I donot regard him as lost or passed into a mythical 
land where there is no longeruse for the valuable services which he has 
been so conspicuous in rendering to his race while he lived among us, 
I think of him as a living, moving energy, still useful in the great pur- 
poses of the Divine economy. 

I do not come here, Mr. President, to pronounce about a man so sin- 
cere as he was any word of eulogy or praise in which there will be a 
coloring of insincerity. For twenty-five years I was opposed to almost 
every measure of public policy that he espoused. It so turned out that 
in the first battle of the war and in the latest battle in which I partici- 
pated we were confronted with each other. Itso turned out that hav- 
ing our political principles cast much in the same mold in early life, 
we separated, as did the sections of this great country, upon questions 
that it appears could not be settled or reconciled otherwise than by war. 

After we had again come in the presence of each other in this Sen- 
ate, he, with an absolute sincerity of p which I claim for my- 
self also, took the opposite view from that which I held of most of 
the great questions that have engaged the attention of this body since 
that time. But in all that he did and in all that he said John A, 
Logan was a thoroughly sincere and a resolutely upright man. 

The differences of opinion that exist between men in this country, 
where freedom of speech and of debate are sanctioned and encouraged 
by the Constitution and by the traditions of our history, develop men 
who oppose each other with great strength and power frequently, and 
develop even in ordi men a strength of will and papos that is 
honorable to them and beneficial to the people. Our divisions of sen- 
timent and opinion are altogether natural and indispensable. They 
merely mean that the questions with which we have to deal are de- 
batable and often doubtful, and that they must finally be settled in 
this body, as in all other legislative bodies in this country, by the 
power of a majority, the minority always yielding to the majority as 
being right in substance and in effect. So that when I controvert with 
aman of the strength of Logan’s will and a man of his ability, his 
learning, his enterprise, and his genius, for he possessed all in a large 
degree, I feel that the combatsin which we engage are those in which 
men on either side may be absolutely sincere. 

John A. Logan was, more than almost any man in my remembrance, 
the typical American of the Western States. He was born and reared 
in the West, that country of marvelous strength, power, and progress. 
All of his efforts were given to the service first of that particular sec- 
tion and afterwards to the more enlarged service of the general country. 
But Logan seemed to be the embodiment of the spirit and power of 
that wonderful West, which has grown and strengthened in our country 
as no other section of this Union ever has within a given time. The 
energy of his nature, the fortitude, the persistence, the industry, the 
courage with which he encountered every question that arose seemed 
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merely to exemplify the pervading spirit of the western part of the 
United States, and he will go down to posterity, not because we de- 
scribe him in our speeches here to-day, but because he has described 
himself in every act of his life as a man perfectly understood and the 

exemplar of one of the strongest and most splendid types 
of American character. 

I confess, Mr. President, that I feel a certain joy in the power of our 
country to develop men Tike this. I think it is greatly to the credit 
of the country that a man can be brought from the bosom of the peo- 
ple and lifted into the highest stations of place and power without, in 
the slightest degree, losing his identity with them; reflecting here upon 
the floor of the Senate what they feel in their hearts and what they 
believe and teach in their homes, keeping up a- perpetual bond of af- 
fectionate union between those highest in authority in this land and 
those who are in the retirement of private life. 

Institutions that can produce men and results like these are worthy 
of preservation, and no man more regrets than I do that there was ever 
one moment of time in the history of this country when it seemed to be 
necessary for the preservation of rights, that a large portion of the people 
of this country believed to be sacred, that these institutions of ours 
should have been put under a threat. That time has passed away, and 
with it all the rancors of the occasion. You can not point out in the 
history of any race of people that degree of mutual magnanimity and 
forbearance that has characterized the people of this great country in 
returning to unite hands and hearts in the maintenance of its institu- 
tions, in the elevation of its honor, and in the perfection of its glory. 

In these efforts men who thought and felt as I have thought and felt 
always gladly stretch forth the hand of honest brotherhood to men like 
John A. Logan. We were never afraid of such men, because they were 
candid and true. No guile beset that man’s life, no evasion, no finesse. 
No merely political strategy ever characterized his conduct in public 
life or marred his honor in private life. He was a bold, pronounced, 
dignified, earnest, manly, firm, generous, true man, and I value the 
opportunity to express these sentiments abont such a man on the floor 
of the Senate on this solemn occasion. 

Passing beyond the events to which I have alluded, where he and I 
had adverse opinions, and taking this young man in company with 
thousands of his confréres of like age who were in the army that invaded 
Mexico, we find there the earliest display of those qualities which con- 
tinued in unabated vigor and distinctiveness down to the very hour or 
his death. I have always felt that we had sent out with the army to 
Mexico the very flower of American chivalry in the persons of those 
young men who bore our banners in triumph to the halls of the Mon- 
tezumas. Scarce a man who distinguished himself in that war has not 
received great honors at the hands of his country and has not proved 
himself thoroughly worthy of them. We can scarcely recall an indi- 
viaual who had a prominent place in that war—I do not mean official 
place, but who won his position by dutiful service in that war—who has 
not received at the hands of the American people a complete recognition 
of those abilities and courageous manhood which enabled him to go out 
in this early trial of his life and to prove himself upon those fields as a 
man of valor and of power. 

I believe that no man has died in this country in a half century for 
whom the people of the United States at large had a more genuine re- 
spect or in whom they had greater confidence than in General Logan. 
The Senate has witnessed, on various occasions, his antagonism even 
to his best friends, when his convictions led him to separate from them 
upon political and other questions that have been brought before the 
Senate. Always courageous, always firm, always true, you knew ex- 
actly where to place him; and when his manly form strode across the 
Senate Chamber and he took his seat among his brethren of this body 
this country as well as this august tribunal felt that a man had ap- 
peared of valor and strength and real ability. 

Though perhaps he could not handle the refinements of disquisition 
and logic with as much skill as some, Logan did not want to use such 
methods in his argument. He desired to have strong materials out of 
which to build powerfulargumentation. Ifthe facts thatappeared before 
his mind convinced his judgmentand his conscience that his course was 
right, he seldom stopped to see whether the path that he had marked 
out for himself was one justified by the doctrines of any political party 
or had been explored by some great man. While I feel that there is 
great attention always deserving to matters of the kind I have been 
mentioning, it is nevertheless true that those strong and earnest men 
who take hold of facts as they arise, and in handling them follow the 
dictates of jadgment and of conscience, oftener meet the approval of the 
American people than those who refine too much and, from timidity, 
fail to reach the results that the people themselves have fastened their 
hearts upon. 

I am glad, Mr. President, of the opportunity to render to our late 
associate what I conceive to be a merited tribute, and to extend my 
remarks a little further and to say of him that in his domestic relations 
he was one of the fondest and most lovable of men. In that crucial 
test of an honest character and of a gentle and forbearing nature, no 
man excelled John A. Logan. He was a true husband, a true father, 
a true friend, and when that is said of a man, and you can add to it 
also that he was a true patriot, a true soldier, and a true statesman, I 


do not know what else could be grouped into the human character to 
make it more sublime than that. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I first knew General Logan about 
twenty years ago. He was then a member of the House of Representa- 
tives, and I had just come to the Senate. His fame as a soldier, of 
course, was well known tome. His personal characteristics I then knew 
nothing of. Isoon met him in committees of conference and otherwise 
as representing the opinions of the House of Representatives in matters 
of difference with the Senate, and I was struck, as everybody has been 
who has known him, with the very extraordinary characteristics that 
he possessed. They have been stated by his colleague who first ad- 
dressed you and by my friend on the other side of the Chamber—the 
characteristic of candor, the characteristic of simplicity of statement, 
the characteristic of clearness of opinion, the characteristic of that Anglo- 
Saxon persistence in upholding an opinion once formed that has made 
our British ancestors and our own people the strongest forces for civil- 
ization of which we have any account in the history of the world. 

There was no pretense about the man; there was no ambuscade; 
there was no obscurity. What he was for he understood his reason for 
being for, stated it briefly and clearly, and stuck to it; and that, as 
we all know, and as it always ought to be, means in the great majority 
of instances success, and where success fails it is an instance of honor- 
able defeat. 

His industry, Mr. President, which I have so long had opportunity 
to know and to know intimately, for later when he came to the Senate 
it was my good fortune to serve with him in one of the committees of 
the Senate having a very large amount of work to do—his industry, as 
well as these other characteristics that I have spoken of, was of the 
greatest, He seemed never to tire, to be ready to stay out and finish 
the things that were to be done, an example to us all of that fidelity 
to the administration of public interests, the things to be done and ac- 
complished that I think were extremely conspicuous, and I must say 
among the living are somewhat rare. 

So speaking of him, Mr. President, as a Member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and as a Senator performing his public duty, I can speak 
of him with the simplest sincerity and say that he was entitled, in my 
opinion, to the highest praise for these qualities and these things that 
he both had and did in performing important public duties. 

No more can be said, Mr. President, of any man, whether he have 
the gifts of eloquence or the boundless resources of learning. He who 
does his deed of duty in the place where he stands is the best patriot, 
the best citizen, the best legislator, the best ruler, and the best man. 
That he did. 

For many years General Logan and I have sat here side byside. His 
temper, like that of some of those who sat very near to him, was not 
always of the most stolid kind, and he and I, sitting here side by side, 
very often in our constant conversations and intercourse differed and 
disagreed; we sometimes got warm and angry; but I think I can say 
truly that the sun never went down on his wrath toward me or any 
other man from occasions arising from differences of opinion and warmth 
of words. 

He was the gentlest of hearts, the truest of natures, the highest of 
spirits, that feels and considers the weaknesses of human nature and 
who does not let small things stand in the way of his generous friend- 
ship and affection for those with whom he is thrown. And so in the 
midst of a career that had been so honorable in every branch of the 
public service, and with just ambitions and just powers to a yet longer 
life of great public usefulness, he disappears from among us—not dead— 
promoted, as I think, leaving us to mourn, not his departure for his 
sake but that the value of his conspicuous example, the strength of 
his conspicuous experience in publicaffairs, and the wisdom of his coun- 
sels have been withdrawn. 

And so I mourn him for ourselves, not for himself; and so I look upon 
an occasion like this not so much—far from it—for the regrets that be- 
long to personal separations as the testimonial that a great body like 
this should make for ourselves and for our people of a recognition of 
the merits and of the examples and of the services that are to be not 
only a memorial but an inspiration to us alland to all our countrymen 
as to the just recognition and worth of noble deeds and honest desires. 
And so I lay my small contribution upon his grave in this way. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, as I stood a few weeks ago by 
the vault that received within its gloomy walls the honored remains of 
John Alexander Logan, and heard the impressive words of the solemn 
ritual for the dead of the Grand Army of the Republic, it seemed to me 
a most fitting ceremonial. The aged comrade of the order who, in 
tremulous tones, read the lines that breathe in every word the spirit of 
fraternity, charity, and loyalty, represented the three hundred and fifty 
thousand companions in arms, comrades of the illustrious dead, to 
whom he was endeared by much of self-sacrifice and a devotion to their 
interests thet never knew fatigue. As the clear, well-sustained notes 
of the bugle hung, as though loth to leave, upon the wintry air, 

And the dingle’s hollow throat 
Prolonged the swelling bugle note, 


sounding the call ‘‘ lights out,” it was fit finale to the life of activity 
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and conflict so lately ended. It spoke of rest after fatigue, of the 

camp after the wearisome march, of quiet after the din of 
arms, of sweet sleep after battle. It meant the restful darkness after 
the wakeful light, the sadn of the camp-fire to retain its warmth 
until the dawn, the promise of the coming day, the resurrection and 
the life eternal. 

The familiar bugle-call brought most vividly to my recollection the 
first time I met our friend and comrade, nearly twenty-five years ago. 
Thedisaster to our arms on dread Chickamauga’s bloody day—the only 
battle approaching defeat that the Army of the Cumberland had ever 
known—had been redeemed by the glorious and substantial victories of 
Mission Ridge and Lookout Mountain. These battles had been won 
with the aid of the Army of the Tennessee, and Sherman, its leader, had 
come to fight by the side of Thomas, ‘‘the Rock of Chickamauga.’’ 

With Grant, the great captain, to direct the movements of these 
most able lieutenants, the victory was assured, and with the capture of 
the rebel stronghold upon the frowning heights of Mission Ridge and 
lofty Lookout the Georgia campaign, that ended in the capture of At- 
lanta and the march to the sea, that ‘‘ broke the back of the rebel- 
lion,” became possibilities. The fair fame of our brethren of the Ten- 
nessee was familiar to us of the Army of the Cumberland. We had 
fought by their side at Shiloh. We knew of their high emprise at 
Corinth, Champion Hills, and Vicksburg. We had heard and read of 
Sherman, McPherson, and Logan. 

I do not disparage the bright fame of either of the first two when I 
say that the chief interest centered at that time about the name of the 
third of these famous leaders of the Army of the Tennessee. He was 
the great volunteer soldier. He came from civil life—was without edu- 
cation in the art of war save that which came from a limited experi- 
ence during the war with Mexico. He resigned his position as a mem- 
ber of Congress to enter the army of the Union asa private. With 
burning words of eloquence and lofty patriotism he gathered his neigh- 
bors of his Congressional district about his recruiting flag, organized 
and became the colonel of the Thirty-first Regiment of Illinois Volun- 
teers. The baptism of blood came to him at Belmont, where he led 
the charging column upon the foe. 

At Fort Henry his regiment captured eight of the enemy’s guns. At 
Fort Donelson, while impetuously urging his men to the assault, he 
was badly wounded in the arm and hip but never flinched, and by his 
intrepidity kept his men in place until they were reinforced, their 
commander leaving the field only when faint from loss of blood. 
His regiment in this bloody fray lost 50 per cent. of its number in killed 
and wounded. Promoted to be brigadier-general, he returned before 
fall recovery of health and strength, and, at Corinth, General Sherman 
ackuowledged his ial obligation to General Logan, and described 
how gallantly ‘‘he held the critical ground on the right against a large 
force of the enemy.” 

Advanced to the command of a division he saved the day at Raymond, 
and the historian wrote of him— 

He was full of zeal and wild with enthusiasm, and to his division belongs the 
honor of the victory. Fearless as a lion, he was in every part of the field and 
seemed to infuse every man of his command with a part of his own indomita- 
ble energy and fiery valor. 

At Jackson and at Champion Hills his splendid division, as usual, 
immortalized itself. He seemed a born leader, displaying ‘‘unflinch- 
es daring bravery, and determined energy.” At thesiege 
of Vicksburg, and particularly in the assault after the mine explosion, 
he was the prominent figure. His division was the first to enter the 
captured stronghold on that memorable 4th day of July. A witness 
of the scene wrote: 


The General rode at their head worshiped by his men—a man of iron will 
= eae courage, who seemed under the blasts of war to change into a 


As a tribute to his gallantry and effective service during the siege, 
he was made military governor, and in that capacity displayed won- 
derfal executive power in caring for the captured thousands of Pem- 
berton’s army and the many other thousands of citizens who were re- 
duced almost to starvation. He brought ‘‘order out of chaos, re- 
strained disorder, and treated the conquered with impartial justice.’’ 

Having been made major-general of volunteers, he succeeded Gen- 
eral Sherman as commander of the Fifteenth Corps. 

His parting address to the gallant division he had so frequently led 
to victory is well worthy of remembrance. He saidit “had made for 
itself a history to be proud of; a history never to be forgotten; for it 
is written as with a pen of fire dipped in ink of blood in the memories 
and in the hearts of all.’? He besought hismen in these words: ‘‘ Re- 
member the glorious cause you are fighting for, remember the bleach- 
ing bones of your comrades killed on the bloody fields of Donelson, 
Corinth, Champion Hills, and Vicksburg, or who perished by disease 
during the past two years of hardship and exposure, and swear by 
these imperishable memories never, while life remains, to prove recre- 
ant to the trust Heaven has confided to your charge.” 

This was the meteoric military career of the junior of the three 
splendid soldiers who came from the great valley they had immortal- 
ized by their valor to the central West, to join with Thomas, Schofield, 
seis mt in the campaign against Atlanta—‘‘ the gate city of the 

u 


I first saw Logan in front of the confederate position on Kenesaw 
Mountain, when his corps made that desperate assault upon Little 
Kenesaw—so fruitless in results, so costly in human life. The sight 
was an inspiration. Well mounted—‘ he looked of his horse a part.” 
His swarthy complexion, long black hair, com figure, stentorian 
voice, and eyes that seemed to blaze ‘‘ with the light of battle,” made 
a figure once seen never to be forgotten. In action he was the very 
spirit of war. His magnificent presence would make a coward fight. 
He seemed a resistless force. 


The sword 
Of Michael, from the armory of God, 
Was given him, tempered so that neither keen 
Nor solid might resist that edge. 

The splendid record of achievements won along the Mississippi was 
to remain unbroken. His name is written upon every page of the 
Georgia campaign of over one hundred days of constant fighting. Says 
one of the historians of the Army of the Cumberland: ‘‘ As the united 
armies advanced along the battle line, where for four months the firing 
never wholly ceased by day or by night, everbody came to know Logan. 
Brave, vigilant and aggressive, he won universal applause. Prudent 
for his men and reckless in exposing his own person, he excited general 
admiration. 

When the lines were close his own headquarters were often scarcely 
out of sight of the pickets, and he generally had a hand in whatever 
deadly work might spring up along his front. 

At Resaca, at Dallas, in front of frowning Kenesaw, at Peach Tree 
Creek and New Hope Church his corps under his leadership added to 
itsfame. When McPherson was killed Logan assumed temporary com- 
mand of the Army of the Tennessee, and ‘‘ wrested victory from the 
jaws of defeat.’? We of the Cumberland heard the noise of the cannon 
and the rattle of the musketry that told of the severe assaults made by 
the d te foe on ’s line. I visited the field the next morning 
and saw the terrible results of the deadly struggle. 

The ground was thickly strewn with the slain, and the face of nature 
had been changed by the conflict as though 


Men had fought upon the earth and fiends in upper air. 


Logan’s battle presence here is said to have been sublime. The death 
of his beloved comrade in arms seemed to transform him into a very 
Moloch. Bare-headed he rode his lines, encouraging his men by word 
and deed, his battle-cry, ‘‘McPherson and revenge.” Sherman’s offi- 
cial report of the battle says: 


The brave and gallant General Logan nobly sustained his reputation and that 
of his veteran army and avenged the death of his comrade and commander. 


I would fain speak of Ezra Chapel and Jonesborough, butlack of time 
forbids. 

On September 2 the campaign of constant fighting that began May 2 
closed by the occupation of Atlanta, and no one man did more to bring 
about the glorious result than he whose death we to-day deplore. Of 
his services during the march from Savannah through the Carolinas I 
can not take time to speak. He rode at the head of the victorious 
veterans of the Army of the Tennessee at the Grand Review. Longits 
leader, he had at last becomeitscommander. No more knightly figure 
appeared in the marching columns. No braver or truer heart swelled 
with the lofty emotions of the hour. 

Through all of General Logan’s military career it is evident that he 
was far more than a mere soldier. Although terribly at home upon the 
field of battle it was not love of the life that took him there. His sen- 
sitive and sympathetic nature caused him many unhappy hours as he 
saw the horrors war had wrought. He was no mere seeker for ‘‘ the 
bubble reputation.” The speeches made and letters written immedi- 
ately before and during the great struggle for national existence show 
him to have been imbued with thespirit of loftiest patriotism. In Con- 
gress he said: 

Ihave been taught to believe that the preservation of this glorious Union 


with its broad flag waving over us as the shield for our protection on land and 


on sea, is paramount to all the parties and platforms that ever have existed, or 
ever can exist. I would to-day, if I had the power, sink my own party and 
every other one with all their platforms into the vortex of ruin, without heay- 


ing a sigh or shedding a tear, to save the Union. 


In 1862, when solicited to represent Illinois as Representative at 
large, he wrote: 


danger. 
I express all my viewsin politics when I assert my attachment for the Union. 
I have no other politics now, and consequently no aspirations for civil place or 
power, No! Iam to-day a soldier of this Republic, so to remain, changeless 
and immutable, until her last and weakest enemy shall have expired and passed 
away. Ambitious men who have not atrue love for theircountry at heart may 
bring forth crude and bootless questions to tate the pulse of our troubled 
nation and thwart the preservation of this Union, but of none of such am I. I 
have entered the field to die if needs be for this Grenen and never expect 
peaceful pursuits until the object of this war become a fact 
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While deeply in earnest and desirous of serving his country in the 
largest sphere, it can not be said that he was ambitious. He never 
sought promotion. It came to him as proper recognition of great fit- 
ness and much service. 

The trait in hischaracter upon which my thoughts dwell with fond- 
ness and emotion was his generous regard for the rights of others. It 
shone out conspicuously in his treatment of that noble soldierand true 
patriot, General George H. Thomas, whom all men loved. There was 
impatience that Thomas did not move to the attack of Hood. The 
fact that the rain, which froze asit fell, covered the earth with ice upon 
re man and beast could scarcely stand was really cause sufficient for 
delay. 

Logan was ordered to supersede the great leader of the Cumberland 
army. He proceeded westward without haste, although the command 
of that splendid army of veterans was something greatly to be desired. 
Reaching Louisville and hearing that the thaw had come and Thomas 
ready to move, he delayed in that city. The glorious news of the great 
victory at Nashville soon came to him. Logan, with the order assign- 
ing him to supreme command in his pocket, telegraphed the glad tidings 
to Washington and asked that Thomas might remain at the head of the 
men who had followed him for so many years, and that he might re- 
turn to the inferior command. 

No desire for self-adyancement could prompt him to di the 
rights of a comrade. Without a murmur he had before this time seen 
the command of the Army of the Tennessee pass to another when itseemed 
matter of right that it should be his as the natural successor of the la- 
mented McPherson. General Hooker, with less of claim, wanted it, 
and in his grievous disappointment asked to be relieved from duty. 

did not sulk an instant, but, with unselfish patriotism, went 
wherever duty called. 

It is not my purpose to speak of the great dead in any other capacity 
than that of a soldier. Let others speak of him as a civilian, lawyer, 
legislator, statesman, and tell of his merits as citizen, husband, father, 
and friend. I was his recognized comrade, as was every other man who 
wore the blue. He never forgot them. They will never forget him. 
He made it impossible so to do by his devotion to the volunteer sol- 
diers’ interests. The statute-books are full of laws for the maimed 
and disabled, the widowed and the fatherless, that he either originated 
or actively helped to pass. His life here and in the other House since 
the war was one of constant devotion to those with whom he had 
served. It was this strong feeling of comradeship that prompted him 
to aid materially in the organization of that great order—the Grand 
Army of the Republic. $ 

He originated the ever-beautiful Memorial Day and constantly urged 
its observance. It was a revelation to many that this sturdy soldier 
should have conceived the poetic idea that the graves of the Union dead 
should receive their yearly tribute of flowers. The thought was born 
of his love for them. There was much that was refined beneath the 
hold, frank exterior. 


The bravest are the tenderest, 
The loving are the daring. 


A friend who knew him well writes of him: 

His domestic life was an exquisite idyl. It was fragrant with faith and ten- 
derness, It was a poem whose rhythm was never marred, 

Our hearts go out in sympathetic love to-day to the lonely woman 
who was his helpmeet all the days of his manhood life. Her’s the deso- 
lation of a great loss, but with it the consolation of a great love. 

Peace be with her. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, I understand and appreciate fully 
the motives which prompt the tender and touching tributes paid here 
to the memory of our late and distinguished colleague. I sympathize 
with them as honorable alike to the living and tothe dead. It isemi- 
nently right and proper that the political associates and the comrades 
in arms of the dead statesman and soldier should bear grateful testi- 
mony to his services and pay homage to his virtues. This is his due; 
it belongs of right to him, and none are more willing to accord this to 
him than those who were his political opponents. Forone, I join gladly 
in every mark of respect paid to the memory of General Logan. But, 
sir, in the few remarks which I shall make on this mournful occasion 
which recalls a calamity that has filled, not only the Senate, but the 
whole country with profound sorrow, I must speak from a standpoint 
dpYerent from that occupied by the political friends and the comrades 
ot him who has been stricken down in the prime of manhood, and in 
the midst of his usefulness so suddenly and so mysteriously. The 
political school in which my creed was formed inculcated other doc- 
trines than those held by General Logan, and these necessarily not onl 
arrayed me in the ranks of his political opponents, but in those whi 
were opposed to the cause he espoused and so bravely upheld in the 
late unhappy civil war. Asa Democrat, a Southern man, and a con- 
federate soldier, I am called on to speak of him as a Republican in high 
and deserved honor with his party, as a Northern man who offered his 
life and gave his blood to prove the sincerity of his convictions, and as a 
Federal soldier whose fame was as wide-spread as it was fairly achieved. 

I therefore leave to others better fitted than myself the grateful 
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duty of portraying his remarkable military career which placed him 
high in the ranks of successful commanders, and of tracing his no less 
remarkable political career, which led him up to become an honored 
and ized leader of his party. But Imay say, in connection with 
his brilliant military service, and it is due to him that I should say it, 
that when war was flagrant, and the passions of men were inflamed to 
their highest pitch, we of the South knew of no act of cruelty, of bar- 
boni or of inhumanity to stain his record as a brave and honorable 
soldier. 

I shall of him as I knew him here, as a Senator and as a man; 
and while we held opposite opinions on nearly all of the great ques- 
tions which have divided parties in this country, I hope that I may 
be able to speak with impartiality and with truth, His ability com- 
manded my admiration; his many high qualities won my mal re- 
gard, and every feeling of my heart prompts me to do justice to 
his merits. My acquaintance with General Logan began upon my en- 
trance into this body, and by a curious coincidence the first utterances 
I heard in this Chamber were from him while he was criticising my own 
State sharply. His language on that occasion, as may readily be sup- 
posed, was not calculated to inspire me with friendly feelings toward 

im, and it created in my mind a prejudice against him which doubt- 
less warped my judgment to some extent, It was in this condition of 
things that I found myself placed on the Committee on Military Af- 
faits, of which he was a member, and over which he subsequently pre- 
sided as chairman for years, zealously and efficiently. 

Our service together on that committee was continuous from that 
time until death freed him from earthly labors, and my long associa- 
tion with him there taught me to respect his great ability and to ad- 
mire the many good and generous traits which marked his character so 
songy: Thoroughly familiar with the Army rules and regulations, 
earnestly desirous of promoting the oy of the service, laborious 
and conscientious in the di of his duties, devoted to the old 
soldiers, he was fully equipped to fill the arduous and responsible posi- 
tion he held. Of ardent temperament and strong will, he was not free 
from the prejudices which always belong to natures such as his was, 
but these were rigidly subordinated to his stern sense of justice and of 
honor, And, sir, I can say truthfully that he frequently tempered 
justice by mercy, and I acknowledge gratefully that on many occasions 
the people of the South were the recipients of his kindness. His 
words in the heat and conflict of debate were sometimes bitter, but his 
acts, inspired by his generous heart, were generally kinder than his 
words, By his acts I prefer to judge his character, and by them my 
estimate of him has been formed. 

The characteristics which gave him such marked individuality as 
chairman of the Military Committee were constantly illustrated on the 
floor of the Senate. A strong adherent and supporter of his party, he 
never failed to assert his independence of thought and of action when- 
ever he deemed that his duty demanded this, Frank, fearless, and 
outspoken, he professed in an eminent degree the courage which springs 
from sincere convictions, and he had the ability to defend these con- 
victions. While doing this he dealt heavy blows, but they were al- 
ways delivered in an open, straightforward, manly manner. He never 
fought in ambush; he asked only an open field and fair play. Pos- 
sessing as he did so many rare and generous attributes, it is not strange 
that he found warm friends eyen among his political opponents, nor is 
it surprising that he was a tower of strength to his own party. 

His services, his talents, commanded the position of a leader, and he 
filled that position ably. Theancient Romans, Mr. President, regarded 
cou as among the highest virtues, and the word used by them to 
express this quality has given to our language its beautiful word “‘ vir- 
tue.” If the Latin and the English words are synonymous, as they 
should be, then surely we can ascribe courage and virtue to John A. 


n. 

No braver man ever lived, and the Almighty Creator endowed him 
with many otherand great virtues. His work on earth is done, and he 
is at rest. 

And from heaven of heavens above 
God speaketh with bateless breath: 
“My angel of perfect love 
Is the angel men call Death!” 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, whosoever shall hereafter faithfully 
write the annals of our country’s history for the last quarter of acen- 
tury will have occasion to speak often and in words of high praise the 
name of General John A. Logan. 

His death came suddenly and unexpectedly to us all, as but a few 
days before he was in his seat, apparently in his usual health. When 
it came it disclosed not only the warm affection, friendly devotion, and 
high esteem of his associates in this Chamber, but also the firm and 
enduring hold he had upon the affections of his countrymen every- 
where. In public halls and churches and in other places they as- 
sembled to give expression to their grief and sorrow by memorial serv- 
ices and public ad , recounting the story of his life. 

This universal manifestation, spontaneous and sincere, did not com” 
by chance or accident, but because his long public career rendered hi) 
worthy of the great honors that were paid to his memory. 
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Others have spoken of his early history in Mexico, at the bar, and 
in the State Legislature, all preliminary to larger field, opening up to 
him in the National Congress and upon the great theater of war. He 
first appeared in the National Capitol and took a seat in the House 
of Representatives, to which he had been elected from the State of Illi- 
nois in December, 1859. He was elected as a Democrat, and whatever 
part he took in the public discussions of that session was in the line 
pursued by the Democratic party. It is not fitting here and now to 
speak of the momentous questions which then agitated the public 
mind and sharply divided political parties. He was thrown into the 
midst of this terrific political conflict which even then threatened the 
country with war. He arrayed himself on the side of the great leader 
of one faction of the Democratic party, and in the Presidential struggle 
of 1860 he espoused the cause of this great leader with all the zeal of 
his strong personality, and in his own State aimed heavy blows at the 
Republican party and the Southern wing of his own. 

That è ended in the vlection of President Lincoln, which was 
soon followed by the g of a struggle of a very different nature. 
This conflict of arms, though long predicted by many, at last came sud- 
denly upon the country without preparation, It has been said that 
“once to every man and nation comes the moment to decide in the 
strife of truth with falsehood for the good or evil side.” This supreme 
moment came then not only to the country, but to the citizen, what- 
ever his station. General Logan did not hesitate, but at once, with 
his great leader, arrayed himself on the side of his country. So de- 
ciding he immediately resigned his seat in Congress, surrendering for 
the time his political ambition, returned to his native State, and with 
all the energy and impetuosity of his nature proclaimed his purpose to 
enter the military service and remain in it until the Union was restored. 
This among his constituents was a courageous resolve, as from their 
location political education they were not easily persuaded torisk 
all, as he proposed, to save the Union. Such was the force of his char- 
acter and the persuasiveness of his arguments thatin a very few days 
he found himself at the head of a regiment largely composed of his po- 
litical associates and friends. 

Here began that conspicuous military record which four years later 
by common consent placed him foremost among the many eminent 
civilian commanders of that great conflict. 

I shall leave others to speak in detail of his military career, but can 
not refrain from saying that through it all he had the confidence of his 
military superiors as one fitted to command a great army in battle. 

assigned him to the supreme command on the battlefield of 
Atlanta after McPherson was slain; he justified that confidence by 
leading the army to victory. Later on Grant did not hesitate to select 
him as the man most likely to achieve a victory at Nashville, when he 
was growing restless at the delay of General Thomas. Here as every- 
where he showed the magnanimity and generosity of the true soldier by 
not wresting the command from Thomas on the threshold of a great 


victory. 

He not only held throughout the war the undiminished confidence 
of the great chieftains I have named, but his great qualities as a soldier 
also secured for him the respect, esteem, and confidence of those serving 
under him, which he held firmly and unreservedly to the end; and the 
soldiers who served with him, now grieve because of the loss of a com- 
rade, companion, and friend, and they will repeat to their dying day 
around their camp fires recounting the stories of the war, ‘*I fought 
with Logan at Atlanta,” or ‘‘at Jonesborough,” or “‘at Vicksburg.’? 

General reap in this Capitol as a Representative in 
March, 1867, and from that time until his death, except for a period 
“hire years, he was continuously a member either of the House or of 

Senate. 


His ability as a popular orator and his great military reputation 
gave him prominence at once in the House of Representatives. He 
fully sustained himself in that great popular body by the earnestness 
of his convictions, by his skill as a debater, and by his knowledge of 
public affairs. He soon became one of the recognized leaders in the 
consideration and discussion of the great questions before the House. 
At that time, and by the vote of his associates in that body, he was 
chosen to appear here as one of the managers in behalf of the House to 
conduct the trial of the impeachment of President Johnson. 

The questions then prominent were questions growing out of the war, 
covering the entire range and scope of the powers of the General Gov- 
ernment, the reorganization of the Army, the management of the pub- 
lic debt, the reduction of taxes, changes in our tariff and internal-reve- 
nue systems, the currency, specie payments, the new amendments to the 
Constitution, and the restoration of the States deprived of representa- 
tion because of the rebellion. All these questions and many others 
were in a brief space of time forced upon Congress for its consideration. 
General had decided views upon them all, and expressed his 
views fearlessly and with great force and power. 

General Logan was transferred to this Chamber in 1871. He was 
then in the full vigor of his matured faculties, and brought with him 
the valuable experience of a long service in the House, and at once 
took high rank in the Senate, which he maintained undiminished to 
the end, always taking an active part in the discussion of the great 
questions constantly appearing here for action. His sympathy with 


his old comrades and their devotion to his personal fortunes imposed 
upon him unusual labor in caring for their interests and welfare. 

He was assiduous and constant in the advocacy of all the measures 
which he and they deemed of especial interest to them, whether re- 
specting pensions, bounty, back pay, or the reorganization of the Army 
itself, and he became their conspicuous advocate and friend. Bo that 
for all the years following the war whatever legislation there is upon 
our statute-books upon these topics bears the impress of his advocacy. 

He was a man of tireless activity and industry in the Senate, The 
Fitz-John Porter case is a conspicuous example of these characteristics. 
He found time in the midst of the multiplied cares of aseatin this body 
to write an exhaustive history of the causes which led to the conflict 
in which he bore so prominent a part. 

This brief retrospect discloses that the life of General Logan was one 
of ceaseless activity and exceptional usefulness to his country. 

Few men of this generation in our country have achieved a more il- 
lustrious career. 

Coming into active political life at the beginning of the great civil 
war, he has linked his name imperishably with the military achieve- 
ments that resulted in the restoration of the Union. Coming into the 
councils of the nation soon after the close of hostilities, he bore an hon- 
orable part in the legislation which then seemed necessary for the per- 
petuation of the Union. 

General Logan was not, in the common acceptance of that phrase, an 
eloquent man; yet he had extraordinary power as a popular orator. 
There was something inherent in his character and method and in his 
utterances intensely attractive to large assemblies, Few men in our 
country could attract larger audiences, or hold them more firmly, or 
direct them more certainly to the views he expressed. This character- 
istic was well illustrated in the campaign of 1884, when great. multi- 
tudes gathered to hear him, and listened with intense interest to every 
utterance, and were persuaded by his arguments and eloquence. 

Mr. President, this body in its organization is perpetual, and unless 
the Constitution shall be changed will endure as long as the Govern- 
ment remains. It is now the same body it was when organized in 
1789. Its members have the longest fixed term known to the Consti- 
tution except the tenure of the judges of our courts; yet its member- 
ship rapidly changes. When we met in December only six Senators 
appeared in their seats who were in this Chamber fourteen years ago, 
when I entered it. One of these was General Logan; and of all the 
men who have come and gone in these intervening years, none were 
more conspicuous and none will be more missed by the country and 
by those of us who still remain. 

My service with him began in the other House, in 1867, and since 
thattime we have been associated together connue tipan important 
committees. So I had opportunity to know him w Like most of 
us, he was not free from faults and peculiarities of disposition; his na- 
ture was sensitive; he was quick to resent an injury, and as quick to 
forgive it. He never knowingly did an injustice to his associates, and 
if he found that he had done so unconsciously, he was swift and ready 
to make reparation. He was conscientious in the discharge of his pub- 
lie duties. 

In his death the nation has lost one of its ablest counselors, his com- 
rades in the army one of their most ardent and devoted supporters, we 
in this Chamber a valued co-worker and friend. 

The arduous labors, the conflicts and struggles incident to high pub- 
lic station with him areended. ‘Those who survive him here will strug- 
gle on for a few brief years at most, and will then like him be gathered 
to the world beyond, to receive the reward which awaits those who per- 
form faithfully and well all their duties here. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, a s er seeing General Logan for 

the first time and observing him in these Halls a few days ago would 

haps have said that the most prominent feature of his character was 

is combativeness. He snuffed the battle afar off; he never lagged in 

the rear of the column; he crowded to the front; he never shirked the 
combat; he went out to look for it. 

He was quick and strong in his likes and his dislikes, He scorned 
Soest ne and meanness, but I do not think that he hated any- 

y- 
We have seen him in committee and here in this Hall, impetuous, 
trampling down all obstacles to his cause, and perhaps trampling upon 
the feelings of his associates. We have seen him then, upon a protest, 
drop the point of his sword instantly, become gentle, quiet, concilia- 
tory, and evidently full of regret that he had even appeared to be un- 
just to any one. 

He had a matchless courage, as everybody knows, a courage not only 
upon the battlefield but a high courage and spirit of self-sacrifice in 
politics. He had a right to suppose from all that was said to him by 
great multitudes, that he was a fair and honorable candidate for the 
Presidency, yet he cheerfully accepted a subordinate position upon a 
Presidential ticket in 1884 in the belief, in which he was strengthened 
by friends, that his influence and his acquaintance with tens of thou- 
sands of soldiers would bring something of strength to his political 


party. 
We remember very well the famous Fitz-John Porter controversy. 
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He was well aware in what he was doing there, that he was strength- 
ening old animosities and creating new ones; but you know with what 
a splendid courage he carried himself through, with what power, with 
what indefatigable industry he accumulated his facts and arguments, 
and renewed the battle again and again. 

I remember with interest that during the controversy over the famous 
anti-Chinese bill he was absent. He returned after a time, and while 
he was under no obligation to say anything, he was opposed to the bill, 
and lest he might be even thought to shirk—no, not that, but because 
he desired to be sure in whatever was being done—he took an early ocea- 
sion to rise here and manifest his vigorous and determined opposition 
to that measure. He knew well what chances he took then of losing 
political support. 

Not a great while ago there arose here a very painful controversy 
concerning the Senatorial representative from one of our great States. 
He took his ground firmly; he argued it with all his accustomed vigor 
and energy. He recognized well that he was creating again enemies 
and opponents—yes, more than opponents, bitter enemies—in a great 
State that would be essential to the support of his ambition. 

I remember that General n was several times much annoyed 
by a charge that about the time of the breaking out of hostilities, pre- 
vious to it, he had been concerned in raising troops for the confederate 
service. It was a charge that had nota shadow of truth in it, He 
was a Democrat, of course, before the war, and, as he was in everything 
else, intensely a Democrat, fierce, combative, bitter sometimes; but as 
the contest drew near the fire of his patriotism blazed up and con- 
sumed like flax all obstacles in his way, and he became, as you haye 
learned from some declarations of his made at the time, nothing but a 
defender of the Union. And not only as a soldier, for he carried with 
him politically the people of Southern Illinois, many of whom in their 
political prejudices and convictions were as completely Southerners as 
the people of Alabama. He swept them along with him by the power 
and fierce energy of his oratory. 

He went into the war. After Vicksburg General Grant said that 
McPhersonand Logan had demonstrated their fitness to become the com- 
manders of independent armies. He had aright to suppose, after the 
gallant McPherson had fallen, under the very feet of an advancing and 
temporarily triumphant confederate force, he had a fair right to sappose 
that he would succeed to that officer’s command. He was second in 
rank. The soldiers desired it. They had seen his great leadership on 
that battlefield as on many others. Another took the place, an hon- 
orable and gallant soldier. 

The manly generosity and high courtesy of his bearing when he was 
ordered to relieve the noble General Thomas have been described to- 
day. Ido not contrast General Logan’s action on that occasion with 
the conduct of certain others in similar situations, though there were 
examples of wonderful contrast; but he was as obedient as a child, 
faithful as ever. His complaints were probably uttered, for he could 
not disguise himself, but they are not upon record. 

He labored under the reproach that he was something of a political 
soldier in those days, but he did not then disclose the fact that he had 
received a suggestion he could not disregard, that he should go to Illi- 
nois, another battlefield as important as the battlefield of Atlanta. 

He came to be the eminent figure among the volunteer soldiers, It 
is so recorded; it will be so remembered in history. There is no sol- 
dier of the old Army, the most captious or the most jealous, who re- 
grets or carps at any of the great honors paid to Logan; for whatever is 
said of Logan as the chief of volunteers is claimed to be the common 
glory of them all. 

I heard General Grant say once of him in private conversation that 
he was uneasy in camp but all right when he charged. He sulked in 
his tent, but it was because it was a tent. When the bugle called him 
to the saddle he was exultant, happy. 

He was classed as a political general. I do notknow that it was al- 
together an unfriendly remark. He was, sir; he had the honor to bea 

litical general. It was a political war, and he was as strong in one 
Beld of battle as theother; the political generals did double duty. The 
anxiety during some of the great days of those four years was not that 
the soldiers of the Union would be unable to put down the rebellion in 
due time, but that the voters at the ballot-box might put down the war 
too early; and some of the political combats won by and others 
at home were as useful to the cause of the Union as the triumphs of 
Vicksburg and Gettysburg. Baker, matchless as an orator, chivalrous 
and lovely in battle, was a political general. Garfield, giving promise 
of great generalship by an unconquerable industry and energy and a 
brilliant courage in the face of the enemy’s guns—Garfield, obeying 
what was almost a command, went from the army to Congress. Frank 
Blair, with the trumpet tones of his voice and the quiver of his up- 
lifted finger, was worth a corps of soldiers in his influence over Mis- 
souri, and he was a political general. 

Scandal spared General Logan from its insinuations of dishonor in 
private or public life. Perhaps calumnious mud was thrown at him, 
but nothing of it is recorded or eyen retained in the memories of men. 

He loved his country. Why, sir, that is true of sixty millions of 

ple, I hope; but he loved it with a devotion immeasurable and un- 
athomable. He believed in the justice, the equality, and the liberty 
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of its Constitution and its laws. He had no doubt whatever of the 
wisdom of this great experiment, universal suffrage and all. He was 
no agnostic; he had a creed and a purpose is gS every contest, 
He did not assume all knowledge; but what he knew, he knew he 
knew; and what he believed he was always ready tosay. Whatever 
he wanted, he greatly wanted; he was very much in earnest. He 
trusted the great jury of twelve million voters and had no doubt about 
the future prosperity, honor, and glory of the great Republic. 

He was an ambitious man, politically; he had a right to be, and he 
won a high place. He was ambitious of a great place among soldiers, 
and he won it. 

He was generous, he was frank, he was tender. Possibly that will 
sound strangely to many people who did not know him as we did. He 
had as tendera heart as entered these doors. He was one of the bravest 
men physically and morally that ever lived. He was a brilliant and 
great volunteer soldier. He was an incorruptible citizen and legis- 
o His patriotism was unsurpassed in enthusiasm, intensity, and 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the busy hand of death beckons us 
again to the side of a new-made grave. Amid the tears and sobs of 
this great people, to the music of muffled drums, and under the farled 
flag which he loved, we tenderly bore John A. to his rest. 

It was to be expected that the words of tribute spoken in this Cham- 
ber, still so filled with his presence, would come fresh and strong from 
warm hearts, for his wonderful career was of our own day and genera- 
tion, and we were his colleagues and friends, 

But, sir, no one need fear for Logan the cold analysis of the historian 
yet to come. How little dependent is this man’s fame upon the speech 
of his contemporaries, It rests upon the solid foundation of glorious 
deeds and splendid public service. We may well say that he was born 
for the service of the people, for the active years of his whole life, with 
hardly an intermission, were spent in the discharge of public duty. 
That life was an open book, read and known of all men, and biographi- 
cal details of it are for my purpose, quite unnecessary. It is said that 
‘thistory is the essence of innumerable biographies.” Logan’s life is of 
the essence of our history. ~ 

With him love of country was a passion, and with him the union of the 
States was ‘‘the country.’’ He could see, save through the perpetuity 
of that Union, nothing of any worth in the future of the Republic. 

Of strong convictions and prejudices, a stern partisan, reared among 
those whose predelictions and views of constitutional right were dis- 
tinctively of the Southern school, the friend and trusted lieutenant of 
Douglas, it will stand forever to the credit of his clearness of mental 
vision and of his independence of character, that when the war cloud 
which had been so long gathering, broke in fury upon the country, he 
straightway took his rightful place by the side of Abraham Lincoln, 
under the beautiful flag, which, at the threshold of his manhood, he 
had followed upon the plains of Mexico, 

j His star shotinto the sky at Belmont, to shine fixed and unobscured 
‘orever, 

It would be idle for me to recount the battles which he fonght and 
won, the precipitous charges which he led, the marvelous personal 
magnetism and daring which, communicating itself to a whole army, 
turned, as by the will power of one man, defeat into victory. It is 
enough to say of him as a soldier that by common consent he stands 
forth the ideal volunteer soldier of the war. He was, among a million 
brave men, ori , picturesque, and unique. There was but one John 
A. Logan. Whata pitiful combination of folly and malignity was that 
which thrust at such a one the charge of disloyalty! 

The world loves, and easily remembers, the soldier. Tales of the 
bivouac, the siege and the charge, of personal daring on the field of 
battle, have had iar fascination for men in every age, and doubt- 
less Logan’s chief renown will be as a soldier. He would have it so. 

But, great as he was in war, he was great also as an orator of the 
people, and in the councils of peace, He won as an orator a reputation 
which, if he had no other claim to be remembered, would keep his 
name alive and would satisfy any reasonable ambition. His popularity 
as a speaker was not ephemeral, nor was it peculiar to any section. He 
wase here welcome. Listening thousands hung in rapt interest 
upon his words. Itis not at all difficult to account for his power as a 
speaker. His evident sincerity and earnestness, his commanding pres- 
ence, the flash of his eye, the like of which I never saw in any other, 
face, the boldness of his utterance, the impetuous flow of his speech, 
and the trumpet tones of his voice, gave to him as a popular orator a 
charm indescribable. No man could catch more quickly than he the 
spirit of his audience, or more deftly adapt himself to its fancy. 

The law of his life wasaction. He could not rest, It issaid of him 
that as a soldier he was chafing and unhappy unless the army was in 
motion and the battle near at hand. This characteristic was quite as 
marked in civil life. 

He was a student and a worker, and as the years went on he grew 
in mental strength and stature and in oratorical power. 

As the nominee of his party for the second great office in the gift of 
the people, he added greatly to his civicfame. The dignity of his bear- 
ing, the method and manner of his thought and speech, were every- 
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where a revelation to those who then heard him for the first time. 
Other orators have been more finished, but, sir, it is not the language 
of fulsome eulogy to say that, taking John A. Logan all in all, he was 
a t orator, and will be known as such. 

e possessed, also, indisputable claims to high statesmanship. Look 
through the statutes and the records of Congress, and you will find there 
the strong impress of his character and individuality. Many acts of 
great public consequence he devised and draughted. As a legislator, 
he was broad-minded and fearless. Neither the love of commendation 
nor the fear of criticism swerved him in the least from the path blazed 
out by his convictions. He was ready in debate and a dangerous antag- 
onist on the floor of the Senate. 

One cannot fail to notice, looking through the record of his work in 
the national Senate, everywhere the evidence of service rendered to 
the soldier, and to the soldier’s widow and orphan. Every thought 
that loving comradeship and appreciation of great service and sacrifice 
could suggest for the soldier’s good, you will find at some time formu- 
lated into statute by his faithful hand. He took it upon him as a 
sacred trust that he should look always to the interest of those who 
with him had stood in the shock of battle. Well may the surviving 
soldiers of the Federal Army—now, alas, fast falling by the wayside— 
as they gather around their camp-fires, weep bitter tears for the loss of 


Though a chieftain of his party, he was not narrow or sectional as a 
legislator. He met more than half way those who had but lately been 
his adversaries on the fieldof battle. No man more desired the restora- 
tion of perfect harmony between the sections and the upbuilding of the 
waste places of the South or gave readier aid to that great consumma- 
tion. He demanded only in return that every man and woman and 
child, of whatever condition, class, or degree, should enjoy unobstructed 
and in the fullest measure, every right given by the Constitution and 
the laws. With less than this he thought it moral treason to be con- 
tent. 

Logan was a leader by divine right. All the elements combined to 
make him such. Of resistless energy, iron will, knightly daring, lofty 
moral courage, quick and acute intelligence, fervent patriotism, unself- 
ish loyalty to principle and friendship, and unswerving honor, it is im- 

ible to conceive of him as other than a great leader in any field of 
uman effort. Scan his eventful life however critically, study the 
forces which moved him, analyze the characteristics which marked him 
from his fellows, and you find little indeed of accident or adventitious 
aid in the achievements which will glorify his name. It is no marvel 
that he was a great soldier, or that he was an orator of high repute, or 
that he was conspicuous among the leading statesmen of his day, but 
that he united in himself all of these is conclusive of his genius. 

He was, with all his rugged strength of will and bravery and forti- 
tude, a sensitive man, easily wounded by a personal or party friend. 
In the re we see now, with unavailing regret, how keenly he 
may have suffered in spirit from what gave us little thought or con- 
cern. Quick to resent what seemed to him a wrong, he was, like all 
great natures, as quick to forgive and forget. He was magnanimous. 
No manly man found it difficult to repair, without loss of self-respect, 
a quarrel with John A. Logan. 

He was, in many ways, a proud man. He carried for a quarter of a 
century upon his body, wounds received in battle. He bore, without 
complaint, racking pains, horn of the privations of the soldier’s life, of 
the pelting storm, the comfortless bed upon the frozen earth, the cold, 
wearisome march, the sleepless nights and toilsome days. Standing in 
his place on the 16th of March last, he said: 

I could say—but I dislike to mention myself—that I was entitled to a pension 
early in the war, and have been ever since the war, but I have never asked for 
it, and never expect to. 

Mr. President, we now know that there were times in his later 

ears when the days were dark, and when the stress of financial em- 

ent pressed him hard, but he was too proud and delicate to 
claim the pension which was his due under the laws which he had 
been so potential in fashioning and in enacting. I hope if the words I 
am about to utter are a sin against the proprieties of this occasion that 
Ishall be forgiven; but I do not doubt that as hestood there, announc- 
ing to the Senate and to the country his right to a pension, he had 
abiding faith that should he, in the providence of God, be first called, 
the ponie whom he had served so long and so well, would pay, not 
grudgingly, but as in cheerful payment of a debt of honor, to the 
womanly woman who in all the years of his growth had kept pace 
with him, who had been his love, his pride, his companion, that which 
was his due, but which he had forborne to claim. 

That is not a full tribute tothe memory of John A. Logan which takes 
no thought of her whose life has been a part of his life and whose fame 
is linked inseparably with his fame. What tenderer, sweeter tribute 
can the American people pay to his memory, than to place above the 
calamitous vicissitudes of life, the woman who was ever by his side, 
not alone in the hour of triumph but in the hour of pain and suffer- 
ing; not alone in this beautiful capital city, but in the rude hospital on 
the banks of the distant Western river where he lay wounded nigh 
unto death? 

He died in the service of his country, and we know from him—for he 


Benes Treg yet speaketh ’’—that his strength and vigor were sapped 
and by the privations and the wounds of war. 
How difficult it is to think of him as dead! 


Can that man be dead 
Whose spiritual influence is upon his kind? 
He lives in glory; and his speaking dust 
Has more of life than half its breathing moulds, 


He will live, sir, in the hearts of men until the history of his time shall 
have faded utterly away. With each returning May, wherever there is 
asoldier’s grave—and where is there not asoldier’s grave ?—the people 
now living and those to come after us willremember the name of Logan, 
the patriot, soldier, orator, and statesman, and will bring, in honor of 
his memory, the beautiful flowers of the springtime and the sweet in- 
cense of praise and prayer. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, with profound sorrow and deep 
grief I join in paying the last official tribute of respect, honor, friend- 
ship, and love to the memory of our late distinguished colleague, John 
Alexander k 

For the first time, in March, 1875, I had the pleasure and honor of 
his personal acquaintance in this Chamber. 

For the succeeding two years, and then from March 4, 1879, to the 
day of his death, I was a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
of which he was the honored chairman. Our official and personal re- 
lations at once became, and uninterruptedly continued, most intimate, 
cordial, and friendly. However widely we may have differed upon 
many questions, I respected, admired, honored, and loved him for his 
many noble, manly, generous, imous, and chivalrous qualities 
of head and heart—the distinguishing attributes of the true soldier and 
great man among all nations and tongues. 

It was my sad privilege on December 26, 1886, at 2.55 p. m., to stand 
at the foot of his bed, and, powerless for relief, to see him quietly, 
pescefalty, and unconsciously breathe the last breath of his life on 
eart 


His deathless soul, freed from its earthly body, racked, tortured, and 
paralyzed by disease and pain, triumphantly passed through the mys- 
tic vail interyening between the grievous afilictions and bereavements 
of earth and the fullness of joy in the presence and the everlasting 
pleasures at the right hand of our Heavenly Father, and entered upon 
its glorious unending life upon the beautiful shores of the ‘‘ bright for- 
ever,” far, far beyond-the touch of disease, suffering, or death. 

Now beyond the reach of fulsome praise or eloquent panegyric, we 
can calmly consider his life, and profit therefrom. 

About the year 1823 Dr. John Logan emigrated from Ireland and 
located in Jackson County, Illinois, and there married Miss Elizabeth 
Jenkins. Of this union John Alexander Logan was the first born, 
February 9, 1826, and inherited a robust physical constitution and vig- 
orous mind, the richest inheritance bequeathed by parents to children. 

In that section of the then West educational advantages were very 
limited, and young Logan was taught at home, and attended the com- 
mon schools of the neighborhood as opportunity offered, and a neigh- 
boring academy; and by industry, perseverance, and self-reliance ob- 
tained a fair education. 

We see him a young man about twenty yearsold in his native county, 
without wealth, family distinction, or influential friends to aid him, 
having only the future and its possibilities before him to inspire and 
nerye him for the battles of life, the architect of his own fertune, free 
to plan and execute as he would andcould. With honesty, determina- 
tion, and self-reliance he boldly moved forward, conscious that ‘‘life 
gives nothing to mortals without great labor.” He enlisted asa private 
soldier in the First Illinois Regiment for service in the war with 
Mexico, and became a lieutenant, acting adjutant, and quartermaster, 
faithfully discharging his duties. 

Upon the conclusion of peace he returned home with a broader view 
of life and laudably increased ambition, and began the study of law in 
the office of his uncle—Hon. A. M. Jenkins—and in 1849 was elected 
clerk of the county courtof his native county; served as such about one 
year, then resigned and attended the law school of Louisville Univer- 
sity, and graduated therefrom in 1851. 

Returning home, he entered upon the practice of law with his uncle, 
and was elected to the Legislature of Illinois in 1852~’53-’56 and ’57, 
and to the office of prosecuting attorney for the third judicial district 
in 1853. 

In 1855 he was married to Miss Mary Cunningham, a most happy and 
fortunate union. In 1856 he was Presidential elector, and cast his vote 
for Buchanan and Breckinridge. In 1858 he waselected a Representative 
in the Thirty-sixth Congress, and in 1860 was re-elected to the Thirty- 
seventh Congress, and served his term in the ‘Thirty-sixth Congress 
from March 4, 1859, to March 3, 1861, and entered upon his term in 
the Thirty-seventh Congress, and attended the called session in 1861. 
While attending that session he shouldered his musket as a private sol- 
dier in the Second Michigan Volunteers, and marched to and partici- 
pated in the battle of Bull Run. He then resigned his seat in the 
Thirty-seventh Congress, entered the Union Army, raised and was 
appointed colonel of the Thirty-first Regiment Illinois Infantry August 


16, 1861, marched to the front in the field, and there continued. 
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He was promoted to be brigadier-general in March, 1862, and then 
major-general, and commanded succesively a regiment, brigade, divis- 
ion, an army corps, and the Army of the Tennessee. On August 17, 

1865, after full four years’ service, he resigned his commission as major- 
poua, eral, and was honorably mustered out. He was then appointed by 
ent Johnson minister to Mexico, and resigned. 

Returning to the walks of civil life he resumed the practice of law 
in his native Illinois. In 1866 he was elected a Representative at 
Jarge from Illinois to the Fortieth Congress, and re-elected to the Forty- 
first Congress, serving from March 4, 1867, to March 3, 1871, and was 
elected to the Senate of the United States for the term beginning March 
4, 1871; and was again elected to the Senate for the term 
March 4, 1879, and re-elected for the succeeding term from March 4, 
1885, to March 3, 1891. 

In 1884 he was the nominee of the National Republican party for 
Vice-President. 

This bird’s-eye view of his life-record and services is just genre 
distinct and full to enable us to form correct impressions of this great 
man—our lamented colleague in this Chamber. In all these varied 
positions of trust and honor he was, and proved himself to be, honest, 
determined, self-reliant, faithful, and efficient, and the worthy recipient 
of the friendship and confidence of the people. 

For the o i of time devoted to his profession he was a good lawyer. 

Ana the many great and distinguished volunteer officers dur- 
ing the late war it is no disparagement of any of them to say that 
General Logan was the greatest and most distinguished. Courageous, 
oe energetic, untiring, generous, and dashing, he was the beau- 

the American volunteer soldiery. For four long, weary years, 
Saag the greatest military confiict the world has ever beheld, Gen- 
eral Logan, as a private soldier, a commander of a regiment, then of a 
brigade, then of a division, then of an army corps, and then of an army, 
met and satisfied the highest SEET and demands of the admin- 
istration, the country, and the le. No man could do more. Asa 
Representative and Senatorin mgress of the United States he was 
incorruptible, faithful, diligent, on laborious, and was earnest in his 
convictions and forcible and aggressive in their advocacy. 

His repeated re-elections to both the House and Senate by the same 
constituency attested their continued friendship and confidence, and 
their approbation of his character and services. In his personal inter- 
course he was manly, generous, candid, and sincere. 

Asa husband and father he was devoted, faithful, tender, loving, 
and warmly appreciative of the boundless love and undying devotion 
of his noble wife and dutiful children. Asa member of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church he was ‘‘not ashamed of the gospel of Christ; for 
it is the power of God unto salvation to every one that believe 

The name, the fame, the life, and the illustrious and aN 
achievements of General Logan are now the common heritage of our 
great country and people, and will be cherished and remembered by the 
present and coming generations. 

Many poor, worthy, and honorably ambitious young men, just en- 
tering the arena of active life, faint, weary, and despondent, will re- 
member the great disadvantages surrounding General Logan when at 
their age, and then his subsequent illustrious and successful life, at- 
tained by his honesty, perseverance, and self-reliance, and made possi- 
ble to all by our unequaled systems of government—the best ever yet 
devised by the wisdom of sages or attained by the blood of heroes—and 
will take fresh courage and worthily imitate the illustrious pattern, 
and make themselves a blessing and honor to country and people. 

The life and achievements of Logan, cast upon the bosom of the pub- 
lic life in the United States, have started waves of influence and power 
for good which will widen and extend until they break against the 
shores of eternity in the resurrection morning. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, Senators have brought to-day, and will 
bring, garlands and wreaths with which to decorate the grave of our 
gan soldierand Senator. I shall content myself with offering a single 

ower. 

Logan was an honest man. I do not mean by that simply that he 
would not steal, that he would not bear false witness, that he had not 
an itching palm for a bribe. If this were all, he would not be unlike 
every man I have been associated with in both Houses of Congress 
during a sixteen years’ service, nor essentially different, in my opin- 
ion, from a large majority of his fellow-citizens. 

Sir, the press very generally and occasionally an eulogist to-day, in 
assigning to General Logan this admirable quality of character, have 
contracted and dwarfed it, have seemed to make money its measure, 
by producing as evidence in its support the fact that he had served 
long in public life and died poor. TheSenator from Missouri has just 
said that he was poor, that he was incorruptible. I trust, sir, that 


the same honesty and incorruptibility may truthfully be ascribed to 
every Seen within the sound of my voice, to every member of the 

ouses. Is there any necessary connection between honesty and 
poverty? Is the one the logical sequence of the other? Are dishon- 
esty and wealth in copartnership? I have been taught to believe, and 
do believe, that honesty is the broadest, safest, and surest pathway to 
prosperity. 


I do not regard it as eulogistic of this great man to say that he was 
honest in that narrow sense. I do not cripple my declaration by any 
such limitation, nor sustain it by any such questionable testimony. I 
mean that General Logan had an honest an honest purpose, an _ 
honest habit of thinking. I mean that he never played tricks with his 
mental to serve his own ends and his own p I mean 
that he never attempted jugglery with it. I mean that he permitted 
it, in spite of his ambitions, his prejudices, his jealousies, and his pas- 
sions, to move straight forward in its operations; and that the legiti- 
mate results were convictions—convictions followed always by earnest, 
determined, intense action. In my opinion that largely constituted 
— Logan’s strength in the Senate, in the Army, and with the 

e. 

Let me illustrate by a few brief incidents of his life. He was living 
in Southern Illinois, where there was little if any anti-slavery senti- 
ment, at a time when slavery was never more firmly established by 
enactment of law and judicati decision, at the time when it was arro- 

t and aggressive in its demands. Yet Logan stemmed the current, 
isregarded his own apparent self-interest, and resisted the demands. 
He was associated with a party whose shibboleth was State rights, 
whose overshadowing fear was centralization of power in the National 
Government; and when that doctrine culminated in secession he 
dropped it at once forever and tendered his sword so to the threatened 
and imperiled Republic. 

Warcameon. He believed that war was a serious fact ; that it was 
to be waged for the suppression of rebellion and the restoration of the 
Union. Hence in every council of war his voice was always for battle, 
and in every battle he was ever at the front. 

Some of the prominent officers were for temporizing, were studying 
political enigmas, were nursing Presidential aspirations, were casting 
obstacles in the way of supposed rivals. Logan never swerved to the 
right nor to the left, but pressed ever straight forward to the goal of 
ultimate victory. 

When in the midst of the war preferment was offered him, aye, 
more, urged upon him by his friends, he did not hesitate a moment, 
but with emphasis declared to them that he had enlisted for the war, 
and that, God helping him, he would fight it out on that line to the 
end. When he was superseded, as he believed unjustly, as has been well 
said to-day, he did not sulk in his tent a single hour, but marched 
straight forward in the line of duty. 

When the war was over, the Union was restored and peace was en- 
throned, and a grateful people showered upon him public honors he 
exhibited everywhere the same characteristics. Take the case w 
has been alluded to here to-day of General Porter. Logan believed, 
whether justly or unjustly is not forme now to say, that this man was 
jealous of his superiors, that criticisms and complaints subversive of 
discipline were made by him, that he neglected plain and open duty, 
that he refused to obey peremptory orders, and that his punishment 
was just, In this Chamber we listened to his matchless, marvelous, 
powerful, convincing speech against his restoration; and when his b 
captain, with a voice infinitely more powerfal with this soale: han 
than the glittering bribes of gold or of fame, called him to a halt he did 
not hesitate a moment, but with renewed vigor, with redoubled power, 
urged his convictions upon the Senate. 

We all remember perfectly well that Logan knew his comrades 
saved the Republic, and in season and, as many thought, out of season 
he was ready to propose and to advocate any measure for their relief 
that commended itself to his judgment, not taking for a moment into 
account any public sentiment that might be hostile. 

When his great commander was fora third time urged by his friends 
for the candidacy by the Republican party for the office of President, 
and it was apparent to all thinking men that it was to be a le 
fierce, full of intense bitterness, Logan went to the front in that fight 
utterly regardless of any effect that it might have upon his own politi- 
cal fortunes. 

I have seen within a few days ago an item floating in the press that 
in that ever to be remembered convention, when it was apparent that 
Mr. Blaine could not be nominated, Senators HALE and FRYE visited 
General Logan and tendered to him the support of their friends for the 
nomination if he would accept the candidacy. Of course it was a 
myth. Senators HALE and FRYE both knew John A. Logan, and had 
known him for years, and even if they had been vested with the au- 
thority, which they were not, they never would have dreamed of un- 
dertaking to bribe him from his allegiance. They knew that no grati- 
fication of personal ambition (and it is the greatest temptation to a 
man on earth) would move him from his allegiance to Grant in that 
Sen any more than a summer breeze would stir a mountain from its 


Sir, when subsequently Logan himself justly had aspirations for the 
same nomination I sat here in this seat, by the side of that which now 
is empty, a curious observer, and I dare assert that I never saw him 
trim his sail in theslightest. I never could perceive that the fact made 
any change in his thought or word or vote. 

About that time the Republican national committee met here in 
Washington to determine upon the time of holding the convention and 
to settle upon the basis of representation. Logan was present. A 
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t, there is not a Senator within the sound of my voice, 
and there are Senators here who have served in the councils of the nation 
many years with John A. Logan, who ever knew him to hesitate or 
waver in or shrink from any expression of ion as to any subject 
under consideration, who ever knew him to avoid a vote, who ever sus- 
pected him of taking any account whatsoever of what effect his words 
or his acts would have upon his own or political fortunes. 
There is not a Senator within the so of my voice who, when Logan 
had expressed his opinions, the result of his convictions, ever dreamed 
that he was not entirely, faultlessly sincere in the expression. 

Mr. President, was a fearlessly honest man. May our dear 
Lord give him a blessed restand a glorious immortality. [Manifesta- 
tions of applause in the galleries. ] 


of the people and the forces of the state, pass from the current speech 
of men into the repose of history, while the state itself, dominated by 
the will and secure in the popular affection, gives no pause to 
its beneficent progress nor relaxes the least of its necessary functions. 

Garfield—himself destined to succeed to the station as well as the 
martyrdom of Lincoln—aupon the assassination of his immortal prede- 
cessor, ga 


guided by Providence passed safely h the perils of the time into 
re of and prosperity. 
est hero in our military annals, breathed out his life amid the mount- 


ain pi and the orderly progress of the great affairs of state, over 
which he had so faithfully presided, was only temporarily suspended 


by the universality of public and private sorrow. 

has gone from among us to return no more. Another sits in 

lace. The burden and responsibilities which he bore so well and 
with so much acceptance have fallen upon other shoulders. 

The Senate, permanent in its organization, and renewed from time to 

time, continues its round of duties, sustained against shock and dis- 

aster. 


Yet Logan will not be forgotten. No individual, no association of 
men is proof against the salutary teachings ofexample. Others among 
us nfay have excelled our dead friend in many of the qualities which 
are combined in true statesmanship, but who will deny to him those 
rare gifts and virtues which make their possessor conspicuous any- 
where? 

His zeal was restless, his energy intense, his industry tireless, his 
intellect clear and incisive, his courage unshaken in any and every cir- 
cumstance, his loyalty to truth and duty undoubted, and his fidelity 
to friendships, in these days of self-seeking, almost phenomenal. Al- 
ways impetuous, sometimes impatient in controversy, his nature was 
ardent without rancor, and in private and social life he was sunny 
and persuasive. : 

General Logan’s speech was vigorous and forceful. He subordinated 
the graces of rhetoric to the logical results sought to be a 
The pith and marrow of his discourse was seldom embellished by fanci- 
ful allusions or poeticimagery. His weapons of debate comported with 
his rugged, practical nature, and chall the judgment rather than 
the fancy and the imagination. Beyond all and above all his candor 
and sincerity were so evident that no one ventured to question them. 

He was a zealous friend and a sturdy opponent. His blows were de- 
livered in honorable fashion, and those he received in like manly con- 
troversy were accepted in a chivalrous spirit. 

It was the crowning felicity of his association with us that, as the 
most conspicuous of our volunteer soldiery during the war of the re- 


It is given to but few to so happily unite in their own experience 
heroic martial achievements with eminent civic successes. Yet he bore 


his accumulated honors mildly, and delighted more in the calm content 


that | of his home and fireside than in the acclaim of men. It will be 


one of the most remembrances of him who has gone that what 
he became he owed to his own exertions. No man of his time more 
strikingly illustrated the beneficence of a Government which, looking 
for its support and maintenance to people of all conditions, pursuits, 
and beliefs, offers its honors and its trusts to the competition of all. 

Logan fonght his own way, won his own victories, made his own 
fame secure. 

Serutinizing the list of those who, emerging from comparative ob- 
scurity, have contributed the noblest service to the Republic and made 
themselves a record for immortality, the name of Logan will be found 
written not far below those of Lincoln and of Grant. 


Mr. EVARTS. Wearecollected here to-day, Mr. President, neither 
to bury nor to praise the soldier and Senator whose life in its full lus- 
ter and at its zenith was so lately ecli before our eyes by the im- 
penetrable veil of death. Notto bury him, for his obsequies have been 
celebrated with all the observance that admiration of his career, applause 
for his conduct, reverence for his love and labors for his , and 
affection for those humble, common traits that affect as with a touch 
of kin all who love the character in the home which this our friend man- 
ifested in all his life. Notto praise him, for we do not need to display, “ 
and we have no power to enhance, his fame. 

It is that we and the communities that we may speak for are to asso- 
ciate ourselves and them in this hour to recall our enforcement of his 
relation to the public life of this country, the benefits that he has con- 
ferred, and the power he is yet to exert over them in the future. 

Itcan not, I believe, be doubted that at every 
EDS RIE ee ee 


If in the first few months of the opening struggle, after he had taken 
his position in animating, arousing, confirming the movement of this 
Mee ate cuenta ne ka A A T a a 
away e, Logan would have been a capital figure in the memory 
that great scene and on that great theater. If in his military career, 
commemorated and insisted upon so well, at any pause in his advance 
he had fallen in this battle or that battle, he would have been a capital 
ee ee a es OD- IDRE ee: And if at the end of the war, 
when the roll was made up of the heroes, and he then had not moved 
before this great people in any subsequent career, the angel of death 
had then taken away his life, he would have been a capital figure in 
the whole honor of that war. 

And, Mr. President, in the great civie labors and dangers that at- 
tended the rearrangement of our political and social condition in this 
country upon the war, if that share and if that of his 
career had been the only one to be commemorated, he would 
a capital figure in that. But when these strifes were composed 
country was knit together in allegiance and loyalty to the Government 
he loved and served, he in this Chamber had ted 
for the record of his life only what should have been i and 
known and observed here, he would have been a capital figure in that 
single scene and theater. 

We therefore must agree in what in his lifetime and so recently now 
after his death meets a universal concurrence, that he was of the citi- 
zen soldiers of this great nation the greatest, and that of that class of 
citizen soldiers that were numbered among statesmen he was the great- 
est of statesmen, and we must confess that on this larger area he still 
remains a capital figure which could be missed from no narrative of any 
portion of the story of his life. 

Mr. President, it has been said by a profound political philosopher 
applied to a condition of political life not far different from our own, 
OIT VORTE niga? oreo DCE TO 0 PASET SPA UR trees 
opinion and support of the community, that path will be sought. If 
it is an honorable path, if it be of uprightness and openness and straight- 
forwardness of conduct and of character that these high places are to 
be gained, then that will be trod. And what better encomium 
upon his own path, what more creditable to our people’s estimate and 
their own approval upon this or that path in public life, than that Gen- 
eral Logan by the path that he pursued, never in ambush, never in 
devious paths, never agitated about his own reputation, and never de- 
faming that of others, led on in a path that brought him up to the 
highest distinction and has left him this capital figure in the memory 
of all his countrymen. 

In every form of popular influence on the largest scale, near to the 
topmost of the culminating crown of a people’s glory to the fame of one 
of their citizens, he was before us in the most recent contest for the 
Presidency. He, atthe moment that he died, was held, inthe judgment 
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knows no detraction, no dispar- 
Snes he Bee ee ees eee ee ee 


Let us, then, applaud people and applaud this great character 
ee a U PADANA tine COR MESIS Sal Ta thas ta | podsh 
the rps abi ere Ngee I can no capital figure 


at 
hig peat of other nations that more shows that this is a 
of honor, and in the sunlight, and arrives at the final glory of its 


Mr. President, for some imperfection of our nature, which we can not 
lay aside, it is said that the fullness of the heart and of admiration can 
not show itself. 


an bey baong ounka ope ares aaa 
On each dear and reverent head, 
Max love tue living Loo love the Gand. 


acter and removes the shade. 

The times are never idle and the busy fingers of the fates are ever 
weaving as ina tapestry the many threads and colors that make upour 
several lives, and when this is exposed to critics and to admirers there 
shall be found few of brighter colors or of nobler pattern than this life of 
General Logan. 


Mr. SABIN. Mr. President, the melancholy event which engages 
the attention of the Senate on this occasion accords with the course of 
nature, and must in due time overtake us all. 

While no man may hope successfully to contend against like conse- 
quence, our interest therein but increases as we near it. 

This interest, however, as it concerns another, is chiefly retrospective. 

The death of one having occupied so important a place in the service 
and affections of the public as General naturally leads to a sur- 
vey of his life, and an inquiry into those personal qualites that molded 
Ris baking tees haieri PTT nest: theetinens of wuttine £4 guess 
And I am pleased to find so many members of this bedy qualified with 
orange with General Logan’s public and private life, and knowl- 
poy ap ns mainsprings of his conduct, who are ready to venture into 

field of inquiry wit inquiry with a spirit.of generous consideration to which 
his memory is conspicuously entitled. 

Hence, I approach with great diffidence so delicate a task, offering as 
my only excuse my mal ad esteem, and love for one of the 
best of men and noblest of characters. I shall, therefore, attempt to | fa 
treat the subject more from a personal standpoint and my own impres- 
sions and experiences. 

Seow paneer soa VODO TOE EGAra Eo gyre TH 
character, and so far-reaching in its a tjiri pape Sa e 
encompass it within the egm eate rhs ts. I 
leave especially the history of his marked and ind brilliant tary career, 
his devotion, services, and friendships to his comrades in arms during 
and since the war; to those who were with him in service during that 
long and struggle, and who know so well how to speak of 
his labors and his victories. 

To follow the career of a life having within its ee 
of developments, and marked by so many acts which stand out in 
relief upon the panorama of our national progress, would require a lati- 
tude embracing space and time only to be covered through the compi- 
lation of volumes. 

This session of the Senate has been dedicated to the offering of a trib- 
ute to him who but recently sat with us in council, and who, it is en- 
tirely within the limits of moderation to say, has left a stamp upon 
the public affairs of our country during the period of his life which 
time will not efface while the Republic endures, The name of General 
John A. is at once a glory to the American people and a natural 
heritage to future generations. sof bn RAAEN anil Ba Mai 
American history, The impress of his individuality us must 
remain she Banisa y ayi naenda gire arpe 
the lives of Washington, of Hamilton, of Jefferson, of Sumner, of Lin- 
coln, and of Grant were dedicated. 

Long before I had personal acquaintance with General his 
name and fame had become an object of interest and pride to mein 
common with all other American citizens. 

I think it was General Logan’s attitude at the outbreak of the rebel- 
lion that first directed the attention of the public to him. A Douglas 
Democrat, he shared the confidence of that great leader. 

During the troublesome period intervening the first victory of the 
Tepian party in the election of Lincoln and the bombardment of 
Sumter Logan found his path of duty in companionship with life-long 
political associates, in the fruitless endeavor to resist one of 
the greatest evolutionary movements of a people of which history 
speaks—a movement characterized by those who participated gate 
in terms appropriate to mere civil but which in securing for us 
amore perfect Union may be di at this day to have been an 
evolutionary development of the Constitution. 


In those days the mists which lowered in the political sky 
the vision of our wisest men. But the fall of Sumter, like a fi 


a 


the paramount good, and party but a means of accom 


rest his 
pppoe iy ware tales aa ager rr pceaen rg 
people of Southern Ilinois. ‘‘As a result of at 
eld,’ writes General Grant, ‘‘ every man enlisted for the war.” 
eee man thus render to the noble 
whose memory we honor to-day. 
to the Umon left Logan nra NEAR and he accepted it 
with a resoluteness of not afterward shaken. 


but the heat and labor of the ay in the forefront of the battle. Here, 
to the fulness of serje Logan served his country. Here; 
amid all the horrors o four long years of civil strife, Logan’s character 


molded his conduct toward all classes of 
with an a) tive comprehension of their situation and wants, 
for him utmost confidence and esteem as a tribute of the people. 

Logan’s opportunity for serving his country was not closed at Appo- 
mattox. 

The restoration of the reign of law in those regions long dominated 
by the force of arms, the readjustment of those communities in their 
relations as members of the Union, the formulation of l enact- 
ments demanded by the elevation of the black man into the light and 
liberty of American citizenship, the whole scheme of national restora- 
tion and civil rehabilitation known as ‘‘the period of reconstruction,’’ 
called for ability equal in im ce to the demands of civil strife. 
In this new field was General found the constant, effective, and 


honored re tative et the sel 7 and the sturdy champion of the 
most effective measures cal to secure for the entire country the 
benefits of a restored Union. 


For over twenty years the untiring industry and the genius of Gen- 
eral Logan as a statesman is to be found on almost every page of the 
ee eee tatives or of this Senate; and it isa 

ae oe not generally known that General Logan originated and 
intra ore. public measures than any other member; and we, his 
colleagues upon this floor, are familiar with that record, which Si des- 
tined to grow brighter and more PAV with the lapse of time. 

Such was the openness and simplicity of his character and the can- 
dor of his demeanor that shone Gisele mak ftom iad os eterviction 
were the first to yield him that respect and regard due and given only 
to real nobility of character. 

’s character presents three distinct —that which relates 
to his career and services as a soldier, that which considers his eminent 
ability and services as a statesman, and that which pertains to his whole 
career, from the growth of the boy to the lamented death of an honored 
man. . It is presented not only to the le of America but to the 
whole civilized people as a bright example to be held up to the illumi- 
paia = well as emulation of every youth beginning his struggle with 
the wor! 

But who shall be able to do justice within the limits of a few min- 
utes’ eulogium to the brilliant record of a soldier who abandoned rela- 
tions of family, kindred and friends, of party popularity, arraying bitter 
hostilities to himself, throws his whole energy with all the power of his 
vigorous young manhood and enthusiasm against the armed enemy of 
his country. During the storm of misrepresentation which always 
assails a man of such marked character, the sublime heroism of General 
Logan’s first act in that dreadful ordeal through which w eT 
passed has not yet received that appreciation which time and a 
erate people will give it. 

The popular idol of his party in a State of supreme importance during 
that crisis to the Union cause, recently elected after conducting a brill- 
iant oak by a large majority over his party opponent, with youth 
and stren rare intellectual endowment as his heritage, let it be 
Pnie Y for a single moment what would have been the consequence 
if he with all his power and enthusiastic following had clung to the 
party of disunion. No man at this day can do more than form a con- 
jecture of the terrible disaster which might have followed such an 
event. 

Bappy for the American Union, no such contingency was possible 

in the character of General Logan. In el him to honor and 
power the constituency then at his back had “‘builded better than they 
knew.” With a rare self-abnegation and devotion to his country, he 
resigned political position, and offered his services as a soldier, in any 
— to his im ed Government. . Thousands upon thousands rushed 

to the defense in that hour of national danger, and every honor is due 
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them all. While the brilliant military genius of General Logan, con- 
fessedly the greatest volunteer soldier of his or any other time, served 
his country with patriotic force upon the field of battle, yet the in- 
fluence of his example in its effects upon an element which he un- 
doubtedly turned from service against the Government seems, viewed 
from a dispassionate standpoint of subsequent developments, almost 
like a miraculous interposition in the rs of men. 

Others upon this floor have touched in flowery words and beautiful 
phrases upon these portions of our departed a career, and I 
will only add the brief and feeling tribute of another to his military 
genius: 

Closing his career as a soldier at the end of the war in command of that arm 
he loved so well, and whose devotion to him was so enthusiastic and unparallel 
in the temple of fame, in the galaxy of heroes, pure and bright as the sun, 
firm and solid as the foun n of freedom, will John A. Logan forever stand. 
A soldier of transcendent military ius, a fearless, skillful, and accomplished 
leader, a peer among the commanders of armies, his name will go down to his- 
tory the synonym of purity, loyalty, and otism, 

Let me in brief terms refer to those traits of character which must 
ever be held as shi examples to the youth of the land. 

General Logan was born and reared under adverse circumstances of 
an early Western frontier life. In his day there was none of the edu- 
aan advantages possessed by the youth of the present time. Born 
in a cabin, his youth was in the hard labors of farm life. The 
few months of winters’ schooling were assiduously utilized by the boy 
whom nature had marked for a brilliant future. But the ambitious 
youth was not content with these meager advantages. After the toils 

the day were over and when the youths of his age were enjoying the 

easures of a social country existence young Logan was poring over 

ks in his father’s cabin and drawing from the fountain of knowl- 

edge by the aid of a tallow dip and blazing fire in the old-fashioned 
log fire-place. 

Less than a half century ago the man whose loss is now mourned 
by the millions of America’s freemen might be seen as a boy lying on 
the floor of his father’s cabin, eagerly scanning his books in his thirst 
for knowledge, illuminated only by a flickering light, andintent upon an 
education which fitted him for that career he afterwards achieved. No 
more interesting picture can be placed before the youths of America 
than that which is thus presented by the ambiguous genins, asserting 
itself and achieving its destiny through adverse conditions and sur- 


roundings. 

Fixing a standard of excellence high in the ideas of men, our dead 
colleague sought to reach the stars through almost insurmountable 
difficulties. Through a long and useful life he maintained principles 
which he had cultivated in youth; and amid all the brilliancy of his 
service in field and forum he left an untainted and unstained private 
and public character. 

What an eulogy is this brief and simple announcement! A man en- 
joying unlimited opportunities that place and power conferred upon 
those of such strength of leadership, moving through an orbit of pub- 
lic functions for a whole generation, resisting the blandishments of 
wealth, faithfully serving his country, and in the end sinking to his 
rest poor in purse, though enormously rich in all of the virtues which 
ennoble humanity; indeed, this is a spectacle which must claim the 
admiration of the pure and the good. General Logan was a pure man 
and a g man. 

A Christian gentleman, a man of temperate, simple, and frugal hab- 
its, his private life wasspotless. No man living ever dared to approach 
him with a corrupt proposal. 

It was indeed fitting that such qualities should have led the Repub- 
lican ye to honor itself by honoring him with the nomination of 
Vice-President, a nomination that added great strength to the ticket, 
and will ever be regarded as a wise and considerate act. 

It is a common observation that General Logan was an ardent par- 
tisan. If by that expression is meant that he ardently devoted him- 
self to the success of hi , it is doubtless true; but he was nota 
blind partisan. That he looked to his duty to the country, sufficiently 
appears hee his whole public life. Such partisanship represents the 
high pride of American citizenship, and by it has been raised to 
an exalted place in the hearts of the people. It is an open secret, but 
not a matter of public history, and therefore not generally known, that 
General Logan left his command in the field at the request of President 
Lincoln to bear a conspicuous part in the political campaigns during 
the darkest days of our Republic. In the light of these accusations 
of partisanship, let me ask you to observe carefully his generous and 
kindly sentiments in the eloquent appeal to his fellow-citizens in that 
famous speech at Chicago in 1863: 

Under circumstances of this character, and surrounded by the perils that 
have heretofore been strangers to us, it behooves every citizen to pause and re- 
flect; to divest himself of all manner of prejudices, and to ask himself without 
regard to former party associations what duty he owes to himself, to his coun- 
try, and to future generations. Itmakes no difference that you may have been 
a Democrat, a Republican, or an Abolitionist, this Government was established 
by your fathers for you; it isa sacred trust committed to you; the laws have 
been enacted by the people for themselves and their protection, and no one can 
sogo the duty he owes to the Government to reverence its Constitution, to 
yield a reapeothil obedience to its laws. aio 


May our untarnished escutcheon kiss every breeze that is wafted from the 
balmy waters of the South to the frozen regions of the North, or that comes 
from the golden plains of the far West to mingle with those in the East. May 


it be unfurled in honor and 


pride where civilization has 
penetrated, and stand side by side wi 
the earth. 


every ocean 
the banners of the proudest empiresof 


An inscrutable Providence has removed a great and good man, and 
the memories which cluster about his name as a member of this body 
are so fresh and personal that we can scarcely realize the great loss 
which this Senate and country has sustained; but his useful life and 
shining example are left to guide the feet of coming generations. 

His form we shall see no more, but his work and his character are 
ours forever; the body is dead, but the spirit lives— 

For there is no death; 


The stars go down to shine on a fairer shore, 
And bright in heaven’s jeweled crown they shine forever more. 


More fitting words can not be said of our dear friend and lamented 
associate than his own touching and eloquent tribute to the memory 
of the immortal Lincoln: 


Yes, his sun has set forever; loyalty’s gentle voice can no longer wake thrills 


of joy al the tuneless chords of his moldering heart; yet patriots and lovers 
of liberty who still r on the shores of time rise and bless his memory; and 
millions yet unborn 1 in after-times rise to deplore his death and cherish as 


a household word his deathless name. 


Mr. PALMER. When the news reached me many thousand miles 
from here that General Logan was dead, I felt that something more than 
a great man had passed away. I felt that a great impelling force—a 
bulwark whose resistance had been never overcome—a cohesive power 
which bound together many atoms which otherwise would have been 
unrelated had been eclipsed. 

Among the many prominent characters that have come before the 
public gaze in the last twenty-five years hecan be assigned to no second- 
ary place. Born in the then far West, where advantages were few, he 
had developed from within. He had evolved what was involved. All 
that hea to be he was. His nature could not tolerate mere- 
tricious aids if proffered. If he had been caught in the eddies and cy- 
clones of the French Revolution he would have been Danton’s coadju- 
tor, if not Danton himself; Danton the furious, the generous, the un- 
restrainable, the untamed. His motto would have been as was thatof 
his prototype, to dare, and by thatsign he would have saved his coun- 
try if human power could have availed. Placed in another environ- 
ment, inspired by other traditions, his daring was none the less con- 
spicuous, and he was none the less a factor in that memorable conflict 
which unified his native land. 

Born in Switzerland he would have been a Winkelried or Hofer, had 
the exigencies of the times demanded. 

If there is to be a type of the Caucasian race to be known distinct- 
ively as the American, it will have as its substructure spiritually the 
pronounced traits which have made the name of Logan famous—di- 
rectness of aim, intrepidity of spirit, honesty of purpose, generosity for 
the vanquished, tenderness for the weak, and catholicity of feeling for all. 
Some of these qualities were at times obscured in him because of the 
intensity of his nature, which subordinated all things to the demands 
of the time and occasion. ; 

He detested pretense. He denuded shams. He projected himself 
with such force that to me he seemed to have the dual nature of the 
catapult and the missile which it throws. 

Others have spoken of his military career, of how he learned tactics 
and the manual at the cannon’s mouth, of his legislative career with 
all the honor that attaches thereto; all this has become history. He 
enjoys the proud distinction, not only of military leadership which he 
achieved in common with others but of that of a leader and controller 
of the minds of men. 

The spirit, the fire, the intensity, the insight, the fortitude which 
made him effective at the head of his legions were none the less potent 
when the sword was turned into the pruning-hook and material force 
had been supplanted by legislative methods. 

My acquaintance with General Logan was confined to the last three 
years of his life, but I had known him ever since that fateful day when 
with his leader he was about to move on the enemy’s works at Donel- 
son. I had watched him at Vicksburg—on the march to Atlanta. I 
had followed him to the field, when, recovering from his wounds, he met 
his corps as it struck the sea on that dramatic march which captured 
the minds of men by the mystery which hung over it, the uncertainty 
of its outcome, the brilliancy of its execution, and the plenitude of its 
results. I heard of him again in the Senate. I saw him in defeat and 
always without variableness or shadow of turning. His face as a sub- 
altern was as firmly fixed on the objective point as if he had been in 
command. He was no Achilles furious in action, who could permit 
his bosom friend and thousands of his fellows to perish that he in his 
tent might nurse and enjoy his wrath. 

He was a partisan; but he was a partisan because he was a patriot. 
He did not ‘‘narrow his mind and give up to party what was meant 
for mankind,” but he stuck to his party because it was his good sword 
excalibur with which he hoped to hew down giant wrongs and to ac- 
complish great results for his fellow-man. 

He was direct; because with the eye of a soldier and not through the 
lens of the schoolmen he saw the weak spot in the enemy’s line and 
threw all he had and all he hoped for upon the salient point. His pur- 
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pose did not ‘‘lose the name of action’? by collateral issues. The side- 
tracks which divert or distract the philosophic or the less earnest might 
as well have not existed as far as their effect on him was concerned. 

He was honest—not in the vulgar sense that he was unpurchasable 
with mion yak ay without saying—but he had fixed views of right 
‘and wrong, and before the tribunal of his conscience he determined hi 
course where the ways divided. 

He was intrepid; his temper, iron-like, grew by blows, and in debate, 
as in the field, opposing forces stimulated and sustained. 

He was generous; and although at times his indignation at real or 
sippoet m wrongs spurred him to extremity I never knew him to treasure 
upa ; f s 

I was thrown with him during the last Presidential contest for a sea- 
son in my own State. The canvass was bitter and exhausting. His 
capacity. for work then illustrated was marvelous. The methods by 
which he reached the hearts of the people were spontaneous, subtle, and 
effective. His progress was an ovation, He never appeared without 
evoking the most rapturous applause, and he never disappointed expec- 
tation. He carried about him an atmosphere that attracted and ce- 
mented men to him. The secret was he was in rap; with the heart 
of humanity. No manso low but felt he was a brother, no man so high 
but felt he was his peer. 

In the Senate he united the valor of the soldier and the temper of 
the legislator to the tenderness of the child with its quick resentments 
quickly set aside. 

The last time I saw my friend he was at the head of a cavalcade at 
one of the fairs of our country. He had been impressed for the occa- 
sion and compelled to serve. He was the cynosure of all eyes. The 
men cheered, the women waved their handkerchiefs, and the children 
loaded him with flowers. It was as much a triumphal march as ever 
went up the sacred way with captives from remotest Gaul. 

But one short year ago he helped to lay away his leader and friend 
in his narrow cell mid all the pomp and circumstance which people 
love to lavish on their heroic dead. Summoned by the same bugle- 
eall to duty upon earth—the trumpet that shall call the one to re- 
newed effort in the great hereafter will rouse the other to share his 
labors, his joys, and his triumphs. He has fought the good fight; he 
has finished his course. 

If in another age, under other conditions, he had died like Danton, 
on a scaffold raised by those whom he had helped to save (I can fancy), 
he would have said, as Danton said to his friend when the mob were 
howling for his blood, ‘‘Heed not that vile canaille, my friend; and 
again, as he stepped upon the scaffold, ‘‘O my wife, my well beloved;’’ 
and I believe the historian would have said of him as of Danton, ‘‘ No 
hollow formualist, deceptive and self-deceptive ghastly to the natural 
sense, was this; but a man—with all his dross he was a man, fiery real 
from the great fire bosom of nature herself.’’ 

If, like Sidney, wounded and dying, he had lain upon the battle- 
field he would have been equal to the re-enactment of the story which 
has made Sidney’s name a sweet savour unto Christendom. 

But Providence had reserved him for a kindlier fate. The hand of 
affection cooled his brow and his eye had lost its speculation and the 
ear its sensibility before the tears and moans of those he loved attested 
to others that the strong man had at last met a power that was silently, 
speedily, surely bearing him to the dark house and the long sleep. 

Amid the many heroic figures which stand out on the luminous back- 
ground of the past quarter of a century none will be regarded with 
more affection and interest than that sturdy and intrepid form por- 
trayed in silhouette, clear cut and pronounced in its outlines as in its 
mental traits. 

-Happy the State which has borne such a citizen. Thrice happy the 
people who, appreciating his virtues, shall give him a place in the val- 
oye Lo her heroes for the encouragement and inspiration of the youth 
of the future. 


1887. 


Mr. FARWELL. Mr. President, after the many eloquent words 
which have been said upon this mournful occasion, I feel that any word 
which I could say would be idle and vain. 

General Logan was the bravest of soldiers, an able statesnian, and 
an honest man. 

No higher tribute can be paid to man than this, and this is the offer- 
ing which I bring. The late President of the United States, General 
Grant, said to me that hecould never forget General Logan’s great serv- 
eh: his country. In battle always brave, never faltering, always 
ready. . 

He is greatest who serves his country best. And shall we not class 
him as one of these? 

Mr. President, I second the resolutions of my colleague. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions. à 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. : 

Mr. CULLOM. Imove, asa further mark of respect to the memory 
of General Logan, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) 
we penae adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 10, at 12 
o’clock m. 
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The mep at 12 ọ’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. BULLOCK, of 
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Washi TF 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
SIGNAL LIGHTS ON VESSELS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the board of super- 
vising inspectors of steam vessels, recommending that section 4234 of 
the Revised Statutes be amended in respect to signal lights on vessels; 
RUAL was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN H. MITCHELL VS. THE UNITED STATES. 
<- The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact 
in the case of John H. Mitchell against the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on War Clai 


JOHN LOAGUE; ADMINISTRATOR, VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the fin of fact 
in the case of John Loague, administrator, against the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


T. J. POWELL, ADMINISTRATOR, VS, THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact 
in the case of T. J. Powell, administrator, against the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


* JOHN KELLY VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact 
in the case of John Kelly against the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Clai 

BRIDGE OVER BAYOU BARNARD, MISS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1336) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge over Bayou Barnard, in the 
State of Mississippi, with the amendments of the Senate thereto, 

Mr. VAN EATON. I ask unanimous consent that the amendments 
of the Senate be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. Let them be read. 

The amendments were read, as follows : a 


In section 1, line 6, after the word “ transit,” insert “ without tolls; ” in line 9, 
before the word “ boats,”’ strike out“ passing; ” in line 11, after the word “ there- 
fore,” insert “ width of spans; ” and in the same line, after the word “location,” - 
strike out the word “ thereof” and insert “of said bridge.” 

Insert the following as additional sections: 

“Sec. 2. That the said of su rs shall maintain, at their own ex- 
peoe; from sunset to sunrise, throughout the year, and during heavy fogs, such 

wage ey the bridge as may be required by the Light-House Board for the secu- 
rity of nav jon. 

TSEC. 8. the right to alter or amend this act so as to prevent orremoveall 
material obstructions to the navigation of said bayou is hereby expressly re- 
served, and all changes or alterations so required l be made at the expense 


of the parties owning or controling said bridge. 

“Sero, 4. That if the construction of the bridge authorized herein be not com- 
menced and completed within three years from the approval of this act, this 
act shall be null and void.” 


The Senate amendments were concurred in, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had a bill (S. 2287) for se- 
curing statistics of the extent and value of the vessel fisheries of the 
United States; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

KANAWHA AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 2646) granting to the Kanawha and Ohio 
Railroad Company the right to lay its tracks through United States lock 
and dam property in the Great Kanawha Valley, State of West Virginia, 

Mr. SNYDER. Iask unanimous consent that the amendments of 
the Senate to this bill be non-concurred in; and that the House agree 
to the request of the Senate for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint during the day the man- 
agers on the part of the House at the conference. 


HARRISON DEWEY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 3110) directing the Secretary of War to 
amend the record of Harrison Dewey. 
Mr. BRAGG. As the amendments to this bill are merely verbal, I 
ask unanimous consent that they be concurred in. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ honorable,” strike out “discharge” and insert 
“ muster-out,"’ so as to make the bill read: 
“Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be directed to amend the record 
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of tha War Depariadat in te seot Haran Dewey: W! 
ama ee Aan bioenergy Kroi pran eiiiai ar ton Goa g of his 
shown by said record.” 
There being no objection, the amendments were concurred in. 
ESTATE OF C. M. BRIGGS, DECEASED. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with the amendment of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of the estate of C. M. 


deceased. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the House 
the amendment, and agree to the request of the Senate 

for a conference. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be reported. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu of the matter stricken out 


nited 
by said Briggs, as is given to said court by the 12, 

from the passage o¢ Petition to bo filed in said hes aires — within two years 

avon y statute of limitations to the contrary notwith- 

horta That unless the said pene on a pi 


aye find that siscnrnent ty heretate’ mentioned wan bons fete cour 
that the ippa g mentioned bona fide, the court 
shall not have Jurisdiction and the same shall, further pro- 
ceedings, be uriher, That if the court shall find that 
the all a teen r ead to said Briggs, of date of April 18, 
1862, which eari, pdageots y preg only as security 
iapa poom inde! an contin; t Habilities assumed by 
him for Sage ee be rendered on for such portion of the 
of said cotton as the moneys acti p mbe emed ee 

date of sajd ent, and such as were ually paid by said 

Briggs to or for said 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] that the amendment be er tae 
curred in, and the request of the Senate for a conference agreed to 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. I want this sarvea the Gas 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill, with the amendment, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the following titles, 
returned from the Senate with amendments; which were severally re- 
ferred as indicated: 

. _ The bill (H. R. 3760) to enlarge the jurisdiction of the probate courts 
in Wyoming Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

The bill (H. R. 4083) to empower the Commissioner of Agriculture to 
transfer a certain appropriation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The bill (H. R. 4308) to te steam engi in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

MAJ. MICHAEL P. SMALL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with the amendment of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. 


Small. 
Mr. FINDLAY. I move that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ment, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
E. P. M’NEAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of E. P. McNeal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments to this bill, which are merely formal, be concurred in. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 4, after the word “to,” where it occurs the second time, insert “the 
tives of,” and aie He eee “ McNeal,” in the same line, 
rt “deceased, the bill read: 


late of;" so as to make 
“ Beit enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the Tennesse, representatives of E, P. McNeal, 
deceased, late of Hardeman County, $12,78L.81, out of 


any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap; , the same to be in full 
socaponaniion Stir all propecty taken from the mid 36 cNeal by the United States 
Army during the war.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. These amendments are rendered necessary 
because the claimant has died since the bill passed the House. 

There being no objection, the amendments were concurred in, 


JAMES M. M’KAMEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R.. 5775) for the relief of James M. MeKamey. 

Mr. HOUK. I ask unanimous consent that the amendments of the 
Senate be concurred in. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let them be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, after the words “and to,” insert “ t him an honorable ;” in line 
9, after, the word “discharge,” strike out “ ;” in the same line, after the 
word“ * therefrom,” strike out "as of the day before the date of muster as a 
first lieutenant and recruit officer for the Eleventh iment Tennessee Cay- 
ay. and also to muster him as x lieutenant as afo: d from the ist day of 
ber, 1862, and pigana yerai im from this last service as on the Ist day of 
Sarao 1864, that his may be made consistent with the facts proven ;"’ 
0,8 to make the bill read : 
ames, Sa, Shah the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 


and directed heed et denria ome. ie resend. 06 2 
McKamey, Company Tennessee Infantry un! 
who is to have deserted from command, sema 

a atile of R ve Ear > ren on enemy 


Mr. SPRINGER. What is the effect of these amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The bill as amended will remove the charge of 
desertion and grant the soldier an honorable discharge. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All right. 

There being no objection the amendments were concurred in. 

H. C. WILKEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with the amendment of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 6046) for the relief of H. C. Wilkey. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate 
amendment be concurred in. It simply strikes out a provision in the 
House bill which allowed interest on the amount of the claim. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tareas piir hayate Ag lina “cents,” in down to and including 
“eighty-two,” in line 6. es. ass 

The SPEAKER The Clerk will read the words stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following: 

“And interest havens fasion June 8, 1882,” 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the amount provided in the original bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read the original House bill, as follows: 

Bett &c., That t of the be, and he 
Hyer ives, Me y Witkey inte p Beeps d mus, E 


SAINT PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10056) 
granting to the Saint Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Com- 
pany the right of way through the Indian reservations in Northern Mon- 
tana and Northwestern Dakota, returned from the Senate with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. TOOLE. Imove, by unanimous consent, that the Senate amend- 
ments be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the Senate will be read. 
- The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 12, after “ thereof,” inse: 

“ And also toasceriain and fx the amount of compensation to be paid to in- 
dividual members of the tribe by reason of the construction of said road,” 

Page 2, line 19, strike out “and.” 

Page 2, line 19, after "eonstruction,” insert “and operation.” 


The Senate amendments were concurred in. 
MODERN NAVAL ORDNANCE, ETC. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (S. 663) to encourage the 
manufacture of steel = modern ssp armor, and 
other naval purposes, to provide eavy ordnance adapted to mod- 
ern naval warfare; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimus consent, for the con- 
sideration of the bill, the title of SURE ben test boas eat. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the bill be read. 

Mr. REED. I ask that it be considered next Monday after the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read first. 

Mr. REED. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to know whatis the title of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will firststate the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, under the rules it belongs to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks so; but the gentleman asks that 
the bill be considered in the House next Monday. 

Mr. EDEN. I object. 

Mr. REED. By whom is objection made? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object, then. 

Mr. REED. ‘The gentleman from Illinois; I thought so, 

The SPEAKER. ‘There are several gentlemen who objected. 

Mr. REED. To whom is it referred? 

The SPEAKER. To the Committee on Appropriations, unless the 
House orders otherwise. 

Mr. REED. I desire—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does it not under the rules belong to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. REED. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. Is this a bill which the Committee on A -ppro 


would have the right to report back for immediate Jups fo 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I think points of order should be decided when 


. REED. I want to fix the of the refusal [eries of 


“order!” ]J—I want to fix the responsibility of refusal to this 
matter. 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, debate is not in order. 


Te REED. I fix the responsibility on the Democratie party of this 
ouse. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And we will take it here now. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Democratic party is not afraid of defeating 
such a bill of jobs as this. 

The SPEAKER. TAIRE ose nang DE ATT E 
ernment, and would go under the rules to the Committee on A) 
priations; and that committee would have aright to report at any 
under the rules, 

Mr. REED. The committee will have the right to report at any 
time for consideration? 

The SPEAKER. It will go to the Committee on A) 
which has jurisdiction of the subject under the rules of the House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Irise to a point of order. * 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. Then the committee have the right to report the bill 
back for immediate consideration? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The same as other appropriation 

Mr. REED. They will have a right to do that? 

The SPEAKER. They will. 

Mr. REED. I wish to know that. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has answered the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. REED. I want to fix the responsibility for the delay, if there 
iz any: 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no difficulty about that. Such a bill 
ought to have careful consideration. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will suspend all proceedings until order 
is restored upon the floor. Gentlemen will resume their places. [After 
a pange] gentleman from Michigan will now state his point of 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, under the rules this bill should go 
to the Committee on Military Affairs under subdivision 11 of Rule XI. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to hear the point of order of the 
gentleman from Michigan, and gentlemen will order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Under subdivision 11 of Rule XI it is provided 
that all matters relating— 


To the military establishment, and the public defense, including the appro- 
prona Sandy its su oss and for that of the Military Academy : to the Commit- 
on itary A 


Under subdivision 3 of the same rule it is provided: 


ie Government as herein provided, namely, for revenue for the of 
the Government as herei: namely for executive, and 
judicial for phere iy civi ; for 

Oe Oon ; for Sanaions, and dde all motes: to the on Appro- 


My point of order, therefore, is that this bill should first go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, in order that that committee may de- 
termine the question of policy in regard to the fortifications, and whether 
it be advisable to make the appropriations or not; and when the report 
from that committee is submitted to the House it would naturally go 
to the Committee on Appropriations to appropriate the amount neces- 
sary to carry it out. But in the first instance the bill should go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair desires to examine the provisions of the 
bill. [After a pause.] The Chair does not think that this bill, under 
the rules of the House, should go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
If it goes to any other committee than the Committee on Appropria- 
tions it would go to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. REED. Under the statement of the parliamentary law made by 
the Speaker, I hope the bill will go to the Committee on A) 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will refer the bill to the yne ai on 
Appropriations under the rule of the House, unless the House by a 
direct vote orders otherwise. 

Mr. RANDALL. Whatas tothe point about at any time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has had but little time to look at the 
provisions of the bill. If this is a bill relating to fortifications or pro- 
viding for the support of any public department of the Government, of 
course it comes within the rule of the House allowing the committee 
having jurisdiction of the subject matter to report at any time. If it 
does not come within the rule the committee will have no such power. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, my object in making the suggestion I 
have made is very simple. It is to have that bill referred to a com- 
mittee which can have the right to consider and report it at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman’s point. 

Mr. REED. So that there may be some responsibility some- 
where for a failure in the interest of the people to report the bill. The 
Speaker has expressed the opinion that under the rules of the House 
the committee will have the right to report the bill at any time. Iam 
content that it sheuld go to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has expressed an opinion, after a hasty 
reading of the bill, which may not be warranted by a more careful ex- 
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amination, that it should go to the Committee on i, 
also that it Gainan Within the cules OF tie House allowing that com- 


mite ERED. The Chale decides that ib goes to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it goes to the Committee 
on 
I am content that shall be the course taken with ref- 


Mr. 
erence to it, 
Mr. SPRINGER. I want to say to the 
ty is concerned, this side of the 


spokesman of 

that side of the House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] is, on this subject. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will direct the reference of the bill to 


MANUFACTURE OF HEAVY ORDNANCE, ARMY WARFARE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 662) to en- 
courage the manufacture of steel for modern army ordnance, and 
other army purposes, and to provide heavy ordnance adapted to mod- 
ern army warfare, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I make the same 
reference to this bill that the gentleman from 
gard to the preceding bill, that under clause 11 of the eleventh rule, 
which provides— 

That all relating to the military lishment and 
Pr ge pe a icy le Tgp Ly 
LCL ALTA 

Mr. REED. I ask that the bill be read for the information of the 
House. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. REED. I make the same parliamentary inquiry as to this bill 
that was made with reference to other; thatis to say, if it goes to 
the Committee on Appropriations, will that committee be at liberty to 
report at any time 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that so much of this bill as 
relates to the procurement of ordnance—guns—has usually, the Chair 

been included in the sundry civil pepo bill when any 
angi apnea aad maa BE Soat at all, and the remainder of 
the bill, providing armor for fortifications, is a subject over which the 
Committee on Appropriations has jurisdiction by the express terms of 
the rule of the House. The Chair thinks, ‘ore, this bill properly 
belongs to the Committee on iations. 

Mr. REED. And they can report at any time for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated its opinion u 
bill on a somewhat similar subject; but the Chair has also sta that 
ifconvinced hereafter, upon a re-examination, that the ruling was incor- 
rect, the Chair will not hesitate to retract it and correct the reference, 

Mr. REED. A parliamentary inguiry. Will the Chair inform the 
House to what committee it can be referred, so that it can be immedi- 
ately acted upon in committee and presented for consideration to the 


House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it should be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations under the rules of the House. 

Mr. REED. That committee, as I understand the Chair, will have 
the right to report it immediately for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. REED. The Chair will pardon me for my persistence in this 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that in his opinion 
the bill will go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. REED. But the Chair must permit me to explain my z, Because 
order. ‘This is a legitimate question for the House to decide, 
it may govern the action of the House upon these im 
IL oho Hanae OOE E o be referred E AAMA AGR SA 

eration, thatis an im t 

a a a e Enuo h of, pieri oaa mpa apropa p 
the House can apply for a statementof that factisits organ the Speaker 
of the House. Therefore I have asked the Speaker’s opinion upon that 
subject and have been persistent in my inquiry. The Chair will un- 
derstand therefore why I am persistent, because if the Chair should 
make a mistake of course it will allow the House an opportunity to rec- 
tify its decision as soon as the House gets the chance. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that this bill properly goes 
to the Committee on Appropriations under the rule of the House, and 
if this decision is correct it would follow that the committee can re- 
port at any time. 

Mr. REED. And the House sending it to the Committee on Appro- 
priations gives them that power. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sends it there under the rule of the 
House, unless the House itself makes some other order. 
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Mr. REED. Then the Chair’s sending it there includes the other 
is Mr. MORRISON, I call for the regular order. 
Mr. REED. That is enough 


ADALINE P. LOY. 
` The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2479) granting 
a pension to Mrs, Adaline P. Loy, returned by the Senate to the House 
at its request. 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by 


which this bill passed the House. 
The SP. This is a bill which passed the House, was sent to 
the Senate, and returned to the House upon request. 


Mr. MORRILL. The reason for making the request is that the per- 
son to whom the on is granted by the bill has already received a 
pension from the Pension Office. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the vote ordering the bill 

- to be read a third time and passed will be reconsidered and the bill will 
be rejected by the House. 

There was no objection. 


WASHINGTON CABLE RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill H. R. 8976, re- 
turned by the Senate with the following message; which was read: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 8, 1887 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to return to the ao of Representa- 
tives, in compliance w with its request, the bill (H. R. maia Boo rate the 
Washington e Railway Company of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will also in connection with this mes- 
sage lay before the House the following resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That the Clerk supply the omission in the en; of section 5 
by adding after the word “stockholder,” oan tena d, tec seiowter oante : “until 
stock by him is fally paid up,” and return the said bill to the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised there was an omission in the 
ent of the bill. If there be no objection, the order just read 
will be made. 
There was no objection. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BARBOUR, by unanimous consent, leave was 
given to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of Thomas W. Tansill. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. THROCK- 
MORTON, after Saturday, until the end of the session, on account of ill 
health. 

HYLAND C. KIRK AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a request by Mr. HOWARD, 
that the bill (S. 2560) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, as- 
signees of Addison C. Fletcher, reported by him on the 26th instant 
and referred to the Private Calendar, take the place on the said Cal- 
endar of the bill (H. R. 7649) of the same title reported on the 9th of 
April last, which last-named bill was laid upon the table on the 20th 
instant. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I think I must object to this. As I understand, 
the bill is on the Calendar now at the proper place. I should like to 
know what the effect of this order would be. 

The SPEAKER, The order itself shows what the effect is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill was reported and is on the Calendar. I 
object because I do not see now what the effect of the order is to be. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the call of committees for re- 

rts, 

z RAILWAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. As I am shortly to leave the city on ac- 
count of ill health, I ask unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. F. 6393) to authorize the Fort Worth and Denver City 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes. This bill was called up before 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. Objection to its considera- 
tion was made at that time by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN]. That gentleman, I understand, has withdrawn his ob- 
jection. I shall offer an amendment under instructions from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
taken up and acted on at this time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I objected the other morning to the considera- 
tion of that bill, but I am informed the portion of the Indian Terri- 
tory through which it is proposed this railway shall pass has been ceded 
back by the Indians to the United States. I ask the gentleman from 
Texas whether that is so. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. That is correct. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then I withdraw on objection. 

The proposed amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out of lines 9, 10, and 11 the words " Red River between 
the mouth of Big Beaver Creek and the mouth of the north fork of Red River,” 


and insert the words ‘south boundary of said Territo: between the west line 
a TSEN C Texas, and the one h hundredth 

Also insert after the word Kansas,” in ling 13 of section 1, the words “ 
dd lea t tine of OANA OAA heron.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bee (H. R. oeio to authorize the Fort Worth and Denver City Railway Com- 
to construct and operate a railway through the Indian territory, and for 


Mr. RANDALL. I understand that the bill has þeen read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was read and printed in the RECORD. 
The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] objected to its con- 
sideration, but he now states that, with the amendment he 
will not object. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and, be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 

Mr. THROCKMORTON moved to reconsider the vote by. which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN A. THOMPSON. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. 
R. 9414) for the relief of John A. Thompson and consider the same. 

The SPEAKER. Js there objection ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This isasmall matter, involving only about $140. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Pais orca Ad Sheed ye and directed $0 p! 
son, of Manistee, Mich., in his account as 


lace to the coeno of John AT homp- 
an postnaster of bap ag of Ges EA? 
the sum of $142.30, being the amount of mn lost b; Fans Ps ao 
of his office, vault, and safe, on the 8th a miter an neglect 
onthe part of the said er; and t Gras Arwen sg msc i Ag gk poe p 
o 


out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
the credit of the Post-Office Department. 

The bill was ordered to be ‘engrossed and read a third time; and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPILATION OF PRESIDENTIAL VETOES. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the 
following report: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 3, 1887. 


Resolved by the Senate (the aa yeh g e enang a agirion U 
pilation of the veto messages of the imore of the Uni Btates, made in 


recip genre officer of the Post-Office Depart- 


obedience toa resolution passed by the Senate on the 24th of J uly, psec tg printed, 
and that 3,000 additional copies be printed, of vae 42000 cop be for the 
use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of oF paccesaculives 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was oad the se Senate concurrent res- 
olution for printing the compilation of the veto messages of the Presidents of 
the Uni States, and also for printing 3,000 additional copies thereof for the use 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, have considered 
spectfully recommend the passage of the resolution. 

The estimated cost of printing 1,900 copies of the veto erges is $1,346.75, 
and for3,000 additional bre $1,335. The The Public Printer estimates the approx- 
imate cost of the amount oi PA r previously ordered by Congress within the 
present fiscal year at $136. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider bo 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
> THOMAS SMITH. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2024) for the relief of 
Thomas Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

AMERICAN TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 10200, a bill (H. 
R. 11114) to incorporate the American Trust Company of the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 10200) was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER (at the conclusion of the call). This completes the 
call of committees for reports. The hour for consideration of bills 
begins at five minutes past 1 o’clock. The call rests with the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 6977) relating to the compensation of judges 
of the United States, attorneys, and commissioners, and for 


same, and re- 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is nowin Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the furtherconsideration of the bill 
indicated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] that I purpose to insist upon the point of order 
which I raised yesterday. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ido not know any better time than now to have 
that point of order disposed of. I moved on yesterday that the com- 
mittee rise and report to the House a resolution fixing a day for the 
consideration of this bill. To that motion the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] submitted a point of order that it was not in order until 
after the bill had been read. I am ready to have that point ruled 


upon by the Chair. 
The motion is in order, if there is no disposition 


The CHAIRMAN, 
to amend the bill. 

Mr. REED. I propose to amend the bill, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, while there is a purpose to amend the 
bill members of the committee have the right to do so. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Before proceeding farther, the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] desires two minutes in which to make a state- 


ment. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise this morning, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose 
of making simply a suggestion upon this important subject. As I re- 
marked on yesterday, I have had occasion to give this subject as care- 
ful consideration as I could possibly give it and attend to the current 
business which necessarily devolves upon every member of Congress, 
and I say now that it is utterly impossible for us to legislate upon this 
subject without doing three things. First, we have got to study the 
existing law until we are familiar with every provision of it; secondly, 
we must investigate the modes of auditing and keeping these accounts 
in the Department of Justice and in the Treasury Department; and, 

lastly, we must understand exactly the surroundings and necessities of 
every United States court in the country. 

Now, my suggestion is this: that no bill of this kind can be matured 
by any committee composed of gentlemen who have to look after the 
current business that necessarily devolves upon members of this House 
during the session of Congress, and if we ever effect anything which 
will carry out the objects and purposes which the committee had in 
view in framing this bill it must be done by a committee which shall 
sit during the recess. Except in that way we shall never, in my judg- 
ment, obtain anything that will meet the exigencies of the case. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the 
suggestions of the gentleman from Arkansas, I desire to say that it 
never was supposed by the committee which reported this bill that it 
would be found perfect in every detail. We supposed that as a matter 
of course there would be propositions for amendment; and we under- 
stood that almost every member of the House had his pet district at- 
torney, his pet marshal, his pet commissioner, or some other court 
official for whose compensation he was intensely interested. Hence we 
expected that members would submit these different propositions to 
the House for consideration. In preparing this bill, we took the bill 

` which had been passed upon by the last Congress; and we undertook, 
so far as possible, consistently with the sentiment of Congress, to in- 
crease the compensation of these officers. I want to say now, and to 
ut it upon record, that these gentlemen who are opposing this bill 
hanes an opportunity to correct its imperfections; and if there has been 
any injustice done to their pet officers, they can remedy that injustice 
now. What we desire is to change a system which oppresses the peo- 
ple, and put an honest set of officers in charge of the business con- 
nected with the courts of this country. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I think the House will bear me out 
in the statement that in all discussions of public questions on this floor 
I have never engaged in personalities or in imputations on any one’s 
motives. If I were dis to retaliate, in mse to the remark 
just made in regard to ‘‘pet officers,” I would turn to this bill for that 
purpose. But that is aside from the question under consideration. I 
want to say to my friend that the inequalities of the salaries in this 
bill are the least objectionable of its features. I am not prepared tosay 
thata fair and just bill based upon the principle sought to be applied 
here would not be a desirable measure. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I wish to ask the gentleman in 
this connection whether, if he could have had the salaries of his offi- 
cers in Arkansas fixed to suit himself, there would have been any ob- 
jection on his part to the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. ROGERS. And I answer the question in the negative emphat- 
ically. I donot object to consideration now. I say to the gentleman 
that if he would put the salary of each of the officers referred to at 
$10,000 I would fight this bill from the first line to the last until it 
had been amended and putin some proper shape. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I will state to the gentleman that 
that has not been my understanding. 


1887. 


Mr. ROGERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not responsible for the | Ni 


gentleman’s ‘“‘understanding.’’ Heasked me that question this morn- 
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ing, and I answered just as I have done now. Idonotknow where he 
gets his “understanding.” I have no keeper of my conscience or my 
convictions; therefore I do not know to what authority the gentleman 
goes to get his “understanding” of my motives or purposes. Ido 
complain, and I have reasons for the complaint; and since the gentle- 
man puts the question I will give him the benefit of some of the rea- 
sons why I do complain of the inequalities of this bill. Let me invite 
attention to them that the House may understand exactly what sort 
of a measure the gentleman is championing on this floor. I ask the 
attention of the House to what I am about to say. Before referring to 
the data which I hold in my hand I wish to state that I have not 
sonally verified all these statements; but they have been pre by 
a clerk in the Department of Justice upon an examination of this bill 
and of the records of the Department, on which, as I understand, the 
bill has been framed, and I think are in the main correct. 

Let us see what is exhibited by this table of the salaries and earn- 
ings of these officers of the courts in some of the States and Territories. 
In the District of Columbia the earnings of the district attorney are 
more than $20,000—$20,900—while the salary is $5,000. In the dis- 
trict of Western Ohio the earnings of the district attorney amount to 
$3,900, and the salary is $5,000, just the same amount as is received by 
the district attorney in this city, who earns more than $20,000. Inthe 
district of Northern Georgia the earnings of the district attorney are 
$6,700, and his salary $4,000. In Maryland the United States district 
attorney earns $3,400, and the salary is $4,000. Inthe southern dis- 
trict of Iowa the earnings of this office are $6,700, and the salary $3,000. 
In Wyoming Territory the district attorney earns $1,000, and his salary 
is $3,000. In other words, the district attorney in Iowa who earns 
$6,700 gets $3,000, while thé district attorney in Wyoming who earns 
only $1,000 gets the same compensation, $3,600. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman is referring to marshals, does 
he not know that the marshal in the Territory of Wyoming has to 
travela great deal farther and do much more work to earn $1,000 than 
hey rer ae aee in the State of Iowa has todo in making what 

e earns 

Mr. ROGERS. I would prefer to go on with my argument. I 
understand there is something in the suggestion just made, but not 
enough to justify this bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman kindly mention what the fig- 
ures are in n? 

Mr. ROGERS. I will try to do so, if I can put my eye upon them, 
In Rhode Island the earnings are $1,700, and the salary $2,000; in Ne- 
vada the earnings are $1,400, and the salary $2,000. 

I will insert the full list as I have it in the RECORD. 


The carnings of the district attorneys and salaries proposed. 
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Eastern Pennsylvania.. 
Northern Illinois...... 
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Now let me turn for a moment to the marshals, so that we may see 
what sort of equity is done in this billas to them. In the southern 
district of New York the marshal earns $6,300 and gets a salary of 
$6,000. In the northern district of New York the earnings of the mar- 
shal are $8,000 and his salary $5,000—$1,000 less than the salary of 
the corresponding officer in the southern district. In the southern dis- 
trict of Ohio the earnings of the marshal are $4,800 and his salary is 
$5,000. In Kentucky the marshal earns $7,200 and receives as salary 
$4,000. In eastern Louisiana the earnings of the marshal are $1,800 
and his salary is $4,000. But in the western district of Arkansas, 
where the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON ] ts Ihave 
a oF ay BS the marshal earns $8,400 and receives as salary $3,000, 

. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Is that the darkey in the wood- 
pile? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘The wood-pile is full of darkeys. And, sir, one of 
the ‘‘niggers in the wood-pile,” just here, is the district attorney of 
West ela of Virginia. The gentleman might investigate that. 

Laughter. 
; AO GIBSON, of West Virginia. I do not know what you refer to. 

Mr. ROGERS. I know what I refer to. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. We will see. 

Mr. ROGERS. I mean what I say. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I know what he refers to. 

Mr. ROGERS. What are the facts? 

I will goa little further. In the northern district of Alabama the 
marshal earns $7,600 and gets $3,000; in Florida he earns $1,500 and 
gets a salary of $3,000; and so on all through the list from the begin- 
ning to the end in reference to these marshals and United States attor- 


n 
“Xt. HERMANN. Will the gentleman refer to my State of Oregon, 

as he has it now before him? 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘Tell me what class it is in; what does he get? 

Mr. HERMANN. Three thousand five hundred dollars, I think. 

Mr. ROGERS. Who; the marshal or the district attorney? 

Mr. HERMANN. The district attorney. Hecomes in, I think, in 
the second class. 

Mr. ROGERS. There is no class that gets $3,500 salary in the list 
of district attorneys, and it must be in the $3,000 class. 

Mr. HERMANN. Look at that. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not turn to it conveniently at this time, but I 
will print the list and you can get at it. 


The earnings of the marshals and salaries proposed. 
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But, Mr. Chairman, my chief objection is not the salaries. I wish 
to turn to some provisions of the bill which do not have anything to 


do with salaries of the United States attorneys or marshals. I wish to 
discuss that. I invite the attention of any gentleman who takes an 
interest in the correct administration of the law to this point. Let us 
look at it for a moment: 


All money collected by the marshals on process in behalf of the United States 
or under the laws of in ipa ing and costs for fees,shall be collected by 
co 


the marshal and paid in 
“All fees taxed!” Everybodyjunderstands seven cases out of ten in 
many districts where the y is convicted he has nothing from which 
ou could collect costs. erefore the Government must pay the costs 
if they are to be paid at all. Let us proceed a little farther: 
ies other than 


The cost for fees and expenses of marshals taxed against part: 
the United States shall be collected and paid into court; and at the end of each 
quarter the 1 shall render a return of the money so collected to the At- 
torney-General with receipts from the clerks of the courts for the sums paid as 
herein required, which returns shall be verified by the oath of the R 

I would liko some gentleman to tell me by what authority of law 
the clerk is required to give a receipt unless ordered by the court. 
The clerk is not the court at all; he is simply an officer of the court. 
The judge of the court is the to receive these funds, and unless 
he makes an order for the clerk to receive them the clerk has no power 
to receive and no business with the funds, and itis notright for him to 
give a receipt for them, for he has not received them. 

Mr. HERBERT. If this passes into a law would not the clerk then 
have the power? 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir; I do not know that he would. I know of 
no authority in this bill for him to receive the funds. 

Mr. HERBERT. You say the bill requires the payment to be made 
to the clerk. 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir; I did not state any such thing. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I hope the gentleman will not con- 
sume all the time allowed on this matter. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will not consume any more time than is necessary. 

I said that this bill requires the fees to be paid into co not to the 
clerk; but the clerk notwithstanding is required by the bill to receipt 
for them, although he does not receive the money. Heisalso required 
to furnish the marshal with receipts for the sums paid into the court, 
and oyer which he has no power or control unless so ordered by the 
court. And then this bill further provides: 

And at the end of each quarter the marshal shall rendera return of the moneys 
50 col the Attorney-General, with receipts from the clerks of the courts 
for the sums paid as herein required, which returns shall be verified by the oath 
of the marshal; and if this statement is not received by the Attorney-General 
within thirty days from the close of the quarter, no further payments shall be 
made the marshal on account of salary until such statement is received, 

Yes, the marshal’s pay is to stop if he does not furnish receipts from 
the clerk, which money the clerk had no right toreceive and no power 
or control over. 

Here is a bill now on its face requiring the money to be paid to the 
judges of the court, and the law makes the judges the depository of 
such moneys. It is true that he has it in his power to make an order 
that the clerk shall receive, receipt for, and d t the moneys so col- 
lected; but in the absence of such order he is lf the depositary. 
It requires the money to be deposited with the judge, and the marshal 
is to make return to the Attorney-General of the money so collected 
and accompany it with receipts from the clerk of the court who has 
no authority to receive such money; and if such return is not made 
within thirty days from the close of the quarter, the marshal’s salary is 
withheld. Can gentlemen reconcile that provision of the bill with the 
purpose they claim to have in view? 

But let us go another step: 

Mi pe application to him for service, the marshal, before service is made, 
shall exact a deposit for the costs thereof in all cases not Drong by the United 
States, except in suits brought under chapter 3 of tho Re Statues 

And, Mr. Chairman, chapter 3 of the Revised Statutes relates to the 
organization of the two Houses of Congress, and has nothing on the 
face of the earth to do with the subject embodied in this section of thè 
bili. In other words, here is a bill prepared by a committee of the 
House, submitted to the House for its consideration and action, that 
commits the mistake of taking a wrong title or chapter in the Revised 
Statutes which refers to an entirely different subject from that to which 
the bill relates. It has no reference, I repeat, to the subject matter of 
this bill. Does the gentleman deny it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis possibly a typographic error. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir; worse than a typographic error. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is no objection to the bill, because such an 
error could be corrected. 

Mr. ROGERS. Oh, yes; you can draught the bill in any form you 
please, and then bring it into the House and try to get it in a proper 
shape by amendments. But this is your bill as you reported it. Ifit 
were mine I would take pleasure in di its paternity. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the original bill was correct; and, besides, 
an error of that kind is not fatal. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not mean to say that the error is fatal; but Iam 
showing that this bill had not the consideration it deserved. But to 
continue— 


Upon application to him for service, the marshal, before service is made, shall 
exact a deposit for the cost thereof in all cases not brought by the United States, 
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except in suits brought under chapter 3 of the Revised Statutes for wages of sea- 
men— 


That is all right so far as it goes, but let us follow it up with the 
text— 


wherein the costs, if not collectable from the 
the marshal clerk, and district attorney 
es, and shail be adjusted and paid 
manner as costs in cases brought by the 
Paid to whom? To whom are you going topay thecosts? The bill 
says to the marshal, the clerk, and the district attorney. Doyou pro- 
pose to pay them fees? The bill provides for salaries. What, then, is 
the meaning of this provision of the bill? These are cases of suits 
brought for the wages of seamen, and you propose in those cases that 
the marshal, district attorney, and the clerk of the court shall be paid 
fees when they are paid a salary for discharging, as you contend here, 
all of the duties of the office to which they are elected. Will you say 
this alludes to deputy marshals? If so, what do you say about the 
clerks and district attorneys? You couple all together and make no 
exception, and the clerk and district attorneys and their assistants all 
get stated sums under this bill, and not fees. 
There is no explanation of this thing—none whatever. 
But let us proceed a step further. 


It shall be the duty of the marshal to scrutinize the bills of the deputies, sher- 
or constables, or whoever may be employed to serve a process, 


What kind of a process—civil or criminal, or both? 
And when he finds the same to be correct and in accordance with law he shall 
pay the same, 

What class of cases does that mean? If a criminal case and the costs 
can not be collected, whatis the result? Why, you make the marshal 
pay, when a previous provision of the bill requires him to pay all costs 
“taxed against other parties than the United States ’’ into the treasury 
of the court, 

In other words, the costs are taxed inst the defendant, and 

“charged with them, 


es to the suits, shall be 
n their accounts the United 
y the accounting officers in the same 
nited States, 


whether collected or not the marshal is Then 
you make him pay the deputies, constables, and sherifis— bly 
out of funds advanced to him by the Government. The result is, if he 
has collected the costs in criminal cases, he is all right; but if he fails 
to collect costs taxed in any case he must make it good to the Govern- 
ment or else his salary is stopped. 

Such is your bill. Who would want to be a marshal then? 

Now I proceed to another section. If the gentleman can lain 
that section and the objections I have urged againstit within the hour, 
I think he will have his hands full, even if this consideration extended 
over the next three weeks. It is so framed that no mortal man can 
amend it, for it does not even show the theory upon which the section 
itself is framed, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What section do you refer to? 

Mr. ROGERS. Section 3. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If the gentleman will remember, 
this is only a proposition for a day to consider. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman is worse on the situation to-day 
than when he framed the bill. I do not understand that there is any 
such motion pending. The trouble with the gentleman is that he 
wants to occupy the floor. Now I want to occupy it myself until I 
saray him that the imputations he casts upon me are without foun- 

tion. 

I turn now to section 4 of the bill, and look at that; and I want to 
remark here that if it is regarded as a crime for a man to stand up for 
his friends, I am an ayowed criminal. I always stand up for them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Right or wrong? 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir; but I always stand up for my friends in all 
eases when it is a proper thing to do. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But your first statement was too broad. 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir; I think not. Ifa man is my friend I stick 
to him until he does something to forfeit my friendship, and then I 
abandon him unless he corrects it; not before. 

Now, I turn to section 4, which provides: 

That there may be allowed each United States marshal one clerk and one 
chief deputy, whose salaries shall be paid as provided in section 2 for the pay- 
ment of marshals, 

I do not discuss the question of how much the salary is. I am dis- 
cussing now the organization of the court and the necessity for the 
courts of the country to have assistance for carrying on their works. 
“One clerk and one chief deputy.’ I take as an illustration the or- 
ap a of the court located in my own judicial district. Does my 

iend from Illinois complain of the expenditure of public money in 
that district? That is the character of argument I supposed would be 
adduced upon that subject. Butif the money isspent there, and spent 
properly, where is the responsibility, if responsibility attaches at all, 
with the court or with Congress? Is the marshal, clerk, or district 
attorney toblame? If you say the court is too large, whose fault is 
that? Not theirs, 

I state from my personal knowledge that the court is in session al- 
most the entire year from the beginning to the end of it. I state that 
we are not afilicted with that condition of things of which the gentleman 
from Virginia and the gentleman from West Virginia and gentlemen 


from other States complain with regard to the internal-revenue service. 

That court has to exercise jurisdi over the five civilized tribes 

whose territory is infested with criminals from every State of the Union 

and of the worst class—a Botany Bay as it were, a city of refuge as it 

were. 

this n poina do apma attention to another matter. 
S x 


Federal courts in that country. I prophesied then what would be the 


terms. The grand jury will meet and indict all the ies it can, but 
there was no money to pay the expenses of the February term, and 
locked up in that jail are no fewer than eighteen men indicted for 
murder, one for an unnamable crime, five for assault with intent to 
kill, eighteen for larceny, ten for introducing and selling liquor, one 
for violating the internal-revenue law. These men, fifty-four in num- 
ber, are incarcerated awaiting the action of that court when funds shall 
be placed at its disposal. ‘Then, in addition, there are on bond and 
awaiting trial ninety-three; bound over to the grand jury, twenty- 
eight, making a grand total of one hundred and seventy-five. 

That is the condition of things we are compelled to deal with, and 
it illustrates the importance, the absolute necessity, of considering the 
organization of every court in this country when you come to provide 
for the officers to transact the business of those courts. 

I am stating this to show the importance of that court, and what is 
required to run it. I repeat, in my judgment, that is the best organ- 
ized court in the country. I have stood there and witnessed, myself, 
while a jury went filing out to consider a case which had been tried, 
and before they had left the court-house the clerk was calling another 
case and organizing a jury. The business of that court could not be 
dispatched on any other principle. It sits from 8 in the morning till 
6 in the evening, with a short recess at noon, and often, for three weeks 
at a time, holds night sessions. That is the nature of the court. 

Let me give you another illustration. I witnessed no lo ago 
than during the past few months seven men indicted for murder in that 
courtand putupon trialatonetime. Yet under the provision which the 
ponens from West Virginia puts in this bill the marshal is only al- 

owed one clerk and one chief deputy. He is allowed no bailiff, no 
guard, no anything for the carrying on the business of the court. He 
has got one chief deputy and one clerk to carry on this entire business. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if time itted I could go intocircumstances 
which occurred in the prosecution of criminal cases there which would 
show the necessity of having every movement about that court in hand- 
ling the criminals safely protected. And this bill makes another lim- 
itation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman permit me to state to him 
that there is no limitation as to bailiffs and guards? 

Mr. ROGERS. And there is no provision for them, 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The gentleman from Arkansas does 
not understand the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. And you, what do you understand? [Laughter.] 
I think I do understand the bill. I think I have given it more study 
than your whole committee combined, and I think I understood more 
than some of them did before I began. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That is, as it relates to your par- 
ticular district. k 

Mr. ROGERS. That is what I represent—my district. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I understand that. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is what I am elected to represent, and that is 
what they have continued me to represent in another Congress. [Re- 
newed laughter. ] 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That may be very complimentary 
to you, but it may not beso to them. [Langhter.] 

Mr. ROGERS. I reverse the compliment, and say that the action of 
e cant may have been complimentary to them. [Renewed 

ughter. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I go a step farther in order that my friend may 
comprehend exactly how this matter stands. I turn to the ninth sec- 
tion of this bill, in relation to United States commissioners, and as the 
court appoints commissioners it will not be suggested that any one is 
my ‘‘pet,’’ or that I have any interest here except the correct and proper 
administration of the law. 

Section 9 provides: 

That the judges of the cironit and district courts of the United States, and the 


judges of the Territorial courts, shall divide each district into commissioners’ 
districts, consisting of one or more counties or hes, and they shall a 
point one or more United States commissioners in each commissioner’s d 


trict, as may be required for the efficient and economical execution of the law. 
How are you going to apply a provision of that kind in the Indian 
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Territory? Are you going all over that country to appoint commis- 
sionersin every Cherokee and Creek, Choctaw and Chickasaw ‘county? 
If you do, who is to represent the United States in the prosecutions 
ore such commissioners ? 
The section proceeds: 

Such commissioners shall have jurisdiction only of such offenses as are com- 
mitted in their respective districts, except in cases of of venue, or where 
no commissioner resides in the commissioner’s district where the of- 
fense was committed, and rants also, in cases of offenses against the postal 

laws of the United States, in which the jurisdiction shall remain as now pro- 
vided by law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the application of the principle of this section 
of the bill in the Indian Territory would simply turn over that entire 
Territory to absolute pandemonium. It is near enough to that now, 
but it would be much worse under the operation of this section. You 
go away out into the Indian Territory, 100 miles from nowhere, and set 
up a commissioner to investigate offenses committed there, with some- 
times half a dozen with murder, and under investigation at 
once, the accused often wealthy, influential, and surrounded by friends; 
and your commissioner is to sit there and conduct an investigation of 
those cases without the assistance of the necessary marshals or other 
Government officers. 

What will they know as to whether the accused is guilty or not 
guilty, unless there is some person present there to bring out the facts 
and cite the law? 

Then look for a moment at the sixth section of the bill, which pro- 
vides that deputy marshals shall be appointed in the manner pro- 
vided in the foregoing section for such localities in the district as the 
judge of the district or circuit courts may authorize and require for 
the efficient transaction of the business of the United States courts of 
such districts in each locality. 

Mr. HERBERT. Before my friend passes away from the subject of 
the commissioners, will he permit a question ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly. ; 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the gentleman think that local jurisdiction 
ought to be taken aver from the justices of the peace, who are dis- 
tributed through all the counties of Arkansas, because there may be 
no lawyer before them to prosecute in criminal cases? I think this 
bill is defective in many particulars, but the purpose of the provision 
in regard to marshals is to give local jurisdiction to commissioners to 
be appointed in the neighborhoods where crimes are committed, just 

- exactly as justices of the peace are appointed throughout the counties 
of a State. It is proposed to appoint commissioners in the different 
counties so as to avoid the necessity of carrying men off 100 or 200 or 

500 or 600 miles, as is now done in some parts of the country. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT] has not enlightened me in the slightest. I knew what the 
committee were after, and in the main this provision might be applied 
to large sections of the country; but we are legislating for the whole 
country and for every district in it, and when we frame general laws 
they should be as applicable as possible to the whole country; so that 
the gentleman’s question about the justices of the peace in Arkansas 
has no application to this case. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I understand the gentleman to say that he 
thinks the purpose is correct. 

Mr. ROGERS. I stated in the outset, Mr. Chairman, that I thought 
I should support the principle upon which the committee have under- 
taken to frame this bill. 

But the defects are so numerous and the provisions of the bill are such 
that it can not possibly be made applicable to the diversified circum- 
stances of the various localities and districts throughout the United 
States. That is the purport of thecriticismI am making. The opera- 
tion of the bill in many of the States may work desirable results; but 
in this instance I think its provisions would be entirely inapplicable. 
Nor, Mr. Chairman, is it ible to make it applicable in this respect 
to the Indian country. y is it not possible? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentlemanis mistaken in supposing that the 
bill applies to the Indian Territory at all; there are no counties there, 
and no o: ized government to which it could apply. A special law 
which is not interfered with by the bill puts this whole matter in re- 
lation to the Indian Territory in the jurisdiction of certain courts of 
Arkansas and Texas. This bill does not interfere with the existing 
law on that subject. 

Mr. ROGERS. I decline to yield for further interruption. My 
friend’s arguments are as usual loose-jointed. I do not think he has 
ever studed this bill; and he could not point out, to save his life, any 
special statute governing the western district of Arkansas with refer- 
ence to the point under discussion. In that district the court has ap- 
pointed one commissioner, who was found in the Indian Territory and 
who has been operating therealongtime. That arrangement happens 
to accommodate one of the principal towns in that Territory where a 
great many persons are collected together, and where there may be 
some protection in these cases. But that instance is exceptional. 

This bill, however, provides for this system in every county; its 
operation is not confined to districts in the Statesalone, but will extend 
everywhere; and it will certainly apply to all States which have within 
their limits Indian reservations. 


I return to the provisions of the bill: 


That hes mend marshals shall be eppomtd in the manner provided in the fore- 
going for such localities in the district as the judge of the district or cir- 
cuit court may authorize and require— 

Not localities in the State, but in the district— 


for the efficient transaction of the business of the United States courts of such 

Nope ty gine ol the duties of a deputy marshal unless appointed and 
qualified in the manz er herein provided— = sia 

That is, he shall be selected to serve processes in that particular dis- 
trict set apart by the judge— 
but district or circuit courts may appoint, upon the recommendation of the 
marshal, any sheriff or constable, holding commissions as such under State au- 
thority, to serve the writs or execute the processes issuing out of the courts in 
— istrict, after having been duly commissioned a deputy by order of the 
col 

Would not that be a beautiful position for a district court of the 
United States to occupy, to select a sheriff of a county or a constable 
to be sent all over the Indian Territory to execute process there ? 

In all cases where practicable it shall be the duty of the marshal to send writs 
mood iragan of court by mail, directed to the deputy marshal residing in the 

ity where writs are to be served or processes to be executed, or to the sheriff 
or constable appointed to serve the same in such locality, whose duty it shall 
be, after service, to return such writ or process by mail to the marshal. 

What is to be done with the prisoner? Is he to be returned by 
mail? 

Mr. RANNEY. Perhaps they arrest him by mail. 

Mr. ROGERS. That seems to be the intention. I infer they are 
going to arrest him by mail, and then transmit him to court by mail. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Or by telephone. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes; that would be quicker by telegraph or tele- 
phone. If this provision is intended to be confined to civil matters, 
why does not the bill say so? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was presumed anybody would know we did not 
propose to have a prisoner sent by mail; and we did not think it neces- 
sary to set that forth in order to enable the gentleman from Arkansas 
to understand the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I had not supposed anybody would undertake to 
frame a bill which would require so foolish a thing to be done. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not require it. 

Mr. ROGERS. It provides for the return of the writ by mail, and 
that writ isthe officer’s authority to hold the prisoner. The gentleman 
has his own idea, and he thinks it is in the bill because he has it in his 
mind. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. We did not think it necessary to 
provide against foolish constructions. 

Mr. ROGERS. My young friend from West Virginia [Mr. greon] 
is almost through with his term of service, but he has not yet learn 
that he has no right to interrupt me without my permission. 

The fees now allowed by law for marshals for serving writs and processes shall 
hereafter be allowed to the officers serving the same, except for committing and 
discharging prisoners; and the clause in section 829 of the Revised Statutes pre- 
scribing 50 cents for the same is hereby repealed. No fee for serving process 
shall be paid to a chief deputy. 

Let us look at that provision for a moment and see what is its effect. 
The marshal, who is to receive a salary for the ape oa of the entire 
duties of his office, will, under this bill, be entitled to fees if he serves 
the writ; and there is no law prohibiting him from making such serv- 
ice; on the contrary, he is compelled to serve it, or have it served, if 
it is given to him. 

At this point, Mr, Chairman, I wish to state another fact. If this 
bill should go into effect according to its terms as they now stand, 
these marshals are not restrained from drawing fees. They may draw 
both salary and fees, because there is no conflict at all between the pro- 
vision allowing such officer a salary, and the fee bill which fixes the 
fees allowed under the law. 

Gentlemen will say it is repealed by implication. Now the rule of 
law is that no statute is repealed by implication unless there is an ir- 
reconcilable conflict between the two acts. The fact is, by the terms 
of this bill a marshal can draw his salary, and by the terms of the stat- 
ute which it does not repeal, he may draw fees in addition; there is 
nothing here in the pending bill which says that he shall accept what 
is here provided as in full payment of the duties required of him by 
law. 


Mr. Chairman, there are various other provisions of this bill subject 
to criticism. I may say, indeed, there is scarcely a section of it, unless 
it may be two or three provisions toward the close, that is not subject 
to criticism. I might criticise one section of this bill to show the loose- 
ness with which it is drawn. Take, for instance, the eighteenth sec- 
tion. Let us look at it. 

That ho steals, takes a’ , falsifies, muti or otherwise alte 
pried menos Li arinik any aha a pod, PARDS law aotar a to be inthe prie 
tody of any marshal, clerk, or other offi of the Uni States, or who coun- 
sels, aids, or abets such stealing, taking away, altering, falsifying, mutilating, de- 
stroying, or concealing of any such Kk, record, or paper, shall be guilty of a 
felony, and, on con’ m thereof, shall be fined not ee $1,000, or impris- 
oned at labor not exceeding three years, or both, in the discretion of the court, 


Why, Mr. Chairman, the taking away of any paper for any purpose 
is made felony, and according to the strict constru on of this language 
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an attorney of the court taking papers out of the clerk’s office for a per- 

fectly proper purpose might be liable under this bill to be convicted of 

felony. It is not provided that the taking away shall be with intent 

to do anything improper, but the bare, naked taking away under the 

poras of this bill of any paper renders an attorney of the court 
iable to the conviction of felony. 

I do not say, of course, that the courts when they come to construe 
this language would hold a party to be guilty of committing an offense 
unless the taking away was with some improper or criminal purpose. 
But liberty and character are too valuable to be imperiled by such leg- 
islation as this. 

Now, I was about to say there are various other provisions of the bill 
which might be severely criticised, but I think I have said enough al- 
ready to convince this committee that this is not such a bill as can be 
matured here in full committee in the usual way of amendment. 

It is a bill involving the efficient and correct administration of the 
law in every Federal court throughout the United States. It digs up 
what has been in vogue ever since the foundation of the Government 
down to the present hour, and institutes a new order of things which 
we ought not permit to be done unless it comes from some quarter 
which understands better than this committee seems to do the use of 
the English language and the force of existing public law. [Laughter. ] 

I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to let the House know the 
real situation of this bill. Istated yesterday that unless we could have 
it reported to the House and a day fixed for its consideration, the farther 
eonsumption of time was utterly useless. I said to gentlemen on the 
other side this morning, if you sustained the point of order I would im- 
mediately withdraw the bill. 

I stated to the gentleman from Arkansas and the chairman of the 
committee the hour ought not to be consumed if the point of order was 
sustained. It is not my fault the hour has been consumed, because I 
have been anxious to make that statement to the House and get rid ot 
it. The bill contains twenty pages and twenty sections. Of co it 
would be utterly out of the question to consider that bill in regu 
order unless a day was set for it. I regret the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas has occupied the whole hour, so there could be no vote on that 
question. 

I do not care to enter into the quarrel between him and the chair- 
man of the committee. Whois first and whois lastin giving offence is 
a matter of no concern tome. Being one of that committee I fee] it 
my duty to say there are on it some gentlemen who understand the 
English language quite as well as the gentleman from Arkansas, and 
who know something at least of the laws of their country. They must 
rely on their character as an answer to the argument which he has 
made when no other answer can be made to it. 

I desire to yield the balance of my time to the chairman of my com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday, while I 
was sick and absent from this House, the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. RoGERs] saw fit in his discussion of this question to raise an issue 
thatitisimpossible to take up this billand examine it without almostim- 
peaching the motives of the committee that reported it, so unjust and in- 
volved are its provisions. And, to-day, again, he has seen fit, by inuendo 
at least, to refer to the fact that one of the officers provided for in this 
bill is a brother of mine and a district attorney in the State of Virginia. 
There can be no other construction placed upon such language than 
that it is a personal implication of the purposes and motives, the char- 
acter and the honesty of the man who reported the bill. I, for one, Mr. 
Chairman, do not mean either here or elsewhere to submit tamely to 
such arrogant and such impudent statements as that. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Arkansas that it would have 
been better befitting him, as a representative of his people, to have 
accorded to others the same degree of honesty of purpose that he claims 
for himself. 

So far as this committee went in reporting this bill they had before 
them for their consideration and their action the example of the House 
of Representatives itself, and the almost unanimous action of this Con- 

in its last session upon the bill. 

The bill is founded upon the Springer bill, which at the last session 
of the House, as I have said, was almost unanimously reported with 
propositions reducing salaries much below those embodied in the pend- 
iv 


g bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me just there to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is it not true also that the Springer bill was 
gone over several times by the Department of Justice? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes; I was just coming to that. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And that this bill has also been gone over by the 
present Department of Justice, and is recommended by them? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir; I was just coming to that 
point, This bill was founded, as I have said, upon the Springer bill of 
the last session. We framed the bill and submitted it to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, and the Attorney-General returned it, recommending 
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certain changes, which we followed, and we reported them in the bill 
to the House, having been indorsed, as I have said, twice before by the 
whole Congress at the previous session, as well as by the Department 
of Justice. Now the gentleman from Arkansas who claims to be here 
as the representative of these officers in his district, boasting of his ad- 
herence to their interests, is the only man who rises upon this floor to 
impugn the motives of the men who reported this bill, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a moment? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. For the Lord’s sake do not inter- 
rupt me. Let me proceed, as I have but ten minutes. [Laughter.] 

I want to know how the gentleman from Arkansas tes to him- 
self not only all the honesty but all the intelligence of this House. He 
talks here about the ‘‘ English language,” and about people who ‘‘ con- 
sidered” the bill. Does he mean to say here that he is the only man 
who has considered the bill? Does he mean to say that he is the only 
man who understands grammar and spelling? [Laughter.] Perhaps 
he came from a community where his superior intelligence may be a 
little greater than his constituents, and the ignorance of his constitu- 
ents may account for the uncalled-for reflections made upon me. 

He has referred to the fact that I have not been re-elected. Perhaps 
if T had been a corrupt politician, used ‘‘ring’’ methods, had been a 
dem e [laughter], played with my people, I might have been re- 
elected like the gentleman has been. Why should there be the use of 
such language as that in a discussion of these questions? 

Mr. Chairman, we have simply asked for the correction of a method 
which we thought had been doing a wrong all over the country. We 
have only asked for that which the Congress of the United States atits 
last session approved, and have sought to perfect it as far as possible. 
We do not claim that the bill is perfect. We admit that it is not per- 
fect. It was not possible for the committee dealing the with officers in 
every congressional district throughout the land to do full and exact 
justice to all. We said to all let us consider the matter, give us an op- 
portunity to get the bill before the House, and then offer your amend- 
ments to perfect the bill. We only ask you to give a day to consider 
it. If there is anything wrong in the bill you gentlemen can suggest 
the remedy and have the power to correct it, The committee has no 
desire to interpose objections. We want the bill perfected. There is 
no desire to be arbitrary; but as chairman of this committee I wish to 
say that it has no idea in the world of submitting to offensive and im- 
pudent criticism. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is this bill and what is it in the bill that 
is so very and which has been so very harshly criticised? We 
have sought the advice of the Department of Justice. We followed 
the opinion of the Congress of the United States exhibited by its al- 
most unanimous vote. We went even further than that, as far as we 
dared to go, to increase the salaries of all of these officers, and tried to 
do justice to them all. 

I have but one word further now to say, and that is, I am confident that 
this Congress will not attribute any false or impure motives to the com- 
mittee that reported this bill such as the gentleman intimates. But I 
want to say to him now that if he dares to say on this floor that as chair- 
man of this committee one single feature of this bill was formed on ac- 
count of my brother being a district attorney in the State of Virginia, 
he slanders me here foully and falsely in the Halls where he knows it 
can not be resented. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from West Virginia to yield 
to me the remainder of his time. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no eulogies to offer on my constituency, but 
if I had time and opportunity I should eulogize the constituency of the 
gentleman from West Virginia. It will be time enough, Mr. Speaker, 
to make use of such language as falsehood and slander when I have 
made some statement warranting it. I said what I did about his 
brother, provoked to it by that gentleman. I measured my language 
on yesterday, and I submit that there is nothing in it in which any 
gentleman can find offense. What I said was this: 

It is impossible to take up this bill and examine it without almost im: h- 
ing the motives of the committee that reported it, so unjust and inequitable are 
its provisions, 

That isall that I said. My language was ‘‘ without almost impeach- 
ing” [laughter], and was intended to emphasize the injustice and in- 
equalities in the bill, and not to reflect on the committee at all. 

Now let me invite attention to another matter. The gentleman drags 
his brother in here. , 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virgina. You referred to it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let us see how well he has taken care of his brother. 
The gentleman talks about his brother. I did not impute any im- 
proper motive on that score, but I will state just what is the fact: The 
gentleman’s brother gets $3,000 under the bill, and he earns $4,400. 
He cut him down some. But he talks about my pet, alluding to the 
district attorney of my district. That gentleman earns nearly $7,000 
a year and the gentleman allows him $4,000. So that he does not take 
care of my ‘‘ pet’? quite as well as he takes care of his brother. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


am not going to discuss this bill, but it is perhaps due the committee | on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 


to explain. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘The statement I madein my last remarks about the 
committee was too broad. It was induced by this fact, that one gen- 
tleman of the committee had said in my presence he had not given this 
matter any consideration and had never read the bill. This led me to 
suppose it had not been considered properly, and into making the state- 
ment I did. I now withdraw the remark so far as the committee is 
concerned. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to speak for half a 
minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for the consideration of measures 
under the rule has expired. ; 

Mr. RANNEY. As the gentleman from Illinois speaks so rarely 
we will give consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair not entertain my request for 
unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be very glad to do so, but 
under the rules the time for the consideration of bills has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well, I will ask leave to print. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
6977) relating to the compensation and duties of United States attor- 
neys, marshals, and commissioners, and for other purposes, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
to submit an additional report on the legislative appropriation bill. I 
ask that it be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 960) for the relief of J. R. McGoldrick; 

A bill (H. R. 9232) to amend an act to prohibit the importation and 
immigra of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 
perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 9895) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tradewater River by the Ohio Valley Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 9183) for the relief of James R. Marrs; 

A bill (H. R. se for the relief of Eugene E. McLean; 

A bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of William H. Morhiser; 

A bill (H. R. 7507) for the relief of James M. Hagar; 

A bill (H. R. 7218) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection 
of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn.,’’ approved February 25, 


885; 

A bill (H. R. 3909) for the relief of Harry Fisk; 

A bill (H. R. 3173) for the relief of Samuel H. Flemming; 

A bill (H. R. 2995) for the relief of Francis H. Shaw; 

A bill Ee R. 914) for the relief of Mrs. Fanny 8. Conway; 

A bill (S. 2156) for the relief of John Randolph Hamilton, of the 
State of North Carolina; and 

A bill (H. R. 2176) for the relief of Alexander Goble, 


MAJ. M. P. SMALL. 


The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the House 
on the bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. Small, Mr. 
FINDLAY, Mr. BRAGG, and Mr. LAIRD. : 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also announced the appointment of Mr. MERRIMAN 
on the Committee on Naval Affairs, in piace of Mr. Hewitt, resigned. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BELMONT. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, Mr, Speaker, in view of the fact that 
the gentleman from New York can have but an hour to-day for the 
consular bill, I propose to raise the question of consideration, in order 
that I may have an opportunity to bring up a report from the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

The SPEAKER. The only way to prevent the consideration of the 
consular and diplomatic bill is for the House to refuse to agree to the 
motion of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. O'NEILL, Very well. My purpose is to call up the letter- 
carriers’ bill. 

The question was taken; and the motion of Mr. BELMONT was agreed 
to—ayes 96, noes 16, 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of further considering the 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Del- 
aware [Mr. LORE]. 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Chairman, if there be one gic that has gov- 
erned the Appropriation Committee, and, indeed, all the committees 
that have had appropriations in charge during the Forty-eighth and 
Forty-ninth Congresses, it has been that there should be no unnecessary 
accumulation of new offices or increase of salaries. This has pervaded 
every appropriation bill that has been brought in, and has so prevailed, 
it occurs to me, in recognition of a fandamental principle which un- 
derlies our Government and the uniform policy of the Democratic 


party. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me a question ? 

Mr. LORE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I cannot permit 
myself to be interrupted. I have only fifteen minutes. I should will- 
ingly yield for a question if my time were longer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill, as I understand it, makes increases in 
salaries and in new consulates alone to the amount of $269,880. If 
there is any necessity for such increase that would be some excuse, I 
have looked to ascertain whether this increase was made because of 
any increase in our commerce, and because of the increased labors 
thereby imposed upon our consuls and diplomatic representatives. 
When I examine that subject, I find that since 1881 our exports have 
decreased from $883,549,127 in 1881 to $688, 249,798 in 1885; that our 
imports have decreased from $670,209,448 in 1881 to $587,868,673 in 
1885; that the aggregate of exports and imports has decreased from 
$1,503,758, 575 in 1881 to $1,276,118,471 in 1885. 

Thus, it appears that there has been a decrease in our exports and 
imports of $227,640,104. Look now at the other factor, immigration. 
Between 1881 and 1885, the number of immigrants coming to this coun- 
try decreased from 669,431 in 1881 to 326,000 in 1885. Thus it will 
be seen that our commerce has decreased about one-seventh; the immi- 
gration to this country has decreased one-half. In support of these 
statements I give the following tabulated statement of exports, imports, 
and immigration from 1881 to 1885: 


Merchandise, gold and silver. 


Year. Exports, 


Imports. Total, 


Exports decreased in five years... 
Imports decreased in five years... 


Aggregate decrease in five years, or about one-seventh......... 227,640, 104 
Immigration. 


Decrease in five years, over ONC-half.....ccssecssesssseessscsessessecerseeseeereees 343, 281 


So that we are confronted with the fact that, with a commerce de- 
creasing to the amount of one-seventh, and a decrease in the number 
of people who come to our shores of about one-half, we have an increase 
in these salaries of from 25 to 50 per cent. Therefore, I say, when I 
look for a reason for this increase it is not to be found in our commercial 
needs, I know that the committee have suggested that there are cer- 
tain reasons—— 

Mr. BELMONT. Ifthe gentleman would allow an interruption he 
would have the reasons given. 

Mr. LORE, The committee have given their reasons in their report, 
and I have heard them upon this floor. If I understand them correctly, 
one reason given is that by this means the revenue may be increased. 
The committee say that $270,000 will be turned into the Treasury, 
($120,000 consular fees, now retained by consuls, and $150,000 from 
increased collections by honest appraisements and valuation of duties). 
They imagine that $150,000 will come into the Treasury from fees. It 
is the common experience, and every lawyer on this floor will bear me 
out in saying, that whenever you put officers on a salary the fees cease 
to be collected in the same proportion as before, so that the turning in 
of fees into the Treasury diminishes immediately and can not be relied 
on, and the p ive or imaginary revenue that is to come to the Goy- 
ernment by the correction of invoices is so purely imaginary that I can 
not for a moment conceive that this House will be much influenced by 
that argument. 

Another reason given by the committee is that new consulates and 
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increased salaries will enable us to substitute American for alien and 
honest for dishonest consuls. This is an appeal to our patriotism by a 
gross reflection upon the character of our consuls and consular service, 
which, I hope, has little foundation in fact. As an argument, it is 
simply meretricious; but I can not see how these salaries, which, they 
say, do not exceed the fees that are now received by the consuls, are 


to change the character of the gentlemen who represent us abroad. It 
is not the amount of compensation, whether by fees or salary, but itis 
the character of the man that determines the question; and if the man 
is dishonest, whether he is paid by fee or by salary, will matter little. 
I feel sure our co service does not merit this gratuitous attack or 
reflection at the hands of the committee. 

But it is said (and this is the last argument urged by the committee 
in favor of the bill) that Secretary Monroe advocated the salary system, 
and that it has been advocated by Secretaries from time to time down 
to thisdate. The Secretaries, asa matter of convenience to themselves, 
may have advocated it, but, as has been well said by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], the Congress of the United States, 
which is the appropriating power, after a careful and thorough exami- 
nation of the whole field, has as uniformly and as persistently come to 
the conclusion that it is unwise and unsafe to adopt this policy; and 
there should be strong reasons to induce Congress to reverse her well- 
settled policy in this regard, Certainly it is no reason for the creating 
of seventy new consulates and unreasonable increase of es, 

These are the arguments and reasons offered by the committee in 
support of this bill. I submit to the members of this House that they 
have little basis, in face of the facts which I have stated that our com- 
merce and immigration have decreased so that there must be and is less 
labor now than heretofore. What is there to justify this increase in 
salaries and this addition to the consuls? Are their salaries to be in- 
creased in order that they may do less work? For decreasing com- 
merce necessarily implies a decrease in the amount of work to be done. 

What would any member of this House think of a man engaged in 
mercantile business who found, year after year, that his business was 
steadily diminishing, yet who, as his business diminished, increased 
the number and pay of his clerks, in order that they might sit around, 
idle beneficiaries of his bounty? We have a dimishing commerce and 
diminishing demands upon our consular force throughout the world, 
yet we are asked to place upon the list twelve fourth-class consuls at 
the rate of $2,500 a year each, sixteen fifth-class consuls at the rate of 
$2,000 a year each, and forty-two sixth-class consuls at the rate of 
$1,500 a year each, an aggregate of seventy gentlemen who are thus to 
be pensioned off upon the Government at a cost of $150,000 a year, be- 
sides largely increasing the salaries of many consuls now well paid. 

Mr. BELMONT. Ifthe gentleman refuses to be interrupted I do 
not see why he insists upon misrepresenting the bill. 

Mr. LORE. My friend will have plenty of timeto reply to anything 
that I say. I say to him that I am now giving facts sad figures, and 
that I have made no misrepresentations about the bill. If the facts of 
our diminishing commerce and the diminishing demands u our 
consular foree are a misrepresentation of the bill thatis the fault ofthe 
committee who have reported it. I simply give the statistics as they 
stand uncontroverted in the best authorities. 

Mr. BELMONT. I will be content—— 

Mr. LORE. I beg my friend’s pardon. He knows that I have only 
fifteen minutes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be that the State Department, with a 
fertility of imagination not founded on fact, thinks that our commerce 
is to grow again, that the seas are again to be covered with American 
vessels, and that emigration is again to flood our shores. These ‘‘may- 
bes” always have golden wings; they have gilded bodies, and they 
buzz incessantly in the ear of the sensitive imagination, peopling the 
fancy with golden fruition and prodigious results, but they never make 
honey. We want to look at the facts and to stand upon them and not 
be led astray by sentiment or fancy. 

Mr. Chairman, I confess that when this bill came in I was somewhat 
inclined to believe that it was a huge joke which was about to be per- 
petrated upon the House, and that we were not to be asked in sober 
earnest to make this unwarranted increase in new offices and salaries. 
Perhaps it is a grim legislative joke; it looks so. 

Mr. Chairman, who is responsible for this attempt to change our tra- 
ditional policy and launch upon a sea of adventure? The question 
has been asked again and again on this floor and no one seems willing 
to father the child. Have we become so diplomatic that we can not 
face in a manly way our own work? Does it emanate from the State 
Department, or is it the work of the Committee on Foreign Affairs bent 
upon some startling reform of a degenerate service ? 

Iam unwilling to believe that the State Department advocates so 
radical a change. 

The latest utterance of the distinguished head of that Department, 
sent to the Speaker of this House this session, reads as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, Jantary 6, 1887. 


Sim: In compliance with the requirements of section 194 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, I have the honor to report herewith the names of the 
clerks and all other persons employed in the Department of State, or in any of 
its offices during the year 1886, with the time each was actually employed and 
the sum paid to each: and to state that they have been usefully employed, and 


pared to recommend any change. 
I have the honor “4 be, sir, your obedient servant, 


Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The list accompanying that letter contains the names and pay of 90 
employés of the State Department, nearly all of whom were in the 
Department under the last administration. So that Department is 
opposed even to moderate, to say nothing of radical, changes. The 
present employés haye heretofore been there, are there now, and will 
remain there. No change. Hence, itis just to infer this sweeping 
change does not emanate from that quarter. 

True, there have been more sweeping changes in the ministers to 
leading foreign countries, removals made; and successors have been 
selected with marvelous care and judgment out of the t number of 
distinguished Democrats who were powerful in revolutionizing the 
country and insuring a Democratic administration. 

In this respect no administration has met such signal success. It 
is only necessary now to go over in memory the list of such appoint- 
ments, to find that leading Democrats, whose names were household 
words in the party in all the land, and who were brilliant diplomats 
and representative men in all respects, to convince one of the extraor- 
dinary judgment displayed. 

These changes were, however, necessary. It only requires a life of 
study and duplicity to become an accomplished diplomat, and it is ap- 
parent that they should be changed often, while employés in the De- 
partments may not be changed without imperiling the existence of our 
form of government. 

Changes in ministers, not in employés of Departments, therefore, 
convinces one that the State Department is not in favor of change. 

Mr. MILLIKEN rose. 

Mr. LORE. Pardon me, I have not time to yield. 

True it is that if the people in 1884 had adopted the sentiments of 
the distinguished head of the State Department, announced in the letter 
quoted, and by their votes then said in effect that the public servants 
then in power had become ‘trained to a degree of usefulness beyond 
that which could reasonably be expected from new appointees,” and 
that they were not ‘‘at present pre to recommend any change,’’ 
the country would have been deprived of the benefits of the exalted 
abilities and services of the distinguished gentleman himself in his 
brilliant administration of the State Department, a calamity which we 
can only imagine, as fortunately the change has been effected Deo 
gratia to this extent. 

You remember in the last campaign it was popular to advocate a 
change allalong theline. On the stump, from Maine to Florida, the pop- 
ular sentiment took form in the expression ‘‘turn the rascals out.” 
Few men were more vigorous in denouncing fraud and the necessity 
for change than the distinguished author of the letter quoted. But the 
change was effected when the big ones went out and men of like cali- 
ber took their places, for further change is notrecommended. Indeed, 
we are told that all now in are efficient and useful. Whether these 
old employés have experienced a change of heart or have been buna 
by contact with exalted purity and manliness we are not informed. 
But they have become transformed. I admit generally those now in 
office have become by their retention purified and are no longer rascals. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. REED. The admission is very pleasant. 

Mr. LORE. There has béen a conversion going on in the State De- 
partment. < A great work has taken place, and they will no longer be 
considered as rascals. They are now men who can be relied upon in 
every respect. Their experience demands there should be no change. 
[Langhter. ] 

The State Department, therefore, is decidedly against change. 

Again, this bill provides for two inspectors, detectives, or spies at an 
annual salary each of $9,000, including expenses, whose duty it shall 
be to travel all over the eastern and western continents and all the islands 
of the sea, wherever a consul, consular agent, or representative of the 
Government shall be, to watch their movements and report their short- 
comings. This surely does not come from the State Department. It 
is a gross insult to the distinguished head of that Department that the 
select and honest men by him chosen out of the great number of pa- 
triots who are willing to serve their country should be subject to such 
espionage and indignity. The State Department was not organized to 
set rogues to catch rogues, but to appoint to represent our country in for- 
eign lands high-toned and honorable men, representative Americans, 
whose fame, services, and characters are a fuil guarantee for faithful 
service. Are we not therefore warranted in saying this bill bears no 
ear-marks of birth in the State Department? It is too improbable. 
It must be a joke. 

Perhaps the distinguished chairman of Foreign Affairs out of his 
abundant ability has been giving free reins to anexuberant fancy. It 
can hardly be the sober product of the matured statesmanship. 


T. F. BAYARD. 
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If it were meant for earnest I would pronounce it a bill to degrade 
our national character and ape E manners, in the prosecution 
of which snobbery would be the rule and flunkeyism the type of Ameri- 
can manhood in our intercourse with foreign nations. It must have 
arisen from misconception in reference to the wishes of the State De- 
partment or in some strange misunderstanding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LORE. I ask permission to extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, it was my intention to yield for 
twenty minutes io the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], but 
he is not present. 

Now, as to many of the increases of this bill I am quite sure I have 
not the knowledge to say whether they are wise or unwise. I do not 
know whether the Committee on Foreign Affairs has such knowledge. 
If these are wise now then most of them would have been wise ten years 
ago. I hold in my hand a report made by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. SINGLETON], from the Committee on Appropriations, report- 
ing the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill for the year 1877, 
from which report and the bill accompanying it, it appears that for the 
year 1876 making appropriations for the year 1877, there was proposed 
a decrease that year in the consular and diplomatic service from the 
prior year of $435,837.50. The act for the year before carried $1,374,- 
985. The pro; decrease left the service to be provided for at a cost 
of $939,147.50. It went to the Senate and was amended there, so that 
the real decrease was $186,187.50. 

Now, this bill, as reported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, pro- 
vides for a similar service for the next fiscal year at a cost of $492,647.50 
over the acts for the year 1877, and at a cost of $742,297.50 over the 
cost recommended by the Committee on Appropriations and passed in 
this House for the year 1877. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. SINGLETON ], making the report 
for 1877, used this : “‘ Many consuls have been thrown into a 
lower grade, and other reductions have been made. The total change 
reg resulted in reductions in the bill of $435,837.50 from the service 

‘or 1876.” 

I well recollectthe debate upon that bill at that time. Thegentleman 
from Illinois, my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER], whose harp now hangs 
upon the willow, made his reputation in the first instance in the House 
on that debate, favoring economy and ridiculing the consular and 
diplomatic service. I well recollect that our representative and min- 
ister at Greece was wiped out in that bill. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. SINGLETON], who I see not before me, but who is yet a 
member of the House, and a member of the committee reporting the 
bill for economy in decreasing the cost of the consular and diplomatic 
service, made a great reputation. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] made a great reputation in the same line, and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] came with his sledge-ham- 
mer licks, pounding down this service at the rate of nearly one-half 
million of dollars for the year 1877. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it would be interesting to turn back and read 
those debates, and then read this bill reported by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BELMONT], increasing the service over $742,000 per 
annum, what my colleague from Illinois and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations proposed it should be for the year 1877. All I have got 
to say is that the gentleman from New York may be wise in the views 
and opinions he recommends increasing these salaries so largely; butif 
he is wise, then all those illustrious gentlemen were foolish in 1877. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BELMONT. ‘The gentleman said that my colleague, Mr. Cox, 
is on the record, and, he thinks, as being opposed to the increase. I 
may say that Mr. Cox himself made an urgent appeal to the commit- 
tee to increase an item which we had already reported to the House, 
and we did increase it in compliance with his request. I have only to 
say, therefore, in response to the suggestion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, that the times seem to have changed, and we have endeavored to 
Pres the difference of opinion, and believe we have done so success- 

y- 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, times have changed, the administration has 
changed, and, strangely enough, the gentleman’s colleague from New 
York appears to have changed also. 

In 1877 a Democratic House of Representatives was decreasing, or 
trying to decrease, this service $435,000 in a single year, under a Re- 
publican President. Nowa Democratic House of Representatives, un- 
der a Democratic President, is trying at one leap to increase this same 
service more than $742,000 per annum over what your party said was 
sufficient under a Republican President. 

I say again, your party recklessly crippled this service for 1877 for 
political effect merely, or your President in his message in insisting 
upon this increase, and you in giving it by the terms of this bill, are 
guilty of unexampled and vicious extravagance. 

Mr. Speaker, I come to criticise for a few minutes a provision of the 
bill that I believe to be vicious, and at the proper time I shall make the 
point of order against it, and if that is not sustained shall seek to de- 


feat it in committee and in the House. There ison page 21 of the bill a 
provision in the following language: 

That section 3, chapter 287, of the Supplement to the Revised Statutes be 
amended as follows: 

“ After the words ‘lower grade,’ in the fifth line, insert : 

“* Or consolidate any two clerkships of the lower grade.’ ” 


Now, mark you, that looks very harmless; but what does it do? I 
turn to read the section referred to, as follows: 

That whenever in the judgment of the head of any Department the duties as- 
signed to a clerk of one class can be as well performed by a clerk of a lower 
class, or by a female clerk, it shall be lawful for him to diminish the number of 
clerks of the higher grade and increase the number of clerks of the lower grade 
within the limit of the total appropriation for such clerical service. 


Now they propose to add, after those words ‘‘lower grade,” the words 
I have read in the bill; so that it will provide that— 


He may increase the number of the clerks of the lower grade or consolidate 
any two clerkships of the lower grade. 


Thatamendment, Mr. Chairman, therefore, has a double action. In 
other words, if this section is in force and this amendment is adopted, 
all the detailed appropriations for the clerical service in all the depart- 
ments, detailed at great length and after an examination by commit- 
tees of the House and Senate, can be thrown into hotch-potch as though 
they had not been detailed, and you can employ more people at less 
salary or half the number of people appropriated for double the salary 


specified. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How can you double the salary provided the ap- 
propriation for that class of service is limited ? 

Mr. CANNON. You can double the salary by reducing the number 
of employés one-half and using the total amount of the appropriation 
for their payment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the ten minutes which he yielded to himself have expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I will yield five minutes more. 

Now, I want to give a little history of this section of the supplement 
to the Revised Statutes which is proposed to be amended here, stating 
the reason for the enactment of this law, and then the reason of its sub- 
sequent repeal, because it is repealed. This bill proposes to amend a 
law that has no existence in fact. What, then, is the effect of this pro- 
vision of the bill if it is enacted into law? 

When our Democratic friends came into power in the Forty-fourth 
Congress that was called an economical Congress, They cut down the 
pers in all the Departments by the hundred. But as the work 
had to be done, the economical gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
conceived this section of the statute, namely, that he would permit the 
Secretaries of the different Departments to te the salaries of all 
the employés appropriated for and employ people ata lesssalary. And 
for about eight years that system was followed. So that the service 
in the Departments was not in conformity with the appropriations. 
In effect we appropriated a sum in gross for the departmental clerical 
service, the expenditure of which was left to the discretion of the Sec- 
retaries. 

To illustrate, you would appropriate for two fourth-class clerks at 
$1,800 apiece. The aggregate was $3,600, and five people at $700 
each and a fraction over, could be employed and paid therefrom. I 
again say the appropriations as specified were no indication of the 
service as it in fact was. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress the Republicans had a bare majority. 
Upon investigation we concluded to cut this system up by the roots 
and to do away with this abuse, for it had grown into a t abuse. 
And in the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress this provision 
was enacted, which you will find if you will turn to volume 22, page 
255, of the Session Laws: 


Sec. 4. That nocivil officer, clerk, draughtsman, copyist, messenger, assistant 
messenger, mechanic, watchman, laborer, or other seers shall, after the ist 
day of ber next, be employed in any of the Executive Departments, or sub- 
ordinate bureaus or offices thereof,at the seat of government, except only at 
such rates and in such numbers, respectively, as may be speci y Bone apni 
ated erty Congress for such clerical and other personal services for fiscal 
year; and no civil officer, clerk, draughtsman, copyist, messenger, assistant mes- 
senger, mechanic, watchman, laborer, or other employé shall hereafter be em- 

loyed at the seat of government in any Executive ratty eco E or subordinate 
Peaceats or office thereof or be paid from any appropriation made for contingent 
expenses, or for any specific or general i purpose, unless such employment is au- 
thorized and oe therefor specifically provided in the law granting the ap- 
propriation, and then only for services actually rendered in connection with 
and for the purposes of the appropriation from which payment is made, and at 
the rate of compensation usual and proper for such services, and after the Ist 
day of October next section 172 of the Revised Statutues, and all other laws and 

of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act, and all laws and parts 
of laws authorizing the employment of officers, clerks, draughtsmen, copyists, 
messengers, assistant messengers, mechanics, watchmen, laborers, or other em- 
ployés at adifferent rate of pay or in excess of the numbers authorized by 
appropriations made by Congress, be, and they are repo? repealed ; and there- 
er all details of civil officers, clerks, or other subordinate employés from 
laces outside of the District of Columbia for duty within the District of Colum- 
Bia, except temporary details for duty connected with their respective offi 
be, and are hereby, prohibited; and thereafter all moneys accruing from la: 
salaries, or from unused appropriations for salaries, shall be covered into the 
‘Treasury. 


It wae thus provided that no person shall be employed in any De- 
partment in the city of Washington unless he is specifically appropri- 
ated for, and at the rate appropriated for. And the pernicious section 
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enacted under the lead of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN 
was repealed with all the laws opposed to this legislation of 1882. 
that is the status to-day. 

And now the Committee on Foreign Affairs reports a bill—to do what? 
Why, to enable you to take two $1,600 clerks, throw the salaries to- 
gether, making $3,200, and employ one man at $3,200, when Congress 
supposed it was appropriating for two at $1,600 each. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I will take five minutes longer now, because the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] can not conclude to-day in 
the time I would have yielded him. $ 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me a remark? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELMONT. ‘The criticism which the gentleman from Illinois 
makes is applicable only to a portion of the bill. Itis not applicable 
to that portion which concerns the consular system. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not speaking now of the consular system. 

Mr. BELMONT. I thought perhaps the House might have misun- 
derstood the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. Iam spéaking of that portion of the bill 
which the Committee on Foreign Relations have reported without ever 
having the matter committed to them to investigate and report upon. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me? I will state to 
the House the committee did report this provision with a great deal of 
doubt. It was only upon the request of the Assistant Secretary of 
State, Mr. Porter, who visited the committee and made an earnest ap- 
peal. I think that this particular item is certainly amenable to a point 
of order, and it was not at any time supposed it would go through with- 
out the point being made. But I would remind the House again that 
the provision does not refer in any particular to the consular service or 
the diplomatic service. Itrefers only to the clerks in the State Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And let meask whether the bill does not 
to that extent to amend a section which has been repealed and is not 
now the law? z 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. Iam stating that. And since the gen- 
tleman from New-York has stated, for the purpose of absolving his 
committee from the responsibility of seeking to revive a law in this 
left-handed manner, that it was done at the request of the Department 
of State, let me say, when a Department, if that be true, seeks legisla- 
tion of this kind, it has a tendency to weaken my confidence in its 
judgment as to some other portions of the bill. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me again? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BELMONT. The purpose of this provision is very clear whether 
it is amenable to a point of order or not. Itis simply that the De- 
partment might employ a clerk of greater ability and better qualified 
without asking Congress for any increased appropriation. That is, it 
gives one clerk the salary now given to two. It is a question whether 
the House is willing to follow this recommendation, but the commit- 
tee thought it only right to present it for the consideration of the 
House. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, let us see whether or not it was right io pre- 
sent this provision or right for anybody to ask it. The Department of 
State has 78 employés, including the Secretary and assistants. There 
are 9,500 employés in all the Departments in the city of Washington. 
Now, for the purpose of getting the Foreign Affairs Committee to give 
one clerk or two clerks not authorized under the law this provision is 
sought to be enacted, and this law so revived and amended that the 
Secretaries of the different Departments can consolidate 9,000 places 
in these Departments and make 4,500 places at double the salaries, or 
they can make 18,000 places at one-half the salary where Congress in 
its appropriation only sought to make 9,000 places. 

Now that looks to me like pretty serious kind of work. I do not 
believe the House will do it, or ought to do it. 

But this is net all. On page 5 of the bill I find, under the head of 
“contingent expenses for foreign missions,” provision made for “‘ sta- 
tionery, blanks, record and other books, seals, presses, flags, and signs 
for the several legations; also for rent, postage, telegrams, furniture, 
messenger service, clerk-hire, compensation of cavasses, guards, drag- 
omans, and porters, including compensation of interpreter, guards, 
and Arabic clerk at the consulate of Tangier, and the compensation of 
dispatch agents at London, New York, and San Francisco, and for 
traveling and miscellaneous expenses of legation;’? and what else? 
Why, in the same connection, immediately following these ‘‘ contingent 
expenses of foreign missions,’’ I find this: ‘‘And for printing in the De- 
partment of State, $105,000.” 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs had no jurisdiction to report that 
clause for printing in the Department of State. 

Mr. BELMONT. Ithink that this time my friend is mistaken in 
his criticism. 

Mr. CANNON. I may be. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think it is a very important point that the State 
Department should be furnished with this facility as well as the other 
Departments. Only within a few days the committee has received 
some important correspondence which was printed in the Department. 


While my friend’s criticism upon the other section of the bill may be 
well founded, the committee will defend every other portion of the bill, 
and I think successfully. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, having said that, I will goon 
to say that the matter of printing in the Department of State was not 
in the estimates referred to this committee. It is true that it was in 
the diplomatic bill of last year, but it was not committed to that com- 
mittee. It was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, the same 
as the estimates for clerks and contingent expenses of the department 
here, and was investigated by the Committee on Appropriations. It 
may be that this is a very proper expenditure to make, but I recollect 
that the Committee on Appropriations thought it was not, because we 
already have a great Government printing office here in Washington, 
and for some years past that committee has not recommended the es- 
tablishment of branch Government printing offices in the different De- 

ents. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does it not happen sometimes that our consuls 
and ministers abroad require to have printing done at their posts in con- 
nection with the public service, and is not that a part of the contingent 


spoon of foreign missions ? 
nae CANNON. But this is for printing here in the Department of 
tate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, it is all called the Department of State. 

Mr. CANNON. And under that clause there has been established 
a public printing office in the Department of State. 

Mr. BELMONT. It has been the practice of the State Department 
hitherto to have its documents printed in the other Departments, and 
that is a very detrimental practice, because there are many communi- 
cations that should be kept secret fora time. For instance, the one to 
which I referred —— 

Mr. CANNON. I cannot yield for a speech. 

Mr. BELMONT. Iam merely giving the reasons for this item; it 
is intended to secure the secrecy of documents which ought not to be 
made public, and which, if they are printed and kept secret, can be 
printed only in the Department. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Secrecy can be obtained at the Government Print- 
ing Office; Iam quite satisfied of that from experience. 

Mr. BELMONT. ~ Not successfully. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; most successfully. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if I had plenty of time I would 
not mind being interrupted; but I wish to say now that an investiga- 
tion by the Committee on Appropriations showed that printing had 
been done at the Government Printing Office with greater dispatch and 
secrecy than anywhere else in Washington. It may be, however, that 
this item was necessary. My point is that the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, not content with exercising its own legitimate jurisdiction, pro- 
poses in this instance to take the jurisdiction of other committees. I 
do not know what it will do next year, having made this good start. 

Mr. BELMONT. Perhaps the Committee on Appropriations will 
relieve us altogether. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know but what it could do so with profit. 

Mr. BELMONT. May be so. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I believe there is a spe- 
cial order set for 3 o’clock, and it is now within five minutes of that 
time. When I once get warmed up it will be difficult for me to stop 
at the end of five minutes, and 1 know that the House would dislike 
very much to have me stop. [Laughter.] For that reason, sir, I ask 
unanimous consent that when this bill comes up again for considera- 
tion I be allowed to occupy the time now yielded to me by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say to the gentleman that I have about fifteen 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Twenty minutes, I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be under the control of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] when the committee resumes the consid- 
eration of this bill. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, in view of the special order, I 
move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. : 5 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 10396) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


KANAWHA AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER appointed as managers on the part of the House in 
the conference upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the - 
bill (H. R. 2646) granting to the Kanawha and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany the right to lay its tracks through the United States lock-dam 
popeny, in the great Kanawha valley, West Virginia, Mr, TARSNEY, 

. CRISP, and Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
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The SPEAKER. The hour of 3 o’clock having arrived, the Clerk 
will read the order heretofore made, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That Wednesday, February 9, 1887, at 3 o'clock p.m., be assigned for 
the consideration of resolutions relative to the late William T. Price, late a 
Representative from the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I send 
to the desk. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the business of this House be nded, that 
ors may be paid to the memory of Hon. William T. Price, late a 
in Congress from the State of Wisconsin. 

That in the death of Mr. Price the country has sustained the loss of 
a patriotic citizen and a most faithful public servant. 
Resolved, That, as a mark of respect to his memory, the House, at the conclu- 


sion of these ceremonies, shall adjourn, 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House communicate these resolutions to the 
Senate, 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, while it isa sad occasion that now 
ocenpies the attention of the House, it is always a pleasure to speak of 
the life and character of a just man. 

William T. Price, late a member of the House from the eighth Con- 
gressional district of the State of Wisconsin, departed this life on Mon- 
day, the 6th day of December, 1886, at his home in the State he had 
so faithfully represented upon this floor. While this sad event had 
been foreseen for some weeks by his family and friends, no one expected 
it at so early a day. But we shall not doubt that when the summons 
came he was prepared for the great journey before him. It was char- 
acteristic of him to be ready for whatever emergency awaited him. He 
had been for many years in public life a servant of the people, passing 
much time in the discharge of duties away from home and his own 
business affairs, yet it was his good fortune when the end came to be 
under his own roof, surrounded by family and friends, so near and dear 
to him. 

The faithful wife, son, and daughter, for whom he had lived an hon- 
orable and industrious life, were with him to administer to every want 
and extend to him that sympathy which one’s own alone can give. 

The deceased was born in Pennsylvania on the 17th day of June, 
1824, and was consequently at the time of his death 63 years of age. 

In 1845 he emigrated from his native State to Wisconsin, taking up 
his residence at Black River Falls, where he continuously resided till his 
death. 

During his whole life he was an active business man, being princi- 
pally engaged in lumbering and farming. 

But his usefulness was not confined to these pursuits. Many other 
branches of business gained his attention. He did not profess to be 
learned in the law, but he had aclear comprehension of constitutional 
government, and thisenabled him to serve his people and fill with honor 
and distinction whatever position they saw fit to assign him. 

He was elected four times to the senate of his State, and on one 
occasion he was chosen president of that body. He was also twice 
elected to the lower branch of the Legislature. 

He was also for a while judge of the probate court, a court which 
administered most important and sacred trusts. 

He was also collector of internal revenue, filling with great credit 
that mostresponsible position underthe Federal Government. Finally, 
he was chosen a member of the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth 
Con increasing his majority at each election; the last exceeding 
that ever enjoyed by any member from the State of Wisconsin. 

During his entire public life, extending through every position, State 
or Federal, which he held, I venture to say not a blot or stain can be 
found upon his record which would tarnish his efficient and most hon- 
orable service. Every page of that record, every act of his official 
hand, will bear the closest scrutiny. 

As a business man he had few equals. He was an organizer and a 
projector. He planned and executed in a way that redounded not only 
to his own profit but to the advantage of his associates as well. 

The laboring classes about him found at his hands a share in what- 
ever he enjoyed. 

He also enjoyed the confidence of the business men, and for many 
years was president of the principal bank in his town. 

He had a positive nature, as all who have met him will testify. 
Whatever he believed he believed with all his might, and he had the 
courage to avow his convictions, as well as the ability to assert them; 
and yet he was a just man, taking censure himself when deserved as 
freely as he gave it when occasion required. Those who knew him in 
public or private life understood him to conceal nothing or take shel- 
ter. He struck boldly at the object of his attack. To accomplish his 
purpose he was wanting neither in zeal nor industry. His true charac- 
ter is well revealed in a paragraph which I take from a made 
by him while a member of the State senate in 1879, just before taking 
a seat in this House. On that occasion he said: 

him on 


I did what I could to lift the fallen, the erring, and the weak, and place 
the platform of an independent manhood; that I never stood back for fear of 
y or shrouded my own convictions in doubt and uncertainty and gloom for 
ear of hurtinga itical party. I have an ambition todo my duty asa senator, 
to do all I can to help every poor, weak, erring brother that needs my help, an’ 


ropriate hon- 
resentative 
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gracel less scoundrel who would leap to personal 
pete arhi d bs cy Pah oe and the wrecked lives oF his fellows. 

He was a great believerin the cause of temperance, and it may justly 
be said he was its leader in his State. 

He that faculty and good sense which enabled him to elim- 
inate it from politics in his district, so far, at least, as he wasconcerned. 
In that way he brought to the cause no enemies or opposition, and it 
grew in strength till his district contained a greater number of temper- 
ance people than any other district in the State. z 

Asa member of the House little need be said. The daily record 
speaks for him, and speaks better than any words of mine can express. 
Few measures of public interest failed to receive his attention. 

He was a ready debater, and lost no opportunity to express his ap- 
proval of or dissent from those measures when under consideration. 
His satire was often felt, if not enjoyed, by those in conflict with him, 
while his plain expression and great sincerity of purpose always won 
for him admiration if not approval. 

He was an economist, guarding closely the interests of the people, 
and he did not hesitate, at all times, to condemn any unnecessary use 
of the public moneys. 

In his death the soldier has lost a faithful friend—one who labored 
constantly to reward them for their patriotic services. 

We shall miss him upon this floor; he will be missed by the people 
of his State; but he has left us here a legacy of good examples, his 
people at home the record of a pure and upright life, and a service while 
their representative that does them honor. 

His many deeds of charity and kindness among his neighbors and 
friends will be remembered and cherished by all who knew him, and 
we trust that he is now serving in a sphere far better than the one he 
has left behind him. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, again we are called upon 
to halt in our legislative duties to chronicle death’s resistless power and 
remorseless will. 

William Thompson Price, a member of this House from the eighth 
district of the State of Wisconsin, died at his home in Black River Falls 
on the 6th day of last December. This sad event was a great shock 
and surprise to the people of Wisconsin and to the members of this 
House. 

It is indeed difficult to understand that this strong man, of iron will, 
who has been a familiar figure and a great power in his own State for 
forty years, and who during his terms of service in this House showed 
such vitality and mental vigor, is no more. 

It is among the good impulses of our human nature, cognizant of its 
own weaknesses and tenderly forgetful of the faults of those who have 
passed away, to unduly laud the memory of the dead; but, sir, I have 
the profound satisfaction of knowing that in recalling the incidents of 
the life of my deceased friend and colleague there is nothing in his 
career that needs the embellishment of flattery. 

Those who knew him best will bear fme out in the statement that 
in simple fidelity to fact and as honest an interpretation of the character 
and motives of the man as he himself could have made lies his best 
representation; no one more abhorred praises unfit—no one less needs 
them—and few could with more safety trust the memory of a long and 
public life to the scrutiny of mankind. 

It is true, sir, that he was a man ambitious in the extreme of place 
and distinction. Such ambition, however, was not inspired by mere 
desire of personal elevation. He sought place for the work he could 
doinit, It might be said that his ambition was animated by an in- 
tense conviction that places of high trust afforded him opportunity of 
working out his own ideas of right and justice. 

To such work he bent all the energies of a brilliant mind, an in- 
domitable will, and a tireless purpose. 

Often at variance with his friends and his party on important meas- 
ures, so entirely honest was he in his convictions that more than an 
ordinary consideration was meted out to him; and still, so uncompro- 
mising was he in assertion of those convictions that I think it may be 
said of him that he made thereby the only enemies he ever had, forin 
his fearless advocacy of them he was oftentimes regardless whether his 
methods were gentle or rude, what antagonisms he created along the 
way, what foes he made, what friends he won or lost, anxious and in- 
tent alone upon the success of the principle for which he contended, 
the work he desired to accomplish, working faithfully even under dis- 
advantages and great discouragements. 

As one who knows where there is a task to do, 
Man’s honest will must Heaven's good grace command. 

If obliged to sum up his chief traits in a few words, I should say 
that he was distinguished as self-reliant, self-asserting, and aggressive; 
qualities softened, however, by great good sense, and tempered by a 
desire to be just; that he was independent of thought and prompt of 
action; that he had great decision of character and an utter disregard 
of all those arts employed by the demagogue; that he was honest in 
his convictions and fearless in their assertion. He was a man of ver- 


satility, in that he could readily adapt himself to whatever circum- 
stances surrounded him. Asan illustration, he wasentirely at home in 
the logger’s camp in the pine woods of Northern Wisconsin, and was 
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i a 7 min o drawing-rooms of the wealthy,and amidst the elegancies 
polite society. He could turn from the perplexities of a large business 
to the social amenities of friendship and affection without effort. He 
could be ‘hail fellow well met,” hearty, and or stand 
upon the rostrum an eloquent and persuasive orator. It is not won- 
derful that such a man should be found popular fed pabil and political 
life: He was a natural leader of men, and was y pushed forward 
to the head of the column. 

In 1851 he was elected as a Democrat to the assembly of the State 
of Wisconsin, but upon the formation of the Republican party in 1854 
he united with that organization, with which he remained as an ar- 
dent worker during the rest of his life. ` 

He was a member of the Wisconsin State senate in 1857, 1870, ’71, 
78, 780, and ’81. In 1882 he was again a member of the assembly. 
He also held many local offices in his own county, including that of 
county judge. He was Presidential elector in 1868; he was elected to 
the Forty-eighth and also to the Forty-ninth Congress, and was re- 
elected to the Fiftieth Congress by a greatly increased majority, amount- 
ing to about 12,500. A splendid triumph; and one the more a com- 
pliment from the sad fact that it was won without his leadership, or 
through any personal effort of his; won by the devotion and work of 
his people, while he himself lay upon his bed fighting for only a few 
days more of life—Death his closest comrade. 

This grand triumph was, sir, not only due to the great personal regard 
and appreciation in which he was held as a man by his neighbors, but 
was in a great measure due to the acceptable manner in which he had 
performed his duties here. 

During his entire service in this House he sought by his watchful 
care to guard not only the interests of those he immediately represented, 
but the interests as well of the whole country. 

No gentleman on this floor was more careful of, or attentive to, or 
more conscientious in the performance of his duties than he. He was 
ready at all times to give his views upon public questions, which he 
did with that force, terseness, and logic charming to listen to, and 
which brought the subject under discussion and his views thereon 
clearly before the House. 

In debate his utterance was remarkably rapid. He was probably the 
most rapid speaker in the House. His voice was most often heard here 
in behalf of the soldier, for he was pre-eminently the friend and the 
advocate of the rights of the soldier. 

There are no people on the face of the earth so devoted and self-sac- 
rificing as the people of America. No government has been so liberal 
toward its defenders, or has exhibited so much gratitude for devotion 
and sacrifice as ours. This sentiment was illustrated in all its highest 
bearings in the conduct and action of Mr. Price upon this floor. His 
patriotism, his gratitude, his noble pity prompted him to incessant and 
earnest work in behalf of the soldier; his voice was heard on all possi- 
ble occasions in favor of liberal appropriations for the benefit of those 
brave men who stood in the ranks in defense of their country, and his 
vote was always given, accompanied by most earnest and eloquent ap- 
peals, in behalf of liberal pensions for the widows and orphans of those 
who had laid down their lives that the country might live. 

The rights of the private soldier and those who by the death of the 
private soldier had been left to the care of the nation, he was the friend, 
the champion, the protector. Many a soldier suffering from wonnds 
received or disease contracted in the service of his country, and many 
a poor widow and helpless orphan whose husband and father fell upon 
the battle-field, have reason to bless his memory for the efforts he made 
in their behalf; and when he died, none were more sincere mourners 
than they. It would scarcely be just to his record, or the memory held 
of him among the people of his own district, and indeed the entire 
State, not to mention the fact that he was a firm and unyielding ad- 
vocate of temperance. 

A contest into which he entered when the question was new as a 
governmental problem in his State, and in which he was a pioneer, 
and to which he brought the whole force of his character—advocating 
the doctrine of total abstinence and legislative prohibition, uncom- 
promisingly and in the face of stern opposition, in utterance often- 
times bitter as it was fearless—never appearing to realize or care 
whether his extreme course might not prove disastrous to political 
ambition. To an ordinary man, under conditions then existing, it 
might have proved fatal, but so fully did the people know the honesty 
of his convictions that they were willing to follow in his lead, and 
twice was he honored by the nomination to Congress of the Prohibi- 
tion as well as the Republican party. 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored in this brief delineation of some of 
the most prominent characteristics of my departed friend and colleague, 
to show that in them was the active motive power of his life and acts, 
and that his character in mature life, as in early days, the direction of 
his purpose, and the secret of his large influence in his State, were the 
result of the development of these marked, and in some respects pecu- 
liar, traits. He was neither marred nor made by circumstances; if he 
did not create circumstances, he bent them to his will and use, and was 
always greater than they. 

This, to the older residents of Wisconsin, stands proven fact; it was 


true of him in his early pioneer life; trae of him in his successful busi- 


ness position; true of him in his political progress, and true of him in 
days of declining health, and when the severance of all human ties was 
made. Everywhereandalways he was the self-contained, strong-willed, 
brave man; not an imitator, but simply himself. 

The State of Wisconsin knew him well, believed in him, and de- 
lighted to honor him with its highest trusts. 

The affection with which she will forever remember him is evidence 
of his loyal guardianship of those trusts, and his associates of this House 
will not go from the tribute and ceremony of this hour to soon forget 
the honor and worth of William Thompson Price. 

We pass softly and with reverent tread from contemplation of the 

r and life of the man of busy habits and public activity to that 
of the husband and father, within the sacred circle of home life and 
love. We stand with bowed head and face averted in the presence of 
grief and anguish, too profound and comfortless for even the tenderest 
human sympathy to relieve, the broadest philosophy to support; but 
upon which the sweet and gentle suggestions of Christian faith fall with 
healing grace. 

Coming years may bring to the lonely hearts there some surcease of 
sorrow, but no compensation for an irreparable loss. They may come 
laden with this world’s comforts and brightened by the hope of future 
reunion, but between the dark and dawn there lies a wearisome stretch 
of time, and hearts bereft know best how grievous is the watch. 

Out of that home and the light that dwelt there our friend has 
on to know another life and learn the lesson of immortal being. Let 
us leave him, then, in the presence of that great Mystery, before which 
we too shall stand some not far distant day, remembering— 

* * there is a hope that all men have, 
Some mercy for their faults, a grassy place 
To rest in, and a flower-strewn gentle grave; 
er hope which purifies our race, 
That when that fearful hoarse forever past 
They may find rest—and rest so long to last. 


Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, once more the House of Repre- 
sentatives pauses for a brief space to mark its respect for the character 
of one, so recently among us in the full vigor of his powers, now, alas, 
too soon consigned to the long sleep and to the narrow house! That 
all men must sooner or later pay the debt of nature, that Death, with 
equal certainty, knocks his imperative summons at the gate of prince 
as well as peasant, is a part of the common knowledge of us all. And 
yet the unexpected departure of some men shocks us! And especially 
is this sowhen a strong, virile, manly man, one full to overflowing with 
decision of character, with intense individuality, and the courage of 
his convictions, like a warrior laying aside his armor forever, passes into 
the unbroken silence of the unknown! 

It is not mere eulogy to say that William T. Price was such a man, 
nor that to us who so frequently shared his councils and knew his 
buoyant, hopeful 5 his death comes with a peculiar shock. 

I would not, if I could, indulge in overpraise, or say aught of the 
dead which is unbecoming, because untrue. What I knew of our friend 
I learned from seeing him on this floor, and from hearing him in this 
forum. ‘To those who knew him at his home, who are familiar with 
his life work in Wisconsin, who were long his associates and shared his 
labors before he came, the representative of his district, to Washington, 
I leave the duty of portraying the aspirations, the struggles, and the 
triumphs of his earlier years. 

When he came here a member of the Forty-eighth Congress we soon 
learned that a strong personality had come among us. It was from 
the first seen that he was no novice in legislative work. He wasa 
man, it was evident, who had opinions of his own, because he had 
seen, and read, and wrought, and thought. It did not take long to 
prove that he had a will of his own, and that he respected the convic- 
tions of others because he intensely believed in those which to him ap- 

to be true. His salient traits of character as they revealed 
themselves to me, from daily contact, as the months wore on, were 
energy and force of character, as evidenced by his tireless industry, 
and his close and discriminating attention to all that was done and 
to most of what was said upon this floor. He was an attentive listener 
to the debates, and when he addressed the House we knew he always 
had something to say; and he always said it with the directness and 
with something of the force of a cannon-ball. 

His honesty of purpose was nt and evident to us all. He 
was all through an ardent American. He had faith in hard work, in 
education, and in total abstinence. That he despised shams of every 
kind he demonstrated alike in public debate and in private conversa- 
tion. He was urbane and gentle, yet he was firm and positive. His 
conscientious and high sense of duty shone out as clearly as the light 
ofday. His wit sparkled alike in repartee and anecdote. 

He was a believer in the rights of man as man, but he was no leveler 
or communist. He had acquired a competency for himself and an hon- 
orable place among his fellow-men by persistent hard work and perfect 
sobriety, running through many years. He served his constituents and 


served his country well and faithfully. 
To me he was a noble specimen of the men of brain and brawn who, 
forty years ago, found the great Northwest an almost unbroken wilder- 


have since transformed itintoan empire; and who have planted 


ness, and 


1560 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 9, 


and built up those American, Christian Commonwealths, Wisconsin, 
Iowa, Minnesota, Kansas Nebraska! Surely, a great work in the 
world! A work which will stand, for it was wrought out in justiceand 
in wisdom, and it has secured forever, let us trust, the liberty, the se- 
curity, the prosperity, and the happiness of millions now living and 
of the millions yet to be! 

In this great work William T. Price had no common place and no 
common share. Asa farmer who transformed wild acres into fruitful 
fields, as a lamberman who led his axmen into the wilderness and gave 
employment to hundreds while he hewed out a competency for himself 
and family, as a judge of his county where he guarded the rights of the 
widow and the orphan, as a banker whose integrity was never ques- 
tioned, as a member of both branches of the Wisconsin Legislature in 
various intervals of service running through thirty years, as a Presi- 
dential elector, as a three times elected representative of his district 
in Congress we see his life was a most active and honorable one. It 
was full of stirring incident, of manifold labors, and he has left his 
work and impress upon his time. 

Our friend, we know, ‘‘ was rich in saving common sense.’’ 

What were his private opinions touching man’s relations to his Maker 
I can not undertake to declare, for here, at least, he was reticent on 
topics of the kind. I judge only from his daily walk and conversation. 
We saw that all his ends were true. A kinder heart, it seemed to me, 
never beat. He was clean, he was honest, he was just, he was morally 

ure, 
X No further seek his merits to disclose, 
Nor draw his frailties from their dread abode, 


There they alike in conscious trust repose, 
The bosom of his Father and his God. 


Honored shade of our late companion, hail! and farewell ! 


Mr. HUDD. Mr. Speaker, the second session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress convened under the law of our land December 6, 1886. Under 
a higher law, a supreme decree that intervened, that has so often in- 
tervered in the affairs of life and death in this our fellow- 
member for that Congressional session, my colleague in this Hall from 
the eighth Congressional district in the State of Wisconsin, the able, 
the fearless, the honest, the genial man, William T. Price, on that same 
day so set apart for our reassembling, in the early morning hour thereof, 
was summoned hence, 

The previons question of fate had been successful in his case; there 
was no division of that motion, no tellers allowed, no objection to pre- 
vail, for the regular order of our common mortality had been reached 
for Representative Price; his bill of life passed and gone to that great 
majority that have crossed over the river of being and doing herein— 
earth—messaged to the Congress of a hereafter in the republic of the 
blest. 

Our colleague was of that material that he may be said to have had 
. all the human valor and Christian audacity that would rank him with 
the worthy militant, of whom it was said: 

The Knight's bones are dust, 
And his sword rust 
His soul is with the saints, I trust. 

William T. Price was born in Huntingdon County, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, June, 1824, and had nearly reached the age of sixty-four years 
at the time of his death; that death occurred at his home in Black River 
Falls, Jackson County, State of Wisconsin, on Monday morning, De- 
cember 6, 1886. 

Mr, Price came to Wisconsin in the year 1845, For more than forty 
years he had been a respected, worthy, and honored citizen of Wiscon- 
sin while it was both Territory and State. Wisconsin became one of 
the United States soon after he came within its borders, having passed 
from a Territorial state inthe year 1848. In 1851 William T, Price made 
his first appearance in a legislative body, and at the age of twenty-seven 
he occupied a seat in the Wisconsin State Legislature as a member of 
the assembly thereof; and although one of the youngest and presum- 
ably least experienced members thereof, at once took rank in that body 
with men far his senior in years, and whose experience in other legis- 
lative halls would seem to have entitled them to high places and dis- 
tinguished records. 

Once again, in after years, Mr. Price filled aseat in Wisconsin's Legis- 
lative Assembly, namely, in 1882—then in the full maturity of his 
powers intellectually, and when he was then, as often before, a pillar 
of strength for his party and a legislator for the people who sent him 
there, and also for the general masses, not being bound merely by his 
district’s lines, always in that State Legislature without peers that 
could overshadow him. A member of the State senate of Wisconsin 
during the years 1857, 1870-71, 1878-79, 1880, and 1881. The pleas- 
ant recollections of some portion of that senatorial career still lingers, 
must remain while memory holds a seat in the brain of him who now 
attempts this poor eulogy of his colleague, then and there in the capital 
city of Wisconsin my more than friend and associate always, and never 
more so than when that friendship and official association was trans- 
ferred for both to meet here as colleagues in this capital city of the 
United States. 

The deceased Representative filled the office of county judgeof Jack- 
son County, State of Wisconsin, in a court having probate jurisdiction 


in 1853-’54. He was undersheriff of his county in 1855, and an honest 
collector of internal revenues in 1863-’65. Chosen a member of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, he first came to the House of Representatives 
in December, 1883, and at once was recognized and made himself known 
and felt as a man of affairs and capacity. Re-elected to the Forty- 


ninth Con Representative Price was, during all the first part of 
the session thereof, distinguished on the floor as an active and 
vering member, with his eye single and voice alert for whathe thought 
the just and the best in legislation. Ona return to his constituents 
and in answer to a third candidacy for Congress, he was at the Novem- 
ber election of 1886 again chosen for Representative in and to the Fif- 
tieth Congress from the eighth Congressional district of the State of 
Wisconsin by a majority of more tban twelve thousand of his admiring 
fellow-citizens voting on that question. 

In the exercise of a reasonable economy, strict honesty, and faithful 
pursuit of his business, that of a lumberman in the State of Wisconsin, 
the handling and dealing in pine lands and pine logs, the manufacture 
and sale of same when rendered into the lumber of commerce, made 
William T. Price a wealthy man; so that, unlike too many of our public 
men and elected servants of the people who die in office poor, save in 
honor and reverential memory, he was able to leave a fair fortune for 
his devoted wife and the mother of his also well-provided-for son and 
daughter—that son, who is treading so close in his father’s foot-steps 
that we are pleased to have it to say now and here to the promising 
son who succeeds so illustrious a sire in the self-samé legislative body 
that mourns its dead, we welcome thee for thine own as well as for thy 
noble father’s sake. 

William T. Price was not a scholarly man nor even of letters, if to be 
entitled and so to rank he must have passed the curriculum of the acad- 
emy or been able to boast of his degree in arts and science from the uni- 
versitiesoftheland. Hisearly education was that of the common school, 
and scant-taught hours at that; still, in the years of a busy, bustling, 
business life, inthe woods, along the rushing rivers where he helped run 
the pine-tree trunks to the marts or mills, on the frontier almost, and 
for some while after he came West, of an approaching and soon to be- 
come enduring civilization that developed those wilds of a Territory 
into the fair rose, expectancy, beauty; and strength of a great State in 
our Union, he managed to acquire, the how and when is a mystery 
now to us all, the intelligence, the learning, the breadth and depth of 
all subjects that enter into the life of men who assume to control and 
seek to direct affairs for their fellow-men. 

Thus did he become, and he was, the intellectual equal of any man 
who appeared on the stage when they were called for action, and into 
which arena he leaped full-capped, as it were, and most completely 
draped in stature and in mind, already the more than peer of any he 
in all the land that met him. The wit and power of repartee pos- 
sessed by William T. Price will long be remembered here by those of 
us who so often enjoyed its exercise. His had the true Attic flavor about 
it, while it went straight to the mark, was pungent and exhaustive. 
It seldom left a sting behind, gross or sensitive as may have been the 
called-for retort or point inflicted. Asan orator and public speaker 
Mr. Price was sui generis; his the very Niagara of vowels and conso- 
nants that fell from his lips ofttimes in the wild rush and torrent of 
invective, argument, pathos and humor, so that, as we have seen here 
in this Hall, as I have had occasion ofttimes to notice elsewhere, the 
not usually bewildered shorthand reporters threw their phonography 
to the winds, and thus say in effect, if not in these words, ‘‘ Let it run; 
we can’t catch Price’s words on the fly.” Yet those words, the logic 
and his conclusions, were nearly always apt and worthy of being re- 
ceived as 

In Barnedino’s leaves of gold. 


It may be asked what, then, was the power in and with this man; 
so nurtured, so dowered with some if not many imperfections so com- 
mon to our “humanity: what was and is the secret of his sugcess in 
life? For he was essentially a successful man, if wealth, honor, troops 
of friends, and all of that can besaid to make a man a successful one. It 
was this; let it be now the open secret of Representative Price’s whole 
life and successful career; let it be known and accepted by all, espe- 
cially by the young and rising generation of men who would feign press 
on in his footsteps, to find a like success or further yet, than fate and 
time allowed the deceased to rise. Know all men, then, that it was 
the willingness and the ability to always avow and follow his own con- 
victions on any subject or duty. In the better rendition of this truth 
he came to understand, believe, and declare— 

To thine own self be tru 
And it must follow, as the night the day, 
Thou canst not then be false to any man. 

Our late colleague was most true to his own convictions of duty, 
justice, and the eternal right. Not that he was always right, always 
logical even, or consistent with the fitness of timesand things. Notso, 
far from it, some of us must say, to be loyal to our own convictions or 
logical with history and our conceptions of a better political economy 
we think he went astray upon. Still, it does not lower or change the 
argument that he so believed, so held was the truth—hence expedient, 
and so advocated and stood by it, though all the world arose in arms 
to combat him. He was the heroof his own; and in his own royal claim 
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ofright. Thesesteriing traits in our late colleague were well illustrated 
in more than one direction and in varied fields of life, legislature, as 
well as in all his many and successful business pursuits, so that it be- 
came a common saying among the rough lumber boys in the Northwest 
lumber region, where he met and mingled with them in business:af- 
fairs, ‘‘ Bill Price and a square deal;’’ as significant as the maxim 
that his whole business life well illustrated, ‘‘ Honesty is the best 
policy.” 

I must crave indulgence in this in memoriam to relate, or allude to, 
one or more incidents, showing that great quality of the dead. In the 
State that sent him here, as also in many other sections of the Union, 
has grown a new party, whose fundamental idea is prohibition as to 
the manufacture and sale of ardent spirits, wine, and beer. Mr. Price 
became a convert to this idea of prohibition, and that by legal enact- 
ment and through constitutional provision thereon. As he often re- 
lated in my hearing, and as is well known to Wisconsiners as a matter 
of fact, there was a period when the life of the deceased was clouded 
and almost overshadowed by the immoderate use of intoxicants; but 
rising in his might and manhood, he choked a bad habit into a stingless 
memory, but still carried the recollection of his own near approach to 
the drunkard’s fate in a bitter, unrelenting hate of all alcoholic bever- 
ages, forgetting that, in his one personal lapse, he might not be like others 
who could taste and not perish. This, however, was only one phase of 
that same trait of which we are now speaking, his conviction and belief 
carried into practice; it was not, politically, a wise or expedient move 
for him to make, for his party and his friends were not at that hour in 
favor of enacting prohibition; still, in the face of that almost apparent 
speedy end of his own ambition to still continue an elected leader of 
men, he spokeand acted prohibition on every stump in his district and 
in every legislative hall that admitted him. I call to my mind a most 
notable retort of my late friend in this relation: 

In discussing this prohibition question in the Legislature of our 
State it was my lot to be nearly always opposed to the gentleman from 
Jackson, as Mr. Price was most always hailed, that being the county 
in the State of Wisconsin in which he resided, though it was in oppo- 
sition to my own attempt at argument, and the wit of it directed 
against my own party it is, nevertheless, too good to let pass away 
without its record. As the orator was in the height of his output, the 
rapid flow of his three or more words to the second—all will now men- 
tally recall that wonderful flow of sounds—a German member of the 
same legislative body that Mr. Price was then addressing arose to ask, 
if not to confuse, the temperance orator, far from being temperate in 
his choice of words and invective of the beer-makers and the beer- 
drinkers: ‘‘ Will my friend from Jackson answer me one question, as 
he talks so much about the habits of the Germans and what they shall 
eatand drink? Does my honorable friend know the difference between 
saur-kraut and whisky on their system?” ‘‘ Yes,’’ quicker than light- 
ning thundered the speaker, ‘‘yes, sir. One is for Dutch Democrats to 
eat if they like it, and the other to kill them whether or no.” 

So, too, in the year 1879 the Republican party were, as I remember 
it—and Mr. Price was nothing if not a partisan on most questions advo- 
cated by his party—committed to the immediate resumption of specie 
payments. Mr. Price did not so hold or believe at that period of time, 
and in the face of caucus party spur and hope of reward or fear of de- 
feat he voted against ie resumption on the resolution relating 
thereto in the State senate of Wisconsin. 

So again in this body that he entered December, 1883, and was a 
Representative here until his death, as before narrated. Our deceased 
brother on more than one occasion fully put himself in antagonism 
with his party rather than surrender what he honestly conceived was 
the right of the matter. 

Solitary and alone, if I may use the now famous expression of Mis- 
souri’s great Benton, did William T. Price in this Hall record his vote 
against pensioning the widow of General Grant, admiring Grant as I 
know he did from numerous expressions that fell from his lips, as the 
great soldier of our late war. Yet his convictions of duty said to him, 
“*stay your hand here;’’ and the ‘‘no”’ that he dared to make audible 
on that occasion may be regretted by his friends, not sanctioned by the 
nation that can afford to be just toits heroes and liberally magnanimous 
to their descendants and dependents; still we may not stain his memory 
for the act that may not seem patriotic to some, it was no doubt to him 
as filial and dutiful as though it was his own mother’s cause he declared 
his convictions of the duty of a public servant dealing with the trust 
funds of the nation. 

He has gone beyond your censure, if censure you may have to give; 
gone beyond our praise, and all will find it now a pleasure to remember 
him only as the kind, the genial, the sharp, clear-voiced, but full-hearted 
man, who was our colleague in the Forty-ninth Congress from the State 
of Wisconsin. Requiescat in pace, William T. Price. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the fact that William 
T. Price, after leaving his native State, first made his home in the State 
of Iowa; the fact that his brother, Hon. Hiram Price, long an honored 
member of this body, is a citizen of my State; the fact thatthe name of 
“ Bill Price” is almost like a household word throughout the West, 
and especially in the States of Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Iowa; the 
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fact that I knew him y and intimately, and loved him well, 
according to my knowledge of him, all make me swift to embrace the 
opportunity to offer a few words to his memory on this sad occasion. 

To judge accurately and justly of the deceased we must look at his 
start in life, and at his surroundings. There are many men in public 
life who are aided by kind and powerful hands. Many men get seats 
in this Chamber who have been helped to their places by potent friends. 
Many men have enjoyed the advantages of colleges, and of tuitors, and 
of wealth from the time they entered upon the investigations of life. 
None of these facts were true of the deceased. 

BORN ON A FARM. 

William T. Price was of good solid Pennsylvania stock. He was 
born to very little of the good things of life, for in those early days 
farmers did not have a great deal in the way of luxury, but had to fight 
bravely even for the necessities of life. 

All thé education, scholastic, that he had, he gained by a few short 
terms in the common schools. Yet he was an educated man when we 
saw him here. 

I must differ from his generous, eloquent, and kind colleague [Mr. 
Hupp] when he says ‘‘there is a mystery as to how he got his educa- 


tion.” I can tell you how it came to him. It came like the sunlight 
from Heaven. He was a man with a mind ever thirsting for knowl- 
edge, and with a heart always swift to respond to the ings of hu- 


manity. In the great college which gives the clashing conflict of ideas 
he found a teacher. His teacher was the brawny hand and the bronze 
face. His teacher was the mountain and thestream. His teacher was 
the face of poverty, and also the well-fed, the well-clothed, and the pros- 
perous citizen. It was the widow’s sigh and the orphan’s tear. And 
he listened to his teachers, one and all. He had the grasp of mind to 
comprehend what they said and what they meant. 

Mark you, at eighteen he was one of the best debaters in Hunting- 
ton County, and 

A NOTED TEMPERANCE LECTURER, 
sent for all round the adjoining country to talk on the temperance ques- 
tion. His lectures were by precept and by example and wholly with- 
out cant and sham. Hence his great influence. 

And thedebating club was the place he loved to be in long before he 
reached eighteen. I have talked with him about it and we agreed. 
He admitted ? 

THAT THE DEBATING CLUB, 
so much neglected in these latter times, made more public men, more 
great lawyers, than ever were made in colleges. It was a little debat- 
ing school in which was forged thesharp blade of the Edinburgh Review. 
It was there that Jeffreys and his confrères drew their inspiration and 
there they first laid the foundation of their gigantic power and mighty 
influence. 

So the nation can thank the debating club for the inspiring power of 
speech and the acumen of William T. Price. He is my authority for 
saying so. 

He landed first in the West from a steamboat at the little town of 

FORT MADISON, IOWA. 

Marching up the levee he met, by pure accident, a friend of mine, now 
living in my city, Mr. Henry S. Hetherington, who had known him 
wellin Pennsylvania. According to Mr. Price’s statement, he did not 
have a dollar in his pocket when he touched Iowa. Yet he came up 
smiling, rich in the confidence of youth, in the confidence of integrity and 
of manhood. He knew he was entitled to fair, equal destiny in life, 
and he was prepared to fight his way to it like a man. He landed in 
Fort Madison, Iowa, and stayed ten days with Mr. Hetherington. He 
proposed opening a law office. He found there more lawyers in that 
little town than he had leftin a much larger place. He said, ‘‘ Henry, 
I am going toshake the dirt of this town off my feet and push for some 
point where there’s more law business and fewer lawyers.” 

At once he started for 

MOUNT PLEASANT, IOWA, 
many miles west of Fort Madison. He had 25centsin his pocket. He 
did not go on horseback. Nobody offered him a ride. He scorned the 


stage-coach; he went 
ON FOOT AND ALONE, 


and opened a law office at Mount Pleasant, Iowa. As he told me ‘‘it 
did not pan out well,” and in a few weeks or months he came back 
and took a steamboat up the Mississippi River. 

Mr. Hetherington said, ‘‘ Where are you going, Bill?” 


e “I DON’T KNOW WHERE I AM GOING; 
up the river somewhere; I will stop at some place and try it on.” 
When he reached Black River Falls, Wis., all he had with which to 
commence the battle of life in the wilds ot that State was an ax upon 
his shoulder. No; not all. He had for a stock in trade, with which 
Heaven had richly endowed him, the will to work and the ability to 
execute. 

Right here let me call the attention of hisold colleagues, Mr. Speaker— 
though many of these points have been noted—to some of the 

PURSUITS THAT MR, PRICE 

followed. As I said, he was born upon a farm and followed farming 


His reply 
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for years when a boy, and he did soafter becoming rich; he worked on 
a canal; he was a clerk in a store; he practiced law; he cut logs; he 
was a teamster; he cooked one winter for a logging camp; heranastage 
line; he was a preacher once; operated saw-mills, and was a merchant. 

A MEMBER. I did not know that he had been a er. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You did not know he was a preacher. 
He was once. I had it from himself and corroborated by others. I 
will tell you of that once, for it points the character of the man and 
the tness of his soul. Once a stranger came into the pinery in 
which his business was being carried on, and was there trying to make 
aliving. He suddenly disappeared, and as he had not been observing 
the injunctions of Mr. Price very strictly for a few days—I mean with 
reference to the temperance question—he, the deceased, becamealarmed, 
lest he had been drinking too much and was drowned. No one was 
disposed to look for him. ‘The boys said, ‘‘Oh, well, let ’im go; he’ll 
turf up, and if he’s drowned why he’s drowned, and there’san end of 
it.’? Mr. Price said, ‘No, lads; we'll look him up, for he is astranger 
and a poor man.’ He sent out skirmishers all around the vicinity, 
and went himself. They hunted for a long time, but could not find 
his body. At last toward evening some one reported that the body 
was found away down the river. Some of the boys suggested that they 
would draw cuts to see which should go and bury him. Mr, Price 
was there, and said: ‘‘No; not much. We will all godown. This 
fellow is entitled to a square deal.” These were his exact words. He 
adapted himself to his audience, and he never failed to carry his audi- 
ence and carry his point, for he was a born leader of men. They 
went and found the body, and the boys got a box, put him in, dug 
a hole in the ground by the banks of the river, lowered the box, 
and one fellow grabbed his spade and was about to throw in the dirt. 
“ Hold on,” said Mr. Price; “not yet. This man is a stranger; he has 
not a relative or friend near, perhaps not one on earth. I propose to 
speak a few words at this grave before we cover him up.’ He took off 
his hat, and the rough men working with him in the pineries uncoy- 
ered their heads, and he then and there preached a sermon beside the 
running waters, under the lofty pines, that a Whitefield or any of the 
most eloquent divines might well have envied, in language suited to 
his audience, inspired by the surroundings; and he dedicated to God 
the place and the clay that was without a friend lying in their midst. 
When he finished every eye was paying tribute to the eloquent, feeling 
words of this preacher from the heart. 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] did not know about his 
religion. Hesaid that Mr. Price ‘‘ was reticent on this point.” Away 
with your doubts about Mr. Price’s religion. That man, whose life 
was ponia, that man who was near his God in season and out of sea- 
son, by being near sorrow, suffering, and distress, be it in rude speech 
or rude ways, trust him with his God when he iscalled. His reli- 
gion was all right. It was the religion that the Christ exampled and 
o Price followed wherever the moans of the sufferer appealed for 

elp. 
p OFFICES OF TRUST. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the offices of trust that he held. I am 
measuring the man according to his opportunities—don’t forget this. 
Nothing can be said here that can soften the sorrows of his relatives 
and friends; nothing that can be said here will add to the renown of 
the State that gave him birth or sent him to this Hall. I seek the 
humble lot of the historian, and aim only to do justice to him. Note 
how he was trusted. He was a long time at the head of his town 
council; chairman of the county board of supervisors for a long time. 
He was president of the Black River Improvement Company; presi- 
dent of his county agricultural society; he was deputy sheriff, county 
judge, county treasurer, collector of internal revenue, president of a 
bank, president of a railroad company, two terms a member of the 
General Assembly of the State, State senator, president of his State 
senate, Presidential elector in 1868 on the Republican ticket, and three 
times elected to Congress. How many men in this ;nation, starting in 
life in a little cabin in Pennsylvania years ago, can build such a pyra- 
midas William T. Pricehas built? Whata beautifullife! How strong 
he was! The great, honest, earnest, happy, pushing man of the people 
is an example for us all. Heisa text for youth. Splendid type of a 
western pioneer! 

What, Mr. Speaker, was his general character? Broad, deep, nat- 
ural, and truthful, and rising, like the lofty trees among which he spent 
his life, toward the heavens. Some say he wasa wit. I knew much 
of him, and loved to be with him, I never thought he was a wit. I 
can say that he was a humorist; and I may say, too, that no one who 
lived since Abraham Lincoln died so strongly resembled him. He was 
full of stories—stories that set his listeners in a roar of laughter. He 
loved stories for the fun that was in them, for nothing else, for a pure, 
clean heart was in his breast. 

Wit he did use, but only in self-defense. Humor broke from him as 
the waters bubble from our Western springs, always refreshing and de- 
- lighting those who came in contact with him. 


HE WAS AN ORATOR, 


Yes, that has been claimed. Not an orator according to any of the 
laws of rhetoric, but he had the oratory of mailed truth, of honesty, of 


conviction. He said what he believed and he said it likea man andin 
any presence, He was a good deal as Roderick Dhu was as described 
by Sir Walter Scott, and who, when accused of having murdered a per- 
son in the presence of the king, said: 


And heard’st thou why he drew his blade? 


And then, after depicting the insult he had received, said: 


He rights such wrong where it is given, 
If it were in the court of Heaven. 


So with William T. Price. He met insult orinjury as they deserved 
to be met and upon the instant of their delivery. I loved the man for 
the perpendicular character which he a character which made 
him, it might be a lion now and an infant a moment later. It wasa 
beautiful character. Kind! 


HE WAS A GENEROUS MAN. 


My heart warmed last night to the just and generous tributes paid 
to the memory of Mr. John Arnot, of New York. Here was another 
Arnot. Generosity was the controlling law of his nature. Not for 
show. Not for comment. Not for man’s eye. When the war broke 
out he was heavily in debt, having met failure as a merchant in part- 
nership with another. His creditors were suffering, and it wasso that 
he could not himself go into the Army without leaving debts and dis- 
honor behind him. For ten years he toiled and paid off every dollar of 
the debt, his own and his partner’s, with 10 per cent. interest. 

During that time his wagon carried flour, pork, vegetables, delica- 
cies for miles around wherever there was a Wisconsin home that had 
sent out a soldier to protect the country’s flag leaving a woman and lit- 
tle children behind. He owned stage lines during the war. He dis- 
charged a man once for allowing a soldier to pay for his meals while 
going over his stage line. The boys home on furloughs with their arms 
in slings or on sick furlough always had their meals paid for and rode 
free on his stage lines. He never paid for one that had gold stripes on 
his pantaloons or wore shoulder straps. He seemed early in the war 
to conceive a sort of dislike for the shoulder-strap fellows, and that feel- 
ing followed him into this body. I understood that and made allow- 
ance for it on some occasions when I thought he erred and when I dif- 
fered from him. But the common soldier could not get a dollar of his 
money into William T. Price’s pocket for riding on his stage lines, and 
he paid no money for his meals as he went over miles and miles in his 
coaches. 

I have not touched half of the points that I had outlined in my mind, 
but I have consumed double the time I should on such an occasion. 
I mustclosemy remarks. But let mesay this one word in closing: Not 
one member of the Congresses of which William T. Price was a mem- 
ber has photographed himself on so many hearts as did William T, 
Price. His monumentis written in the hearts of the poor, and on the 
statutes of the land are monuments that should quicken the ambition 
of every American citizen. The great secret of his power as a public 
man lay in his friendship for labor, for the poor, and in keeping close 
to the great, warm, pulsating heart of the masses of the people. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, in this fitting 
ceremonial of personal and official respect to the memory of a dead col- 
league, this pause in the transaction in the public business, we bring 
into prominence the truth that beneath our partisanship and broader 
than our differences is our recognition of the worth of true manhood 
and the kinship we hold to our fellow-citizen, In our hearts we feel 
that striving for a common end—the public good—and working for the 
same result—the glory of a beloved country—are those who the 
commission of the people, though the differences of view may be great 
and the collision of opposing beliefs bitter. 

It is not at the grave only that we give utterance to this; in the 
social intercourse which makes many hours pleasant, and in the mutual 
confidence founded on esteem we attest this pleasant truth. Butin 
scenes like this we make formal and public avowal in the presence of the 
nation that Democrat and Republican, from whatever section coming, 
are citizens of a common country, freemen loving liberty, men strug- 
gling for lofty ends, and this we avow by the side of an open grave and 
in the august presence of the dead. To such ends was this colleague 
devoted; in his own peculiar way, according to the light given to him, 
in harmony with his training, his past lifeand his environments, with 
the power of his will and the force of his nature—these were his ob- 
jects here; and whether we agree or disagree with the views he uttered 
or the mode he adopted we reverently lay on his grave the wreath of 
our respect and appreciation, recalling with a grave and chastened pleas- 
ure all that was admirable in his life and agreeable in his association. 

Mr. Price was a typical product of our country and times. Active, 
restless, keen-witted, earnest, self-contained, he had early found a new 
home in a Western State, and assisted in building that State. While 
he was aman of marked individuality and decided traits, free from the 
slightest flavor of imitation, he was yeta typical East-Western man, a 
man born in an Eastern State, but early transplanted to the West, and 
giving evidence of his Western life and work. 

We are, Mr. Speaker, a nation of emigrants, springing from an ances- 
try of exiles. We are colonists—not adventurers. We build homes 
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and found States. For years this House has had in its membership men 
whose fate it had been to lay the foundation of States, and be fortunate 
enough to see their work prosper in their hands. Thisisthe peculiarity 
of our English-speaking race, and this the work we Americans are 
specially called to do. 

Our ancestors began this work on the coast of the Atlantic. Their 
sons pushed into the interior, their grandsons climbed the Appalachian 
range and turned their faces to the setting sun, and so the advancing 
emigration crossed the Mississippi, conquered the continent to the shores 
of the Pacific, and found no cessation in the work of State building. 
Farmers as well as lawyers, mechanics and preachers, the sons of toil 
and the alumni of universities, on terms of absolute equality, accom- 
plished the marvelous labors which have made us a nation of thirty- 
eight States. In such labors men broaden, grow, develope. He who 
has to conquer the forest to open his own land, who has to construct 
his own government to secure protection for life and liberty—he who 
creates a new home with free institutions with all that is implied in 
such a phrase unconsciously educates himself to high pursuits and lofty 
aims. In our generation has been added the indescribable training of 
a great war. 

And so from the new States in that great, imperial Western land, 
whose hand is outstretched for the scepter of power, and whose fast 
increasing communities will demand a large share of dominion, repre- 
sentatives have come, educated amidst such labors and developed in 
such scenes. Not always trained in the learning of the schools, nor 
familiar with the traditions of the past, but trained in a successful bat- 
tle with life, conscious of their power to think and act for themselves, 
and clear in the object they desire to accomplish and as to the means 
necessary to secure the desired result, they have greatly influenced the 
legislation of the past twenty years; ever potent in the settlement of 
the questions the country has had to consider, and their power will con- 
stantly increase. 

As the questions growing out of the war pass away and new is- 
sues arise this fast-growing West will become more potential, will 
modify our national policy with its views, if it does not, indeed, mold 
it to its pu This is not the time nor fit occasion to forecast 
what will be the extent of this influence, nor the modifying power of 
the great and growing South who sees before it a brighter and ampler 
day. Itis only my purpose to emphasize what were the elements and 
characteristics of our dead colleague that impressed me in our short 
service together. He represented that West; he shared in its hopes as 
he had participated in its triumphs. x 

Entering Congress a stranger to him, rarely agreeing with the views 
he uttered, widely differing with him on all the great questions of the 
day, as well as in our past opinions, our personal intercourse never 
became more than the pleasant interchange of salutations and friendly 
colloguies. But I soon’ recognized his power and thought I saw the 
causes of it, and fell into the habit of listening to him when he spoke 
and meditating on the reasons which induced his course. He was a 
valuable representative; watchful, alert, resourceful, somewhat icono- 
clastic, not overly reverent, always incisive and ever hitting hard, he 
caused investigation, provoked attention, excited debate, sometimes 
exposed shams and tore off coverings, and thus prevented careless, 
if not improper, legislation. In such a body as this such a legislatoris 
often a most useful and always an interesting member; and I doubt 
not I voice the sentiment of the whole House that he has been missed 
this session—his absence appreciably felt. 

As to the private and personal qualities and ties of Mr. Price, I have 
nought toadd to what has been said by those who knew him better 
than I, and who speak from a knowledge and affection to which I am 
a stranger. 

It is the common lot of man to be born, to live, to die, to be forgot- 
ten. Here and there, scattered very thinly along the pathway of the 
progress of our race, are a few immortal names, and of these few are 
only names; rare indeed are they who survive to posterity in the full 
statue of their real manhood. If this were all, life and toil and sac- 
rifice would indeed be not worth the living and the pain; but this is 
the very least—the worker may be forgot, the work remains. 

The work of our hands lives afterus. In the sum of human happi- 
ness—in the aggregate of human achievement—in the total of human 
glory, our labor is counted, our toil forms part, our very tears glisten ! 
This is the sublime truth which gives courage and feeds ourlove! Ob- 
scure though the labor be, the race we love is aided thereby; bitter 
the sacrifice it is necessary to the glorious consummation. 

In the Pacific, the coral laid the foundation, and through the ages, 
by scarcely perceptible accretions, slowly built the base of islands, 
working into the imperishable column its own life and tomb, until 
countless lives and mausoleums pushed the ceaseless work above the 
restless bosom of the ocean. Then the birds of the air brought from 
distant lands various seed; the kindly sun gave them life through death, 
and, invincible to the storms of the sea, the island became beautiful to 
the eye, the air ladened with the fragrance of sweet flowers and melodi- 
ous with the carols of birds. 

Compared with the innumerable hosts of the sheeted dead of the past 
and the advancing armies of the future, we are scarcely more than corals, 


and we build our lives and our tombs into the mighty edifice in 
process of erection by our race; assured that it will stand unmoved by 
all storms, crowned with the lustrous radiance of eternal sunshine and 
filled with choral songs of ing melody. But unlike the coral, 
it is not all of our lives that we thus build into these walls. 

Looking beyond the grave I avow the profound conviction of the 
reality of that other and nobler life to which death is but the opening 
door. I summon the long and glorious procession of our predecessors 
in this House to bear testimony to this truth—soldiers, sages, states- 
men, patriots, who gave your lives to your country and your race, 
whose spirits are this day so great a cloud of witnesses, attest the verity 
of the fortune which awaits us! 

He who is the Father of all takes from us our two mites, and in the 
divine alchemy of His almighty love they become rich unto some good 
work. Standing by this grave I reverently bow my head in thankfulness 
that in the divine economy it is to the purity of will, the love of truth, 
the earnestness of faith—faith in our race, faith in our future, faith in all 
good, faith in Him who is ‘‘theall good”’ that the true reward is given, 
not of applause and crowns and fame, but of an approving conscience 
and a fruitful life. 

Mr. WINANS. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], the 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, of which committee Mr. 
Price was an active and valuable member, intended to submit some 
remarks upon this occasion, and, as he is unavoidably absent, I ask 
unanimous consent that he be permitted to print them in the RECORD., 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, there are several other gentlemen 
who desire to bear testimony to the character and worth of our de- 
ceased colleague, and I ask unanimous consent that they also be allowed 
to submit their remarks through the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions were then adopted; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC 


` The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BACON: Petition of William H. Wiggins, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Thomas B. Nalle, of Culpeper 
County, Virginia, for remoyal of his political disabilities—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. i 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of the Woman’s Indian Association of 
Bangor, Me., in favor of passage of Senate bills 52, 53, and 54—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Resolution of the State Horticultural Associa- 
tion of Pennsylvania, favoring House bill 2933—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. CROXTON: Petition of John A. M. Whealton, of Accomack 
County, Virginia, praying that his claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of Post No. 342, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Michigan, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker anti-polygamy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of the conference of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, for protection of the Chinese—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of James Cook, of Gibson County, Ten- 
nessee, asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of Memphis, Tenn., favoring the passage of the bill for the 
construction of the proposed bridge across the Mississippi River at Mem- 
phis—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of Post No. 53, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Haddonfield, N. J., praying for the passage of the Edmunds- 
Tucker bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, HITT : Memorial and resolutions of the General Assembly of 
Tllinois, urging the bill to prevent pleuro-pneumonia—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Edward Tanner, commander, and 
Eugene Jackson, adjutant, Post No. 88, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of New York, in favor of the Edmunds-Tncker bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of J. Walter Blandford, for compensation for 
services as clerk to the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the 
Mississippi River—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Jacob Bool, administrator of the 
estate of Mary C. Kleindeinst, of Rockville, Md., asking that his claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of S. B. Pinney, relative to the settle- 
ment of conflicting claims to Jand under our settlement laws—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 
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Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., for 
improvement of various water ways—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, in favor 
of the pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of many business men of 
Philadelphia, asking for the abolition of some of the internal-revenue 
taxes and the reduction of others—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of the State Horticultural Associa- 
tion of Pennsylvania, indorsing the bill (H. R. 2933) known as the Hatch 

iment-station bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of Hartwell T. Martyn Post, No. 346, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Canton, N. Y., in favor of the Edmunds- 
‘Tucker anti-polygamy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Thomas James Post, No. 369, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Kansas, favoring the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the 
same committee. ; 

Also, petition of Douglas Post, No. 97, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Kansas, in fayor of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the same commit- 


tee. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Felix G. McClelland, of Attica, Seneca 
County, Ohio, for an extension of letters-patent foran improvement in 
combined hay-rack and wagon-box—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of O, O. Friedlander, for an increase of duty on ‘‘de- 
gras’’—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. A. Underwood, secretary of the Crippled Sol- 
diers’ Association, favoring House bills 10036, 10037, and 10038—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of S. P. Bladgers, favoring House bill 8730—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of D. Ferry, for repeal of the tobacco tax—to the same 
mmittee. 


By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Resolution of the American Library As- 
sociation for free postage on library books—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: Petition of the Owen Roe Club, of New York 
city, opposing the so-called extradition treaty with Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of A. L. Dunlap, of Gibson County, 
Tennessee, for compensation for quartermaster’s stores taken by the 
military authorities during the late war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 5 

Also, petition of J. G. Dodds, McNairy County, Tennessee, asking 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the same committee, 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Hiram Howell, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Charles H. Lee, of Virginia, for re- 
moval of disability—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of R. S. Adkins, presiding 
justice of the Jackson County (Mo.) court, asking that his claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., and indorsed by the house of representatives of Minne- 
sota, favoring liberal appropriations for the improvement of various 
waterways—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, favoring 
the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of George H. Flagg, of Mann P. Nelson, 
of 7 Amos Shepherd, administrator, and of William Nicewarner by 
Christian Nicewarner, of Jefferson County, West Virginia, asking that 
their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 


co 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Of 86 citizens of Kendall Creek, Pa. 

By Mr. BUCK: Of 75 citizens of Rocky Hill, Conn. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Of officers of the Women’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Michigan. 

Also, of 128 citizens of Lowell, and of 226 citizens of Ionia, Cascade, 
and Saugatuck, Mich. . 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of 83 citizens of Americus, Kans. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Paper of Mrs, Victoria Petty, president 
of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union, of Bush Hill, N. C, 

By Mr. HITT: Of 34 citizens of Lena, Ill. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of 169 citizens of Grandview, Ind. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Of 39 citizens of Saugerties, N. Y. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Of the school board of Cumberland, R. I. 

By Mr. SPRIGGS: Of 41 citizens of Utica, N. Y. 

By Mr. A. J. WEAVER: Of 218 citizens of Nebraska City, Nebr. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Of 95 citizens of Granville, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 10, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response toa reso- 
lution of August 4, 1886, an estimate of the Second Auditor of the 
amount due the Soldiers’ Home on the books of that Department; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the , transmitting a letter from the Supervising Architect of 
that Department, recommending an appropriation of $9,500 for the 
completion of the approaches, &c,, of the public building at Toledo, 
Ohio; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Supervising Architect of 
that Department, recommending that the limit of cost for the construc- 
tion of the court-house, &c., at Jacksonville, Fla., be increased to $250,- 
000; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of February 3, 1887, 
a report, with map, in to the excavation of a straight channel in 
the harbor of Sandusky, Ohio, on Lake Erie; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SENATOR FROM INDIANA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by a joint 
conyention of the two houses of the General Assembly of the State of 
Indiana; which were read, as follows: 

Resolutions of the joint convention of the houses of the General Assembly of 
the State of Indiana, contesting the validity of the election of Hon. David Tur- 
pié as United States , as declared by Alonzo G. Smith, 

Whereas, at the joint convention of the senate and house of representatives 
of the General Assembly of this State, held in this hall yesterday, February 2 
1887, it was declared A the Hon. Alonzo G. Smith, a member of the senate of 
said Assembly, that Hon. David Turpie had received the majority of all the 
votes.cast in said convention for a Senator in the Congress of the United States; 


and 
Whereas it was declared by the speaker of the house of representatives, pre- 
siding at said joint convention, that there had been no legal election of a United 
States Senator; and 
Whereas it is believed that there were enough illegal votes cast for said Hon. 
David fiaa yo at said election in said joint convention to overcome the apparent 
ae of votes cast for him, and therefore said election was illegal: Therefore, 
esolved, That a committee of five be appointed by the chairman to prepare 
the poper and necessary p ings to present to the Senate of the United 
States facts showing such illegal votes, to the end that an inv: tion into 
the declared election of said Hon. David Turpie to that honorable y may be 


had; and 

Resolved, That this convention recommend to the house of ntatives of 
this General Assembly that an investigation of alleged ill voting at said 
joint convention, held on the 2d instant, be instituted, promptly and thoroughly 
aoe with a view to ascertaining whether such iliegal votes were or were 
not casi 


STATE OF INDIANA, Marion County, ss: 


I, Warren G. Sayre, Be preg of the house of representatives and president of 
the joint convention of the fifty-fifth General Assembly of the State of Indiana, 
do hereby berg A that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution 
adopted by the joint convention of the two houses of said General Assembly, 


bald on the 3d day of February, 1887. 
Witness my hand and seal this 4th day of sheahec? A 1887. 
ARREN G. SAYRE, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


ttest : 
W. H. SMITH, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Mr. HOAR. I move that the documeut be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections, and printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
INDEMNITY TO CHINESE: SUBJECTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2225) to indemnify cer- 
tain subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses sustained by the violence 
of a mob at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, in Septem- 
ber, 1885; which was to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
to insert: 

That the sum of $147,748.74 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the Chi- 
nese Soyan consideration of the losses unhappily sustained by certain 
Chinese subjects by mob yiolence at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyo- 
ming, September 2, 1885; the said sum being intended for distribution among the 
ss and their legal representatives, in the discretion of the Chinese Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave looked at that amendment and compared 
it with the bill; and as it seems to accomplish the same purpose and 
perhaps in asimpler way, I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1131) to amend an 
act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Detroit, Mich., approved March 2, 1885. The 
amendments of the House of Representatives were in line 20, before the 
word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three hundred ” and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
five;’’ so as to read ‘‘ one million twenty-five thousand dollars;”’ in line 
44, before the word “‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ three hundred ” and 
insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to read ‘‘ one million twenty-five thousand 
dollars;’’ and in line 52, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike ont 
‘‘ three hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’”’ so as to read ‘‘one mill- 
ion twenty-five thousand dollars.’’ 

Mr. PALMER. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro fempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MAHONE, Mr. 
VEST, and Mr. PALMER were appointed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Idaho, praying that a certain portion of 
the Cœur d’Alene Indian reservation be restored to the public domain 
and opened to settlement; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

He also presented a joint memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
Montana, concerning the Crow Indians; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Mon- 
tana, concerning the Fort Buford military reservation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Miami County, Indiana, 
praying for the passage of the bill (S. 3073) to grant arrears of pensions 
in certain cases; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 96 citizens of Ohio, praying for the 
passage of the bill to allow the citizens of the District of Columbia the 
privilege of voting on the quéstion of local option; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a petition numerously signed by citi- 
zens of Morris County, New Jersey, praying for the repeal of all inter- 
nal-reyenue taxes on spirits and tobacco; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by the State Horticult- 
ural Society of Pennsylvania in favor of the passage of the Hatch ex- 
periment-station bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
for the repeal of the internal-reyenue taxes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of Surrey County, North 
Carolina, praying for the repeal of internal-revenue taxes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EVARTS. I present the petition of the Genesee conference of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying tor the passage of the Chinese 
outrage-indemnity bill, and further legislation to protect the lives and 
propery of Chinamen in the United States. The indemnity bill has 

n passed by both Houses, but as the petition prays for legislation 
in the direction of protecting Chinamen in this country, I move thatit 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Minnesota, in favor of the bill to extirpate conta- 
gious pleuro-pneumonia and other cattle diseases of like character; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

. Mr. McMILLAN. I presenta memorial of the Board of Trade of 

Minneapolis, Minn., in favor of an appropriation for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors in that State, and invoking liberal appropriations 
for work in the Upper Missouri and Yellowstone Rivers, the Red River 
of the North, the Minnesota River, the Upper Mississippi, and Saint 
Croix, and the harbors of Lake Superior, and urging that the work on 
the great river system be pushed to a speedy conclusion; also favoring 
the improvement of the Mississippi between the cities of Saint Paul 
and Minneapolis. I move the reference of the memorial to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of California, favoring an appropriation for the improvement 
of Humboldt Harbor, California; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present petitions of some 500 citizens, resi- 
dents of Washington city, D. C., in favor of the Cable Railway. I 
move their reference to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has the Cable Railway bill been returned from 
the House of Representatives? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not yet been returned. 


Mr. INGALLS. Then I ask that the petitions lie on the table. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the petition of M. W. Beveridge and 20 
other importing houses in Washington, D. C., praying for the passage 
of a bill to amend the immediate transportation act. I desire to say 
that this petition, as well as many others which I have presented here- 
tofore from business firms in different parts of the country, refer es- 
pecially to the bill introduced by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL]. I make this statement hoping that the Commitice on 
Commerce having that bill in charge will give it as early consideration 
as possible. 

I ask that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senate has passed a bill on that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not the bill I refer to, It has passed one, but not 
covering the particular branch of the subject that is designed by the 
petitioners to be covered. 

Mr. VEST. We have reported three bills from the Committee on 
eens but the one introduced by my colleague is a very different 
Mr. CULLOM. So [stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of George Harding and others, 
members of the Wisconsin Short-horn-Breeders’ Association, praying 
for the passage of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 115 merchants and business firms of 
Washington, D. C., located on Pennsylvania avenue northwest, Fifteenth 
street northwest, and F street northwest, praying for the passage of the 
bill authorizing the construction of a cable railway; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 


New York; which were read as follows: 
Completion of the jetties in Charleston (South Carolina) Harbor. 

At the monthly meeting of the Chamber of Commerce, held February 3, 1887, 
the peasy Segre em were unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, t the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York heartily 
indorses the proposal made in Congress for an immediate and liberal appropria- 
tion to ite the completion of the jetties in Charleston Harbor. 

, That the Senators and Representatives from the State of New York 
be respectfully and urgently req to give their votes and use their influ- 
ence for this ES arth goeroiny asa wise and economical measure for the Govern- 
ment of the States, which has already the work; as a y 
— oip to the sape e the Smaa aeria Site zy York is zo 
largely interested, and as a y and proper reco; n o courage an 
confidence with which the people of Charleston have met the terrible losses 
and drawbacks resulting from the earthquake. 

JAS. M. BROWN, 


A true copy. 
{sEAL.] GEORGE WILSON, 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senate passed a bill making that appropria- 
tion some time ago. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am aware of that, but I prefer that the resolu- 
tions should go to the Committee on Commerce, to be considered in con- 
nection with the present river and harbor bill pending there. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is there such an amendment proposed to the 
river and harbor bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER presented a telegraphic memorial of the International 
Cattle Range Association; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, as follows: 

DENVER, COLO., February 9, 1887. 
To the United States Senate: 


To the end that Congress may fully appreciate the great anxiety of the range 
cattle industry on the subject to which it refers, your memorial members 
of the International Range Association in convention assembled, would respect- 

represent that— 


full 

ereas contagious pleuro-pneumonia is known to exist in several States in 
this Union, and imminent danger of the spread of the same tothe large and 
ROSEE cattle herds of the West is OEA with alarm by our citizens, and 
if this, as well as other asea es and infectious diseases among live-stock, is 
not prevented by prompt legis 


ind it is liable to cause great destruction to the live-stock interests of this 
and oining States and Territories. And we further representand state that 
owing to the vast area of the plains and our inability to fence and protect our 


and that a sufficient appropriation be made of not less than $1,000,000 to pay all 
nee rae of the same. 
ually, 
J. C. LEARY, 
Secretary International Range Association, 


Mr. TELLER presented a telegraphic memorial of the Legislature 
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of Colorado; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Agri- | by this case. It is the example of acts like this that lifts mankind 


culture and Forestry, as follows: 
f Denver, COLO., February 2, 1887. 


House joint memorial No. 3. 
To the Congress of the United States : 
Your memorialists, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, would re- 
y present that— 

Whereas con us pleuro-pneumonia is known to exist in several States of 
this Union, and the imminentdanger of the spread of the same to the large and 
unprotected cattle herds of the West is viewed with alarm by our citizens, and 
if this as well as other contagious and infectious diseases among live-stock is 
not prevented by Trops legislation in Congress and protection given to this 
vast industry it is liable to cause great destruction to the live-stock interests of 
this and adjoining States and Territories. And we further represent and state 
that owing to the vast area of the plains and our inability to fence and protect 
our ran from daily incursions of cattle from one range to another renders it 
impossible to successfully quarantine against the spread of said disease: There- 


fore, 

Be it resolved, That the Congress of the United States be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to pass such a law as will effectually extirpate all contagious diseases 
of the character mentioned by placing in the hands of competent agents of the 
General Government full and complete power to act in all matters relating 
thereto, and that a sufficient appropriation be made of not less than $1,000,000 to 


all necessary expenses of the same. 
ju. socaer fhe Hind Bape 
ter o; ouse oj ves. 
W. H. M RUM, 
President of the Senate. 


Approved February 2, 1887. 
babii r ALVA ADAMS, Gorernor. 


Hon. H. M. TELLER, 
Senate, Washington. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Thomas J. Deavitt and 
a large number of other citizens of Vermont, praying for the passage 
of the bill granting arrears of pension. I believe the committee has 
been discharged from the consideration of that bill, and I move that 
the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of James S. Craw- 
ford, of Maryland, at present residing in the District of Columbia, 
praying for the passage of a bill for his relief; which was referred to 
the Commiitee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a petition of the Independent Order of Good 
Templars of Washington Territory, praying for the passage of the 
bill (S. 1759) granting to the people of the District of Columbia the 
right to determine by ballot whether intoxicating liquors may here- 
after be legally manufactured and sold in that District. This petition 
is signed by the officers of that organization. I understand the billjs 
before the Committee on the District of Columbia, and I move that the 
petition be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of Mrs. Helen Randolph, widow 
of John Randolph, late a private in Company G, One hundred and 
eighty-fifth New York Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of Samuel M. Clark 
and other citizens of Iowa, praying for the necessary appropriation to 
extend the outer wall of the Des Moines Rapids Canal at Keokuk, Iowa, 
so as to connect it with the pivot-pier of the bridge at that place, and 
thereby prevent the obstruction of navigation, &c. This petition is 
addressed to me personally, but is evidently intended for the consid- 
eration of the Senate, and I present it and ask that it may be referred, 
together with certain papers which I desire to go with it, to the Com- 
lites on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the peti- 
tion will be received, and, together with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented eleven petitions of citizens of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of the bill incorporating 
the Washington Cable Railway Company; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

WRECK OF THE BARK CASHMERE. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I present a memorial of Horace F. Cutter, 
an honored citizen of the Pacific coast, a cultivated gentleman and an 
altruist of the broadest type, praying that the Government of the 
United States may make some suitable acknowledgment for the kind- 
ness and hospitality displayed by the people of Japan in succoring the 
surviving members of the shipwrecked crew of the American bark 
Cashmere, which was wrecked by typhoon in the eastern seas on the 
12th of August, 1885. 

The memorial is accompanied by a detailed narrative from the San 
Francisco Morning Call (taken from the statements of the survivors) 
of the circumstances attending the wreck, and of the hospitalities ex- 
tended to the suffers by the Japanese peasantry and fishermen dwell- 
ing on the island upon which the shipwrecked men were cast. 

The petitioner believes that it would be consistent not only with the 
dictates of humanity, but of good policy, to give these poor people some 
recognition of their kindness. 

It has always been regarded one of the highest duties of a nation to 
punish any barbarities committed upon its citizens by the people of 
other countries. It iseven a higher obligation to recognize and reward 
conspicuous instances of humanity and mercy, such as are illustrated 


out of the atmosphere of self, and tends to advance and make universal 
that spirit of brotherhood which represents the highest human aspira- 
tions, and which, as civilization advances and commerce extends, be- 
comes more and more a necessity of society. To my mind, it is not 
only the duty, but should be the pleasure of a free, powerful, and 
peace-loving people to become in this respect an examplar to the na- 
tions—not only by expressing its gratitude, but on suitable occasions 
giving substantial recognition for conspicuous acts of humanity. This 
recognition will be the more gratefully appreciated when, as in this in- 
stance, the kindness was extended by those who occupy the humblest 
walk of life. 

But I shall not enlarge upon the subject. The simple and touching 
story of the memorial itself presents the merits of the case more graph- 
ically and vividly than couldany wordsof mine. Thememorial and its 
accompanying narrative are as follows: 


MEMORIAL. 
To the Senate of the United States: 

Ires lly present for the consideration of your honorable body the detailed 
narrative of the loss of the American bark rat by Seg in September, 1885, some 
200 miles off the coast of Jr el 

It appears that all the officers Hoting pee, seven of the crew took the 
only ering, being without food or water, 
landed on the little island of Tanegashima, inhabited solely by Japanese fisher- 
men and peasants, who hastened to feed and clothe the unfortunates, and then 
pronaos a vessel to take them where they could be cared for by an American 
Cons 

In the mean time the other four sailors and a poor lad, the son of the deceased 
captain, remained on the dismantled vessel, nany dead with hungerand thirst, 
having nothing to eat but raw d kere and with ae. vinegar to drink. 

The helpless craft having drifted in sight land, the men managed to 
construct a raft, and so were enabled to reach the shore. They landed on the 
same little island which had received their comrades. Again these poor fisher- 
men and peasants, unwearied in their kindness, hurried down to welcome, to 
clothe, and to feed these famishing strangers, and then took care that the: 
Sous be provided with the means of reaching the port where they could re- 
ceive ce. 

Many years ago an American ship was wrecked on the inhospitable coast of 
Sumatra. The vessel was plundered by the natives, and the officers and sailors 
were treated most cruelly. After much suffering they contrived to escape and 
return home. When the news of theirinhuman treatmentreached this country 
public indignation was aroused, a vessel of war was sent out, and the destruc- 
tion of the offending vi by the guns of the Potomac guve a lesson of retri- 
Dynas to the pirates who infested those distant seas which has never been for- 
gotten. 3 

Now, will it not be a proper thing for our Government to order a national 
vessel, this time on an errand of peace, to visit this little island, and manifest to 
these kindly-hearted people, in some suitable manner, that we appreciate 
their generosity to our distressed fellow-countrymen and also show to the 
friendly empire of Japan that we cultivate the trait which in a great nation is 
so graceful and becoming, that of gratitude? 

HORACE F. CUTTER, 
San Francisco, 


t, and after several days of si 


The narrative accompanying the memorial is as follows: 
[From the San Francisco Morning Call, November 25, 1885.] 
WRECK OF THE BARK CASHMERE; TRAGIC FATE OF HER OFFICERS; THE SUF- 
FERINGS OF HER CREW; THE KINDNESS OF THE JAPANESE ISLANDERS, 
By the barkentine Catherine Sudden and the steamship City of New York, 
Cashmere have reached this city. 


the survivors of the American k N 

The Cashmere left Philadelphia just seven months , her destination being 
Hiogo, Japan. When her long voyage was nearly finished she was struck b 
one of those terrible typhoons are most navigators in the North 
Pacific Ocean. All officers 


c 
molished. The tale related by those who passed safely through this 
many remarkable and interesting features. The incident concernin: man- 
ner in which the wrecked vessel was kept from sinking to the bottom of the 
sea is peculiar and altogether novel. No such thing has happened outside of 
romance before. The narratives of the men are appended. 

The names of the three lost officers of the Cashmere were: Capt. A. Nichols, 
first mate James Allen, second mate Charles Johnson. The five men left upon 
the ship were the captain's Se R. Nichols, the carpenter, Otto Petersen, 
and three seamen, Fred. Olsen, John Schmitt, and Theodore Larsen. Those who 
went away in the boat were Thomas McDermott, Andrew Johnson, Julius Dod- 
ler, Theodore Stevenson, and “Alex,” a Russian, all seamen, with the 
cook and steward, both Chinese. 

Just as the men on board the bark Cashmere were beginning to recover their 

irits, which had been cast down by the succession of stormy days and miser- 
able nights that attended their voyage since the vessel's d ure from Phila- 
delphia on April 24, 1885, they ran into the tail end of a typhoon, when near the 
coast of a me to which country eg ay going with a cargo of kerosene oil 
in cans. e gale struck the bark about September 11, and the vessel ran be- 
fore it for thirty hours. She had dive: from her course on account of it, as 
she had frequently done before on her long sea journey because of bad weather, 

sposo on the way to her destination when the barometer ran 
down to 29. This wasan unmistakable indication of a tempest, and in order to 
avoidits coming fury Captain Nichols ordered sail taken in as the wind increased, 
until at 4 o’clock on the afternoon of Saturday, September 12, the only canvas 
fiying was a hammock in the mizzen ng to keep the ship’s head to the sea. 
Shortly after 4 p. m. the threatened typhoon burst in all its violence upon the 
luckless ship. She was according to an observation taken that morning in lati- 
tude 20° 40’ north, longitude 134° east, or about 280 miles southeast of Yokohama. 
The Cashmere was thrown upon her beam ends by the fury of the blast, and 
Captain Nichols ordered that the masts be cut away. This was at 15 minutes to 
5 o'clock. At6 o'clock the work had been accomplished, after much difficulty 
and danger, and the had been cleared away, but the mainmast had 
broken off so far down that in falling it tore up a portion of the deck. 

Through the big opening thus made the sea topour intothe hold. The 
hole was not discovered for many minutes, both on account of the darkness and 
the deep water which had covered the deck, The le and rush of the sea as 
itran below called attention to the unfortunate accident. The chief officer 
cried out on finding it: “‘There’s a hole in the deck. It's every one for himself 


now.” 
© discovery completed the dejection of most of the crew, but the two mates 

and one of the men, who felt that all hopes were not lost while life 

procured blankets and other betda io the cabin and with them endea 

to stop the flow of water into the ho! They stuffed the bedding into the ori- 


ed and the cabo itself was sigur Gras 
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fice and stood on it to keep itin place. The water continued to rush Savona 
and fill the ship, and at every moment it was thought she would go under. The 
suspense to the men who were waiting for death was agonizing. Stupendous 
waves kept rolling over the vessel. and the hurricane that was blow: was 
strong enough to uproot an oak. The sky had rapidly become pitch dark. It 
was about midnight, the men supposed, when a terrific sea swept over the deck 
and carried the second mate away. Half an hour later the first mate, who re- 
mained standing on the bedding in the hole, was also carried overboard. The 
seaman who was with them endeavoring to keep the blankets in the rent, 
knowing that he would share their fate if he remained there, went forward to 
the forecastle, where four others of the crew had sought safety. 

ahs Speed nine paan vo nin es hn fe cya aed 
gan her unhappy voyage—were n a proi part of the ship. They 
cluded the peL and his son. The Cashmere’s rudder had been carried 
away early in the night, and the captain, with the men who were around him, 
tried to recover it, but could not su At 3 o'clock on the ype eos Sep- 
tember 13, Captain Nichols, with his son, concluded to goforward, This wasan 
operation which involved great risk, as to go out on the open part of the deck 
was like stepping into the trough of the sea, The ocean had lashed itself into 
increasing wrath, and tumultuous volumes of water poured over the bul 
with a power no human being could withstand, The surroundin: wagon | 
the rolling and pitching of the bark, and the slippery condition of the delug 
deck lent additional insecurity to the short k from one end of the vessel 
tothe other. Before starting forward the father embraced his son and said: 
“Charley, my wins boy, I am sorry you came. May God bless on my boy, 
whatever may happen.” The boy went across the deck first and the captain 
followed. The formerreached the forecastle, but his father was swept overboard. 
The din of the storm was so great that his cry could scarcely be heard as he was 
hurled into the sea. Noexpectation of release from their horrible situation was 
entertained by the men, and they were surprised when at the glimmer of day- 
light they found themselves still afloat. 

he manner in which the ship was sustained on the surface is one of the most 

curious things in the annals of the sea. Thekerosene, with which the hold was 
loaded, has a lighter specific gravity than salt water, and on that account the 
vessel could not sink, The cases kept the ship up just as a life-preserver does a 


man, 

When day broke the sun was not visible, but the dim light that radiated from 
it enabled the survivors to see only a waste of waters around. The ship was so 
eet eh that the only boat which remained hung on its dayits close to the 
surface. 

Some of the men determined to take advantage of the chance for life which 
this boat might afford them. It was supposed, from observations made before 
the typhoon was met, that land was not faraway. Seven of the men, includin, 
the nese cook, resolved to leave the hulk, ‘The captain’s boy remained w: 
the other four, who thought that to put to sea in an open boat, without food or 
dri water, in such weather, was hardly preferable to dying where they 
were. e boy, like the rest, was totally discou: . “Father is gone,” he 
said tearfully, “and I wish that I dedernd. peret too. I would as lief die as not,” 

There were some yams in the forw; part of the vessel, but the departing 
seven took nothing with them. The mountainous sea abated little. The 
Chinaman being unable to swim got into the boat with a sailor before it was 


cut loose, 

The others then jum into the water, taking their chances to reach the 
boat, and all got aboard. There was great risk in the attempt, the waters were 
thickly inhabited by sharks, 

A couple of pairs of oars and a piece of canvas, which they rigged fora sail, 
were all that the seven men had to find land with when they departed on Sun- 
day arly og, oe The boat was brand 8 and two of its occu ts were continually 
engaged in bailing it out. The gale was blowing from the south and east, and 
the boat with its meager sail rushed alongin its path. The men had no idea of 
where they were going to. On Monday they had a sight of the sun, and it en- 
couraged them a little. The storm subsided and at night the stars came out. 
They guided themselves by the polar star then, Four of the men were ex- 
hausted by the rowing and went to sleep in the bottom of the boat, lying there 
in the water. About midnight the three who were awake saw a light ahead. 
They thought it was a steamer's headlight, and as they could not yr aies at- 
tract her notice, they considered that it was for them a mere will-of yin is 
So they refrained from rousing the others, thinking that they would only 
awaken a delusive hope. Presently they saw another light. A third one 
gleamed out, and soon the rays from half a hundred more reached their eyes. 

They shouted for joy at their coming deliverance, feeling like men who 
been raised from the dead, They awoke the sleepers. It wassupposed thatthe 
lights were those of a fishing fleet. ‘The men took hold of the oars and tried to 
row toward the beacons, but they were so weak they could hardly paddle. 
Gradually the lights disappeared, and hope was again dese them when land 
Pored opon their sight, By hard exertions they neared the shore, only to hear 
the ng of the breakers, Not knowing how to avoid this danger that might 
wreck them again if they tried to land, they remained in the boat all night, and 
at daybreak renewed their efforts. They pulled for five hours, until they saw a 
nook which they thought a safe landing wo doy Itprovedtoberocky. A breaker 
capsized the boat and threw them on the b K reee lems tearing their flesh. 
The spot proved to be the island of Tanegashima, inhabited solely by Japanese. 
After resting on the beach and recovering some strength, they tup a cliff 
near by and saw a pebbly stream winding along. It was the first water 
they hadseen fora longtime, They rantoitand flungthemselvesin thestream, 
and luxuriated in the bath. š 

‘The salt water had immersed them so long that the change was delightful. 
Their garments were nothing more than rags, but uoy drenched and dah an 
the $ out of them. They then slowly ascended a hill and saw a crowd o 
Japanese who had evidently witnessed the boatwreck. The natives received 
the weary mariners kindly and gave them boiled rice and sweet potatoes to eat. 
The next day they were esco: to the other end of the island, and some officials 
there, after ering their wounds dressed, put them on a steamer bound for Ka- 

ima, where they were even better treated. They were kept at a hotel and 
ed on English-cooked food. European clothes were also given them, After 
eight days they were taken to Kobe, where the United States consul placed 
eg: on the barkentine Catherine Sudden, on which they worked their way to 

n Francisco. 

From the story told by Otto Petersen and Fred. Olsen, two of the five men 
who were left on board, it would seem that they do not attach any particular 
blame to their shipmates for leaving them, though thinking they were rather 
impatient and in too much of a hurry to get away. Still it is generally consid- 
ered that the fact of the entire crew not having embarked proved the salvation 
of all, since the boat would have been so overloaded as inevitably to haye 
swamped. Nevertheless, it was with a feeling much akin to despair thatthe five 
who remained saw what then appeared their only means of rescue taken from 
yet and for the moment they bitterly blamed their comrades for deserting 
em, 

They had crawled up under the topgallant forecastle, which was the only dry 

t ia bey Meare an geo Tok a iine or! all son to have given away to the 
gloom: orebodings, w. was but ural when all the horrors of th 
situation wore considered. ith sal possib! x 

e whole ship was wit t water, and if it had been le to ob- 
tain any provisions from the hold they would undoubtedly have been entirely 


unfit for use, 


But nothing was to be found, and for some timeafter the boat had gone it was 
believed that there was absolutely no food, and that nothing buta lingering 
death by thirst or starvation was before them. 

Y, as seas grew less violent, and allowed the castaways to 
more closely examine their surround: a small quantity of yams were found 
stowed away in the forecastle, which with some little difficulty the sailors ob- 
tained. The vegetables were, of course, raw and not y ble, but 
there was no possible way of cooking them, as a fire was utterly out of the 
question, Even raw, however, they were welcomed with joy by the anxious 
and already famishing men, who began faintly to pope that their lives might 
eager pd be saved. But though the yams tended to allay the pangs of hunger 

a degree at least, the question of water was still Siscu fhar and the prospect 
of dying by that most horrible death produced from thirst began toappall them. 
ey had welcomed the appearance of the sun after the awful gloom and 
horror of the storm, but as it w brighter upon the day following the sub- 
sidence of the typhoon the sight was less grateful, since already their throats 
had grown parched and swollen with feverish heat. It was at this time that 
one of the men noticed a large jug or demijohn floating about in the seu 
evidently partially filled with some liquid. The sight was hailed with joy, 
dashed by fears that the jug might not contain water, which, as the event 
proved, were only too well founded. 

One of the men cautiously moved along the slippery and wave-swept deck 
and secured the floating vessel, which to the deep disappointment of all was 
found to be ly filled with vinegar. 

In the first moment of their d it was about to be thrown overboard, but 
more prudent counsels prevailed, and it was retained on board, though no 
one then dreamed of drinking it, as it was feared it would increase rather 
allay the pangs of thirst, But their sufferings, aggra by the eating of 
the raw grew too severe to be borne without some effort to alleviate them, 
and the despised vinegar was soon eagerly drunk, though in small quantities, as 
it was most vitally necessary to husband their mro: PAi 3 it increased 
to an intense degree their longing for water, but still alleviated in a slight de- 
proe their actual sufferings, rendering them devoutly thankful that their first 

_—- had not been obeyed and the precious liquid thrown away. 

‘or seven days and nights after the departure of the boat the five men re- 
mained upon the vessel, cramped and crowded in the narrow space under the 
forecastle, and suffering intensely from hunger and thirst. The raw yams gave 
them no satisfaction, and it soon became almost im ible for any of them to 
retain the vinegar upon their stomachs. All were in a state of hopelessness 
and d! r, while ey Nichols, the young son of the captain, who remem- 
bered his father’s tragic death, was sunk in the de grief. 

After the storm the weather continued fair and the sea eee comparatively 
calm, which was all that kept the faintest hope alive, as there was not a man 


he few remaining yams were co! 
embarkation; but i 


oars and paddies as they had been able to 
efforts were made Fell tat 5 the raft toward the sh but with little a) parent 
success, Night cl out atsea. The next 


theless day also ended with them still out at rar though now the distance 
become much efforts were redoubled, as it wasa beautifully 
clear moonlight t, and about 10 o’clock they reached the 
‘They found that had landed upon Tan ima, the identical small island 
on the southern oust of Japan on which their comrades in boat been 
cast. The islan y tnhabited by farmers and fishermen, all of whom, as 


other in their endeavor to show them kindness, as they had previously done 
The other sailors, however, had departed for Kobe 
the day before the last party arrived, whither the in ajunk, 


vice-consul treated them very kindly during theirstay, 
finally forwarding them to Yokohama with a letter of introduction to the con- 
sul-general, who procured them a chance to work their passage home upon the 
City of New York, 
I move that the memorial and accompanying papers be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I present the report of the committee of conference 
on the di g votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all laws providing for the 
pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber- 
culture, and .for other purposes. We report a disagreement, and in 
presenting the report, I shall ask for a further conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all laws provid- 
ing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber- 
pre, Meanie and for par purposes, having met, after full and free conference, have 
been unable to agree. 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

THOS. R. COBB, 

W. J. STONE, 

H. B. STRAIT, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. INGALLS. Before the request of the Senator from Oregon is 
disposed of, I wish he would be good enough to state the condition of 
the subject in the conference, and whether the differences are so radi- 
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cal as to probably present an issue that can not be adjusted at this ses- 
sion of Congress. 

My reason for asking is because I receive a great many letters from 
people interested in the public domain as homestead settlers and pre- 
emption settlers, and it would concern the public, I am sure, to know 
whether we are likely to have any such legislation as is proposed by 
the bill at this session or not. 

Mr. DOLPH. The differences between the managers on the part of 
the Senate and on the part of the House upon this bill have been quite 
radical, but they are differences that I think may be overcome and 
upon which an agreement ought to be reached. 

There was contained in the first section of the bill as it passed the 
Senate a provision, in substance—not having the bill before me I can 
not give it literally—that in all cases where final proof had been made 
and final receiver's receipts had been issued for pre-emption claims and 
such claims had been sold to innocent purchasers for valuable consid- 
eration, the patent should be issued, notwithstanding any alleged in- 
formality in the proofs of the original entryman, 

There was also in the eighth section of the bill a provision upon the 
same subject. These provisions were strenuously objected to by some 
members of the Senate and by the conferees on the part of the House, 
and it was alleged that the effect would be to confirm fraudulent claims. 
The managers on the part of the Senate believe, as a majority of the 
Senate did, that where such lands after final proof and payment and the 
issuing of final certificates had into the hands of bona fide pur- 
chasers the title should be confirmed to them. 

If I am at liberty to state what the managers on the part of the Sen- 
ate have been disposed to yield in this controversy, I will state that 
they have been disposed to yield this provision and permit it to be 
stricken out, so as to leave the law in that respect precisely as it now 
stands, and insert in lieu a provision in section 8, as follows: ‘‘ That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to impair any existing rights of 
any bona fide purchaser of any such claim under existing law.” 

The most important point of disagreement, after that one is disposed 
of, is the provision of the bill as passed by the Senate, that in cases 
where the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall be convinced 
that fraud has entered into the final proofs made by an entryman un- 
der the homestead or pre-emption law, he shall suspend the issuing 
of patent and refer the matter to the Attorney-General, who shall cause 
suit to be instituted in the courts of the United States to set aside and 
cancel the certificate which has been issued to the entryman under the 
pre-emption law or homestead law, as the case may be. 

The conferees on the part of the other House insist that in all cases 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office or the Secretary of the 
Interior shall be the sole absolute judge, and their judgment shall be 
based upon proceedings instituted by them in the local land offices as 
to whe an entry is fraudulent, and that they shall have the sole 
and absolute power of canceling and setting aside the entry and throw- 
ing open the land which had been settled upon, improved, and made 
ea by the ption and homestead claimant to further settle- 
ment under the as of the United States. 

The conferees on the part of the Senate believe that a man who has 
resided for years upon a piece of public land, who has made such proofs 
‘as are required by the laws of the United States, who has paid the 
amount required to be paid into the Treasury for his land and received 
his final certificate, who has put his all into his home, should have a 
right to go to a court and to bars there determined the question as to 
whether the certificate for his entry has been properly issued to him, 
and as to whether his land shall be taken away from him. 

That is, as I understand, at present the radical point of difference 
between the managers on the part of the two Houses, the Senate con- 
ferees insisting that some provision shall be retained in the bill by 
which a man whose titleis attacked in the Land Office shall have a right 
virtually to appeal from the action of the Interior Department or from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the courts and to there 
try the question of his right to the land, the House conferees insisting 
that the power shall either be left where they claim it now is, or shall 
be vested in the Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior Department to decide finally and conclusively 
whether such a claimant to the public lands under the laws of the 
United States is entitled to his land. 

Mr. INGALLS. Both Houses of have agreed by very large 
majorities that the pre-emption, timber-culture, and desert-land acts 
shall be repealed, to the effect that what remains of the public domain 
may be left to the operation of the homestead laws for individual set- 
tlement, That I believe is the judgment of the country at large, and 
I am convinced that the Senate conferees will fail in the discharge of 
a great public duty if they permit adhesion to minor and unimportant 
details to prevent the accomplishment of this great public work. I 
therefore hope that the conferees will consider themselves at liberty at 
least, in case the issue is tendered, to allow the question of remedy for 
individual rights either to remain as it now is or else to provide here- 
after for some method by an amendment of existing laws, so that we 
may have the main object accomplished before the adjournment of this 
session of Congress. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senate Committee on Public Lands and the Sen- 


ate have had the question of the amendment of the public land laws 
under consideration quite as long as the other branch of Congress. Nu- 
merous bills were referred to the Senate Committee on Public Lands. 
They were carefully considered, and a report was made at an early day 
at the last session of Congress of a bill which it was supposed would 
answer the purposes and cover the various questions which it was thought 
necessary to have legislation upon. That action was afterwards recon- 
sidered by the Senate committee, and after a careful and elaborate con- 
sideration, extending through several sessions of the committee, a meas- 
ure was reported to the Senate embodying the legislation that was 
thought necessary on the part of the Senate Committee on Public Lands, 
When the House bill came over the provisions in regard to the repeal 
of the pre-emption law and the timber-culture act were substantially 
the provisions of the bill which had passed the Senate a year before, or 
during the last Congress, but it did not include the various matters on 
which it was thought by the Senate committee necessary to have legis- 
lation. Therefore, the Senate Committee on Public Lands determined 
to take up the Senate bill and substitute it for the House bill. The 
Senate bill had been pending on our Calendar for a long time. 

These are not unimportant matters. I aminconstant receipt of let- 
ters from almost every Western State and Territory, and so is every 
other member of the Committee on Public Lands; and delegations come 
up to the Capitol and interview the members of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands almost daily upon the question of some remedy for the exist- 
ing evils growing out of the present condition of the public land Jaws 
or themanner of their execution. Patents for pre-emption claims have 
been suspended in nearly all the Western States and Territories. No 
patents are beingissued. Settlers are unable to get their titles. They 
can get no credit upon their claims. There is actually great suffering 
for want of action upon their application for title to these lands. 

One provision that is objected to in section 8is the one which provides 
that if at the end of two years after final proof and the issue of the 
final certificate of the register and receiver, there is no suggestion of 
fraud and no contest, a patent shall be issued. Even that is objected 
to by the on the part of theother House. Under the provisions 
of the bill as it passed the Senate a homestead entryman will be re- 
quired to reside five years upon his claim. He then must make his 
final proof. He then gets his final certificate. Then his papers will 
be hung up for two years in the General Land Office, if they choose to 
hold them, waiting for somebody to make a suggestion of fraud in the 
procurement of his title. That will be seven years from the time he 
goes upon his land. Still the managers on the part of the other House are 
not satisfied with that provision, a provision which, if there is no sug- 
gestion of fraud and no contest, would compel the issuing of a patent 
after seven years’ time. 

I think any one who has given this matter attention will see that 
some general legislation is n As far as Iam concerned, I do 
not care to serve upon the committee of conference, but I do not wish 
it to be understood that the matters of difference are trivial features at 
all. Icall attention to the fact that the bill as it passed the Senate 
does 2a involve a repeal of the desert-land act, but a modification of 
it only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the Senate insist upon its disagreement and ask fora further conference. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that motion is put I wish to say a word. I 
have myself been for many years in favor of the repeal of the pre-emp- 
tion law, not because that repeal was demanded by any powerful and 
overwhelming sentiment of the State which I in part represent, but 
because in the larger view of the situation I believed there ought to 
be further limitation put upon the acquisition of public land in view 
of its rapid absorption. 

Probably there would be no trouble in agreeing upon a bill for this 
single purpose. In fact there is little substantial difference betw 
the two Houses on this question. x 

But since this subject has been under discussion a practice has come 
into vogue in the administration of the General Land Office of a char- 
acter which is not only threatening to existing rights under the law, 
but which is subversive of all rules of procedure by which the rights 
of property are affected, the rectification of which is of a great deal 
more consequence than the repeal of the pre-emption law or of the 
timber-culture law or both together. The proceeding by special agents, 
by detectives, by private inquiry, by secret inquisition, whereby titles 
are assumed to be set aside upon ex parte hearing, is going on to an ex- 
tent which is paralyzing to the business of certain sections of the West, 
and which is practically partetan Proce right of honest pre-emptors and 
of honest purchasers—of a kind which, except that it is covered by the 
ery of fraud which has filled the public press, would be regarded as a 
shame and a disgrace not to be permitted to continue for one single in- 
stant longer. Every agency which cupidity, which hate, which malice 
and self-seeking and private revenge can suggest in man has been ex- 
erted against the honest settlers on the frontier—not, mind you, 
against the cattle-man, but against the individual entry-man and his 
honest successor in interest claiming a single quarter section of land. 

I will state what recently occurred in a public hearing in a western 
Territory to illustrate the character of the pi that are being 
carried on under the sanction of the Land Department’s present con- 
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struction of the law, when I say that the witness on the stand, who was 
the contestant in the pending case for a piece of land which had been 
valuably improved and was then in the honest bona fide occupation of 
the claimant, admitted that he kept a bawdy house near there and that 
the special agent at whose instance he had made the contest had so- 
licited him to make such contest and had promised him that if he would 
make it he should have the land under consideration, and which had 
heen made valuable by the labor of another, as the reward for institut- 
ing the contest. That is not one case alone; it is one of hundreds of 
cases that are taking place all over the frontier. 

So far as I am concerned there is no question of public policy involved 
concerning the public lands that equals in importance the one of pro- 
viding that titles acquired under the land laws shall not be set aside 
3xcept by that due process of law which can only be applied by the 
courts, in which ex parte testimony is not heard and in which rich and 
poor are on an equal footing. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Kansas a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. In case a pre-emption entry has been made, and the 
certificate has been issued and then assigned toa party for value by the 
person who made the entry, does the Commissioner of the Land Office, 
when he cancels that entry, allow the assignee to take an appeal? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think not. Underthe theory upon which the Com- 
missioner proceeds the subsequent purchaser is not a party in interest 
at all, except he is able to establish the bona fides of the original en- 
tryman. In other words, he has no right of his own as an innocent 
purchaser. 

re MITCHELL, of Oregon. He is not recognized as having any 
right. 

Mr. PLUMB. He is not recognized as having any right intervening 
on account of any act or Sess See he has himself done or of any right 
which it is supposed he may have acquired. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘These questions affect some other parties than West- 
ern people. They affect Eastern people aswell. I know agood many 
Eastern people who have loaned money upon lands of which they sup- 

the title was perfect, but where an assignment had been made 
y the man who made the original entry the money was loaned to the 
assignee. It*may be said that the people at the East have no right to 
Joan money, that they are Shylocks and deserve no consideration; but 
when the Commissioner proceeds to cancel those land entries, it seems 
to me that at any rate he ought to allow the person who has parted 
with his money innocently, supposing that there was a good title, to 
come in and appeal. I understand he does not do it. If that is in- 
volved in this question, I hope the members of the conference commit- 
tee on the part of the Senate will insist. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think it is due to the administration 
of the Land Department that some reply should be given to the state- 
ments which have been made. 

‘The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] says that the patents are sus- 
pended and scarcely any are being issued. I was present a few days 
since at a conversation between the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Committee on Appropriations of this body in which he stated that there 
were more patents being issued than had been issued under the pre- 
ceding administration; that the office to the full capacity of its clerks 
employed for that purpose were constantly engaged in the issuing of 
patents. I have no doubt that the official evidence of this fact will be 
presented and furnished to the committee, showing that so far from 
patents being suspended there are more being issued than under any 
previous administration. 

Iam informed by the Commissioner of Public Lands that 3,000 a 
month are being issued, the full number which the clerical force al- 
lowed him by law can examine and certify. If more are not issued it is 
the fault of Congress and not that of the Commissioner of Public Lands. 

If the administration of the Land Department is such as is stated or 
appears from the facts stated by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], 
the proper remedy is an impeachment of the officer. Itis not just, nor 
is it creditable to anybody, whether the Senate of the United States or 
even a justice of the peace, that public officers should be tried and 
condemned without a chance of being heard and without evidence of 
the charges made. If the administration permits secret agents to pre- 
judice the title and the rights of parties without their being heard, upon 
false statements that bad houses of one kind or another are kept or 
may be kept, or by promises of titles to land to individuals who are 
favorites, then the persons who permit such officers to conduct such 
practices in the performance of public duty ought to be tried and im- 
peached, and if the charge is not true they should be heard and an 
opportunity presented to them to disprove it. 

The administration of the Interior Department is in charge of men 
of high character, who will not permit such injustice to be done, but 
will promptly dismiss officials who are guilty of such acts. The 
charge, I am sure, can not be sustained. The Commissioner of Public 
Lands is not only a man of distinguished ability, but also a man of a 
high sense of honor, impartiality, and justice. 

So far as my own State is concerned, under the administration of the 
present Commissioner of the General Land Office, more protection has 
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been afforded to the people of the country who are honestly interested 
in the ee and occupation of the public land than under the 
preceding one. Itis the fraudulent entries that have been stopped 
there. Ido not know what has happened elsewhere, but in my own 
State the Commissioner of the General Land Office has endeavored to 
do his utmost to protect the honest settler. 

I introduced a resolution which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands and now stands adversely reported upon the Calendar. 
The resolution was introduced upon the petition of hundreds of actual 
settlers—citizens of the United States—from other States who had gone 
to Florida, and who stated that the public lands of the United States 
which had been entered under homestead entry by them, high and 
dry as the top of this Capitol, had, to the extent of many thousands of 
acres, been located under theswamp and overflowed land grant, and they 
appealed to me that they might have a hearing before a committee of 
this body to prove their grievances in that respect, and have such leg- 
islation as would prevent it. I introduced the resolution and had it 
referred to the committee, and the committee reported it adversely, 
remitting the whole thing to the administration of the Land Office, 
aah as they are by rules of their own, and perhaps needing some 
egislation to provide a proper and an adequate remedy. I shall dis- 
cuss that resolution when it comes up on the Calendar, and I shall 
show what these citizens of Florida say, and so far as I am concerned 
they shall have justice and protection in their rights. 

I mention this to show that the Committee on Public Lands have not 
been so anxious, doubtless not from any improper motives, to discredit 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Interior Depart- 
ment upon this subject as would seem to be indicated by the facts which 
are now stated. Butif there are such grievances, admitting all that 
has been said by the Senator from Kansas, the proper remedy is for the 
Committee on Public Lands to introduce some resolution of inquiry, 
some examination, some method by which the parties subject to this 
impeachment may be heard, and the facts in their defense may be 
brought out, and not to condemn them by disparaging statements of 
which no proof is offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion that 
the Senate further insist on its amendments and ask for a further con- 
ference with the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6712) for the relief of William N. Canady, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom the sub- 
ject was referred, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the naval appropriation bill for the purchase by the Secretary of the 
Navy of the Destroyer, an iron vessel designed and built by Capt. John 
Eriesson, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2815) to provide for the retirement of a certain class of offi- 
cers in the United States Navy, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9858) to authorize the Louisiana North and South 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Red 
River in Louisiana, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7971) granting a pension to Mary Wood; 

A bill (H. R. 8469) granting a pension to John Moran; 

A bill (H. R. he granting a pension to William B. Eve; 

A bill (H. R. 6188) for the relief of John A. Fagg; 

A bill (H. R. 8818) granting a pension to Frederick Dierking; and 
A bill (H. R. 306) granting a pension*to George Schneider. à 
Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

to whom was referred the bill (S. 3254) for the improvement and en- 

ent of the public building at Omaha, Nebr., reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2992) to make Tampa, Fla., a port of entry, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3191) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to amend the statutes in rela- 
tion to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved June 10, 1880, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1883) to refer the claim of the owners of the property known as 
Tift’s Wharf, at Key West, Fla., to the Court of Claims for adjudication, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom wasreferred the petition 
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of John Tyler, 

the President of the United States from 1841 to 1845, submitted an ad- 

verse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the committee were dis- 
from the further consideration of the petition. 


praying remuneration for services as private secretary to 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1461) granting a pension to John v Reynolds, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and moved the indefinite postponement of the bill; 
whieh: was agreed to. 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 


reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 1581) granting an increase of pension to Gertrude K. Ly- 


> 
A bill ee gate granting a pension to J. W. Gooding; 
A bill (H. R. 8486) granting a pension to Rebecca Morris; 
A bill (H. R. 10021) granting a pension to Mrs. mae 
A bill (H. R. ae granting a pension to Mary M 
ma H. R. 4535) granting a pension to Adelisa ss 
ill (H. R. 5629) granting a pension to Thomas G. Polley; and 
ill (H. R. 7504) granting a pension to Larkin Delph. 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9122) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear 
and determine the claim of David Ryan against the United States, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 367) to amend section 536 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the division of the State of Illinois into 
judicial districts, and to provide for holding terms of courtof the north- 
ern district at the city of Peoria, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3104) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge over 
the Mississippi Riverat Grand Tower, Ill., reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3188) to authorize the Georgia Pacific Railway Company, of Ala- 
bama and Mississippi, to construct bridges across the Sunflower, Yazoo, 
and Tombigbee Rivers in the State of Mississippi, reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 

H. R. 3853) to authorize the Talladego and Coosa Valley Railroad 
mpany, of Alabama, to erect a bridge across the Coosa River, reported 
it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 34) to authorize the East and West Railroad Company, of Ala- 
bama, to maintain a bridge across the Coosa River, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6974) to provide for the bringing of suits t the 
Government of the United States, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 902) establishing a subtreasury at 
Louisville, Ky., to report it adversely, with a written report. At the 
request of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] I ask that the bill 
be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 


RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS NAVAL ACADEMY FARM. 


Mr. CAMERON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7508) granting the right of way 
to the Annapolis and Baltimore Short-Line Railroad Company across 
the Government farm connected with the Naval Academy, at Annap- 
olis, Md., to report it favorably without amendment. I ask its imme- 
diate consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., fe nah nebo, gtr way through the northwest corner of the 
lands belonging to the Uni overnment | and being in Anne 
Arundel County, in the State of Maryland, known as t 
and herel granted to the nappa ea and Baltimore 
Company for the construction of a railroad 
. Baltimore, to be located to the satisfaction of the 
the said right of way hereby gra 
with such additi width as may be required for slopes at cutti 
bankments, said line to be located northwest of the hospital Cotinis and en, at 
least 50 feet from the out-buildings thereof. 
Sec. 2. That the right of way ona other privileges granted herein under the 
rovisions contained in this act shall become inoperative and null and void un- 
ess the said company shall, within the term of two years from the Ist day of 
Taió 1888, have so far advanced the construction of said road as to satisfy the 
Navy Derren that said company is lawfull eee Ea successfully established, 
and that said road will be completed as pi thin A yoppeanbie tine and 
also unless the said railroad company shall cause ri be erected and maintained 
suitable bridges where roads are crossed, and fences erected and maintained 
on either side of said railroad. m 


tthe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and it is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ernment farm, be. 
Short-Line owes 


CIVIL-SERVICE RULES, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the question of printing the report of the Civil 
Service Commissioners, in reply to the resolution of the Senateof July 
22, 1886, communicating information in relation to the civil-service 
rules and regulations, ps alleged violations of the same, &c., to report 
that the usual number be printed. I ask that it be so ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska, from 
the Committee on Printing, moves that the usual number of the docu- 
ment referred to be printed. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVY REGISTER FOR 1887. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution to print additional eopies of the 
Navy Register for 1887, to report it favorably without amendment. I 
ask its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That 1,000 eda co; of the Navy Register for 1887 be printea 
for the use of the Senate. mae = 


ARMY REGISTER FOR 1857. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution to print additional copies of the Army Register for 
1887, direct me to report it favorably without amendment. I ask its 
immediate consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

t 
P Eapana Fees maa copies of the Army Register for 1887 be printed 
Geet FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1592) to change 
the limit of appropriation for the public building at Denver, Colo. 

The also announced that the House had agreed to the reso- 
lution of the Senate to print the compilation of the veto messages of 
the Presidents of the United States. 

The message further announced that the House hat agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1336) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
Bayou Barnard, in the State of Mississippi; 

A bill (H. R. 3110) directing the Secretary of War = amend the 
record of Harrison Dewey; 

A bill (H. R. 4839 for the relief of E. P. MeNeal; 
A bill (H. R. 5775) for the relief of James M. McKamey; 
A bill (H. R. 6046) for the relief of H. C. Wilkey; and 

A bill (H. R. 10056) granting to the Saint Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the Indian res- 
ervations in Northern Montana and Northwestern Dakota. 

The message also returned to the Senate the bill (H. R. 8976) to in- 
corporate the Washington Cable Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of Major 
Michael P. Small, to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
FINDLAY, Mr. BRAGG, and Mr. LAIRD, the managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2646) granting to the Ka- 
nawha and Ohio Railroad Company the right to lay its track through 
United States lock-dam property in the Great Kanawha valley, State of 
West Virginia, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
TARSNEY, Mr. Crisp, and Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, the man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6393) to authorize the Fort Worth and Denver City 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other pu 

A bill (H. R. 9324) to carry into effect the international convention 


of the 14th of March, 1884, for the protection of submarine cables; and 


A bill (H. R. 9414) for the relief of John A. Thompson. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The are i also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 960) for the relief of J. R. McGoldrick; 
A bill R. 9232) to amend an act to prohibit the importation and 


immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 
peui labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 
umbia; 
A bill (H. R. 9895) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tradewater River by the Ohio Valley Railway Company; 
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A bill (H. R. 9115) for the relief of James R. Marrs; RELATIONS OF LABOR AND CAPITAL. 
A bill (H. R. 9115) for the relief of Eugene E. McLean; ; n 
‘A bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of William H. Morh i Mr. BLAIR. I offer the following resolution: 
Resol. That the.Committee on Education and Labor be directed to con- 
A bill (H. R. 7507) for the relief of James M. tinue, with a view to its completion during the ensuing vacation, the investiga- 
A bill (H. R. 7218) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection | tion of the relations between labor and capital hitherto authorized and directed 
of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn.,’’ approved February 25, | by the Senate. 
1885; ‘ A Mr. MORGAN. Let that be printed, and go over. 
A bill R. 3909) for the relief of Fisk; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will be printed, and 
A bill (H. R. 3173) for the relief of Samuel H. Flemming; go over. 
A er Ot, k 2995) for aae teit of Francis H. Sere PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUNTSVILLE, ALA. 
A 914) for the relief of Mrs. Fanny S. Conway 
A bill (S. 2156) for the relief of John Randolph Hamilton, of the| Mr. PALMER. Is the morning business through? ‘ 
State of North Carolina; and The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not yet. The Chair lays before the 
A bill (H. R. 2176) for tho relief of Alexander Goble: Senate the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3281) granting anincrease of pen- 
sion to Leopold Mayer; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3282) to amend section 4887 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States in relation to patents; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 3283) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to permit improvements on small streams running through 
Indian reservations to facilitate log driving; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3284) making an appropriation to 
establish and maintain lights at Chicot Pass and along Grand Lake, 
Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Gams 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3285) making an appropriation to re- 
establish the light-house at the southwest pass of Vermilion Bay, 
Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on ‘Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 107) 

providing for one month’s extra pay for certain employés of the Senate 
and House of Representatives; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. ror providing for 
the sale of public documents; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on ’Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. MAHONE and Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them respectively to the river and harbor 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be by 
him to the bill (H. R. 10040) to provide for holding terms of the United 
States courts at Mississippi City, Miss.; which was ordered to lie on 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 3226) to determine the liability of the United 
States under the law for damages to the oy eed citizens of the 
United States sustained in the depredations of Indians; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the bill (H. R. 679) to extend the laws of the United States 
over certain unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PRINTING OF MEXICAN PENSION BILL. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


That there be R Ay 1,000 additional copies of Public Act33, “An 
act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of Mexican war, and for 
other p ” approved January 29, 1887; said copies to be delivered to the 
Senate document-room. 


REPORT ON INSECTICIDES. 
Mr. MANDERSON. By request of the Commissioner of Agriculture 


I present the following concurrent resolution for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 


a ecicddaa We ane caine neat E ike Donation entatives That a report on 
insecticides by the entomologist of the be Axial] 
without illustrations, and that-10,000 PEET Ep pe sg be cul of w. 3y 


copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 6 000 for 
for the use of the Department of Agriculture. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
REPORT OF ENTOMOLOGICAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 
R the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a second 
edition ton of the first sadn of the diea States Entomological psf Srl city s 
magas to the Rocky Mountain locust, be printed, and that 10,000 additional copies 
het he of which 3,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 for the 
the House, and 1 1,000 for the use of the Department of 


e use of the House, and 1,000 


305) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, Ala.; which 
will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 9, after the word “‘dollars,’’ the House 
of Representatives inserted: 
Nor shall site be til estimates for the erecti f a build 
R epn E fasaieh eettiohaes anemeneevigeioete tee tie fom.ot the putts 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein lim- 
a an after ea site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been ap- 
wpe t ian of the a A and no purchase of site, nor plan for 
g, shall be approved by erg cranny bee of the Treasury involving an 
said building: shail be approved by the Serem or site and building. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOUSTON, TEX, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of resentatives to the bill (S. 93) axthorizing the con- 
struction of a public building for a post-office in the city of Houston, 
Tex.; which was to add to the bill: 

Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 
which mae — sufficient ions for the transaction of the public 
apia po pp wou page Sesh Lect gerry bs scant orgy nore 
proved by the Secretary of the vag ne en ; e 

The amendment was concurred in. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PLUMB. I wish to state that to-morrow at 2 o'clock I shall 
ask the Senate to , pony to the consideration of the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill, and I hope the Senate will consent to remain in session 
to-morrow until the bill is disposed of. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUGUSTA, GA. 


The PRESIDENT pr e laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of tn to the bill (S. 712) for the erection of 
a public building at Augusta, Ga. ; which were, in line 9, after the words 
“sum of,” to strike out “two hundred”? and insert ‘‘one hundred and 
fifty;” and in line 9, after the word “dollars,’’ to insert: 

Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 
which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the publie 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited 
after the site shall have been paranana and paid for, shall haye been approved by 
eat apei aab gapir Aer Cao pae of site, nor plan for said building, 


rent tha! the Treasury involving an expenditure 
exceeding said sum of $150,000 for site an d building. ” = 


So as to make the bill read: 


£o., That the Secretary of the Treas and he is hereby, au- 
irected to purchase a site for, and ero yen thereo 
suitable building, with fireproof vaults therein ; for the aecommodation of t 

United States courts, internal-revenue service, and other Govern: 


fications, and full 
povecas aceordin; 005 ne law, and shall not exceed for the site and buil E aAA 


sum of $150, 

tion < a buildin; ient accommodations for the transac- 
tion of the p ioc hee and which shall not erence in cost the Taans of 
the sum herein limited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, 
shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase 
= Kae nor plan for said building, shall be approved by the Secretary of the 

e i involving an piet Peat the ai exceeding the said sum of $150,000 for site 
and bo building; the site shall leave the building unexposed to 

trom re in ada ore pc tomar pommel of not less than 40 feet, 

ding streci and no money RODEO INNA for this purpose urpose shall 
be anne le Soule: a atid aule to the site for said wap shall be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of Georgia shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein, 


The amendments were concurred in. 
SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS IN MONTANA. 


Mr. ALLISON. The day before yesterday the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Van Wyck] submitted a resolution calling upon the Committee 
on Appropriations to produce and place in the RECORD a certñin letter. 
I find on examination that the letter is a letter addressed to me and not 
to the Committee on Appropriations. I have here the letter with its in- 
closure, and in justice to the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
and to what I said in this Chamber, I ask that the letter be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be inserted in the 
RECORD, if there be no objection. 
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The letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFI 
Washington, D. 0., February 2, 1887. 

Sır: The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of this date reports*you as stating in the 
Senate yesterday as follows : 

* No doubt there ought to be a survey of the lands in the land grant not only 
of the Northern Pacific but of the other railroads; but the general appropria- 
tions made for the Land Office are not so used, and I think it would be era 
dangerous precedent to make al appropriations in this way. We made a 
special appropriation last year for the State of Nevada, and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office has not executed it, as I understand. So we do not 
know what will become of this if this ial appro riation is made.” 

And in reply toan inquiry by Senator TELLER “why has the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office not executed it?” you replied, “I do not know why.” 

Iam well aware that you would not intentionally give currency to an errone- 
ous statement of fact, and for your information and the information of the Senate 
I inclose herewith a copy of letter from this office to the surveyor-general for 
Nevada, dated September 22, 1886, instructing him to enter into contract for the 
surveys authorized by the special appropriation referred to in yesterday’s de- 


bate. 

It will be perceived that steps were promptly taken by this office to carry the 
law into effect. Appropriations for surveys are expended through contracts 
made by the sespective surveyors-general. (See U. S. Revised Statutes, sec. 223 
and following sections, also sec. 2398.) The instructions to the arte beh ee 
eral of Ne were issued within six weeks from the adjournment of the last 
session of Congress and immediately after a verified copy of the appropriation 
act had been received at this office. 

Contracts were entered into by the surveyor-general under these instructions 
and sent up to this office for examination and approval, which were returned 
for certain corrections and further examination by the present surveyor-general, 
who is with supervising their execution. It is ex ed the work au- 
thorized by the special appropriation will be completed during the current fiscal 


year. 
Very respectfull, 
i vi WM., A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 
Hon. Wx. B. ALLISON, United States Senate, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O., 22, 1886, 


Sm: The act Spprovac August 4, 1886, making appropriations for surveys dur- 
ing the current l year, provides as follows: 
For surveying the public lands in the State of Nevada, $30,000." * * + 

Minimum rates only of mileage are therein specified, but it is provided that 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office may allow maximum rates for 
surveys er lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or covered with dense 
undergrowth. 

In view of the mandatory requirements of the acts making grants to the 
Union and Central Pacific Railroad Companies, respecting the survey of lands 
embraced within the limits of said grants, and in further view of the act of July 
10, 1886, providing for the taxation of railroad grant lands, I have to advise you 
of my ei such lands should be first surveyed in preference to the sur- 


vey of other 

Fou are therefore hereby authorized to list and call for bids for the survey of 
all remaining unsuryeyed lands situated on either side of the line of the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad within its ted limits in the State of Nevada at rate of 
mil not to exceed the um allowed by law, 

Having listed and advertised said landsas directed, and transmitted a copy of 
said list and advertisement to this office, you will also prepare and transmit to 
this office a full list of, and cy ti on, all townships, or parts of townships, re- 
maining unsurveyed in your district, which embrace existing settlements, stat- 
ing all the data relating to the same which may be on file or of record in your 
oftice or otherwise available. 

On receipt of said list and report you will be further advised. 


vey ae £ WM. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner, 
C. ©. Powxrxa, Esq., 
United States Surveyor-General, Reno, Nev. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] on the 8th instant, which 
comes over under objection, will now be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be requested to present and 
have read in the Senate any communication received from the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office showing the disposition of moneys appropriated here- 
tofore for survey of public lands bearing upon the survey of railroad lands and 
of lands in the State of Nevada referred to in the debates in the Senate reported 
in the Recorp of February 2 and 3. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. By unanimous consent of the Senate I withdraw 
the resolution, as the letters are to be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Nebraska is withdrawn. The morning hour has closed. 


THE MACKEREL FISHERY. 


Mr. PALMER. I movethat the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 5538. I ask this courtesy because I think it will expe- 
dite the business of the Senate. We were in the midst of the discus- 
sion of this bill on Tuesday when the Senate adjourned. All the dis- 
cussion is fresh in the minds of the Senators who were present, and if 
this is delayed and any other business intervenes, I think they will 
vote with less intelligence on the bill than if we proceed with it at 
once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5538) 
relating to the importing and landing of mackerel caught during the 
spawning season. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BRANCH HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS, 

rh id Task the Senator to allow me to call up an impor- 
tant 5 
A Pt PALMER. I will yield for a short time if it will not lead to 

ebate. 

Mr, SEWELL. It is Order of Business 2143, House bill 2075. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator move to postpone 
the other orders? 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. R. 
2075) to provide for the location and erection of a branch home for dis- 
abled volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky Mountains. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

Mr. SEWELL, The Committee on Military Affairs reported a bill, 
which is now on the Calendar also, granting $250,000 for this purpose, 
and with some amendments that are necessary to out the provis- 
ions of the law if the bill passes, providing that this home located 
west of the Rocky Mountains, being the only one on the Pacific coast, 
shall also take in regular soldiers, and providing for the appointment by 
Congress of another member of the governors’ board residing on the 
Pacific coast, who would have immediate charge of the home if it 
should be passed. I ask to take up Senate bill 2624 with a view of 
substituting it for the House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not exactly under- 
stand what is desired. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to strike out all the House bill after the 
enacting clause and substitute Senate bill 2624. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from New Jersey moves 
an amendment to the pending bill, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill, and to insert: 

That the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers are hereby authorized, empowered, and directed to locate, establish, con- 
struct, and anently maintain a branch of said National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, to be by such board located at such place in the States west 
of the Rocky Mountains as to said board shall ap most desirable and ad- 
vantageous; and that the sum of $250,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of my money in the United States Treasury not otherwise appro) 
ated, to be paid to the said Board of Managers, and by them expended in carrying 
out the provisions of this act. 

SEC, 2, That all honorably disc! soldiers and sailors who served in the 
regular and volunteer forces of the United States, and who are disabled by dis- 
ease, wounds, or otherwise, and who have no adequate means of support, and by 
reason of such disability are incapable of earning their living, shall be entitled 
to be admitted to said home for disabled volunteer soldiers, subject to like reg- 
ulations as they are now admitted to existing branches of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 

Src, 3. That as soon thereafter as practicable from the approval of this act, the 
said Board of Managers shall secure the necessary lands and commence the 
erection of suitable buildings for the use of said branch. 

Src. 4. That James A. Wimer, of San Francisco, Cal., be, and he is hereby, ap- 
pointed a manager of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, to 
serve until the 2d day of April, 1892; and that hereafter the number of mana- 
gers of the said Home elected by Congress shall be ten instead of nine,as at 

resent, one of whom shall be a resident of a State or Territory west of the 
ocky Mountains, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and 
ask for a committee of conference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Messrs. SEWELL, 
HAWLEY, and HAMPTON were appointed. 

The bill (S. 2624) to provide for the location and erection ofa branch 
home for disabled volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky Mountains was 
postponed indefinitely, 


THE MACKEREL FISHERY. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, my motion, I think, was carried and 
I yielded temporarily to the Senator from New Jersey pan SEWELL]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (H. R. 5538) relating to the 
importing and landing of mackerel caught during the spawning season 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The Senator from 
New York [Mr. MILLER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, it took several hours of discussion 
the other day to get at the purposes and objects of this bill, but I think 
the discussion finally brought out very clearly to the Senate the objects 
and merits of this measure. 

The Senators from Maine told the Senate that there were none of the 
citizens of the United States interested in this measure save the few 
mackerel fishermen in the States of Massachusetts and Maine, and that 
therefore the Congress of the United States ought to hasten to pass this 
measure as a measure of relief to the fishermen who had petitioned for it, 

It seems that there are about four hundred vessels engaged in mack- 
erel fishing, giving employment to several thousand men, just how 
many I do not know, perhaps four, five, or six thousand all told— 
about six thousand the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] says. 

From the arguments produced here in favor of this bill the Senate 
might be led to suppose that the bill had been brought here for the 
purpose of protecting mackerel fishing; that there was great danger of 
the species being entirely destroyed, and thus one of the chief fish food 
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products of the country being entirely obliterated; but neither the tes- 
timony taken by the committee nor any testimony of any scientific 
man in the world has been produced here to show that there is the least 
danger or, in fact, the least probability of any such result ever being 
produced by the unlimited and unconditioned fishing going on such as 
has been pursued for the last ten or fifteen years. with purse-seines. 
In short, the best scientific men in the world have agreed that thus far 
man has been able to produce no appreciable effect upon the fish which 
swim in the deep sea. Therefore we have no data upon which to base 
any proposition whatever that if this fishing shall continue unlimited 
ma pine as it has been in the past any such result whatever will 
uced. 

This being the fact, why is it that the owners of these four hundred 
vessels who have a large amount of capital invested in this business 
come here and ask Congress to limit their action and to take out three 
months of the twelve and absolutely prevent or prohibit purse-seine 
fishing? They have a monopoly of the business now; it is so conceded 
by both the Senators from Maine, who have told us that there is not a 
single vessel owned in any other State of the United States engaged in 
this industry save in the States of Massachusetts and Maine, and that no 
one else has any interest in it whatever. Why come here, then, asking 
a prohibition on the part of Congress? One would suppose that they 
would be anxious to continue their business during the whole twelve 
months of every year, and make it as large as possible; and why not? 
Because they have found that by the improved methods of fishing which 
are now in use by these fishermen they have so increased the amount 
of fish brought into our markets that prices have been greatly reduced, 
and, therefore, the profits of the capital invested in this business have 
been somewhat decreased. Therefore they come here to ask Congress 
to legislate against themselves, or, in short, to protect themselves from 
their own industry. There are so many of them, doubtless, that it is 
impossible that they should form an association and agree by common 
consent to give up fishing for three monthsin the year. Undoubtedly 
a large number of them would be glad to do that, but no one fisher- 
man and no one firm engaged in this business will consent to abstain 
from fishing for three months in the year unless all are compelled to 
do so. 

Now, what is the object of a cessation of fishing for three months? 
It is all folly to come here and tell the people of the United States that 
the fishermen who control these vessels and who have their capital in- 
vested in the business are philanthropists and that they are asking to 
be curtailed in their own operations simply for the purpose of presery- 
ing the mackerel species as a food product for the people of this coun- 
try. I say it isall folly to come here with any such assumption as that. 

We see frequently associations of different industries in this country, 
in which the capitalists interested in and the proprietors of great in- 
dustries get together and agree to curtail the production of a particular 
industry, for what purpose? For the purpose of increasing the price 
by decreasing the supply. Have we not seen the Bessemer steel man- 
ufacturers of this country get together in their associations and agree 
to close their works for three months or six months? 

What for? Forthe good of humanity? For humanitarian purposes? 
Not at all; but simply that they might reduce the production of Besse- 
mer steel-rails, and thereby increase the cost; and our friends on the 
other side of the Chamber have come here and taunted the protection- 
ists of this body with this very charge that the Bessemer-steel manu- 
facturers of this country had done this thing. It has been done by 
other manufacturing associations, but they have not come here and 
asked Congress to shut up all the Bessemer steel-rail factories for three 
months in the year lest there should be a surplus of Bessemer steel. 

The cotton manufacturers, who sometimes close down their works 
for thirty days or six months, have not come here and asked Congress 
to pass a law that there shall be no manufacturing of cotton goods for 
three months or six months in the year in order that the amount pro- 
duced may be reduced and thereby the price increased. But here 
comes an industry confined, as the Senators from Maine and Massachu- 
setts show, to their own States, having an absolute monopoly, owning 
every vessel engaged in it, and having all the capital invested in it, and 
all the men who are employed upon their ships citizens of their own 
States, and it asks Congress to say that for threé months in the year 
there shall be no fishing with purse-seines by this industry. 

Mr. President, as I said before, these fish swim free in the ocean. 
They cost us no labor and no pains in their growth. They are there 
free for all our people to take, and they furnish one of the great sup- 
plies of food for all our people. The fisheries of every country have 
been protected, and nations have gone into great and costly wars in 
order that they might protect their fisheries because they were a source 
of great profit to the people; but never before in the history of the 
world has a nation undertaken to say to its own citizens, ‘‘ You shall 
not fish upon the high seas for three months in the year,” or for any 
other time. : 

Now let us see what the value of the catch of mackerel has been in 
this country for the past few years, and see how greatly it has been re- 
duced in its price to all our people. 

In 1863 the value of the mackerel catch as it sold at the high price 
which then prevailed was $5,935,525; in 1869 the mackerel oal ai in 


that year sold for $3,248,315; in 1871 the catch of mackerel inspected 
in Massachusetts amounted to $2,233,055. The catch that year was 
259,000 barrels. Of late the price of mackerel has been greatly re- 
duced in all our markets. The numbers caught and brought to our 
shores have been so great that, following the ordinary law of political 
economy, the supply being large, the price has been reduced, and all 
our people have obtained food at very low rates. 

In 1883 this large amount of mackerel sold for $1,619,000; in 1884 
the catch sold for $1,853,000, and in 1885 for $1,230,000 only. 

These figures prove conclusively why this bill is brought here. A 
very large proportion of the year’s catch is made in the months of 
March, April, and May, and this bill proposes that during those three 
months there shall be no fishing for mackerel with purse-seines at all. 
If this bill becomes a law it will reduce the catch of mackerel prob- 
ably 50 per cent. for the next year, and what will be theresult? The 
50 per cent. less of fish will sell in our markets for as much money as 
the large catch of last year did. In other words, the American peo- 
ple will be compelled to pay to the capitalists who control this business 
in those twoStates as much money for one-half of the amount of fish- 
food as they paid for the larger amount last year. That is all there is 
of this. Weare asked here to shut up and control the fish on the high 
seas for three months in the year in order that the price of fish-food 
may be advanced from 50 to 100 percent. That is all this bill is in- 
tended for, and it is precisely what the bill will accomplish if it is en- 


acted into a law. 

Mr. President, it has been charged here that there has been no op- 
position to this bill from any source except from the fish-mongers of 
New York city and other Atlantic cities. I need not say to you or to 
the Senate that the poor people of this country, the laboring men and 
the farmers of this country scattered broadcast over the whole land, 
are not organized in such a way that they can come here to protest 
against the passage of this bill. Neither need I say to you, sir, that 
not one-tenth of 1 per cent. of the people of the United States who 
consume fish as a portion of their daily food have any possible knowl- 
edge that any such bill as thisis before the United States Senate. You 
will not be able to make any considerable portion of the people of this 
country believe for a moment that the Congress of the United States 
can be brought to the condition where it will say to its own people 
and to its own citizens that they shall not go on the high seas and fish 
for this food, which is free to all the world. s 

We may shut our own people out from these waters for three months, 
but we can not shut out from these waters the people of our neighbor- 
ing countries. We can not shut out from them the Canadian fisher- 
men. We may close our own ports to this food-fish and say that our 
people for three months shall not have it, and that for the remaining 
nine months of the year they shall pay from 50 to 100 per cent. more 
for the fish which they consume than they would if this bill should 
not pass. 

It does not seem possible to me that the Congress of the United States 
should patiently consider such a proposition as this, for not only will 
this enhance the cost to all our people of mackerel, but it wil] un- 
doubtedly to a large di increase the cost of all salt-water fish, of 
cod-fish, of blue-fish, and of the various varieties which come into our 
markets. Any one familiar with this subject knows that during all 
the summer months fresh mackerel are brought into all our ports, and 
that they to a large extent, if not entirely, control the price of all the 
fish to be found in our markets. If mackerel are caught in large 
quantities, of course the price goes down to all the people, and it car- 
ries with it the price of other kinds of fish to a certain extent. 

I can find nothing in this bill, I say, save the proposition to prohibit 
the fishing for three months in order that by doing so we may greatly 
decrease the catch of mackerel and thereby increase the cost or the sell- 
ing price of that which shall be caught during the other nine months, 
and that additional cost is to be paid by all the people of our country. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the Senator from New York does 
credit to his classical education in one respect. IfI remember aright, 
whenever in the Iliad any of the gods or goddesses wanted to do any- 
thing that would not bear watching they always surrounded them- 
selves with a fog. That seems—and I do not say it offensively, for 
possibly the Senator from New York may be a victim of his own hal- 
lucination—to be the result of his efforts in this case. We get up and 
dispel the fog, and in less than fifteen minutes the Senator has got 
himself, if not the Senate, enveloped in as dense a fog as his side of the 
question can demand. 

What he wants is to obscure the real issue, it seems to me, and that 
is that the Fisheries Committee and the men who are pushing this bill 
are philanthropists. No such claim has ever been made. There is no 
claim of philanthropy about us except on the part of the Fisheries 
Committee. We have acted judicially.in this matter. The men who 
are pushing this bill have come to Congress and said that their busi- 
ness was languishing; it was in danger of being destroyed unless some 
protective measure was thrown around it. They asked that the close 
season be established. They are reaching out in various directions to 
find some remedy for the evil under which they labor, and it seems to 
me they make a very good case against the purse-seine fishing and in 
favor of the close season. $ 
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So much for that charge of philanthropy. 
and he takes this table, and I know that ifhe had had time to read it 
over critically he would not have made such an exhibition as he did 


Now, the Senator gets up 


in ing these figures this morning. I will not 
leave until I analyze his remarks. 

Mr. MILLER. There is no danger of my leaving. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senatorgets up and says that in 1863 the price 
paid for mackerel was $2,878,000, but he says that owing to the purse- 
seine fishing in 1883 the price had gone down $1,619,000. If he had 
looked at the question critically he would have seen that the price has 
been affected more by the degradation of the fish, by the quality run- 
ning down, than by any other cause. For instance, in 1863 the per- 
centage of No. 1 mackerel was 22 per cent., and in 1883 it was 14 per 
cent. He willfind also thatin 1885 215,000 barrels sold for $1,230,000, 
whereas in 1883 154,000 barrels sold for $1,619,000. There was a 
larger amount, 215,000 barrels, inst 154,000, and the 215,000 
brought $1,230,000 and the 154,000 brought $1,619,000; and what was 
thereason? The reason was that in 1883 the percentage of No. 1 mack- 
erel was 14 per cent., and in 1885 it was 7 per cent. If there is any- 
thing in figures, it seems to me that that is very fully proven. 

Mr. MILLER. I think the Senator has proved my proposition ex- 
actly. They want to reduce the amount of fish caught and therefore 
increase the price, and that is what they will do if the bill is passed. 

Mr. PALMER. That is not the animus of the bill, nor is it fairly 
inferable, it seems to me, from any of the arguments used or any of 
the statements made before the committee. Itis the running down of 
the quality that they complain of, and that causes the present state 
of their business and the present low prices that they receive for mack- 
erel. It seems to me that they are right. The Committee on Fish- 
eries have no interest in the matter, save to see that justice is done to a 
great and important interest. 

Now, who are to be benefited by this bill? Primarily those men 
whom the Senator from New York calls monopolists. They have the 
monopoly of the businessnow. It makes no difference to them whether 
they take their fish down on the coast of New Jersey or up on the coast 
of Massachusetts if it is equally profitable; but it makes a great differ- 
ence if it is not profitable, and if it is the cause of the decrease of the 
profits in their business. It also is a matter of interest to the le 
along the shore of Delaware and New Jersey that they shall be dis- 
turbed in their fisheries along the borders of their States with hook and 
line. Thisis merely a crusade against purse-seine fishing in the spawn- 
ing season; and, takingall the statements from the different gentlemen 
who appeared before the committee, it seems to me that the Senate can 
not omna 1o aay other conclusion than thatthe proper thing to do is to 
pass the 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator permit me just one question ? 

Mr. PALMER. Certain] 


z F 

Mr. MILLER. He seemed to make an entirely different statement 
in regard to the danger of the destruction of this fish as a fish called 
mackerel. I want to ask the chairman of the committee now, in all 
seriousness, whether there is a icle of scientific evidence anywhere 
in the world going to show that it is possible for man with all the 
modern devices and means of fishing to in any way perceptibly dimin- 
ish the number of fish in the sea? 

Mr. PALMER. “Still harping on my daughter.” That they —— 

Mr. MILLER. I would like a direct answer to that. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam coming right to it, and I can best illustrate 
it to the gentleman by a little figure of speech. 

The conclusion arrived at by Professor Huxley when he made that 
investigation in regard to the nr ee to be the bulk of 
the opposition. Now Professor Baird has said, and the Senator read 
so on Tuesday, that it might be well to try the experiment; that it is 
possible that the purse-seine fishing might in time lessen the quantity 
of mackerel. Professor Goode, the next highest in authority, said that 
if it did not sate the mackerel it Feo Oiee Siom oe their or- 
dinary route and course. Captain i ibly the practical 
man in the Fish Commission. SA man pga tame ne Baird has the 
highest confidence, believes that it does deflect them from their course. 
But I was going to answer the gentleman’s question by another or 
tather by a little illustration. 

What difference would it make to him if a lot of Apache Indians 
came to his farm in Herkimer County, New York, and killed his cattle 
and carried off the beef, or whether they drove the cattle down into 
Mexico, and over the border; he loses his cattle in either case. Inone 
case the country is not depleted of cattle; thereare justas many cattle, 
but they are not where they are available to him. This is a parallel 
case. They are driving the old and the wise and the mature mackerel 
off from our coast, and there is no other conclusion you can come to 
by looking at these tables. Have I answered the gentleman? 

Mr. MILLER. To the satisfaction of the chairman of the committee, 
I have no doubt, but scarcely to the satisfaction of the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. PALMER. Is it not satisfactory ? 

Mr. MILLER. Not entirely. [Laughter.] I am not able to see 
the wisdom of cutting off fishing entirely for fear that in some future 
ages, it may be a geological period of a million years more or less, we 


hope the Senator 


can not tell when, if this thing be allowed to go on there may be some 
diminution in the number of fish, or, as the Senator says, we may 
frighten the wise and old fish away from our shores by the harassing 
methods of purse-seine fishing. 

Mr. PALMER. Will not the Senator allow me to goon? Itseems 
I have pierced his armor, and if he does concede that in course of time 
the fish in the sea may be affected by this wholesale purse-seine fish- 
ing—— 

Mr. MILLER. No; I do not admit that even in the course of time 
that may beso. It can not happen. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will confine his remarks to questions 
and not let them elongate into speeches, I shall be willing to answer 
anything that he propounds, if I can. 

Mr. MILLER. I was trying to follow the example of the distin- 
guished chairman of the committee in making my questions as long as 
he makes his answers to some questions that I have propounded; but I 
have not succeeded in doing that, and therefore I will come back to 
the more ordinary and straight Anglo-Saxon style. Why not then, as 
I have asked before, I now ask the chairman if he fears the driving 
away of these fish from our shores by frightening the old and wise ones 
by purse-seine fishing—why not prevent fishing entirely for the other 
nine months in the year; why allow it to take place only off the coast 
of Maine and Massachusetts? 

Mr. PALMER. I will get the Senator on the general question if he 
will not go on and make another speech. .I will tell you the reason. 
It is because purse-seine fishing is much more economical than fishing 
by hook and line; and the regard of the Fisheries Committee and of the 
fishermen of Massachusetts and Maine for the constituents of the Sena- 
tor from New York to the extent that they may have cheap food and 
cheap fish, has merely asked for a three months’ close season instead of 
asix months’ close season. It is much more economical to take fish 
with the purse-seine than with the hook and line. The cheaper fish is 
eae cheaper it can be sold. That is the reason that it would be 

owed. 

Another thing, the spawning season is past, and the timidity which 
we know affects all animals about the reproductive period has disap- 
peared,and the raid made upon these immense schools does not have 
the same effect upon them that it does about the reproductive period. 
Is that satisfactory to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. MILLER. No, it is not satisfactory at all. Iam not able to 
understand why the Senator desires to ay pore mue fishing when 
the fish are off the coast of the Carolinas and Virginia and New York, 
and he is willing to let it go on during the remainder of the year when 
the fish are off the coast of Massachusetts and Maine. I do not see 
why he wants to preserve the fish in every case and prevent their being 
frightened by these terrible fishermen, and is entirely willing they 
should carry on their nefarious methods off the coast of Maine and 


Massachusetts. 
I ask the Senator not to make a speech every time 


Mr. PALMER. 
he asks a question. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator called it out. He requested to know 
bs oe ERT Tan grep = 

. PALME ¢ explanation ve made in regard to the 
damage to the fish during the months from the 1st of March to the 1st 
of July is not satisfactory to the Senator from New York, though one 
should rise from the dead he could not be affected. I think I have 
answered that question fifteen ortwenty times. It isnot because they 
appear off the coast of North Carolina, or off Hatteras or New Jersey 
that the close season isestablished; it is not because the people of those 
States are to be discriminated against; butit is because the fish, in the 
first place, are comparatively good’for nothing; and, inthe second place, 
it is the spawning season and the schools are broken up and they are 
deflected from their proper route and from their feeding grounds. 

The Senator from New York says that the object of this bill, the 
reason that it is pushed at the instance of the fishermen from Maine 
and Massachusetts, is that as the catch of fish has been increased the 
price has run down. That is not the fact. The price has not run 
down, as the tables show, except as the quality has carried it down. 
You will find the low prices follow the quality rather than the amount. 

The gentleman says that it has been the policy of all civilized people 
in all times to protect their fisheries, That is just what we are trying 
to do to-day. We are doing what five thousand fishermen along the 
coast of Massachusetts and Maine ask us to do, who tell us that their 
equipment and their ships have run down from 100 cents on the dollar 
to 25 or 50 cents on the dollar, and they ask this relief. It is not go- 
ing to interfere with any one except the retail dealers or the wholesale 
dealers in fish in the city of New York, and there is no one that has ap- 
peared before the committee to oppose the bill except Mr. Blackford, 
for whom I have a very high respect, and Mr. Benjamin, who seems to 
be a very pleasant gentleman, but who is working for his own interest; 
and right here I would like to read to the Senate what Mr. Blackford, 
who opposes the enactment of this bill, says on the subject. He is 
asked this question: 

If it drives them off it is just about as bad as if you destroyed them? 

Mr. CKFORD. Exact za but the same argument will apply to fishing 


i a) 
at any season of the year. It would apply to your fishing in September and Oc- 
tober, and would apply to all other kinds of fish. There is no doubt—any per- 
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son who goes fishing knows—that if you disturb the fish or break up their 
schools you are in danger of driving them to seek new feeding-grounds and to 
seek new spawning-grounds, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair), It is the 
duty of the Chair at this time to lay before the Senate the special or- 
der, being the bill (S. 2288) toincorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship- 
Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PALMER. I wish the Senator from New York would listen to 
this, for heis convicted out of the mouth of his own witness. 

Excuse me, Mr. President, I ask that the unfinished business be laid 
aside informally for a few minutes. I think we have about got to the 
end of this discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. Ican not consent to that, because we have notice that 
the post-office appropriation bill comes up to-morrow, and it has the 
right of way. The special order has been dragging for a week, and I 
think it ought to bedisposed of. I know what these few minutesmean. 
They will turn out to be hours. 

Mr. PALMER. I shall be through with my remarks, I will say to 
the Senator from Missouri, in about two minutes. 

Mr. VEST. I take it for granted the Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER] will desire to reply. I have no objection to the Senator from 
Michigan finishing his remarks, 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Missouri has been very indulgent 
thus far, and I realize that; but we have been once or twice almost to 
the point of getting a vote, and he can see if this goes over until to-mor- 
row morning we shall! be obli to make the same effort to get it up 
after the routine morning business, when fifteen or twenty minutes at 
the most, I judge, can dispose of the bill now. It will not encroach 
very much upon the Senator’stime. I can see how he is situated. He 
wants to bring up his bill, but I am satisfied if he will give us a little 
time we shall be out of his way. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want to take the Senator from Michigan off 
the floor, but when he closes his remarks I shall ask to go on. 

Mr. PALMER. I have no feeling in the matter except to expedite 
the business of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the Senator 
from Michigan will proceed, House bill 5538 being before the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Blackford is asked this question: 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to me it would not to the same extent. If you give 
them three months’ relief in this pursuit when they are advancing on a certain 
nren would be apt to haye their yearly run-ways and they will keep up 

Mr. BLACKFORD. Yes, sir; if you catch next year only one half as many fish 
as you catch this year, the probability is there will be a good many more 

he CHAIRMAN. Are they not more timid, as all animals are, just about the 
reproductive time than any other, and would not any infringement npon their 
routes have a more disastrous effect then than it would have when they were 
not in the reproductive time? 

Mr. BLACKFORD., I am inclined to think so, for the reason that the fish come 
closer to the shore after the spawning season is over. That of itself would in- 
dicate that they are not so shy after spawning as they are before. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate with any more remarks. 
It seems to me that it is made perfectly plain that a great industry is 
suffering, that those en, in it are entitled to relief at the hands of 
Congress, particularly fishing interest, the nursery of our Navy. I 
ask that a vote be taken immediately unless the Senator from New 
York desires to address the Senate further. 

Mr. MILLER. Let us have the pending amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 4, after the word “‘ eighty,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘seven”’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

‘That for the period of five years from and after the Ist day of March, 1888, no 
mackerel, other than what is known as Spanish mackerel, caught between the 
lst day of March and the Ist day of June, inclusive, of each year, be im- 
ported into the United States or landed upon its shores, 


Mr. MILLER. That is entirely correct. Previous to that amend- 
ment being offered, by unanimous consent anamendment was made, 
striking out, at the beginning of that line, “March” and inserting 
“July.” 

Mr. PALMER. That vote was reconsidered, and that motion was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. MILLER. That motion was reconsidered, and I objected to go- 
ing any further without making a , and there has been no vote 
taken since. That vote has been reconsidered, but the amendment has 
not been finally passed upon. The question is whether it shall prevail 
or not. Ihope that change will not be agreed to, I hope that the mo- 
tion made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], substituting 
“July” for ‘‘ March,” will not prevail. 

Mr. PALMER. I hope it will not be, but I think the Senator from 
New York is in error in stating that the amendment was not reconsid- 
ered and withdrawn. 

Mr. HOAR. My friend will pardonme. My amendment fixing the 
time for the prohibition to commence at next year was adopted, so that 
the time is March, 1888, The amendment changing March to July has 


not been adopted. 
Mr. MILLER. ‘‘March”’ has been stricken ont, and “July” in- 


serted. 
Mr. HOAR. No; that was reconsidered. That is still pending, not 
adopted. 


Mr. MILLER. That is still pending; it has not been agreed to, 
itseems. There was simply an agreement to reconsider it, and that 
agreement was by unanimous consent. Now the proposition whether 
the month shall be March or July is pending before the Senate, and 
I want to say upon that simply that I do hope the friends of this meas- 
ure will consent to give these poor fishermen and these poor capitatists 
who own these four hundred vessels at least two years of time in which 
to makeachange of theirindustry. Itis going to take six thousand peo- 
ple out of employment for three months in the year; and certainly 
there ought to be a notice of atleast two years in order that these men 
can make up their minds what they are going to do for these months, 
for I assume that for the following nine months they will get no greater 

from their employers than they are getting now when they are 
employed twelve months in the year. Certainly we ought to havea 
little consideration for the six thousand men employed as well as for 
the four hundred men who own the vessels. This amendment, if re- 
tained in the bill, will simply give them two years before this law shall 
go into effect, Of course, that would be two years of cheap mackerel 
and of small profits for the owners of the vessels. I understand that. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be reported. 

Mr. VEST. I gave way to the Senator from Michigan to conclude 
his remarks with the understanding that he would then ask a vote on 
the bill and amendments, If there is to be further discussion I shall 
call for the regular order. 

Mr. HALE. We can get this bill out of the way in five minutes. 
Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline 4of section 1, after the word ‘ eighty,” 
it is proposed to strike out “seven” and insert “‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

That for the period of five years from and after the Ist op oS March, 1888, no 
mackerel other than what is known as Spanish mackerel, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestionis on the adoption of this 
amendment. 

Mr. MILLER. Ido not understand the form of the amendment 
now. Will the Secretary please state it? 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 4, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘seven” 
and insert ‘‘ eight.” 

Mr. MILLER. I do not understand the parliamentary condition of 
this matter if it is in that shape now. What I supposed we were to 
take a vote upon was as to whether we are to restore the word ‘* March” 
where we had already inserted ‘‘July.”’ The agreement was to recon- 
sider that vote, and then the matter stopped there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For the information of the Senator 
from New York the Chair will have read what the action of the Senate 


was. 
The Chief Clerk read the following from the RECORD of Wednesday, 
February 9, page 1614: 


Mr. Frys. I ask the Senator from Michigan in charge of the bill to move to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was amended by striking out the word 
“ March ” and g the word “July,” in line 4, and then to accept the 
amendment offered by the Senator from usetts. 

Mr. Hoar. That will cover the same thing. z 

Mr. PALMER, In deference to the wishes of the Senator from Maine, who has 
a ter interest in this bill possibly than I have, I will move that the vote 
which the amendment was agreed to changing “ March” to “July,” in line 
be reconsidered, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That can be done by unanimous consent. There 
being no objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. PALMER. Now, I withdraw the amendment. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr Hoar]; which will be read 


The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 4, strike out the words * 1837” and insert 
* 1888," so as to 


read: 

“ That for th riod of five years from March, 
no mackerel pirka than what tieerd as soaa Aya redi of a 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that. 

Mr, MILLER. LI understood it fully, except that I didnot know that 
the Senator from Michigan had withdrawnthatamendment. If Ihad 
understood it at the time, I should have objected to the withdrawal, 
and I renew it now, to substitute the word ‘‘ July ” for ‘‘ March.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New York that his motion can be made when the bill is reported 
“to the Senate. ‘The question now is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Hoax] to change ‘'1887’’ to ‘“‘ 1888.7, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was con in. 

Mr. MILLER. Now I move the amendment to strike out ‘‘ March” 
and insert ‘‘ July.” 2. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment made by the Committee of the 
Whole be reported so that there may be no mistake. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made in Committee 
of the Whole will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That for the period of five years from and after the Ist day of March, 1888, no 
mackerel, other than what is known as Spanish mackerel, caught between the 
Ist day of March and the Ist day of June, inclusive, of each year, shall be ime 
ported into the United States or ded upon its shores. 

Mr. HOAR. That is enough. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York moves, 
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in line 4 of section 1, to strike out ‘‘ March’’ and insert “July.” The 
question is on that amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. MILLER. I call for the yeasand nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired generally with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. His colleague [Mr. WHITTHORNE] can not 
advise me how he would vote if present; but I learn from some of his 
friends that he would probably vote in favor of the bill, as I would. I 
feel, under the circumstances, justified in voting ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BERRY. I was requested by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
WHITTHORNE] to say that he was paired with the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. KENNA. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired on all ques- 
tions, as I before announced, with the Senator from California [ Mr. 
STANFORD]. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. SPOONER. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE]. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] is 
called to his home by the sudden sickness of his mother, and requested 


me to make that announcement to the Senate. On political questions 
he is paired. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 11; as follows: _ 

YEAS—34. 
Allison, Dawes, Hampton, Payne, 
Berry, Dolph, Hawley, Platt, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Hoar, Teller, 
Cameron, Fair, Ingalls, Vest, 
Cheney, Farwell, Jonesof Arkansas, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, e, Manderson, Williams 
Coke, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa, 
Conger, Gray, Morgan, 
Cullom, Hale, Palmer, 
NAYS—11. 
Blackburn, Evarts, Saulsbury, Van Wyck, 
1 Kenna, Sewell, Walthall, 
Eustis, Miller, Vance, 
ABSENT—31. 2 

Aldrich, George, Mahone, Sabin, 
Beck, Gorman, Maxey. Sawyer, 
Blair, Har Mitchell of Pa., Sherman, 
Brown, Harrison, orrill, Spooner, 
Butler, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Stanford, 
Camden, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, Whitthorne, 
Chace, McMillan, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, McPherson, Riddleberger, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. PALMER. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and 
ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PALMER, Mr. 
GRAY, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills this day received from the House of Représenta- 
tives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred as indicated 
below: 

The bill (H. R. 9324) to carry into effect the international conven- 
tion of the 14th of March, 1884, for the protection of submarine cables— 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (H. R. 9414) for the relief of John A. Thompson—to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 8976) to incorporate the Washington Cable Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The bill (H. R. 6393) to authorize the Fort Worth and Denver City 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other pu , was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COKE. The Committee on Indian Affairs have already reported 
a bill almost exactly like that, and I ask that it go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, SEWELL in the chair), The bill 
will be placed on the Calendar. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR LOGAN. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 20,000 of the eulogies upon General John A. Logan, delivered in 
the Senate February 9, 1837, be immediately printed for the use of the Senate, 


RAILROADS THROUGH THE CŒUR D’ALENE RESERVATION. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays betore the Senate the 


unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the At- 
lantic and Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I ask consent of the Senate to take up at 
this time Order of Business 1985, being the bill (S. 3041) granting 
right of way fora railroad through an Indian reservation and will 
occupy but a moment, I imagine it will not require a single minute 
for discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to taking up the 
billindicated by the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair heats no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, The objection was made after the an- 
nouncement by the Chair that there was no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri was not going to object, and therefore announced 
the decision of the Chair on that basis. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, This bill will not occupy more than a 
minute or two of time; and while it is a matter of local importance 
only, itis of very great importance to the people interested. There 
can be no question about it, and no objection to it. I hope the Sena- 
tor from Missouri will not insist on his objection. 

Mr. VEST. If there is to be no debate, and if we can take a vote at 
once, I shall not object. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. I will agree to that. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3041) granting the Spokane and Pa- 
louse Railway Company the right of way through the Cœur d’ Alene 
Indian Reservation. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the right of way is hereby granted to the Spokane and Palouse Railway 
Sone y, acorporation organized and existing under the laws of the Territory of 
Washington, for the extension of its railroad 


ugh the lands in Idaho setapart 
for the use of the Cœur d’ Alene Indians by executive order dated , commonly 
known as the Cœur d'Alene reservation, beginning ata point on the westerly 
line of said reservation where the track of the Spokane and Palouse Railway 
(said track being from a point at or near the track of the Spokane and Palouse 
Railway at or near Spangle Station to the city of Wardner, Idaho Territory) 
would strike said line, running thence in a northeasterly direction by the most 
practicable route to the northerly line of said reservation. 

Sro. 2. That the right of way hereb: | Mewes pe to said company shall be 75 
feet in width on each side of the central line of said railroad as aforesaid; and 
said company shall also have the right to take from said lands adjacent to the 
line of said road material, stone, earth, and timber necessary for the construc- 
tion of said railroad ; pee begga adjacent to such right of way for station 
buildings, depots, machin ops, side-tracks, turnouts, and water-stations, not 
tu ex in amount £00 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, 
to the extent of one station for each 10 miles of its road. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of way, and pro- 
vide the time and manner for the penons thereof; but no right of any kind 
shall vest in said railway company in or to any part of the right of way herein 
provided for until plats thereof, made upon actual survey for the definite loca- 
tion of such railroad, and including the points for station buildings, depots, 
machine-shops, side-tracks, turnouts, and water-stations, shall be filed with and 
appro’ by the Secretary of the Interior, which approval shall be made in 
writing and be open for the in: ion of any party interested therein, and un- 
til the compensation aforesaid been fixed and paid; and the surveys, con- 
struction, and operation of such railroad shall be conducted with due regard 
for the rights of the Indians, and in accordance with such rulesand regulations 
as the Secretary of the Interior may make to carry out this provision. 

Sec, 4. That said company shall not assign or transfer or mo: this right 
of way for any purpose whatever until said road shall be compl $ Provided, 
That the company may mortgage said franchise, together with the rolling-stock, 
for money to construct and complete said road: And provided further, That the 
right granted herein shall be lostand forfeited by said company unless the road 
as constructed and in running order within two years from the passage of this 
a 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move to fill the blank, in line 8 of sec- 
tion 1, by inserting the words ‘‘ November 8, 1873,” and I also send up 
certain amendments which are agreed on by the committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 8 of section 1 it is proposed to fill the 
blank by inserting ‘‘ November 8, 1873.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The other amendments referred to 
by the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 4, of the committee’s amend- 
ment, after the word ‘‘ thereof,” it is proposed to insert: 

And also toascertain and fix the amount of compensation to be made indi- 
vidual members of the tribe for damages sustained by them by reason of the 
construction of said road. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment is, at the end of section 
3 of the committee’s amendment, to add: 

Provided, That the President of the United States may, in his discretion, re- 
quire that the consent of the Indians to said right of way shall be obtained by 
said railroad company, in such manner as he may prescribe, before any right 
under this act shal! accrue to said company. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment is toadd as new sections 
the following: 

Sec. 5. That said railway company shall accept this A fo of way upon the ex- 
pressed condition, binding upon itself, its successors and assigns, that they will 
neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking toward the chan; or 
extinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will not at- 
tempt to secure from the Indian tribes any further grant of land or its oceu- 
pancy than is hereinbefore provided; Provided, That any violation of the con- 
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dition mentioned in this section shall operans as a forfeiture of all the rightsand 
privi of said railway company under this act. 

Sec. 6. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this act, 
Sxc. 7. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. Regular order! 

Mr. CAMERON. Task consent of the Senator from Missouri to let 
me call up Senate bill 3234, Order of Business 2063. It will not take 
three minutes to pass the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. [hope the Senator from Missouri will yield to the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. ` I have another bill in my hands in ex- 
actly the same words as the bill just passed, except that it provides for 
a different railroad company across the same reservation to a different 
point. There can be no objection to it, and it will only take the time 
necessary to read the bill. It was reported at the same time as the 
other bill from the Committee on Indian Affairs, and there can be no 
objection to it from anybody. Itis Senate bill 3026, Calendar No. 1986. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill will 
be taken up. 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3026) granting to the Washington 
and Idaho Railroad Company the right of way through the Cœur 
d'Alene Indian reservation. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 


That the tight of way is hereby granted, as hereinafter set forth, to the Wash- 
ington and Idaho Railroad Company, a corporation organized andexisting un- 
der the laws of the Territory of Washington, for the extension of its railroad 
through the lands in Idaho Territory set apart for the use of the Cœur d'Alene 
Indians by executive order dated —,—,, commonly known as the Cœur 
d'Alene Indian reservation, beginning at a point on the westerly line of said 
reservation, near the junction of the Washington and Idaho Railroad with the 
Idaho branch of said road, near Lone Pine, in Washin Territory, and run- 
ning thence in a northerly direction across the Cœur d’Alene Indian reserva- 
tion to a point near the mouth of the Saint Joseph's River, on the Cœur d’Alene 
Lake; thence in a northeasterly direction along the east side of the Cœur 
d'Alene Lake to the Cœur d'Alene River, and thence in a generally easterly 
direction, by the Cœur d'Alene Mission, to the east line of the reservation. 

Src. 2. That the right of way hereby granted to said company shall be 75 feet 
in width on each side of the central line of said railroad as aforesaid; and said 
company shall also have the right to take from said lands adjacent to the line 
of said road material, stone, earth, and timber necessary for the construction of 
said railroad; also ground adjacent to such right of way for station buildings, de- 
pots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turnouts, and water stations, not to ex: in 
amount 300 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for cach station, to the extent 
of one station for each 10 miles of road. 

Sec, 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of way, and pro- 
vide the time and manner for the payment thereof; but no right of any kind 
shall vest in said railway company in or to any part of the right of way herein 

rovided for until plats thereof, made upon actual survey for the definite loca- 
Hon of such railroad, and including the points for station-buildin, depots. 
DAOSO PODR POSTAO; turnouts, and water-stations, shall be filed with and 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, which approval shall be made in 
writing and beopen for the inspection of any party interested therein, and until 
the compensation aforesaid has been fixed and paid; and the surveys, construc- 
tion, and operation of such railroad shall be conducted with due regard for the 
rights of the Indians, and in accordance with such rules and regulations as the 

of the Interior may make to carry out this provision. 

Seo, 4. That said company shall not assign or transfer or mortgage this ch ary 
of way for any purpose whatever until said road shall be completed: Provided, 
That the company may mortgage said franchise, together with the rollin: k, 
for money to construct and complete said road: And provided further, the 
right granted herein shall be lost and forfeited by said company unless the road 
is constructed and in running order across said reservation within two years 
from the passage of this act, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I movein section 3, line 4, of the amend- 
ment, after the word ‘‘ thereof,’ to insert: 

And also to ascertain and fix the amount of com 
vidual members of the tribe for damages sustaine 
construction of said road, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. At the end of section 3 of the amend- 
ment I move to add: 

Provided, That the President of the United States may, in his discretion, re- 
quire that the consent of the Indians to said right of way shall be obtained by 
said railroad onan» in such manner as he may prescribe, before any right 
under this act shall accrue to said company. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I move to insert as additional sections 
what I send to the desk. 
The CHIEF CLERK. 

lowing: 

Sec, 5. That said railway company shall accept this right of way upon the 
the expressed condition, binding upon itself, its successors and assigns, that 
they will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking toward the chan; 
ing or extinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will 
not attempt to secure from the Indian tribes any further grant of land or its oc- 
eupancy n is hereinbefore provided: Provided, That any violation of the 
condition mentioned in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights 
and privileges of said railway company under this act. 

Src. 6. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this act, 

Sec. 7. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


nsation to be made indi- 
by them by reason of the 


It is proposed to add as new sections the fol- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a blank in lines 8 and 9 of 
section 1.° 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I move to strike out the word “dated,” 
in line 8 of section 1, so as to read: 

For the extension of its railroad through the lands in Idaho Territory set apart 


for the use of the Cœur d'Alene Indians by executive order, commonly known 
as the Cœur d'Alene Indian reservation, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made. 
The amendment as amended was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 8th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 54) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
Indians on the various reservations and to extend the protection of the 
laws of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for 
other purposes. 

It also announced that the following bills, having been received by 
the President January 27, 1887, and not having been returned by him 
to the House in which they originated within the ten days prescribed by 
the Constitution, they had become laws without his approval, namely: 
An act (S. 2098) for the relief of Rosella E. Hibbert; and 
An act (S. 2301) granting a pension to Lucy E. Anderson. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CAMERON. Now, I ask the Senate to consider Order of Busi- 
ness 2063, being the bill (S. 3234) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable building 
for a post-office and other Government offices in the city of Scranton, 
Pa.,” approved July 27, 1882. 

Mr. VEST. Will it lead to any discussion? 

Mr. CAMERON. None whatever. If it does I will withdraw it. 

Mr. VEST. I will not give way to anybody else. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iask the Senator from Missouri whether it is his 
purpose to go on with the regular order or not? 

Mr. VEST. It is my purpose. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then the Senator ought to call for it, because 
many Senators have left the Chamber supposing that bill was to pro- 
ceed and that the debate would go on; but if it is to be relinquished 
we all ought to know it so that there may be a chance to get at the 
Calendar. I hope the Senator from Missouri will either proceed with 
the discussion of that bill or allow us to have it laid aside until the 
following day, so that we may go to the Calendar for those bills in 
which we are concerned. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from Kan- 
sas for his advice to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object to the bill of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. CAMERON. I know you do, and I thank you for that, too. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order will be proceeded 
with, 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship- 
Railway Company, and for other purposes, the pending question being 
on the amendment proposed by Mr. VEST to the amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce, to add as an additional section: 

Sec. —. That if stock to the amount of $10,000,000 shall not be subscribed, and 
10 per cent, thereof actually paid in, before the expiration of two years nextafter 
the passage of this act, or if the work of constructing said railway shall not be 
actually commenced before and be in progress at the expiration of four years 
next after tle of this act, the said corporation shall be deemed to have 
expired by limitation, and all its franchises and privileges shall be dcemed to 
have absolutely ceased and become determined. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I feel it to be my duty to make a 
few remarks in support of the pending measure in charge of the dis- 
tinguished Senator [Mr. Vest] from the State of Missouri, in which 
is located the city of Saint Louis, the capital of the Mississippi Valley 
of the North; while I have the honor in part to represent the State of 
Louisiana, in which is situated the city of New Orleans, the gate-way 
of the great valley and the emporium of our Mexican Gulf. There 
is no portion of the American people, or of the world, having such an 
abiding interest in the bill before the Senate as the inhabitants of the 
valley that stretches from the Alleghany to the Rocky Mountains. 
destined to become the scene of man’s greatest achievements. 

There have been observations and explorations of ten different routes 
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across the isthmus which separates North from South America. Geo- 
graphically, from north toward the south, they are situated in the fol- 
lowing order: 

1. The Isthmus of Tehuantepec. _ 

2, The Nicaragua route via Lake Nicaragua. 

3. The Isthmus of Panama. 

4, The San Blas and Chepo route. 

5. Caledonian and Morti routes. 

6. Caledonian and Sucubti routes. 

7. The so-called Du Puydt route. 

8. The Cacarica and Luyra route. 

9. The Atrato and Fernando route. 

19. The Atrato-Napipi route. > ‘ 

Only four of these routes have been commended to the consideration 
of the people of the United States—the Tehuantepec, the Panama, the 
Nicaragua, and the Atrato-Napipi routes. We are to consider now the 
Tehuantepec route. j : 

The pending bill, a copy of which I hold in my hand, recites the 
fact that the Government of Mexico has granted to James B. Eads, and 
to such company as he may organize, a concession, containing certain 
powers, rights, and privileges in the matter of the construction and 
operation of a ship-railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, with 
the accessory railway lines, of telegraph and water privileges, and has 
authorized the said Eads to obtain a charter for said company, either 
in Mexico or elsewhere; and constitutes James B. Eads and certain 
persons named therein, and such others as may hereafter be associated 
with them, a body corporate and politic, in deed and law, under and 
by the name, style, and title of the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Railway 
Company. 

That is the whole purpose and effect of this legislation. It grants a 
charter, and nothing more—not a dollar of money or of credit; not a 
grant of any kind whatsoever; not even a single privilege to certain 
citizens of the United States who have embarked with Captain Eads 
in the enterprise of building a ship-railway across the Isthmus of Te- 
huantepec; so that it must be plain and placed beyond all dispute that 
the Government is asked for nothing except this simple act of incor- 
poration, and the only question before us is whether we shall grant it 
or not. 

Now, Mr. President, inasmuch as every one of the competing routes 
across this narrow Cordilleras range of mountains presents many novel 
and difficult questions for the solution of which engineering science has 
been brought to bear, I do not think it would be expedient or proper for 
me to attempt to explain to the Senate the principles upon which the 
ship-railway is defended. Indeed, I think I may safely say that what- 
ever may be the preferences of Senators, we shall find ourselves com- 
pelled finally to trust largely to the reputation and standing of the 
particular engineers by whom these several routes are advocated. We 
are not trained engineers or experts, nor can we become practically ac- 
quainted with the topography of the country through which these 
routes pass, and therefore it would seem the dictate of prudence and 
of good common sense that the Senate should deal rather with the po- 
litical and commercial and financial aspects of any proposition sub- 
mitted to our consideration than with those that relate to the engineer- 
ing difficulties, ] 

I speak of these problems in engineering science with certain re- 
serve, for while there are things that are manifestly impossible, and 
others that would seem improbable, there are still others which are 
involved in doubts that appear to be almost evenly balanced. In the 
latter category may be classed these four competing routes, but I con- 
fess the Tehuantepec route appears the most practicable, and sanctioned 
by the weight of the highest authorities. All of these enterprises 
commend themselves to my sense of justice and sympathy. I can not 
but look back with ever-increasing admiration and wonder upon the 
sublime faith which led Columbus over the trackless ocean to explore a 
shorter route to the Indies, under the inspiration of which he became 
the discoverer of the New World. I have never read the story of Will- 
iam Patterson, who ventured to establish a colony from Scotland on 
the shores of Darien, in the seventeenth century, and the dazzling 
visions of wealth and empire that led him and his associates to unex- 
ampled disaster, without feeling some sympathy for the fate of the 
brave adventurer who had y acquired renown enough for one life, 
by conceiving the plan of a national bank, which, after having been 
examined and approved by the most eminent statesmen that sat in the 
Parliament house at Westminster, and by the most eminent merchants 
on the London exchange, was carried into practical execution with 
signal success, and the Bank of England stands a monument to his 


genius. 

And should Monsieur De Lesseps, after having performed the most 
beneficent work and solved the most difficult problem of engineeri 
by building the Suez Canal, succeed in the magnificent enterprise of 
constructing a sea-level canal across the Panama route, he will be en- 
titled to rank as the first among all the engineers who ever lived, and 
to be regarded as one of the benefactors of his kind. He will deserve a 
monument to be erected by the contributions of all the leading nations 
of the earth, for the accomplishment of so vast an undertaking, and for 
having dedicated it to the free and equal enjoyment of the people of all 


nations, with exclusive privileges for none. The neutrality which has 
been imposed upon the canal at Panama is a most far-sighted act, and 
will reflect almost as much credit upon the sagacious statesmanship of 
De Lesseps as the work itself shall upon his genius as an engineer. 

The very conception of the enterprise is Napoleonic in its boldness, 
and for one I trust that success may be his reward. To remove the - 
barrier that separates the modern from the ancient world, an isthmus 


standing— 
Between two kindred seas 
Which, mounting, view'd each other from afar 
And long’d to meet— 


isa task that should commend him to the good opinion of all man- 
kind without reference to nationalities; for an open canal at Panama 
would benefit the nations of Europe—England, France, Spain, and Ger- 
many—quite as much, if not more, than the United States. We have 
safe transit by rail with our Pacific Coast, while, with the exception of 
Great Britain, all other European nations—Spain, Germany, Italy— 
can only reach the Pacific Ocean by way of Cape Horn. The Panama 
Canal is, in effect, for the benefit of European commerce and trade, 
affording a shorter route to the coast. 

But, Mr. President, the proposition before us is one presented by our 
own ‘countrymen, by citizens of the United States, among whom are 
many from my own city and State whom I know personally or by 
reputation as gentlemen of the very highest respectability and stand- 
ing, and with the highest sense of responsibility. I see among the in- 
corporators the names of many who are honored in every walk of life. 
And I must confess that when I notice so many substantial and intelli- 
gent citizens of the United States exhibiting such confidence in the 
enterprise as to lend their names to it, and to embark their fortunes in 
it, I feel that the Senate of the United States may well dismiss all ap- 
prehension as to the feasibility of the plan as well as to its practica- 
bility and economy. 

Captain Eads is no stranger to the people of the Mississippi Valley. 
Indeed, sir, his name has become a honsehold word in all lands as the 
most distinguished engineer that America has produced. The faith 
that the people of the Mississippi Valley repose in him is not blind, 
but grows out of the tests which they have seen applied. They saw 
the genius of Eads convey the railroads in an unbroken and continu- 
ous line over the Mississippi River by a bridge which at the time it was 
built was considered a miracle of engineering skill and audacity. I 
am not surprised, therefore, to observe that the Senator from Mis- 
souri, whose good fortune it is to pass over this bridge whenever he 
returns to his own home, should be impressed with a sincere regard 
and admiration for Captain Eads. f 

Butstill a greater work than that was reserved for him to accomplish. 
In spite of the forebodings of the people and of the condemnation of 
the trained engineers of the Army, with a self-reliance that is always 
one of the elements of genius, he undertook to give to the people of the 
great valley a deep and unimpeded entrance into the Mexican Gulf, 
lifting away the sand-bar from the mouth of the river, by harnessing up 
its own forces, within the space of a few mouths, that had been accu- 
mulating since the birth of the continent; and the people of that 
valley possess the best harbor on the coast of the United States, and 
in a few years more, when his plan shall have been applied to the im- 
provement of their great highway, deepening and preserving it, the 
citizens of Cairo and Saint Louis will enjoy all the advantages of sea- 
ports. I think, therefore, that the Senate may pass over, without 
much discussion, the poeno which is before us, so far as it rests 
upon the principles of finance or the principles of engineering. 

I called attention at the outset of my remarks to the fact that this 
company was to be incorporated in order to enable them to accept with 
greater security certain concessions which had been granted by the 
Government of the Republicof Mexico. Itmay be well, before proceed- 
ing further, to ascertain precisely what these concessions are in sub- 
stance and effect, and in order to measure and appreciate them fully let 
us place ourselves in the position of Mexico, and imagine for a moment 
that the corporation consisted of citizens of Mexico desired to acquire 
a transit through any portion of our territory, as of Florida, for instance, 
from one point on the ocean to another. 

I observe in looking over the paper containing the concessions that 
Mexico has granted to Captain Eads, or the company organized by him, 
first, a right of way across the isthmus, half a mile in width, more or 
less; secondly, all the materials that may be found upon the lands ad- 
jacent thereto, for the construction of these works; thirdly, exemption 
of the property and capital stock of the company from taxation during 
the period of the grant, namely, ninety-nine years; fourthly, the right 
to import upon the isthmus, free of duty, any and all materials neces- 
sary for the construction and operation of the railroad and its appur- 
tenances; fifthly, the exemption from all export duty of the silver and 
bullion used by the company either in payment of dividends to stock- 
holders or debts contracted by the company abroad; sixthly, a subven- 
tion of 2,700,000 acres of the public lands, 

In my judgment these are important and substantial grants, rights, 
and privileges, and I may add overtures, made by the Government of 
Mexico to these citizens of the United States. ‘The proposition is there- 
fore to be commended, not only because it is made to us by our own 
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citizens for a patriotic and beneficent purpose, but also because they 
hayesecured in aid of the ente important advantages and valuable 
grants from the Republic of Mexico. Why should we refuse this act 
of rotenone It commits our Government to no responsibility, 
while it holds out the prospects of vast benefits to be conferred upon the 
people of our country and upon our whole country as a nation. 

I am in favor of this bill, and of the Tehuantepec route because of 
its geographical proximity to our own country. It comes nearer to 
being an extension of our own coast line between our Eastern and 
Western ions than any other route. A continuation of the Mis- 
sissippi River in nearly a direct line would cross the isthmus along 
this route. In point of fact, when completed, the people of the Mis- 
sissippi Valley will enjoy the benefits of a great highway directly into 
the Pacific as well as into the Atlantic Ocean. A vessel sailing from 
New Orleans to San Francisco by the Tehuantepec route will follow a 
circuit 1,250 miles shorter than by the Nicaragua route, and 2,250 
miles shorter than by the Panama route. 

Besides, the Tehuantepec route is further removed from that remark- 
able calm that prevails on the Pacific Ocean in the proximity of the 
isthmus, where Matthew Maury has related that sailing vessels have 
been becalmed days, weeks, and months at atime. The shortening 
of the distance between our emporium on the Gulf of Mexico and our 
emporium on the Pacific Sea would of itself, in the course of ten years, 
when you consider the immense commerce—for time is money—save a 
sum suflicient to pay a dividend upon the cost of the work itself. 

Iam in favor of this measure because the Tehuantepec route would be 
more easily defended than any otherontheisthmus. Wherever, at any 
poins on the American continent, the infantry of the United States can 

assembled, wherever the troops may be dispatched on the main- 
land, that point will be absolutely defensible against any power in the 
world. Should we adopt this route a column of musketry could be 
moved from Texas by railway to the city of Mexico, thence to Vera 
Cruz, and thence by the projected railway within 109 miles of the 
Tehuantepec route. Our mounted infantry and horse artillery could 
be brought into requisition, transferred, and supplied without diffi- 
culty. In fact, all the resources of the people of the United States 
might be concentrated without any difficulty in defense of the Te- 
huantepec route. 

Railways have changed the art of war in many respects, and in none 
so much as in the facility with which not only troops may be moved, 
but may be supplied with commissary, and quartermaster, and ordnance 
stores. When an army has a railway in its rear, its true base is there. 
If we were called upon to defend the Nicaragua route we would have to 
move troops 700 miles below the Tehuantepec route, over almost im- 
passable mountains, pestilential swamps, tropical heats, and a country 
teeming with diseases, and as inaccessible and impenetrable as the jun- 
gles of Africa. Else we should be compelled to adopt the alternative of 
making a contest for our supremacy on the sea, and to maintain a navy 
equal to that of Great Britain. In matters of this kind itis the part of 
statesmanship not to appeal to national vanity and to the instinctive 
heroism of the people, but to their sober common sense, which should 
weigh the advantages and disadvantages of every transaction in which 
the national honor and interest were to be involved. 

The Senator from Alabama referred to the great inland lake of Nica- 
ragua as affording a rendezvous for fleets. I must confess that I have 
no knowledge of naval warfare, but it does seem to me that if I were 
charged with the management or conduct of the American Navy in the 
administration of the Government, in the event of war with a foreign 
power, it would require the earnest recommendation of every admiral 
and every commodore in the service to induce me to.issue an order that 
our Navy should be concentrated in a lake midway between the two 
oceans, where it might be blockaded and rendered useless or paralyzed. 
The most difficult task ever imposed upon the commander is to defend 
a fixed position, while his adversary is left free to avail himself of such 
movements as may inflict the most damage upon the enemy. 

The Tehuantepec route is quite within the Gulf of Mexico. The 
other routes are beyond it, and commanded and blockaded by British 
possessions. In the event of a naval contest we could equip and send 
forth from the ports on the Gulf and concentrate between the straits of 
Florida and Yucatan a naval force in a very short time, within easy 
supporting distance, that would fitly embody the whole power of our 
people on the sea. Cuba must be regarded as part of the mainland, 
owing to its proximity to our coast and to the fact that it commands 
both the entrance of the Gulf of Mexico by the straits of Florida and 
the straits of Yucatan, as well as the mouth of the Mississippi River, 
standing in of our trade and commerce precisely as it would 
with to Great Britain ifsituated at the mouth of the Suez Canal 
orinthe British Channel. With Cuba in our possession the Tehuantepec 
route would be as secure from the interference of any European nation 
as the Mississippi River itself or the harbor of Boston. 

I am in favor of this bill and of this route, because it is offered to us 
by our sister republic, our nearest and our strongest neighbor. The 
highest considerations of public policy, of humanity and civilization con- 
cur in urging us to establish the most cordial relations of friendship and 
amity with the people of Mexico. They are our neighbors; their gov- 
ernment is modeled upon ours; their destiny is inseparably linked with 


ourown. They cherish in the main the same aspirations for freedom 
and independence of all control upon the part of European nations. 


We can greater confidence in the guarantees and assurances of the 
Mexican Government than in those which are south of Mexico. She 
has wt ulation of nine million e, 3 brave and efficient army, and 
vari i te, large and undeveloped resources, and a future destiny 
well calculated to liberalize and elevate her statesmanship and to lead 
her under the influence of education, moral and material development, 
into a high rank among the nations of the earth. 

The people of Mexico are brave, generous, and magnanimous, and 
when their Government sees fit to make these liberal and large grants 
to our fellow-citizens I can not but regard such action as an evidence of 
good will and a token of friendship for the Government and people of 
our own country. It would be unwise and impolitic and ungenerous 
on our part to reject such overtures. Ourown Government in the year 
1849 offered to the Government of Mexico $15,000,000 for the right of 
transit through this route which we can secure now without paying a 
farthing for it. Mr, Webster declared, in his speech delivered in the 
Senate January 31, 1849, that— 

I do not mean to say, sir, that there may not be several modes of establishin 
a communication with the Pacific coast are equally desirable. I am will- 
ing to say, on the other hand, that I have regarded the subject of a communi- 
eation from the Atlantic to the Pacific, by way of Tehuantepec, as preferable 
on account of its being nearer to our ports on the Gulf; and I will add, that if 
the proposition for a railroad were now before us, connecting the two oceans 
by t route, and the project had advanced so far that we could pronounce it 
to be practicable, I should give it my most hearty support. 


Again he said: 

And I again, if there were a proposition now before us for the other 
route, and if that proposition were in as advanced a state as this, and if we 
were to have but one, I would give the preference to the route by Tehuante- 
pec. 

On the 16th of December, 1879, the House of Representatives ap- 
pointed a select committee of eleven members to examine into the 
whole subject of a suitable route for the construction of an inter-oceanic 
route across the American Isthmus, of which the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. ConGER] and the Senator from Maine [Mr, FRYE], both of 
whom, as we all know, have given particular attention to every sub- 
ject relating to our commerce, were members. The advocates of all 
the different plans and routes appeared before that committee, includ- 
ing Admiral Ammen, De Lesseps, and Captain Eads. That committee 
gave to each and all a patient hearing, and made an exhaustive investi- 
gation of the whole subject. They reported in favor of the Tehuantepec 
route, 

I am in favor of this route and measure because it conforms more 
closely to the traditional policy of our Government and people and to 
the requirements of the Constitution. We had at the outset the option 
to follow the example of the mother country and to enter upon a career 
of conquest by sea and by land, or to confine ourselves to this continent 
and to the slow and sure development of our own resources, absorbing, 
as our population increaséd, territory that was adjacent to us and con- 
solidating and perfecting our institutions. 

There can be no doubt that under the Constitution of the United 
States power was vested in the Federal Government to determine for 
itself, responsible of course to the people, the measure of its jurisdic- 
tion in respect of our relations with foreign nations under the treaty- 
making power and under the power to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, 

It is true that among the enumerated powers we do not find that of 
creating corporations. But we do find there, says Mr. Story, the great 
powers to lay and collect taxes; to borrow money; to regulate com- 
merce; to declare and conduct war, and to raise and support armies and 
navies. 

It was settled upon the celebrated and unanswerable argument of 
Alexander Hamilton, in February, 1791, that the Government pos- 
sessed the power under the Constitution to createa corporation nécessary 
and proper in the judgment of Congress to carry into execution any of 
tos enumerated powers. In that argument Mr. Hamilton observed 
that— 


The fact, for instance, that all the principal commercial nations have made 
use of trading corporations or companies for the purpose of external commerce 
is a satisfactory proof that the lishment of them is an incident to the gs 
ation of commerce. This other fact, that are a usual instrument in the 
administration of national finances, and an ordinary and the most effectual in- 
strument of loans, and one which to this country has been found essential, pleads 
strongly against the supposition thata government clothed with most of the 
important prerogatives of sovereignty, in relation to its revenues, its debts, its 
credit, its defense, its trade, its intercourse with foreign natigns is forbidden 
to make use of that instrument as an appendage to its own authority. 


Both Story and Kent have approved and strongly re-enforced the 
position taken by Mr. Hamilton under the sanction of President Wash- 
ington. Kent says, in Lecture 12, volume 1, page 253: 

The power of creating a corporation, though appertaining to sovereigty, was 
not a great, substantive, and independant power, but merely a means by which 
other objects wereaccomplished. If the end be legitimate and within the scope 
of the Constitution, all means which are appropriate and plainly adapted to 
this end and which are not prohibited are lawful; and a corporation was a 
means not less usual nor of higher dignity nor more requ a particular 
specification than other means. A national bank was a convenient, a useful, 
and ae instrument in the prosecution of the fiscal operations of the Gov- 
ernment, 


1580 


And so when the question was brought before theSupreme Court for 
adjudication, in the case of McCulloch vs. The State of Maryland (U. S. 
8. C. R., volumes 14-17, page 314), and again in the case of Osborn et al. 
vs. The Bank of the United States (U. S. S. C. R., volumes 22-25, page 
741), these views were embodied as the judgment of thatcourt. It was 
decided that the power of establishing a corporation is not a distinct 
sovereign power or end of government, but only the means of carrying 
into effect other powers which are sovereign. Whenever it becomes an 
appropriate means of exercising any of the powers given by the Con- 
stitution to the Government of the Union, it may be exercised by that 
Government. 

‘The Constitution does not profess to enumerate the means by which 
the power it confers may be executed. If the means are appropriate 
the necessity is to be determined by Congress alone. The power of 
creating a corporation is an incident to the powers expressly given. 

Now if it be admitted that Congress may, in its discretion, create 
corporations for the government of the District of Columbia and of the 
Territories, or a national bank, or many banks, it surely will not be de- 
nied that Congress may create a corporation as one of the instruments 
to regulate our commerce with foreign nations. 

For it can never be forgotten that the Government of the Union as 
it exists to-day found its origin in the necessities of commerce and 
trade, and that it was ordained not only to secure the rights and liber- 
ties of the people and safety of the States but also to regulate and fos- 
ter American commerce. We may charter steamship companies, whose 
steamers may navigate not only the wide ocean but the narrow straits, 
the rivers and bays of foreign nations, and rest safe in their harbors. 
We may incorporate canal and railway companies to overcome or re- 
move particular obstacles to the flow of ourcommerce and trade around 
our coast lines, or that constitute a permanent barrier separating our 
possessions on the Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico from those on the Pa- 
cific Ocean. Hence, we find the Senator?from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], 
introducing on June 10, 1886, ‘‘a bill to incorporate the Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua.’ The preamble recites, ‘‘ Whereas it is deemed 
desirable for the public interest of the United States that a ship-canal be 
constructed between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans on what is known 
as the Nicaragua*route,’’ and so on; that certain persons (whose names 
are given) and all those persons who are or may be associated with 
them and their successors “‘are hereby created a body-corporate under 
the name and style of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua.’’ 

Now, the pending bill follows on the same line of constitutional guar- 
antee for the powers it confers. It creates certain persons (whose names 
are given) and such others as may be associated with them and their 
successors a body corporate and politic in deed and in law under and 
by the name, style, and title of *‘The Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Rail- 
way Company.” 

The power to incorporate one of these companies would appear to be 
competent to incorporate the other. They have the same domicile. 
They are to be composed of citizens of the United States. One is to 
build a ship railway, the other to construct a canal, both having the 
same object in view—namely, to facilitate American commerce. One 
is to pass through the neighboring Republic of Mexico, and the other 
through the more distant State of Nicaragua. How comes it then that 
the power to incorporate one of these companies can be easily found in 
the Constitution, but the power to incorporate the other can not be 
found? 

There is one wide and vital difference in the attitude presented by 
these two companies. The Tehuantepec Company seeks an act of in- 
corporation in order that it may more securely and certainly enjoy the 
valuable concessions granted to it already by the Government of Mex- 
ico, which I have already described; while the Nicaragua Company 
comes before us without a grant, without any right, benefit, privilege— 
not an assurance even of a thing from the feeble and unsteady republics 
of Nicaragua or Costa Rica. 

The Tehuantepec Company is already endowed with valuable rights 
and franchises, substantial gifts and exemptions, and securities from the 
neighboring Republic of Mexico, whose authority and independence are 
wholly indisputed, while the Nicaragua Company would lead us into 
all sorts of entangling alliances, into disputes and contentions, between 
that republic and her neighbors, and between all of them and Great 
Britain, and along a line of transit dominated by the adjacent posses- 
sions and naval power of Great Britain. 

But I do not propose to examine in detail the special features of dif- 
ference or mblance between the two companies. They are mat- 
ters of mere minutis, easily modified and amended in the progress of 
consideration to conform to the requirements usually impressed upon all 
corporations for the protection of the stockholders and the public. I 
am explaining now the constitutional grounds upon which the pending 
legislation rests, 

o statesman has illustrated the amplitude of this power more fully 
than John C. Calhoun, whom John Quincy Adams characterized as the 
most philosophical mind of America. In his work on the Constitution 


and Government of the United States, that profound statesman ob- 
serves: 
In deciding what powers ought and what ought not to be granted the leading 


principle undoubtedly was to delegate those only which could be more safely 
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or beneficially exercised for the common good of all the States by the joint or 
eral government of all, than by the separate government of each State; 
eaving all others to the seyeral States reg ively. The object was not to 
supersede the separate governments of the tes, but to establish a joint sup- 
plemental government; in order to do that which either could not be done at 
all or as safely and well done by them as by a joint government of all. This 
leading principle embraced two t divisions of power, which may be said to 
comprehend all, or nearly all, the delegated powers, either directly or as a 
means to carry them into execution. One of them embraces all the powers ay 
rtaining to the relations of the States with the rest of the world, called their 
orei; ions; and the other, of an internal character, embraces such as ap- 
pertain to the exterior relations of the States with each other. 

Itis clear that both come within the leading principle, as each is of a descrip- 
tion which the States, in their separate character, are either incompetent to ex- 
ercise consistently with their mutual peace, safety, and prosperity. Indeed,so 
strong and universal has this opinion been, in reference to the powers apper- 
taining to their foreign relations, that, from the Declaration of Independence to 
the presenttime, in all the changes through which they have Gand the Union 
has exclusive ch: of this great division of powers. To therest ofthe world 
the States composing this Union are now, and ever haye been, known in no other 
than their united, confederated character. Abroad—to the rest of the world— 
they are but one. 


If we had adopted the policy which some statesmen have advocated 
and which some Senators still advocate we might to-day boast of more 
splendid achievements and of great armies and navies, with colonial em- 
pires and dependencies beyond the seas, with conquests on every land 
under the sun, holding in subjection to our power vast populations 
wholly unfitted to participate in the responsibilities and strenuous du- 
ties of self-government and without representation in either House of 
Congress. We might perhaps have eclipsed Great Britain, of whom 
Mr. Webster says: 

For 
Rl pny mye ed etme tee re 
her possessions and mili posts, whose morning drum-beat, following the 


sun and keeping company with the hours, circles the earth with one continuous 
and unbroken strain of the martial airs of England. 


But under the lead of the sagacious statesmen who gave direction to 
the Government of the Union in its infancy a different policy prevailed. 
Intent upon laying the foundations of our institutions in the rights and 
liberties of the people and in erecting the surest safeguards for their 
protection and preservation, they turned their backs upon these daz- 
zling visions of empire and adopted the homely and wise maxim of neu- 
trality and non-interference in the affairs of other nations. George 
Washington laid it down as fundamental that neutrality was the true 
policy of the people of the United States, and he persisted in this course 
even against the appeals of the agents of France, the generous and gal- 
lant nation which had assisted us to achieve our independence. 

Nothing perhaps in his wonderful career so illustrates the firmness 
and sagacity of the Father of his Country, Ata later period another 
President, Mr. Monroe, deemed it proper to make the fitting declara- 
tion, now known to all nations as the Monroe doctrine, which announces 
that while we will not intervene in the affairs of Europe or form en- 
tangling alliances with other nations or become involved in questions 
relating to the balance of power on the European continent, we will not 
permit European nations to suppress the efforts of the people to estab- 
lish institutions of self-government in the Western World. I will not 
detain the Senate to relate the circumstances which led to this famous 
declaration, but I think it proper to quote from the message of President 
Monroe to Congress at the commencement of the session of 1823-'24, 
which embodies the declaration I have referred to. 

In the message of President Monroe to Congress at the commence- 
ment of the session of 1823-24 the following passage occurs: 

In the wars of the European powers, in matters relating to themselves, we 
have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our policy soto do. It is 
only when our bs ah are invaded or seriously menaced that we resent injuries 
or make preparations fordefense. With the movements in this hemisphere we 
are of necessity more immediately connected, and by causes which must be ob- 
vious to all enlightened and impartial observers. ‘The political system of the 
allied powers is essentially different in this respect from thatof America. This 
difference proceeds from that which exists in their res; ive governments, 
And to the defense of our own, which has been achieved by the loss of so much 
blood and treasure and matured by the wisdom of their most enlightened citi- 
zens, and under which we have enjoyed such unexampled felicity, this whole 
nation is devoted, 

We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations existing botween 
the United States and those powers to declare that we should consider any at- 
tempt on their part to extend thetr ss to any portion of this hemisphere as 
dangerous to our peace and safety, With the existing colonies or dependencies 
of any European power, we have not interfered and shall not interfere. But 
the governments who have declared their independence and maintained it, 
and whose independence we have on great consideration and on just principles 
acknowledged, we could not view any interposition for the purpose of oppress- 
ing them, or controlling in any other manner their destiny, in any other light 
than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the United States, 

While we may have seemed in certain instances to have recoiled from 
the assertion of this doctrine, in the main it has been vindicated by 
eyery administration of the Government from the time it was announced 
to the present moment. I may state here that this declaration was 
submitted some time after it was made to the Mexican Government 
with the hope that it might receive the sanction of that government, 
but in this we were disappointed, and yet it can not be forgotten that 
it was owing to the saving power of this declaration and its reasser- 
tion by the American Government that France was induced to with- 
draw her armies from Mexico and the Mexican people were permitted 
again to enjoy their independence and ancient rights of local self govern- 
ment. 


1887. 
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Now, sir, in my judgment this Tehuantepec route with the conces- 

sions granted by the Mexican Government places in our hands the key 
of this political policy. It will bring to our co-operation as a firm ally 
in defense of this policy the strongest nation on this continent with the 
exception of our own. The Tehuantepec route is wholly within the 
Republic of Mexico, and the defense of it by the Mexican Government 
and people would afford to the United States almost a certain guaran- 
tee against any interference on the part of Great Britain or any one of 
the nations of Europe. It is well known to foreign nations that the 
Monroe doctrine has received the approbation and support of our ablest 
statesmen, especially of Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Webster, and Mr. Clay, and 
that it is cherished by the people of the United States, If, therefore, 
we incorporate this company and place it under the jurisdiction of a 
neiglporing republic with 9,000,000 of people adjoining our own posses- 
sions, with institutions similar to our own and aspirations like our own, 
we should havea powerfal ally to join hands with us in the defense and 
maintenance of our traditional policy. Asa matter of course, it would 
beincumbent upon the Government of the United States to protect any 
interests in the Tehuantepec route acquired by our citizens as we would 
protect the rights and interests of American citizens wherever they 
might be. 
But while I do not believe that any interference would be attempted 
by Great Britain in the event that we should adopt the Nicaragua route, 
yet we know very well that Great Britain lays claim to certain settle- 
ments and colonies along that route or adjacent to it and necessary to 
its independence, and that certain questions relating to it remain un- 
adjusted, involved in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. But the Government 
of Great Britain would be more likely to defer to our views and wishes 
respecting the route through the Republic of Mexico than she would 
respecting the route concerning which she has never relinquished her 
pretensions and over certain countries bordering upon which she claims 
a certain sovereignty. There is nota pretext upon which any European 
nation could claim to exercise any control over the transit through the 
territory of the independent Republic of Mexico. 

But it may be said that it would be better for us to bring all dis- 
puted points in connection with the routes through Central America 
to an issue with Great Britain at once, that our wisest policy would 
be to throw down the gauntlet to the Government of Great Britain and 
to try conclusions with her on the line of the Nicaragua route. 

I would not go out of my way, Mr. President, to pick a quarrel with 
Great Britain or any other nation in advance of the interests of our 
people or to provoke prematurely any collision with her or any other 
nation. We have had in the course of our history a great many per- 
plexing questions to settle with Great Britain. We have some at pres- 
ent pending, and there will ang! nover be a time when there will 
not arise difficulties to be adjusted between that government and our 
own. While I would not unnecessarily provoke a collision or rupture 
I would not at any time or under any circumstances shrink from the 
assertion of all of our national rights or from the defense of our honor 
or the interests of our citizens when invaded by any nation. 

But I have been struck by the philosophical observations of Mr. 
Calhoun upon the Oregon bill when it was before the Senate January 
24, 1843, as illustrating, perhaps, more forcibly the wisdom of our 
traditional policy, which is one of peaceful and powerful development. 
“ Time,” hesaid, ‘‘is acting for us, and if we shall have the wisdom to 
trust to its operation it will assert and maintain our right with resist- 
less force without conquest, a cent of money, ora drop of blood. There 
is often in the affairs of government more efficiency and wisdom in 
non-action than in action. All we want to effect our object in this 
case is a wise and masterly inactivity. 

‘Our population is rolling towards the shores of the Pacifie with an 
impetus greater than what we realize. It is one of those forward 
movements which leaves anticipation behind. In the period of thirty- 
two years which have elapsed since I took my seat in the other House 
the Indian frontier has receded a thousand miles to the West.’’ 

Where is the Indian frontier to-day? It has disappeared. Wehave 
no Indian frontier. We are a consolidated Republic from ocean to 

and great cities and great commonwealths look out upon the 
Pacific Sea. We have realized in our day and more than outstripped 
the prophetic ken of Edmund Burke, who, speaking in the British 
Parliament in 1775, said : 


Such is the strength with which population shoots in that part of the world, 
that, state the numbers as high as we will, while the dispute continues, the ex- 
seyoration ends. While weare discussing any given magnitude, they are grown 
to it. While we speed our time in deliberating on the mode of governing two 
millions, we shall find we have two millions more to manage. our children 
do not grow faster from infancy to manhood than they spread from families to 
communities, and from villages to nations. 


Another British statesman in our own time, not unlike Burke in the 
eomprehensiveness of his genius and matchless eloquence, fills up in 
glowing colors the magnificent outline portrayed by Burke himself. 
Mr. Gladstone, in a paper published in the North American Review of 
September, 1878, says: 

But there is no parallel in all the records of the world to the case of that pro- 
lifie British mother who has sent forth her innumerable children over all the 
earth to be the founders of half a dozen empires. She, with her progeny, may 


almost claim to constitute a kind of universal church in polities. But, among 
these children, there is one whose place in the world’s eye and in history is 


it is the American Republic. She is the eldest born. She has, tak- 
ity of her land into view as well as its mere measurement, a nat- 
ural base for the greatest continuous empire ever established by man. And it 
may be well here to mention, what has not always been sufficiently observed, 
that the distinction between continuous empire and empire severed and dis- 
persed over sea is vital. 

The development which the Republic has effected has been unexampled in its 
rapidity and force. While other countries have doubled, or at most trebled. 
their population, she has risen, during one single century of freedom, in round 
numbers, from two millions to forty-five. Asto riches, it is reasonable to es- 
preg ae from we Lacuna sone ot {he progress thus ior aoaea a pian for 

e future, and, reckon upon is, I suppose that the very nex an 
in the year 1880, will exhibit her to the world as certainly the wealthiest of 
the nations. Thehuge re of 1,000,000,000, which may be taken roundly as the 
annual income of the United Kingdom, has been reached at a surprising rate; 
arate which may perhaps be best expressed by saying that, if we had started 
forty or fifty years ago from zero, at the rate of our recent annual increment, we 
should now have reached our present position. 

But while we have been advancing with this portentous rapidity America is 
passing us by in a canter. Yet even now the work of searching the soil and 
the bowels of the territory, and Mwah he her enterprise throughout its vast 

, is in its infancy. The England and America of the present are prob- 


ex 
ably the two strongest nations of the world. But there can hardly be a doubt, 


a~ between the America and the England of the future, that the daughter, at 
some no very distant time, will, whether fairer or less fair, be unquestionably 
yet stronger than the mother. 


“ O mater forts filiæ fortior," 


But, sir, what has been the source of our mighty development? What 
has givenstrength and cohesion and growth to the people of this coun- 
try? Unquestionably a strict observance of the maxims of Washing- 
ton and of the fathers. We have sought to establish a continental sys- 
tem as opposed to a colonial system; development by accretion and 
not by colonization; by assimilation and not by distant conquest; by 
the orderly evolution of the inherent forces and elements of our na- 
tional life and institutions, and not by the acquisitions of distant lands 
and le, hanging about us as exotics, appendages, and parasites. 
We have resisted on all occasions the acquisition of territorial de- 
pendencies beyond the borders of the continent. 

The Senate rejected the treaty for the purchase of San Domingo and 
St. Thomas as being a eee from our traditional policy. Mr, Web- 
ster declared ‘‘ we should seek no peculiar advantages, no exclusive con- 
trol over the Hawiian Government, but be content with its independent 
existence.” And yet even while pursuing this conservative policy it 
must be confessed that there are epochs in our country’s history the 
contemplation of which in all future time must bring disquiet and re- 
gret—must bring pain and shame to the hearts of the lovers of free in- 
stitutions and of domestic peace and concord. Free from the burdens 
inherited by the people of modern Europe from medieval times; from 
old institutions founded in the denial of right and in the abuse of power; 
free from the ambition of dynasties, from class distinctions, from large 
standing armies to protect our independence; from jealous and grasp- 
ing neighbors, our statesmanship has already found itself incompetent 
to settle the perplexing questions which have arisen except by an ap- 
peal to the sword and by drenching our country in blood. 

What wars, what disasters would have befallen us if instead of pur- 
suing the lines laid down by Washington, and Jefferson, and Hamilton, 
we had embarked on an uncertain and dazzling career of foreign con- 
quest and of bringing into the consideration of our legislation and for 
the determination by our statesmanship problems growing out of the 
acquisition of distant possessions, the prizes perhaps of rival and com- 
peting parties and of ambitious administrations. 

Ido not doubt but that in the fullness of time the power of the 
United States under the peaceful development of their institutions and 
in obedience to the law of population, the spawning force of our people 
will carry our supremacy by the consent and at the request of neigh- 
boring states over the entire continent. The Articles of Confederation 
provided for the admission of Canada, Our first Congress was calleda 
Continental Congress, and we can no more turn back the tides of the 
sea than stay the spread of our people and of our institutions over the 
entire dominion of North America. 

John Quincy Adams gave expression to this opinion in the year 1819: 

Spain had possessions a ay our southern and Great Britain upon our northern 
border, It was impossible that the centuries should elapse without finding 
them annexed to the United States; not that any spirit of encroachment or am- 
bition on our part renders it necessary, but because it is a physical, moral, and 
political absurdity that such fragments of territory, with soverei at 1,500 
miles beyond sea, worthless and burdensome to their owners, should exist per- 
manently contiguous to a great, powerful, enterprising, and rapidly-growin; 
nation. Most of the Spanish territory which had been in our neighborhood 
already become our own by the most unexceptionable of all acquisitions—fair 
purchase for a valuable consideration. This rendered it still more unavoidable 
that the remainder of the continent should ultimately be ours. But it is very 
lately that we have distinctly seen this ourselves; very lately that we have 
avowed the pretension of extending to the South Sea; and until Europe shall 
find it a settled phical element that the United States and North America 
are identical, say effort on our part to reason the world ont of a belief that we 
are ambitious will have no other effect than to convince*them that we add to 
our ambition hypocrisy. 

We may therefore content ourselves by legislating not in a spirit of 
resentment against Great Britain or any other power in the world. 
Let us remain on the via Apia. Let us awaitevents. Let us develop 


ts 


our resources. Letusdiscipline ourselves, so that we may prove worthy 
of these free institutions which were committed to our keeping by our 
ancestors. Time will conquer all things for us if we shall only show 
ourselves as patient as we are courageous. 

We may dismiss our apprehensions with regard to Great Britain. I 
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do not believe that any question can be suggested which ean not be 
settled by a firm declaration of our purposes and of our rights whether 
a controversy shall arise with Great Britain or any other nation. Iam 
not to be moved from my balance and thrown into a chill by fear or 
into a fever by resentment at the mere mention of the name of England. 
It has occurred to me—I do not know that I am entirely correct in 

this—that some of our friends allow themselves to be swerved from their 
equilibrium by apprehensions of an invasion of our rights by the Brit- 
ish Government. They see in every little difficulty that may occur 
some design in Great Britain to invade our rights and to destroy our 
institutions. The apparition of her Kaate and pretensions disturb 
them whenever any subject arises with which she may have the re- 
motest connection: 

I hear a lion, in the lobby, roar! 

Say, Mr. 8; er, shall we shut the door 


And kee out; or shall we let him ip, 
And see if we can get him out again? 


For one, I propose to follow in the beaten track of our traditional 
policy, and to legislate on all questions that concern the rights or in- 
terests of our people without reference to Great Britain or any other 
power in the world. I know that we have suffered many wrongs from 
Great Britain, that it cost seven long years of sacrifices of treasure and 
blood to acquire our ern of her, and that it became necessary 


to wage a second war of independence to achieve our freedom and rights | Le 


on the seas. But I believe to-day that we are invincible so as we 
adhere to the policy of our ancestors, and that if the time should ever 
come for us to try conclusions with Great Britain she will understand 
then, as she has in the past, that, in the language of John C. Calhoun, 
the United States in respect to foreign nations are ‘‘ but one.” 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if the enterprise we are now inaugu- 
rating succeed, it will be the most important step which the American 

le has taken for a generation toward achieving three supreme ob- 
Soke of national desire. 

The independence of American manufacture, the development of our 
-vast internal commerce, the raising the United States to the first place 
among nations of the world in wealth and strength, the extension of 
our railroad system from the Atlantic to the Pacific, are already ac- 
complished. These are among the glorious results of that wonderful 
fourteen years of Republican rule, four of them years of war, four of 
them under a hostile Executive, from which the Republic in coming 
centuries will date its new birth. Since 1874 there has been no legis- 
lation in this country te which both political parties did not 

The people who have done these are not content to rest any 
longer in a condition of supine and inactive truce. They are looking 
with eager desire to take their rightful place in the markets of Asia, 
of South America, and of Mexico. They wish to make the connection 
between their Atlantic and Pacific States as direct and perfect by sea 
asitis by land. They wish for a great route of commerce from sea to 
sea, whose advantages shall primarily belong to them; which shall be 
theirs under their control; safe from successful rivalry in peace and 
from hostile interference in war, 

To these things the people, strong in their restored union, in their 
equality, their manufacturing independence, in their wealth, are look- 
gg e the three supreme objects of patriotic desire. 

urely, Mr. President, these are objects worthy of the ambition of a 
great and free people. They are to be pursued under a competition 
terete the rivalry of a great and free people. It is with the same 
power from whom our ancestors wrested their independence, with whom 
we had to fight for the privilege of sailing the seas without being mo- 
lested, from whom it is Dut lately we have been able to take the con- 
trol of our own markets, that we are about to enter on a new struggle 
of which the markets of the world are to be the prize. 

She is not without enormous advantages. She is but a little black 

2T on the map of the world, that you can cover with your thumb 
nail, shaped something like a little old woman with a hooked nose and 
as Dair, with her back to Europe and clutching at Ireland 
with her WS. 

ene has got the best business stand in the world. Sheis just off the 
northern coast of Europe, girdled by the ocean, with a temperate cli- 
mate, where brain and body can do their best work. Her coast is full 
of excellent harbors. The unbroken level of her soil is covered by ex- 
cellent roads and abundant railroads perfectly equip Her soilisa 
rich and luxuriant garden, while beneath it are almost inexhaustible 
stores ofcoalandiron. She was until lately the richest country in the 
world. ‘The race who inhabit her are the best soldiers and sailors, the 
best governors of themselves, the ablest governors of other men the 
world ever saw. She has, with Scotland and Wales, an area of 87,000 
square miles and a population of 28,000,000 inhabitants. 

If you take a map of the entire world, land and water, and observe 
England and her dependencies, all inhabited by the queen’s subjects, 
the countries which, although nominally havinga government of their 
own, are under her political control, and the countries which she con- 
trols commercially, most of which shewill defend if they are attacked, 
although they are politically independent, you would almost say that 
no spider ever had a fly in its meshes more completely than she seems 
to have got this planet of ours—land and sea, continents and islands. 
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Look first at her direct dependencies, all subject to her queen, and 
see where they are situated. 


Population. | in square 
es. 
Ireland EATERS 5, 000, 000 $2, 

Canada and North American possessions....... 4,500,000 | 3,470,392 
India............. 253, 982,595 | 1,383,504 
Australasia... 3,861,455 | 3,084,208 
Hong Kong... 160, 000 29 
Brit 423, 884 1,605 
Labuan 6,298 30} 
1,131, 648 241, 900 
Mauritius.. 860, 360 708 
anpoxas 750, 270 75 

Gold Coast... 400, 000 15,000 
Sia 165 35 

St. Helena... 8, 069. 47 
Gibraltar 18, 381 lt 
_ ees 149, 738 ay 

TUS...... 86, 

Bermuda.. 14, 888 20 
eS 43, 521 5,450 
Jamaica... 585, 536 4,362 
British Hondurus 27,452 7,562 
British Guiana..... 252, 186 109, 000 
ward 119, 546 622 
Ronee Islands $1,413 TH 
samescced caccee 153, 128 1,754 
Falkland Islands...... 553 6, 500 


And British Borneo, Singapore, Maldive, Chagos, Saychelles, St. 
Paul, of which I have not the statistics. 

They are all as given in the Statesman’s Year Book for 1886, a book 
compiled from the English official tables: 


yep borisa amin i EA S54, 583 

A England, “Wales, and. Scotland... cudindsesh ebescust pagiisa ie anoh na AAO 
249, 554, 588 
iles 8,516, 814 
as E A T sok Malin "8° 006 
; 7 8, 604, 820 

Now take the countries which England politically controls: 
Population. | Area. 


Malaya, Beloochistan, Afghanistan, Siam. 
Take next the countries which are arnt her dependents: 


Le ast ad 
5 ee Didi 
Argentine Republ 


So that you have subject to the English Queen, or under ber po- 
litical or commercial control, 314,500,000 people and 12,495,000 square 
miles of territory. 

The United States are about as large as the Roman Empire atits larg- 
est. Yet this is four times and a half the area of the United States. 
It is, I suppose, a third of the population of the world. It would make 
1,561 States as large as Massachusetts, and fill them with a people 175 
times our number. 

Vast as this population seems at present, the law of human growth 
in popisna sS at peace compels us to expect a vastly larger population 
in near fu 

England has not only laid her hands on these enormous countries 
and the men who inhabit them, but the way she has got control of the 
great crags the great roads of commerce, is more wonderful still. 

ur great roads by which the commerce of the world must 
travel from nation to nation. There are two old roads and two new 
roads. Theold roadsare down through the South Atlantic. One turns 
eastward by the Cape of Good Hope into the Indian Ocean. One turns 
westward to the Pacific around Cape Horn. The tw6 meet at last at 
Cathay or farthest Ind, girdling the globe with their mighty and benefi- 
cent chain. At every station, at every step on both is the power of 
England planted. Half way down thecoast of the eastern hemisphere, 
where Africa puts out into the Atlantic, are the English West African 
settlements and her colonies of Sierra Leone and the Gold Coast. Just 
below the equator is the Ascension Island, an English colony. Five 
degrees of latitude farther you come to Saint Helena, an English for- 
tress, where the great foe of. d died a prisoner and an exile. Then 


i sae E S E E gE ET Sy MOE SEMA a E 


1887. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


the Cape itself, a Cape of Good Hope to no commerce but hers, with 

its excellent harbors of Capetown and Natal, is one of her most prosper- 

ous colonies. Thence by successive steps, Mauritius, Seychelles, 

Maldive, Ceylon, all British possessions, India is reached. Every other 
er must pay tribute to her in peace, and must run the gauntlet of 
fortresses and naval stations in war. 

Would you go westward through the straits of Magellan or past the 
stormy Cape Horn? Powers in closest friendship with her hold the 
continent from the southern line of Brazil, while her own Falkland 
Islands command and menace the entrance to the strait and the passage 
round the cape. 

But England has not contented herself with the ancient ways. 
Her commerce is guarded by afar different statesmanship from that 
which deniesappropriations to build a navy, or to pay for carrying mails 
on its own vessels, or defend its coasts; far different from that which 
bullies Mexico and cringes before Canada. She already occupies the 
highways of the future. Commerce hereafter is to seek direct paths 
though continents must besevered. Here again are two roads, eastward 
and westward. One through the Mediterranean Sea already cuts Asia 
and Africa in twain and passes out through the Red Sea to the Indian 
Ocean. ‘The other, not yet open, is to divide our own continent at 
Nicaragua or Panama, or, if to-day’s work be well done, to cross it at 
Tehuantepec. 

Whoever shall follow either way, except Tehuantepec, must do so at 
the mercy of England. She holds Gibraltar, the impregnable gate- 
way of the Mediterranean, and half way from Gibraltar to Egypt is 
her mighty naval station of Malta, which commands both shores 
of that i d sea. Hugging the Asiatic coast is rus, her new 

ion, whose purchase was almost the last act of Beacons- 

d. Suez itself she has taken from the improvident hands of France, 

while at the narrow entrance and exit of the Red Sea she holds Aden 

and Perim and beyond, on the way to India, the Island of Socotra. 

She commands the great eastern pathway of commerce from Europe 
to India and China almost as absolutely as the river Thames, 

Turning to the westward route, our position on the Gulf of Mexico 
will secure to our three Southern ports convenient access to the canal 
wherever it may be. Butall other commerce must pass the line of sen- 
tinels, which the foresight of England has already armed and stationed 
at the entrance to the Gulf. The Bermudas, the Bahamas, the Lee- 
ward and Windward Islands, Jamaica, and Trinidad form a complete 
blockade, while British Honduras lies close to the eastern mouth of 
the proposed canal of Nicaragua. 

Of the forty chief West Indian Islands European powers own all but 
one, the seat of the black republicof Haytiand Saint Domingo. Eng- 
‘land herself owns thirteen beside the Bahamas and the Bermudas. 

If we ever have a contest with her for a canal at Nicaragua or Pan- 
ama, her island of Jamaica stands guard at the entrance of the Carib- 
bean Sea and the Bay of Honduras. 

At the same time she is perfecting her land route through Canada, 
and is to-day building a strong fortification on Vancouver Island, 
which is, and can be, meant only as a menace to us. 

Now, Mr. President, what does England do all this for? This is not 
all that she does. She has lately expended five hundred million to 
build railways in India. On her 1,300 milesof seacoast, as against our 
23,000, she expended fifteen million in 1874. The breakwater at Ply- 
mouth cost her seven million; Holyhead cost her sixty-four hundred 
thousand; Portland breakwater, five million. The expenditure on the 
Mersey at Liverpool must have been more than a hundred million. 
She pays between fifty and sixty million a year for her navy. It is 
her policy always to keep a naval force stronger than that of all the 
rest of Europe combined. She pays between ninety and a hundred 
million for her army. She pays more than $10,000,000 a year for the 
army and naval service of her colonial possessions. Now what is all 
this for? You will say it is partly to maintain her large carrying 
trade, one-third of that of the whole world. But she supports that 
carrying trade only by large subsidies. 

e income from the English ocean carrying trade , exclusive 
of government subsidies, is not 3 per cent. of the capital employed. 
Our free trade friends like to talk of the absence of American shige han 
the ocean; but no American capitalist would put his money into the 
risk of the ocean carriage for the return which that business pays to 
English capital. England, of course, desires to maintain this fleet of 
ocean steamers as a resource in case of war. But she pays these sub- 
sidies and keeps up this great military force, and occupies these 
all over the globe, and keeps these subject nations under her feet for 
two things: 

First. That the world may be the market of England; that English 
manufacturers may make its goods; and, 

Second. That English merchants are to make its exchanges and En- 
glish bankers settle itsaccounts. They mean that whatever one nation 
sells to another England shall charge one commission to the buyer and 
another commission to the seller for making the exchange. 

Ido not now propose to discuss the second topic. If we can hold 
to our manufacturing independence, and get our place in the markets 
of North and South America we will try conclusions with her as to that. 
I wish to speak of the other. 
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Vast as are the odds in favor of England, it is, I believe, no presump- 
tion, no idle boast, when we declare that the well-paid labor of Amer- 
ica, now forever free, hereafter to wield in its own interest the vast 
forces of its own government, can succeed in wresting from her her com- 
mercial supremacy. 

Here the free spirit of mankind, at length, 
Throws its last fetters off; and who shall place 
A limit to the giant’s unchained strength, 
Or curb his swiftness in the forward race? 

The wisest brain in England that in our time has busied itself with 
the political problems of the future has foreseen and declared the issue 
of this conflict. Mr, Gladstone, in an elaborate article written by him 
in 1878, makes this prediction about the commercial future of England 
and the United States: 

It is she alone who at a coming time can and probably will wrest from us that 
commercial | preps fa Wehavenotitle. I have noinclination to murmur at the 
prospect. If she acquires it she will make the acquisition by the right of the 
strongest; but in this instance the strongest means the best. She will probably 
become what we are now, the head servant in the great household of the world, 
the employer of all employed, because her service will bethe most and the ablest. 
We have no more title against her than Venice, or Genoa, or Holland has had 

us, 

Now, Mr. President, a great American inventor and engi asks the 
co-operation of Congress in a plan which, if it s , will go far, 
very far, toward accomplishing the desire of the people. Certainly his 
proposal may well receive serious consideration. If it be practicable 
it solves a difficult international problem; it shakes off all the fetters 
of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty; it brings Asia and South America close 
to our own Atlantic ports; it brings California and Oregon closer to 
Europe; it makesa vastsaving, and gives a vast advantageto American 
commerce; it gives us ashort sea , and with a ship-canal across 

ida, a passage in large part inside and land-locked around our whole 

coast from the Saint Johns to PugetSound; and it can not fail to draw 

rayi the bonds of intercourse with the neighboring Republic of 
exico. 

This is not the proposition of an adventurer. Captain Eads stakes 
upon this undertaking a fame gained by two of the greatest. and most 
difficult engineering achievements of the age. Ithas been his wonder- 
ful good fortune to render an important service to two of the greatest 
routes of commerce on the continent. He bri the Mississippi so 
that it ceased to be an impediment in the transit of freight and passen- 
gers from the East to the vast regions lying westward and southwest- 
ward. He compelled the mighty current to clear from its own channel 
the obstacles which in ages it had itself formed, so that the productsof 
the valley States might thereafter pass southward unobstructed to the 
Atlantic. The jetties at its mouth have given the Mississippi as another 
inland sea to the possessions of man. Each of these enterprises was 
bold and original almost to audacity. Each encountered in its incep- 
tion the adverse judgment of great scientific authority. Each meta 
bitterness of hostility which success has hardly silenced. Each stands 
to-day among those victories of peace, not less renowned than war, which 
has confi so much glory upon our own country and our own age. 

A very high authority, London Engineering, said of the Saint Louis 
bridge just before its completion: 

Our t 

e oC unanons being to select some example of the most hi pa 


of the present day, we have no 
| preoer, Seo ore ourselves in mental review the different works now in progress 
throug ecting 


Jets tanguilinend AERO ERO AON ANSA ted by Captain Eads at 
e the now eom at 

t Louis. In that work the ny Datwoue tee AAT end ton: cal 
man is com: highest powers of modern analysis have been into 


The 

requisition for the determination of the strains, the resources of the manufact- 
urer have been taxed to the utmost in production of material and perfection of 

p, and the ingenuity of the builder has been alike taxed to put the 
unprecedented mass into In short, brain power has been ealled Fito ac 
tion in every department. One lon hed-for result—the welding of the the- 
oretical and practical man into one ogeneous mass, without which no truly 
great undertaking could possibly be carried out—has at last been attained, 

I well remember when during my early service in the House of Rep- 
resentatives I saw Captain Eads as he left the room of the Committee 
on Railways and Canals, almost crushed in spirit before a report of 
that committee, based on the report of nineteen out of the twenty 
members of the Board of Engineers that the jetty scheme was wholl 
impracticable. I account it among the chief good fortunes of my life 
that I had something to do with reversing that verdict. Northern ab- 
olitionist as I was, I had some claim toshare in his triumph and in that 
of the chief commercial city of the South when, on the 10th day of 


ports | July, 1879, Capt. W. R. Brown, United States inspecting officer, tele- 


graphed this certificate to the Secretary of War: 


I certify that on the Sth day of July, 1879, there was a channel at the mouth of 
South Pass, through the es, 30 feet in de: without regard to width, meas- 
ured at average flood tide, and extending from a wider and deeper channel in 
South Pass to deeper water in the Gulf of Mexico. 

This is one of the most notable documents in American civil history. 
It is the official evidence of the removal of the last obstacle to the com- 
plete realization of the desire which has possessed the people of the 
great valley of the West from its earliest settlement, from a time an- 
terior to the furmation of the Constitution or the treaty of Independ- 
ence. This desire was for a free, unobstructed passage to the Gulf of 
the commerce of the center of the continent. The jealousy of the peo- 
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ple of that valley and the regions whose waters find their way through 
it to the Gulf lest the interest of the Atlantic States might lead them 
to resist the accomplishment of this desire was for generations an im- 
portant power in our political history. It threatened the Union in the 
administration of Washington. It forms an important topic in his fare- 
well address. It aided largely in hurling John Quincy Adams from 
power. It came to an end and disappeared only when the first laden 
steamship, driving 30 feet of water, passed through the jetties of Cap- 
tain Eads. 2 

It is now proposed to construct a railway across the Isthmus of Te- 
huantepee with docks and elevators at each terminus capable of rais- 
ing laden vessels of the largest size and transporting them from ocean 
to ocean, The genius of the American engineer is about to make real 
the prophecy of the greatest English poet of modern times, uttered sev- 
enty-five years ago: 

Lo, ships, from seas by nature barred, 
Mount along ways by men prepared, 
Along pagay an beg: whose streams 
Seek other seas, their canvas gleams ; 
And busy towns w up on coasts 
Thronged yesterday by airy ghosts. 

Mr. President, I believe this bill and the scheme which it inaugu- 
rates to be practicable. Ido not propose, however, to enter upon the 
discussion of the mechanical part of this question. Science is certainly 
competent to settle this question in advance. Iam willing to take it 
on the authority of the greatest of American engineers if that stood 
alone. Iam willing to trust the investigation of the capitalists who 
are behind it, and the evidence of the great engineer, Sir Edward J. 
Reed, and of numerous American engineers. 

It isimpossible, within the reasonable limits of these remarks, to cite 
all the eminent authorities, both practical and scientific, who approve 
the plan of the ship railway. Many of them are quoted in the report 
of the Committee on Commerce. Many others have been added since 
the committee finished its work. At their head is the distinguished 
name of Sir Edward J. Reed, K. C. B., late chief constructor of the 
British navy. He is su by Mr. Barnaby, the present chief con- 
structor of the British navy; by Mr. John, for many years scientific 
adviser of Lloyds; by Mr. Fowler, lately president of the Institute of 
Engineers in England; by Mr. Luyster, engineer-in-chief of the Liver- 
pool docks; by Mr. Williams, an eminent civil engineer; by Mr. Clark, 
chief assistant of Stevenson in building the bridge at the Menai 
Straits; by Emmerson, Murgatroyd & Co., constructors of the great 
hydraulic docks at Malta and Bombay; by William Pearee, builder of 
many of the largest and finest steamers afloat; and by numerous Ameri- 
can engineers and constructors, including Hartt, Fernald, Suter, Fuer- 
tes, Gillmore, Beauregard, Whitcomb, Barkley, and Corttell. Of all 
these the testimony is quoted or reported in full by the committee. 

“There is certainly scarcely any matter in which the experience of 
mankind is greater than in the capacity of laden ships to bear every kind 
of strain to which external forces can subject them. - The weight of the 
ship and the additional straining force of wind and wave which the 
ship encounters at sea and which in this railroad it will escape are 
capable of exact calculation. 

This enterprise is important, as has already been so eloquently urged 
by my honorable friend from Louisiana [Mr. GrBson], in its effect to 
bring so closely together the relations between this country and the 
neighboring Republic of Mexico. 

I wish for one to disclaim what I was sorry to hear the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] say on Saturday, any pretension on our part 
that the treaty of 1853, the Gadsden treaty, is now in force so far as to 
afford any claim upon our to enforce an obligation upon Mexico 
against her will. I think that suggestion will be received with great 
anxiety by Mexico, and I think it is quite inconsistent with the sugges- 
tion which comes from the same quarter, that the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty has expired and become ineffective by length of time. 

But we get here a strong and substantial power whose neutrality no 
government can intrude upon without flagrant violation of the law of 
nations, and without shocking the public opinion of mankind, for the 
protection of this route of commerce in war and in peace. We can our- 
selves come to the aid of that powerfor the protection of this route at 
each end and along its whole course by routes wholly inland, not liable 
to be blockaded or interfered with by hostile fleets. The troops which 
we shall need to defend it in alliance with Mexico can be stationed on 
land and in a healthy climate. 

Compare all this with the condition of the route of the Nicaragua 
Canal. I conceive the chief objection to the Nicaragua Canal scheme 
is that it is a source of weakness and not of strength in case of war 
with our great rival, the only power from whom we have in the near 
fature any possibility of apprehension, unless we are prepared to com- 
mit ourselves to the policy of maintaining a navy equal to hers. There 
is no land access to the Nicaragua Canal when it is built except over 
mountains nearly impassable and through lands whose climate as well as 
whose natural condition make the passage of troopsimpracticable. There 
is no possibility of maintaining a considerable military force on that spot, 
and there is no possibility of preventing a blockade by a navy like that 
of England or even like that of a smaller power except by a naval force 
sufficient to break that blockade, 


The achievement of this enterprise, if it be practicable, relieves us 
utterly from this necessity. It relieves us from the entanglement of 
the question growing out of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. i 

I am not p to accept the guidance of those gentlemen who 3 
guidance I accept so cheerfully in many cases, who claim either that 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is not in force, or who claim that being in 
force it is for the interest of the United States to disregard it. Itis 
said that the route from the Atlantic to the Pacific should become a 
part of the American coast line, but it is absolutely impossible in the 
nature of things that a canal either at Ni or Panama can be 
practically or in effect a part of the coast line of the United States 
unless we are prepared to conquer and absorb the intervening territory 
between us and where it lies. 4 

As to the two reasons which are urged here why the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty shall no longer be considered in force, to wit, the occupation of 
a portion of the territory by England at the Balize in violation of that 
treaty, and the fact that it referred to a particular canal then expected 
to be built at once, which has fallen through, it is enough to say that 
those two propositions are encountered by the declaration of the Ameri- 
can Government through its Secretary of State long after the agreement 
was held to be existing. From Clayton himself and his immediate suc- 
cessors, through Mr. Seward down to the time of Mr. Blaine, the Ameri- 
can Government has estopped itself from asserting either of those two 
reasons in any diplomatic discussion. 

But I go further. I hold that the theory of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty as applied to the spot where itis proposed to build the Nicaragua 
Canal is the only theory consistent with the true interests of the United 
States. Mr. Clayton and General Taylor, in whose administration he 
was the Secretary of State, came to the conclusion that the defense of 
that spot as a possession of this country was totally impracticable in 
time of war, and therefore they desired to remove the isthmus asa 
barrier between the two oceans, as they would remove a rock or a shoal 
in mid-ocean, if such existed and were a danger to commerce. ‘Then 
they proposed to call to the aid of the United States and Great Britain 
all the civilized maritime nations of the globe to guarantee the neu- 
trality of that transit and a zone on each side, to be called the neutral 
zone, both on the Pacific and the Atlantic side. f 

I do not conceive that to be either a violation of the Monroe doctrin: 
or a departure from the true American policy, as it had been declared 
by every successive administration from Washington down. As late 
as the time of the death of Mr. Clayton, which took place in 1856, Mr. 
Seward spoke in this way about the theory upon which the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty was founded. I ask the to read, on the two 
hundred and ninety-eighth page of the memoir of John M. Clayton, the 
passage I have marked from the speech of Mr. Seward in eulogy of Mr. 


Clayton shortly after his death. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A very distinguished French savan (Mons, E Ep popia his journal as a 
traveler with an account of his visit at the World’s Fair, held, I think, in 1852, 


in London, and he pronounces that great exhibition of the industry of so many 
nations as the first universal fact in the history of the human race, He egre- 
giously erred. That great event was neither the most important, nor was it 
the first, of the universal facts which have transpired in our own day. The first 
univ: fact—a fact indicati an ultimate union of the nations—was the 
Clayton and Bulwer treaty, that treaty which provided for the opening of pas- 
sages of communication and connection across the Central American Isthmus 
to the growing civilization of the western and modern, and the declining civil- 
ization of the eastern and ancient world, It was the felicitous fortune of 
John M. Clayton, not more than his genius and ability, that enabled him to 
link his own fame with that ga and stupendous transaction, and so to win 
for himself the eternal gratitude of future generations, not only in his own 
country, but throughout the great divisions of the earth. Whatever difficulties 
have hitherto attended the execution of that great treaty, whatever future diffi- 
culties may attend it, the treaty itself is the bow of promise of peace, harmony, 
and concord to all nations, as it is an imperishable monument to the fame of 
him whose worth we celebrate, and whose loss we deplore. 


Mr. HOAR. On a previous page the Secretary will find marked a 
statement by Mr. Bayard, then a Senator from Delaware, and father of 
the present Secretary of State. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

During the period which he held the position of Secretary of State he nego- 
tiated in April, 1850, the treaty with Great Britain commonly called the Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty. That treaty was ratified by more than three-fourths of the 
Senate; and I may be permitted to say that had it been carried out accordin; 
to the plain and obvious import of its language, would have effected all whi 
this country should desire in relation to the territory of Central America, and 
the safety and security of an interoceanic communication; and if difficulties 
have since arisen, either from the aggressions of the power with which it was 
contracted, or a failure on our part to insist in the first instance on its due exe- 
cution, the fault, if any, rests not with him,as no action of that power contra- 
vening its proper construction during the short time which he re- 
tained the office of Secretary of State after the ratification of the treaty. 


Mr. HOAR. ‘Those two extracts, from speeches made by two of the 
most distinguished statesmen of their day, one of the North and one of 
the South, state, as I believe, what was then nearly the unanimous 
judgment of the American people long after the transactions occurred 
which have been sometimes set up as indicating that the force of that 
treaty had expired. The statesmanship of that day was brought to 
this practical question: Is it better for the United States to have 
water communication from ocean to ocean, an open sea, as neutral as 
Boston or New York Harbor, as free from any hostile intrusion against 
us, to the maintenance of which the whole force of the civilized world 
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shall be pledged; or is it for the interest of the United States to main- 
tain amid the swamps, the malaria, and tropic heats, and tropic damps 
of that territory, more than a thousand miles from our southern bor- 
der, an army, a fortress, and a naval force sufficient to cope with the 
entire navy of Great Britain? The reasons which operated then seem 
to me to be in force now; and it is one of the great and principal ad- 
vantages of the present scheme that it entirely relieves us from the 
difficulties which the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, considered as in force, 
would impose upon us on one side, or which if the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty be treated as abrogated would press upon us on the other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the consent of my friend from Massachu- 
setts, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. I hope not, Mr. President. 
` Mr. CULLOM. It is a little early. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, itis not early. Itis half after 4. 

Mr. VEST. I want to finish the bill, if possible, to-night. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can not finish it to-night. 

Mr. VEST. We will see whether we can. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall see. 

Mr. VEST. I hope it will be finished to-night. There will be an 
hiked poe bill to-morrow. I call for the yeas and nays on the mo- 

on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion, the Chair will 
announce the appointment of a committee of conference on the part of 
the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. DOLPH, Mr. TELLER, 
and Mr. COCKRELL the conferees on the part of the Senate at the 
further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all laws 
providing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing 
entries for timber culture, and for other purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the 
sanama of the Senate to the bill (S. 542) for the relief of William 

in. 
; ee also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bilis: 

A bill (S. 1162) for the erection of a post-oflice building at Lynn, 


; an 
A bill (S. 2533) for the relief of E. Remington & Sons. 
The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 531) to provide for the erection of a public building at Lafayette, 
Ind., with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate. 
The message also announced that the House had a bill (H. R. 
6959) granting a right of way through certain public lands of the United 


States in the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE PRICE. 

The message further announced that the House had passed resolu- 
tions commemorative of the life and services of Hon. William T. Price, 
Jate a Representative in Congress from the State of Wisconsin. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 3 
The bill (H. R. 5959) granting a right of way through certain public 
lands of the United States in the Territory of Utah, and for other pur- 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] moves that the Senate adjourn, on which motion the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. VEST] asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to ask too much for myself, butit is half 
past four, and my honorable friend, I have no doubt, can have some 
arrangement made by which we can go on with the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. Has not the Senator from Massachusetts concluded ? 

Mr. HOAR. No, I have not concluded. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I thought he had concluded 
hisspeech. Ifthe Senator desires, the bill may go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then ask that the call for the yeas and nays be 


withdrawn. 
I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, with that 


Mr. VEST. 
er cae yasers OS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the call for 
the yeas and nays will be withdrawn. The Senator from Vermont 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
oe — adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 11, at 12 
o m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, February 10, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
WILLIAM H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYsPsox, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had adopted the following resolutions: 


Resolved by the Senate, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory 
, long a Senator from the State of Illinois, and a distin; 


of John A. 
member of this body, business be now suspended, that the friends and associ- 
ates of the d may pay fitting tribute to his public and private virtues. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to communicate these 
resolutions to the House of Representatives and to furnish an engrossed copy 
of the same to the family of the deceased Senator. 

COURT-HOUSE, JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Supervising 
Architect, recommending that the limit of cost of the court-house at 
Jacksonville, Fla., be increased; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

STATISTICS OF VESSEL FISHERIES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2287) for se- 
curing statistics of the extent and value of the vessel fisheries of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on American Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests. 

THE LATE SENATOR LOGAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the resolutions of the Sen- 
ate in relation to the late Senator Logan, asabove set forth in the above 
message from the Senate; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that 
on Wednesday next, at 2 o’clock p. m., I shall call up the resolutions 
in relation to the death of the late Senator Logan, and I now ask unan- 
imous consent that the remainder of that day after 2 o’clock be de- 
voted to their consideration. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence in- 

definitely. ® 
MICAH FRENCH. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR asked unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee on Pensions have leave to withdraw the report made at the last ses- 
sion on the bill (H. R. 7928) ting a pension to Micah French. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SECTION 5352, REVISED STATUTES, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as one of the managers on the 
of the House in the conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
ouses on the bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference 
to bigamy, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 22, 1882, the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], in place of the gentleman 

from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER]. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DENVER, COLO. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1592) to change the limit 
of appropriation for the public building at Denver, Colo., and that the 
same be put u its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the act entitled “An act for the erection of a publie 
building at Denver, Colo.,” approved May 8, 1882, be amended by making the 
limit for said building $575,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost 


the: b 

SEC. 2. That the Supervising Architect and the officers of the United States 
Government having of the erection of public painioe? are authorized 
and required to be governed by the limitation hereby prescri in making plans 
and contracts for the erection of said building. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think we ought to have some decent 
and good reason assigned for changing the limit fixed in the original 
bill. I would like to know what the original limit was, and what the 
reason is for changing it. . 

Mr. SYMES. - I shall he glad to state the reason, Mr. Speaker. 
The original limit was $300,000. The ground cost $60,000—that is, 
the Government paid $60,000 toward its purchase, and the citizens of 
Denver made up $30,000, so that it actually cost $90,000. That 
ground if sold at auction in Denver to-day would bring from $150,000 
to $175,000. Denver has more than doubled in population since the 
ground was purchased. The public business of Denver has doubled 
since thattime. The foundation of this building is constructed of brick, 
against the protest of many of the citizens of Denver. They insisted 
it ought to be of stone. 

The first story of the superstructure, a non-fire-proof building, is 
brick wall with cheap sandstone facing from the mountains. Many of 
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the people 
surrounded by o 


ye ged wie nan that it should be granite. This building is 
someof them since erected, costing over 
half a million Sollee, totes and five stories high or more, The Supervising 


Architect and the Secretary of the Treasury state, as their reason for 
suspending the work on this building under the ,000 limit, that 
the increase will give 24,000 square feet of room, whereas under the 
present limit there will be but 10,000 square feet; and there will be 
needed more room than they will now obtain by the increase for the 
ublic business. Last year there was paid into the revenue of the 
nited States in the city of Denver nearly $600,000 net. Under the 
poms limit the building would be Biada with the brick wall, the 
foundation, and basement wall, and the sandstone facing, and 
changed to fire-proof; and the principal reason for the change, as the 
architect says, is that if you do not make this a fire-proof building itis 
liable to be burned down by the destruction of the adjoining building, 
an opera-house, which cost $750,000; and by ex ing the two wings 
in accordance with the plans now perfected there will be an increase of 
over 13,000 square feet. ‘The reports of the Senate and House com- 
mittees show all these facts in detail. 


Mr. § er, is this a sufficient explanation? 
ARNER, of Ohio. Oh, I see; they do things in a large way 
out there in Denver. I did not propose to object; but I would like to 


have the reasons which the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. SyMEs] has 
so eloquently given spread on the record asa justification of the change 
of limit. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the present consideration 
of the bill by the House? The Chair hears none. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill; which was or- 
dered to a third reading, was pret pe fake the third time, and 

Mr. SYMES moved to reconsider the vote by which the b 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


Th latter motion was agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA FAYETTE, IND. 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be d 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 531) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at La Fayette, Ind.; and that the bill be 
now put on its 

The bill was read, as follows: ° 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site and cause to be ‘erected at the city of 
La Keyone. county of Sa scape eh in the State of Indiana, a suitable building for 
the use and accommoda: post-office and other Government offices in 
said city, with fire-proof vaults farila yay to each story, the site, and plod build- 
ing thereon, when completed according to pane and eio be preyi- 
ously made and me en by the Secretary of not to the 
cost of $100,000; and the sum of $75,000 are & ypas orl outof any money 


in the Treasury not otherwise appro pws vol the mirchabe of said site and 
completion of said building : Provided, Tha open space of not 
less than 40 feet ean ores ‘side of said bades includi papar sl srek and alleys; 


and that no part of said sum shall be expend: ‘until a valid title to said site 
shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of oe. shall cede to 
the United States jurisdiction over the same for all pu ng the 
administration of the criminal laws of paid 8 State and Pius sere service of any oiv 
process therein, and relinquish and release its right to tax said site and the 
property thereon belonging to the United States, 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds were read, as follows: 


In lines 11 and 12 strike out “one hundred” and insert “fifty,” soas to make 
the limit of cost $50,000, 

In line 12 strike out “seventy-five” and insert “fifty,” so as to make the 
amount of appropriation $50,000. 

At the en oft the bill add the followin 

“ Nor shall any site be purchased unti ‘estimates for the erection of a build- 
ing which will furnish sufficient accomm ns for the transaction of the pub- 
lic business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein 
limited after the site shall =e been purchased and paid for, = have been 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site nor plan 
for said building shall be approved by the Secre of the Eer eT Mog voly- 
ing an expenditure exceeding the ssid sum of $50,000 for site and building.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the present consideration 


of this bill? . 

Mr. STORM. Iask for the reading of the report, the right to object 
being reserved. 

The report (by Mr. OWEN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. eg Ri roviding for the erection of a public building at La Fayette, Ind., 
report as fo ede 

Strike out the words ‘one hundred,” in line 11, and insert “fifty.” 

Strike out the words “ seventy-five, h in line 12, ‘and insert “ fifty. Yi 

At the end of the bill, after the words “ United States,” add thei Îollowi: 

“Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 
which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein lim- 
ited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and ng purchase of site nor plan for 
said building shall be eoprores by the of the Treasury inyo ving an 
expenditure exceeding the said sum of $50,000 for site and building.” 

nd, thus amended, we recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, let us have some statement showing 
the ao nocny for this bill, as the report fails to state the facts of the 


vee: WARD, of Indiana. Mr. § , this bill, as amended, pro- 
vides for an appropriation of only $50,000. La Fayette is a city with 


a population of 25,000. It is the chief city between Indianapolis and 
Chicago. Itis prosperous in every way. The gross annual receipts 
of the post-office at that place amount to nearly $25,000, In short, 
Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, La Fayette is the best city in Indiana. It 
is better than any in Illinois or in the entire Northwest. It has the 
best Representative, and withal the most modest, in the Forty-ninth 
Congress, and this is the first time I have ever asked any personal favor 
of this House. Now, gentlemen, let this bill gothrough. [Laughter. ] 
You will all feel better and sleep better if you do. You probably know 
that my constituents are, and have been for the last four years, griev- 
ing on account of my absence from home, in-so-much, indeed, that they 
have concluded to send another fellow here in my place after the 4th 
of next March. Then the mourning will be here instead of there, and 
it will be a great consolation for you to reflect that you granted this 
my first and last requestofapersonal nature. [Laughterand applause. ] 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill; and the House proceeded to consider the same. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds were 

The bill as Ben ec ary was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was ‘agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now let us have the regular order, 


INDEX OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted 
the following privileged report; which was read: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was gate the letter from oe Clerk 
of the House providing for continuing the index of claims referred to the Court 
of Claims under the Bowman act, to the end of the Forty-ninth Congress, to- 
gether with the consolidated index of Southern Claims Commission reports, 
report the same back to the House with the accompanying resolution instruct- 
ing the Committee on Appropriations to provide in the deficiency bill for the 
employment of a ere at the same a paid per diem committee 
clerks, until the firs ular meeting of the Fiftieth Congress, to continue the 
index of claims eee under the Bowman act; to re-examine and compare 
the manuscript copy of Southern Claims Commission cases with the lists fur- 
nished the House of Representatives by the Southern Claims Commission at 
intervals during the period from 1870 to 1880, and ifthe printing ofthe said docn- 
ment is ord , to insure accuracy, the committee recommend that the said 
clerk shall carefully compare the proof-sheets with the manuscript copy. 

An investigation by the committee develops the fact that the Boaters Claims 

ission, during its official existence from 1870 to 1880, noe ree it 22,298 
claims, amounting in money at pe toa the very large sum of $60,258, of 
which sum _ #,636,920.69 was yaa a the Government, leaving j atr to 
amount of $55,621,229.75, now in the "ales of the House. raps to reference to 
the Committee on War ms and the transfer under the Bowman 
act to the Court of Claims by the said committee. 

Such a mass of claims demands a concise and o Srna index. The present 
condition of the Claims Commission's records make necessary an inv ion 
of each of ten reports in order to ascertain the condition of any particular claim, 
The purpose of the index proposed is to consolidate these ten vig ren so as to 
make only one such exam jon iaae and to complete the history of the 
work of the Southern Claims Commissi: 

The committee are of opinion that this work is of great importance, mo a 
fore report the following resolution, and recommend its adoption, nam 

“ Resol hat the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to fpa in 
the deficiency bill for the present fiscal year the following paragraph, namely : 

“To enable the Clerk of the House to continue and complete the index of 
claims repo: to gress by the Commissioners of Claims under the act of 
March rey and by the Got Court of Claims under the so-called ‘Bowman act’ of 

March 3, 1883, ne compensation paid per diem co yaclerk from and after March 
4, 1887, the same compensation ne iem committee clerks, such employ- 
ment to extend beyond December 5, 


The SPEAKER. The rac is on the adoption of the resolution 
reported by the committee. 

‘The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS, UTAH, 

Mr. PAYSON rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
demanded the regular order of business. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN] 
withdraws his demand for the regular order of business, and desired 
me to say so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then recognize the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5959) granting a right of way through certain public lands 
of the United States in the Territory of Utah, &c., and that the same 
be with the amendments reported from the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The bill and amendments will be reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit £c., That a right of way is hereby granted to the Salt Lake and 
oo organized under the laws of the Ter- 
itary Reservation, by a route surveyed 


enacted, 
Fort Douglas Railway, a corporation 
ritory of Utah, across the Fort Douglas 
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a post commander and eae a Said 
hereby granted shall not ido 100 feet i Jo width through said 

cept wwe Satao; so, rs, turn: or are located orto be 
and at such eed ae 200 


in any 
from Red 


The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 

In line 27, after the word ‘‘ water,” insert ‘‘except to such extent as 
may necessarily result from the use for engine purposes;’? also by add- 
ing the following to the bill: 


Pein 2. That the grant contained in the first section of this act is made upon 

the express condition that the Salt Lake Rock Company, its successors and as- 

shall first convey to the United States a title in fee-sim le, free and clear 

Par incumbrance, to the approval of the Attorney-General of the United Stat op 
of the following lands, water, and water-rights in Salt Lake County, Territory 

Ui to wit: ions numbered 25 and 35, township numbered 

1 east, and section numbered 19, township numbered 

2 east, with all the water and water rights Serec e exce 


to the said company, its successors and brick. lay, and nee 
ilding materials, and all minerals in an mei said wer landa coat 
enter thereon and prospect for, develop, quarry, and remove oad tho ok 


clay, and other building tarare: and rags such minerals, with ne 
locate and construct all n: 


or fiowing through and 
m aios p srk Sit as hereinbefore one 


War is hereby authorized and ee 
perfection o of bor title to = lands in the second section described in he 
a. 
there is 


and 
meni first section’ made, binds itself, its ‘successors and assi 
higher rate or charge for transportation for the Government than it makes for 
like service to individuals, and to furnish cars for the m of Govern- 
ment supplies and stores uired at Fort Douglas, when required so to So 
upon reasonable notice from the officer or officers desiring such 

SEO. 5. That the following-described lands in said Salt Lake County, in the 
Territory of Utah, to wit: Section numbered 24 and the east half of section num- 
bered 26, township numbered 1, range numbered 1 east, and the south half of 
section numbered 18, the west half of section numbered 20, and the north half 
of section numbered 30, in township numbered 1, range numbered 2 east, are 
hereby reserved from sale or other d tion, for the use of the United States, 
to protect and preserve the water-supply of Fort Douglas, in said county; but 
there is hereby granted to the Salt Lake Rock Com: and as- 
signs, the same rights and privileges, with thesame nm the 
lands so reserved, as are reserved to such company in the lands specified in the 
sen ore pony eee to read: “A bill ti right of through certain 

Amen e title so as grantinga of way 
public Jands of the United States in the Territory of Utah, and for other pur- 
poses.” 


Mr.McADOO. Mr. Speaker, Ido not wish to call for the regular order 

of business gra the gentleman from Illinois, but we do not have a 

copy of this bill upon our desks, and I should like to have some ex- 
planation of it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I can explain, Mr. Speaker, in one moment what is 
intended to be accomplished by the provisions of this bill, and I think 
I can do it to the satisfaction of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The military post of Fort Douglas, situated in Utah Territory, about 
4 miles distant from Salt Lake City, comprises an area of 4 square miles, 
Its entire water supply comes from a creek known as Red Butte Creek, 
which is situated on the lands secured by this bill. 

Mr. MCADOO. I knowall about Fort Douglas. I have been there. 

Mr. PAYSON. The War Department has been endeavoring for years 
to secure that water supply for the benefit of the post; indeed, it is an 
imperative necessity. In the present Congress application came from 
the rade Bt company for permission to locate the line of their road 

military reservation, subject to the approval of the War De- 

partment in order to reach certain quarries of stone situated in Red 

Cañon, from which the supply of building stone for usein Salt Lake 

City has been obtained for many years, and from which the supply de- 

manded by the future growth of the city must be obtained. The same 
may be said of deposits of brick clay in the same locality. 

As I have said, the War Department desired to secure this water sup- 
ply. The military reservation is between the city of Salt Lake and 
this cafion, and the character of the countryis such that it is absolutely 
impracticable to build a railroad to reach these quarries without cross- 
ing the reservation. The gentlemen interested in the Salt Lake Rock 
Company above Fort Douglas and the company interested in the rail- 
way line have come to an agreement, and the Committee on the Public 
Lands have reported that the right of way asked for may be properly 
granted to the railroad company under the bill with the proposed 
amendments. 

The War Department and General Sheridan, as well as the post com- 


a 


te Doan contained in this bill, namely: That 
fhe Sale T pany owning the land shall deed to the Govern- 
— Doaa aa of $20,000; and the Government shall grant 
t thc across the Fort Douglas Military Reservation te enable 
pany to reach these stone quanlo povaa in carry- 
pe out this ana Xt of the right of way it shall not be allowed to interfere 
with the water supply for Fort Douglas. The Committee on the 
Public Lands have recommended the of this bill, and the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have also recommended its passage. At the 
last session of Congress leading members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations also recommended its pe 2 And not only these commit- 
tees have recommended it, but rstand the Secretary of War and 
the entire personnel of the War Department also approve of the pend- 
SRE fyrinysiietetitaet sangeet hapa sane 
was no objection, and the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill and amendments, 

The amendments were concurred in, and the bill as amended was 
eres te ADG Tead B SN Gmi, ner betog SNESE 
y read the third time, and 

won, PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The title of the bill was amended to read as follows: 

A bill ting a right of way throu: in public lands of the United 
States i in the Territory of = of Utah, and p pana n 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING, LYNN, MASS. 


On motion of Mr. LOVERING, by unanimous consent, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union was disc from 
the further consideration of the bill (S. 1162) for the erection of a post- 
office building at Lynn, Mass. 

figas bill was pe as follows: 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
a site aaier nene *be erected thereon, a 

balang proof vaults therein, for -o secpeamnodeson. of the 
United States post-office at the city of Lynn, Mass. lans, specifications, 
and full estimates for said building shall eer noe e and approved ac- 
oramg a to law, and shall not for site and building complete the sum 
of $100,000: Provided, That the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger 
from fire in adjacent ‘buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, includin; 
streets and alleys, and no money riated for this purpose shall be avail- 
able until a valid title to the site for gic go building shall be vested in the United 
States, nor until the State of Massachusetts shall have ceded tothe United States 
exclusive yaam over the same during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof. 

There was no objection, and the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LOVERING moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STORM. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I wish the gentleman would let me move the con- 
reei of this bill. Iask unanimous consent to put it upon its pas- 


“r. STORM. Is it a public building bill? 
Mr. HISCOCK. No, 


Mr. STORM. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. SWOPE. Irenew it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill ealled up 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2533) for the relief of E. Remington & Sons. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania insist upon 
the demand for the order? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman will let me have the consid- 
eration of this bill. It will take buta few moments. 

Mr. SWOPE. I insist upon the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. 

WILLIAM ERVIN. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit a privileged report from a committee 
of conference. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 

amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (5. 542) for the relier 

of William having met, after full and free conference have to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

tae the House of Representatives recede from its amendment to the Senate 


JAMES D, RICHARDSON, 
JAMES T. JOHNSTON, 
JOHN J. KLEINER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
' JOHN C. SPOONER, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
J. K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
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The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 


The kamag ah on the part of the House have agreed to the fo ing confer- 
ence report for the reason that not to do so pcos de to a denial of justice to the 

riation direct to pay the claim 
pad refers the claim to the Court 


was a lo 
same was under eden in the House was that the claim was an old one, 
and its payment had not been pressed. The proof clearly shows that claimant 
began the prosecution of his claim very early after the close of the war, placing 
it in the Teds of es attorneys in the city of Washington. The letter ‘of these 
attorneys, dated A 30, = Ale} in the case, shows this fact. The delay should 
not be considered me claim, as the claimant resided after the war in the 
State of Texas, was quite sr and could not come to Washington to prosecute 
his claim. The managers, therefore, on the part of the House, recommend con- 
eurrence in the conference report. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I want to state one fact in connection with this 
case before action is taken upon it. When it was reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House, about a week or ten days ago, I had 
moved in committee to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
Senate bill, and to insert a provision referring it to the Court of Claims 
under the Bowman act to ascertain the facts. That amendment was 

to, and the bill reported to the House, which adopted theamend- 
ment. It went to the Senate in that shape; but the Senate disagreed 
to the House amendment, and a committee of conference was ordered, 
which, after considering the matter, now recommend that the House 
recede from its amendment, the effect of which will the bill as it 
originally came from the Senate, appropriating the amount to this 
party without going to the Court of Claims either under the Bowman 
pe or otherwise. The claim is for about $7,000, and originated before 
the war. 

Mr. PERKINS. What has satisfied the conference committee that 
the claim is t? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwas nota member of the conference committee, 
and cannot answer the question. The gentleman from Tennessee can. 
It is a claim that originated before the war. 

Mr. SAYERS. Originated during the war. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] 
has stated substantially what appears in the statement accompanying 
the conference report. The fact is the Senate passed the bill during the 
first session of the Forty-ninth Congress. A similar bill was pending 
in the House, and was favorably reported by the Committee on War 
Claims—unanimously reported. Afterthat report was made the Senate 

this bill, which came before the House for consideration, and, as 
stated in the report, upon motion of the gentleman from Illinois, ‘all 
after the enacting clause was stricken out, and there was inserted a pro- 
vision sending the claim to the Court of Claims. The Committee on 
War Claims was satisfied with the justice of the claim. The citizen 
whose property was taken lived in Kansas and lost the cattle for which 
the claim was made; which were used to feed Colonel Jennison’s regi- 
ment. He commenced the prosecution of the claim in 1867, and has 
been endeavoring to secure the settlement of it ever since. 

Now, thecommittee of conference concluded it was wiser and better to 
take the Senate bill making the appropriation than to have a failure of 

legislation upon the subject, because they believed that to send the case 
to the Court of Claims would amount toa failure of 1 tion and a de- 
nial of justice. The three leading witnesses, Colonel Jennison, the cap- 
tain, and the lieutenantor quartermaster, who testified in the case, are all 
dead, as Iam informed, and hence there are no witnesses to substanti- 
ate the claim in the Courtof Claims. The committee thought, there- 
fore, as the claim had been fully proven by the testimony of these 
witnesses, as the man was loyal and lived in a loyal State—Kansas—as 
he furnished this beef to the army for the use of the soldiers who 
needed it, that he ought to have compensation. The committee find 
that a reasonable price is charged for the beef, and they therefore rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. I know nothing more of it than 
that. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let meask the gentleman from Tennessee a ques- 
tion. Did not Colonel Jennison, while living, certify to the fact that 
this beef was taken by his order and used by the troops? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL. And certified under oath ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir; his deposition is on file before the 
Committee on War Claims to that effect. 

Mr. RANNEY. Let me ask why was it not allowed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield to the gentleman for a question 
ina moment. The cause of the delay in the payment of this claim, as 
I understand it, Mr. Speaker, was because Colonel Jennison—and I 
did net know the man at all—— 

Mr. MORRILL. I knew him very well. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Was absent from Kansas for a number of 
years after the war, in a distant State, possibly California. ‘The gen- 
tieman from Kansas will know whether this is true or not. 

Mr. MORRILL. I know the facts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And this claimant, who was very poor, after 
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the war emigrated to Texas, and was unable to procure Colonel Jen- 
nison’s testimony or the testimony of the other officers, which accounts 

for the delay. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts for a question. 

Se SARE, EY. You have already answered the question I desired 
to 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no disposition to oppose the claim, but I 
will suggest that for years Colonel Jennison was one of the most con- 
spicuous characters in the State of Kansas. He was a member of the 
Legislature of the State; his whereabouts was known to all Kansas 
people, and I think to the claim agents here in Washington who were 
engaged in prosecuting claims against the Government; and the fact 
that for years the claim was pending, and no effort made by these 
people to obtain his testimony is a suspicious circumstance tome. I 
know nothing of the claim itself, not having been on the committee 
that investigated it; but I call attention to these facts, which I do 
know, and then if the House is satisfied with the bill, I am content. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say in answer to my colleague [ Mr. 
PERKINS] that I was intimately acquainted with Colonel Jennison and 
also with Lieutenant Tanner, who took this beef; I served in the regi- 
ment. The colonel swears that he ordered Lieutenant Tanner to take 
the beef, and Lieutenant Tanner swears that he took it under the order 
of Colonel Jennison, not in the field of active operations, but a hundred 
miles off, near Emporia, in the State of Kansas, and he also swears that 
the beef was used for the command. Colonel Jennison’s affidavit is 
on file. He was absent from the State of Kansas a number of years 
afterward, but at the time this claim was first presented, in 1867, they 
secured his affidavit and filed it. Lieutenant Tanner made a like affi- 
davit, stating that his men took the beef and that it was used for the 


troops, 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Having been a member of that regi- 
= can you testify that youate any of this particular beef? [Laugh- 


Mr. MORRILL. I can not say as to the particular beef. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But you know that the boys got the beef. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; I know that they got the beef, and Lieuten- 
ant Tanner and Colonel Jennison swear to that fact. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then let us pay for it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was then agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the re- 

port was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the er signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1336) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
Bayou Barnard, in the State of Mississippi 

a bill (H. R. 3110) directing the Reantary. of War to amend the rec- 
ord of Harrison Dewey; 

A bill (H. R. 5775) for the relief of James M. McKamey; 

A bill (H. R. 6046) for the relief of H. C. Wilkey; and 

A bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of the personal representatives of E. 
P. McNeal, deceased. 


E. REMINGTON & SONS. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Swope] has withdrawn his demand for the regular order, and I 
now ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (S. 2533) for the relief of E. Remington & Sons, and that it 
be put upon its passage. 

The bill was Ase as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to adjust the claims of E. Remington & Bore for drawback on arms 

exported by them in the years 1879 and 1880 without the filing of drawback en- 
tries thereof at the time of shipment; and that there shall be allowed and paid 
to said E. Remington & Sons, out of the appropriation to at 4 drawbacks made 
by the act of June 16, 1889, the sum of $5,672.15, or so much thereof as shall be 
found due, in settlement of such claims, less 10 per cent, thereof, as provided by 
section 3019 of the Revised Statutes, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. - Will the gentleman please 
os why this legislation is n 
r. HISCOCK. I will ask to have Tia a letter from the Secretary 
of “the Treasury, which explains the matter. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 4, 1882, 


Sim: I have received the letter of Messrs. E. Remington & Sons, which Ta re- 
ferred to this Department, under the date of the 3lst ultimo, in regard to their 
claim for drawback on certain arms exported by them, 


The reasons why the claim was not paid in the regular manner were, first, 
that at the time of the exportation it was the rule of this Department that no 
drawback could be allowed under section 3019 of the Revised Statutes unless 
the materials entering into the manufacture of the merchandise were imported 
within three R nes from the date of exportation of the manufactured article; 

t no drawback entries were filed in these ere cases, the 


and, second, 


1887. 
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parties alleging and it is undoubtedly true, that the reason the drawback en 
tries were not filed was that it seemed useless to file such entries in view of the 
the materials having been imported more than three years. The rule was, 
however, su oonu fhe by an opinion of the Attorney-General; still, 
in the absence of the whack entries, the Department did not feel authorized 
to waive its general regulations limiting drawback to cases where proper en- 
tries had been made. 

Lam informed that since the passage of the drawback law of 1861 it has been 
the unvarying rule of this Department to refuse allowance of drawback where 
entries for exportation were not filed, regardless of the reasons which led to the 
failure to file such entries. In the case of the Stone and Fleming Manufactur- 
ing Compete the city of New York,a claim for drawback was rejected for 
the reason drawback entries were not filed.the clerk of the company 
who was intrusted with the fees and the duty of making entries having stolen 
the fees and failed to perform his duty. A bill, H. R. 1982, was introduced in the 
third session of the Forty-sixth Congress for their relief, and it is understood is 
now before the Committee on Claims in the United States Senate. 

Itis suggested that the claim of Messrs. E. Remington & Sons, which is an 
equitable one, be incorporated in the bill for the relief of the Stone and Flem- 
ing Manufacturing Company. Messrs. Remington & Sons have been requested 
to furnish full details of the claims either to you or to this Department. 


Ve pectf 
a CHAS. J. FOLGER, Sceretary. 

Hon. WARNER MILLER, United States Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
parea; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I now renew the demand for the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. The 
regular order is the call of committees for reports. 

SECTION 1858 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
adversely a bill (H. R. 10217) to amend section 1858 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

LAKE FRONT, CHICAGO, ILL. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as 
asubstitute for joint resolution H. Res. 232, a joint resolution (H. Res. 
256) relating to the title of the United States in the Lake front at Chi- 
cago, Ill.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original joint resolution, H. Res. 232, was laid on the table. 

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committeeon the Judiciary, reported back 
adversely a bill (H. R. 4154) for the erection of a United States prison, 
and for the imprisonment of United States prisoners, and for other pur- 
poses; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CASWELL submitted the views of the minority; which were 
ordered to be printed with the report of the committee. 
RIGHT OF WAY, CROW RESERVATION, MONTANA. 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10657) granting to 
the Rocky Fork and Cooke City Relief Company the right of way through 
apart of the Crow Indian reservation, in Montana Territory; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, HASTINGS, NEBR. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 
1974) providing for the erection of a public building at the city of Hast- 
ings, in Nebraska, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ISLAND NEAR AURORA, ILL. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
witha favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10233) to convey to and 
confirm in the city of Aurora, in the county of Kane, State of Illinois, 
asmall island in Fox River, located within the limits of said city; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WAGES OF EMPLOYES OF GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Labor, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 10508) providing for the payment of 
weekly wages by Government contractors to their employés; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. NEECE, by unanimous consent, the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of bilis 


of the following titles; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
A bill (H. R. 5137) granting a pension to Mrs. H. S. Gardiner; and 
A bill (H. R. 5138) granting a pension to Mrs, W. H. Cross. 


ALONZO B. CHATFIELD. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported asa 
substitute for H. R. 10235, a bill (H. R. 11115) to increase the pension 
of Alonzo B. Chatfield; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

By unanimous consent, House bill 10235 was laid on the table. 

ELLEN SHEA. 4 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 924) granting a pension to Ellen Shea; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. ELDREDGE, by unanimous consent, the Com- 
mittee on Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 11104) granting a pension to William E., Parker; and 

A bill (S. 3135) granting a pension to Catherine E. Babcock. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with amendments the bill (S. 1380) regulating the sale 
of distilled and fermented liquors in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

POLICE FORCE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
also reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10562) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to increase the police force of the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes,’’ approved January 31, 1883; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

QUIETING TITLE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10991) to quiet title to certain 
land in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

MORALS OF MINORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
also reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10759) for the pro- 
tection of the morals of minors in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of committees is now com- 
pleted, but if there be no objection the Chair will recognize for the 
presentation of reports gentlemen who were not in their seats when 
their committees were called. : 

There was no objection. 

ROBERT BAXTER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2935) granting a pension to Robert Baxter; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
yate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour for the consideration of bills 
called up by committees begins at eighteen minutes after 1 o’clock, 
The Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department was passed 
over on a previous day with the understanding that it should not lose 
its place. If that committee is now ready to proceed it is entitled to 
do so. 

EFFICIENCY OF GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. On behalf of the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Interior Department I call up for present consideration the 
bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office. I 
ask that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
be discharged from the further consideration of this bill, and that it be 
now considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Task for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is proceeding. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let us know what the bill is before the question is 
put upon discharging the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read the bill. 
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Mr. STORM. As this bill involves an increase of salaries it ought 
to receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering this bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency of the 
General Land Office. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That there shall be in the General Land Office ten principal 


clerks, chiefs of divisions, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, who 
shall receive a salary of 32,000 each per annum, 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it ought not to take more 
than a few minutes to dispose of this bill. I will explain its nature. 
At the first session of this Congress in the bill providing for the ex- 
penses of the General Land Office these clerks were provided for at a 
salary of $2,000 each. The bill passed the House, went over to the 
Senate, and there it was non-concurred in and amended so as to have 
three principal clerks chiefs of division at a salary of $1,800, and the 
other seven as fourth-class clerks. 

Now, this bill has come from the Senate to the House, passed there 
unanimously. It is recommended by the present Secretary of the In- 
terior and by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and has 
been recommended by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
and the Secretary of the Interior from General Williamson's time down 
to the present. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Are these clerks in addition to the present force? 

Me WEAVER, of Iowa. They are not additional clerks. They are 
the present clerks allowed by law. But the bill simply fixes their sal- 
ary at something near that which is allowed to the chiefs of divisions 
in other Departments of the Government and in the other bureaus of 
the Interior Department. 

I have a statement before me which will give the exact status of this 
case. I can repeat the substance of it, perhaps, more quickly than I 
can read it. In all the other Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment and the other bureaus corresponding to this the chiefs of these 
divisions receive from $2,250 per annum to $3,500 perannum. This 
is the only instance in the Departments where an unjust discrimination 
is made against the chiefs of divisions, And inasmuch as the bill is 
recommended by the Secretary of the Interior, by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, and has been recommended also by their prede- 
cessors, I think we may concede they understand their Tainen fally 
as well as anybody. Ishall now ask for a vote unless some gentleman 
desires to offer an amendment or desires to be heard. 

Mr. STORM. Is there a report? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STORM. I should like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa) was read, as follows: 


They adopt the Senate eng peat sgan it their own, which is as follows: 

The attention of uently called to the fact that a num- 
ber of persons smpioyod in prey aeea d Office, and who act as chiefs of 
divisions, receive an dequate salary considering the character and amount 
of work required of thans It appears from the following statement that the 
matter has been heretofore presented in the several reports of the Commission- 
ersof the General Land Office. Your committee therefore recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill, and append the following statement as a part ot this report: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ia GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
'ashington, D. C., July 17, 1836. 
ns mado as to rO of chiefs of divisions 
in the agrarnog opaning AEE DPE Office for the fiscal years 1830 to ao inclusive, with remarks 
of the Commissioners of the General Land Office relat ive thereto. 
1830.—Recommendations and remarks of Hon. J. A. Williamson, Commis- 
sioner: gnes chiefs of division, at $3,000; five chiefs, at $2,400; and eight assist- 
ant chiefs, at $2,000. 

Remarks.—The magnitude, the difficulty, and the national importance of the 
work can hardly be overstated; and it wonld seem self-evident that it can not 
be done, and well done, except by able men, and so farno bbe at all com- 
mensurate with the magnitude of the interests involved has been made. 

1881.—Recommendations and remarks of Hon. C. McFarland, Commis- 
— ‘Three rincipal clerks and six chiefs of div’ ision, at $2,600 per annum. 

have sought to nan‘e the very lowest figures which, in my judg- 

ment, marpa E possibly justify a reasonable expectation of ep e good 
and competent men are now employed and thoroughly skilled in the business, 
and of obtaining from the outside a class of ability which the public have a 
A to expect will be employed to adjust the vast interests committed to this 

ce. 

1882.—Recommendations and remarks of Hon. N. C. McFarland, Commis- 
sioner: Three rincipal clerks and seven chiefs of division, at $2,400, 

Remarks.—** The three principal clerks and seven chiefs of division have im- 
mediate charge and direction of the varied and important work assigned to 
their roe e divisions. The ng Penile of the gentlemen occupying these 
posts of trust, the magnitude of the r performed by them, the importance of 
the duty, and the ability demanded for its discharge. merit the increased com- 
pensation asked for. At present th 7: Sher Paves as ordinary clerks of the fourth 
See a rate disproportionate to the class of services absolutely required in these 

ions.” 
poi The attention of Congress has frequently been called to the inadequate re- 
muneration of the important officers of this bureau, and the amount of com- 
pensation now for is believed to be within the most moderate limit 
and no r than that allowed in corresponding positions in other Depart- 
ments of the Government,” 


Se eee and remarks of Hon. N. ©. McFarland, Commis- 
igan ope mete rae and seven chiefs of division, at $2,000 per annum, 
Remarks.—“ vided for clerks and employés of the lower 

grades is reasonable; but yoy d which clerks of higher are required 
to perform call for a ‘degree of intelligence and ability that can not be retained 
in the service, when secured, at the inadequate compensation agiia for. 

The Government needs the best service it can obtain and is able to for i 
but the Land Office is often unable to retain valuable clerks. ae Praga 
in the Land Office are less than in other bureaus and Depertncnne not requir- 
ing as great capacity or ability. A transfer has recently been made from an 
eighteen-hundred-dollar position in this office, requiring professional skill of a 
high h order, to a similar but not more onerous position in another Department 

the pay allowed is$2,500. Askilled assistant, whose services were needed, 

but who could here be paid but $1,600, received $2,000 by a similar transfer.” 

1884.—Recommendations and remarks of Hon. N. Č. McFarland, Commis- 


Remarks. ate chiefs of division have, respectively, srra Ai a particular 


general], go ng 
relations of the classes ing so intermixed as frequently to involve nearly the 
whole of them in the sirean e 
formed by the subordinate omore ofany Department, not excepting the Treas- 
bal ad where the salaries range from $2,250 to 
8$35.—Recommendations and remarks of Hon. William A. J. Sparks, Com- 

arasy Two chiefs of division at $2,250, and nine chiefs of division at $2,000 
per year. 

Remarks.—He reiterates the remarks of his predecessor relative to the in- 
creased compensation recommended. 

In connection with the above, attention is called to the following statement 
showing compensation paid to chiefs of divisions in State, Treasury, War, an 
Post-Oftice Departments, and in other Bureaus of the Interior Department; 


STATE DEPARTMENT. 
Six chiefs of division, at $2,100 per annum. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Secretary's office, 

Three chiefs of division, at $2,750 per annum. 
Seven chiefs of division. at $2,500 per annum. 
One chief of division. at $2,000 per annum. 
Chief Secret Service Division, at $3,500 per annum, 
Chief Internal Revenue Agents, at $12 per day, 
Chief Special Agents’ Division, at $8 per day. 


OTHER BUREAUS, 


Six chiefs of division, at $2,500 per annum. 

Five chiefs of division, at $2,250 per annum. 

Four chiefs of division, at $2,200 per annum. 

Eleven chiefs of division, at $2,100 annum, 
Thirty-seven chiefs ot division, at $2,000 per annum, 


WAR DEPARTMENT. 
Secretary's Office. 
Three chiefs of division, at $2,000 per annum. 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Two chiefs of division, at $2,250 per annum. 
Five chiefs of division, at $2,000 per annum. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
Secretary's office, 
Eight chiefs of division, at $2,000 per annum, 
Other bureaus. 


Sadan dere chiefs of divisions, at $2,000 per annum. 
TEO pal examiners (chiefs of division), at $2,400 

It will be seen from the above that the chiefs of division in other E: Execu- 
tive bee he and in the other bureaus of the Interior Department, range 
from $2,000 to $3. pets annum and the General Land Office is the only Bureau 
in any Government Department in this city where the chiefs of division are not 
paid in excess of $1,800 per annum. This is a discrimination without a justifi- 
cation. 

In December, 1881, and January, 1882, the United States Senate Committee on 
Publie Lands made an exhaustive examination into the condition of the General 
Land Office and the wor proms therein, and submitted a report thereon 
(Senate Report No. 362, Forty-seventh Congress, first session). As a result 
thereof, in the first session Forty-eighth Congress a bill (S. 554) “to promote 
the efficiency of the General Land Office” was introduced and passed by the 
Senate; it was submitted to the House of Representatives, read twice therein, 
and referred to the Committee on the Public tanta, but no action was taken on 
the same by said committee, and the bill failed to become a law. 

Among other provisions in said bill was one for ten “ chiefs of division” in 
the General Land Office, to ‘‘receiveasalary of $2,250 a year each.” During the 
debate in the Senate relative thereto a communication was read from Hon. H. 
M. TELLER, then Secretary of the Interior (now United States Senator), trans- 
mitting copy of a letter dated January 21, 1884, from Hon. N. C. McFarland, Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, relative to which he states, “ with whom 
I fully concur.” Insaid letter the honorable Commissioner of the General Land 
Office refers to the fact that “in all other bureaus of the Executive rtments 
chiefs of division are paid from $2,000 to $2,500 a year,” and after specifyi. 
of the bureaus he states, “In no other office or Department are aan of divis. 
ions regard to perform more important duties than in the General Land Office, 
but in this office the organization established at an early period still remains. 
Chiefs of division (except of public lands, private land claims, and surveys) are 

detailed from clerks of the fourth class, and none receive more pay than any 
other fourth-class clerks, while in other offices chiefs of division are appointed 
as such and receive a higher rate of compensation than the classified clerks, I 
inclose herewith a para list of officers provided for in several bureaus and 
Departments, show! the discrimination against this office, which appear to 
me unreasonable whee unjust.” (See 
ORD, Forty-eighth Congress, first n.) 

In the bill making a a ton the expenses of the General Land Office 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887 (H. R. 8974, Forty-ninth Con: first 
session), provision was made for ten principal clerks at $2,000 each, which is the 
same number provided for in Senate bill 554, first session Forty-eighth Congress, 
but at a reduced compensation of $250 per year each, yet, notwithstanding the 
United States Senate in 1884 were willing | fs provide land actually did provide, 
so faras the Senate was concerned) for ten principal clerks in the Gen Lan 
Office at a salary of $2,250 per year each, they now, in 1886, are not willing to ap- 
prove of the House bill $ hehe! for ten principal clerks at $1,800 per year, and 
provide for the remainder sa clerks of the fourth class, 
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recisely the same class of work devolves upon the chiefs of division in the 
a Land Office now as devolved upon them in 1885; if they were entitled 
per year, or even $2,000 per year, in 1834, they are unquestionably en- 

ited toan age fear compensation now. 
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Mr. STORM. The gentleman from Iowa says this bill does not in 
crease the number of clerks and officers in the Interior Department? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It does not. 

Mr. STORM. As I understand there is now the same number of 


clerks. Are those clerks now discharging the duties of chiefs of divisions? 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Three are now paid $1,800 per annum 
chiefs of divisions, and the others who discharge those dati 
tailed from the fourth-class clerks. 
Mr. STORM. ‘Then the bill simply increases the salaries of ten offi- 
cers from $1,800 to $2,000? 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 
Mr. STEELE. I ask the gentleman from Iowa if one of the pur- 
of this bill is not to take these men out of the civil-service class? 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It is not. 
Mr. MORRISON. They are out already. These are all Democrats. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The bill fixes the salary at the amount 
fixed by the House in the bill passed at the first session of this Con- 


Mr. STEELE. But does not the bill have the effect I have stated? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. As a matter of course it has that effect. 

Mr. STEELE. Iam sure that the gentlemen on the other side do 
not wish to evade the civil-service law. They all voted for it. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I believe I have the floor, and I do not 
yield fora speech. If any gentleman desires to offer an amendment I 
will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment which I think will 
greatly promote the efficiency of the General Land Office if accepted. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Add to the bill these words: 
“ Provided, T 


hat the chief of division lon; in the public service shall be the 


Acting perc pees of the General Land Office, and while so acting shall 
receive a salary of $3,500 per annum for his services.” 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I make the point of order that that is not 
germane to the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. If I understand the Poke, of the bill it is to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the General Land Q and the object of this 
amendment is that the work of the Land Department may become 
efficient in fact. I think the point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The amendment enlarges the scope of the 
þill and is not germane to its pu: 

Mr. BURROWS. I would ask my friend from Iowa if this bill in 
any way affects the status of clerks under the civil-service law? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Jowa. It makes the salaries of these clerks $2,000. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does it subject them to removal? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. No, sir; it makes no change except as to 
their salaries. 

Mr. REED. How are they selected? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. As they have always been. 

Mr. BURROWS. Under the operation of this bill can these clerks 
not be removed and anybody appointed without examination? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That is the case with every other chief of 
division in every Department. Of course that would be the effect. 

Mr. MORRISON, I wish to suggest that this violation of the civil- 
service law comes from the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. It makes no difference where it comes from. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I would like to have the amendment re- 
ported 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Would not this put out the Commissioner? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes; I think it would. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Yes; it would put out the sparks. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. WEAVER, offowa. Theamendmentchangesthelaw. Itwould 
lead to confusion. I therefore insist upon my point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The title of the bill is to promote the efficiency 
of the General Land Office. It ehanges the position of a few officers 
there. While the Chair is not absolutely certain on the question, he is 
inclined to the opinion it is for the committee to determine what will 
increase the efficiency of the office, and he therefore rules the amend- 
ment to be in order. 

The question recurred on the amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 82. 

Mr. THOMPSON. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. 
WEAVER of Iowa. 

i Ane committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, noes 
01. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill to the House. 

Mr. STEELE. I move the committee rise for the purpose of strik- 
ing out the enacting clause, and on that motion I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 80. 

Mr. STEELE. No quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, and 
Mr. STEELE. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 5, noes 
76. 


Mr. STEELE. No quorum. 

Mr. WEAVER, of ase There is but one course to pursue under 
the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee finding itself without a quorum, 
the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called; and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Adams, J.J. Doeke: Le Fevre, Reese, 

Aiken, Dougherty, Lore. Smalls, 

Atkinson, Dunn, pore 

Ballentine, Low! Stahlnecker, 

es, Fleeger, TAA SeN Stewart, Charles 

Bland, ‘oran, Matson, Stewart, J. W. 

Browne, T, M. Gibson, Eustace Merriman, St. Martin, 
Glover, Morrill, Stone, E. F. 

z Hanback, Și > Struble, 
Collins, Hayden, Negley, Taulbee, 
Compton, ynes, O'Neill, J. J. Townshend, 
Cox, 8.8. Henley, Perk Tucker, 

ù rn, Perry, Ward, T. B. 
Curtin, Hutton, Peters, White, Milo 
vis, Trion, Pideock, ‘Woodburn, 
Dawson, Laird, Plumb, 


The committee rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having under consideration 
the bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office, 
and finding itself without a quorum, had, under the rule, caused the roll 
a! be called, and he now reported the names of the absentees to the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. On the roll-call 254 members answered to their 
names, and, under the rule, a quorum appearing, the committee will 
resume its session. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office. 
The committee was dividing by tellers on the motion to strike out the 
enacting clause, and the tellers will resume their places, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the count begin de novo? 

. The CHAIRMAN. It is customary to begin the count anew. The 
hour for the consideration of bills has expired, and the committee will 
rise. 

The committee rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to crder, 
had under consideration the bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency of 
the General Land Office, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR BILLS, 
Pe pe SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour for the consideration of bills 


aiir BELMONT. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mies kod the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider gen- 
tion bills. 
1 HO MAN. Isuggest to the gentleman from New York to indi- 
Rp some time when general debate on the pending appropriation bill 
will be closed. I would suggest two hours as the time. 

Mr. BELMONT. So far as I am concerned, I considered at the outset 
of the debate we might easily have got through the bill in one legis- 
lative day. Now, however, gentlemen who have spoken on the bill 
have so misunderstood its provisions, I think it absolutely necessary 
the House should give some attention to it. I demand the previous 
question’on my motion. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iask a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

a D UNRAM How much time haye gentlemen taken up on this 
questi 

Mr. BELMONT. There has been time enough to give the House 
false impressions. The increase over last year’s appropriation is but a 
little over $40,000. 

Mr. DUNHAM. As I understand, they have already occupied a 
good part of two days. Now at this stage of the session I do not think 
the House ought to give any more time to a discussion of this kind. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from New York submit a prop- 
osition tolimitdebate? Fix sometime at which the debate shall close. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman will consent to some limita- 
tion. Other bills are pressing. 

Mr. HATCH. And if the gentleman does not desire to fix a time, 
I hope he will permit the House to come to some conclusion as to the 
time to close this debate. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I will ask that the debate be closed 
in two hours and a half. 

A MEMBER. To be equally divided? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move to amend by making it fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state in answer to the 
gentleman from Illinois that two hours and thirty minutes have already 
been consumed in general debate upon the bill. 
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The gentleman from New York now proposes that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of the 
appropriation bill, and, pending that, that all general debate be closed 
in two hours and thirty minutes. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move to strike out ‘‘ two hours and thirty min- 
utes” and insert ‘‘thirty minutes.’ 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 42, noes 87. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BELMONT. I now call the previous question upon my motion. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
motion to limit debate to two hours and thirty minutes was agreed to. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had to the amendments of the House 
of Representatives on bills of the following titles, namely: 

A bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire 
for losses sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the 
Territory of Wyoming, in September, 1885; 

A bill (S. 712) for the erection of a public building at Augusta, Ga. ; 

A bill (S. 305) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 
Ala, ; and 

A bill (S. 93) authorizing the construction of a- public building for 
the post-office in the city of Houston, Tex. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1131) to amend an act to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Detroit, Mich., asked a conference with the House thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. MAHONE, Mr. VEST, and Mr. PALMER mana- 
gers on the part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. 
R. 7508) granting the right of way to the Annapolis and Baltimore 
Short-Line Railroad Company across the Government farm connected 
with the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md. 


x MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the President had approved and signed bills 
of the following titles: i 

An act (H. R. 3186) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, to con- 
firm title to certain lands, and for other purpose 

An act (H. R. 10051) for the erection of a publie building at Charles- 
ton, 8. C.; 

An act (H. R. 8923) to amend an act in relation to the immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, approved June 
10, 1880; 

An act (H. R. 9644) for the erection of a public building at Jeffer- 
son, Tex. ; 

An act (H. R. 10242) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes; 
and 

An act (H. R. 9371) for the completion of a public building at Santa 
Fé, N. Mex. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Housé is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the diplomatic and consular appropria- 
tion bill, upon which the House has limited all general debate to two 
hoursand thirty minutes. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
is entitled to twenty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], with the request that he yield 
one minute at the close of his remarks to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, withholds his remarks for revision. 
[See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
ALLEN] has gone to the cloak-room to receive the congratulations of 
those in this Hall who are pleased with what he has said; but if he 
went to the place where he would receive the most intelligent and 
thorough approbation of the practical results of his views, he would 
seek a gathering of rich men—millionaires of elegant leisure—who 
would gladly take, unpaid, these offices in the diplomatic service 
which are now underpaid, and make the whole foreign service of this 
country simply a corps of rich men, to the exclusion of the great body 
of your constituents and mine. Every word that the gentleman said 
was, in its tendency, in favor of the reduction of even that meager pay- 
ment now allowed to the slender organization which constitutes our 
foreign service. The dutiesand surroundings to which you send these 
officers compel them to expenditure or expose them to contempt. Do 
you wish them to be objects of derision? If you do not pay them suf- 


ficiently to live at least well enough to escape a sneer they will draw 
on their own means or quit. A man without ample means will not be 
appointed. That will be the result. 

There is not another nation in the world of one-half the weight or 
importance of ours that has not a foreign service larger than ours, and 
far better paid in every grade, and—I do not know that I can feel any 
national pride in saying it—their consular service is proportionally 
more efficient, far-reaching, and successful. 

Now this bill, which has been here denounced as full of extravagances 
and of multiplication of officers, framed expressly for men seeking 
gilded rank in the diplomatic service, does what? Increases the pay 
of two of our ministers—only two, the minister to China and the min- 
ister to the Argentine Republic; and the increase amounts to $8,000— 
not $50,500 of increased diplomatic salaries, as has been said on this 
floor. There is an increase, as has been said with great emphasis, of 
more than $50,000 in the diplomatic section of the bill, but that is for 
other expenditures, and much the largest item is required to build a 
house in which our minister to Japan shall reside, to cost $25,000. I 
think that even the constituents of the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. ALLEN] would deem it economy to build a house for our repre- 
sentative to live in at a cost of $25,000, rather than go on paying rent, 
as we have paid $34,000 in rent during the last ten years. 

Mr. Chairman, it is ordinarily a thankless task to defend the foreign 
service. The members of that service are not like the postmasters, the 
collectors of internal reyenue, and the other office-holders close at 
home, who are always at hand, always active among the people, and 
who can be so useful to the politicians that take care of them and make 
up in severe virtue and economy of public money by attacking the far- 
away consuls and ministers. 

The longer they are at their posts, the more attentive they are to 
their duties, the less hold they have upon political support at home. 
It is a service the functions of which, when properly exercised, are of 
the highest character. Our ministers abroad are not daily workers, 
like clerks, employed for so many hours; but their duties of watchful- 
ness, of intelligent vigilance, are of transcendent importance. 

I will say butone word moreofthem. Their highest function, their 
greatest ambition, their glory and success are always to maintain peace 
among men. Itis a matter of most serious discredit to a minister to 
have allowed irritation to grow up unnecessarily between peoples where 
national interests are committed to his charge; and the greatest zeal 
of every minister we have abroad is directed to promptly smoothing 
away each difficulty, achieving what are really great and substantial 
triumphs unheard of by the world. All the peace societies on earth 
are but second in influence and action weighed beside these active 
ministers of peace, who constantly penetrate to the heart of every cab- 
inet and clique, and keep silent all the guns of the numberless armies 
of Europe. We can drop them if we choose; and I believe it would be 
better to abolish the service than to degrade it. 

The consular service is changed much more in this bill, though less 
commenthas been made on that. The largest apparent increase of ex- 
penditure in the bill 1s for consuls; but this does not arise from the 
creation of new functionaries. You, gentlemen [addressing the Demo- 
cratic side of the House], came here pledged to reduce extravagance, to 
cut offuseless offices. Hereisan opportunity toreduce extravagance, by 
stopping the payment of over $150,000 in fees to seventy consuls, and 
fixing their salaries at fair rates, amounting in all to $125,000. This 
is no favoritism to pets. It is not the consuls who ask to have their 
pay changed from fees to fixed salaries; itis proposed by the President 
and Seeretary of State, by the men who organize and watch them—the 
men in the Department, just as the high executive officers of every 
other great government have long since effected that change from un- 
certainly-known fees to salaries fixed and known to all the world. The 
consul prefers the indeterminate fees, the amountof which you can not 
well find out, which may make his pay three times as great as you 
would suspect. 

I know from experience years ago in the Department of State, and 
I know from the statement just sent us by Secretary Bayard, that there 
is not to-day in that Department, as there was not in the days when it 
was administered by Republican energy and purity, any way to cer- 
tainly find out all that takes place in a feed consulate. The tempta- 
tion to irregularity is continual, and irregularities are continually dis- 
covered, The people who pay the taxes are entitled to know exactly 
what a public servant receives; and ifthe Democratic party has the 
courage to write down opposite to each officer’s’ name in the public 
records just how much expense the people must bear to keep that man 
in office, they do well; even if it does apparently, though not really, 
increase expenditure, and I for one will support them in that course. 
The people ought to be able to know exactly what burden the public 
treasury bears. At present, gentlemen, it is not only impossible for 
your constituents to know this, but you can not find it out yourselves 
with all the powers and privileges of members of Congress. 

The fee system came with the beginning of our whole consular sys- 
tem, a hundred years ago, when we were very poor and glad to get some 
merchant at a port where our ple traded to perform the duties of 
consul in return for the fees collected. Gradually the more important 
posts have been salaried, and the fees required to be turned into the 
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Treasury. But most of them remain paid in fees—some largely, but 
most df them very moderately. A great part of our consular force is 
now paid little more than $50 to each man in fees. But of those who 


have the fat places the Department has selected seventy and proposed 
to put them on a salary, with the requirement that the fees be turned 
into the . Those fees for these places amount to over $150,000 
annually, while the aggregate of the salaries proposed is $125,000. It 
isa movement in the right direction. It diminishes the vicious fee 
system of compensation. It will purify the service, improve the rev- 
enues of the Government, and promote every national interest. 

There is no danger, as my friend from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY] 
feared, that there will be loss to the Government in fees. Not at all. 
No merchant ever made a shipment or refrained from making a ship- 
ment on account of the invoice fee. But the loss now to the Govern- 
ment, which onght to have been evident to the gentleman and which 
experience in the Department would quickly show to any one, is in the 
revenue collected at the custom-houses. Suppose a feed consul has an 
office in a city near one where there is a salaried consul. A merchant 
wants to invoice his goods falsely—to undervalue them when shipped 
for the United, States so that they may be entered at New York at a 
low rate and a low tariff duty be paid to the Government on them. 
I know a case where a merchant with $50,000 worth of goods went to 
a consul who was salaried, who had no motive to accept a false in- 
voice, and who refused to certify it unless the merchant put up his 
figures to the true values, 

Then the merchant went on to a feed consul, who was very anxious 
to have that merchant’s custom, eager to have him bring all his in- 
voices there to have them certified that he might get the certifying 
fee, and who at once placed the certificate upon the invoice and signed 
it, putting an undervaluation on that whole body of goods, so that 
when they came to the custom-house and the duty was assessed upon 
them the Government was cheated to the extent of over $15,000. There 
was the economy of not paying one officer a salary but letting him have 
fees, and paying the other a salary, which still left him with his man- 
hood. We a communication not long ago from the Secretary of 
the Treasury saying that in a country where we have feed consulates 
with a ial kind of fee enormously remunerative, invoices are prac- 
tically almost worthless to the custom-house officers in determining the 
real value of imported goods. Put your consuls on salaries and they 
will be, as they ought to be, watchful experts, sentinels of the Treasury. 

‘This increase of expenditure in the bill which seems so large is ap- 
parent, not real. Theoflicers are receiving, many of them, more than 
the ies specified in the bill. These increases, too, all along the 
line, are a complete vindication of the recommendations of the Secre- 
taries of State in thelast eight years. They are an answer that is com- 
plete to the bitter speeches, the partisan appeals, and the complaints 
of extravagance with which we were met on this floor for so many 
years. The increases now proposed are larger than were ever pre- 
sented under Republican administration. 

I speak, not as a partisan, but in the interests of my country and the 
public service when I say that the recommendations made then stand 
as wise and just toana they were then, whether they come from Re- 
publican or Democratic hands. 

The cardinal duties of a consul are to defend the rights of American 
citizens, to promote commerce, and to protect the revenue. Here is a 
long list of consuls who are now paid $1,000 a year and permitted to 
trade—that is, the consuls are merchants. 

What system is that? The man who is to watch over the revenue 
is himself the man to be watched—the merchant most interested to 
cheat the Government. And how is he interested to and pro- 
mote commerce? There are abundant instances where consuls in 
foreign ports, who were themselves the merchants, so used and abused 
their position and privileges as consuls that the firm to which the con- 
sul belonged as a partner succeeded in monopolizing the whole of the 
trade with this country. Is that promoting commerce—to establish 
by law an official machinery that will beget such a pernicious and sti- 
fling monopoly of trade? That is what we have to-day in all this 
$1,000 consulates, for our law permits all of that salary to enter into 
trade. They are to protect the rights of American citizens, yet we 
make a man consul who is an active merchant, and does the work of 
consul with his left hand, while with his right he is straining every 
nerve to make a fortune. Is that the man who will give his time and 
care to protect an American citizen? Why, the unfortunate American 
imprisoned or wronged will often have to use management and influ- 
ence to get an interview with the busy merchant. 

Protect the revenue, he himself the maker of the invoices! Promote 
ecommerce, he the spy on every other merchant’s business, who must 
show him all his invoices to get them certified! Upon recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of State this bill raises the pay of these $1,000 
consuls to $1,500 and prohibits their entering into business. It does 
increase their pay in consideration of this restriction, but I hope re- 
spectable and intelligent American citizens can be sent out to these 
posts who will be altogether consuls and altogether Americans, Iten- 
larges expense, but is it not in fact economy? And all of us Repub- 
licans and Democrats ought to wish to take every efficient step to pro- 
mote the commerce of our country, to protect the revenue of the na- 


tion, and to guard inviolate the rights of American citizens everywhere 
by faithful pared of our Government who give their whole time to 
their public duty. 

Here is also a list of inspectors provided in this bill. As to these 
officers, and all officers of this kind, I think they are utterly worth- 
less if they are appointed to provide hospitals for political lame ducks. 
But if they are wisely selected, and they should be chosen with great 
care, and if they devote themselves zealously and impartially to their 
public duties, there can be no better addition to the service. 

The popular vote has intrusted the executive power to the Democratic 
party, and they have chosen their men to exercise it. Now, when they 
ask for the instruments and ask for the amount which I am convinced 
is no more than is necessary for the full efficiency of a great public ser- 
vice, I think it right to vote them what they ask, and then hold them 
responsible for the consequences. They will not conduct the public 
business in the way we would like, nor appoint the men who I think 
are most worthy, but I honor the courage that proposes to put down in 
plain figures, which all the country can read, the true amount every 
office-holder shall receive; to write on the wall, even though it increases 
an appropriation bill, the salary of every public servant, that every tax- 
payer may know just where every cent of the public money goes. 

I yield now to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS]. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I shall attempt in the short time I 
have in the general discussion to confine myself to the questions in- 
volved in this bill. I hope not to be drawn aside from those questions 
by some of the speeches which have preceded upon matters not in the 
bill farther than to allude to their irrelevancy. I can only discuss in 
the time I have the principal changes and reforms proposed in the bill, 
which are the transfer of consuls from one class to another, and placing 
some who now receive fees alone in the classes receiving salaries, 
turning fees now retained by them into the public Treasury. The other 
miscellaneous changes proposed in the bill I have not time to discuss 
and will not allude to, except the provision as to consular inspectors. 

The gentleman from Delaware [Mr. LORE] yesterday, whom I do 
not see in his seat to-day, discussed the bill under consideration as 
though it were a question of civilservice, or of the distribution of offices 
in the State Department. He based his complaint against the Secre- 
tary of State on the ground that that official, in compliance with law, 
in a letter to the Speaker of the House, giving his opinion as to whether 
or not any employés in that Department could be dispensed with and 
the work of the Department be kept up, advised against the removal of 
or the diminution of the number of employés. From this the gentle- 
man from Delaware would infer that the Secretary, because he said there 
were no employés in that Department he could dispense with and carry 
on the public business, therefore was opposed to any change there, and 
he was su that being op to change there he would now be 
in favor of a change in the diplomatic and consular service. It seems 
to me the consideration of this bill was simply made an opportunity to 
criticise the Secretary of State, who merely stated, in accordance with 
the law, that there were no employés in the State Department which 
could be di with. 

The law did not contemplate that he should constitute himself a par- 
tisan in this official communication relating to the force in his Depart- 
ment, to say that the employés should be turned out because they did 
not belong to the same political party to which he belongs. When the 
gentleman from Delaware can properly discuss the civil-service law he 
and I may not be very far apart, for I am not its advocate; but it has 
nothing to do with the pending measure, and its discussion has no place 
here upon this bill. Now let us consider some of the ohjections raised 
to this measure. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] a few days ago 
read a list of consulates, with the small fees collected ateach. By this 
he sought to impress the House with the idea that they were unimpor- 
tant points on account of the small fees collected, although this bill pro- 
poses that a fixed salary be provided for each of them larger than the 
present compensation. I wish to refer to a few of those mentioned by 
the gentleman on that occasion, and to show that the amount of fees 
is not a test of the importance of the consulate. For instance, he re- 
ferred to the post of Odessa, where the fees were about $180 last year. 
He put that among the unimportant consulates because the fees were 
so small, and called attention to the fact that this bill proposed to fix 
an increased salary. Now, what are the facts as to the importance of 
this post? The figures in the State Department show that for one quar- 
ter in 1885, the quarter ending June 30, the amount of shipments from 
that point to the United States reached $137,000. 

The most of that was wool. The tariff on wool of a certain grade is 
10 per cent., and on a certain other grade 20 per cent.; so that it is 
fair to assume that the duty paid to the Government of the United 
States on the amount of wool shipped from Odessa in that one quarter 
was not less than $20,000, This Government therefore was interested 
to the extent of $20,000 at least in one quarter’s shipment from that 
port; and yet the consular fees amounted last year to but about $180. 
The gentleman from Kentucky, no doubt honest in this matter, but 
failing to epa ae investigate the facts bearing upon the question of 
importance of and many other ports, and superficially looking only 
to the amount of fees collected, has placed it before the House as an 
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unimportant consulate, 
affecting the interests of the people in that manner. 

What more vitally affects the interests of the people than an honest 
collection of the revenues due to the Government than to prevent 


and asks you to deal with questions vitally 


swindling and smuggling and fraud? 

The gentleman also referred to Buenos Ayres, which he put in the 
list as an unimportant post. There it is also proposed to increase the 
salary. There were exported from this point to the United States for 
the three months ending June 30, 1885, goods amounting to $1,430,000, 
or nearly one and a half millions of dollars. And yet the fees were 
quite small. So I might go through with the seventeen classed by the 
gentleman as unimportant simply because the fees are small, and with 
a few exceptions show that the amount of the shipments from those 
points to this country are quite large, and that the question of fees is 
no criterion whatever by which to judge of the extent of the business. 

Take for instance the shipment of fine wool from Odessa, the quality 

of which is high and expensive. A cargo of $100,000, upon which 
the tax due this Government might be $20,000, may be covered by a 
single invoice, but the consular fees would only amount to $2.50, It 
is not, then, the amount of the invoice that measures the fees, but the 
number of invoices. It may be that there are many small shipments 
and a small cargo, and the aggregate of the fees collected would be quite 
large, whereas, as in the case I have mentioned, there may be but a 
single shipment covering an immense value and yet the fee would be 
only $2.50. 
Mr. McCREARY. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a moment. 
I did not hear his remarks a moment with reference to these con- 
sulates. I would Jike him to tell me what the fees are at Gaboon, Af- 
rica, It appears to me that last year they were $7.50 and I would like 
to know the business done there. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. If the gentleman had heard my remarks he 
would have heard me say with reference to these seventeen consul- 
ates enumerated by him as unimportant that from nearly all of them, 
with a few exceptions, there was quite an extensive amount of ship- 
ments to this country, and [ cited one or two instances in support of 
my statement. I did not say that there were extensive shipments from 
all of them. You may take Cape Town and Gaboon, Africa, and Le- 
vuka, which places will show very small shipments and of course very 
small fees. 

But there are special reasons why if we have consuls at these places 
they should be better paid, and not be put in the one-thousand-dollar 
class. It costs to go from this country to Levuka, in the Fiji Islands, a 
man and his wife alone, $750. So that to go and return would take 
$1,500, while the salary is but $1,000. If the office is not a necessary 
one, if it is not desirable to have a consul there, it should be abolished 
altogether. But if wedo send one we should at least pay his necessary 
expenses. So also there are a few other places mentioned where the 
shipments are inconsiderable; but these are places where the country 
is hoping to build up a large trade, and are exceptional. The gentle- 
man from Delaware, as.well as the gentleman from Kentucky, seem to 
argue that where we have but little trade we ought to have no consul 
at all, and ought not to try to enlarge the trade. 

Among the other places mentioned by the gentleman from Kentucky in 
his list of seventeen is Cardiff. The consul there collected last year only 
the very small amount of $288 fees, and therefore it is classed by the gen- 
tleman as an unimportant place. The direct trade of that point with 
the United States in the last year was $3,785,000. The number of 
American seaman discharged and shipped from that point was more 
than six hundred last year. It is second only to Liverpool as 
the discharge and shipment of American seamen back to this country. 
The consul has all this work to deal with without fees. He must hear 
and settle all disputes and differences between them and the masters 
of vessels. 

I desire to ask the gentleman a question about 
Cardiff. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Very well. 

Mr. McCREARY. Does he not know that for many years the salary 
of the consul at Cardiff in Great Britain has been but $2,000? Now, 
in what respect has there been a change of business so as to make it 
necessary and proper for us to increase the salary ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Ihave but little time to discuss these details. 
It is wholly immaterial whether there has been a change of business 
there recently or not. Certainly business and commerce and their con- 
ducts have undergone many great changes since the present classifi ca- 
tions were fixed, and readjustment is necessary. I want to consider the 
matter as we find it. It matters not what was recommended by the 
Democratic committee in 1877, which has been adverted to in the de- 
bate. That may have been enough or it may not. There may have 
been some political considerations in fixing it. Ihave nothing to do 
with these questions; but whether the salary has been $2,000 hereto- 
fore or $3,000, and I am informed it is $3,000-—— 

Mr. BELMONT. The salary is $2,000, and the whole compensation 
brings it up to $3,000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I see the salary proposed in the bill is $2,500, 
and the fees to be turned into the Treasury, so that in this case as in 
many others, if the gentleman from New York is correct as to the fees 


here, while there is an increase of $500 in salary, there is really a de- 
crease of compensation by putting the fees in the Treasury. In many 
cases the bill reduces the com: ion of the consuls, and in others in- 
creases them. Altogether I believe this bill to be as economical as the 
present law, and will work important reforms if 

I want to ask the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] and the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary | if their constituents de- 
sire that the American seamen who my be thrown out in ports in for- 
eigu countries shall be turned loose not cared for by this Govern- 
ment, or shall fall into the hands of irresponsible and incompetent 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to answer that question now. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The gentleman from Kentucky has had twiceas 
much time as I will have. ; 

Mr. McCREARY. If the gentleman refuses to let me answer his 
question, all right. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I repeat, that the gentleman from Kentucky has 
had twice as much time as I will have. I have heard his questions, 
but can not yield for a speech from him in my limited time. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Has a gentleman a right to ask a question and then refuse to 
yield for an answer? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I did not ask the gentlemen to stop in their 
arguments that I might answer their questions and inject a speech in 
the midst of theirs, and they have both spoken. 

Mr. McCREARY. You should not have asked the question if you 
did not desire an answer. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I merely asked the question in argument, for you 
to think of, and to answer if you so desire in your own time. 

Tangier and Algiers are places where there are sanitariums where 
people of foreign countries are taken care of. Afflicted people go there 
to build up their health. The consuls representing this pe S 
there are the only people to whom our citizens in those places can look 
for protection. Without them they would often be greatly harassed and 
dealt with harshly in many ways. Especially would such be the case 
in the I have spoken of in Africa. Among the people of the 
class I haye referred to are American citizens who go there ior health, 
and are engaged in business there. Under treaty arrangements with 
other governments at some of these places we have an ent by 
which when an American citizen dies the consul of the United States 
acts as administrator and takes charge of his estate; and the legatees or 
the heirs must depend on this Government to give an honest, efficient ad- 
ministrator. At this time at Levuka, in the Fiji Islands, there are three 
important estates in the hands of the consul for administration and dis- 
tribution. At many other places the consuls are judicial officers to 
decide civil questions, rights of property, of liberty, and even of life. 
And yet we are asked to judge of the importance of these places only 
by the small fees that may be received there. 

Right here let me read the reasons given by the Secretary of State for 
the changes asked, with reference to a few of the places designated as 
unimportant in this debate. He gives reasons in each case, I have 
not the time to repeat here many, but give a few, as follows. They 
are given by an honest official under whose charge this whole system is, 
and who knows best its needs to make it a pure and efficient service: 

Town—Consulate: This is the great seaport of South Africa,and is of 
Ts col Se mosti direct and i Tapilytnerestng. ve port i viod by 
all United States naval vessels on that statlo -s e 
plies and AEE i It is also visited 
to be found in of the other ports of that of the world combined. The 
cost of going to and returning from Cape Town is excessive, and the discom- 
forts of life are great in that locality, 

Buenos Ayres—Consul: This is one of the most important trade centers in all 
of South America, Its trade with the United States and shows a steady 
and rapid increase. The present salary does not support the consul, owing to 


the very large demands made upon him by American traders and visitors. 
Pie in ee Apia is the principal island of the 
av 


which is increasing. 


ne are 


Tamatave is paraded as unimportant simply because the fees are 
small, yet for the first quarter in 1885 the exports to this country from 
that point amounted to $117,681. 

Talcahuano (a town in Chilli) is a great center for whaling vessels, 
where relief is dispensed to American seamen, and is also an expensive 
place to dwell in. From Bombay, for the quarter above named, the 
exports were $237,000; from Sierra Leone, $75,000; from Venice, a great 
art center, $74,000. At Nantes and Santiago are sanitariums, where 
many Americans go; yet all these have been enumerated as unimpor- 
tant. But I can not go further with details as to particular places. 

If a post is not important enough to give an honest, efficient consul 
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us to uphold a system which is discreditable to them and to our national 


a sufficient salary, it should be abolished, because it is a discredit to 
character. 


the Government to have any other sort. It should not be kept up at 
all. It is often the case that one who receives now only $1,000, and 
is permitted to trade, engages in direct trade with this country. He 
makes his shipments and certifies to his own invoices. Then he sees 
every other merchant’s invoice; he knows who are his competitors, 
whom they are trading with, and to whom they ship, and he can write 
to the parties here with whom they do business saying, ‘* These gentle- 
men ship at such a price; I can ship on better terms.’? It enables a 
man holding office under the Government of the United States to use a 
public office as a prop to support his own monopoly in private business 
against honorable eompetition which should be fostered. On this point 
I wish to haye read by the Clerk a letter of the Assistant Secretary of 
State. I want to show distinctly what this bill proposes to do and 
some of the reasons assigned by the State Department for what it asks. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF State, Washington, February 5, 1887. 

Sm: In connection with the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, now 
pending before the House, I have the honor to communicate to you the follow- 

ng statements, based upon said bill, namely: 
irst. The total increase in salaries at places already provided for by law 
amounts to $54,000. This includes the raising of twenty-five consulates now re- 
ceiving salaries of $1,000 and having the right to trade to classes in w. 
trading privilege is not allowed. . 

Second. Sixty-eight offices now compensated by fees are provided with sal- 
aries, the total thereof being $121,000. 

Third. The fees collected at the sixty-eight places above named amount to 
i reoat r annum, or an excess of $23,484 over the amount to be appropriated 

for salaries. 

If the pending bill becomes a law we shall have: First, twenty-five officers 
who now receive $1,000 each per annum, but who can give as much or as little 
of. their time as they please to the Government, placed in a position where they 
will be required to give all of their attention to the public service, and will not, 
as ih aghast nag be permitted to make the consular service of the United States a 
simple prop to their private undertakings. 

Next we have the sone list of officers at present asa pereete entirely by fees 
collected and retained by themselves and their principals under existing law. 
The fees so collected and retained amount tothe large sum of more than $125,000 
per annum, and yet not one of these officers is restricted as to trade; and as a 
matter of fact they are generally engaged in some commercial pursuit, often in 
the only direct trade between their ers ports and the United States. 
They are generally not citizens of the United States and, owing to the trade 
advanta: flowing from the consular position, may be said to enjoy a sort of 
monopoly very hurtful to free commercial intercourse and enterprise. Adoption 
of the present bill will cure all of this, will furnish many offices which can, under 
existing law, only be filled by citizens of the United States, and will relieve 
all such of the difficult task of serving two masters,as they now do, namely: 
First, self-interest, as merchants; and second,the United States, as consuls; 
which is an end most desirable to attain. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
JAS. D. PORTER, Assistant Secretary. 

Hon. Jupson C. CLEMENTS, 

House of Kepresentatives. 


I will read also a few lines from the President’s message upon this 
subject. In his annual message, in relation to the estimates submitted 
by the Secretary of State and in pursuance of that clause in the appro- 
priation bill of last year (placed there by the House), requiring him to 
submit these estimates with a view to readjusting this system of serv- 
ice, the President says: 

Pursuant to a provision of the diplomatic and consular appropriation act ap- 
proved July 1, 1886, the estimates submitted by the Secretary of State for the 
maistenance of the consular service haye been recast, on the basis of salaries 
for all officers to whom such allowance is deemed advisable. Advantage has 
been taken of this to redistribute the salaries of the offices now appropriated for 
in accordance with the work performed, the importance of the representative 
duties of the incumbent, and the cost of living at each pos: The last considera- 
tion has been too often lost sight of in the allowances heretofore made. 

The compensation which may suffice for the decent maintenance of a worthy 
and capable officer in a position of onerous and representative trust at a post 
readily accessible, and where the necessaries of life are abundant and cheap, 
may prove an inadequate pittance in distant lands, where the better part of a 
year’s pay is consumed in reaching the post of duty, and where the comforts of 
ordinary civilized existence can only be obtained with difficulty and at exorbi- 
tant cost. I trust that, in considering the submitted schedules, no mistaken the- 
ory of economy will perpetuate a system which in the past has virtually closed 
to deserving talent many offices where capacity and attainments of a high order 
are indispensable, and in nota few instances has brought discredit on our na- 
tional character and entailed embarrassment and even suffering on those deputed 
to uphold our dignity and interests abroad. 

In connection with this subject I earnestly reiterate the practical necessity of 
supplying some mode of trustworthy inspection and report of the manner in 
which the consulates are conducted. In the absence of such reliable informa- 
tion efficiency can scarcely be rewarded or its opposite corrected, 


I can show this committee instances of consulates, unimportant ac- 
cording to the standard of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] where the fees are very small, yet where the consuls are 
authorized to administer estates of American citizens, and where, as a 
consequence, orphans have been defrauded and wronged. The Pres- 
ident says, in effect, that this unwise policy has led to discredit to our 
national honor and to the injury of individuals as well as of the public 
service of the United States. I do not believe that the people of Mis- 
sissippi, or the people of any other State, are unjust in to this 
matter. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] is doubtless 
right when he says that the people of his State are in favor of economy; 
but I say to him that the people of Mississippi, as well as the people of 
every other State in this Union, are in favor of honesty and justice, as 
well as of economy. They are in favor of protecting the lives, liberty, 
and rights of American citizens abroad as well as at home. 

They are in favor of efficient government. They do not demand of 


. There is no constituency that will demand that at the hands 
of its representative here. The trouble, I fear, with the gentlemen who 
present this superficial view of the question is that, in looking solely 
to what the people of a particular district may say, they have not read 
the estimates of the Secretary of State or the reasons assigned for them. 
Iam afraid they have not gone to the bottom of this question to ascertain 
whether these consulates, of which they speak, are really important or 
unimportant. Wheneveran increased appropriation is reco for 
any purpose it is fashionable on the part of some to cry out, ‘‘ Economy,” 
and talk about what ‘‘ the people” said last fall, and what “ the people ”’ 
will do with us. Tell the people the truth about this question of the 
foreign service of the United States and they will demand at your 
hands an honest and efficient corps of American, and not foreign, citi- 
zens in the service. Many of our consuls are paid only $1,000 a year 
and are allowed to trade. Suppose you deny them the right to trade, 
how many of them can afford to go to their points of service and live 
there on $1,000 a year? You must, then, have ineflicient or dishonest 
men who must violate the law to live, or put rich men only in these 
offices and exclude the poor. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] said there was no 
trouble about finding people to fill these offices. We have one or two 
consulates now that can not be given away. One of them is at Asun- 
cion, the capital city of Paraguay. Two or three men have been com- 
missioned to go there, but when they found out what it would cost to 
go, and how small the was, they declined. Are we going to 
adopt the policy of selling out the offices of the United States to the 
lowest bidder? Isthatwiseeconomy? Will that help the poor people 
of whom the gentleman from Mississippi speaks? Shall we appoint men 
to these places and require them to pay their necessary expenses of travel 
and living, which are more than their salaries, and have them resort 
to that which is contrary to the honor of the country in order to live? 

Do you want us to perpetuate these consulates at a thousand dollars 
a year, and give the consuls permission to trade, and allow them to 
certify to their own invoices as they do now? That is the present sys- 
tem. That is the system which drives out honest competition by giv- 
ing the consuls of the United States at such points an insight into the 
business of rival traders. The consul, of course, sees whom they ship 
to, and by reason of his position is master of the situation, because he 
is propped up and sustained by the Government of the United States, 
and is thus enabled to maintain a monopoly which is against fair com- 
petition, against publie policy, against common honesty, and detri- 
mental to commerce. 

The Secretary of State has given in the Book of Estimates (briefly, as 
he was compelled to do) the reasons for his recommendations, and the 
President of the United States has called special attention to the mat- 
ter and recommended that no idea of mistaken or false economy shall 
guide the Housein dealing with it. That is demanded by a due regard 
for our national honor. According to the idea of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, we can find plenty of men to fill all these offices at the pres- 
entsalaries. Thereisnodoubtaboutthat. Ihave no doubtthat there 
are many in the gentleman’s district who would be willing to take his 
seat, perhaps without any salary at all; but is such an idea in accord- 
ance with the spirit of this Government or of our institutions—to con- 
fine office-holding to the rich only, or to perpetuate a corrupting fee 
system antagonistic to fair dealing among business men and an honest 
public service? 

Certainly you can find men all over the country who are willing to 
take the consulships if they are allowed the privilege of trading with 
the advantage which their position will give them in building up their 
own private fortunes at the expense of the Government and its honor, 
and of the business of other people. Upon that condition you can 
find plenty of men who will take them and pay their own expenses. 
But the question is, do you want to perpetuate that policy? Do the 
people of Mississippi want to fill the offices of this Government by sell- 
ing them to the lowest bidder? I submit that it is impossible to secure 
the services of honest, reputable, and efficient men at remote points, 
when the cost of traveling is greater than the salary unless they have 
private fortunes, and the only way you can get men to take these ap- 
pointments will be by giving them the right to trade, to the injury of 
others and to the inducement of fraud. 

Take the case at Odessa, which has been already alluded to, in con- 
nection with the shipmentof wool. Inthe shipment of cargoes of fine 
wool, if the appraisement goes up to a certain point, the duty is 10 per 
cent., but if it goes a hair’s breadth above that, the duty is 20 per cent. 
How easy it is for the consul in such a case, if he is in concert with a 
dishonest shipper, or if he is not faithful to the interests of the Gov- 
ernment he represents, to vary the appraisement just enough to let the 
cargo in at 10 per cent. instead of 20 per cent. 

On a shipment of $100,000 the difference to this Government in du- 
ties would be $10,000. We have already had an illustration of what 
has occurred in this regard. At Three Rivers, in Canada, where the 
consul is allowed to retain fees up to the amount of $2,500, those _ 
engaged in shipping produce to this country—hay and other products— 
made an arrangement with him by which, instead of charging $2.50 on 
the invoice, the amount fixed by law, he would charge himself with 
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this amount, but in fact would receive only $1.75. He would ac- 
cept $1.75, while giving a certificate showing that $2.50 had been 

id. He did this because he was allowed to retain the fees up to 
$2,500. Ifhe had been upon a fixed salary there would have been no 
inducemétnt to do this. Many instances can be shown where shippers 
pass by salaried consuls, and put themselves to cost and inconvenience 
to reach a feed consul, where they get more favorable certificates as to 
their invoices, which practice results in defrauding the Government of 
its just revenues. : 

The case is similar to what it was in regard to fourth-class postmas- 
ters a few years ago, when those oflicers were compensated according to 
the number of stamps they sold. Many of them became peddlers of 
stamps. The Government did not sell any more in consequence of 
the fact that they became interested in selling a great many. Their 
commissions were estimated upon the number of they sold, not the 
number canceled; and they became competitors, to the injury of one 
another and not to the benefit of the Government, because it did not 
sell one morestampon thataccount. Those officers were stimulated— 
to do what? Not to serve the Government, but to use a public office 
so as to make private gain. Such practices ought not to be encouraged 
or permitted by law in any branch of the public service. 

Now a word in relation to consular inspectors who are specially rec- 
ommended by the President in the paragraph which I have read from 
his message. You have inspectors in the internal-revenue service; and 
in the customs service you have post-office inspectors. Yet when we 
talk about having inspectors for consulates, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky and others say ‘‘appoint honest men; that is the remedy for all 
these evils.” If that isa sufficient remedy, why do you not abolish 
post-office inspectors, custom-house inspectors, and internal-revenue 
inspectors, and rely simply upon the appointment of honest men to 
these different branches of the service? Of course any upright admin- 
istration will appoint honest men so far as it can, but all men are not 
honest; all men can not withstand the constant temptations held out 
by the present law to use their positions for private gain. They do 
not all withstand these temptations; therefore, whether or not you call 
it dishonesty on their part, people doing business with the Government 
are wronged and the Government is discredited. We ought not to up- 
hold this system any longer. 

What does it take to change it? ‘Theamount of increase of this bill 
is not large. I do not believe it is one cent above the corresponding 
benefits in the way of fees and correct appraisements, and consequently 
increased collections. We propose to put the fees into the Treasury 
instead of the pockets of the officials. We propose that they shall cease 
to engage in private business, which is contrary to the efficiency and 
purity of the service, and repugnant to the interests of the Government 
which they are called upon as public officers to serve. 

The first sentence of the speech of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. McCrEary] is that “ public office is a public trust.” We have 
a large number of public officers holding ‘‘ public trusts,” who make 
more out of the pursuit of private business antagonistic to the nature 
of the service they are expected to perform for the Government than 
their salaries or their fees. Yet the gentleman would perpetuate these 
abuses and allow public trusts to be used, in the language of the As- 
sistant Secretary of State, as simple props to their private undertakings. 

Under the system now proposed, these official fees will be required to 
be turned into the Treasury. They amounted last year to $125,000. 
This is a set-off in part against the apparent increase; a faithful col- 
lection of lawful duties would more than balance the real increase, and 
the proposed plan would not only be the best, but would be the least 

ive, to the Government. 
tis said if you put these officers on salaries alone they will lose 
interest in collecting fees. How do they control the amount of fees 
they collect? No shipments can be made to this country without in- 
voices, and all invoices must be certified to by the consuls or com- 
mercial or consular agents. The amount of exports controls the amount 
of fees collected. 

But the assumption that he will not collect and account for fees be- 
cause of a fixed salary is a denial of the argument we have heard that 
we must have honest men and trust to their honor alone. It is a con- 
tradiction of that. It is saying they will not be honest when you put 
them on salaries. Which is the more likely to tempt a man to dis- 
honest practices, merely to withdraw his interest in the fees or to hold 
before him opportunity to make large emoluments—which will tempt 
him the stronger? Certainly the latter. 

I wish I had time to go further into details on these matters, and call 
attention to the amount of shipments at particular places enumerated 
here by the gentlemen as altogether unimportant because the fees are 
small, but I have not. 

The people of the United States are an enterprising and progressive 
people, and have neverconfined themselves to this continent. Theyare 
to be found every where, and in all manner of business enterprise, almost 
everywhere. They are to be found traveling in every country. 

Perhaps the gentleman from Mississippi Mr. ALLEN] would deny 
the American people the privilegeof going abroad for pleasure. Iwill 
therefore say nothing about those who go for pleasure. But there are 
American citizens almost everywhere in business. Wherever they go, 
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whether for business, for health, or for pleasure, they are liable to need 
the services of a fai consul. 

In what I have said as to misconduct at particular consulates men- 
tioned, I deem it just to say that none of it refers to the gentlemen rep- 
resenting the Government there at this time. 

The fee system is certain to lead to abuses wherever it exists. In 
the execution of the internal-revenue laws it is exemplified by the 
multiplication of unfounded, vexatious, and oppressive prosecutions in 
order to make fees for the officers. If right here at home among our 
own people and in the face of rigid inspection abuses grow up in conse- 
quence of a desire to make fees, how much more must the abuses be 
at far distant points without these restraints? 

It must be a matter of regret to every American that so large a pro- 
portion of those in the consular service of the United States are for- 
eigners. Itis stated in a recent report made by Consul-General Walker 
that of the United States consular corps of Great Britain and Ireland 
there are thirty-four Americans and eighty-two Englishmen. The fol- 
lowing table taken from his report is of interest on this point: 


Nationality. 
No.! Rank. 


| American. | British, 
| 


| COENE GEN STAs osgoi cssise pe carcar chise cso soodso ya bvr ous so dastak 
Vice consul-general. | 
Deput l-genc 


Commercial agents. 
Vice commercial agents. 
Consular agents.. 
Commissioned consul: 


|ou8uBwozgnnn 


116] . 34 


The changes proposed by this bill in this service mean better service 
at no greater cost than at present. It has been argued as if the changes 
were in the interest of the consuls, but many of them oppose the 
changes because they can make more out of their trading privileges 
and fees than the salaries proposed. The changes are in the line of a 
long-needed reform of abuses, and while under the rules they may be 
subject to points of order it is of the utmost importance that they should 
be effected. 

We should for many reasons have responsible American officials abroad 
as well as at home. Our commerce ought to be fostered, American 
citizens and seamen in foreign countries ought to be protected by Amer- 
icans. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. How much time remains. 

The CHAIRMAN. Forty-eight minutes. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I ask the Chair to notify me when I have 
occupied twenty-eight minutes. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will do so. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, withholds his remarks for revision. |See 
Appendix. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The twenty-eight minutes have expired. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I ask leave to extend my remarks in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I now yield to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreary] the remainder of my time. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with pleasure to 
all that has been said on both sides. I desired to dispassionately ex- 
amine this question and then to cast my vote as seemed best under all 
the circumstances. 

Now, sir, what is involved in the question under discussion to-day ? 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs have reported a bill appropriating 
money for the consular and diplomatie service. On the face of that 
bill there is an increase of $325,000. Is it right to make this increase? 

Mr. BELMONT. Will my colleague permit me an interruption? 

Mr. McCREARY. I have but a short time, and I would rather not 
be interrupted. 

Mr. BELMONT. Then I cannot correct the gentleman’s misunder- 
standing of the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman will have twenty-four minutes 
in which to make his speech, and I think itis best that I shall not be 
interrupted. As I was just saying, the apparent increase in this bill is 
$325,000 over the amount appropriated last year. The experience of 
the past is always a good lesson to read, and I hold in my hand a state- 
ment of the appropriations that have been made for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the last ten years. In 1877 a Democratic 
House appropriated $1,186,797.50; in 1878 a Democratic House ap- 
propriated. $1,140,747.50; in 1879 a Democratic House appropriated 


1887. 
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$1,087,565; and, coming down to 1887, the last year for which an a 
propriation was made, the amount appropriated is $1,364,065. S 
the past, then, it has not seemed to be necessary, in order to do justice 
to our diplomatic and consular service, to appropriate, as this bill pro- 
poses, $1,681,445. Therefore I ask this question: Why should we now 
double the salaries of twenty-three consuls, and increase the salaries 
of seven consul-generals one-fourth, and why should we increase the 
salaries of thirty-seven consuls from $2,000 to $2,500 and $3,000? 

Mr. BELMONT. We do not do anything of the kind. 

Mr. McCREARY. Isay you do, and the bill shows it, and the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] is mistaken. 

Mr. BELMONT. I will undertake to prove the contrary. 

Mr. McCREARY. The statement of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BELMONT] is on a parity with his deductions in his report, where 
he says that the estimated gain to the Treasury from increased collec- 
tions is $150,000. He can not prove that; it can not be proved. I 
have already presented to this House (and the contrary can not be 
shown) that this bill does double the salaries of twenty-three consuls, 
and does increase the salaries of thirty-seven from $2,000 to $2,500 and 
$3,000. That is what the bill does. Now, I ask the House whether 
good reasons have been given for this increase. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Is there any increase in the number of officers? 

Mr. McCREARY. There is no increase in the number of salaried 
consuls, but feed consuls have been changed to salaried consuls. 

Mr. BELMONT. Does the bill—— 

Mr. McCREARY. I decline to be interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to pro- 
2eed without interruption. 

Mr. McCREARY. As the gentleman from New York has twenty- 
four minutes in which to present his views, it seems to be very fair that 
he should not interrupt me. Mr. Chairman, for many years the sal- 
aries of consuls, as provided in the statutes of the United States, have 
seemed to be sufficient. Why, then, shall we increase those salaries ? 
Why shall we start an increase of salaries in any respect? I hold that 
if there is a branch of the public service wherein there should not be an 
increase of salaries, and wherein no demand is made for any such increase 
it is our diplomatic and consular service. 

As I have before asked, do we find any trouble in getting men to 
occupy these places? The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], 
who asked me a question and would not allow me to answer it, said 
that the reason why the committee proposed to increase the salaries of 
certain consuls is that the places to which they are obliged to go are 
far distant. But we have always found men who were willing to go 
there on the presentsalary, During this administration we have found 
men who are willing to do so. 

This bill shows that the first increase for our diplomatic service is 
$50,500. In all the speeches which have been made I have heard no 
good reason for this increase of $50,500 in our diplomatic service. No 
member has shown, in my judgment, a necessity for increasing the sal- 
ary of the minister to China from $12,500 to $17,500; and I have heard 
no member undertake even to explain why we should add $12,000 in 
this bill in order to provide secretaries of legation to the Argentine 
Republic, to Belgium, to Corea, the Netherlands, the Roumanian, 
Servian, and Grecian missions, the Swedish and Norwegian missions, 
Switzerland, and Venezuela. Gentlemen have been as dumb as death 
on this subject, so far as I could hear. And no gentleman has yet under- 
taken to show the necessity for appropriating $25,000 for the erection of 
a legation building in Japan. Whenever we erect a legation building 
in Japan we commence the business of erecting legation buildings; and 
next session we shall be called upon to erect such buildings in England, 
in France, in Germany, in Italy ,and in different parts of the world. I 
am opposed to the erection of legation buildings in Japan. 

But my friend from Georgia referred to seventeen cases of consuls whose 
salaries it is proposed to double, and some of whom collect only $2.50 in 
the way of fees. I desired that he should answer me and state what 
amount was collected at Gaboon, in Africa; yet no answer has been re- 
ceived up to this time. When he said that he wanted to pay various 
consuls additional sums because some of the countries in which they 
serve are far distant, I desired to ask him the reason for increasing the 
salary of the consul at Gaspé Basin, Canada. That consul has been re- 
ceiving $1,000, and this bill doubles the salary, making it $2,000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Will the gentleman allow me to make one state- 
ment? 

_ Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman would not allow me to interrupt 
him, but I will treat him more graciously. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman further 
than to say that the State Department asks that the office at Gaspé 
Basin, Canada, be abolished. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ihave great respect for the distinguished and able 
gentleman at the head of the State Department, and for the eminent and 
able Assistant Secretary of State; but thisis a day of convictions. We, 
who are here as representatives of the people, ought to have convictions, 
and ought to have the manliness and courage to stand by our convictions. 
Although I entertain great respect for the wisdom and intelligence of 
these penileman, my convictions are against the increase of salaries. I 
came here pledged to restore economy and reduce expenditures; and I 
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can not get my own consent now to increase the salaries of the men be- 
longing to our diplomatic and consular service. 

No good reason has been given here to-day for appropriating $18,000 
fori rs of consulates. I endeavored to show when I was last on 
the floor that two men had been appointed in years gone by as è 
ors of consulates; that one of these, Mr. Keim, made his report, which 
was very severe indeed upon the consuls, and the other, Dr. Ne 
made no report. I believe to-day that the best plan is to appoint hon- 
est, faithful, and capable men in the consular service. I have no desire 
to see a gentleman swing round the world, calling upon our consuls, 
making each one a visit in order to come back and write another report 
of the style of that of Mr. Keim. The report of the committee—and I 
call the attention of my friend from New York to this point—states 
that this bill will bring to the Treasury from increased collections an 
estimated gain amounting to $150,000. I have investigated the ques- 
tion y and closely; I have here tables prepared from the Fifth 
Auditor’s report; and I am unable to find that there is such a gain as 
stated by the gentleman. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman now permit an interruption? 

Mr. McCREARY. No, sir; you can make your explanation in your 

. There are fifty-one salaried consuls proposed in this bill, in 
lieu of officers now compensated by fees. The bill also shows that 
nineteen salaried consulates are proposed at places where there are now 
simply consular agents, making in all seventy. Adding on the one 
hand the proposed salaries, and on the other all the fees collected, we 
find that the salaries for the seventy new consulates amount to $125,- 
000, and the fees collected last year by the different consuls amounted 
to $140,000, a difference in round numbers of $15,000. If you take 
away the fees collected at St. Galle and at Annaberg, the aggregate of 
the fees collected is about the same as the amount of the proposed sal- 
aries. It cannot be shown, according to my examination, that this 
bill only increases the salaries, as the gentleman from New York said, 
about $40,000. I think the bill will not bear any such interpretation; 
the report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs admits an increase of 
$50,500 under the head of diplomatic expenses, and $56,000 increased 
salaries of consuls, and $50,000 contingent expenses, and $25,000 for the 
erection of a legation building in Japan, and $18,000 to pay consular 
inspectors, and $12,000 to pay secretaries. I submit what I deem the 
proper showing; and I think it can not be denied, for I have made it with 


great care. 


Pro increase of this bill : 
plomatio SOL VICH ..c..ssssnsesecsveessceccessesesnatesscssecvssscgoceonces so ceccetovesceseue $50,500 
Consular SEFVICE....ccereccsecesesneesereeennees E on novvosevenmatacebetses L EE 275,080 
Total 1 CPERES ...s.sesszcsosarisosocsscesso sores: cenencssssnenseos tos sonnnsseressaseoe 325, 580 
pores x building in Co 
on rea 
è Consul at Mahe......serreresesesesses 
Salary of one consular clerk ( 
Revising consular regulations 
Total reductions. .........sssercsscerssssvessersaeseenrvanessesnsecssetee sensseses. sa 9,700 
Net increase .........eccccersrsrceveesssesscssesscenstenssesencnevesmesenessesrersoascsessesseenesens 315, 880 
Amount in last lAW........c.0.cccsserecerrsnesrncsrecesavarrsanersenessnce scorers sseoes savers soosoo 1, 304, 065 
Total amount of pending Dill.........+scscnsesersseeresereneerresensessonen s... 1, 679, H5 
Deduct amount of fees collected at consulates and consular es 
in 1886 where specific salaries are provided by the bill..........sesseessesses 140, S41 
= 1,539, 104 
Deduct amount of law last year..............-ccesssscessepsosearserees cases seescsaresanene 1, 364, 065 
Net increase of this bill over law of last year. 175,039 


In comparison with the salaries from 1877 down to 1881 you have an 
increase of nearly $400,000. 

I said before there is no demand for this increase. There is no de- 
mand comes up from those in office. 

It has been alleged here to-day we ought to dignify the consular serv- 
ice; we ought to increase the salaries of consuls to a certain compensa- 
tion because they are not getting enough to live in the style they ought 
to livein. If you adopt that as the idea to control us, that because an 
officer can not live in the style he ought to live in, you shall increase 
his salary, then, sir, ought not many other salariesto be increased? One 
of the great beauties of this great Republic is its simplicity. We have 
no desire to copy after the manners and customs of the aristocracy of 
Europe. If our people live in simplicity and plainness in this Republic 
why should those we send abroad as consuls live in more grandeurand 
style because they are foreign ministers and consuls? 

I say men we send abroad should be required to live in the samo 
style we live inover here. There is no demand at present for increase 
of salaries at any point in my judgment. And when I remember the 
party to which I belong has pledged itself to restore economy and re- 
duce expenses I am opposed to the increase as presented in this bill. 

I now yield for three minutes to the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was up last year for 
discussion I made some criticism of the manner and style of the con- 
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examining the reports for last 
year I find a great ar, overage in them. They have evidently been 


sular reports. I wish to say now on i 


carefully edited, and I think the improvement is due not so much to 
the taste of the consular agents as to the superior editing to which they 
have been subjected at the Department. 

I know of my personal knowledge one consul not far removed from 
this continent very lately devoted the whole of astate paper to the dis- 
cussion of his wife’s dress and the tremendous success she achieved at 
a local entertainment in the representation of Columbia. I find, not- 
withstanding the care taken by the State Department, there are yet a 
few things in these consular reports which, in my judgment, should be 
omitted. I find, for instance, our estimable and no doubt our valuable 
consul at Bordeaux, George Washington Roosevelt, himself in 
his report on the subject of chestnuts. [Laughter.] Not the chest- 
nuts in Congressional debate beginning: ‘‘ Mr. Speaker, I am for the 
people and in favor of the laboring man,” or, ‘‘I am in favor of the 
agriculturist,’? or, as the gentleman from res ae “the 
suppression of pleuro-pneumonia,”’ or, ‘‘the annihilation of oleomarga- 
rine.” [Laughter.] But Mr. Roosevelt discusses the chestnut of com- 
merce, He is perfo' an estimable service to the good housewives 
of our country, and it will no doubt be taken advantage of by the chinc- 
apin gatherers of the district of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] 
in order to preserve the chestnuts, [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELMONT. I do not understand my friend from New Jersey 
is opposed to this bill. 

Mr. McADOO. No; not generally. 

Mr. BELMONT. Now, Mr. i I desire to say to my col- 
league on the committee from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], who has 
furnished a tabulated statement of his views to the House whcih has 
remained unanswered in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for several days 
for the consideration of members, that while I appreciate the industry 
and sincerity with which he has approached this question, I can not but 
believe he has been greatly misled. He has referred to the report of the 
Fifth Auditor of the Treasury for the last fiscal year as establishing the 
statements he has put into the RECORD with regard to the compensa- 
tion paid to and the fees collected by the officers he hasnamed. I will 
meet him on that ground, and I think I can show conclusively to the 
House that the gentleman is mistaken both as to his facts and his fig- 


ures, . 

The Fifth Auditor’s report, it is true, is a very confusing report, and 
it is natural that a gentleman in looking over its columns should make 
mistakes in his calculations, and yet it would seem—— 

Mr. McCREARY. I am ing to agree that I do make mistakes, 
but the gentleman will also admit that he makes mistakes. 

Mr. BELMONT. I decline to yield. It would seem that there is 
no room for mistake here; and while I appreciate the trouble of my 
colleague in the pre tion of these tables, still I do think it stran; 
that a member of this committee, a committee which has not only 
during this session but during the last Congress given its special at- 
tention to the diplomatic and consular service, which has reported 
two bills previously to the House, one for a complete reo: ization of 
the service on a salaried basis, a bill which was certainly before that 
gentleman for consideration, and to which he agreed, for we made a 
unanimous report upon the subject—— 

Mr. McCREARY. When? 

Mr. BELMONT. During the last session. 

Mr. McCREARY. I agreed to the report. 

Mr. BELMONT. And I think it very strange, therefore, that this 
gentleman, a member of the committee, should now furnish the House 
with a table—I only now speak of the last table published with his 
remarks in the RECORD of Sunday last, the 6th instant, where he men- 
tions: 


Salaried consulates proposed at places where there are now consular agents, 


And givesa list of nineteen alleged consular agents (many of them 
not so) beginning with Reichenberg (which is a feed consulate), and un- 
der the head of ‘‘salary for 1886” proceeds to state figures, ranging from 
$48.50 to $1,000, as the ‘‘salaries’’ paid these officers in 1886. . 


Now, the gentleman from Kentucky is a member of the Committee | x 


on Foreign Affairs, and should know, after the attention we have given 
to this subject, that no consular t in 1886 received any ‘‘salary.’’ 
Consular agents are paid by fees, which they collect and retain. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iam talking of the present. 

Mr. BELMONT. But the committee will see that the table is mis- 
leading, for it gives a list of ‘‘salaries.’”? For instance at Farnham the 
‘salary ” is put at $48.50! Who could imagine that such should be 
thesalaryofa consul? The gentleman from Kentucky should have put 
in that column at its head ‘‘fees,”? but he puts ‘‘salaries,’’ and the 
House can therefore see the value of the other tables which have been 
presented by him. 

I have made an estimate of the overstatement in regard to increases. 
In the first table (and I shall ask permission to insert in the RECORD a 
tabulated statement covering the entire subject)—in the first table 
there is an overstatement of $10,400 in the actual increase of com - 
sation proposed by the bill to the consuls enumerated in the table of 
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Mr. McCreary, as I will tly show. There is an understate- 
ment of $2,758.50 in the amount of fees collected at the consulates 
en in his second table, In table 3 there is an understatement 
of $15,114.56 in the consular receipts at the consulates named, and 
table 4 is incorrect as to facts and figures in nearly every item, the fig- 
ures being taken from the wrong tables, as I have already stated, and 


I trust—— 

Mr. McCREARY. Let me interrupt the gentleman a moment, 

Mr. BELMONT. I decline to yield. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like to show where the gentleman him- 
self is mistaken. 

Mr. BELMONT. I will not yield. And if gentlemen will take the 
trouble to carefully read these tables in the RECORD to-morrow morn- 
ing, with the comments and explanations I will make in respect to them, 
they will only do simple justice to the committee, for the tables will 
explain why it is that a member of the committee should have come 


in here—— x 
y I am perfectly willing they should read them. 

Mr. BELMONT. And mislead this House of Representatives, 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this—— 

Mr. BELMONT. I decline to yield. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the gentleman means to say that I purposely 
misled the House, his statement is not true. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. BELMONT. I decline to yield to the gentleman. Ihave no 
doubt that my colleague on the committee is perfectly sincere, as I 
stated at the outset, in his criticisms; but he is as mistaken as he may 
be sincere. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iam willing to go to the country on my fi 

Mr. BELMONT. I ask that the tables and explanatory notes 
hand in may be incorporated in the RECORD. 


TABLE I.—OVERSTATEMENT OF INCREASE. 


[Extracts from table headed “Consular service increase” (CONGRESSIONAL REO- 
ORD, page 1417), presented in Mr. McCrEary’s speech. ] 


now 


j 

Present | Pro 
Consulates. | ‘are Phy aren Increase. 
$2,500 $3, 000 $500 
2° 500 3,000 500 
2,000 3,000 1,000 
2,500 8,000 500 
1,500 2,500 1,000 
2,000 2,500 500 
2,000 2,500 500 
2,000 2,500 son 
2,000 2,500 500 
1,500 2, 000 500 
1,500 2,000 500 
500 


at page 3, the ap; nt increase at many of the consu) in 
ie was only apparent, i notgiven, In each of the ao yer 

of salaries is in compensation for fees from a with- 
drawn. The details are given in appendix to the pages 269, 270, and 271, 
as follows, and are now put in ular form for convenience of comparison : 


Proposed salaries 
th agencies 
taken away. 


yo 3099)9 99 29 80 90500 B 
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named, instead of an increase o 
TABLE Il.—UNDERSTATEMENT OF FEES COLLECTED. 


Fees collected in 1886, as shown by Fifth Auditor's report. 
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COMMENTS. 
‘The annual report of the Fifth Auditor to the of the Treasury for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1836, contains at pages 30 to 35, inclusive, in tabu- 
lar form, a statement showing the and amount of fees in 


each consular 
statement it appears that the fees 
were as follows: 


604 
1,019 
1,720 
4,344 00 


There is thus an under-statement in these three items of $2,757.50 in a total 
footing of $6, 307.00 for the whole table. 


TABLE III.—UNDERSTATEMENT OF CONSULAR RECEIPTS. 


[Extract from table published on first column of page 1419 of the RECORD headed 
“ Salaried consuls Sai, in lieu of certain ones now compensated by fees.” 
Presented in Mr. REARY'S speech.} 
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The report of the Fifth Auditor for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, at 
30 to 35inclusive, states that the fees collected during year at the con- 
bass ats above named were as follows: 


Fees collected as report of Fifth Auditor. 
[cannot are ate eS ee 
Dusseldorf... seasoe 
Brunswick... 


Herp pmpemeaienene oye 
SSSERSSSZISSRsaussas 
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59, 034 46 
Thus by the report of the Fifth Auditor this is an understatement of 
$15,114.56 in the consular receipts in the table as published in the 
speech referred to. 
TABLE IV.—CONSULS INSTEAD OF CONSULAR AGENTS. 


The following table is published on page 1419 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD as part of Mr. MCCREARY’s speech: 


Salaried consulates proposed at places where there are now consular agents. 


$1,000 00 $2,500 | $4,123 00 
1,000 00 2,500 | 2,237 50 
1, 000 00 2,000 | 3,767 50 
1,000 00 2,000 | 3,010 00 
250 00 2) 000 552 50 
102 33 2,000] 1,554 50 
1,000 00 2,000 3,078 50 
240 00 1,500} 1,240 00 
1,000 00 1,500 | 2,171 50 
48 50 1,500| 15048 50 
1,000 00 1,500 | 4,920 50 
645 00 1,500! 1,645 00 


$1, 602 00 
1,308 50 
1,656 00 
2,155 00 
1,052 50 
1,382 50 
1,187 50 

693 50 


COMMENTS. 
Reichenberg.—A feed consul (Estimates, page 92), not a consular agent. His 
xeceeds $2,500 i 


compensation from fees e: 4 r annum (Estimates, appendix, page 
272). The amount of “salary” stated in the table is $1,000. 

.—An independent commercial agent (Estimates, page 92), not a de- 

pendent consular t. Co on from fees, $2,000 (Estima Sop 

fees col at this 


agen! m. 
page 275). Amount of "salary ” stated in table, $250. The 
ear 1886 were $1,688.50 (Fifth Audi- 


agen r seven months only of the fiscal 
tor’s Report, page 25). The total amount of fees stated in the table to have been 
collected during the whole $552.50. 


is 
London, Ont,—Commercia! synt pore ge 92), not a subordinate con- 
sular Compensation, fees, $1,544.50 ( Auditor's Report, page 82), 


Bi tana, nga in table, $102.33. 
Fa —Compensation from fees, $1,000 (Fifth Auditor's Report, 20). 
The salary stated in table is $48.50, which is tho parentage of his fees Bory pind 
by the consular agens to the consul at Saint John's, Quebec, under whom he 
serves (Fifth Auditor’s Report, 20). 

Asimilarcomment lies to Jerez de la Frontera, Swansea, and otheragencies 
enumerated in the table, w © “salaries” are stated to be under $1,000, 
ae have eil tabular statement in the 


ther been taken from the wron; 

uditor’s rt, or from the wrong column in the right tabular statement. 
The tabular si 
nstructed 


ts appended to the report of the Fifth Auditor are so 
co! that they are ult to understand. There is Table B, which pur- 
ports to give a “ t of consular fees, salaries, and expenses” for all the 


consulates included in Schedule B; there is Table C, which purports to give a 


“statement of consular fees, salaries, and expenditures" of all consulates in- 
cluded in Schedule O (which is the $1,000 trading class) ; and then there is Table 
D, which professes to give a “ statement of consular fees, compensation, expen- 
ses, and |; Say of all consulates and commercial agencies not included 
in Schedules B or O,” In these three tables, wherever a consulate or commer- 
cial bee emg has a subordinate consular attached, the fees of the princi- 
Ke yury ap additional fees the priae office receives from its agencies 

are su 
The tables published in the Recorp of the 6th instant give with regard to con- 
sulates that have cies only the fees collected at the main consu whereas 
the percentage of received from the subordinate agencies should be added; 
and with ve as their total collec- 


tions only 
main cons 


that table that the figures contained in the last three statements published on 
pew principally have been drawn, but were not, 
RECAPITULATION, 


Table I: An over-statement of $10,400 in the actual increase of compensation 
proposed by the bill in the consulates enumerated. 
Table II: An under-statement of $2,758.50 in the amount of fees collected at 
the consulates enumerated. 

ats Ais crea under-statement of $15,114.56 in the consular receipts at the con- 


sulates 4 

Table IV: Inaccurate as to facts or figures in nearly every item. The figures 
being taken from either the ge | tabular statement in the Fifth Auditor's re- 
port, or from the wrong column of the right statement. 

Mr. BELMONT. As to whether or not this is the time for making 
the increases of salary tices in the bill is for the House to say. In 
view of recent events, I think the House will appreciate the fact that 
in Canada, at least, there is some need of attention to our consular serv- 
ice, and in this bill it will be found that the Canadian service is espe- 

y held in view. 

Some doubt has been cast by the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. 
LORE] as to whether or not there was a misunderstanding between the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and the State Department. I found it 
very difficult, as I did in the case of the gentleman from Kentucky, to 
interrupt him in his remarks, but I did undertake to say that the mis- 
understanding was confined to Delaware. Upon reading the RECORD 
this morning I found that this statement was omitted; and I take oc- 
casion to repeat that it does not seem strange to me that the gentleman 
from Delaware should have opposed the recommendations of the De- 

ment of State when he also opposed the recommendations of the 
avy Department at the time the reorganization bill was before the 
House, though he himself isa member of the Naval Committee. 

I do not care whether our friends upon the other side are interested 
in our differences of opinion on this side or not, because I believe there 
will elapse many years before they will obtain any benefit from such 
differences. Wemay differ very safely, and even widen our differences 
if need be; and for my part I have no objection at all to standing 
among those who desire some improvement in the public service, even 
though thatimprovement should involve some increase of expenditure. 
We donot understand that the changes we propose in the consular serv- 
ice will involve any drain upon the Treasury. We are satisfied from 
the statements of the Department itself, statements which the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, at least, is entitled to repeat to the House, 
statements to which we can give the greatest confidence—we are satis- 
fied from those statements, as I will show in the RECORD, if the House 


1600 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 10, 


permits me to establish it by presenting the figures, that this bill in- 
creases the appropriation in actual amount only $196,000; and if we 
take the very lowest estimate which the De ent has made of the 
increase of revenue that will result through increased collections to 
the Treasury, the whole bill will simply increase the expenditures for 
the foreign service of the Government over the appropriation of last 
year to the amount of $40,900. 


As shown in the report, the total increase in the diplomatic 
service (including the cost of legation buildings for Japan 


and: Sian) is PARE EAA ERT EE T A aoe $50, 500 
The consular increase is (on the face of the appro- 
POA onan c eS aE AAT SS SAT AAE 4, 800 
Less fees of consular agencies abolished, 
as shown in appendix to Estimates... $10, 400 
Less fees now retained by officers to be 
hereafter paid by salaries -.-.--.---- 120, 000 
130, 400 
144, 400 
194, 900 
From which, if the increase of revenue from closer collec- 
tion of duties (which at the lowest estimate is placed at 
$150,000) be still further deducted- --..---------------- $150, 000 
Leaves the total cost to the Treasury.-..-...-..-..------- 40, 900 


My colleague [Mr. McCrEARyY] has challenged proof of the saving to 
therevenue. He has distinctly called my attention to this point, and 
has proceeded to demonstrate by tables compiled from the Fifth Aud- 
itor’s report, which have no bearing on the subject, that an increase is 
impossible. It is not expected that the enhanced revenues will be 
derived from consular fees, but from the removal of the facilities which 
the fee system now affords for the undervalution of invoices by im- 
porters and consequent loss of duties by the Government. One in- 
stance involving $20,000 was mentioned in the debate on Saturday; 
another case involving $15,000 has been mentioned to-day. 

All consuls, commercial agents, and consular agents paid by fees have 
a maximum, fixed by the Secretary of State, of fees they are allowed 
to retain. Everything they collect over that they must return to the 
United States. In Canada there area hundred or more consular officers 
paid by fees, who, under ordinary circumstances, would never collect up 
to their maximum. It makes no difference to these men what kind of 
returns they make to the United States, because they will never be 
called upon to account for any surplus collections over their maximum. 
Consequently to obtain business they cut down the scale of fees pre- 
scribed by the United States, in order to get the importers of Canadian 
produce to deal with them in preference to salaried consuls, who would 
be compelled to charge and return full fees, and they make false re- 
turnsto the Government, representing that they have collected the legal 
fees when they have not. i 

Thus they double their own receipts, but for every extra dollar they 
make themselves they take a dollar and a half out of the Treasury of 
the United States which would otherwise get in there if the importer 
had to do business with a salaried consul. 

The evils of this system were laid before the House to-day by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] in a letter from the consul 
at Fort Erie. Iwillask thatthe portions I have marked may be printed, 
without taking up the time of the House by reading them: 


No. 20.] UNITED STATES CONSULATE, 
Fort Erie, Canada, March 10, 1836. 
Sır: On reading your circular bening date January 26, 1886, on the subject of 
careless and improper use of the consul seal, and also that of January 28, 1886, 
as to consular clerks acting as bp Paget of shippers, it occurred to me that these and 
many other abuses may and do exist because of the great number of inland, 
commercial, and consular agents depending solely on fees for their compensa- 
tion, many of these agents not being citizens of the United States, and taking 
no interest in the service or in the welfare of our Government, and in fact car- 
ing for nothing except the amount of fees which they may be able to make. 

it is [a] current report here, and I have been so informed by my predecessor, 
that those agents appoint railroad age aly and others as Ley ee to intercept 
and get business for them, allowing them a percentage of the fees for the same. 
and that they supply them with blanks signed and sealed, to be afterwards filled 


up. 

I find affidavits of shippers on record in this office, proving that they obtained 
their certificates in this way, and showing that in some cases the station agents 
refused to forward the freight until the shippers consented to take their certifi- 
cates from them. I think it would be safe to say that hundreds of so-called con- 
sular certificates are issued, the shipper or declarant never secing the consular 
officer to whom the declaration purports to have been made and whose signa- 
ture is attached. 

The inland agencies are on lines of roads terminating at Fort Erie or Clifton, 
which are the ports of clearance to the United States of a great bulk of the prod- 
ucts of this Province, or at other salaried consulates on the frontier ; so that 
they simply divert business from its natural channels and absorb the revenue 
which would otherwise accrue to the Government. 

‘This matter of inland agencies has heretofore been under consideration, and 
I find by the record that in 1868 they were discontinued on in on by and 
report of the Commissioner of that in his opinion “the interior agen- 
cies were not , and were an obstruction to business,” 

When I asked why y were again established after having been thus dis- 
continued, I was answered thatcontinued application was being made, and that 
aas long as a consular agent was allowed $1,000, and a commercial agent $2,500 


from the fees, there would be no lack of applicants with memorials numerously 


signed, urging the necessity of such agencies, 
his of inland unsalaried agencies leads to continued strife and con- 
test for af Spe tends very much to lower the standing of the officers and the 
dignity of office, and to lessen the pride which any man may justly feel as 
the representative of the Republic in a foreign land. 

If an economic view of the subject be taken ea strong reasons will appear 
why such agencies should be discontinued and the business done by the salaried 
consuls located at or near the ports of clearance. 

In 1870, after the discontinuance of inland agencies, and when the commerce 
of this province was not near as lai as now, and the consul’s compensation 
amounted to $2,000, this office netted to the Government an annual revenue of 
over $4,000. At that time Port Stanley and St. Thomas and Port Rowan 
agencies were embraced within this consular district. How the same extent of 
territory, including these agencies, is not self-sustaining. 

The deficit made good by the Government, and the former revenue accruing 
to it, constitute a loss of at least $4,500 ‘Neo 

I inclose exhibits 1 and 2, compiled from the report of the Fifth Auditor of the 
Treasury for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, showing salaried and unsal- 
aried consulates and their agencies, the amount of fees collected by each, the 
compensation of salary, and the rent account and contingent expenses, 

Exhibit 1 shows that the fees collected by salaried officers and their agents 
rg to $26,750; the salaries to $16,000, and contingent expenses and rent 
to $2,745. 

Exhibit 2 shows that the fees collected by unsalaried officers and their agents 
saree to $22,931; the compensation to $20,979, and contingent expenses to 

17.65. 

Now, all the fees collected by both classes of officers amounted to $49,681. If 
the business were done by the salaried counsels alone, deducting salaries, rent, 
and contingent expenses, which amount to the sum of $18,745, there would be 
returned to the Treasury a balance of $30,936. Allowing a margin for additional 
expenses because of increased business at the consulates, and for an increase of 
rase de as recommended by the President and as now being under considera- 
tion in the Committee on Foreign Relations, and let that margin be $10,936, the 
consular service of the province of Ontario alone would yield to the Govern- 
ment an annual revenue of $20,000, 

The services would be performed by men having a due sense of their m- 
sibility, feeling it to be their duty and incumbent ra them to perform their 
official functions in such a manner as to forward the commercial interests of 
their country, and command for themselves and their Government the respect 
of the people among whom they may be temporarily domiciled. 

Upon receiving your circulars hereinbefore referred to, and upon thought that 
some legislation relative to the consular service is now under discussion, I 
deemed the time opportune to communicate to you my observation and views, 
and I respectfully submit these suggestions for the consideration of the Depart- 
ment, 

I am, sir, your obedicnt servant, 
JAMES WHELAN, Consul. 

Hon, Jas. D., PORTER, 


Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 


This matter was also discussed in a report (No. 1938) which was made 
to the House by the Committee on Foreign Affairs last session, to which 
the gentleman [Mr. McCrEARY] himself assented. 

I will make one extract: 

There can be no question that the adoption of the plan proposed (that is, of 
paying all ofticers by salaries) would correct many abuses and indirectly benefit 
the Treasury in various ways. It would remove the temptation which now 
exists for consular officers to enter into collusion with shippers for the sake of 
obtaining their custom, and to the detriment of the revenue. It would put an 
end to a practice which it is believed largely prevails in Canada among con- 
sular agents who ge doer they will not collect more than theirmaximum, and 
therefore will never be called upon to make good the difference between the 
face of their returns and their actual collections) charge less than the scale of 
fees established by law for the certification of invoices, so as to obtain business 
in bras uian with other agents, and at the same time enter the proper charges 

t returns. 

The. Pain to the Treasury by the abrogation of this system itis believed will 
be very considerable. In this and in many other ways, it is therefore expected 
that from an economical point of view the proposed chan will be beneficial, 
and every other consideration renders it most desirable, © system of com- 
pensation by fees is demoralizing to the service, Its abolition has been recom- 
mended by successive Secretaries of State. The Forty-seventh Congress di- 
rected the pernan to prepare an estimate of the amount required to put the 
consular service on a salaried basis, and in accordance with those instructions 
a report and a proposed bill were drawn up (Executive Document No. 121, 
Forty-eighth Congress), but no action was hai ereon, A change to a system 
of fixed salaries, as now proposed, was recommended by the present Secretary 
of State, and is amon e reforms of the consular service commended to the 
a of Congress Ey the President, and by the House referred to this com- 
mittee, 

But suppose the increase proposed by the bill were really $196,000, 
what shall be said when a bill (which I would have voted for had I been 
present) appropriating $1,500,000 for a public building in the city of 
Brooklyn went through this House this week with scarcely an objection? 
What will the country say when it finds a bill like that goes through 
without debate, while a bill appropriating for our whole diplomatic and 
consular service, for the establishment of buildings for contingent ex- 
penses, in fact for the whole foreign intercourse, scarcely any larger 
amount, in fact only a little over $1,600,000, has been debated and com- 
bated at every opportunity since Saturday last? It was my apprecia- 
tion of the amounts contained in this bill, and of the purposes of the 
committee to present only such a measure as the necessities of the sery- 
ice called for, that induced me to ask on Saturday last that we might 
goon to the reading of the bill after a brief explanation of its provis- 
ions. I now move, Mr. Chairman, that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 10396) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1888, and for other pu had come to no resolution thereon. 


poses, 
Mr. BELMONT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTSMOUTH, OHIO. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment, 

Mr. BELMONT. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. : 

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask unanimous consent to d the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6976) to erect a public building at 
Portsmouth, Ohio, and that the same be put upon its passage. 

Ea bill was read, as follows: 


for the use and accommodation of the post-office an ‘for other Government 
uses, at Portsmouth, Ohio. The site and building thereon, when completed 
upon plans and ions to be previously made and approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of $60,000; nor shallany 
site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a buildin ng which will fa 
nish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public business, and 
which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after thesite 
shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Fror Rese ; and no agi of site, nor plan for said building, shail 
be approved by the Secre he Treasury involving an expenditure ge 20 
ing the said sum of $60,000 tee gore and building; and the site p 

leave the building unexposed to aange aoe a fire by an opens of at Tean 
40 feet, including streets and alleys: That no part of said sum shall be 
expended until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United States, 
nor until the State of Ohio shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdic- 
tion over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the 
owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of 
said State and ‘the service of civil process therein. 


PR REENE EIE Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
wy Bing, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HOMPSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


_ Mr. BELMONT. I renew my motion that the House do now ad- 
journ. 
Mr. KING. Iask unanimous consent—— 


Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR (by request): Petition of the Grand Lodge of the 
Independent Order of Good Templars, in behalf of Senate bill 1579—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of the Legislature of the Territory of 
New Mexico, asking legislation for the settlement of the Mexican and 
Spanish land-grants in New Mexico and adjoining Territories—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial and joint resolution of the Legislature of Nevada, rela- 
tive to the United States Mint at Carson City, Nev.—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of Wm. M. Collin Post, No. 589, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Sandy Hill, N. Y., requesting the pas- 
sage of the so-called Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Sarsfield Club of New York city, opposing the 
so-called extradition treaty with the British Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Memorial of the heirs of the late Wm. J. Hickey, 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of the Farmers’ Institute of North- 
ern Michigan, praying for the passage of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Post No. 246 and of Post No. 298, Grand Army 
of the Republi ic, Michigan, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker anti-polyg- 
amy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Papers relating to case of R. H. Butler—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of F. F. Morris, of Winfield, Putnam 
County, West Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Petition of H. S. Beattie, surveyor of the port of 
New York, in relation to the payment of medical expenses, &c.—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of Abel Smith Post, No. 1435, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., asking for the passage of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Petition of Witherbee, Sherman & Co., 
and 16 others, citizens of Port Henry, N. Y., for repeal of internal taxes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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_ By Mr. LYMAN: Protest of the National Vinegar Makers’ Associa- 
the passage of House bill No. 9733—to the same com- 


By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of C. M. Jones and other citizens, for 
a high court of arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DONNELL: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Michi- 
gan, in favor of repeal of arrears-ot-pension act, to give arrears to all 
pensioners, to grant pensions to survivors of rebel prisons, and to grant 
pensions to all dependent soldiers who are sixty-two years of age—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. M. Knapp, of Bellevue; of the Holstein-Friesian 
Association of America, and resolutions of the Farmers’ Institute of 
Crawford and Newaygo Counties, Michigan, in favor of the Miller 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Wolcott Post, of Earl Halbert Post, of Edward 
Dwight Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Michigan, in favor of the 
Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Thomas Rhead, and of William Allen, and of A. H. 
Reed, M. D., of Napoleon; of J. W. Dark and others, of Union City; 
of B. 8. Holly and others, citizens of Woodland; of S. J. Cassady, of 
Coldwater; of Mrs. H. C. Carpenter, of Woodland; and of the officers 
of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of Charlotte, of Vermont- 
ville, of Bronson, of Napoleon, of Albion, of Nashville, and of Quincy, 
Mich., in favor of the Blair bill—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Coldwater and of Islund City, 
Mich., against large pensions to widows of public officers, and against 
paying public money for funerals and the erection of monuments—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Memorial and resolution of the Legislature of 
the Territory of New Mexico, relative to settlement of the Mexican 
and Spanish land grants in New Mexico and adjoining Territories—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Petition of Erastus C. Weaver, of New York, for 
an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Rev. Henry Blanchard, and other citizens 
of Maine, in favor of arbitration between nations—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SENEY: Protest of the National Vinegar-Makers’ Associa- 
tion against the passage of House bill No. 9733—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Cincinnati Musicians’ Protective Union, respecting 
foreign musical organization importations—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the Owen Roe Club, of the 
Hamilton Rowan Club, and of the Sarsfield Club, of New York city, 
opposing the so-called ‘extradition treaty with Great Britain—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. STRAIT: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Min- 
nesota, in relation to pleuro-pneumonia—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., for 
improvement of certain water ways—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Saint Paul, Minn., favoring the passageof a bankruptlaw—to theCom- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Minnesota State Horticultural Society, and of 
the Amber Commercial Association, favoring the Hatch agricultural 
experiment-station bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, favoring 
pleuro-pneumonia legislation—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., invoking 
liberal appropriations for the rivers and harbors of Minnesota—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Paper from the State board of health of 
ah ios relating to pleuro-pneumonia—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of A. M. Nichols and 15 others, citizens 
of Granville, Ohio, for the passage of Senate bill 1636—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of Robert W. Waters, for payment of 
amount due him by District of Columbia, and fradulently paid to other 
parties—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. FISHER: Of 224 citizens of Bay City, Mich. 

. By Mr. FULLER: Of 46 citizens of West Union, Iowa. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 139 citizens of Warren, Vt. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Of citizens of Franklin, Va. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Of 141 citizens of Palmyra, N. Y. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Of 126 citizens of Beardstown, Ill. 

Pras WAKEFIELD: Of 73 citizens of Alton, Freedom, and Clin- 
ton, Minn. 

By Mr. WARD: Of 148 citizens of La Fayette, Ind. 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 11, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONSULAR REPORTS ON EMIGRATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying !papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, accompanying reports 
by consular officers of the United States on the extent and character of the em- 
igration from and immigration into their respective districts. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive MANSION, February 10, 1887. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT JEFFERSON CITY, MO. 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution adopted by the 
General Assembly of Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Joint resolution instructing our Senators and requesting our Representatives in 
Congress to use all honorable means to secure the passage of S. 3073. 


Whereas there is pending in the Congress of the United States a bill “to grant 
arrears of panatone tn certain cases,” as follows: 


Forty-ninth Congress, second session. 
A bill to grant arrears of pensions in certain cases. S, 3073. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this act 
persons onthe pension-rolls of the United States who are drawing pensions on 
account of loss of limb or limbs shall be entitled to receive arrears of pensions 
from date of discharge or disability, and covering all the time up to Mio paige 
of the act or acts authorizing the issuance of their last pension certificate, atthe 
same za per month to which that certificate entitles them. Therefore, 

Be it ved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators in 
Congress are cted and our Representatives in sey S are requested to 
use all honorable means to secure the passage of such bill; and that the gov- 
ernor be requested to forward a copy of this resolution to each of our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress. 


Speaker of w pine e Representatives. 
oj ouse o; 
S. A. CONA RAD, 
President pro tempore of the Senate, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, OHIO, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 
I, James S. Robinson, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true copy of a joint resolution adopted by the General 
Assembly of the State of Ohio on the 2d day of February, A. D. 1887, taken from 
the original rolls filed in this office. 
In testimony whereof, I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, the 4th day of February, A. D. 1887. 
JAMES 8. ROBINSON, 


lary of State. 


EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, COLUMBUS, OHIO, February 4, 1887. 
In accordance with the on of the foregoing resolution, the same is 


hereby respectfully RO 


. The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of E. W. Ridg- 
way, of Ohio, praying for the refunding of $1,200, with interest from 
February 1, 1870, paid by him through the negli of some depart- 
ment of the Government, in connection with a bounty-land warrant; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents the petition of 
John Pope Hodnett, president of the United Labor League of America, 

raying that his claim for services as counsel to the workingmen of the 

istrict of Columbia be referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor for a thorough investigation. The petition will be referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is that a claim? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A bill on the subject has been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and the petitioner presents his peti- 
tion in respectful form and prays that it be referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. It will be referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor for their consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know whether that is a proper reference of 
the claim. I should like to know the reason why the Committee on 
Claims have not considered the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. To relieve the Senator from New Hampshire, I 
will state that at the proper time and under the proper order of busi- 
ness, I intend, under the instruction of the Committee on Claims, to 
report back the bill proposing to pay this gentleman, with the recom- 
eee that it be referred to the Committee on Education and 


Adopted February 2, 1887. 


Mr. HOAR. As the chairman of the Committee on Claims is about 
to report, recommending what the petition now prays for, under pre- 
vious instruction of the committee, I move that the petition lie on the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. The Chair was not aware of any intended report from 
the Committee on Claims on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
house of representatives of the State of Kansas; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the REC- 


ORD, as follows: 
House concurrent resolution No, 18. 


Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate concur- 
ring), That our Senators be instructed and our members of Congress be re- 
r hoary oe if possible, to have the revenue laws of the United States so amended 

t before any person can obtain a permit to deal in spirituous or malt liquors, 
the part appl g shall first be authorized to deal in spirituous or malt liquors 
under the laws of the State in which such person intends to engage in such 
business; and, further, if any such person 1 obtain a tax ery from any 
officer of the United States authorized to grant such tax stamps and it shall be- 
come known that such n receiving such permit was not authorized under 
the laws of the State to deal in spirituous or malt liquors, such tax stamp shall be 
null and void, and that the person or persons so dealing under such fraudulent 
ecient be liable in the same manner as if no tax stamp had ever been 
granted. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby instructed to forward duly an- 
thenticated copies of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress, and also one copy to the President of the Senate of the United 
States, and one to the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing isa true and correct copy of the original resolution now on filein 
my office. 

in eT ern I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal. ne at Topeka this 4th day of ee a 1887. 

[SEAL] E.B. , Secretary of State. 


Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of the Legislature of Kansas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No, 13, 


Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Kansas, That we instruct our 
Senators and request our Representatives in Congress to use all proper and 
honorable means to put forward United States Senate bill 544, granting the 
right of way to the Saint Louis, Baxter Springs and Mexican Railway, a corpo- 
ration and acting under the laws of the State of Kansas. 

Resolved, That the eradan Sm state be instructed to forward a copy of this 
resolution to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 
my office. 

n testimony whereof, I have hereunto subscribed my name and aflixed my 
official seal. Done at Topeka this 5th day of February, A. D. 1887. 
[SEAL] E. B. N, Secretary of State. 


Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of the Legislature of Kansas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No. 18, 


Resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate concur- 
ring), That our Senators be instructed and our members of Congress be re- 
nested, if possible, to have the revenue laws of the United States so amended 
before any person can obtain a permit to deal in spirituous or malt liquors, 
the party applying shall first be authorized to deal in spirituous or malt liquors 
under the law of State in which such person inte: 
ness; and, further, if any such person shall obtain a tax stamp from any officer 
of the United States authorized to grant such tax es and it shall become 
known that such person receiving such permit was not authorized under the 
laws of the State to deal in spirituous or malt liquors, such tax stamp shall be 
null and void, and that the person or persons so ing under such fraudulent 
pee eat be liable in the same manner as if no tax stamp had ever been 
granted. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby instructed to forward duly au- 
thenticated copies of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress, and also one copy to the President of the Senate of the United 
States, and one to the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the Stute of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing isa true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 


my office. 
În tuaa VLNE I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, ta 


T this 4th day of ‘A. D. 1887. 
[SEAL] cathe a 5. ALLEN, Secretary of State, 


Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of the Legislature of Kansas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution memorializing Congress upon the subject of 
pensions. 

Whereas the arrears-of-pension act of Congress of March 3,1879, provides that 
all pensions granted on application filed on orafter July 1, 1880, shall commence 
from that date; and 

Whereas many brave and disabled soldiers were denied arrears under this 
act, and without any cause for this exclusion; and 

hereas granted should be commensurate with the period of dis- 
ability: Therefore, 

It is resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate con- 
curring therein), That Congress be requested to repeal so much of the act of 1879 
as xaren to the arrears limit, and the act be so amended asto extend such limit, 
as follows: 

1. To continue pensions to all widows and dependent relatives without de- 
manding proof that the pensioner’s death was caused by his service. 2. To 

the t parents when the pensioner leaves neither widow oror- 
pae: 8. To pension survivors of rebel prisons without requiring — that 
ey, resulted from their imprisonment, 4. To pension all honorably 


nion soldiers and sailors who are now dependent upon their own 
labor for support, or who are fifty-five years old. 
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And itis further resolved, That our Representatives in Congress be,and are 
hereby, requested to use all proper and honorable means to secure legislation in 
raben a with the sentiment herein ex 


And the secretary of state is hereb 
this resolution to each Senator and 
from this State. 


I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 
my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal. Done at Topeka this lst day of ergs D. 1887. 

[SEAL,] E. B. EN, Secretary of Slate. 


Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of the Legislature of Kansas; 


which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


> House concurrent resolution No. 12, 

Whereas liberal grants of Jand have heretofore been made by Congress toaid 
in the construction of railroads within the State of Kansas; and 

Whereas it has been officially reported and is generally believed that in the 
administration of said grants great injustice has been done to the State and 


people of Kansas; 
patented to the railroad companies 


directed to transmit a certified copy of 
ember of the House of Representatives 


, 

That lands within theState have been 
which lawfully belonged to settlers and citizens of the State; 

That lands have been patented to said companies in excess of the amount to 
which they were lawfully entitled; 

That lands have been withdrawn and are now withheld from market for the 
benefit of said companies, “ by order of the Secretary of the Interior,” without 
authority, and in violation of law; 

That parts of the lines of definite location of said roads have been abandoned, 
and the grants floated and made to conform to new and widely different lines, 
in violation of law; 

That the railroad companies have sold lands to citizens of the State who were 
lawfully entitled to such lands under the homestead and pre-emption Jaws; 

That there have been patented to said companies, lands which lie outside and 
beyond the limit of the grants 

‘That indemnity lands have been patented to certain railroad companies, in 
lieu of lands occupied by homestead and pre-emption settlers,and subsequently 
the rights of such settlers have been contested, their entries canceled, and 
their lands patented to said companies without authority, and in violation of 
law: Now, therefore, 

Be itresolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate con- 

therein, ‘hat our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Repre- 

sentatives requested to support and use their influence in favor of such legisla; 
tion as will secure a speedy and lawful adjustment of each and all of said 
grants. Also, that they use their influence before the proper Executive 
aan of the Government at Washington in furtherance of such an saragni] 

jaga end that the rights of the State and citizens of Kansas may be 
and pro! ; 
Eesolved, That a certified copy of these resolutions be forwarded by the sec- 
retary of state to each of the Kansas Senators and Representativesin Son: 
and also a copy each to the Secretary of the Interior and President of the 
United States. 

I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify 
ng ths Toregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on 

ein my office. 


Int ony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, ne at Topeka this 5th day of February, A. D. 1887. 
[SEAL] E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of State. 


Mr. HALE presented resolutions adopted by the American Library 
Association, in favor of legislation providing that library books shall be 
carried as second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I present a petition of 81 citizens of Washing- 
ton, D. C., residents on L, M, and N streets, northwest; a petition of 
59 citizens of Washington, D. C., residents on E and F streets, north- 
west, and New York avenue, northwest; a petition of 63 merchants 
and residents of Washington, D. C., living on Fourteenth, Fifteenth, 
and Seventeenth streets, northwest, and sundry other petitions of resi- 
dents on different streets in this city, in favor of the passage of the bill 
for the incorporation of the Washington Cable Railroad Company. I 
move the reference of the petitions to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Michael Conner, of Milwau- 
kee, Wis., praying that he be granted a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 212 citizens of Flora, Ill., praying 
that the pension laws be so changed as to provide that upon the death 
of a pensioner the widow and dependent children of the pensioner 
shall in all cases succeed to the pension, the same as if the pensioner 
had died of the disease for which he was pensioned; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition signed by 170 residents and 
property holders of West Washington, D. C., in favor of the construc- 
tion of the Washington cable railway; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of John H. Weeks, of Lexington, 
Ky., praying to have the amount found duehim by the Court of Claims 
provided for in the bill making appropriation to pay the so-called Fourth 
of July claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of the Inde- 
pendent Order of Good Templars of the State of New York, praying 
for the passage of the bill &, 1579) in to submitting to a 
vote of the people of the District of Columbia the question w in- 
toxicating liquors shall be manufactured and sold in that District; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of the board of health of Monroe 


County, Florida, praying for the establishment of a national quaran- 
tine station at the Dry Tortugas; which was referred to the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of workingmen of Bay View, 
Wis., praying for the repeal of the internal-revenue taxes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a petition of citizens of San Diego, Cal., 
regarding the ejectment of Charles Hensley and others from Capitan 
Grand reservation, praying that the order be rescinded and the case 
examined; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., urging the improvement of Humboldt Bay; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., favoring legislation for harbor defense and increase of 
the Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., urging the importance of reciprocity with Spain rela- 
tive to the raisin trade; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., favoring appropriations for the maintenance of a branch 
hydrographic office in that city; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. SABIN presented a concurrent resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of Minnesota, favoring the passage of the bill to extirpate pleuro- 
pneumonia and other contagious cattle diseases; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Minneapolis, Minn., indorsed by the Legislature of Minnesota, with 
reference to the improvement of modern routes of transportation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented six petitions of citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the passage of the bill to incorporate the 
Washington Cable Railway Company; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

WILLIAM ERVIN. 

Mr. SPOONER. I present the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the bill (S. 542) for the relief of William Ervin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 542) for the relief 
of William Ervin, having met, after full and free conference have to 
recommend do recommend to r respective Houses as follows: 

That the House of Representatives recede from its amendment to the Senate 


bill. 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
J. K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
JAMES T., JOHNSTON, 
JOHN J. KLEINER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House having receded from its 
amendment, there is no further action necessary. 
Mr. HARRIS. Except the agreement to the report of the committee 
of conference which disposes of the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair announced that the 
House having receded, no further action was required. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9125) to create a school board for 
the District of Columbia, and to prescribe its powers and duties, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2542) to pay John Pope Hodnett for serv- 
ices rendered as counsel to the Government in the investigation into 
affairs of the District of Columbia, acting as such counsel by order of 
a resolution of the House of Representatives; also for acting as counsel 
for the workingmen of the District of Columbia for fifteen years last 
past, to report it with a recommendation that the committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it it be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask if that is done with any recom- 
eee or after any examination on the part of the Committee on 

aims? : 

Mr. SPOONER. It is done after a hearing by the Committee on 
Claims of the claimant, who stated, and the committee thought with 
very great force, that as the subject related to services rendered to the 
laboring men of this District, the bill came fairly and properly and 
naturally within the jurisdiction of the committee presided over by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. _Is it to be understood that this is not referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor with any black eye or subject to 
any prejudice from the action of the Committee on Claims? I do not 
like that a claim shall be sent to the committee which I happen to be 
chairman of, simply to get rid of it. 
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Mr. SPOONER. The change of reference is recommended because 
the Committee on Claims thought that the Committee on Education 
and Labor was the proper committee, and because the claimant pre- 
ferred that the bill should be considered by that committee, and with- 
out any recommendation as to the merits of the bill by the Committee 
on Claims. If the bill shall receive any black eye it will be placed 
entirely to the charge of the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose that perhaps it is a case whereit is necessary 
for the claimant to appear before our committee in order to get justice, 
and we shall consider the claim. 

Mr. SPOONER. We are willing that you shall so consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 644) for the better security of persons 
and greater facility of transportation on street railroads within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 

rt thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 536) for the relief of John L. Lake, jr., submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon, and moved its indefinite postponement. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be indefinitely postponed. 
Mr. GEORGE. I object to that. I wish to have the bill placed on 


the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 733) for the relief of Edward Fitzgerald, 


trustee of the Catholic church at Fort Smith, Ark., reported it with |. 


an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 38) for the relief of Alfred Hedberg, re- 
ported it with amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5959) granting a rightof way through 
certain public lands of the United States in the Territory of Utah, 
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the message of the President, transmitting 
a letter from the Secretary of State, relative to the fund for the owners 
and crew of the brig General Armstrong, to report that no further leg- 
islation is necessary, with the reasons of the committee, which I ask 
to have printed. I suppose the communication would lie on the table, 
would it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and the report will be printed. 

PRESERVATION OF DIPLOMATIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 105) introduced by me on the 8th of February, and ordered 
to lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution referred to by him. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be reported for information subject to objec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, subject to objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill modify it by adding a clause to the first sec- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


A joint resolution (S. R. 105) for the preservation of the official correspondence, 
jocuments, and other historical material on file in the various legations and 
consulates of the United States. 


Resolved, &c., That any and all diplomatic and consular correspondence and 
accompanying documents which shall have remained on file in the legations or 
consulates of any of the diplomatic or consular representatives of the United 
States, upon any subject which shall have been finally determined and settled 
for the period of one year, shall be forwarded by the head of apy. such legation 
or consulate to the State Department at Washington, D. C., for file and preser- 


bao 2, That the Secretary of State is hereby instructed to take the necessary 
steps to carry this resolution into effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be stated. 

Mr. MORRILL. I modify it. I haye a right to modify it. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 1 it is proposed to add: 

And the same, at the discretion of the Secretary, shall be filed and preserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


The document will lie on the table, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3286) to increase the naval es- 
tablishment; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS. By request of the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, I introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 3287) relating to the construction of sewers and laying 
of water-mains in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3288) to provide for the increase of 
the nayal establishment; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say that these two bills—the one just intro- 
duced by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] and this one 
by myself—relate to different branches of the naval establishment, 
They are not in any way the samebill. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was d to. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3289) to establish 
a practice for the settlement of claims for pensions and to amend cer- 
tain sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
pensions, and certain laws relating to pensions enacted since the revision 
of the statutes, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3290) granting a pension to Sarah 
R. Brooks; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GEORGE. At the request of a colleague in the other House, 
Hon. E. BARKSDALE, I introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 3291) referring the petition and papers in the case of 
George T. Swan, administrator of the estate of George T. Swan, de- 
ceased, in so far as the same relates to cotton seized, to the Court of 
guns, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3292) in aid of the erection of a mon- 
ument to the memory of General Joseph Warren, who fell at the battle 
of Bunker Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. STANFORD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3293) to provide 
mortars and heavy guns for the armament of the forts, coast defenses, 
and vessels of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. EUSTIS introduced a bill (S. 3294) to enable the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay certain creditors of the Pottawatomie Indians out 
of the funds of said Indians; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 3295) to authorize Dalles City to 
construct a bridge across the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon 
and Territory of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. PAYNE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 

him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee 


on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. HARRIS. I offer an amendment intended to be proposed to 


what is called the Fourth of July claims bill. I move that it be © 


printed, and, with the accompanying documents, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. I offer the amendment by request, I do not know 
anything about its merits. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MASSACRE NEAR FORT PHIL. KEARNEY. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to the Senate 


a copy of the report of Col. Henry B. Carrington, of the massacre of December 
21, 1866, near Fort Phil. Kearney, with accompanying list of casualties. 


INDIAN OPERATIONS ON THE PLAINS. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate to the 
Senate a copy of the history of Indian operations on the plains, furnished by 
Col, Henry B. Carrington to a special commission which met at Fort McPher- 
son, Nebr., in the spring of 1867. 


SURRENDER OF GERONIMO. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to the Senate 
copies of all dispatches of General Miles referring to the surrender of Geronimo, 
and of all instructions given to and correspondence with General Miles in refer- 
ence to the same. 

RELATIONS OF LABOR AND CAPITAL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution which comes over under objection. 
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The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. BLAIR was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be directed to con- 
tinue, with a view to its completion during the ensuing vacation, the investiga- 
bag hed Tao raiona between labor and capital hitherto authorized and directed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

WILLIAM WEBSTER. 

Mr, PLUMB. I move the consideration of the resolution I intro- 
duced on a previous day. 

Mr. MORGAN. Several days ago I reported, by direction of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, a resolution in respect to the claim 
of William Webster against the Government of Great Britain. While 
awaiting the printing of the report, which is somewhat extensive, that 
resolution went on the Calendar by mistake merely. I desire that it 
shall have such a place before the Senate as that to-morrow morning I 
can call it up as business that went over on objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution referred to is on the 
Calendar subject to motion, but there is another motion pending, sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], so that the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama is not now in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. The only point is that the Chair would lay it be- 
fore the Senate to-morrow, if it were not on the Calendar. The reso- 
lution was placed on the Calendar by mistake. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama can ask 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that to-morrow the resolution referred to shall be 
laid before the Senate at the end of the call for ‘‘ concurrent or other 
resolutions.” Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and itis so 
ordered. : 

REJECTION OF PENSION CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution heretofore submitted by him, calling on the Secretary of the In- 
terior for information concerning the rule whereby applicants for pen- 
sions have been denied a hearing for the reason that they had applied 
to Con for relief. The resolution will be read subject to objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas to let us proceed 
with the special order, the consideration of House bills and joint reso- 
lutions on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no reason to suppose that this resolution ofin- 
quiry will excite debate. It will be very unusual if it does. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isitnota resolution that has caused some hours’ de- 
bate on previous mornings? 

Mr. PLUMB. And for that reason, I presume, it will take no further 
time. It ought not to have taken any in the first instance. 

Mr. HARRIS. Perhaps not, from the standpoint of the Senator, but 
from the standpoint of others it may possibly lead to the consumption 
of the entire morning hour. 


Mr. PLUMB. I shall bevery sorry for that. It will not be my fault |- 


if it takes any time except that n to read it and vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read subject 
to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB Janu- 
ary 28, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether there is any rule of his Department applied in the Pension Bureau, or 
any rule of said bureau existing and applied with his knowledge or consent, 
whereby any applicant for pension is denied a hearing in said bureau concern- 
ing his claim by reason of said applicant having petitioned Congress for relief. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall object to the consideration of the resolution 
until a majority of the Senate decide to consider it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make the point of order that it is not subject to a 
single objection. I think the present occupant of the chair has ruled 
that when a resolution has been presented and goes over on objection, 
it is subject to be called up as a matter of right when the order of res- 
olutions is reached on a subsequent day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair willstate that the special 
order made by the Senate on motion of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIS] is now before the Senate. Pending the execution of 
that order it is in order for the Senator from Kansas to move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution just read. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 36, noes 
19. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate, 
and the question is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My recollection is that upon that amendment 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The PRESIDENT pro iempore. If that is true the Chair will take 
the question in that way. The Chair is informed that the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read and then the proposed 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution has been read. The 
amendment will now be read. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the resolution add: 

And if there be no such rule, then to inform the Senate who wrote the letter 
of January 27, 1887, touching the pension claim of David C. Canfield, and when 
such employé was appointed in the Pension Office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado ask 
for the reading of the original resolution? 

Mr. TELLER. No; I only wanted to inquire what the yeas and 
nays had been called on. I understand that it is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. The Secretary will call the 
roll on to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (after having voted in the negative). I desire to 
ree my vote. I am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray]. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
to withdraw my vote. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. SEWELL] 
generally on political questions, and this has assumed a political form. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Beck, Coke, Morgan, Walthall, 
Berry. George, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Butler, Harris, Vance, 
k Kenna, Vest, 
1, Maxey, Voorhees, 
NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, Dawes, MeMillan, Sabin, 
Allison, Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Miller, Sherman, 
Bowen, Farwell, Mitchellof Oregon, Spooner, 
Cameron, x Morrill, Teller, 
Cheney, Hale, Palmer, Williams, 
Conger, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hoar, Plumb, 
ABSENT—A. 
Brown, Fair, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Camden, Gorman, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Gray, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Colquitt. Hampton, McPherson, Sewell, 
Edmunds, Harrison, Mahone, Stanford, 
is, Ingalls, Mitchell of Pa., Van Wyck. 


So the amendment was rejected. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


DISTRICT GAS SUPPLY. 


Mr. SPOONER. ` Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar under 
the order adopted on motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS] will now be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7596) to enable foreign executors 
and administrators to sue in the District of Columbia, and for other 


urposes. 

z Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2819) relating to the manufacture and sale of gas in 
the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, and amendatory 
of an act entitled “An act regulating gas-works,’’ approved June 23, 
1874. j 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the consideration of the 
first House bill on the Calendar under the order, the Senator from Wis- 
consin moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
indicated by him. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iappeal to the Senator from Wisconsin, my colleague 
upon the Committee on the District of Columbia, to let that bill go 
over until we get through with the call of the House bills. I do not 
think it will take more than an hour to complete that call if we pro- 
ceed at once, and then I shall be very glad to co-operate with him in 
securing consideration for the bill to which he refers. 

Mr.SPOONER. The bill I have moved received at the hands of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia very careful consideration, and 
I think should be acted upon by the Senate in time to receive action 
in the House of Representatives. There is, I understand, but one day 
more of this session to be devoted to District business in that body, 
and I am anxious that the bill shall be disposed of here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the consideration of the or- 
der, the Senator from Wisconsin moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill indicated by him. 
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The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 26, noes 
proceeded 


16; and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
sider the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add tothe bill as new sections 
the following: 


Sxc,—. That from and after June 30, 1887, the price of illuminating gas in all 
ret of the District of Columbia shall be uniform. That the Georgetown Gas- 

ht Company is hereby authorized and empowered to consolidate with the 
Washington Gaslight Company, by the exchange of the stock of the George- 
town Gaslight Company for the stock of the Washington Gaslight Company on 
such terms and in such os as may be upon between the said 
companies; and the said Washington t pany shall continue to be 
known and styled the Washington Gaslight Company, as heretofore; and for 
the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act the Washington Gaslight 
Company is hereby authorized to issue seven thousand five hundred shares of 
its capital stock in addition to the amount now authorized by law; and the 
stock of the Georgetown Gaslight Company so exchanged shall be canceled 
by the Washington Gaslight Company. 

Src. —. That as soon as the said exchange of stock shall have been made the 
Georgetown Gaslight Company shall turn over and deliver all its property, 
books, accounts, ms, and eyidences of debt to the Washington Gaslight 
Company, which latter company shall thereupon become the owner thereof; 
and the said Washington Gaslight Company: shall become liable for and as- 
sume all the debts of the Georgetown Gaslight Company. The said Washing- 
ton Gaslight Company shall thereupon be, and it is hereby, authorized and 
empo to extend its mains and pipes across Rock Creek into West Wash- 
ington and connect them with those of said Georgetown aalarm Company, 
and to maintain them, and to manufacture, distribute, and sell gasin West Wash- 
ington under the same terms and conditi 


to con- 


ions andin the same manner asit is now 
or may hereafter be authorized by law to doin the city of Washington, and also 
to exercise the same franchises, rights, and powers, and enjoy the same privi- 
S, Ann Ses Waon ington as 17a by law authorized to exercises in the city 
o . 

Sec. —. That the said corporation known as the Georgetown Gaslight Com- 
pany, upon the delivery of the saii eee to the Washington Gaslight Com- 
pany, shall cease and determine: That nothing in this act shall inter- 
fere with any contract or any action at law or suit in equity: And provided 
Turther, That nothing herein contained shall in any way interfere with or preju- 
dice the eee phe pe rights, or privileges of the said W. on light 
Company now and exercised by it, the true intent and m of this act 
being to authorize the said Washington Gaslight Com to extend its works 
and operations so as to supply gas to the poopie of West Washington upon the 
seed aces and conditions as it does or s! hereafter do to the city of Wash- 

Mr. SPOONER. I offer that as an amendment to come in after sec- 
tion 3. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the price fixed at $1 per thousand feet still re- 
main? 

Mr. SPOONER. The price is fixed at $1 per thousand. 

Mr. FRYE. Is there any city in the United States where gas is fur- 
nished at sach a price? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. Where? 

Mr.SPOONER. At Louisville and the other cities named in the re- 
port of the committee. It is farnished in Chicago for a dollar, and it 
is furnished at Nashville, Tenn., for a dollar. I may say to the Sena- 
tor from Maine that the committee were not absolutely satisfied upon 
the investigation they made that $1 would be a fair rate to be allowed 
to the company. It is very difficult to obtain on ‘an investigation of 
the kind all the data so necessary to an absolutely accurate conclusion. 
From all we could learn we he, that, situated as this company is, 
$1 would be a fair rate and would give the companya fair profit, there 
being a constantly increasing demand. We have therefore provided in 
the bill that if at any time the rate of $1 should be found for any rea- 
son—changes in the price of coal, for example, caused by strikes or 
otherwise, or combination affecting prices—to be inadequate to give 
this corporation 7 per cent. net dividend upon $2,000,000 of capitali- 
zation, upon investigation bya board to be appointed by the Secretary 
of War and adequate proof by the company (which possess, of course, 
all the information upon the subject), a license may be issued to the 
company to charge a rate which will give them 7 per cent. We felt 
that in that way the burden of establishing what is a fair rate would be 
placed upon the company, where it belongs; and surely no man will 
claim that the company should have a higher dividend on its stock 
than 7 per cent. We endeavored by this device to make the rule flex- 
ible, and to make it fair to the stockholders of the corporation as well 
as fair to the public. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not notice the provisions to which the Senator re- 
fers. Thatis a saving clause. It struck me if this simply fixed the 
price at $1 per thousand feet, from an investigation made by the com- 
mittee, that it was rather a high-handed proceeding on the rights of the 
‘corporation; but the provision the Senator refers to may save it. 

Mr. SPOONER. It would not be so high-handed a proceeding if it 
were made $1 and absolutely left at that sum. 

I do not think there is a Senator who would not so decide upon a 
hearing. On investigation, the evidence satisfied us that the cost of 
manufacturing gas in this city was very much less than the cost stated to 
us by the company. We find that at the West Point works, owned by 
the Government, where the demand is limited and the cost is greater, 


von manufacture and distribute gas at 75 cents per thousand cubic 


The statement of an expert, a gentleman commended to the commit- 
tee by the president of this company, and universally known as a great 
expert on this subject, Mr. Vanderpoel, satisfied us that they are one: 
ing too much. We learned from an address of Mr, Vanderpoel, e 
to an association of gas experts, that the cost of manufacturing gas, ex- 
clusive of the cost of distribution, was only about 39 cents. This was 
some years ago, and with coal at a much higher price than this com- 
pany pays or will þe likely to pay for it; and that, too, by companies 
which were subjected more or less to competition, which this com- 
pany is not. We thought it would be unwise to admit here competi- 
tion by rival gas companies, to tear up the streets of this city. We 
thought it would be better to regulate in some fair and flexible way— 
and this we attempt by this bill—the price of gas, and to leave this 
corporation where it has its plant and its mains to render service to the 
public under proper lations by Congress, 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator reporting 
this bill why the matter to be investigated should be confided to the 
Secretary of War; why he is to examine into the affairs of this gas- 
light company, and to decide what is proper to be done hereafter. Is 
it the intention of the committee to place this matter in the hands of 
the engineer officers of the Army? Why not leave it in the hands of 
the Secretary of the Interior to choose the best experts, not connected 
with the Army, to investigate the subject? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Secretary of War is not confined by the bill 
to army officers in forming the board, but is limited only by the re- 
quirement that the experts shall be experts, and shall be entirely com- 
petent and disinterested. It was thought that the Secretary of War 
was the officer who had more time to give such attention as is involved 
in the duty, a examination by him, than perhaps the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. My own judgment at first was that it would be 
better to leave it where it has been hitherto, within the jurisdiction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, but members of the committee who 
have had more to do with the Government than I have had and with the 
administration of the Departments thought it would be better to leave 
it to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. GORMAN. The people of the District of Columbia are gov- 
erned, as we all know, by a commission which they have no earthly 
power to control the appointment of; and practically all the main needs 
of the District are in the hands of army officers, and especially en- 
gineer officers. Such a system is unquestionably very unsatisfactory 
to this people, and, for one, I want to enter my protest against the en- 
largement of the duties assigned to army oflicers, honest and capable 
as they are. It produces constant friction. They give no considera- 
tion, or not the proper consideration, to the popie of this District. I 
do not know that there is any government on the face of the earth that 
is more autocratic and less in the interest of the people than that con- 
ducted by army officers when you assign them to the performance of 
civil duties. 

Heretofore the regulation of gas companies and other corporations 
has naturally and properly belonged to the Interior Department. It 
is possible that the Secretary of the Interior has no power to make such 
investigations as are here proposed, under the present regulations; but 
I for one protest against the enlargement of the powers and duties in 
solely civil matters entrusted to army officers. 

I therefore move to strike out from section 2, and wherever it occurs, 
the phrase “‘Secretaryof War” and insert ‘‘Secretary of the Interior,” 
giving him power to employ experts, the best in the country, to exam- 
ine this whole question—civilians, and not army officers. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair), If there 
be no objection, the amendment will be considered as made. 

Mr. GORMAN. Wherever the term occurs strike out ‘‘Secretary of 
War” and insert ‘‘ Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Wherever it occurs. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not object to this billif it is the best bill that 
can be reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia. My 
impression, however, is that they are giving us a bill that will inflict 
on the District the very poorest kind of gas; that is, gas made from 
naptha, benzine, and oil. I should much have preferred from my ex- 
perience of gas in this city that we should have provided a higher price 
for gas that was of the very best quality which can be made solely from 
coal, 


The gas made exclusively from coal is a more expensive article than 
that made from naphtha, and here I do not know myself what the price 
of coal is only so far as I pay for it for my own use, but I do know that 
I have to pay more for coal here than they have to pay even in my 
State, in Vermont—far away as it is from any coal mining. There is 
something wrong in the cost of transportation of coal to this city which 
ought to be remedied, for we are within a reasonable distance of all 
kinds of coal here, and yet it is one of the dearest places for coal there 
is in the country. I should have been glad if there had been a pro- 
vision by which gas made exclusively of coal might be charged at a 
higher price. I would much prefer it myself to this kind of gas made 
from naphtha. 
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Mr. SPOONER. The committee undertook to secure by adequate 
visions in this bill the manufacture and supply to the people of this 
District of gas which shall be all that is desired in the of illumi- 


way 
ae power, and not only that, but susceptible of healthy use by the | the 


people. 

_ It appeared to the committee—I shall not take the time of the Senate 
more than a moment—that of the gas which has been furnished and is 
being furnished by the Washington Gaslight Company at $1.75 a thou- 
sand, about half of it, yes, over half of it, is naphtha gas; and the Gov- 
ernment the man whose business it is to look to the interests 
of the people in that respect, gave it as his opinion to the committee 
that the gas which the people of this city are constantly breathing is 
excessively deleterious to the public health, 

There was also testimony before the committee that the use of naph- 
tha in the manufacture of gas is not deleterious to the public health, 
testimony which was entitled to respect at the hands of the committee, 
and we felt that it could not be reasonably expected of us, none of us 
being experts in the manufacture of gas, that we should undertake to 
investigate and decide as to whether the gas made should be in no part 
naphtha. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill say to the Senator from Wisconsin that that 
was not my objection. My objection to the gas is that if the burners 
are allowed a little too much force, the room is filled with smoke, de- 
stroying the furniture and blackening it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Wethoughtthe gas should, at any rate, bea health- 
ful gas; and in addition to that itshould be of proper illuminating power; 
and that itshould be such that its use would not deface the houses. So 
we provided, not being able to determine for ourselves upon all that 
was necessary in that respect, that this board should investigate that 
question, and that this gas company should conform the gas which it 
manufactures and furnishes to the people of this District, to the require- 
ments of the board, they having approved first by the Secretary 
within whose jurisdiction this matter is left. 

It seems to me that after that investigation is made we have just 
right to suppose the gas which is furnished here will be of proper quality 
in every way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. The adoption of the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] makes it necessary in order 
to preserve the consistency of the bill that a further amendment 
should be made. I therefore move to strike out from section 3, at the 
end thereof, the words occurring after the word ‘‘session,’’ in line 52. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. ; 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 52, after the word ‘‘ session,” 
it is proposed to strike out: 

From and after the passage of this act all statements now required law to 
be furnished by said gas company to the Secretary of the Interior shall be fur- 
nished to the said Secre’ of War,and the ba geome of gas and gas-meters 
in said city shall be under the supervision of said Secretary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. -In section 1 I see a provision that if consumers 
other than the Government do not pay for their gas within a certain 
time they may be charged 25 per cent. extra. In the town in which I 
live 10 per cent. is added. 

Mr. SPOONER. We investigated that matter, and found they have 
always 25 cents, and nearly all, I supposed all, of the cities 
of the United States charge 25 cents, or rather allow 25 cents discount 
from the regular price if payment is promptly made. We thought 
oat a man as penalty for negligence might fairly be charged that much 

itional. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6976) to erect 
a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had ap- 
pointed Mr. HAMMOND as one of the managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
at amend section 5352 of tors Rense Statutes of the United States in 

erence to bigamy, and for other pu ” approved March 22, 1882 
in place of Mr ‘TUCKER, ani oe eee a 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 79) for the relief of Pryor N. Lea; 

A bill (H. R. 7D for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee; 

A bill (H. R. 707) for the relief of J. R. Martin; 


A bill (H. R. 898) for the relief of the estate of Joel C. Frazier, de- 


A bill (H. R. 1143) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
Somerville G Army of the Republic, of Somerville, Mass., four 
condemned i to be used for monumental purposes; 

A bill (H. R. ren for the relief of Henry A. Paus; 

A bill (H. R. 1336) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
Bayou Barnard, in the State of Mississippi; 

A bill (H. R. 1455) for the relief of Lysander H. Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 1622) to prohibit any officer, agent, or servant of the 
Government of the United States of America to hire or contract out the 
labor of prisoners incarcerated for violating the laws of the Govern- 
ment of the United States of America; 

A bill (H. R. 1993) for the relief of St. Mark’s Protestant Episcopal 
church in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2053) for the relief of Rachael J. Floyd; 

A bill (H. R. 2086) for the relief of Francis M. Bell; 

A bill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of George W. Cousins; 

A bill (H. R. 3110) directing the Secretary of War to amend the 
record of Harrison Dewey; 

A bill (H. R. 3289) to amend section 5 of the act entitled ‘‘An act 
to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of duti- 
able goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. 4806) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River, at the foot of Pennsylvania 
avenue east; 

A bill (H. R. 4839) for the relief of the personal representatives of E. 
P. McNeal, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 5326) for the relief of E. B. Dawson; 
A bill (H. R. 5651) for the relief of David W. Low; 
A bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of James W. Goodrich; 

A bill (H. R. 5775) for the relief of James M. McKamey; 

A bill (H. R. 6046) for the relief of H. C. Wilkey; 

A bill (H. R. 7083) to incorporate the trustees of the Young Woman’s 
Christian Home in Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 7648) for the relief of the estate of the late John How, 
Indian t, and his sureties; 

A bill (H. R. 7860) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill i R. 8297) for the relief of Frank Shutt; 

A bill (H. R. 8893) directing the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to execute a deed of quitclaim and release to acertain alley in 
Washington to Cornelia P. Randolph and others; 

A bill (H. R. 9653) to amend section 3058 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 9918) to provide for grading and paving the approaches 
to the national cemetery near Danville, Va.; 

A bill (H. R. 10056) granting to the Saint Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the Indian res- 
ervations in Northern Montana and Northwestern Dakota. 

A bill (S. tite for the relief of Frances W. Dyer; 

A bill (S. 1154) to authorize the city of Newport, R. I., to use the 
site of Fort Greene as a public park; 

A bill (S. 2428) to grant certain seal rocks to the city and county of 
San Francisco, State of California, in trust for the people of the United 
States; 

A bill (S. 3044) to provide for the execution of the provisions of 
article 2 of the treaty concluded between the United States of America 
and the Emperor of China on the 17th day of November, 1880, and 
proclaimed by the President of the United States on the 5th day of 
October, 1881; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 40) providing for the payment of per diem 
laborers in Government employ on Memorial or Decoration Day and 
the Fourth of July of each year as on other days; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 72) to provide for the settlement of ac- 
counts with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company. 


JOSEPH FRANCIS. 


Mr. HARRIS. Regular order. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I ask to call up Calendar No. 1124, 
which is on the Calendar under the ninth rule, being a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 125) in ition of the services of Joseph Francis, reported 
by the Committee o: peti here without amendment, having passed. 
the other House. It will be much more convenient to me to have this 
matter brought up to-day rather than to-morrow if I can find now an 
opportunity to get it up. I believe it will occupy but little time, and 
I think it is very proper that it should be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York to proceed to the consideration of the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 125) in recognition of the services of Joseph Francis. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will consume all day. I ask for the yeas 
and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have the resolution read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution proposed to be taken 
up will be read for the information of the Senate, 
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The Crrer CLERK read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That in view of the life-long services to humanity and to his 
coun’ the now venerable Joseph Francis, in the construction and perfec- 
tion of life-saving appliances, by which many thousands of lives have been 
eaved, the thanks of nyre be, and are hereby, tendered to Joseph Francis ; 
and that the President of the United States is hereby authorized to cause to be 
aS gold medal, with a suitable inscription, to be presented to Mr. Fran- 
cis, in recognition of his eminent services. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT, (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 30, nays 17; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—3. 
Aldrich, Eustis, Kenna, Plumb, 
Allison, Evarts, McPherson, m, 
Blair, Farwell, Miller, Sawyer, 
Boron Gis ong of Oregon, ee 
utler, orman. organ, 
re Hale, | Morrill, Williams. 
Cheney, Hoar, mer, 
r, Jones of Nevada, Payne, 
NAYS—17. 
Seyi Dawes, MeMillan, Whitthorne 
Blackburn, George, Maxey, Wilson of Md. 
Cameron, Hampton, Saulsbury, 
Cockrell, $ Sherman, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
ABSENT—29. 
Beck, Fair, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown, Frye, Mitchell of Pa., yag 
Camden, Gray, Platt, Van Wyck, 
Harrison, Pugh, Sere 
Colquitt, Hawley, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Sabin 
Dolph, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Edmunds, Mahone, Spooner, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that there is no report. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the resolution been read at length? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It has been read at length. 

Mr. EVARTS. A report was made in this case in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and I ask that the Secretary read that report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. IRION, 
from the Committee on Commerce of the House of Representatives, 
February 16, 1886: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom were referred the memorials of the 
New York Chamber of Commerce and the American Institute of New York, beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

The joint resolutions offered by the committee propose nothing more than 
the opaan by the Government of the United States of the eminent services 
rend by Mr. Joseph Francis to the cause of humanity by furnishing an ave- 
nue of escape from a watery ve to the thousands of unfortunate beings who 
are yearly cast away on the shores of the oceans and great lakes. 

Previous to the invention of the life-saving appliances of Mr. Francis the 
wreck of a vessel on the storm-swept shores of the sea was eath to all, 
or nearly all,onboard. In early life his attention was attracted to the great loss 
of life and property along the Atlantic coast. His heart was moved to sym- 
pathy for the large number of helpless beings who were Larger f swept away, 
and his active genius set to work to provide some means by which they might 
be transported in safety from the vessel to the shore, Encouraged by the par- 
tial success of his early efforts, he persevered in making improvement after 
improvement, until his inventive genius culminated in the construction of the 
first perfect life-car, in the year 1848. It was not, however, until January, 1850, 
that he had an Ley geared to test the efficiency of his invention. At that time 
“the British sl Ayrshire, having become ed, was driven on shore at 
Squan Beach during a terrific snow-storm. She had two hundred and one per- 
sons on board, and after striking the beach lay there stranded, the sea breaking 
— Ny and the surf rolling in so high that it was impossible for any boat to 
reach her. 

Through the instrumentality of the mortar and line, a hawser was stretched 
from the shore to the ship, and along this way the life-car made frequent 
trips, until two hundred out of the two hundred and one personson board were 
carried over the boiling surf in aiet to the land. 

This successful TA e aean brought Mr, Francis and his life-car into promi- 
nence before the civilized world. ery where, except in his own country, his 
services in the cause of humanity were fitly Sey AeA and now, in the 
eighty-fifth year of his age, as the honor which is to crown his well mt 
life, he asks his own Government to award him a suitable testimonial of his 
worth and life-long devotion to the welfare of his fellow-man. In thisrequest 
he is sustained by the American Institute of New York and by the Chamber of 
Commerce of the State of New York, both of which bodies have memorialized 
“the Con of the United States to take such action in recognition of the 

t services to the country and to humanity of Joseph Francis as in its wis- 
om it may deem most fitting and proper.” 

Mr. Francis asks no pension or uniary reward, but simply some acknowl- 
edgment from the Government of his native country of his honorable life and 
eminent services in the cause of humanity. 

In view of these facts, the Committee on Commerce beg leave to report the 
accompanying joint resolutions, and recommend their adoption. 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the relations of this valuable citizen 
to the measures that have been taken for the sa of life and which 
have been brought by this country into a recognition of an establish- 
ment more extensive than anywhere else employed, more useful in its 
results and more popular in public esteem than any other, which touches 
the sentiments of the people as well as their duties, do not permit me 
at this stage of this matter to enter upon any broad encomium on his 


conduct and his character, or to an enlargement of the public services 
he has performed and the value which will come from this recognition. 

This matter of the services of Mr. Francis was introduced to Congress 
by a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York 
and another memorial from the American Institute. No more import- 
ant bodies, I think, are engaged in the respective matters of commerce 
and of mechanical invention than these two bodies. 

Mr. Francis, a native of Massachusetts, became at the age of eleven 
years a workman in a boat-building establishment. From the earliest 
date of his enlistment in mechanical employment he felt a great desire 
to save from the ruin that attended shipwrecks the lives, the loss of 
which by mechanical invention and proper energy and courage, as he 
thought, might be reduced, if not brought within a very narrow com- 
pass, Pursuing that purpose as a boy, as a workman, as a foreman, 
as an inventor, as a manager, and as a persistent skillful mechanic in 
overcoming all obstacles, as early as the year 1845 in progressive steps 
he had brought the invention to the complete perfection and practical 
application that have made the saving of live at shipwrecks now the 
common rule where before the almost universal rule was the loss of life. 

Mr. Francis has never asked or received any pecuniary aid from this 
Government, nor has he solicited at all the attention of the public at 
his own home or in this country at large or in Europe, except so far as 
attraction has been drawn to the reports of his invention and the won- 
derful results that have followed from it; and now at the age of eighty- 
six years, still in possession of his faculties, still cherishing that same 
interest in the life-saving operations of this country that he was the 
first to start, the first to advance, the first to effect, he desires, and 
his friends desire that there should be added to the honors which have 
been conferred upon him by the principal states of Europe in various 
forms of recognition, that this recognition should be given by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

I am not aware that any just reason can be given on this floor for not 
acceding to the purpose and the determination and the enactment that 
has came to us from the House of Representatives. In our own com- 
munity of New York and its neighboring cities and shores, if any one 
should for a moment doubt that Joseph Francis was the originator in 
design and in invention and in perfection of what now constitutes the 
main apparatus and practice of saving life, he would be treated as at 
large on these topics and inattentive to what was known to everybody 
there. 

Mr. COCKRELL, 
tion ? 

Mr. EVARTS. No, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did Mr, Francis secure a patent from the Goy- 
ernment as the original inventor of the life-saving boats? 

Mr. EVARTS. I understand that Mr. Joseph Francis in the suc- 
cessive stages of his progressive inventions has covered and has re- 
ceived by patents all that covers the patentable value of what is now 
in force. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from New York will indulge me one 
moment I will submit a letter which the Commissioner of Patents ad- 
dressed tome on the 20th of December, 1886. I will send it to the 
desk and have it read if the Senator from New York will allow it to go 
into the RECORD just now. 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE, 
Wash , D. C., December 20, 1 
Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the pes! ae! your letter of the 17th 
. Joseph Francis, in rela- 


Will it interrupt the Senator to ask him a ques- 


si, aba to Mr, Francis's ba ine caveats, and 
oseph Francis, of New 


Joseph Francis, of New York, N. Y., filed a caveat on February 11, 1850, for 
i stated d 


ee 
Joseph Francis filed an application i oer cof April 11, 1851, fora “ life- 
e following reasons : 


Mr. D. Ottinger, of Erie, Pa., filed an application on August 3, 1857, for life- ` 
car, which was sir naga September 25, 1857: 

“Your application for a patent for improvement in life-cars or life-boats has 
been examined upon the substitute specification filed under date of the 24th 
instant, and the invention therein claimed decided not to be patentable. As 


May 11, 1859, D. Ottin filed another application for surf-car, which was re- 
jected June 16, 1859, as follows: 
“ The first clause of the claims, the ed deck, has no novelty. See L. Alex- 


arch 
ander’s paren submarine boat of September 3, 1850; G. F, Tew "s mt 
ugust 7, 1849, and Joseph Francis’s patent boat of January il, isbe. 


the 
ferred to the application of Joseph Francis, rejected in A L 4 
leave to quote the following from a 
report e by Mr. Frank MacArthur, in March, 1886, in regard to this same 
matter. A copy of this report was duly transmitted to Senator McPherson: 
ean rior to the A akaero emi in interference referred to, and long prior to 
to Mr. Francis for life-boats of the same general c 


p 
of either of the applications involved therein, nts had been granted 
racter. See patent to 
= January 11, 1839, No, 1067, and patent to Francis, March 26, 1845, No. 
“ Neither of these patents was involved in the interference, and that adjudica- 
tion did not therefore affect in any way the validity of these patents.” 


Very respectfully. 
E M. V. MONTGOMERY, Commissioner. 
Hon. Jons T. MORGAN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let me ask the Senator who is the MacArthur 
referred to who makes a report, an attorney in the case? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know anything about him at all. I only 
present the letter I received. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the question of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I asked who MacArthur was who is referred to 
by Commissioner Montgomery as having made a report to him, and from 
which he copies? 

Ass EVARTS. An examiner in the Patent Office, an official of the 
office. 

Now, Mr. President, as this topic has been introduced, I will only 
~, a word on the matter of what is called an interference. In 1859, 
which is about the date of this transaction I believe of a supposed 
inquiry as to priority in a particular and as I suppose quite imma- 

invention, as bearing on the question of the great subject of com- 
pleted inventions which Mr. Francis had brought to a close, Mr. 
Francis was abroad in Europe, and I will venture to say that the trans- 
action in the Patent Office is unprecedented. 

Mr. Francis on asking for a patent for an improved invention, after 
the general completion of his discoveries and of their application, is met 
with the response that there is nothing new patentable in it, because 
he has already covered it. Mr. Ottinger afterward makes an applica- 
tion, many years after this of Mr. Francis for the final and as I think 
very material invention, and is met with the same answer, that his pro- 
posed patent can not be allowed, because it is covered by the previous 
patents already granted to Mr. Francis. 

There are also some indications that this very special matter had been 
covered by other inventions, for all this related rather to the convex 
deck of the life-car, and it was said that this really had been covered 
by very general inventions and that the patentable part was in what 
ee ey, been reached and was patentable and valuable by Mr. 

cis. 

Then, in the absence of Mr. Francis in Europe, there is brought about 
an interference investigation between two patentees and their claims, 
both of which had been rejected and both rejected because Mr. Francis’s 
previous inventions had covered both. And how and why and with 
what motive in the discharge of mere Patent Office obligations there 
could be an inquiry in an absolutely moot and idle investigation which 
of two unpatentable improvements was the earlier when both were 
held to be unpatentable by reason of the previous inventions of Mr. 
Francis, I can not say. So much for that, 

Now, the Chamber of Commerce state—and I will give their words, 
as they carry more weight than mine would— 

Whereas during the whole period of a long and active life Mr. Francis has 
devoted his talents and his means to the improvement and development of 
those appliances which have been the means of saving thousands of valuable 
lives in all parts of the civilized world, receiving in recognition thereof knight- 
hoods, medals, testimonials, and diplomas from all the great nations of the 
world except his own country: Therefore 

Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York do hereb 
memorialize the Congress of the United States to take such action in recogn 
tion of the great services to the country and to humanity of Joseph Francis as 
in ite wisdom it may deem most fitting and proper. 

The American Institute uses this language: 


Whereas in view of the eminent and distinguished labors of Mr. Francis in a 
field which, by the record of its results, has proved so humane in the protection 
of human life, and for which he has had no compensation commensurate with 
the benefits bestowed thereby; and now that he has reached the age of four 
score years and upward, when, if at all, his work should be appreciated and 
acknowledged by his country, to whose honor and renown he has added a 
share among the nations of the earth: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That this is the sense of this institute, of which Mr. Francis has 
been so long an honored and efficient member, that the philanthropic and self- 
sacrificing services which he has rendered in the interests of humanity by his 
invaluable inventions, as shown by remarkable results in the use of these in- 
ventions for many years past, by which the lives of multitudes of human be- 
ings have been saved and preserved from horrible deaths, ought to receive from 
his countrymen just and suitable recognition and recompense; and to that end 

dt is further resolved, That in behalf of Mr. Francis the American Institute of 
the city of New York urge Md sie and do hereby memorialize, the Congress of 
the United States to favorably consider the claims of Mr. Francis for such ap- 
propriate action as is due to him from a Republic that never fails to recognize 
worth and merit in the humblest of its citizens, and to make suitable reward 
therefor prenn other recognition as in its wisdom the honorable Senate and 
Houge of Representatives may see fit to bestow. 
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Few lives have been more beneficent than that of Joseph Francis. 
Few have been more simple, more honest, more suitable to the dignity 
of a mechanic and workman and laborer, and few have had any 
sphere of distinction than that which belongs to honest labor intelli- 
gently and benevolently applied. When there is added to it so great 
a fruit of benefit to mankind, it is certainly not to be expected that 
in the two Houses of Congress there will bea failure to recognize this 
merit. 

I hope, therefore, that the resolution will be passed. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, this is so old a claim that it has be- 
come a little musty. Ido not think from the examination I have made 
of the subject that Mr. Francis is the inventor of the life-boat, and that 
the life-boat was first made by Joseph Ottinger. 

Mr. EVARTS. Life-car. Mr. Ottinger says all the difference is be- 
tween a life-car and a life-boat. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. Ottinger was the inventor and is so recognized 
by Congress, but he never got a patent for his invention. He had his 
boat built, as I understand the story, at a ship-yard in New York in 
which Mr. Francis was a workman. Mr. Francis afterwards took up 
this invention and applied for apatent, but he was not recognized, while 
Ottinger was, by an act of Congress, and was paid $10,000 in recognition 
of the service which he had rendered humanity in this regard. Ido 
not think Mr. Francis is at all entitled to this ition. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the House of Representatives has 
sent over a resolution here designed to confer a proper honor upon a 
very worthy man and that will also reflect credit upon the Government 
of the United States. 

Mr. Joseph Francis, as was remarked by the Senator from New York, 
and as is recognized by the people of New York by the Chamber of 
Commerce there, has been among the very greatest of the benefactors of 
the human race in his devotion of all his energies from his very boyhood 
up now to his eighty-sixth year in providing means to rescue men from 
ships that are wrecked. He has devoted himself so strenuously to the 
distribution of his inventions through the world and for the sake of hu- 
manity that he has not given much attention to the making of money 
out of this enterprise, but he has received decorations of honor from va- 
rious foreign governments and comes home now after long travel, as he 
hopes, to receive an honest and just recognition from his Government. 

It would not be necessary perhaps for Congress to take any action at 
all upon this matter, but for the fact that his fame has been interrupted 
by a man who had no right to do anything, a man who has pirated or 
attempted to pirate his patent. The records of the Patent Office, which 
shave been read here and which are sent to us in a letter addressed to 
me by Commissioner Montgomery, show conclusively, beyond all dis- 
pute whatever, that patent after patent was issued to Mr. Francis 
years before Mr. Ottinger ever undertook to assert a claim upon this 
invention. 

I wish the Senate would give some attention to the datesin this matter. 
A patent was granted to Joseph Francis for ‘‘ Portable serew boat,” April 
23, 1833; for ‘‘ Life and anchor boats,’’ No. 1067, January 11, 1839; for 
“Life and other boats, No. 2018, March 26, 1841; for ‘‘Method of 
building boats, vessels,” &c., No. 2293, October 11, 1841; for ‘‘ Boats 
and other vessels of shect-iron,’’? No. 3974, March 26, 1846 (extended 
for the term of seven years; expired March 26, 1866). 

Those are the corrugated iron boats. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Alabama will suspend. The Chair announces that the hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived it is his duty to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the At- 
lantic and Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Massachusetts has the floor 
on this bill, but I ask his consent to allow me to request that a bill be 
considered, a public building bill, and it is important thatit should be 
passed to-day in order to get consideration by the committee of the other 
House to-morrow. I ask that the pending business be laid aside infor- 
mally, and that this bill to which I allude may be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska asks that 
the pending business be laid aside informally, and that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill sent up by him. The Chair hears 
no objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OMAHA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 3254) for the improvement and enlargement of the public build- 
ing at Omaha, Nebr. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds reported an amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the words ‘‘improvement of the,’’ to strike out 
**publie building’ and insert ‘‘ court-house and post-office;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
enlargement and improvement of the court-house and ce at Omaha, 


Nebr.; such improvement and enlargement of the said building to be made upon 
plans and specifications approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill for the improvement 
and enlargement of the court-house and post-office at Omaha, Nebr.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BOWEN. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to call up Order 
of Business 1995. It is important that the bill should passto-day. It 
is the bill (S. 3184) granting the Utah Midland Railway Company the 
right of way through the Uncompahgre and Uintah Reservations, in 
the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes. The railroad is now 
under construction. 

Mr. VEST. Icall fortheregularorder. I gave way yesterday, and 
did not getit up until 3 o’clock. Now, I want to give notice that I 
shall ask the Senate to remain in session until we dispose of the un- 
finished business, Senate bill 2288. The Committee on Appropriations 
desire to call up to-morrow, provided this bill can be finished to-day, 
the Post-Office appropriation bill. I understand there are some speeches 
yet to be made, but we can conclude the unfinished business to-day, 
provided we go to work at it now, and then we can pass the Post-Office 
appropriation bill to-morrow, and besides finishing the Post-Office ap- 
separa bill we can finish the rest of the House bills on the Calen- 


Mr. PLUMB. I supposed, of course, that I should have togive way 
to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to enable him to com- 
plete his speech begun yesterday; but at the conclusion of that speech, 
unless there be something which will clearly indicate that the business 
of the Senate is to be better promoted by letting the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill go over, I shall move at that time to take up the Post- 
Office appropriation bill; but if the bill under consideration can be dis- 
pe of to-day I will yield and not move the Post-Office appropriation 

ill, Otherwise, I shall do so at the close of the speech of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Massachusetts to object to the present consideration of the bill 
moved by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BOWEN]. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senate 
rset ones to the consideration of the bill moved by the Senator from 

0. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘The Senator from Missouri has objected. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair could not hear it; but the 
Chair thought from the gentleman’s demeanor he did not object. Does 
the Senator from Colorado make a motion? 

a BOWEN. Iwill not make a motion. I asked unanimous con- 
sen 

Mr. GIBSON. I inquire—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask the Senator from Missouri whether he expects 
to get a vote on this ship-railway bill to-day ? 

Mr. VEST. I hope to get a vote on it to-day. I have no speech to 
make myself. I simply want a vote on the bill. I hope we shall get 
through to-day. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFO SHIP-RAILWAY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship- 
Railway Company, and for other purposes, the pending question being 
on the amendment proposed by Mr. Vest to the amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce, to add as an additional section: 

Src. —. That if stock to the amount of $10,000,000 shall not be subscribed, and 
10 per cent. thereof me peony ene in, before the expiration of two years next after 
the passage of this act, or if the work of constructing said railway shall not be 
actually commenced before and be in progress at the expiration of four years 
next the passage of this act, the said corporation shall be deemed to have 
expired by limitation, and all its franchises and privileges shall be deemed to 
have absolutely ceased and become determined. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned yesterday 
I was endeavoring to show what this plan is toaccomplish as compared 
with Nicaragua or Panama. I had shown that it will draw closer our 
relations with Mexico, and that the route will be under the protec- 
tion of a strong and substantial power, upon whose neutrality no gov- 
ernment can intrude without flagrant violation of the law of nations 
and shocking the opinion of mankind; that we can move troops to its 
protection when called upon by Mexico over a land route with abund- 
ant railroad service, by lines easy to be defended fie is within 200 miles 
of Vera Cruz and 300 of the city of Mexico itself); that the forces that 
defend it will be stationed in a healthful climate; that it will complete 
the control of the Gulf of Mexico by these two allied and friendly re- 

ublics. 

z I am always sorry when I hear in the Senate, as was heard from the 
honorable Senator from Alabama the other day, or from any person in 
public station in this country, anything which indicates a disposition 


to disregard or undervalue the rights of Mexico. I am sure that no 
considerable number of American citizens to-day look upon Mexico 
with ay otber feeling than that which is due to a cherished sister re- 
public, having the same institutions, the same destiny, the same hopes 
as we have ourselves. There is no purpose on the part of any consid- 
erable number of American citizens, as General Grant well declared 
before his death, to obtain by encroachment or wrong any portion of 
her territory. Commercial and business relations, blessing both sides, 
are all that it is the desire of the people of the United States to culti- 
vate with her. 

If she think, as some of us think, that she sustained a great wrong 
at the hands of the United States more than a generation ago, she will, 
I am sure, remember that it was the first act of the restored unity of 
this Republic to enter the emphatic declaration which compelled France 
to take her tyrannous hands from the throat of that republic and call 
home her invading army. Certainly if we have been guilty of a wrong 
toward Mexico, it has been our great good fortune to confer upon her 
the test benefit, in preserving her autonomy and independence, 
which one nation can ever bestow upon another. 

I do not think that any considerable number of persons in the Senate 
or elsewhere share the opinion of the Senator from Alabama that the 
Gadsden treaty is nowin force. The reading of that treaty shows that 
it related to a particular proposed plank-road and railroad long since 
abandoned, and it would be incredible that there should be any proposi- 
tion on the part of the United States to renew any assertion of right 
under that treaty. 

Mr. President, I was also stating further that this plan saves us the 
Clayton-Bulwer question. I have read carefully the diplomatic cor- 
tespondence of Mr. Blaine and his successor and his predecessor. 

England certainly claims that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is in force. 
She claims that she relinquished her Mosquito protectorate to the de- 
mand of the United States that it was in violation of the ent 
of that treaty, and that thereupon the Government of the United 
States expressly declared itself satisfied. 
In 1866 Mr. Seward directed Mr. Adams to suggest a negotiation 
haying asa basis the continued existence of that treaty. Mr. Adams re- 

rts a discussion with Lord Clarendon on May 29 of that year, in which 
both parties refer to that treaty as in force, and express their sense of 
the particular international obligations which it creates. 

April 26, 1873, Mr. Fish, then Secretary of State in the administra- 
tion of General Grant, instructs Mr. Schenck, our minister at St. James, 
‘‘ formally to remonstrate against any trespass by British subjects upon 
the territory of Guatemala, as an infringement of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty.” 

Now, if this treaty were in force in 1873, by whom and when was it 
abrogated? There has been no other public act which bears upon that 
question except the action of Mr. Secretary Blaine about five years ago, 
during the administration of President Garfield. The Government of 
the United States must speak to foreign governments as a unit. Itis 
one and the same. President Cleveland can not say that he differs 
from President Taylor, or President Grant, or President Garfield. The 
past declarations of our representatives, including Mr. Blaine, have 


made it impossible for us with honor to treat the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
as annulled. Mr. Blaine’s dispatch to Mr. Lowell, dated November 19, 
1881, little more than five years ago, and by his e direction com- 


xpress 
municated to Lord Granville, declares that that treaty is still in force, 
states to what it binds the United States, what advantages it secures 
to Great Britain, and directs Mr. Lowell to attempt to obtain certain 
specified modifications. Ten days after, November 29, Mr. Blaine re- 
news his proposal ‘‘to free the treaty of its em ing features and 
leave it as its framers intended, a full and perfect settlement for all 
time of all possible issues between the United States and Great Britain 
with regard to Central America.’’ 

Now, Mr. President, unless this Government chooses to abandon her 
ancient policy, her ancient honor, her ancient faith, unless she chooses 
to imitate Great Britain in declaring that her interest and her desire 
are the sole rule and law for her public conduct in dealing with other 
states, we cannot enter upon this great public transaction in Central 
America in defiance of the obligation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 
Five years are but as a second, but as a heart beat, but as the 
tion of an artery in this mighty national life of ours; and it does not 
comport with the honor of a great and free people to assert one thing 
yesterday and another to-day. 

But, Mr. President, I also declared my opinion that the reasons 
which operated in entering into that treaty are still in force. It is 
not, in my judgment, for the interest of the United States to elect the 
armed occupation of this little strip of land in the tropics, whose en- 
trance is commanded and blockaded by Great Britain, to fortify the 
swamps of Nicaragua, to maintain a navy equal to that of England, in- 
stead of the ship-canal and the neutral zone to whose protection the 
faith, and the power, and the interest of all Christendom shall be 

ledged. 
y ri ever meant to violate the last injunction of Washington and ‘‘ to 
leave our own to stand on foreign soil,’’ the time to do it was when we 
were offered St. Thomas and San Domingo. When we rejected the offer 
of Denmark, pending I think for nearly ten years, the treaty nego- 
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tiated by the President but not consented to by the Senate—when about 
the same time we rejected the San Domingo treaty, we forever turned 
our backs upon the policy of insular annexation and of posses- 
sion. Without the acquisition of those islands, or one of , Wwecan 
never permanently hold a canal at Nicaragua. 

It was no temporary, or transient, or shallow feeling that led Seward 
to hail the Clayton-Bulwer treaty as one of the great steps in the world’s 
history. It was an American policy and an American triumph, declar- 
ing forever the indissoluble marriage of commerce and peace. 

General Taylor sent a message, which has remained in the secret 
archives of the Senate until last year its publication was authorized, 
in which he declares his sense of the transaction in which his adminis- 
tration had just been engaged. I ask the Secretary to read the sen- 
tence which I have marked. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


This treaty has been negotiated in accordance with the general views ex- 
pressed in my message to Congress in December last. Its object is to establisha 
commercial alliance with all great maritime states for the protection of a con- 
templated ship-canal through the territory of Nicaragua to connect the Atlantic 
and Pacific Oceans, and, at the same time, to insure the same m to the 
contemplated railways or canals by the Tehuantepec and Panama routes as 
well as to every other interoceanic communication which may be adopted to 
shorten the transit to or from our Territories on the Pacific. 

Let me add to this extract from General Taylor’s message a state- 
ment of the vote in the Senate upon the question of the Clayton-Bul- 
wer treaty. Thattreaty was adopted by a vote of 42 to 11 on the 19th 
day of April, 1850. That was a great period in the history of the Sen- 
ate. I ask the Secretary to read the list of yeas and nays. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Those who voted in the affirmative are—- 

Messrs. viet ag Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Butler, Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay, 
sr cal Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, 

ge of Iowa, Downs, Felch, Foote, Greene, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Jones, 
King, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Morton, Norris, Pearce, FERIA Geaa Sew- 
ard, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, and Web- 


Those who voted in the negare are— 

Messrs. Atchison, Borland anh emeni Davis of Mississipp, Dickinson, 
Douglas, Turney, Walker, Whitcom , and Yulee, 

Mr. HOAR. It will be seen how the great names of both parties 
and of all sections of that day were united in support of the policy 
inaugurated by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. With the exception of Mr. 
Douglas and Mr. Jefferson Davis, there is hardly to be found in the 
negative a name I had almost said even of second-rate importance in 
the record of that vote. 

Mr. President, there is no doubt of the willingness and readiness 
of Mexico to joinin a treaty with the United States that will em- 
body a joint protectorate of this ship-railway and that ents 
can be made in this treaty which will practically give the United States 
what it wants, a prompt passage of troops for its protection, to say noth- 
ing of the movement of war vessels and munitions of war without vio- 
lating the constitutional provisions of Mexico—such, for instance, as 
were arranged in our treaty permitting the United States to send its 
troops into Mexican territory in pursuit of hostile savages. 

But, Mr. President, it may be well to spend one moment in recapit- 
ulating what I think is familiar to many Senators, the saving 
which is to result from the operation of this scheme. I have here a 
statement p: by an eminent engineer showing the differences in 
distance and the amount of tonnage to be accommodated by the estab- 
lishment of this route. Here are the distances from New York to these 
various principal commercial ports which are to move the commerce of 
this country. 

Table of comparative distances in statute miles. 
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I have here a table showing the estimated tonnage of various routes 
between the ports of Great Britain and ports of the United States and 
the Pacifie Ocean which must seek this route of travel and make the 
saving which I have mentioned if this plan turns out to be successful, 
which in actual tonnage carried on these routes in 1883 was 4,842,111 
tons, and the tonnage this gentleman estimates for 1889 in the ratio of 
increase which he expects from the natural growth of the world’s com- 
merce and new business being developed, amounting to 7,564,597 tons, 

I have here further the saving as compared with Nicaragua between 
our two principal ports of New York and New Orleans and San Fran- 
cisco. Allowing a merchant ship 200 miles a day, the saving in distance 
between New York and San Francisco by the way of Panama is 1173 
miles, equal to six days, or on the round trip twelve days. As com- 
pea with Nicaragua the saving in distance is 882 miles, making a sav- 

ng of nine days in time on the round trip for a sailing vessel going at 
the rate of 200 miles a day. Between New Orleans and San Francisco 
the saving as compared with Panama in the round trip is eighteen days, 
and as compared with Nicaragua in the round trip is thirteen days. In 
addition to this it is well known that both the Atlantic and Pacific 
within the last eight or nine hundred miles of Panama or Nicaragua 
on each side constitute the portion of the globe where long calms, 
long periods without wind, are more frequent than perhaps in any other 
spot on the face of the earth except in certain portions of the Indian 
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Ocean, so that sailing vessels frequently spend ten, fifteen, or twenty 
days without any considerable progress. 

I omitted to read in its connection a letter from Mr. Webster, written 
when he was Secretary of State, to the Mexican minister at Washington, 
in which he declares his opinion that the Tehuantepec route is the route 
to which the statesmanship of America must look in the fature for the 
solution of the problem of interoceanic communication. I ask the Sec- 
retary to read the letter from Mr. Webster. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Secretary will read the letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

All know that a communication from ocean to ocean, across the isthmus in 
this direction, for many years has been a matter of anxious consideration, The 
Governments of the United States and of Mexico long ago expressed their con- 
viction of the importance of this object. Indeed no one can fail to see how ex- 
ceedingly important thiscommunication would be tothe Government of Mexico. 
It proposes to give her a practical highway from sea to sea. It — to hera 
communication on the one side and the other with the eastern and the western 
world. It gives her access to the markets of all nations, and makes her, in short, 
a central point of the commerce of modern times, And under the provisions 
of the Son now under consideration, all this is to be done without expense 
to herself. It isimpossible that her enlightened government should not be alive 
to all these advan 


to avail herself of in a manner consistent with her own sovereignty and 


een- 
; it th 3 

asg ea ape aya pana ilar re paheet ea e OSI ETD 
The late war between the two governments monappiy precluded, for a time, 
all such arrangements, but at the moment of returning peace the en was 
renewed, and the Government of the United States saw with sincere pleasure a 
new and brighter prospect, not only for the accomplishment of an end desired 
by all commercial nations, but of the highest degree of utility and importance 
to Mexico herself. It felt then,and has never ceased to feel, a sincere desire 
that Mexico, as a neighborin; vernment and a sister republic, should, at as 
early ei y as practicable, avail herself of the obvious and vast benefits of this 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Alabama in his remarks the other 
day made some statements in to the engineering features of the 
Nicaragua Canal and the ship-railway. He stated that he had never 
seen a close instrumental survey of the ship-railway. I understand 
that a map has been prepared showing the entire route, with a proper 
and accurate profile; that plans of the harbor works at the extremities 
have been in the possession of the Commerce Committees of the Senate 
and the House for more than a year, and that this profile is one such as 
any legislative body in dealing with the question of a domestic railroad 
would consider ample for all purposes of its guidance. 

The Senator says he prefers the Nicaragua route because of the short- 
ness of the canal, which he gives at 38,°;°; miles, while he estimates for 
Tehuantepec at 40 miles of canal and 134 miles of railroad. He fur- 
ther states that the Coatzacoalcos River for 25 miles is so shallow, and 
the shallows are so shifting, that, as gentlemen have informed him, 
“there is almost as much work in the dredging out of the river as 
there would be in building the canal.” 

The distance of the Nicaragua route, as I understand from the best 
authority, is 169.8 miles—40.3 miles of canal, 73 miles of tortuous river 
navigation, and 56.5 miles of lake navigation, of which more than 3 
miles require a constantly dredged channel. 

The reports of the engineers, to which my attention has been called, 
show that the river at Tehuantepec is broad, deep, and easily naviga- 
ble; that there is but one point in the river now where there is less than 
20 feet of water, and that the river bed is not subject to shifting, but 
is permanent and stable, 

Then, the Senator says, there are to be locks, as I understand. Ido 
not see that the report indicates any locks to be required. 

What the Senator speaks of as the necessity for a long jetty on the 
Pacific shore is met by Mr. Eads’s statement that the jetty will be less 
than three-quarters of a mile in order to get out to water more than 
30 feet deep. 

I suppose there is nothing upon which the Senate has been called to 
act as a practical matter in regard to which we have less definite and 
trustworthy information than in regard to the probable cost of the 
preparation of the two harbors, I might say almost the creation of the 
two harbors, at the termini of the Nicaragua canal. There is in that 
canal one cutting which the Government engineers give the average 
of about three miles in length; one rock cutting, I suppose, of the 
Svane depth of 149} feet, and another whose maximum depth is 318 

eet. 

I shall not detain the Senate by entering upon the details of these 
engineering controversies, a question which manifestly Senators can 
better deal with by studying the reports of engineers in the seclusion 
of their own dwellings than in debate here. 

Another suggestion made by the Senator from Alabama I think ought 
not to be made in the Senate of the United States without dissent, 
though it is oneoften heard. I do not conceive that there can be found 
any support in international law, in morals, or in national necessity 
for the claim that if any South American State, great or small, choose 
within its own territory, in its own right, and by its own authority, 
to construct a canal within its own dominions, whether that canal sever 
the continent and go from sea to sea or not, the United States have any 
right whatever to interfere with the process. I think such a declara- 
tion when seriously made will encounter the remonstrance of man- 
kind, and will excite and alarm the people of the fifteen sister repub- 


, and should not seize with avidity the first be Adame § 


independence. Her known wishes on this point are not of recent date, 


lics of North and South America, with whom it is to our interest to 
cultivate the most friendly and relations. i 

The Monroe doctrine which declares that no European power shall 
get a new footing here, either by conquest, by negotiation, by protec- 
torate, by tee which involves the right to make the guarantee 
good by the occupation of territory, is a doctrine to which I heartily 
agree, and which the American people without distinction of party or 
section will heartily support; but that a great nation has any right be- 
cause of its own interests, fancied or real, to dictate to a small nation, 
because it is small and weak, its conduct of its own affairs or its gov- 
ernment or management of its own territory and dominion is a preten- 
sion which belongs to Great Britain alone, and it is a pretension which 
she has tried to assert only to her cost when it has been the interest or 
the duty of the United States to undertake to interfere with it. It 
does not seem to me that it is becoming the United States to undertake 
to embark herself in any schemes which are founded upon an assertion 
of a pretension so preposterous. 

Mr. President, this plan of a ship-canal at Tehuantepec solves the 
greatest of commercial problems and of international difficulties by a 
method which is peculiarly American. It puts an end to the risk or 
the opportunity of war by the beneficent faculties of peace. It calls 
into the service of mankind on a national and gigantic scale the great 
inventive genius with which as compared with all peoples and all times 
a benignant Providence has blessed our country and our age. We have 
thus far failed to call intothe national service this wonderful inventive 
faculty of our people. With the exception of the construction of the 
Monitor and the famous naval engagement which saved our Atlantic 
cities from the Merrimac in the late war, I am not aware that any mil- 
itary or naval or national triumph has been accomplished which has 
been due purely to the genius of the inventors of America; and I con- 
fess I hail with peculiar pleasure the fact that from the South, from 
the West, from the valley of the Mississippi, there comes up this 
scheme, due to a genius which has .already achieved the two greatest 
engineering triumphs of the age, which promises to confer a new glory 
on the American character by a triumph on a still larger scale. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate now proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10793), being the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. VEST. I ask unanimous consent that we proceed with the un- 
finished business until we reach a vote to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishall object to that, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have been informed by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGAn] that for reasons which are conclusive to him he will 
object to any consent being given to take a vote on the bill under con- 
sideration to-day. If unanimous consent could have been had I should 
have been willing to wait until the Tehuantepec bill was disposed of, 
but as it is, I feel that my duty would not be discharged if I do not 
now interpose and ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator expect to conclude the considera- 
tion of the Post-Office appropriation bill to-day? 

Mr. PLUMB. 1 do notsee any reason why it should not be finished 
to-day. ' 

Mr. VEST. Let it be understood that the pending bill shall be 
simply laid aside temporarily in order to take up the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas is that the pean bill be laid aside 
temporarily in order to proceed to the consideration of the appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make whatever motion may be necessary, and such 
a one as can be made to enable the bill under consideration to keep its 
place. I move that the bill be informally laid aside in order that the 
Post-Office appropriation bill may be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (S. 1131) to amend an act to provide for the purchase of asite and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich., approved 
March 2, 1885, di to by the Senate, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. WORTHINGTON, Mr. OWEN, and Mr. MAY- 
BURY managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House further insisted upon 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4616) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. Small, asked a further confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. FINDLAY, Mr. VIELE, and Mr. LAIRD man- 
agers at the further conference on the part of the House. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 6976) to erect a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 
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MICHAEL P, SMALL, 
Mr. WALTHALL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of r 
Michael P, Small, having met, after full and free conference have been 


to agree. 

E.C. WALTHALL, 

CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 

JOHN V. L. FINDLAY, 

E. 8, BRAGG, 

JAMES LAIRD, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from Mississippi to the-fact that there has just been received 
from the other House the same bill, with a change of conferees on the 
part of the House. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam aware of that fact, and there is no objec- 
tion to the further conference asked by the House, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 


action of the House of Representatives on the bill. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
February 11, 1887. 


Resolved, That the House further insists upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (A. R. 4616) for the relief of Major Michael P. 
Small, and ask a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, 

_ Ordered, That Mr. FINDLAY, Mr. VIELE, and Mr. Larry be the managers of 
dhe said further conference on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iseeno objection to the further conference asked 
by the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A further conference will be granted, 
if there be no objection. ` 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. WALTHALL, 
Mr. COCKRELL, and Mr. MANDERSON were appointed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SCRANTON. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iask the consent of the Senator from Kansas and 
the indulgence of the Senate to call up Senate bill 3234. 

Mr. PLUMB. If I could yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
without being similarly solicited by other Senators, and if his bill 
would occasion no debate, I should not object to doing so. 

Mr. CAMERON. If it leads to any debate I shall withdraw the 
poe It is a matter in which the people of my State are deeply inter- 
ested. 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield provided it does not lay the foundation for 
some other request. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I should like to say—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON). The Senator from 
Pennsylvania has the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3234) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable building for a 
post-office and other Government offices in the city of Scranton, Pa.,’’ 
approved July 27, 1882. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. 
yield to me for a moment? 

"Mr. CAMERON. If I yield to you, somebody will stop me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for imformation. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and 
other Government offices in the city of Scranton, Pa., be, and the same is hereby, 
increased to $250,000; and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost for the 
erection of said building, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CAMERON. I prefer not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and it is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported from the Com- 
ee son Public Buildings and Grounds with an amendment, which will 

stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, before the word “thousand,” strike 
out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as to read ‘'$225,000. ” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there is objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as a) to. è 

Mr. CAMERON. I object to that amendment. I want to strike it 
ont and have the bill left as it was originally referred to the committee, 
fixing the amount at $250,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 
amendment reported from the Committee on Public 
Grounds. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Will the Senator from Pennsylvania 


ing to the 
uildings and 


RAILROAD THROUGH CROW RESERVATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I now appeal to the Senator from 
Kansas to yield to me to allow a bill to be which was reported 
favorably from the Committee on Indian Affairs, and which is precisely 
similar to two bills which were passed yesterday. The company is 
ready and waiting to commence work. It will take but a minute to 
pass the bill, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I will yield on that condition. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2778) to authorize 
the Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Crow Indian Keservation, and 


for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and to insert: , 

That the right of way is hereby ted, as hereinafter set forth, to the Bill- 
ings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company, a corporation organized 
and existing under the laws of the Territory of Montana, for the extension of its 
railroad through the lands in Montana Territory set apart for the use of the Crow 
Indians, commonly known as the Crow Indian Reservation, beginning at a point 
onthe northern line of said reserve at or near where Clark's Fork empties into the 
Yellowstone River, and thence following ina southerly direction to a point at or 
near where said Clark's Fork crosses the southern line of the said Crow reserve; 
also a branch line of railway to be constructed for a distance of 30 miles up the 
Rocky Fork, and commencing from the point where said Rocky Fork empties 
into said Clark’s Fork; with the right to construct, use, and maintain tracks, 
turnouts, and ree mS 

Src. 2. Thatthe right of way hereby granted to said company shall be 75 feet 
in width on each side of the central line of said railroad, as aforesaid; and said 
company shall also have the right to take from said lands adjacent to the line 
of said road material, stone, earth, and timber necessary for the construction of 
said railroad; also ground adjacent to such right of way for station-build’ 
depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turnouts, and water-stations, not to ex 
in amount 300 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, to the ex- 
tent of one station for each 10 miles of road, 

Sec, 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be the Indians for such right of way and ma- 
terial, and provide the time and manner for the payment thereof, and also to 
ascertain and fix the amount of compensation to be made individual members 
of the tribe for dam: sustained by them by reason of the construction of said 
road; but no right of any kind shall vest in said railway company in or to any 
part of the right of way herein provided for until plats thereof, made upon act- 
ual survey for the definite location of such railroad, and including the points 
for station-buildings, depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turnouts, and water- 
stations, shall be filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, which 
approval be made in writing and be open for the inspection of any 
interested therein, and until the compensation aforesaid has been fixed and 
paid; and the surveys, construction, and operation of such railroad shall be 
conducted with due zegara for the rights of the Indians, and in accordance with 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may make to carry 
out this provision: Provided, That the President of the Uni States may, in 
his discretion, require that the consent of the Indians to said right of way shall 
be obtained by said railway company, in such manneras he may prescribe be- 
fore my é ‘ht under this act shall accrue to said company. 

Src, 4. t said company shall not — or transfer or mo: this Ms ey 
of way for any purpose whatever until said road shall be compl : Prov 
That the company may mortgage said franchise, together with the rollin; k, 
for money to construct and complete said road: And $ piae d further, That the 
right granted herein shall be lost and forfeited by said company unless the road 
is constructed and in running order within two years from the of this act. 

Sec, 5. That said railway company shall accept this right of way upon the ex- 
pressed condition, binding upon itself, its successors and assigns, that they will 
neither aid, assist, nor advise in any effort looking toward the changing or ex- 
tinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will notattempt 
to secure from the Indian tribes any further t of land, or its occupancy than 
is herebefore provided: Provided, That any violation of the condition mentioned 
in this section shall o te as a forfeiture of all the rights and privileges of said 
railway company under this act. 

Sec. 6. That Con may at any time, amend, add to, alter, or repeal this act. 
That this act shall be in force from its passage. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was con in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting to the Billings, 
Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company the right of way 
through the Crow Indian Reservation.” 

UTAH MIDLAND RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. BOWEN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 3184) granting the Utah Midland Rail- 
way Company the right of way through the Uncompahgre and Uintah 
reservations, in the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BOWEN. In section 3, line 4, after the word ‘‘ thereof,’’ I 
move to insert: 

And also to ascertain and fix the amount of com 
vidual members of the tribe for damages sustain 
construction of said road. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWEN. In section 2, line 11, after the word ‘‘ road,” I move 
to strike out the proviso in the following words: 


Provided, That before any such lands shall be appropriated by said railway 
company, the consent of the majority of the male adult Indians occupying the 


msation to be made indi- 
by them by reason of the 
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Seis Seal be aihanes Ta amanner satisfactory to the Secretary of the Inte- 
ior, 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Provided, That the President of the United States may, in his discretion, re- 
quire that the consent of the Indians to said right of way shall be obtained by 
said railroad company, in such manner as he may prescribe, before any right 
under this act accrue to said company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BOWEN. I move to add as additional sections to the bill the 
following: 


Sec.5. That said railway company shall accept this right of way upon the 
will nett condition. pe gona itself, its successors,and assigns, that they 
neither aid advise, nor in any ‘effort looking t towards the ing or 
tinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will not at- 
pa to secure from the Indian tribes any further grant of land or its occu- 
pancy cy than is hereinbefore provided: Provided, That any violation of the con- 
ition mentioned in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights and 
privileges of said railway company under this act. 
Sec. 6, That Congress may at any time amend, ikad to, alter, or repeal this act. 
Sec.7. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWEN. In section 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘ way,” I move 
to insert “and materials;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the amount of 
compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of way and materials. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. BOWEN. In section 4, line 4, I move to strike out the words 

ther with the rolling-stock,’’ and to insert ‘‘and right of way 

hereby granted and all of its real and personal property ;’’ so as to make 
the proviso read: 


Provided, That the company may mortgage said franchise and right of way 
hereby granted pees all of lis real and personal property for money to construct 
and pnia said 


The ENESA was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I wish to inquire why the bill was reported from 
the committee without any provisions in the nature of the amendments 

now proposed by the Senator from Colorado ? 

Mr. BOWEN. That was the form of the bill agreed upon by the 
committee. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Can not the Senator explain why it is that they 
should be given the right to mortgage such property ? 

Mr. BOWEN. _ They are to be allowed to mortgage the right of way. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I ask if any other advantages are given 
the railroad company? . 

Mr. BOWEN. The amendment just agreed to gives the company 
the right to mortgage all its real and personal property. That, how- 
ever, is not an essential provision, and I shall not insist on it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Where was the company organized? 

Mr. BOWEN. It was.o ized under the laws of Colorado. ` 
Mr. VAN WYCK. It may be all right, but why is it pro eg seventh 
delegate powers to the railroad company which the State of Colorado 

has not given it? 

Mr. BOWEN. I will withdraw so much of my amendment as pro- 

to insert the words ‘‘ and all of its real and personal 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senate 
will reconsider the vote by which the amendment was adopted. By 
consent the amendment will be modified as suggested by the Senator 
from Colorado. 

Mr. BOWEN. In line 4, section 4, I move to add merely the words 
“ and right of way hereby granted;’’ so as to read: 

That the company may mortgage said franchise and right of way hereby 
granted for money to construct and complete said road. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam opposed to the idea of obtaining by consent of 
the Indians and then mortgaging to somebody else the right of way 
across the reservation. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado to with- 
draw that part of the amendment. 

Mr. BOWEN. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
they can not build the road without mortgaging the right of way. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to discuss the question whether it is 
exactly fair to get the consent of the Indians to grant the railroad com- 
pany a right of way over an Indian reservation so that the company may 
mortgage it to somebody in Wall street. 

Mr. BOWEN. I withdraw that part of the amendment then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understood the Senator from Colorado to say 
that the bill came to us with the approbation of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. BOWEN. This is the bill reported from the committee, but it 
was my own amendment to it that I offered. 

Mr. DAWES. These amendments were never considered in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BOWEN. I withdraw the amendment. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. BOWEN. In section 4, line 8, after the word ‘‘from’’ I move 
to strike out the words— 

The date when the consent of the Indians shall be obtained. 


And to insert— 

The passage of this act, or if the consent of the Indians is required under the 
terms of the proviso to section 2 of this act, then within three years from the 
date when such consent shall be peas 

The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the “Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


RAILWAY THROUGH CROW RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
passed the bill (S. 2778) to authorize the Billings, Clark’s Fork and 
Cooke City Railroad Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Crow Indian Reservation, and for other purposes. I un- 
derstand a similar provision is in that bill that it was proposed to in- 
corporate in the bill which has just passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts en- 
ters a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I was out of the Senate Chamber, but I understand 
that the same provision is in that bill. 

TRA PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The motion to reconsider will be en- 
te 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANSOM. I ask leave to call up—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. PLUMB. I can not yield further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas declines 
to yield, and the post-office appropriation bill will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10793) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office ent for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask consent that the formal reading of the bili may 
be ere with, and that the committee amendments may first be 
acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, unless there be 
objection. It is so ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the bill is read, I desire to make some obser- 
vations in regard to its provisions. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask whether it was agreed that the amend- 
ments of the Committee on ro paar shall first be acted upon? 

Mr. PLUMB. That was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was so agreed by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, this bill, with the exception of a sin- 
gle item so far as it appropriates money, is precisely as it came from the 
House of Representatives; and I believe that the bill as it came from 
the House is precisely according to the estimates for the various branches 
of theservice made by the Post-Office Department. 

So far as the appropriations relate tosupplies and things of that kind 
they are undoubtedly what is fairly required, no more and no less, and 
they indicate economy and care in administration. I can say for the 
entire bill, with possibly a single exception, that it is framed on an 
economical plan, and that the Department in making its estimates has 
been moved by a desire to save money, and I have no doubt it will, 
if permitted to go on as now, shortly bring the expenses within the re- 
ceipts. ‘The bill is not, however, what I think it ought to be for the 
—— of the service considered without reference to the mere saving 
of money. 

So far as the item for the transportation of mails over railroad routes 
is concerned, the largest in the bill, it is one which may be larger or 
smaller without affecting the amount of money to be out, because 
the price to be paid is fixed bylaw; that is to say, the maximum is fixed. 
Unless the Postmaster-General interferes by a reduction in the 
price, the accounts of the railroad companies are audited and paid upon 
the basis of the statutory allowance. That is true also of the salaries 
of postmasters which are provided for by Jaw, and the question as to 
whether we appropriate a large or a small amount in no way concerns 
the individual , for he gets his pay out of the proceeds of 
his office before he settles with the Government. 

When, however, the bill provides for what is called the star-route 
service the amount of the appropriation does concern the service to be 
rendered. If the amount is too‘small, then, of course, the Department 
must necessarily give an improperly diminished service. Of course, if 
we give more money than is asked for, the Postmaster-General is under 
no legal obligation to spend it, and he may therefore contract the serv- 
ice beyond the proper limit and deny to the people of the country the 
proper postal facilities. 

Asimilarappropriation is that for clerk-hire in post-offices. Nomoney 
can be spent that is not appropriated, and if an amount was appropri- 
ated beyond that which the Postmaster-General thought t to be 
spent he need not spend it. So with regard to the appropriation for 
wart —— clerks. The whole appropriation is wi the dis- 
cretion of Postmaster-General except the rate of pay, and I might 
say that thet is cle within AM ANIO DUAE AEA RA ap- 
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point to any except to the minor grades. In fact, he never has ap- 


pointed any one to the highest grade provided by law. There is, 
therefore, an entire grade of post-office clerks which is not represented 
by any appointment. 

Mr. GEORGE. And never has been? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Mississippi asks me if there never 
has been. I say none ever has been made, That results, of course, in 

- a very considerable saving in the expenses of the Department. 

These three items, that of star service, that for railway 
clerks, and for the clerk-hire in post-oflices, are, in my judgment, as 
provided for in this bill, all of them below what the necessities of the 
service require, but the committee did not think it worth while to in- 
crease them because they believed the Postmaster-General would not 
spend the money, even if we gave it to him. He asked for what he 
thought the service required, and doubtless for all that he proposed to 
expend, and the committee were willing under all the circumstances 
that the appropriation should be made exactly as asked for. 

The appropriation for the star service which is, as we all know, the 
service by horseback and by wagon, as asked for and granted by the 
bill, is $5,400,000. The amount appropriated for the last year was 
$5,850,000, showing a reduction this year from the app: tion of 
last year of $450,000. There is a somewhat general impression that as 
the railroad service is extended the star-route service is contracted, 
but that is not correct. It operates in that way in some places, and 
in some places it operates in exactly the reverse way. The extension 
of the railways into entirely new areas causes an increased necessity 
for star service, and wherever star service is taken up by the extension 
of the railway service, a new star service is brought into play, and 
there is not therefore, as a rule, any diminution in the necessity for 
the star service by reason of the extension of the railroad service. 

During the last few years the population of the United States has 
been extended into areas which a few years ago were not regarded as 
habitable. There are organized counties, prosperous towns and all the 
fabric of social and political organization, hundreds of miles beyond 
where ten years ago such things were supposed to have been possible, 
and that process of the extension of settlement into the higher altitudes 
of Western Kansas, Western Nebraska, Eastern Colorado, Wyoming, 
Idaho, Montana, and so on, is constantly going on, and with it goes the 
necessity for the extension of the mail service by railroads where rail- 
roads are provided and by what is known as the star-route system where 
railroads have not been built. 

In my judgment, the Post-Office Department fails to appreciate the 
results of this extension of settlement, the needs and the duties which 
it imposes upon the Department to give to the active, enterprising, and 
energetic men who have gone into those great areas those mail. facili- 
ties which are essential to their exi the propriety of which has 
never been questioned and which the Government stands, by its action 
heretofore, pledged to furnish. The ent has not been, in my 
judgment, sufficiently considerate of these facts. It learns too late that 
this growth has taken place, and even after it learns of the growth it 
does not appreciate its needs; it withholds more than is meet, and we 
have Scriptural authority for saying that that tends to poverty. 

There is not a cabin in all that Western frontier, however humble it 
may be, the occupant of which does not take at least one newspaper, 
and usually two or three in addition to the magazines and other publi- 
cations of a literary character which he has been used to reading in his 
Eastern home, and which he never gets himself so faraway from that 
he does not desire and does not have if possible. 

The men who have gone into that country are naturally an enterpris- 
ing people. ‘They are of the most intelligent of the American people. 
Ifthey had been sent there upon some principle of selection having refer- 
ence to their physical and mental qualifications for the struggle with 
frontier life they could not have been stronger, or wiser, or better worth 
for the purpose of laying the foundations of society, organizing and gov- 
erning new counties and new States, than they are to-day. To such 
men the mail, not merely the weekly, or the semi-weekly, or the tri- 
weekly, but the daily mail is as the breath of their nostrils, a necessity, 
something that they will have if they have to pay for it out of their own 
meager resources, to the deprivation of the ordinary comforts and con- 
veniences of life. 

So it happens that in Western Kansas and Eastern Colorado to-day a 
large service exists independently of the Post-Office Department, paid 
for by the settlers themselves, and the Department, looking at the 
map made for its use a year ago, which shows a great vacant space 
four, five, or six hundred miles from east to west, and a thousand or 
twelve hundred miles from north to south, with evidence of settlement, 
hears with amazement the fact that there are newspapers, county or- 
ganizations, prosperous towns there, and, doubting, fails to act, and even 
when convinced gives grudgingly of the required mail service. It is 
hard to convince those who have never been in that great current of 
humanity which for years has been flowing westward. 

Mr. President, the Post-Office Department is a Department organized 
to give a certain essential service to the people specially named in the 
Constitution, and which is as essential to the well-being of the Ameri- 
can people as any other form of education is essential to the and 
the prosperity of the country, and between the receipts and outgoes of 


which there is no necessary connection any more than there is between 
the receipts and the outgoes of the War or the Navy Department. The 
first essential is to secure a speedy service, and a service which meets 
the new and quickened conditions constantly arising and which have 
been the accompaniment of the progress of the American people across 
this continent. 

To say that because in the judgment of some Postmaster-General, or 
somebody else having for the time being control over the appropria- 
tions, that men have gone too far west, that they have moved too far 
from existing facilities, and that, therefore, they are to be inadequately 
supplied, if supplied at all, is opposed to the theory upon which the 
Department has heretofore been administered, and does violence to popu- 
lar opinion and enlightened judgment. Yet that is too much the 
spirit which dominates the Department to-day; not by intention, per- 
haps, but on account of a lack of appreciation of the situation. New 
wine has been put into old bottles, or rather the old theories of twenty- 
five or thirty years ago are being fitted to a new condition of things 
which has arisen since the war, and which calls day by day fora greater, 
a more active, a more widespread, and a more frequent service at the 
hands of the Post-Office Department. 

So, every day there are petitions coming here to the members of both 
Houses of Congress representing the new States and Territories asking 
for new post-offices, for the establishment of new mail-routes, for the 
addition of facilities on existing routes, the prayers of which are as 
daily denied because of this lack of appreciation, accompanied by the 
desire and determination to bring the of the Post-Office De- 
partment within its revenue at the earliest possible moment, practically 
regardless of consequence. 

As I said, it is a saving which is a losing; it is a saving of money to- 
day to the injury of the revenues of to-morrow, looking at it simply 
from the post-office standpoint; but more than that, it helps to check 
national growth and development, and this is fraught with disastrous 
consequence, 

A few days ago I presented to the Senate a memorial adopted by the 

i of Kansas in regard to the service upon railroads in that 
State. It set forth that which was in the knowledge of the Legisla- 
tare, that which was in the knowledge of the neers of the State 
and of all intelligent A paron in the West—the neglected condition of 
the postal service. evening I noticed in the Evening Star an in- 
terview with the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, under whose 
purview this service is carried on, the following, referring to the me- 
morial and to my statement accompanying it: 

That is all politics; nothing else. I presume they want to find something 
upon which to attack the adm tion. Now,the will show what has 
been done for Kansas. Within the last few months I have put on 790 miles of 
new service in Kansas, and there remains under consideration 193 miles. With 

to a portion of the latter, we are nega ed the reports of the 
officials as to distances. Now, out of a total of 983 miles anda fraction, 790 miles 
have either been sepeiee and the mail service in actual operation on the con- 


let and every about ready to gointo operation. That shows how 
increasing demand for service. 


rapidly we have kept up with the 

Imight state what does not appear in this statement, that the next 
day or two after attention was thus publicly called to the matter serv- 
ice was put on two or three more railroadsin Kansas. The factis that 
during the last calendar year 1,300 miles of railroad were built in 
Kansas, and never before in the history of that State, or any other, has 
there been a moment’s delay in putting mail service aon as 
fast as they have been completed. The question of the propriety of 
doing it, the necessity, the duty of doing it has never before been even 
discussed, and yet it has taken months of time and hours of discussion 
and cords of petitions sometimes to get the Department to put service 
upon new rai during the last year. 

To show thatit is not all done now, and to show that it is nota ques- 
tion of politics, I will read some letters I have here which have come 
to me, not by my solicitation, but in the ordinary course of the corres- 

mdence which I have with my constituents about matters which re- 

te to their convenience as concerned in the administration of the 
Government. Here isa letter which was written to me from Elm Valley, 
on the line of railroad completed some time since from Salina, on the 
Kansas Pacific road, in the direction of the western part of the State. 
The writer says: 
[E. L. Williams, dealer in lumber, grain, ont coal, McCracken, Rush County, 
SAS. 


ELM Crry, KAxs., January 31,1887, 

DEAR Str: We have had the good fortune to have a railroad built through 
this part of the country. The road is an extension of the Topeka, Salina and 
Western, known this side of Salina (west) as the Kansas and Colorado Rail- 
road. I wish to get at is to have the mail service put on the road 
of Salina. There is no regular mail route west from Salina to this place; 
fore, it will not uire re pr in the service, except to establish a new 
route over the ra d. e hoped, through your influence, to be able to get 
our mail over the road soon’; that is, if you would have the kindness to attend 
to the matter for us. 

Our mail facilities are very poor, neng only a tri-weekly mail, and it is very 
irregular. Our town is only six weeks old, therefore it has not a very extended 
acquaintance in Washington, and we will have to depend ona few of our friends 
there to help us in this mail matter. This town was commenced about Decem- 
ber 10, 1886, and has a population of from three to four hundred popis: I men- 
tion this merely that you may see our great need of better mail facilities, and 


fi 


hope you will kindly have the change made for us or advise us what we should 
do to it done. se 
ours, WILLIAMS. 
Hon. EB. PLUMB, Washington, D.C. 
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Mr. BECK. I ask the Senator from Kansas if that evil has not been 
corrected? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave not heard of its having been corrected. Itmay 
have been within a few days. 

Mr. BECK. What is the name of the place? 

Mr. PLUMB. The name of the place is Elm Valley. 

Mr. BECK. I shall endeavor to ascertain if it has been. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have a letter here from the town of Cedar Vale, in 
Kansas, written to me by a leading Democrat of that locality, an active, 
intelligent man who has been esteemed good enough to be elected to 
the Legislature from a Republican county. It is dated February 5, 
1887. The writer says: 

CEDAR VALE, KANS., February 5, 1887. 
My Dear Sır: Am glad to see you are stirring the Department up on the 
inexcusable bad mail servicein Kansas. Wenow have two railroads completed 
to Cedar Vale, the ©. K. and W. from Inde idence, completed November 1, and 
the D. M.and A. from Chetopa, completed January 1,and no mail service on 
either, although have been trying since November 1 last. The mail comes from 
Grenola b: stage, 20 miles north of Vale. There is certainly no excuse 
for this, Please call the attention of the Post-Office Department to this. 
And oblige. yours, very truly, ELI TITUS. 
Senator P. B. PLUMB, Washington, D. C. 


That I had done a long time ago. It may be a matter of no conse- 
quence to the people who live in the phlegmatic section of the country 
along the middle Atlantic coast that for three or four months after the 
completion of tworailroads to this thriving town the mailisstill brought 
overland by stage from a point on another railroad 20 miles distant. 

Here is a letter from the city of Newton, with 8,000 people, in the 
central part of the State, dated the 7th day of February, from the pub- 
lisher of a newspaper. He says: 

— SENATOR: It is now nearly three months since the Fort Scott and Wich- 


ita road was completed and trains running thereon between this city and 
MePherson— 
A town of six or seven thousand people, 30 miles north— 
and yet no mail trains are run thereon, but instead the mail is carried over the 
route as before, every other day in a“ buckboard” wagon. The mail messen- 
ger comes up here from Eldorado and lies here until7 p. m., and could just as 
well distribute mail for the towns between here and McPherson, and those 
poopie atthree towns given a daily mail, as not. Last week the mail carrier 
iled to materialize and they had no mail at allalong the line, Will you please 
give this matter attention at once before any further commotion is made over it? 
Yours, H. 0. ASHBAUGH. 


I have here a statement from one of the leading daily papers in the 
State, the Wichita Eagle—— 

Mr. BECK. Let me ask the Senator does he propose to finish this 
bill to-night? The only reason I ask is becauseif he does I should like 
to hear all these extracts read in full. 

u PLUMB. Ido not suppose we shall be able to dispose of it to- 
night, 

. BECK. I want to look into some of the statements the Senator 
ts. I want to read them all, 


Mr. PLUMB. This article is: 
AN INTOLERABLE NUISANCE, 

The complaints of an inadequate mail service in Kansas are loud and deep. 
They come up with a long and continuous wail from the southwest, and the cor- 
respondent of the Eagle is importuned to lay the facts before the Department. 
‘There is no excuse for a great government with hundreds of millions of surplus 
in the Treasury working its men worse than the slaves in the Siberian mines, 
and giving to the people who pay, the taxes and swell the volume of the Treas- 
ury a , incomplete, and inadequate mail service. In the R. W.M, service 
the United States is divided into nine divisions; each division has a superin- 
tendent, all under the control of a general Bape re at Washington, D. C. 
The seventh division is composed of the States of Missouri, Kansas, Arkansas, 
Texas, Indian Territory,and New Mexico. The superintendent of this division 
is E. W. Warfield, with headquarters at Saint Louis,Mo. He has had charge of 
this division about six years. The State of Kansas receives more mail than any 
other State in this division, but for some reason is not in favor of h rters 
at Saint Louis. All the prinei | mail-routes in Missouri are equipped. They 
have piny of car room to work mail in, and plenty of men to do the work. The 
Post-Office Department do not expect agents on lines as long as 250 to 300 miles 
to be on duty more than half the time. The other portion of their time is for 
rest and study. The following is a statement showing the amount of mail car- 
ried on the principal routes in Kansas and Missouri; also the dimensions of 
cars, length of route, and number of accounts to each car. 
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Santa Fé Railroad 30,000 | 634 2 24 40 
Kansas Pacific.. 6,000 | 640 2 24 A 
Southern Kansas 4,600 | 337 2 16 21 
Kansas City, Fort Scott and Memphis 2,300 | 487 2 18 25 
Central Branch., 3,100 | 293 1 15 22 
Lawrence to Burlington 2,700 74 1 7 18 
Missouri Pacific. 4 11 60 
Saint Louis and Cairo. 4 9 60 
Saint Louis and Pacifc.. 2 12 50 
3 Re See 4 iL 55 
Hannibal and Saint Joseph 2 u 40 


Now, take the Santa Fé for example and see what the men on that route haye 
All ad thah acoasine bees 46 tee hemi’ betice bop yigadi by caper a og 
uantity etter by r, paper by paper, du 
the run of $34 miles, men are unable to work the amount off before 
get to Pueblo. They have tive orders from Mr. Warfield to distribute it 
while they are lying at Pueblo, and when they ought to be resting and getting 
ready for the return trip. In the round trip of 1,268 miles they have toseparate 
from thirteen States and two Territories. These trips are frequently made with- 
out the men taking one moment of rest only while they sit down to eat a hasty 
lunch, When a car reaches City on its return trip it would seem the 
men ought to be eg tay to go home to seek the rest they so much need, 
But the mail for the State of Kansas has increased so fast in quantity that no 
matter how expert they are, can they distribute a car-load of mail so that none 
of it will be carried past its destination. 

So these men who have just come in from a 634-mile trip and are so tired 
that if they sit down a few minutes they will go to sleep are required to take 
their places in the outgoing car as assistants and render all the aid they can 
until the train reaches Topeka. In addition to the six hours they have been on 
duty, this extra work which is required of them adds nearly eight hours more 
to their labor, making thirty-two hours they have been on duty without rest; 
and this plan has been in p ce on this road for nearly a year. 

On Missouri lines they are treated better. It sib nag cae occurs that mail for 
Kansas and Colorado is brought into Kansas City by the different mail routes 
from the East unworked. The Colorado mail is loaded on the Kansas Pacific 
and Santa Fé with the distinct understanding that all of it must be properly 
distributed before it leaves the car. The Kansas mail must remain at Kansas 
City until enough men can be found to werk it up, as has been the case several 
times this winter. 

The Kansas mail, after lying at Kansas City for several days, has been sent 
to post-offices in small lots to have it distributed. Topeka, Emporia, Newton, 
and other places have received this mail. In the course of four or five days de- 
lay the Kansas citizen would get his Eastern paper. This delayed mail would 
collect in such quantities at Kansas City that it would not be d of in the 
manner above, so the Kansas mail agents would be drummed up, no matter if 
they had just returned from a bard run, These, to the number of eight or ten, 
would be put in a mail-car with this delayed mail, the car attached to the Mis- 
souri Pacific train and sent up to Atchison; and by the time the car returned 
K Kansas City this mail was to be worked for the different lines in 


nsas, 

Of course this mail has been delayed a long time—some of it a week, perhaps— 
and the Kansas man grabs it as if it was fresh, and many curse the mail agent 
because his paper has been so long on the . But Superintendent Warfield 
wants to e s reputation for economy at the expense of the people and his 
men, and the State of Kansas is a good place to put it in practice. 

One would suppose that this delayed mail, or a 1. portion of it, could have 
been worked on the lines that brought it to Kansas City, but these lines that run 
east of Kansas City are given to understand that when they have more mail than 
they can work comfortably they can dump it off when they get to Kansas City, 
and the Kansas mail agent can sweat over it. When the agents on the lines east 
of Kansas City arrive at that place they stop work, no matter if their car is half 
full of unworked mail. - 


THE NEEDS OF THE SERVICE 


in this State are more car room and more help, and these wants have been told 
to Mr. Warfield repeatedly. How these just causes of complaint are received 
at headquarters at Saint Louis I would like to report, but as the slaves of the 
Department already have more grievous burdens than they can bear, I do not 
care to add to them by giving official superior officers opportunities and an ex- 
cuse for further opp: on, and perhaps secure their discharge. 

The blame primarily is with ty Peon Warfield, in his desire to make 
a record for economy. Also, that his own official head may be more secure, he is 
taking the life and heart’s blood out of as brave and worthy a class of men as 
ever served in any department of the Government. He is karmin A premature 
physical wrecks of a noble class of yomg wows and depriving the people of 
what they have a right to demand, a faithful and efficient mail service. is is 
no figure of rhetoric or extravagance of , and the facts I have stated 
above fully warrant the statement, and will in the judgment of all who are com- 
petent to study and examine them, 


I am showing, as J think, conclusively, how inadequate is the 
service as put upon the railway trains to perform the ordinary duty of 
distributing the mail so that the people by whose doors these railroads 
run may receive the mail from the train. 

Here is an article from the Lawrence Journal, another daily paper in 
the State: 

No doubt Kansas is having about the worst mail service ever inflicted upon 
any State. In particulars not a few, it is worse than it was twenty-five years 
ago. We know of two copies of the Eagle ordered sent to different towns and 
but one copy has been received in two weeks, Such shameful neglect is inex- 
cusable, Trt is owing to the old rascals " turn ‘em out,” and never fear fractur- 
ing the spinal column of the civil service; if itisowing to the ignorance and in- 
efficiency of the new hands at the bellows, better try again and ship in a few 
Arapahoe Indians and see what they can do. The fact is, we suppose, the men 
are worked to death. The Government is too stingy and niggardly to afford 
anything like the number of men needed to do the work. Men in high places 
want to make a record for economy,and they work their men like slaves and 
impair the public service so as to make their ledger show up well to the De- 
partment. The present arrangement is an outrage surely. 

Mr. President, it is not for any political purpose and not for any pur- 
pose of complaint that I call attention to these facts. The State, it is 
true, has had in some an un leled growth, and yet it can 
not be that Nebraska and Dakota and Western Texas and so on have 
not furnished comparatively the same illustration of the western move- 
ment of population, and have not illustrated by hundreds of examples 
the necessity which exists in Kansas for a prompt and rapid extension 
of mail facilities and which ought to be heeded, and I object that under. 
any pretense of economy, for any of are merely of saving money to 
the Treasury, there shall be withheld from these people that proper 
postal service which they have a right to expect, and the service which 
the Department was organized to give them. 

The first demand, as I said before, is not that money may be saved, 
but that it may be judiciously spent; that the service may be what the 
situation calls for, The mere question of expense is a minor one; and 
this is not a party question, because the increase of the mail service on 
the railroads in Kansas means an increase of Democratic employés. I 
will say to my vigilant friend from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who takes 
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so much interest in the personnel of the administration and who is so 
desirous that all the places may be filled by Democrats, claiming, as 
he does, that that possesses especial merit in the way of furnish- 
ing competent officeholders, that there has not only not been a single 
Republican appointed to office in Kansas, under this administration, but 
I believe there is not more than a handful of all the men who were in 
office at the time Mr. Cleveland came into the Presidency remaining in 
office, certainly not in the postal service. 

If I were disposed to get up a debate with him about the question 
of the relative merits and intelligence of Democrats and Republicans 
I should have something to say about that service and its inefficiency, 
based upon the fact that these changes have been made; but I do not 
care if it takes three times as many Democrats as it did Republicans to 
do the work; I want the work done, and I am willing to vote the money 
necessary to have it done. The Postmaster-General is recreant in his 
duty if he does not expose to Congress the necessity for increased force 
which grows out of this change of administration. 

But, Mr. President, it is a fact that the men who are in the postal 
service in Kansas distributing the mails upon these great through lines 
are overworked and underpaid as well. They are called upon to do 
more than physical endurance can accomplish, and the result is that 
mails are carried hundreds of miles beyond the place where they should 
be delivered, because the clerks are so overburdened that they can not 
distribute the mails in time. And it has been because the Department 
has been unmindful of the fact that each year there is an enormous ad- 
dition to the weight of the mail, to the number of pieces to be distrib- 
uted, to the essential requirements of the service, and has been attempt- 
ing to keep it to the bounds within which they found it, that it has not 
kept up with the growth of population and with the progress of thetimes. 

Next year we shall have by way of revenue from the postal service 
$50,000,000, which is an increase of nearly $7,000,000 over last year. 
The average annual increase of the revenues of the Department during 
periods when the rates of postage have been untouched is about 8 per 
cent. Butit is a singular fact that for two or three years often the serv- 
ice will go ahead without any very considerable increase and all at 
once there will be an enormous increase added for a single year, going 
above the ordinary average rate. That probably may be the case this 
year, andif it is so, and if we are to have $50,000,000 where we got 
$43,000,000 last year, what preparation has the Department made for 
this increase of business by asking for increase of appropriations for 
this vital portion of the public service? 

Mr. President, I have no doubt that notwithstanding the fact that we 
have given in this bill every dollar that the Postmaster-General has 
asked for, there will be a deficiency in this service before six months 
have gone by greater than we know now and that the people who are 
poorly supplied now will be still more inadequately supplied after six 
months from now, because the Department has itself voluntarily with- 
held the opportunity that presented itself to have proper provision 
made for the wants of the service. There has never been any question 
about appropriations for this service, so farat least as the Senate is con- 
cerned. I see a newspaper of this city is congratulating the Postmas- 
ter-General on the fact that he got this year the entire estimate made 
for his Department. i 

That reminds me that when the House was Democratic and the ad- 
ministration was Republican, the House always treated the appropria- 
tions on the theory that too much was asked for, and it was the hardest 
work for the Senate to get the House to yield enough to carry on the 
service in even a moderate way. There was complaint then, but that 
complaint is very much greater now, because the Department itself is 
not willing, it does not ask for what it ought to have, but considers more 
the question of how expenses may be brought within the revenue than 
it does how there can be given to the country a service which is abso- 
lutely essential. 

When I say this, I do not speak of it because of any politics there is 
in it; I do not speak of it for the purpose of complaint; but I speak of 
it as voicing the sentiment of entire States west of the Mississippi 
River concerning the serious inconvenience to which the people are 
subjected, and who have no remedy against this penny-wise and pound- 
foolish action of the Department, but whose protest ought to be ex- 
pressed somewhere. 

A few days ago a postmaster recently appointed in Kansas sent his 
resignation to a friend in this city, and it was accompanied by this re- 
markable statement: He said, ‘‘I am now not only spending all my 
allowance for clerk-hire, but I am spending all my salary besides in 
employing clerks and $1,100 per annum additional; and myself and 

my wife are working fourteen hours a day in this post-office. I want 
the Postmaster-General to do one of two things, either give me adequate 
clerical force or accept my resignation.” The Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GORMAN] says he was a Democrat. But evena Democrat can get 
too much of that, even a Democratic stomach will finally turn on 
provender of that kind. 

So the service of a city of 30,000 people, as vital to them as its com- 
merce and an essential part of its commerce, is paralyzed to-day be- 
cause the Department fails to take note not merely of the representa- 
tions of the postmaster himself but of the reports ofits own special agents 
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confrontingit that this need exists, and this imposition is being practiced 
upon the and through him upon the entire community. 

I think what we ought to have is a fair, square understanding that 
the Post-Office Department shall everywhere on the railroads, on the 
steamboats, on the high seas, on the great prairies, by means of the 
star-service, be first and always what the necessities of the situation 
call for, with a thorough reliance upon Congress to give the necessary 
money to carry it on independent of the question as to whether the 
revenue meets the expenses. 

Congress has cut down twice in the last four years the revenues of 
the Department in a conspicuous way regardless of the fact that thereby 
there was to be created a deficiency, but believing that this service 
ought to be brought year by year nearer to the people whom it is de- 
signed to serve, brought to them cheaper, and that as little tax as pos- 
sible should be put upon the dissemination of intelligence. The Post- 
Office Department ought to administer the law upon that theory which 
has been characteristic of the dealings of Congress with the Depart- 
ment from the beginning, and the necessity for which dealing increases 
year by year. 

I now present some additional clippings from the press of my State, 
showing the condition of affairs there: 

[Troy Chief.] 

We, in common with many others in Kansas, have growled about the unsat- 
isfactory conduct of mail matters, and especially the carrying of letters and 
daily pepon by the office to which they belong, causing from a half a day toa 
day’s delay in their delivery. The route agents or postal clerks receive most 
of the blame for this, It has for some time been dawning upon us that much 
of this blame was undeserved, that the route agents were overworked; and 
recent interviews with persons from different parts of the State, who are better 

than we are, reveal the fact that the situation is much worse than we 

any idea of. The mail facilities for Kansas are shamefully deficient, and 

the inadequate force of route agents are worked in a manner which renders 

the lot of a street-car mule a happy one. This imposition upon the route agents 

seems to bein a pa degree chargeable upon certain superintendents of the 

poaa service, and other heartless bosses who are ambitious to build up a repu- 

ion for economical management of the service at the expense of the postal 

clerks; and they are deterred from any protest or complaint by the fear that 
the result would be their instead of the needed relief. 

Take for example the Santa Fe road, carrying the heaviest mails in Kansas, 
The route agent between Coolidge, on the southwestern line of the State, and 
Kansas City has a run of 500 miles or over. Heis on his feet constantly during 
that run, except when eating his meals, and by the time he reaches Kansas Ci 
isso nearly worn out that he can scarcely stand. But this is not the worst of it. 
He arrives at Kansas City about 6 o'clock in the evening, but instead of going 
off to rest, is compelled to turn in and assist the agent on the train which goes 
out at100’clock in the night, and help him as far as Topeka, where they arrive 
about 1 o'clock at night, and he gets back to Kansas City about 6 o’clock in the 
morning, having been on constant duty for more than twenty-fourhours. The 
Pallroad com ies do not furnish sufficient facilities for storing the mail, asone 
car is not sufficient. In starting out of Kansas City the car is packed full of 
pouches and sacks, giving barely room for the clerk to stand. The railroad 
company erected guards to keep the sacks away from the stove and catching 
fire; but in spite of this, the mail caught fire on several occasions. The last 
mails in are the sacks of dail papers, which are piled up on the other mail. 

All this has to be handled ore reaching the first station where there isa 
post-office, in order not to carry matter by that belongs to such ofice. The let- 
ter pouches are distributed first,and the paver mail is necessarily carried by. 

ve been told of several postal clerks whose health is not good, who are 
subjected to this treatment; and of one clerk who, in attempting to ull a letter 
ponch from a stack of poper sacks piled upon it, was so severely injured in the 
k by the heavy sacks falling upon him that he has been laid up for some 
time, unable to go on duty. 

We have been told of one nt who, as a rule, was kept on duty constantly 
for three days and nights before having a lay-off; and often the clerks are so 
worn out and sleepy they seem to be mechanically throwing the mail—in 
a sort of dream. 

It will readily be seen that this sort of work will not only break down the 
strongest man that ever lived but that the public also suffers. This sort of 
economy the people do not desire. They want sufficient mail facilities and are 
willing to pay forthem. They especially do not ask that r route agents be 
murdered by slow degrees in order that some beast on a big salary may build 
up a reputation for economy. 

The ery is growing stronger and more frequent from all parts of Kansas 
against the inefficient and outrageous mail service of the present administra- 
tion. A lot of inexperienced men and boys have been installed in the places of 
experienced route agents and expert mailing-clerks not only, but no attention 
is paid to the growth of the State and its increasing demands. Daily papers are 
being forced to employ the express companies. Two hundred copies of last 
Tuesday's Eagle, which contained a synopsis of the propoees improvements in 
this city for the coming year, were mailed to Topeka for the members of the 

ure and State officers. 

Those papers, Representative Hatfield informs us, have never reached the men 
for whom they were intended, although letters Aid taleren were both sent 
notifying the parties to whom they were consigned. Thefailure to deliver those 
papers is not only an outrage upon us, but an injury to our city in whose inter- 
est the papers weresent. In truth that edition was especially gotten out for the 
peer of imparting to the representative men of the State some idea of the 

mportance of our city, nine out of ten of whom have never been here. Per- 
sonally we would not have had the miscarriage for $500.— Wichita Eagle. 


Mr. President, I will now consent that this bill may go over until 
to-morrow in order that the Senator from Kentucky and other Sena- 
tors who may be interested in whatever is to be said upon the other 
side may have an opportunity to do so, and I certainly do not care 
how much there may be of it. I shall be glad of any excuses or palli- 
ations or defense which can be made. I have served my purpose when 
T have called the attention of the Senate and the country to the facts, 
so that wherever the fault may be the remedy may be applied. 

Now, Mr. President, one other word about this bill. The first item 
of appropriation is in lines 8 and 10: 

For mail depredations and post-office inspectors, and fees to United ino 


marshals, attorneys, and the neccessary incidental expenses con Te- 
with, $300,000. 
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That is an increase of $100,000, or 50 per cent. beyond what the ap- 
was for last year, and beyond what it has been since 1883, 
when the amount was raised from $176, 00 000 to $200,000. Idonot speak 
of this by way of criticizing it, but sim ly to show that for this charac- 
ter of service which was specially asked for by the Postmaster-General 
in his report for the purpose of giving him the opportunity to make a 
more complete and thorough inspection of the post-offices of the coun- 
try, and which involves the employment of a very considerable num- 
ber of additional inspectors, the committee yielded it as they would 
have yielded freely to an application for an increase of two or three or 
four times as much for the star-route service or for any other essential 
branch of the service. 

When it comes to stationery for postmasters, wrapping twine, wrap- 
ping paper, letter balances, scales, fuel, lights, and things of that kind, 
the amount is either what it has been heretofore or it is less, showing, 
as I said in the beginning, that the Department has been economical 
and quick to avail itself of the declining prices and of all the agencies 
of competition in cutting down the expense of these necessary items, 
but items ofa character which the increase in their use does not cor- 
respond to the increase in business. 

Mr. President, I will now ask that the bill be read, if no other Sen- 
ator desires to make remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the appropriation bill 
will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 25, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to 
insert: 


phan mor That no boxes for the collection of mail-matter ng Ber ty shall be 
Petrone ee i adhe ny a Kayon a ag we punang ora E A which is 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the “‘ Office of 
the Superintendent of Foreign Mails,’’ after line 88, to saa 

For the transportation of foreign mails by American built an red 
ee to secure the ir par pie sat Fear ay ys ie Sen and a 

ter speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil, the Argentine ca rag moa = 
the the Republics of Date deer and Paraguay, $500,000; "and the Postmast 
is authorized to dpe, fa due er pe er A Braa for proposals, such peterpan or 
contracts with downey pear steamships, for a term of not less than five years, 
and at arate of compensation not exceeding for each outward trip $1 per nauti- 
cal mile of the distance in the most direct and feasible sailing course between 
the terminal! points, as shall be found expedient and desirable to secure the ends 
above set forth; but every such contract be subject to be modified or an- 
nulled by act of Congress, 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment need not be acted on now. It will 
bring up discussion. I wish to have the bill read through and some 
minor amendments agreed to, and this one laid over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. inthechair). Theamend- 
ment will be passed over informally for the present. 

The of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. PLU. I ask consent to go back to line 20, for the purpose of 
off two amendments, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be received and 
considered. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After line 20 it is proposed to add: 

And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to rent a suitable building 
for the use of the branch of the Washington city post-office known as Station C, 
ata rate not exceeding $1,000 per annum, until further action of Congress. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state that that is necessary for the purpose of 
enabling the Postmaster-General to keep going the branch post-office 
in the northwestern part of the a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer the following amendment to come in after the 
one just adopted: 

To pay rent of building for use of the Washington city post-office at a rate not 
exceeding $5,000 per annum, $5,000, 

a will state that the lease of the Seaton building, now occupied by the 

post-office, has expired, and the Postmaster-General says it is nec- 
Sond in order that he he may be able to go on and contract for the com- 
ing fiscal year, that sucha provision as this should be inserted. 

The amendment was 

Mr. BECK. The nni from line 89 to line 103 has been passed 
over informally I understand? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. Before that is brought up, I desire to say—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I only desired to get in the two amendments that 
might be overlooked before considering the one which would lead to 
discussion. As far as my convenience is concerned, I am willing now 
to proceed to the consideration of that amendment. 

Mr. BECK. Ihave no doubt about that; but before that is consid- 
ered I desire to sa; 

Mr. DAWES. Doak the Senator desire to go on now? 

Mr. BECK. Ihave no desireaboutit. I suppose we might as well 
let the bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. If that suits the convenience of the Senator, I have 
no objection. 

s Mr. DAWES. Iask that = bill be laid aside informally. 


-Mr. PLUMB. Before the Senator from Massachusetts is heard I de- 
sire to know what condition the bill will be in to-morrow if its consid- 
eration is dispensed with now ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would depend altogether on 
what disposition the Senate make of it to-night. 

Mr. PLUMB, I wish to have it left as the unfinished business. 

Mr. BECK. Iwould suggest, then, that by unanimous consent it be 
the unfinished business for to-morrow at 2 o'clock. I donot know how 
much time gentlemen desire to occupy, but we can finish the bill to- 
morrow, I think. 

Mr. PLUMB. Had we not better say directly aiter the conclusion 
of the morning business? 

Mr. FRYE. How long will the debate extend? 

Mr. PLUMB. Probably not over an hour or two. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no desire to discuss it, so far as I am concerned? 

Mr. BECK. I should like to finish the bill to-morrow if we can, and 
if it is taken up after the morning business we can probably do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the Post-Office appropriation bill 
may be informally laid aside with the understanding and agreement 
that it be the unfinished business at 2 o’clock to-morrow. Is there ob- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I object because I want it taken up earlier; im- 
mediately after the morning business. 

Mr. BECK. Then I will modify the request and say immediately 
after the ordinary morning horne 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I agree 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To which the Senator from Tennes- 
see objects. 

Mr. BECK. Then I do not know what else to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill run the risk of bringing it up to-morrow. 

Mr. BECK. Very well. 


FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to proceed to the consideration of Order of 
Business 1637, Senate bill 2789. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2789) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to negotiate with the Shoshone and Bannock tribes 
of Indians for the relinquishment of their title to so much of the lands 
of the Fort Hall Reservation, in Idaho Territory, as is required for the 
uses and purposes of the Utah and Northern Railway Company and 
the Oregon Short-Line Railway Company, either separately or con- 
jointly. 

Mr. DAWES. I propose to offer a substitute for it being the House 
hse? and therefore I move by unanimous consent to dispense with the 

ing—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests that the Senator 
had better move to consider the House bill in lieu of the Senate bill. 

Mr. DAWES. The bill has not passed the House, but the bill re- 
ported there is the bill which I propose to substitute, in order to have 
the phraseology precisely alike. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the substi- 
tute proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts will be read in lien 
of the original bill. 
= Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to call for the original bill being read if 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itwill be subject to acall for the read- 
ing of Seya original bill if any Senator desires. The amendment will 

sta 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to negotiate with the 
Shoshone and Bannock tribes of Indians, in such manner as he may deem most 
advisable, and upon just terms of compensation, for a cession to the United 
States, subject to the provisions of the eleventh article of the treaty of July 3, 
1868 (Statutes at Large, volume 15, page 676), of their title to so much of the lands 
of the?Fort Hall Reservation, in the Territory of Idaho, as are required for the 
purposes of the Utah and Northern Railway Company in the operation of its 
railroad running north and south through said reservation; that is to say. 
right of way not exceeding 200 feet in width, with grounds adjacent thereto for 
station and depot purposes, not to exceed 20 acres for each station, to the extent 
of one station and no more for each 10 miles of said road, in addition to such 
right of way; also for a like cession to the United States of such additional land 
at Pocatello ‘Station, the junction of the Utah and Northern Railway and the 
Oregon Short-Line Railway, as shall be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the ee. to be actually n to the said Utah and Northern 
Railway pene cog! and the Oregon Short-Line Railway Company for railway 
puposak: S in the transaction of their authorized and legitimate business at 

at poin 

Gone 2. That before such negotiations are had the Utah and Northern Railway 

y shall file in the office of the Secretary of the Interior a map, duly cer- 

Sines oA the chief engineer and president of said railway company, showing 

the definite location and line of construction of said north and south road on soar 
Fort Hall Reservation; also plats, duly certified in like’ manner, showin 

surveyed limits and areas, respectively, of grounds adjacent to such right ie 

saree selected by = saia Gia and for — vege te pons in connection 


jection? 


said road. rthern lway Company and the Oro- 
eas ee or ashi Rawas cies also, Pree to such negotiations, file in 
terior a map, by the chief engineers 


and pene anes ‘of oad said way companies, 


with the public surveys, the quantity of “aidit zan land required at 
Station for the actual and necessary uses of said railway companies, conjotatly, 
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‘borg proper and legitimate prosecution of their railroad business at that 


= 3. That the result of such negotiations shall be embodied in a vrun 
agreement, to be signed by the requisito number of Indians in conformity wii 

the provisions of the treaty hereinbefore mentioned, which said agreement wall 
be returned to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall thereupon report his ac- 
tion hereunder to Congress. 

The amendment was to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the bill (S. 929) tor the 
relief of Albert H. Emery, with an amendment; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


COURTS AT WILMINGTON, N. C. 


Mr. RANSOM. I move to take up Order of Business 2153, House 
bill 1684. It will not take half a minute. - 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 1684) to authorize 
terms of the circuit court of the United States for the eastern judicial 
district of North Carolina at the city of Wilmington, in said district, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURTS IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr. BERRY. I move to take up for consideration Calendar number 
2151, being House bill 3160. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 3160) to amend sec- 
tion 533 of the Revised Statutes of the United States was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment to insert as a new section: 

Sec. 2, That all crimes and offenses heretofore committed within either of said 
districts shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with 
the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is that the only amendment reported from the 
committee? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; it isthe only amendment reported from the 
committee. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

Mr. BERRY. In line 11 of section 1 I move to strike out the words 
“Desha, Chicot,’’ after ‘‘ Phillips;’’ so as to read: 

The eastern division shall consist of the following counties, to wit: gore 


sippi, Crittenden, Lee, Phillips, Clay, Craighead, Poinsett, Greene, Cross, Sain! 
France, and Monroe. 4 i = t 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


CALIFORNIA LAND SALES. 


Mr. DOLPH. Imove to take up for present consideration Order of 
Business 196, Senate bill 994. It will certainly not take long. The 
Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] desires to leave soon, I un- 
derstand, and I have been trying to get it up for the last year, since it 
has been on the Calendar. I willagree not to occupy more than three 
minutes myself. 

Several SENATORS. What is it about? 

Mr. DOLPH. Itis granting to the State of California what every 
other land State has had, 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands within her limits. The bill has been three times fav- 
orably reported by the Senate Committee on Public Lands, and twice 
in the other House, at three different sessions of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 994) granting to the State of California 5 per cent. of 
the net proceeds of the sales of public lands in said State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has heretofore been read and 
considered in Committee of the Whole, and amendments agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us hear the bill read as it has been amended up 
to the present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill as amended will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the States of Ohio, Louisiana, Mississippi, Illinois, Alabama, Mis- 
souri, Ar Michigan, Florida, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Oregon, Kan- 
, Nebraska, and DOREIR 09 constitutin ing the list of all the public- 


except ifornia, haye each received a certain per cent. of the 
net rooenis of the sales of the public lands situate within their limits, respect- 


ivel 
Whores California is the only public-land State that has not received ag per 
cent, of the net proceeds of the sales of the public lands in said State: There- 


ore. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and Hi ouse of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there be, and is hereby, granted to the State 


may hereafter 
common schools of sai 


ury not approp: 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask to insert the word ‘‘cash’’ before the word 
“sales” in line 4, according to a suggestion made by a Senator near 
me, so that it shall only apply to cash sales. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is, Shall the bill 


? 

PE SAULSBURY. I objected to this bill the other day when it 
came up for consideration, not because of any particular fact that is 
known to me, but because I intended to vote against it and desired to 
state very succinctly the reasons why I could not support it. This 
bill differs from any other bill that has been before the Senate pro- 

ing to give 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the public land sales to 
the States. In reference to the other States that have had any legis- 
lation of this kind, there was a contract in the enabling act which gave 
to the State 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of the public lands. 
That was the case in Ohio in 1802 or 1803, and it was the first State 
that had a donation of that kind. Subsequently most of the States 
that have been admitted into the Union have had in their enabling 
acts a provision which secured to them 5 per cent. of the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands. That provision is not contained in any 
legislation with reference to California. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I will state that there 
were no grants in the enabling act; indeed, there was no enabling act. 
The State was admitted in 1850 without any provision, because Congress 
did not have sufficient information in regard to the public lands there. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That is what I intended to call attention to; 
that California stands in a very different relation to this question from 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, or any other State that has received the 
5 percent. There was nothing in the legislation which admitted Cal- 
ifornia into the Union that pledged the Government to give to hera 
single dollar of the sales of the public lands; and now California, one 
of the most prosperous, one of "the richest States in the Union, rich in 
mineral resources, rich in her soil, rich in her commercial advantages, 
comes here to ask a donation from the public Treasury out of the sales 
of the public lands in that State of 5 per cent. 

There are a number of the States of this Union, all the old States, that 
have had no donations of that kind. California has had public lands 
for educational purposes, as well as other Western States. The Eastern 
or older States had no appropriation of public lands for educational 
purposes, and they had no proceedsof the sales of public lands donated 
to them. Now, why should California, one of the most prosperous 
States of this Union, come here and claim or ask for a donation of 5 per 
cent. of the sales of public lands within the limits of that State when 
she is at present one of the richest Statesin the Federal Union? What 
justification can there be for it? 

In reference to other States, there was a provision in their enabling 
acts that entitled them to this percentage by virtue of a contract with 
the Government; but there is nothing of that kind in this case, and 
therefore I shall vote against the bill; not because if there had been in 
the enabling act a provision similar to that put in the enabling act of 
other States she would not be justas much entitled to it, for I would not 
violate any contract entered into with the State, but I can not consent as 
arepresentative from one of the older States of this Union that has had 
none of the benefaction of the Government that the public Treasury 
shall now be depleted out of the sales that have been made of the public 
lands, or which may hereafter be made in that State, because there is 
nothing binding the Government to make any donation of that kind. 

aes is all I have to say in reference to it. I shall vdte against the 
bil 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to call the attention of the Senate and of the 
Senator from Delaware to the third section of the act under which Cali- 
fornia was admitted into the Union, a consideration of which will show 
that the United States attached all the conditions to the admission of 
California, so far as those conditions could be performed by California, 
as were attached to‘the admission of all the other land States; but it did 
not, in consideration of those conditions, give to California what was 
given to the public land States named jn the preamble of this bill. 
Section 3 of the act of admission, approved September 9, 1850, is as 
follows: 

Sec, 3. And be it further enacted, That the said State of California is admitted 
into the Union upon the express condition thatthe people of said State, through 
their Legislature or othe: , shall never interfere with the primary disposal 
of the public aA within its limits, and shall pass no law saa, 
the title of the United fase ee! pes Be a dispose of, the same shall 
paired or questioned; and never lay any tax or assessment of 


any Sanri EAD wo a enseign upon aed public domain of the United penn andin 
no case shall non-resident proprietors Sails are citizens of the United States be 


ono act whereby 
be im- 
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taxed higher than residents; and that all the navigable waters within the said 
State shall be common highways, and forever free, as well to the inhabitants of 
said State as to the citizens 


the United States, without any tax, impost, or 
duty therefor. 

The condition, which was a common one in the admission of all the 
public-land States, and in consideration of which the United States 
granted to them 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of public lands 
within their limits, was that they should never lay any tax upon the 
public lands of the United States within their limits, and that condi- 
tion, together with the others which I have read, which are similar to 
those imposed on the other States, is found in the act admitting Cali- 
fornia, and California by accepting this is irrevocably bound too e 
the same conditions as the other States were; and therefore the United 
States has already received the same consideration for this grant to 
California which it received for similar grants made to the other public- 
land States. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The provision read by the Senator from Kan- 
sas is nct a condition at all. It wasa mere reservation of the rights of 
the Government; it im no duty upon California, but it simply re- 
served the absolute right of the Government to dispose of its own pub- 
lic land and public waters. There was no condition annexed, no ser- 
vice to be rendered by Califórnia, and therefore it was not a condition 
that attached to this matter. It wasa simple reservation of the rights 
of the Government overits own property and the exclusion of any con- 
trol over it by the State of California. 

Atany rate, as a citizen of one of the older States and a Senator of the 
United States, I can not consent to vote away money out of the public 

toa State that does not need it, which has rendered no service 
for it, which has nothing in her enabling act that would make this a 
claim on her part. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware takes 
the ground, as I understand him, that the Government of the United 
States made reservations in California and in the other land States out 
of the public land. I think the Senator has got the matter exactly re- 
versed. It was the States who made the reservation for their own ben- 
efit, with the consent of Congress, when they were admitted into the 
Union. 

As I understand the history of this country, the State of Delaware 
never contributed a foot of land outside of her own borders to the pub- 
lic domain; but New York and Virginia, Connecticut and Massachu- 
setts, and other States contributed very large areas to the public do- 
main, as did also North Carolina and Georgia and other Southern States. 
In the deeds of cession or in the acts of cession which those States made 
to the United States the lands were conyeyed to the Congress of the 
United States in trust for all the States of the Union then admitted or 
that might thereafter be admitted. The proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands went into the Treasury of the United States, first, for the 
purpose of paying the expenses of the Revolutionary war and bounties 
to Revolutionary soldiers, and, to some extent, in relieving the States 
themselves of their indebtedness. New Jersey and Delaware, Rhode 
Island and Maryland objected seriously to the very large outlying areas 
which were owned by Virginia, North and South Carolina, and Geor- 
gia, and by New York, Massachusetts, and Connecticut; said that those 
States having those areas should surrender them, must surrender them, 
into the hands of the general Congress of the United States before 
they would consent to take any part in the Union. They made it the 
condition of their uniting in the articles of confederation. So the 
other States made these cessions to the Congress of the United States, 
and upon this trust; and the money that was first realized from the 
sales of the public lands thus granted by the States that had these ter- 
ritories went into the Treasury of the United States, and assisted in 
paying the Revolutionary war debt of Delaware and the other States of 
the American Union. In the presence of these facts it will not do to 
say that the State of Delaware has had no benefit out of the public do- 
main. 

There is another proposition connected with this of a good deal ofim- 
portance, which is that the people who have occupied the public lands 
of this country have had to encounter all the dangers and troubles and 
hardships of a pioneer population. The older States were colonized 
many years ago, and had become settled in respect of their governments 
and their publicinstitutions ofvarious kinds, their court-houses, schools, 
and jails, and public roads, and a great many other improvements that 
they had already received the advantage of before any of these new States 
were brought into the Union. 

So when we come to consider now the question of what a new State 
shall have, the proper test of comparison is what the other new States 
have received; for the old States by these concessions received from the 
new States, from the territory that was thus conceded to the United 
States Government, very large advantages and benefits; and when you 
come to compare the real advantages that the new States have received 
under this 5 cent. reservation, and the reservation for colleges and 
public schools, they are a very small item when contrasted with the 
amount of money that the old States received in paying off the Revolu- 
tionary war deb 


When we acquired territory by the Louisiana purchase, and in all the 
territory that we have acquired from Mexico, the provisions of these 
acts of Congress were continually extended to this additional territory. 
Even in the treaty of purchase of the territory of Louisiana, as it was 
called, a provision was inserted that the States to be formed out of that 
territory should have the same benefits and privileges in the public lands 
that the old States had, and that the lands should be held in trust b 
Congress for the benefit of these States on a footing of equality with 
the old States of the Union. 

I do not see any reason for making an orphan child of California be- 
cause the Senator from Delaware thinks she is rich. California isa 
splendid State. She has vast resources of gold and silver, and much 
more important resources in iron ore that I think will develop into 
something grand in the near future. It has already encouraged Cali- 
fornians to bid for one of the steamers which the Government advertised 
recently, and it is to be built in the Bay of San Francisco. In these 
respects she is rich, but California is almost a timberless country after 
you get off the mountains. She has to incur enormous expense in rais- 
ing timber for her own use. Her wheat crop is not a crop of very great 
profit. I hope it will become so, and I believe it will as soon as they 
get the Chinese to eating bread instead of rice. Ithink California then 
will have a market for all that she can grow ata fair price; but at 
present she has to ship her wheat around the Horn, as she is very far 
from market, or else she will have to get it to come in under the short- 
haul and long-haul law of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], 
and have a burden placed upon it perhaps that California can not at all 
bear in shipping her crop. 

When you have got through with the wheat crop of California, the 
next thing is grapes. That is a grand industry, but it lacks a great 
deal of being a very valuable one now; it is nothing like so profitable 
as the peach orchards of Delaware. In comparison to their size, Dele- 
ware is a richer State to-day, with her seaboard facilities, her proximity 
to Philadelphia and New York, with her peach orchards, acre by acre, 
than California is. There is no gronnd of complaint on this point. 

The Committee on Public Lands looking over this question could not 
feel or believe that it was just to the State of California that she should 
remain in this Union on a footing of difference from the rest of the 
States. If I understand the object of the Constitution of the United 
States, it is that the States shall be as nearly equal as possible in all 
respects, and that the new States shall be as nearly equal to each other 
in all respects as possible. 

We shall bring in Dakota, Washington Territory, Idaho, Montana, 
New Mexico, and Arizona as States after awhile, and in every one of 
the enabling acts we shall put a provision entitling them to 5 per cent. 
of the net proceeds of the sales of public land. There has not been a 
bill reported for the admission of a new State into the Union in the 
last four or five years (and there have been several reported here) that 
has not contained this provision. Therefore I think it would be very 
unjust and very unwise not to place California on a footing of perfect 
equality with the other States of the American Union. It must be re- 
membered that at the time of her admission into the Union there was 
not very much deliberation. There was a good deal of political pres- 
sure on that question, and California was willing to struggle into this 
Union upon almost any terms at all, and I have always believed that 
the omission to put in the act of admission this reservation to her of 
the 5 per cent. was an injustice perpetrated against that State merely 
because of the pressure of politics at that time. I think it is time we 
corrected it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 
the bill, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to one 
point. I understand this bill to be put on the ground that it grants 
the State of California what was granted to the State of Ohio. The 
precedent of Ohio was followed in the case of all the other land States. 
I understand that the bill before us makes an absolute grant of 5 per 
cent. of the proceeds of the sales of the public lands to the State of 
California without any condition connected therewith whatever. In 
all the other States the grant was made of the sixteenth section in each 
township for the purposes of common schools, but the grant of the .6 
per cent. was made in the case of Ohio in these terms: 

That one-twentieth part of the net proceeds of the lands lying within the said 
State sold by Con from and after the 30th day of June next, after deducting 
all expenses incident to the same, shall be applied tothe laying out and making 
public roads, leading from the navigable waters emptying into the Atlantic, ta 
the Ohio, to the said State, and through the same, such roads to be laid out under 
the authority of Congress, with the consent of the several States through which 
the road shall pass, 

That was the trust, for the purpose of making a certain improvement 
in which all the States were interested. All were interested in having 
roads over which interstate commerce might pass. This grant was 
made to the State of Ohio for that purpose after she had received the 
sixteenth section, as the other new States did, for the purpose of com- 
mon schools, a matter in which the State might be said to have been 
wholly interested. That is the difference between the grant in the 
other States and the grant here. So if the argument of the Senator 
from Alabama is worth anything (and it is worth a great deal), that 
all the States should be put on the same footing, a footing of equality, 
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then the grant in this case ought to be made in trust for the prosecution 
of such improvements as all the other States areinterestedin. On that 
point I might state, as a reason why this grant should not be made at 
all, that the United States has already given about fifty orsixty million 
dollars for the purpose, or has loaned the Pacific railroads that money 
for the purpose of making highways to and in the State of California. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. President, I think the true ground on which this 
bill is justified is that the several States composing the Union were the 
proprietors of the soil of the new States and were looking upon it in 
the light of proprietorship. It was a very small donation from the 
proceeds of the soil of the whole territory constituted into a State, 
that the United States should give 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the 
sales of the property or soil on which that State was erected. The 
motives of public policy which justified this, which was a very correct 
business transaction, were of course to habilitate the new States, the 
nev political communities, and give them the power to perform the 
public functions which they were created to perform. Outside the con- 
sideration of the exemption of the Jand from taxation by the State— 
that is a very strong State-rights view, and very correct, I thiak—it 
was an act of sovereign legislation which the State of Delaware and 
all the States of the old Union derived indisputable profit and benefit 
from, and as an act of public policy it was an act of sovereign legisla- 
tion governed by the wisest consideration of public benefit. 

Now, Mr. President, I see no reason why the State of California 
should not have this benefit as well as all the other States, 5 per 
cent, of the proceeds of the sales of lands within her borders. Nor is 
there anything in the argument that California has prospered, that she 
isa rich State. The Pacific Railroad, it is true, is a great highway, 
but it is private property; and how far the interests of the individuals 
and the education of the people there, may or may not be a matter for 
argument—certainly it is of publicutility—but that the people should 
have this benefit, that it should be devoted to the cause of education, 
that it should beleft æ trust for this sovereign State to make highways, 
is proper; and I shall vote for the bill with pleasure. 

e Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. STANFORD (when his name was called). I suppose my pair 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] will hold on this 
bill. Ifhe were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB (when Mr. VAN Wyck’s name was called). The 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] is absent unavoidably, and 
is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. The Senator 
from Nebraska would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Me FRYE. Twill take th of league [Mr 

4 will take the liberty of pairing my colleague 2 
HALE] with the Senator from West Virginia par. CAMDEN], and that 
will leave the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] at liberty to 
vote. 

Mr. STANFORD. With that understanding, I vote ‘yea.’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] generally. How did his colleague [Mr. MORRILL] vote on 
this proposition ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. HARRIS, I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—4l. 
Allison, wW McPherson, Sherman, 
TTY, Dolph, Mahone, Spooner, 
Blair, Eustis, Morgan, Stanford, 
Bowen, Evarts, Morrill, Walthall. 
Call, Ferrell, ema fat reren 
Cameron e >ayne, cron 
Cheney, i Gorman, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Pugh, 
Conger, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Cullom, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Š NAYS—5. 
George, Riddleberger, Saulsbury, Vance. 
Maxey, 
ABSENT—30. 
Aldrich, Edmunds Ingalls, Sabin, 

4 ‘air, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Teller, 
Brown, Gray, Kenna, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Hale, Manderson, Vest, 
Camden, Harrison, Miller, Voorhees, 

Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Colquitt, oar, Mitchell of Pa., 
So the bill was passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


THE R. E. LEE VOLUNTEER BATTERY. 

Mr. MAHONE. I move to take up Order of Business 2149, being 
the bill (S. 3170) to authorize the Secretary of War to exchange guns 
with the R. E. Lee Volunteer Battery of Petersburg, Va. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was 
amendmen 
iron muzzle- 


from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
in line 4, after the word ‘‘steel,’’ to insert ‘‘ or wrought- 
g;’? and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ Virginia,’’ at the 
end of the bill, to add the following proviso: 
Provided, That said brass guns are of the Government model and standard. 
So as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 


to exchange four three-inch rifled steel or wrought-iron muzzle-loading guns, 
mounted and otherwise equipped for service, for the four Napoleon twelve-inch 
guns, mounted and otherwise equi pe for service, of the R. E. Lee Vol- 

unteer Battery, of the city of Petersburg, Va.: Provided, That said brass guns 
are of the Government model and standard. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 7 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
ILLINOIS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 2179, being the bill (H. R. 367) to amend section 
536 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the divis- 
ion of the State of Illinois into judicial districts, and to provide for hold- 
ing terms of court of the northern district at the city of Peoria. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the bill 
has not yet come from the printer. 

Mr. CULLOM. If that is so, I will not call it up. 

NAVAL CADET ENGINEERS. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to call up Senate resolution No. 60, 
Order of Business 1498. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 60) for the purpose of temporarily increas- 
ing the number of assistant engineers in the United States Navy by 
restoring certain cadet-engineers named therein to their legal rights 
and to their proper office and rank in the United States Navy, author- 
izing and directing the President to appoint such cadet-engineers (grad- 
uates) assistant engineers, to commission them as such, and to antedate 
their commissions, was read by its title. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] is interested 
in that joint resolution I think, adversely. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think the Senator from Maine is no longer op- 
posed to the jointresolution. He wanted some amendments to it which 
were admitted, and I understand he withdraws his objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not object to it myself. R 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Jersey to proceed to the consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

RAILWAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6393) to authorize the Fort Worth and Denver City 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes. I want to say that the bill has 
not been referred, for the reason that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
have agreed to report precisely the same bill. This bill comes from the 
House, and I move to put it upon its passage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the Committee on Indian Affairs reported ? 

Mr. DAWES. $ The Committee on Indian Affairs has decided on the 
same bill precisely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not report itand let it go on the Calendar, so 
that we may look at it! 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the title of the bill? 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAWES. I report it from the committee by their authority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending this question the Senator 
from Pennsylvania rose. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. ~ 

Mr. DAWES. Let us pass this bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestionis on the motion of the 
Sasar from Massachusetts to proceed to the consideration of House 
bill 6393. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.). 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr, ALLISON. I hope the Senator will allow the bill to pass, 

Mr. PLATT. We have got to adjourn some time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the Senate ad- 

ourn. 
: The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 17, noes 20; 
no quorum votin; 

Mr. INGALLS. I call for the yeas and nays. s 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. He is 
not present, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VEST. Before this vote is announced I wish to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. To-day, when the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the 


I move 
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Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes, 
was under consideration, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] called 
up the Post-Office appropriation bill. I then agreed, as I understood 
it distinctly, that the ship-railway bill should be laid aside tempo- 
rarily in order to consider the Post-Office appropriation bill. I am in- 
formed now by the clerks at the desk that as the Journal stands it 
appears that the Eads bill is displaced permanently. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The occupant of the chair was not 
present at the time referred to. It is the duty of the Chair, however, 
to announce the vote before any business transpires except by unani- 
mous consent. The Chair will state, by unanimous consent, the con- 
dition of business as the Chair understands it. ‘The Chair was not 
present when the unfinished business was postponed, but understands 
that it was postponed by a formal vote of the Senate, which would dis- 
place the bill that the Senator has in charge. 

Mr. VEST. I did not so understand. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Sothe Chair is informed; butif there 
be no objection, the Chair will lay before the Senate the Eads bill, as it 
is called, as the unfinished business, subject to the decision of the yote 


now made. [** yr «6 eed !?7] 
The resulton the motion of Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, was announced— 
yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—18. 
Blair, George, Morrill, Vest, 
Conger, Pompon, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Eustis, MeMillan, Saulsbury, 
Evarts, Miller, Sherman, 
NAYS—28, 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Hoar, Pugh, 
Beck, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Berry, Dawes, enna, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Farwell, Maxey, Spooner, 
Call, Frye, Morgan, Whittborne, 
Cameron, Gorman, Payne, Wilk 4 
Cheney, Harris, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
ABSENT—30, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Fair, McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, Mahone, Teller, 
Butler, Gray, Manderson, Vance, 
Camden, Hale. Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
Chace, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., Voorhees. 
Colquitt, Jiawley, Riddleberger, 
Dolph, . Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read House bill 6393. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the parliamentary condition of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. It is now being 
read in the first instance. 

Mr. PLATT. Is it a House bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a House bill. : 

Mr. PLATT. Is it being read for the first time to-day ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In full. 

Mr. PLATT. I will take the liberty to object to any further read- 
ing to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that it was 
read twice yesterday. The bill came over from the House yesterday 
and was read the first and second time, and is now open to amendment’ 

Mr. DAWES. It has been read the first and second times, I will in- 
form the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. It has not been read at length before? 

Mr. DAWES. It has not been read at length. 

Mr. PLATT. Has it been printed at all? : i 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The bill was printed in the House precisely as it is 
now, except two or three verbal amendments. It is being read from 
the engrossed copy of the House in order to read those amendments. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to inquire of the Senator who has it in charge 
if it is customary in the passage of a bill relating to matters pertain- 
ing to a Territory and while the Territory is in a Territorial condition 
to prescribe whata State may do if one should be erected out of the Ter- 
ritory. I notice that the bill in iwo or three ofits provisions prescribes 
that when a State shall be carved out of the Territory that State may 
do certain things. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator call attention to it in the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. It is in the provision in reference to some reservations 
of Congress with regard to the management of these roads, and then 
it goes on to say that whenever a State shall be erected in the Terri- 
tory the State shall have the same right. I have no objection what- 

. ever to the principle which is involved with regard to the regulation 
of railroads; but it struck me as it was being read that it was quite an 
unusual thing to do in the passage of a bill to provide that when a 
State should be erected in the Territory it might do certain things. 

When we come to make a State out of that Territory it will be quite 
time enough then to fix the condition on which the State shall be al- 
lowed to come into the Union. I have not objected to it, but I would 
like to look further into it, 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objection if the bill can get through in 


some reasonable time. Of course I have no desire to hurry it through. 
It is in exactly the same form as four or five bills that have passed, un- 


I am much mistaken, and all the allusion to what a State 
may do that occurs to me from recollection is that the State may regu- 
late the tolls and tariffs of the road through the State. I do not know 
but that there is something more. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is it in order to move an adjournment now ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2553) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. DAWES. What is the condition of the Indian Territory rail- 
road bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in process of being read. 
Pending that the Senator from Wisconsin moves to proceed to the con- 
sideration of another bill. 

Mr. DAWES. While this is pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly while this is pending. 
At any stage a motion may be made to proceed to the consideration of 
another bill? . 

Mr. DAWES. Then let us make some disposition of this bill which 
will be satisfactory to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. All that I ask in regard to the bill is that I may have 
an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut to let the 
bill pass, and then he ean enter a motion to reconsider it, 

Mr. PLATT. I will do that. 

Mr. DAWES. Then if there is anything in the bill that ought not 
to be there of course I shall aid the Senator in taking it out, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I shall not insist upon my motion, as some 
Senators wish to pass the bill. After that is disposed of I shall ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of executive business. I with- 
draw my motion. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield for a moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (to Mr. Spoonrr). 
finish this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
The Senator from Wisconsin is understood to withdraw his motion. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, PLATT. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tered. 


Withdraw it, and let us 


The motion to reconsider will be en- 


THOMAS A, OSBORN. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of bill (S. 2553) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn. It will take 
but a moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CAMERON and others. Withdraw the motion. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iwill withdraw it again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion ta proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business is withdrawn. The bill moved by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be read for information, 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, di 
rected to pay to Thomas A. Osborn, late United States marshal for the district 
of Kansas, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $8,701.95, on account of the loss of that amount of public funds by the 
failure of the banking-house of E. H. Gruber & Co., on the 6th day of October, 
adhe loss being without neglect or fault on the part of the said Thomas A. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee cf the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

Mr. SPOONER. The judge of the court certified that the marshal 
was entirely without fault; that so far from having been in the slight- 
est degree negligent, he used extraordinary care, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
call for the reading of the report? 
Mr. PLATT. If it is not too long, I should like to have the report 


read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SPOONER, 
July 28, 1886: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2553) for the relief 
of Thomas A. Osborn, baying considered the same, make the following report: 

This case was considered by the Committee on Claims of the House of Repre- 
sentatives during the present session, and a favorable report made thereon. 
Homan Sap as follows, and is adopted by the committee as its report on said 

The Committee on Claims, to which was referred bill (H. R. Borka for the relief 
of Thomas A. Osborn. , having carefully considered the same, 

That the money ‘Thomas A. Gade, was United States me et thedis- 
trict of Kansas in October, 1866, and for over two years prior thereto; that as 
such marshal ortai money of the United States came into his hands to defray 
United States court ex — for his district; that his office as marshal was in 
the city of Leavenworth, Kans., in aroom diately over the banking-house 
of E. H. Gruber & Co, ; that the Government furni no safe or other depos- 
itory in which the claimant could deposit the public money in his hands. 

It had been and was, on the 6th day of October, 1866, the custom of the pays 
ant, on receiving advances from the Government for court expenses, to d 
pany the same with the said banking firm of E. H. A eri, eeoa aid 

by the business commanity of said cit Lom gr 
shid hak thato ae 


regal 
safe; the leading rs. best citizens made their deposits wi 
October 1, 1866, the claimant had a balance in said bank, of funds belonging to 
the United States, of $2,966.59.; that on said Ist day of October he received from 
the Treasury of the United States the farther sum of $6,596 for the purpose of 

paying the expenses of the October term of the Un resp States — court, which 

sum he also de ited in said bank on said Ist day of October, 1866; that on the 

Cth 6th day of October, 1866, the said banking-house of E., H. Gruber & Co. failed, hay- 
ing at the time of failure the sum of PERSE of the moneys of the United 
States to the credit of the claimant as United States marshal; that the claimant 
at once made good said amount to the United States. 

The committee is of the opinion that the claimant used due care in handli 
the said money of the United States, and that the loss was in no way the res 
of any negligence on his part. 

In February, 1867, the late Hon. Mark W. Delahay, then United States district 


judge for pareaz} made the following statement: 
Ihave been ectly conversant with Marshal Osborn’s manner of doing busi- 


ness since his appointment. I know that he has been resa, pees banking busi- 
ness through the house of E. H. Gruber & Co. This house considered < one of 
the safest in the locality until it maues, on the 6th of October 

I believe that Marshal Osborn has guarded with unusual "liligence the inter- 
est of the Government, and that he is in no way to blame for the loss which oc- 
curred with E. H. Gruber & Co. Many of the best business men in Leaven- 
worth were doing business with said firm at the time of its failure. I had been 
doing my banking business with said firm for years. 

MARK W. DELAHAY, 
United States District Judge for Kansas. 


The committee concurs in the opinion expressed in the statement just cited. 
It isshown to the committee by competent evidence that the claimant received 
from the assignee of said firm of E. H. Gruber & Co. 9 per cent. of said sum of 
$9,562.59, and no more. The committee is of the opinion from all the facts and 


circumstances attending the loss that the sum of $8,701.96 should be paid the 
claimant. 


Pied committee returns bill H. R. 9008 with the recommendation that the same 


Orie tanito therefore report the bill back with the recommendation that 
the same do pass. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator who reported 
the bill whether it is to be established by the bill as a precedent that 
whenever an official of the United States has money in his hands which 
he deposits with private bankers, and they fail without any knowledge 
on his part that they were going to fail, it is to be the loss of the United 
States and not of the official? Ts there any distinction in this case from 
what there would be in any case which may arise where an officer of 
the United States deposits his money with a private bank and the pri- 
vate bank fails? Are wealways hereafter to relieve them and say that 
it is the loss of the United States and not of the official ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose each case will be decided as it arises 
upon its peculiar facts. -The Senate, more than once at this session, 
has relieved officials of responsibility for losses of public money where it 
was perfectly manifest that they were in nowise at fault. There was 
a case of the kind of a Texas r which the Senate passed 
within the last forty-eight hours, as I recollect, relieving the mas- 
ter on account of moneys which had been stolen without his fault. It 
is a little dificult to see the distinction between the two cases where 
it is conceded that the official in one case is just as much liable as in 
the other for the public money, it appearing in each case that he is 
absolutely free from negligence. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire whether there was any public depository 
in that section? 

Mr. SPOONER. There was no depository there. There was a sort 
of a national bank there which failed the next day. 

a fe a ata Was this money in a bank which was regarded as 
reliable 

Mr. SPOONER. It was in a bank which the judge certifies was the 
bank patronized by the business men of the community, the bank in 
which he had kept his deposits for years, and he certifies that this mar- 
shal had used extrao diligence and care in his handling of pub- 
lic money. The committee felt that the officer was entirely exonerated 
from any negligence, and that this relief should be granted. 

Mr. PLATT, Of course, the sympathy of capt don Cree bate out to = 
officer thus situated, but it is a new rule which is 
legislation. Ihave noticed that occasionally a case ge Beccary passed th 


year relieving a postmaster, who, as I understand, is not authorized to 


it his in a bank but is special]. bound to keep it. 
. SPOONER. And paymasters have ee relieved, 

Mr. PLATT. And paymasters; but such has not been the rule of the 
Government heretofore, and it seems to me we are at this session of Con- 
gress establishing a principle which in future will hold it to be the loss 
of the United States whenever an official has deposited money in a na- 
tional or private bank and it can not be shown that he had knowledge 
or ought to have had knowledge that the bank was in a doubtful condi- 
tion or likely to fail. 

Mr. HOAR. Why should it not be the law? He is an agent. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know but that it should be; I will not say 
that it should not be; I simply say it has not been heretofore, and that 
we are now establishing pg geben a new principle which really 
will have the paan y of a new law. If it were so now there would, of 
course, be no necessity for the passage of this bill. I do not find any 
fault with it, except I desire that the Senate shall act understandingly 
in the matter, and hereafter whenever any official deposits any money 
in a bank which fails it will be the loss of the United States undoubt- 
edly, because it will be bound by these precedents. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. R. JONES. 


Mr.SAWYER. Iask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill 603. 
It is a little relief bill. I presume no one will find any fault with it. 
It is for payment on account of a registered letter. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senate to have an executive ses- 
sion for a few minutes. 

Mr. SAWYER. This is for the relief of one of your constituents. 
It is a Virginia case. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Still, I have other constituents; I have so 
many ofthem. However, I acquiesce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S, 603) for the 
relief of J. R. Jones, late postmaster at Boydion, Va. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads with an amendment, in 
line 6, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ collected from him by 
the Post-Office Department, and which amount is in excess of what he 
should have paid to said ent,” and to insert the words ‘‘and 
fifty-one cents;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 


rected to to J. R. Jones, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $84.51. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WARREN MITCHELL. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BECK. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me a mo- 
ment, I only desire to give notice, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray] being absent, that on next Tuesday at 2 o’clock Ishall ask the 
Senate to consider the bill (S. 31) for the Z elief of Warren Mitchell. 
The Senator from Massachusetts knows all about it. I only want to 
have the bill considered then, and I give notice that I shall, at 2 o’clock 
on Tuesday, call it up and ask the Senate to give us a vote upon it. 


NIGHT INSPECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3116) for the relief of night inspectors of the ports of New 
York and Baltimore. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Cannot the bill be amended so as to have these cases 
reported to Congress and let Congress make the appropriation? Imake 
that suggestion. It seems tomeit is putting s large power in the hands 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have such an amendment made, 
and I should like to know how many hours these men work, and what 
they call double duty. If the bill proposes to give them double pay 
for ten or twelve hours work, I am opposed toit. We have prescribed 
the hours of duty. Iam opposed to the way the Departments are do- 
ing here, requiring their clerks to work only six hours a day, when 
Senators work from twelve to sixteen hours; and I do not propose my- 
self to be a to paying these night inspectors, or any others, for 
doing four, five, or six hours work. 

I move the amendment which the Senator from Kansas suggested, 
that the Secretary of the Treasury make this examination and report 
to Congress the facts in the case, the number of persons so employed, 
and the number of hours during each day or night that they perform 


ce. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reduced to 
writing. 
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Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Pending that motion to amend I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. Insub- 
stantiation of that motion I will say that it seems to me I can see that 
there is a disposition to pass all kinds of bills, and we only want in ex- 
ecutive session to have a few reports made, for instance, from the Judi- 
ciary Committee. Let them go upon the table and lie over for a day, 
because they are bound to lie over for a day, but I should like to see 
them reported from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

_ Mr. CULLOM. Pending that motion I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 
ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 

Mr. VEST. Iask that the unfinished business be first laid before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
what, by unanimous consent, is the unfinished business of the day. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and 
Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
LOM] moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) 
ped Seeger adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 12, at 12 
o’clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. . 
FRIDAY, February 11, 1887. 


The House metat12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REPORTS BY CONSULAR OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a letter from the Secre of State, yasar Foes 

posis by egrs — nos a slaen proani on the extent and character of the 
on m an mm. on in eir Sonoya districts. 

äia gi GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 10, 1887. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JEFFERSON CITY, MO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Su Arch- 
itect recommending an additional appropriation to complete the pub- 
lic building at Jefferson City, Mo.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1131) with 
House amendments and the following message from the Senate; which 
was read: 


Resolved, That the 


a ao SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 10,1887. 


disagree to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the Mir (8. a ray tea to amend an act to provide for the ofa 
site and = erection of a pu Iie building thereon, at Detroit, Mich., approved 
March 2, 1885, and ask h conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two oaen t 

Ordered, That Mr. MánoNE, Mr. Vest, and Mr. PALMER be the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the House will insist on 
its amendments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as mango 
on the part of the House Mr. WORTHINGTON, 
MAYBURY. 


rs of the conference 
OWEN, and Mr. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. CABELL, 
for three days from Friday, on account of important business. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 79) for the relief of Pryor N. Lea; 

A bill (H. R. i for the relief of Maj. G. W. Candee; 

A bill (H. R. 707) for the relief of J. R. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 898) for the relief of the estate of Joel C. Frazier, de- 


A bill (H. R. 1143) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the Somerville Grand Army of the Republic, of Somerville, Mass., four 
condemned gun-carri to be used for monumental purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of Henry A. Paus; 

A bill (H. R. 1455) for the relief of Lysander H. Carroll; 


A bill (H. R. 1622) to prohibit the employment of convict labor by 
any officer of the Government; 

A bill (H. R. 1993) for the relief of Saint Mark’s Protestant Episco- 

Church, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2053) for the relief of Rachael J. Floyd; 

A bill (H. R.-2086) for the relief of Francis M. Bell; 

A bill (H. R. 3259) for the relief of George W. Cousins 

A bill (H. R. 3289) to amend section 5 of the act entitled “An act 
to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. 4806) to authorize the construction of a : bridge across 
the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River at the foot of Pennsylvania 
avenue east; 

A bill (H. R. 5326) for the relief of E. B. Dawson; 

A bill (H. R. eo for the relief of David W. Low; 

A bill cr R. 5652) for the relief of James W. Goodrich; 

A bill (H. R. 7083) to incorporate the trustees of the Young Woman's 
Christian Home in Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 7648) for the relief of the estate of the late John How, 
Indian agent, and his sureties; 

A bill (H. R. 7860) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. eo for the relief of Frank Shutt; 

A bill (H. R. 8893) directing the commissioners ‘of the District of 
Columbia to execute a deed of quitclaim and release to a certain alley 


in Washington to Cornelia P. Randolph and others; 
A bill f R. 9653) to amend section 3058 of the Revised Statutes; 
A bill (H. R. 9918) to provide for grading and paving the approaches 


to the national cemetery near Danville, Va.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 72) to provide for the settlement of ac- 
counts with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Compan 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled led Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 10056) granting to the Saint Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the Indian res- 
ervations in Northern Montana oat Northwestern Dakota; 

A bill (S. 1154) to authorize the city of Newport, R. I., to use the 
site of Fort Greene as a public park; 

A bill (S. 3044) to provide for the execution of the provisions of arti- 
cle 2 of the treaty concluded between the United States of America and 
the Emperor of China on the 17th day of November, 1880, and pro- 
oan e be the President of the United States on the 5th day of Octo- 

T, $ 

A bill (s 1071) for the relief of Frances W. Dyer; 

A bill (8. 2428) to grant certain seal rocks to the city and county ot 
San Francisco, State of California, in trust for the people of the United 
States; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 40) providing for the payment of per diem 
laborers in Government employ on Memorial or Decoration Day and 
on the 4th day of July of each year as on other days. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one ofitsclerks, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed with an amendment the bill (H. 
R. 2075) to provide for the location and erection of a branch home for 
disabled volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky Mountains; upon which 

aconference with the House of Representatives was requested, and had 
= pcr as conferees on the part of the Senate, Mr. SEWELL, Mr. 

AWLEY, and Mr. HAMPTON. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 5538) relating to the importing and landing of 
mackerel caught during the spawning season, requested a conference in 
the House of Representatives upon said bill, and had appointed as con- 
ne on the part of the Senate, Mr. PALMER, Mr. GRAY, and Mr, 

ALE. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 3026) granting to the Washington and Idaho Railroad Company the 
right of way through the Cœur d’Alene Indian reservation; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 3041) granting to the Spokane and Palouse Railway Company the 
right of way through the Cœur d’Alene Indian reservation; in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate further insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all laws providing for 
the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for tim- 
ber culture, the laws authorizing the sale of desert lands, and for other 
purposes, requested a further conference with the House of Represent- 
atives thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate, Mr. DOLPH, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STORM. I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. This being Fri 
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, the regular order is the call of committees for reports of bills of a 
private nature, 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
call of committees be di with for to-day, and that the various 
committees be permitted to send up to the Clerk such reports as they 
desire to present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Pear the foregoing order, reports were submitted, and referred as 
OWS: 
PORTER ACADEMY, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 


Mr. DARGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back a bill (H. R. 10989) authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer 
to the trustees of the Porter Academy certain property in the city of 
Charleston, 8. C.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN KELLEY. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 11117) for the relief of John Kelley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
rere Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN LOAGUE, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 11118) for the relief of John Loague, administrator; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

T. J. POWELL, ADMINISTRATOR. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 11119) for the relief of T. J. Powell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred ta the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ae Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN H. MITCHELL. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 11120) for the relief of John H. Mitchell; which was read 
a firstand second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN R. REYNOLDS, 

Mr. HEISTAND, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 11121) for the relief of John R. Reynolds; which was read afirst 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN S. ALSUP. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with 
amendment a bill (H. R. 3041) for the relief of John S. Alsup; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK FORD. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4406) for the relief of Frederick 
Ford; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely a bill (H. R. 7969) granting a pension to Adam Pry; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE H. OWEN. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9612) for the relief of George H. Owen; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REFORM SCHOOL FOR GIRLS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GAY, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10824) to incorporate the reform 
school for girls of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr, RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11083) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the ‘‘ Bowman” act; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


STREETS AND AVENUES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to present a report thatis 
not of a public nature, in order to get the bill upon the Calendar, so 


that it ead be called up Monday. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, 
up the report. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 11074) di- 
recting the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to establish 
streets and avenues in the county of Washington, D. C., and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Has the morning hour been dispensed with, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I call up a bill which comes over from last 
Friday, the bill (S. 570) for the relief of Jabez Burchard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to allow to Jabez Burchard, assistant 
engineer on the retired-list of the United States Navy, an amount which, with 
payments heretofore made to him, will be eye to 75 per cent, of the sea-pay of 
the e or rank held by him at the date of bis retirement by a naval board of 
the United States Navy; said amount to be paid out of any money in the United 
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to take effect from and after 
the date of his retirement by said naval board. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask permission, before the vote is taken upon 
ordering this bill to be engrossed and read a third time, to call the at- 
tention of the House to the facts of the claim. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, T'rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to know how that bill has precedence 
over another bill upon which the yeas and nays were ordered, and 
also the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. If there be such a bill—— 

Mr. BURROWS. There is. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That bill was not called up, and the attention of 
the Chair was not. directed to it. To what bill does the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] allude ? 

Mr. BURROWS. It is the fourth bill on the calendar of unfinished 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, on the statement of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], that the bill to which he refers 
has precedence. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will explain the situation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman’s explanation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That bill was reported from the Committee of the 
Whole, and pending the motion for the previous question the House 
adjourned. The bill was reached in order for consideration, and its 
further consideration was postponed until to-day. Therefore it be- 
comes a special order for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the previous question 
was not ordered on the bill to which the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Burrows] alludes. The previous question was demanded, but 
pending that demand the House adjourned. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I was misinformed. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, is the previous question ordered on 
this Burchard bill? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. TAULBEE. 

The SPEAKER. 
amined. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
while I explain the 
Bure 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me to ask 
what was the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House 
in reference to this bill? Š 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Committee of the Whole House reported 
against the bill, but the recommendation was not concurred in; and 
then the House postponed its further consideration until to-day. There 
was a misapprehension with regard to the facts of this case, and I de- 
sire now briefly to explain—— 

Mr. STEELE. Regular order ! 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. STEELE. Had not the previous question been ordered on this 
bill, and was there not a motion to recommit? J 
Ses SPEAKER. The previous question had not been ordered on this 

ill. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ihave not examined the record with reference to 
the action on this bill; but according to the statement of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], the House refused to concur in the 
recommendation made by the Committee of the Whole, which was ad- 


the gentleman will send 


It is not. 
Is it open for debate? 
It is. The Chair will cause the record to be ex- 


Task the attention of the House for a few moments 
pending bill, It isa bill for the relief of Jabez 
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verse to the bill. My point of order is that that action sends the bil 
back to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The proper time to have made that point was 
when the vote was taken in the House. But I then moved to post- 

ne—— 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, and as the record 
shows, the bill was by unanimous consent tponed until to-day, 
which of course dispensed with the operation of the rule to which the 
gentleman from Kentucky has referred. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not know that. As I stated, I had not ex- 
amined the record. 

Mr. STEELE. Would a motion to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House be in order now? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order whenever the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] gets the floor to make it; the gentleman from 
Illinois is now on the floor to discuss the bill. He will proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. IfI had been permitted to proceed, I conld have 
said by this time all I desired to say with reference to this bill. The 
claimant in this case was an assistant engineer in the naval service, 
having been, as I understand, appointed in 1865. He served five years 
continuously, and at intervals during two years, having been during 
a part of the last two years on leave, by reason of sickness. In 1874 a 
retiring board was asked to consider his physical condition; and that 
board reported that he was afflicted with chronic retinitis. 

A MEMBER. What is that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Inflammation of the retina of theeye. This dis- 
ease, according to the report of the board, incapacitated him for service; 
but they found no record evidence that the disease had been contracted in 
thelineof duty. Noproof as to the fact of its having been so contracted 
was submitted to the board. As soon, however, as the officer was in- 
formed of this decision, he appealed to the Secretary of the Navy, who 
caused the question to be again examined, and it was found that the 
disease had been contracted on board the monitor Terror, off Key West, 
in the summer of 1872, and was incident to, or grew directly out of, the 
service. Theclaimantalso produced the certificate of a prominent phy- 
sician of Philadelphia to the effect that he had been SD gsvons f sound as 
to his eyes up to the time when he entered the naval service. 

The then Secretary of the Navy, therefore, in view of the fact clearly 
established before the Navy Department that the disease had been con- 
tracted in the naval service, endeavored to have the officer placed upon 
the retired-list in the position in which he would have been had it been 
found at the time of his retirement that the disease was incident to the 
service. An order to that effect was made; and he was placed in a posi- 
tion where he drew 75 per cent. of the sea-pay of his rank. This went 
on for several months—nearly a year, I believe, when a new Comptroller 
came in, and, reversing the decision of: his predecessor, held that the 
een placing him in this position where he would be entitled to draw 

cent. of hissea-pay did not come within thelaw. Thisnew Comp- 

tliar then began to check against the pay which the officer had re- 

per and this ran on until the President nominated Mr. Burchard 
to the Senate for transfer from the furlough to the retired pay-list. 

The Senate, after examination of the question whether he had right- 
fully been placed on the retired-list, and was entitled to 75 per cent. 
of the sea-pay, ratified the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Navy; and the nomination of the President was confirmed. This bill 
is for the purpose of allowing Mr. Burchard his pay on that basis from 
1872 to 1874, when he was declared by the action of the Presidentand 
Senate as rightfully on the retired-list upon 75 per cent. of sea-pay. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What amount of back pay on the retired- 
list does this bill ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think about $2,900 or $3,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is it not $4,000 or $5,000? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can figure it up for himself; he 
will find the data set forth in the report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The printed copies of the report are exhausted, and 
we can not get any. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He ought to have received $1,275 per year; and 
this bill is for the purpose of giving him the amount he should have 
received from the time of his retirement until the time when the Senate 
confirmed him as on the retired-list at three-fourths of his sea-pay. The 
Senate has adjudicated this matter, and found that this man is entitled 
of right under the law to this pay. 

But the Comptrolier held that the pay, not having been appropriated 
for from year to year, must be provided by a special act of Congress. 
He is here now for the purposeof getting that pay which the President 
and the Navy Department have held over and over again he is entitled 
to. Itis not a favor on the part of Congress, but simply to correct the 
record so that he may be entitled to receive this pay, which has been, 
under the circumstances stated, withheld from him, ‘and on that point 
I ce to have read a letter received from Admiral Rodney upon this 
subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 27, 1887. 

Dear Str: In behalf of Assistant Engineer Jabez Burchard, United States 


Navy (rank of lieutenant), I point out that, if you can get unanimous consent 
to make a statement, the bill is, in a nutshell, simply to correct an error in his 


record. Lb Navy Departmen 
jompson, 
Ae oopen, PDPO ome e holding that Congress alone can make correc- 


y tried to effect t and, under 
pasate t Da pas repeatediy done so, but Pe over- 
se officer was seized with of ihe eye while actually on sea- 
though paid t his rightfa 175 por moniipr Lae Foetal whey megera misk oo 

ul 75 per cent, line of duty re pa: for some years, 
reduced to half-pay (only $850 per year), as if disabled ere neither on 
sea nor any other dut error of record, and a sum of se 
sand dollars, back di erence between the two rates, checked against him by 
the late Comptroller aeons who reversed his predecessor's settlement. 


Ve TORO u 
ii SORE RODNEY 
United States Navy. 


,& confessed 


Hon. Mr. SPRINGER, 


Mr. SPRINGER. It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that this is not a 
bill to increase his pay on the retired-list, but to give him that to which 
the law entitled him from the date of his retirement up to the time he 
was placed on the retired-list. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask the gentleman if this officer is draw- 
ing a pension? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; only his retired-pay as a naval officer. 
He is nearly blind, and is unable by reason of that misfortune to per- 
form any manual service whatever. 

Mr. TAULBEE. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly 

Mr. TAULBEE. What is the present pay received by this officer? 

Mr. SPRINGER. His pay is one-half of his sea-pay—$850. 

Mr. MORRISON. That is enough. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does the bill propose to increase that rate of pay, 
or to rerate his pay as a retired officer? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It proposes to give him the rate to which his rank 
entitled him during this time when it was withheld from him, but 
does not increase his pay. It only gives him an amount which will 
make the pay equal to 75 per cent. of the sea-pay for the entire time. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is stated that he was retired on one-half pay, 
but this proposes to retire him on three-quarter pay. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; thatisamistake.- He is now retired on three- 
quarter pay by the President, with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate; and this would bring the rating up to the full time for which he 
was entitled to that pay. 

I yield now to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. SowDEN], who 
reported the bill, five minutes. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, if there ever was a meritorious bill 
before this House, the onenow under consideration is that bill. Jabez 
Burchard entered the United States Navy March 14, 1865, as acting 
third assistant engineer. He served five months on the monitor Nau- 
buc; was detached and ordered to the United States steamer Powhatan. 
He served a little over two years and six months on this steamer; was 
detached and granted one month’s leave of absence, and was honora- 
bly discharged. Here-entered the Navy on September 1, 1870, as sec- 
ast assistant engineer, and was ordered on special duty at League Isl- 
and, Pennsylvania; detached from there January 11, 1872, and ordered 
to the United States monitor Terror, at Havana. While attached to 
this monitor, at Key West, Fla., in July, 1872, he was taken with an 
affection of the eyes, was examined by a board of medical officers, con- 
demned, and sent home. 

After remaining on sick leave for nearly a year, he reported as fit for 
duty, and was ordered to join the United States steamer Tuscarora, at 
San Francisco. After joining this ship he was again attacked with af- 
fection of the eyes, and was again condemned by a medical survey and 
sent home, and while there he was ordered before the naval retiring 
board at Washington for examination, and which made the following 
report: 

ae NAVAL RETIRING BOARD, 

Washington, D. C., October 12, 1874. 
Sm: We bave examined Jabez Burchard, assistant PE EN United States 
Navy, and find him affected with chronic retinitis. He had been twice com 
demned by medical survey of disease for the eyes, and there is no evidence on 
record that his disability originated in the “line of duty.” He is at present un- 
fit for duty, and, in our opinion, is permanently incapacitated to perform the 
duties appropriate to his commission, 
Res: ly, &e., 
GEORGE ee! ao P, 
ical Inspector, 
DAVID DTAP 
United States Naval Surgeon. 
Commodore J. W. NICHOLSON, 
President Naval Retiring Board. 


Observe the peculiar language of this finding: 


He had been twice condemned by medical survey of disease for the eyes. 
there is no evidence on record that his disability originated in the line pry beet 


It will thus be observed that the board does not find the fact that 
the disease for which the beneficiary of this bill was condemned was 
not contracted by him while in the service and in the “‘line of duty,” 
but simply that there is no evidence of that fact on record. Jabez 
Burchard had no reason to believe that any such evidence would be re- 
quired. He, like all others who enter the naval service of the United 
States, had to undergo the most rigid physical examination, and had 
he not been physically sound he never would have been accepted into 
the service. 

The presumption was therefore in his favor, and he had a right to 
suppose that he need submit no evidence to the board on the subject 
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of his physical condition prior to his re-entering the service. There 
can be no doubt but that he contracted the disease for which he was 
condemned as unfit for duty in the ‘‘line of duty. Who can gainsay 
it? The late Secretary of the Navy Robeson believes with us on this 
subject after carefully reviewing the facts of the case, as the following 
letter, of date March 1, 1877, clearly shows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washingion, March 1, 1877. 


m afull review of all the facts in the case of Assistant Engineer Jabez 
Berehan , United States Navy, the Department is of the opinion that the causes 
which incapacitated him for active duty were incident to the service,and that 
he should receive the higher rate of pay allowed to retired officers by section 
1588 gai the TANN Amra 
ery respec y, &e, 
OF Ror ef te 
e Navy. 
Hon. 8. J. W. TABOR, 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury. 


7 Mr. TAULBEE. Would it disturb the gentleman to ask him a ques- 
on ? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Certainly not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If this bill is passed, what rate of pay will this 
officer receive? 

Mr, SOWDEN. Seventy-five per cent, of his sea-pay, 

Mr. TAULBEE. How much will that be? 

Mr.SOWDEN. ‘Twelve hundred and seventy-five dollars perannum. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is what I thought. 

Mr. SOWDEN. He should have received it from the very day 
he was retired under the finding of the naval retiring board. He 
was entitled to 75 per cent. of the sea-pay to which his grade entitled 
him under the law. I have a letter before me now from Medical In- 
spector Kindleberger, who was a member of the naval retiring board 
in 1874 when Jabez Burchard was examined, and who is stilla a mem- 
ber of the board. I will send it to the Clerk to have read, so that the 
House may see what he has to say on this subject now. No; I will 
read it myself: 


UNITED STATES NAVAL HOSPITAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1887. 


Sir: On examination of the records of the retiring board 2 the case of Jabez 
Burchard, assistant engineer, United States a re ita evidence was not 
furnished to show that sare disease ek, pany inline of duty. Inview, how- 
ever, of his service in the Navy for over three years at sea, from March 1 14, 
without treatment for the ag te the monitor Naubue and steamer Powhatan, 
there seems a fair probability thathis affection, which a) while on our. 
on the United States monitor Terror, July, 1872, and which I understand has 
steadily advanced to almost total blindn dness, originated from the heat of the 
fire-room and the glare of the coral reefs about Et West, 


Very respectful) 
7. 2 KINDLEBERGER, 


Medical ARA United States Navy. 
Sang, Gen, F, M, GuNNELL, United pahari e aan 
Navy ‘ashington, D. C. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tha time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask the gentleman to yield me five minutes more. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very w 

Mr. SOWDEN. As stated already, Jabez Burchard never dreamed 
that it was n for him to prove that he contracted his sore eyes 
in the “line of duty.” He relied upon the presumption in his favor. 
Had the question been raised before the board he could very easily have 
produced the testimony of the distinguished oculist, Dr. P. D. Keyser, 
of Philadelphia, who had been treating him for this disease in October, 
1873, as also that of Dr. W. T. W. Dickeson, whose evidence was 
afterward submitted to the Navy Department, and upon which the 
case was reviewed with the result indicated in Secretary Robeson’s let- 
ter of March 1, 1877. This is their testimony: 


1630 ARCH STREET, PHILADELPHIA, May 2, 1876. 


Mr, Jabez Burchard, assistant engineer, United States Navy, came to me in 
ee dars, suffering from a severe attack of retinitis, w. ' has assumed a 
ronie form. 


This anoion of the eyes is the a of au duties on monitor service, the 
great heat and severe ges Sa li I can find no signs of any consti- 
tutional (acquired or congenital 


He has been under my ra npo nae the ameter andis stilland always 
will be incapacitated for any use of ER M.D. 


Surgeon Wills Tve Hospital, Philadelphia. 


This iş to certify that I am personally acquainted with Dr. P, D. Keyser, and 
know him to be among the first physicians and SONIM te in this city, 


Chief Clerk Philadelphia Post Oiftee, 


A. DI 1876. 
Magistrate of Court No. 8, Philadelphia. 


MEDIA, PA., May 4, 1876. 

I certify that I have known Jabez Burchard, assistant PRSES] United States 
Navy,since he was a child, and can positively assert that there never was any 
hereditary disease about him; that he was in a sound physical condition on en- 
tering the United States service, and had always good eyesight until sent home 
from duty on board the monitor Terror, 

In his present condition, from chronic nears he is absolutely unable to use 
his eyes from the painfulness caused by this disease. 

WILLIAM T. W. DICKESON, M. D. 


DELAWARE COUNTY, ss 
On this 4th day of May, A. D. 1876, perso: 
pon of the commonwesith ne Penns; 
W. Dickeson, mechs! D., hek Beee 
the above facts are true 
Affirmed and Sabari bod ane el the day ee be above written. 
. OTTEY, Notary Public. 


before me, a notary 

nisyivan, res res ing in said county, William 

y aflirmed according to law, says that 
y belicves, 


Can any one have any doubt as to the injustice done Jabez Burchard 
by the finding of the naval retiring board after hearing this evidence? 
The Navy Department had none. 

Mr. REAGAN. May I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know how long this officer was in the ser- 
vice. Will bon panes state how long it was? 

Mr. SOWD In all he was in the naval service a little over seven 
years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It bas been stated that he was but four years in 
the service. 

Mr. SOWDEN. He first entered the naval service in March, 1865, 
and after serving over three years was honorably discharged. He re- 
entered the service September 1, 1870, and was examined by the naval 
retiring board October 12, 1874, so that he was in the service for more 
than four years from the time he re-entered the Navy. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
to yield to me for a few moments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not know if the yeas and nays will be called 
so that I can record my vote against this measure; but I want to make 
my record consistent on all occasions by voting against every measure 
which creates a retired-list, because it is un-American, not in conform- 
ity with our theory of Government, and creates a privileged class which 
ought not to be done and which will endanger this Government in the 
future. It is claimed that this officer served seven years, and it is pro- 
posed that he shall go on the retired-list. My understanding of sec- 
tion 1588 of the Revised Statutes is that he should have served forty 
years—— 

A MEMBER. Forty-five years. 

Mr, REAGAN. Before he can be put on the retired-list. 
tion provides as follows: 


Die ew of all pm of the Navy who have been retired, after forty-five years’ 
vice alter rea ching the age of sixteen years, or who have been or may be 


That sec- 


Selttea after years’ service, upon their own application to the Presi- 
dent, or on attaining the of sixty-two years, or on account of incapacity re- 
sulting from long and faithful service, from wounds or ate received in the 


line of duty, or 
ante. be equal to 75 par ont of the sea-pay provided by this chapter for the 
grade or rank which they held, respectively, at the time of their retirement. 


Now, itis not claimed eee particular accident connected 
with the service in which this officer was injured. It may have been a 
constitutional disease. He may have had a constitutional weakness of 
the eyes. ‘The blindness may have occurred anywhere else as well as 
in the service. There is no fact presented to ‘aon that this officer’s 
blindness was the result of hisserviceinthe Navy. Itoccurred,itseems, 
when he was in the service, but no fact is given to show that it was the 
result of his service, orof any wound, accident, or disease incident to the 
service. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Irise toaquestionof order. There 
is so much confusion in the Hall that we can not hear what the gentle- 
man from Texas is saying. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I had occasion two or three Congresses back to ex- 
amine this whole matter and to present a report to the House on the 
subject of a civil-list and aretired-list. It was a thing unknown to this 
country until within recent years. The whole practice of the Govern- 
ment has been to pay men for their services when in office, and when 
they go out of office they become citizens like every other person. 

It is against the policy of the Government, it is against the principles 
of the Government, it is against the principles of equality under the 
Government that we should create a class of persons who are to live by 
the labor of other persons. Itcan not be said that if we do not do this 
we do not provide for those who have been injured in the service. That 
is not so; we havepension laws which provide for those who have heen 
disabled in the military or in the naval service, and who have been ren- 
dered incompetent to earn a living for themselves and to support their 
families. ‘Those pension laws provide for that contingency. But the 
object of measures of this kind is to create an aristocratic class who are 
to live upon the labor of other men. You may walk the streets of this 
city and find gentlemen much younger than I am, stouter than I am, 
and worth ten times as much as I am, receiving large pay from the 
Governmenton the retired-list. It isan outragethat such things should 
exist, that the poor and humble should be compelled to labor and pay 
taxes to enrich those who are so much better off than themselves. 

. It was a great mistake when provision was first made to retire the 
Federal judiciary. It was a greater mistake, because more extensive 
in its operation, when provision was made for retiring officers of the 
Army and of the Navy and of the revenue marine. In the last Con- 
gress—I am not sure how it is in this one—there were bills pending for 


m sickness or exposure therein, shall, when not on active 
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the creation of a dozen more classes to go on the retired-list; so that 
directly if this be continued we will have the English policy of sustain- 
ing an aristocracy, who labor not and serve not, at the of the 
aay. by taxation levied upon those who have to toil for the means 
of support. 

I had not expected to participate in this discussion. My object in 
rising was simply to enter my protest against this system as I have offered 
it heretofore against everything tending to establish a retired-list. I 
have desired to make this protest, as I do not know whether there will 
be an opportunity of going upon record in a vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I think it is perfectly apparent to those who have 
listened to the remarks of the gentlemen who are chase pani this 
bill that they do not understand the bill themselves or that they are 
attempting to mislead the House with reference to the facts. It will 
be remembered by those who were listening that in response to a ques- 
tion I asked of the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the com- 
mittee who reported the bill, he stated the present pay of this officer 
was $850 a year, and if this bill passed his future pay would be $850 a 
year. When the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] took 
the floor I propounded to him the same question, and he answered that 
the present pay was $850 a year, and that the subsequent pay, if the 
bill passed, would be $1,275 a year. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is correct. I made the other statement in- 
advertently, and I wish to correct it. : 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish now tosay that the effect of this bill is that 
if it it will increase the pay of this retired officer of the Navy; 
and not only that, but it embodies a principle of legislation upon which 
this House has seldom or never acted, that is, the rerating of officers 
upon the retired-list. Further, the bill provides for the payment of this 
additional back pay “‘out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated,” not even requiring the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to charge up this rerating to the naval retired fund. I undertake 
to say, Mr. Speaker, that there has never been a more iniquitous line 
of legislation entered upon by this House. Here is a man who is re- 
tired after seven years’ service, and who is now attempting to procure 
an increase of his pension from $850 to $1,275 a year. 

Mr. SOWDEN. He receives no pension. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Well, call it pay as a retired officer if you prefer; 
I care not by what name it is called. There is no disguising the fact 
that it is a pension for service in the Navy, or for disabilities incurred 
therein. Now, Mr. Speaker, let this House understand this bill; let 
it understand that the bill is not only an innovation upon the regular 
system of legislation with reference to these retired officers, but also 
that, as has been well said by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], 
it is legislation which will encourage an aristocratic class in this coun- 
try, a class who shall enjoy special favors from Congress, in contraven- 
tion of the spirit of our institutions and of every sound principle of 
legislation. ‘This bill does more; it takes money from the earnings of 
the people instead of from the fund for retired naval officers; it pays 
to this man, out of the taxes which we all contribute to the Treasury, 
the difference between the amount to which he was found entitled 
under the law and the other amount which he asks, but which every 
officer of this Government who has had anything to do with the ques- 
tion says he is not entitled to. 

If gentlemen caught correctly the reading of the report which has been 
read by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. SowDEN], and to which 
he invited our attention, they have noticed that not one of these state- 
ments has even the sanction of being sworn to. They consist of letters 
written by this man’s comrades in the Navy, whose interest in the mat- 
ter can be readily understood. If we go on piling up these allowances, 
increasing these rates of pay, giving men the advantage of every claim 
like this, which they do not even dare to set forth themselves in a sworn 
statement, where is thisto end? When will the tax-ridden people find 
relief? 

Mr. SAYERS. This man served only four years in the Navy. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I am reminded by the gentleman from Texas that 
this officer served only four years. Now I call attention to the fact 
that if we pass this bill we enter upon a new line of legislation and fur- 
nish a precedent for hundreds, yea, possibly for thousands, of similar 
pills for other naval officers; and if naval officers are entitled to this 
extra compensation and this special relief by act of Congress, show me, 
I pray you, the difference in that respect between them and the officers 
of the Army. And when the officers of the Navy and of the 
Army have received this extraordinary relief at our hands, then the en- 
tire volunteer force of this country (to whom we owe as much as to any 
other class of men) will be equally entitled, according to precedent, to 
receive such relief upon an equal basis with the regular officers who have 
had no longer service than the volunteers, and in some cases not so long. 
For my part, I shall take great pleasure in voting against this bill, and 
I wish now to announce that when the proper time comes I shall move 
to recommit the bill to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SowpEN]. 

Mr. SOWDEN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] 
has fallen into an error. He says that this bill would make an inno- 
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vation on the existing law. I desire to call his attention to the law on 
this subject. Section 1588 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows: 

The Lo fis) all officers of Sienavy who have been retired, after forty-five years’ 
service r reaching the of sixteen years, or who have been or may be re- 
tired, after forty years’ service, upon their own application to the President, or 
on attaining the age of oe years, or on account of incapacity reret g from 
long and faithful service, from wounds or injuries received in the line of duty, 
or from sickness or exposure therein, shall, when not on active duty, be equal 
to 75 per cent. of the sea-pay provided by this chapter for the grade or rank which 
they held, respectively, at the time of their retirement. The pay of all other of- 
ficers on the retired-list shall, when not on active duty, be equal to one-half the 
sea-pay provided by this chapter for the grade or rank held by them respectively 
at the time of their retirement. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, at the time of this man’s retirement he was re- 
ceiving sea-pay at the rate of $1,700 per annum, and, haying been dis- 

on account of sickness, or disease of the eyes contracted in the 
service and in ‘‘ the line of duty,” as subsequently shown to the satis- 
faction of the Navy Department by the proper medical testimony, he 
has brought his case within the provision of the statute under which he 
is entitled to 75 per cent. of the sea-pay. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If this officer contracted his disability in the line 
of duty, and the law provided for his retirement at 75 per cent. of his 
annual pay in the active service, why is it that he was not given that 
pay, and is not now receiving it? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Because of the mistaken course on the part of the 
retiring medical board in assuming that he had been accepted into the 
service with this disease upon him instead of giving him the benefit of 
the presumption of physical soundness to which he was entitled by 
reason of the medical examination to which he had been subjected by 
the United States before he re-entered the Navy. The Government 
never accepts anybody who is physically incapacitated for duty either 
in the mili or naval service. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman please say whether the rule 
which he has just stated has ever been the rule either in the retirement 
of Army or Navy officers, or in the adjudication of pensions for soldiers ? 
Is not the burden always put upon the applicant to show affirmatively 
and conclusively that he was sound at the time of enlistment or mus- 
ter? 

Mr. SOWDEN. This man has taken the burden upon himself and 
made out his case through the testimony of Drs. Keiser and Dickeson; 
but the wrong and injustice under which he suffers has not yet been 
remedied. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then why did not the Department give him relief? 

Mr. SOWDEN. The Department now holds that the volunteer sol- 
dier who applies for a pension is entitled to the presumption that he 
was sound at the timeofenlistment. It is no longer made incumbent 
upon him to prove that he was physically sound when he entered the 
service. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Was that true in 1874? 

Mr. SOWDEN. That has not been the ruling until recently; but 
the injustice done in this case has been established, and has been con- 
ceded by the ent. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If this claimant has made out his case to the satis- 
faction of the officers of the Department, why is he'now coming here 
to get $1,275 a year? ; 

Mr. SOWDEN. Because he was unjustly deprived of a part of his 
pay by the decision of the Second Comptroller of the nin: Mr. 
Robeson, when Secretary of the Navy, after a full review of the case, 
decided that this officer was entitled to 75 per cent. of his sea-pay, be- 
cause the causes which incapacitated him for active duty were incident 
to the service. 

By reason of the injustice resulting from the decision of the Comp- 
troller, the Secretary of the Navy recommended to the President of the 
United States the propriety of nominating this officer for the retired- 
list of the Navy, so that he could lawfully receive 75 per cett. of sea- 
pay, and upon his nomination by the President to the Senate he was 
confirmed. But the Comptroller still adhered to his former ruling— 
holding that because the Naval Retiring Board had not found that the 
causes which incapacitated this officer for active duty were incident to 
the service, he was entitled to only one-half of his sea-pay, or $850 per 
annum, under section 1588 of the Revised Statutes, when in fact he 
was entitled to $1,275. ` 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman explain why this bill pro- 
vides that the pay under this re-rating, as well as the subsequent pay, 
shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated ? 
r Mr. SOWDEN. Because havingreceived for several years $1,275 and 
having been deprived of that pay by the decision of Comptroller Upton, 
who reversed the decision of his predecessor, there is being checked 
against his account $425 per annum by the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. Did notthe Court of Claims confirm that decision of 
the Comptroller? 

Mr. SOWDEN. The court held very properly that it could not go 
back of the finding of the naval retiring board. The case is now pend- 
ing in the Supreme Court on appeal. 


` 


1887. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Here in the report is a statement of the finding of 
the Court of Claims: 


Believing this decision erroneous, Mr. Burchard brought suit in the Court of 
Claims for the difference between $850 and $1,275 per annum, but the court 
affirmed the decision of the Comptroller (19 Ct, Cls. Report, 137). 

Mr. SOWDEN. That is precisely in accord with the statement I 
have made. But the Department itself, seeing that a manifest injus- 
tice had been done this officer, undertook to reverse its own action and 
correct the injury done him; but it would seem that the only way in 
which the wrong can be righted is through the passage of this bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SowDEN] has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to say only a few words, and then I shall 
ask the previous question. This bill does not seek to place an addi- 
tional officer on the retired-list, as my friend from Texas supposes. 
The retired-list exists; and this man is on that list. Therefore the case 
has.nothing to do with the principle which my friend from Texas would 
apply to it. : 

This gentleman being now on the retired-list, the question is whether 
he should receive the pay to which the law entitles him in view of the 
facts as now established, or whether the pay which he is receiving shall 
be checked against in future as it has been, so as to allow him only 50 
per cert. of his sea-pay, on the ground that in the first instance the 
retiring board held that the disease for which he was retired was not 
incident to the service. 

Mr. STORM. The gentleman will allow me to ask him whether 
this claim was not reported upon adversely in the Forty-eighth Con- 

2 


gress ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania has called my at- 
tention to a report of that kind made in the Forty-eighth Congress by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], who has stated in the pre- 
vious debate that he did report against this claim. ‘The report, how- 
ever, is very brief, setting forth none of the facts, but simply the con- 
clusions of the committee. 

I have examined this case very carefully. The question is simply 
whether this officer should be placed in the same condition with other 
officers of the Navy whose cases involve similar facts. The statute pro- 
vides that the officer shall be entitled, when retired, to three-fourths 
of his sea-pay, if the disease for which he retired was contracted in the 
service. The retiring board found, in the first instance, that there was 
no record in the case showing the disease to be incident to the service; 
and therefore the Comptroller, standing upon that record, refused to al- 
low the officer the pay to which the Secretary of the Navy afterward 
held he was entitled. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: Is 
it not supposable that a man, although he enters the service perfectly 
sound and well, may contract during the time of his service a disease 
not incident to the service? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is possible of course. 

Mr. STEELE. This retiring board found this officer was not suffer- 
ing from disease incident to the service. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They found there was no record of service. 

Mr. STEELE. They did not ask for the record. They found as to 
the fact. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Afterward the Secretary of the Navy caused an 
examination to be made, and that board found that he contracted this 
disease in the furnace-room of the ironclad. Mr. Thompson, Secretary 
of the Navy, also made this recommendation in his letter to the chair- 
man of the Senate Naval Committee: 

Under all the circumstances, and considering the probability that Mr. Burch- 
ard’s disease might have been incident to the service; that the Secretary of the 
Navy had given him the benefit of this view, and that he had received the dif- 
ference of pay; that a ch against his small pay of $500 per annum would 
be peculiarly hard; that he is nearly blind, and was not charged with or retired 
for immoral conduct, I consider the case as calling for my favorable action, an 
his name was submitted to the President for transfer from furlough-pay to the 
retired-pay list. 

This bill simply places him where other officers are now placed whose 
disease was contracted in theservice. It is not to increase the pay of an 
officer on the retired-list. It only places him where the law places him. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is this man totally blind? 

Mr. SPRINGER. He is not totally blind, but the evidence is that 
he is so blind as to be unfit for any service whatever. I demand the 
previous question. . 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to move the recommittal of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done at this time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. When can the motion be made? 

The SPEAKER. After the previous question has been ordered on 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Sart Spee demanded the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. TAULBEE moved to recommit the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is that one of the standing committees? 


Mr. TAULBEE. Is not that the calendar to which it would have 

rags nae the rule if the motion had not been made to postpone it to 
y? { 

The SPEAKER. There is an express ruling on that subject. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ishall regard the vote on postponing as determin- 
ing the question. I think, however, the gentleman had better take the 
vote on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I prefer to take it on my motion to recommit. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 57. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum has voted. 

TheSPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. TAULBEEand Mr. SPRINGER. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 88, noes 87. 

So the bill was recommitted. 


MICHAEL P. SMALL. 


Mr. FINDLAY submitted the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of Michael P. 
Small, having met, after full and free conference, have a; to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

Sse hapa! committee of conference have been unable to agree, and would re- 
spectfully request a further conference. 

JOHN V. L. FINDLAY, 
EDWARD S. BRAGG, 
JAMES LAIRD, 
Conferees on the part of ihe House, 
E. C. WALTHALL, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
The report was adopted. 
Mr. FINDLAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask for a farther conference? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Ido. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. FINDLAY, Mr. VIELE, and Mr. LAIRD 
as the conferees on the part of the House. 


PHOTOLITHOGRAPHING FOR PATENT OFFICE OFFICIAL GAZETTE. 


Mr. MARTIN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Patents, 
reported as follows: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Patents have had under consideration House resolution No. 
100, and report the same back with the following amendment 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to in- 
form the House of Representatives what sums have been annually paid for the 
past five years, and to whom, for photolithographing or-otherwise producing 
plates for the Patent Office Official Gazette, and for photolithographing or other- 
wise producing copies of drawings of the weekly issues of patents, des trade 
marks, and pending applications, and for the reproduction of exhausted copies; 
if contracts have been made therefor or advertised to be let to the lowest bid- 
der; also, whether bids have been invited from or permitted to parties for such 
work outside the city of Washington.” 

Add to the first clause, after “ Washington,” the following: 

ae whether any part of said work has been done outside of the city of Wash- 
ington; and if any parties either in or outside of the city of Washington have 
ever undertaken or contracted to execute any part of said work, and failed to 
fulfill their undertakings; and if there ever haye been such failing contractors, 
win sues are and the cause of such failure.” 


Also: 

“Resolved, That the Public Printer be requested to inform the House of the 
amounts annually expended for the past five years, and to whom paid, for pho- 
tolithographing.’ 7 

After the word “ photolithographing,” in line 3, add the following: 

“Lith phing, bre. ph depi Shem for all other processes for the production of 
mage and illustrations for Government Printing Office, and whether the 
said photolithographing.”’ 

After the word “ photolithographing,” in line 4, add the following: 

“ Lithographing, engraving, or other processes, has been advertised to be let, 
or was let, under competition to the lowest bidder.” 

Sv that said resolution may read as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to in- 
form the House of Representatives what sums have been annually paid for the * 
past five years, and to whom, for photolithographing or otherwise producing 
plates for the Patent Office Offi Gazette, and for photolithographing or 
otherwise producing copies of drawings of the weekly issues of patents, de- 
signs, trade-marks, and pending applications, and for the reproduction of ex- 
hausted soise s; if contracts have been made therefor, or advertised to be let to 

er; 
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the lowest also whether bids have been invited from, or permitted 
parties for such work outside the city of Washington; also whether any part 
said work has ever been done outside of the city of Washington, and if any 
parties either in or outside of the city of Washington have ever undertaken or 
contracted to execute any part of said work, and failed to fulfill their undertak- 
ings; and if there ever have been such failing contractors, who they are, and 
the cause of failure; and whether there are good and sufficient reasons for 
confining the performance of said work to the city of Washington; and, if so, 
state what those reasons are. 

“Also, raoic E the Public Printer be requested to inform the House of the 
amounts ann oo for the past five years, and to whom paid for pho- 
tolithographing, lithographing, engraving, and for all other processes for the 
production of maps and illustrations for the Government Printing Office, and 
whether the’said ithographing, lithographing, engraving, or other proc- 
on. has been advertised to be let, or was let, under competition to the lowest 

Tr. 
And the committee recommend the passage of the resolution as amended, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the substitute. 


The substitute was agreed to; and the resolution as amended saw 
then adopted. 
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Mr. MARTIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
ee eee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
e table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I now renew the motion to go into Committee of 


e e. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman from Illinois will allow the 
diplomatic and consular bill to be taken up and concluded, so that we 
may go on with the legislative bill promptly. 

Mr. DUNHAM and others. Regular order! 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will submit that motion. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let us have the regular order. 
lar order !’’] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to know whether it is not in order to move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
farther consideration of general appropriation bills? 

The SPEAKER, Not until the private business has been dispensed 
with or the pending motion rejected. The effect, the Chair will state, 
of refusing to agree to the present motion will bring the House to the 
consideration of bills as on other days. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I trust the House will vote down the pend- 
ing motion so that we may go on with the appropriation bills. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER; and ona 
division there were—ayes 86, noes 22, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Harca in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the first four bills 
on the Calendar be passed over, not to lose their places. This has been 
done once or twice before. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JAMES J. JOHNSTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1773) 
for the relief of James J. Johnston. 
The bill is as follows: 


[Cries of ‘* Regu- 


biana, Ohio, for improvement in process for Padi tay, À liquids and app: apparatus 
visions 
„referred 


amyl granted for the term of twenty-four years from the day of the passage of 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask to have the report read. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a brief statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has demanded the 

of the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report had better be read. 

Mr. MARTIN. Before the reading of the report I wanted to make 
a brief statement for the information of the House, and with a view 
to causing the attention of the House to be directed more particularly 
to the report the committee make in this case. 

The Committee on Patents have been influenced in recommending 
an extension of this patent by a consideration of the public welfare. 
They believed that by having this patent extended they will be doing 
something in the line of the advancement of the public interests 
rather than the advancement of any congas individual interest, and 
for that reason, and believing something of this kind is necessary in 
order to perfect and complete what appears to be a valuable and very 
important invention, the committee have seen proper to make the re- 
port, which I now ask to have read for the information of the House. 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 

Mr, Johnston is the inventor of a process and sonu for combining su; 
heated steam and air with the vapors evolved drocarbon oils, forth tho 
production of illuminating gas and the generation of bes to be used in the arts 
and for — purposes, for which a patent was granted him in 1865, which was 


subsequently surrendered and a reissue obtained, which was again, on account 
of tnpertestions: surrendered, and another reissue was granted on the 13th of 
August, 1878, in two divisions, ‘A and B. 

From the of his discovery, Mr. Johnston states that he has been indefati- 
Fabie in testing and perfecting his vaton thathe has been entirely success- 
ful in accomplishing all that he claims; © has e: nded thousands of dol- 
larsin money withouthaving received any rana and he has demonstrated 
the advantages and economy to the public of his Invention. 

The extension of this patent does not involve the manufacture of an article 


to Lee put up for sale, and upon which the purchaser is st to pay a royalty, 
but it is yip produce light and heat for general and common use, at a 
peo by decreased cost to the consumer. 


It appears, also, that in his efforts to test and protect his invention, Mr. John- 
ston Aspe exhausted his means, ronen embarrassment upon himself, and this 
without any lack of diligence on his part, but in the encounter of disco! 
ments such as are common to men who have made discoveries that are valuable 
to the public. The committee, therefore, in view of the fact that if time Bae en 

cost 


the inventor can further demonstrate the practicability of economizing the 


of light and heat, and that he may therefore reasonably ask for an extension of 
his patent to enable him to even Bens his losses, and to enjoy the credit due to 
those whose efforts byes resulted in a common benefit, favor early action on the 


bill as a and recommend its 


Amend the (a. R. 1773) as follows: ke out all that follows after the 
word "extend tg the twelfth line of the reg tee add the following words, 
namely: “And the Commissioner of Patents 


mys Sha earns and em- 
PERE ee AE TEE AE he Renee Ree meer bed for the period 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Johnston, as the report states, is 
the inventor of a process by means of which he thinks both artifi- 
cial light and heat can be generated ata greatly reduced cost to the 
public than we now pay for them. He proposes to experiment further 
in the line of his discovery, if this extension can be granted tohim. I 
do not propose, nor will I undertake, to explain the methods he pur- 
sues in what he claims to accomplish, even if I were able or prepared 
todoso. Butthe committee in the investigation of the subject thought 
it would involve the public in no expenditure of money if the patent 
was extended, and it would afford facilities for perfecting the discov- 
ery. Mr. Johnston proposes to furnish, as I have said, the means of 
evolving light and heat by a chemical process at a greatly reduced 
rate. e hopes to be benefited, of course, if the patent is extended, 
by receiving a reward from his discovery in the sale of rights to towns, 
cities, vi and communities wherever they see proper to use it. 
It is not for the purpose of manufacturing something to put on the 
market for sale, and, in no point of view that I can conceive of, will 
the public be injured by this extension. 

I hope, therefore, that the report of the committee will be agreed to, 
the amendments adopted, and the bill passed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? What 
length of time is it proposed to extend this patent? I failed to hear 
this part of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. It is proposed to extend the patent for a period of 
seven years. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What length of time has he already had the ben- 
Sith of the patent? 

TIN. He has really had no benefit atall. It has been in 
Mines of development, or in an experimental stage, all the time. It 
is one of those scientific discoveries to which I suppose it is necessary 
to devote a great deal of time for the purpose of perfecting it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ipresume thata portion of the invention has been 
perfected, else how could he obtain a patent? 

Mr. MARTIN. Certainly; the principle of it has been patented; but 
the mode of carrying it out has not been developed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What equity, then, isthere in his behalf that does 
not exist in favor of any other patentee who has a meritorious inven- 
tion? 

Mr. MARTIN. There may be none. But in this case there is this 
inducement, or reason, bg it should be extended: that it is a matter 
of sores: and though the principle has been Peterh the mode of 
carrying into execution that principle is still a subject of investigation. 
It has never been worked out and devel 80 as pe make it a practi- 
cal success, as far as public use is con What he desires now, 
having expended large sums of money, having devoted a great length 
of time to the work, is a further opportunity of perfecting the mode of 
carrying into execution the principle, so as to derive benefit from the 
sale of rights, as I have before explained. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In other words, he wants another seven years’ 
lease from the people of the exclusive use of this invention ? 

Mr. MARTIN. I do not regard it in that light. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I must confess I look with some reluctance on the 
extension of the life of patents. The patent laws of the United States 
are already very liberal. 

Mr. MARTIN. I would remind the gentleman in this case the pub- 
lic have never had any benefit from the invention at all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Possibly if the restrictions were taken off the 
public would get the benefit. Ifthe public has not got the benefit in 
the time the law has protected the patentee, what assurance is there 
that it would get the benefit in the seven years of extension? 

Mr. MARTIN. Ifthe inventor has not been able to bring his in- 
vention to that degree of perfectness that the community can enjoy the 
benfit of it, it does not appear that doing away with his rights in the 
matter and turning over the bare principles to the public would be 


ns saris the matter. 
ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to be heard on this question. 

Mr. MARTIN. I yield the gentleman from Kansas five minutes, 
and retain the floor, reserving the balance of my time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, It appears from the report that this 
inventor obtained a patent for his invention in 1865—and that was 
twenty-two years ago—which was subsequently surrendered and a re- 
issue obtained. I am reading from the report: 

This reissue on account of imperfections was again surrendered, and another 
reissue was granted in 1878. 

Ita then, that for twenty-two years this inventor has been pro- 
tected by p an for the p of enabling him either to sell, and 
bave the public benefited y the use of his invention, or else to obtain 
such control of the process bia no other inventor could have any benefit 
from it. In other words, we have already, as I understand this report, 


1887. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1631 


given to him for twenty-two years the opportunity of perfecting this 
invention. The patent under which-he now holds was issued on the 
13th day of August, 1878. Therefore, under the existing very liberal 
patent law, it has yet some eight years of life; and eight years before 
the patent expires this patentee comes to Congress and asks not only 


that his eight years shall continue, but that seven years shall be added | Se 


` to that period. In other words, that his patent shall run for twenty- 
four years from 1878, as I understand it, he having been protected by 
patent since 1865. 

I suppose these facts to be correct, and only make this statment upon 
my understanding of this report. Now if this be correct I certainly, 
for one, am opposed to the extending for seven years more, in addition 
to the eight yeats yet to run, a patent which this inventor has really 
had already for twenty-two years. Iam opposed to this upon the gen- 
eral principle of opposition to the extension of any patent, holding, as 
I do, that the existing law protecting the patentee for seventeen years 
is not only ample for the inventor but is more than ample, and in the 
great majority of instances is a sad oppression of the people. 

I do not mean that you shall not give patents for a reasonable time, 
five orseven years; but giving as we now do patents for seventeen years, 
I, for one, am opposed to the extension of any patent. 

In this particular case the reason alleged is that this is not an article 
which will be put upon the market for sale; meaning thereby, I sup- 
pose, that it is not of the nature of a sewing-machine or a reaper or 
some other article which is manufactured and sold generally through 
the country. If I understand the case it is claimed that thisis a 

rocess, far superior to any now in use, by which light and heat will 
Te generated; and under the patent the course of the patentee will be to 
sell the right to use that process in towns and cities. Suppose, now, 
that this invention of his, on which he has already had a patent for 
twenty-two years, should have the value which he claims for it; sup- 
pose that he should be able to furnish an illuminating material better 
and cheaper than gas, as we now have it in cities, and, in addition, 
that he should be able to furnish heat in cities; and that he should 
have under this patent an article which all cities would want—who 
can estimate the value to him and by consequence the amount of 
money taken from the consumers in these cities by this patent? Ho 
has had this process for twenty-two years. He has yet seven or ae 
years in which to introduce it; and, as I understand it, eight years 
fore the life of his last patent expires—I hope I will be pardoned for the 
expression—he absolutely has the cheek to come and ask for seven 
years more on the ground that it is not an article generally to be sold. 
What is the reason that it is not to be sold? What difference does it 
make whether you sell the right to use an article in a city to a com- 
pany or whether you sell it to individuals ? 

I am frank to say from the reading which I have given to this report, 
from the facts which it sets forth, and from my present understanding 
vias aes I am absolutely and organically opposed to the passage of 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. With pleasure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman says that this man has had a 
patent for twenty-four years. Will he tell us how that is possible? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The report sets forth that he first 
obtained a patent in 1865 on this general process. That patent was 
subsequently surrendered and a reissue obtained. On account of im- 
perfections that also was surrendered and another reissue granted on 
the 13th of August, 1878, which is his present patent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But does not the gentleman know that no re- 
issue extends the duration of a patent? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well. Then this patent, having 
been issued in 1865, has already expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If it was issued in 1865 it certainly has. Ibex- 
os ie seventeen years and no more. I thought the gentleman was 

ted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman is sufficiently posted 
to know that you are coming in here with a bill “‘to extend a patent’’— 
that is the exact phraseology—and if that patent was issued in 1865 it 
should have expired five years ago. Is not that correct? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have nothing to do with this bill. I simply 
desire the House to have the correct information. 

Mr, ANDERSON, ofKansas. Iam much obliged to the gentleman 
for his kindness to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed on principle to the 
extension of patents. In one or two instances since I have been in Con- 
gress I have voted to extend a patent; but the rule with me has been 
to oppose all such extensions, and I do not see that this bill ought to 
be an exception to the general rule. I think it would be time enough 
toward the close of the term for which his patentruns for this claimant 
to come here and ask relief, even if he is entitled to relief. In a recent 
opinion on a patent case the supreme court of the District of Columbia 
uses this language: : 

The invasion of pong oK sedap of life by the daily increasing number of 
unnecessary nts is ming a serious tax upon the public. The amusing 

rea he of Sidney Smith of the universality of taxes in England may well be 
te L: 


here to this grievance. From the safety-pin of the new-born t to 
“casket” that receives the octogenarian, almost everything we use pays 


to patentees. 


Every gentleman here is aware of the fact that patents are too easily 
and too frequently granted in this country. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman has given us the text; will he 
please give us now the application to this case? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The application is, that we have more patents 
granted now than we ought to have, and that when a man has obtained 
a patent under the law he ought not to come to Congress and ask to 
have it extended beyond the time which it has to run by law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is an argument against the patent law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is an argument against going beyond the pat- 
entlaw. Thelaw grants too many patents, and we should not be asked 
to supplement the patents which the law grants by turning Congress 
into another pstent commissioner to grant additional ones. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I agree with that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yetthatistherule. Thecryisstillformore. Gen- 
tlemen who obtain patents are not satisfied with what the law gives 
them, but they come in here and seek to have Congress resolve itself. 
into a board of patent examiners to issue more patents. 

And, Mr. Chairman, this brings me to a bill which was reported two 
or three weeks ago (H. R. 9630) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court 
of Claims to finally determine the claim of Charles E. Creecy, who is 
the assignee of some patents; which case has been reported by the 
Committee of the Whole House and will be the first business before 
the House when this committee rises. 

In view of the fact that the previous question is ordered upon the 
engrossment and third reading of that bill, I want to call the attention 
of the committee now, before we reach the bill, to the fact that it ought 
not to pass, I have examined a great many claims involving the right 
to equitable relief in cases of this kind, and I have never known one 
that is so devoid of equity as this case upon which we shall soon be 
called upon to act. 

Mr. RANNEY. Can not you go over the rest of the Calendar now ? 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RAN- 
NEY] wants to know whether I can not go over the rest of the Calen- 
dar. Ican not. I am not going to reach the telephone case—— 

- Mr. RANNEY. It is the only chance you will have. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nor the Emery case. I am not going into those 
cases at this time. Byt, Mr. Chairman, as I am on the patent-right 
question, I want to refer to another abuse. This patentee demands 
that he shall be paid $65,000 royalty on the pavement laid around this 
Capitol, and the patent consists in the placing of a tar-paper between the 
concrete matter when it was laid down, so as to makg it a pavement 
in blocks that could be taken up in parts without disturbing the whole 
surface. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether 
the Committee on Patents did not report adversely in that case, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam very glad my friend has called attention to 
that point. I havein my hand a report from the Committee on Patents, 
made by the honorable gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. GILFILLAN], 
on a bill referred to it in this House at the last session. This report 
of the Committee on Patents was adverse. Afterward another bill 
was introduced and was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
who reported in favor of the bill, which went tothe Committee of the 
Whole House, by which it has been reported to the House with a 
recommendation that it pass. The committee, in reporting favor- 
ably, certainly did not have an opportunity to examine the very able 
and conclusive report of the gentleman from Minnesota in opposition 
to this patent. In the first place, the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia held that the patent was void. In the second place, the 
present claimant acknowledges that he purchased the patent from the 
widow of the owner for thesum of $10. Upon thisslender foundation, 
the patent having been purchased for $10, the claim is founded by 
which it is undertaken to mulct the United States in $65,000. If there 
ever was another case so devoid of law and equity and justice as this I 
have never heard of it; and I hope that when we reach that case in the 
House to-day we shall vote against ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and shall send it to the Committee on Patents, where 
it belongs. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Let us dispose of the bill now before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As tothe pending bill, Iask the Committee of the 
Whole to note well the language which I have read from the opinion of 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia. We already have more 
patents than we want; and I hope Congress is not going into the busi- 
ness of extending patents before their terms have expired. 

I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to enter into any 
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discussion of the bill now under consideration; but as the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has called attention toa bill upon which 
we shall be required to vote when we get back into the House, I de- 
sire to supplement with a few words the remarks which he has made, 
as the bill when it presently comes before the House will not be open 
to discussion. 

That claim underwent a full and thorough examination before the 
Committee on Patents, which reported unanimously against it. It is 
an application not very circuitously to appropriate $66,000 out of the 

of the United States to pay a claim against the Government 
which in my opinion has no foundation whatever in merit. I refer to 
the Creecy case. The claim is based upon the alleged infringement of 
what is known as the Schillinger patent, which, when considered by 
the Committee on Patents, underwent as thorough an examination at 
the hands of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. GILFILLAN] as per- 
haps any claim ever received; and upon this thorough examination, 
after careful consideration by the committee, the bill was reported ad- 
versely. 

Now, if gentlemen desire to look into this matter, we are prepared 
to call their attention to the fact that in the Forty-eighth Congress this 
claim was referred to the Court of Claims for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing the facts of the case. That court not only reported the facts, but 
also did that for us which it was not asked to do; it gave us its con- 
clusions of the law upon the facts as found. When the claim came 
before the Committeee on Patents we called for the papers, and they 
were furnished to us. We went behind the judgment of that court, and 
brought the evidence before us. It appeared to us that the Court of 
Claims must have been influenced by a recent decision of Mr. Justice 
Cox, of this District, in an entirely similar case, whose decree was 
brought before the Court of Claims; and upon the opinion of Judge 
Cox, as I have no doubt, that court proceeded to render its findings. 
But the case was appealed from the decision of Judge Cox and carried 
before the supreme court of the District of Columbia, a court having 
special jurisdiction to determine cases of this kind; and by that court 
the decree of Judge Cox was reversed, the court holding that there was 


no infringement of this patent. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Did not the court also hold that the Schillinger 
patent was void ? 


Mr. MORGAN. No, sir, it did not so hold. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes, it did. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That was my impression. 

Mr. MORGAN. That isa mistake. Ihold the opinion in my hand. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I refer to theaction of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORGAN. The supreme court of the District of Columbia did 
not hold that the Schillinger patent was void. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is my reading of the decision. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have the decision here. +» 

Mr. SPRINGER. The court held that it was void as to the claim in 
this case. 

Mr. MORGAN. They held that there was no infringement in that 
case; and that apd this are identical, I think. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The suit was for aninfringement; and the decision 
did not turn upon the validity of the Schilli patent. But that is 
notall. The Schillinger patent has recently, and since this case was 
reported from the supreme court of the District of Columbia, gone be- 
fore the Supreme Court of the United States and, in an opinion which 
I hold in my hand, that court, without passing judgment upon the va- 
lidity of the patent, has held in a case identical with this that there 
was no infringement. 

If the House should now pass the bill which has been reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, it will simply give the claimant a 
standing in court to which he is not entitled. 

The Court of Claims having taken the evidence and rendered its con- 
clusion as to the law of the case, which it had no right to render, this 
bill confers jurisdiction upon that court and requires it to enter final 
judgment for $66,239.80 on the finding heretofore made, allowing an 
appeal within sixty days to the United States, of course to be tried 
upon the loose record as it now stands in the Court of Claims. 

But the point is this; the patent has not been infringed. The facts 
have all been before the Committee on Patents, and most careful ex- 
amination has been given to it, and if gentlemen will vote for the bill 
and pass it, then they will ultimately give $66,000 out of the Treasury 
to a man who has no more right to it than you or I have, or any one 
else who is not entitled to it. 

As to the question of infringement, every member who sits on this 
floor can determine for himself in less than twenty-five minutes by first 
reading the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States and find- 
ing out what the Schillinger patent is, and then by stepping out and 
examining the pavement for himself. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Allow me to interrupt the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
whether he is discussing the bill now under consideration or a bill al- 
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ready considered and reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar to the House. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am discussing a bill which has been already con- 
sidered and which has passed beyond the reach of argument in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. But, sir, every 
one here will be called upon to vote upon that bill just as soon as this 
is disposed of. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I do not care to make the point of order; I will 
say the gentlemanisnow speaking in reference to a bill already reported 
to the House and which is on its third reading and engrossment under 
the operation of the previous question. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is just because of the extraordinary situation in 
which we are placed in reference to that case that I am asking the in- 
dulgence of the House. The bill has been reported to the House and 
members will be called upon to yote upon it as soon as the committee 
rises, and by that bill in my judgment the Government is to be cheated 
out of $66,000, because the question was not debated at all when in 
committee and is not understood by the House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That may be unfortunate, but it occurs to me 
it is better to confine ourselves to the discussion of the bill under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. MORGAN. The only excuse I have in presenting the matter to 
the House at this time is this, and it is also the excuse of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], that it is the only means we now 
have of advising members as to the real character of the bill upon 
which the House will be called to vote in a few moments. That bill 
refers the matter to the Court of Claims, and does the unprecedented 
thing to confer on it jurisdiction not to try the case, but to enter judg- 
ment upon a finding heretofore made, with an appropriation to pay it, 
when the points of the case have already been adjudicated adversely to 
the claim involved in exactly similar cases in the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, and by decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States rendered very recently. When you come to vote on the 
bill pending in the House, if you vote to take out $66,000 from the 
Treasury and pay it to this claimant, you will be paying money to one 
who in my opinion has no right to it. 

Mr. GILFILLAN. Mr. Chairman, it had not been my purpose to 
engage iu debate on this bill, but inasmuch as the discussion of the 
pending bill has proceeded in such way as to involve another bill pend- 
ing before the House upon which we will be soon called upon to vote, 
and inasmuch as I have some knowledge of the subject embraced in 
that bill, gained by virtue of my service in the Committee on Patents 
when the subject-matter was pending before that committee, I am con- 
strained to say a few words in relation to the matter since it has been 
disposed of in Committee of the Whole and reported to the House, and 
which has been, as I have said, unexpectedly drawn into this discus- 
sion. I refer now to House bill 9930, which has been recommended by 
the Judiciary Committee of this House, and has passed to its third 
reading and engrossment. , 

I apprehend if the Committee of the Whole of this House had care- 
fully examined this matter, or if the Judiciary Committee had had 
the time and opportunity to examine the matter in the bill which they 
reported, they would have hesitated, they would have refused to report 
favorably the bill which they did report, and which has passed, as I have 
already stated, to engrossment and third reading. 

The matter involved in this bill is a claim against the Government 
amounting originally to $250,000 for an alleged infringement of a 

tent right. This claim was presented to the Forty-eighth Congress 
in the form of a petition, and was referred to the Committee on Patents. 
By that committee it was sent to the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883, commonly called the ‘‘ Bowman”? act, to be found in 22 
United States Statutes at Large, page 485, which authorizes either 
House of Congress or a committee of eifher House, when any matter 
or question is pending before the committee involving an examination 
and determination of questions of fact, to refer such matters to the 
Court of Claims for them to find and report their conclusions of fact to 
the committee or House by which the case was transmitted for its con- 
sideration. The first section of the act conferring jurisdiction on the 
Court of Claims is as follows: 


See. 1. That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of 
the Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, 
which involves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee or 
House may cause the same, with the vouchers, proofs, papers, and documents 
pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the United States, 
and the same shall there be proceeded in under such rules as the court may 
adopt. When the facts shall have been found, the court shall not enter judg- 
ment thereon, but shall report the same to the committee or House by whic 
the case was transmitted for its consideration. 


The Committee on Patents in their report on this matter say: 


Prior to the passage of the “ Bowman” act the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims 
extended only to cases of legal rights founded upon any law of Congress or upon 
any tion of an Executive Department, or upon any contract, express or 
implied, and upon claims referred by either House of Congress. 

Aside from the foregoing claims there were pending before Congress at every 
session claims which addressed themselves solely to the discretion and liberality 
of Congress, in which there was no legal right of recovery, and asto which that 
discretion and liberality could not constitutionally be conferred upon any other 
tribunal. Toafford assistance and relief to Congress in the investigation of claims 
and demands of this class against the Governinent was one of the main objects 
ofthe “Bowman ”act. When the facts should have been found the court was not 
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however, authorized by the act to enter t, but simply to report the same 
he cor Liss tne cose was tranemitted 


to the committee or to the House by w. for its con- 
sideration. ied Bay en is one, oratany rate it has been classed by the claim- 
ant and placed upon the footing of one, coming under the “ Bowman” act, where 
no legal claim exists, but which addresses i! tothe discretion and liberality of 


of the“ Bowman" 
ouse before which any 


We think it can be successfully maintained that the obj 
act was simply to afford assistance to the committee or 
given case m 


It must be borne in mind that this act did not authorize or give ju- 
risdiction to the Court of Claims to report or pass upon any question 
of law whatever. That question was not therefore submitted to them, 
and could not have been under the act. It was only matters or ques- 
tions of fact that were so referred. 

Now this matter, as I have said, was sent to the Court of Claims. 
Later, and in February, 1886, they reported their conclusions, not of 
fact, but y of fact and partly of law, or mixed questions of both 
law and fact; and as one of their conclusions of law they held that 
this patent, known as the Schillinger patent, was valid. Another con- 
clusion of law they reported was that it had been infringed by the 
Government in the laying of certain pavements around the Capitol in 
this city. But no facts justifying such conclusions or bearing upon 
such issues were found or reported. 

Now, I submit that these conclusions of law were without authority 
and not within the jurisdiction of that court; and it seems to me they 
must have been inadvertently found and reported by the court. Per- 
haps the findings were drawn up by some attorney interested in the 
naen and not sufficiently scrutinized by the court before being re- 
ported. 

I have said that it was the province of that court, as shown by the 
law, to report the facts as to what had been done by the Government 
in the use of this patent; and whether these acts of the Government, 
as shown by the facts, did or did not constitute an infringement of the 
patent, was a question of law. The question of infringement was a 
mixed question involving both law and fact; first the fact must have 
been found which the Court of Claims was called upon to find and did 
not find, but they simply failed to find the question of fact and sub- 
mitted conclusions of law. 

Again, it is true that this patent and its validity has been sustained 
by several decisions of the district and circuit courts. It is true that 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia in the case of Schillinger 
vs. Cranford did not hold the patent to be void, neither did they hold 
it to be a valid patent; but they did undertake in the most clear and 
unmistakably distinct manner to intimate that if the question were a 
new one before them they would have been compelled to hold that it 
was void for want of novelty. 

Now, then, out of deference to the courts which had previously held 
on this question, and because it was not necessary to a decision of the 
guaran before them, they refrained from so deciding; but I submit 
that the intimation of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
a court which has exclusive jurisdiction of appeals from the decision 
of the Commissioner of Patents, is entitled to great weight. 

Mr. Chairman, the whole question of infringement was covered by 
the decision of the supreme court of this district—not in this Creecy 
case, but in the case of Schillinger rs. Cranford, which two cases are as 
much alike as two peas can be alike. The process used by the Gov- 
ernment in laying this pavement is not reported by the Court of Claims; 
but, going behind their findings to an examination of the evidence, as 
shown by the record, we find that the process used by the Government 
in laying the pavement around the Capitol was precisely the same 
as that used by Cranford for which the infringement suit was brought 
in the case of Schillinger vs. Cranford. In the latter case the decision 
rendered since the hearing and report of the Court of Claims, and con- 
curred in by three judges of the supreme court of this district, and 
evincing great research, learning, and ability, covers the whole question 
of infringement in the case before us, and upon which this claim is 
made. In the Cranford case the court held there was no infringement. 
/The case was appealable, but no appeal has been taken. The decision 
ve accepted as final, and ought to be decisive against the claimant 

ere. 

If the acts of Cranford constituting the alleged infringement of the 
patent was no infringement, neither was the action of the Government 
of the United States in this case an infringement. The case of Schil- 
linger vs. Cranford is the only one we have directly in point as decisive 
of the question, and it seems to fully dispose of it. 

Now the fact has been alluded to that claimant is only a nominal 
claimant; that he purchased the right for a mere song. Itappears from 
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the petition filed in this matter that the claimant is the owner. The 
Court of Claims find he is not the owner, though they find an infringe- - 
ment, and that the Government had infri upon the patent 
to the extent in this city of some 236,571 square feet; but they never- 
theless are constrained to find that claimant had no title to dam- 


After that, as appears from the ong waa findings of the Court 
of Claims, the claimant set himself busily at work to procure admin- 
istration of the estate of the person to whom the claim did belong, if to 
any one. After the decision and the finding of the Court of Claimshad 
been made, in which they virtually found not him, Creecy, but the es- 
tate of one Charles A. Roberts, deceased, entitled to sixty odd thousand 
dollars d I say, the same claimant set himself busily to work 
to have the widow of the deceased, who was entitled, under the law, 
to be appointed administratrix, and procured an appraisement of the 
whole estate, including this claim, to be made under oath, in which 
this claim was so appraised at the sum of $100, and no more, and pur- 
chased the claim of the widow, who had chosen it as her own portion, 
as she as widow had theright to do under the statutes of Indiana to the 
extent of $500, purchased it when it constituted her all in this world, 
at the beggarly pittance of $10, and all this after this finding of the 
Court of in behalf of the patent. 

Now, we submit that this claim went to the legal representatives of 
the deceased, and not to the widow, if it was of the value now claimed 
for it, and that this purchase was a mere sham and pretense. If it 
was worth sixty-odd thousand dollars, the whole of these parties en- 
gaged in the appraisal and sale and purchase of it were engaged in a 
gigantic fraud, and they know it, and the transaction gave them no 
title. Ifit was not worth more than $10, it was not worth anything. 

According to their pretensions now it was worth $66,239.80, and the 
Judiciary Committee have reported a bill allowing judgment to be 
entered for that amount. 

Now let me mention another circumstance in relation to this bill, 
which has been considered by the Committee of the Whole. They have 
amended it by striking out this limitation of $66,239.80, and leave this 
man to recover $100,000 or $150,000—we know not how mu: - 
ing to what the next findings may be. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that 
if this bill can be examined, if the facts can be inquired into and scru- 
tinized in the light of the decision of the supreme court of this District 
concurred in by three eminent judges—I submit the proposition that 
there is not one in ten of the members of this House that will vote to 
support the bill, and I hope it will be rejected when the final vote is had 
thereon. The Committee on Patents unanimously rejected this claim 
in its final action thereon, and I trust that the final action of this House 
will be such as to fully justify the action of the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not know anything about this Creecy case 
except what I have heard here to-day, and do not propose to say any- 
thing about it. But I desire to avail myself of this opportunity, while 
‘we are discussing the pending bill, to say a few words upon the gen- 
eral question of the extension of patents. I intend to vote against this 
bill. I believe that this whole class of bills, for the extension of pat- 
ents, is mischievous and wrong in principle. 

In the first place, Ido not think that Congress is the proper author- 
ity to either grant or extend a patent. I donot think that we have 
here the technical appliances for investigating the merits of such cases 
as these so as to act upon them intelligently, as they ought to be acted 


upon. 
At. MARTIN. + Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MARTIN. If the gentleman from Michigan will permit me, I 
will call his attention to the fact that Congress does not propose to ex- 
tend this patent, but the Commissioner of Patents is to be invested with 
power to extend it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I have this to say in regard 
to that phase of the case, that in any case that would be directory 
only, and if the patent is to be extended in those cases in which the 
pason ought to Es extended, then we ought to provide the machinery 

y which that extension can be regularly accomplished by law in the 
Patent Office. If our present law is infirm, if it is not adequate to the 
cases like the present one, constantly arising, then let us have a law 
that shall be broad enough, comprehensive enough, so that any pat- 
entee, when his patent expires, may go to a proper tribunal, to be known 
as a court of patent appeals, or something of that kind, lay the equi- 
ties of his case before that court, have them adjudicated and passed 
upon, and if the court finds him entitled to an extension of his patent, 
then let them have authority under the law to grant the extension. 
But do not let Congress be deluged session after session with this matter 
of applications for the extension of patents. That is my view of the 
general question of the extension of patents. 

Mr. LONG. The tleman knows how easy it is to get a general 
law passed on any subject. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘There is another view of this case, Mr. Chair- 
man, to which I desire to allude in a few words. I do not believe that - 


our present patent system ought to be enlarged or extended. I believe, 
upon the contrary, that if it is to be in any way modified by legisla- 
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tion, it should be curtailed. The patent law of the United States cre- 
ates and maintains the only actual, legal monopoly that we have in 
this country. ; 

There is not a great monopoly to-day existing in this country that is 
not based upon the patent law. If you take the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company, they maintain their grasp upon the telegraphic sys- 
tem of this country by their ownership of every valuable patent that 
affects the subject of telegraphy; and every new invention affecting 
the telegraph that great monopoly at once seizes upon, purchases it, 
and drives its competitors out of the field. 

Then there is the great sewing-machine monopoly, which has bur- 
dened this country for the last quarter of a century and more. 

I recognize the value of these inventions and the right of property 
of the inventor in his invention, but I do not believe the system ought 
to be extended beyond its present scope. 

I might refer to other great monopolies. We talk about the railroad 
monopoly; and yet, to a very great extent, the railroad monopoly is 
maintained by virtue of the patent laws. There is hardly a thing which 
enters into the construction of a railroad from the locomotive to the 
brakes and the wheels, the seats and the cars and the process by which 
the rail is manufactured—hardly a single thing that enters into the 
railroad system that is not protected by the patent law. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit me a 
question ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. How does that create a monopoly ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Because it gives the greater rai companies 
facilities which enable them to break down the smaller roads. The 
stronger and richer roads, by means of their wealth, monopolize these 


patents. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But the question is, does it prevent 
the building of other roads? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; but it prevents free competition. I simply 
allude to that as one feature of the general case. But the point here is, 
whether we shall establish a precedent. We have done the like, ot 
course, inother cases; but the question is, whether we shall proceed 
further in that direction, and shall extend a patent simply because the 
patentee has failed to realize the profit that he hoped to realize during 
the regular term of the patent. 

I do not believe that principle is a sound one; I do not believe that 
it is a safe one; I do not believe it is a practice that ought to be car- 
ried farther. On the contrary, I believe that if we legislate in either 
direction we should curtail rather than extend the present patent sys- 
tem. For my own part I shall content myself with voting against the 
pending bill for these general and public reasons, and not for any rea- 
son pertaining to that particular bill. $ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy but a few mo- 
ments, and I shall have nothing to say as to the general policy of our 
patent laws. Undoubtedly, under the operation of that policy Ameri- 
can ingenuity has been largely developed, and it is equally beyond ques- 
tion that that policy, wise and beneficent as it was intended to be, has 
been in some respects grossly abused. 

As the Creecy case has been referred to here, I desire to call attention 
to one or two facts in connection with that case. 

First, let me express the hope that whatever discussion may have 
been had here upon the Creecy case will in no wise prove detrimental to 
the case thatis really before the committee—the Johnston case. Isup- 
pose the discussion is to be upon the Creecy case and the vote upon the 
Johnston case. [Laughter.] Let us keep the distinction clearly in 
mind. : 

There is a certain concrete pavement laid down around this Capitol. 
That pavement was laid under a written contract between the Govern- 
ment and the contractor, and he was paid the price which the Govern- 
ment had agreed to pay for the work, every penny of it. After that 
pavement has been laid down a gentleman by the name of Creecy comes 
in and presents a claim against the Government by virtue of an assign- 
ment of a patent which it is alleged this pavement infringes. That 
pass has been before different district courts of the United States, and 

some instances it has been declared to be a valid patent. 

Not long ago it was before the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and Judge Hagner, of that court, delivered an opinion in which 
he holds, though not in express terms, that the patent is invalid; first, 
originally for want of novelty; and, second, asa reissue, because reis- 
sued on broader claims than the original. For my own part, I do not 
hesitate to say that, in my judgment, the patent as originally issued 
was void for want of novelty, and that as reissued it is void because it 
includes matter not included in theoriginal patent. The claimant has 
appealed to different committees of this House. He appealed to the 
Committee on Patents, and that committee brought in a report unani- 
mously against his claim. He appealed to the Judiciary Committee, 
and the Judiciary Committee reported the bill which is now before the 
House awaiting action. Since the report of the Judiciary Committee 
was made, or about the time it was made, the question eame before 
the Supreme Court of the United States—not this particular case, but 
a case involving a pavement laid in the same manner as this one 
around the Capitol—and the Supreme Court of the United States 


held in that case that a pavement laid in that manner was no infringe- 
ment of the Creecy 


tent. 

Mr. PLUMB. The supreme court of the District of Columbia, not 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Oh, Iam aware of what I am saying, and I re- 
affirm that in December last the Supreme Court of the United States 
adjudged (as the supreme court of the District of Columbia had done 
previously) that a pavement laid as the pavement about the Cap- 
itol is laid was no infringement of the Creecy patent. Now, that is 
the bill that is to be voted upon here, a bill which, if it passes this 
House, will take $60,000 out of the Treasury of the United States for 
the benefit of a man who was not the patentee, who bought the right 
for a song, and who, so far as this claim is concerned, has never done 
a dollars’ worth of work for the Government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask a vote upon the John- 
ston case. 

Mr. MARTIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Chairman, I desire toadd buta single statement 

to what has been said by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCH- 
ANAN] in reference to the case, and that is that seven years had 
transpired after the pavement was laid before the purchase was made 
by the gentleman who comes here and makes this clai Seven years, 
I say, had elapsed before there was an attempt on the partof Mr. Creecy 
to obtain this patent from the widow of Roberts. It was not until it 
had become clear to him that he might possibly get Congress to allow 
him these damages that he made the purchase of this patent, for which 
he paid $10. As the matter has been elaborately discussed here, I do 
not desire to go into the case further than to say that as a member of 
the Committee on Patents I became perfectly satisfied that no bolder 
steal was ever presented to any Congress than that which is proposed 
by this Creecy bill. 
I wish now to say a word or two with reference to the question 
which is immediately before us, the question of extending the John- 
ston patent. It seems to me it would be unwise on our to follow 
the suggestion which has been repeatedly made on this floor, that un- 
der no circumstances should a patent be extended. I have heard gen- 
tlemen say here that they are opposed on principle to extending any 
patent. Now I would like to know what kind of a principle it is which 
should lead any one to declare that a patent should not under any cir- 
cumstances be extended. I claim that we ought to examine every 
question coming before us in view of its peculiar and particular merits; 
and it is impossible for us to say that there is any principle which 
should keep us from extending any patent. 

What are the circumstances of this particular patent? This man 
Johnston has been for a long time endeavoring to perfect an invention 
by which light and heat shall be produced at a cheaper rate than here- 
tofore. There is not a man or woman in the United States who is not 
interested in having Mr. Johnston or any other inventor succeed in such 
an attempt. Now this man has proceeded with his investigations, but 
up to this moment, although he has made so much progress that it has 
become apparent he will succeed in achieving a valuable invention, yet 
he has never reaped one dollar of advantage from his investigations. 
Why may not the Congress of the United States sit in judgment upon this 
case; and if we determine that this man ought to be en to go 
forward and perfect his invention, which promises to be so valuable to 
the whole people, whyshould we not grant the extension asked ? 

I know nothing i about this individual, but from what I 
know of the case I submit that if we desire to encourage the making 
of useful inventions, if we deem it important to secure to the people 
the benefit of patents under any circumstances, we may with great pro- 
priety in this case do what is asked, and what it seems to me the special 
circumstances of this case justify. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, if there be no disposition on the part 
of other gentlemen to discuss this subject further, I wish to submit a 
few remarks, after which I shall move to Jay the bill aside, to be re- 
ported favorably to the House, I think thatthe bringing of this Creecy 

t into the discussion has certainly been most unfortunate for the 
interests of Mr. Jo for whose benefit it is proposed to pass the 
pending bill. Like other gentlemen who have spoken, I feel great op- 
position to the passage of the Creecy bill, because, after a thorough and 
exhaustive examination into the merits of that bill, the Committee on 
Patents resolyved—unanimously, if I mistake not—upon an adverse re- 
port. But what has that bill to do with the measure now under con- 
sideration? That bill does not come before this House with the ap- 
proval of the Committee on Patents. On the contrary, it came here 
with their disapproval. If any man can show me that there is any con- 
nection between the two cases, or that the disapproval of the Creecy 
bill should be any reason against the passage of the Johnston bill, I 
am willing to concede the force of the argument; but such is not the 
case. 

Nor am I willing to admit that the argument made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] in order to persuade the House to vote 


against this bill is entitled to any weight. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois spoke of a man getting up to read rises sri sarin mr 
ented, written upon with a pencil which was patented, and, in fact, 
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everything connected with it patented. What does that argue? It 
argues that the gentleman hasa better pad to write upon, a better pen- 
cil to write with, that everything connected with it is better than it 
otherwise would be, because inventive genius had been turned in that 
direction causing better work to be done than could have been done but 
for the inducements held out to inventors under our patent system. 
The gentleman from Illinois, in order to make light of patents, al- 
Inded to the safety- pin for infants and the burial case for octogenarians. 
Why, sir, if the safety-pin had been invented some fifty years ago, who 
knows how much of anxiety and unrest the mother of our distinguished 
friend would have been saved? [Laughter.] And whocan say that if 
the burial case had not been invented, some coming ‘‘ Waxem” would 
ever return to this House saturated with grief from carrying the gentle- 
- man from Illinois to his last resting-place. 

Everything said by my friend from Illinois on this subject goes to 
show that there was wisdom in the provision of the Constitution of the 
United States giving Congress power— 

To promote the progress of science and useful arts by securing for limited 
times to authors and inventors the exclusive right te their respective writings 
and discoveries, 

That provision is as old as our Government; it is part of the organic 
law of this country; and the propriety, the wisdom of our patent laws 
is daily exemplified in the wonderful achievements which our citizens 
have made in all the useful arts and sciences. 

I now come to consider more immediately the pending bill, proposing 
to extend the patent of Mr. Johnston. My friend from Kansas [Mr. 
ANDERSON ] was mistaken in supposing that by the reissue of the patent 
in 1878 the term of the patent was extended. 

This proposition is merely to give this inventor twenty-four years in 
all—the seventeen years allowed by statute, and seven years additional. 
As already stated, it was made to appear to the Committee on Patents 
that Mr. Johnston had never derived any benefit from his patent. He 
has spent all his means; he has expended years upon years of hard, dili- 
gent labor in order to perfect this invention. Al that he asks is that, 
after these many years of hard work, his patent may be so extended as 
to enable him to derive some benefit from it. That is the sole and sim- 
ple proposition. If hardships had grown out of the operation of the 


pen laws in the case of sewing-machines and other patented articles, 
do not think that should justify a gentleman of the ability of my 


friend from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] in declaring himself opposed to 
the extension of patents. Noris there anything in the argument he 
made that we ought not to extend any patent, but that there should be 
a court to which all questions of this kind should be remitted. There 
is no such court, and that is the reason this bill is before us. Thereis 
in the bill no proposition that Congress should extend the patent, but 
merely that the question be referred to the Commissioner of Patents, 
who shall be authorized and empowered to extend it. 

Such are the provisions of the bill. But, Mr. Chairman, I come now 
to another feature, which I referred to in my opening remarks, and 
which I wish to dwell upon with peculiar earnestness. Itisa fact that 
this man is not making a sewing-machine which he is selling at a very 
good price; it is a fact that he is not making a lightning-rod, or a wire 
fence which he is selling at a large profit; but it is a fact that he is a 
man who has made a great invention by which he evolves light and 
heat by chemical process, and by means of such invention he says he 
will be able to furnish light and heat to the people at greatly reduced 
rates. As the invention has not been perfected, or put upon the mar- 
ket, he has not derived a dollar of benefit from it. He now feels he is 
in a condition to present to us something perfect in the way of a ma- 
chine for the purpose of evolving heat and light, and to make a legiti- 
mate profit out of his invention. All we ask is that he may have, not 
seventeen years in which to do it, but that he shall have seven addi- 
tional years, in which he may derive something for the thousands of 
dollars he has spent and the weary years he has devoted to the perfect- 
ing of his patent. 

I will say one other thing, and then I will consume no more of the 
time of the House. It is true that where a man has patented an arti- 
cle and put it upon the market it may not be well to extend the dura- 
tion of his patent. He ought to be content with the profit to be derived 
from it in the seventeen years granted to him. If he can not perfect 
it in seventeen years and derive sufficient profit; if he has not been 
able to present it to the country in a sufficiently perfect form in that 
time, then I am not in favor of encouraging him. But, sir, when a 
great invention like this, of such universal benefit throughout the 
world, a matter of scientific research, is about to be lost because he who 
has spent his time and exhausted his means upon it is unable to go 
further, I say then there is presented a case which appeals with great 
earnestness to every reflecting man upon this floor. 

Mr. McKENNA. I wish to ask the gentleman whether this inven- 
tion will enable us to have supplied in railway cars throughout the 
United States such light and heat as will relieve us hereafter from the 
present danger to human life? 

Mr. MARTIN. The intention is that it may 
and electricity are now used for such purposes. 

Mr. MCKENNA. But that does not answer my question. 


be used wherever gas 
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fore, and I do not know that I can answer except generally from the 
statements made before the committee. But it is to be used for all 
purposes of lighting and heating. ° 

Mr. MCKENNA. If that question could be answered in the afirm- 
ative, that this invention would do away with the danger to human 
life aung from the present mode of heating railway cars, there would 
be little objection to granting this application. 

Mr. MARTIN. Ihave presented to the House the case as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
five minutes? 

Mr. MARTIN. Iwill when I have concluded. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have presented, in my feeble way, the con- 
siderations which have influenced me (and the consideration¢which 
have influenced the Committee on Patents), to concur in this unan- 
imous report. I will say in vindication of the Committee on Patents 
that, notwithstanding the great number of bills coming before them; 
notwithstanding the urgent appeals to report bills for patent exten- 
sions, I believe but three have been reported to the House, two of which 
have already been passed; one in reference to the teaching of chemis- 
try in kindergarten style, and the other for the extension of a patent 
toablind man. Now we have this bill, which is the third, for the ex- 
tension of a patent to enable a man to derive some benefit from the 
great work of scientific research and the thousands of dollars and the 
years of weary toil he has spent in discovering his invention. ` 

Mr. CUTCHEON. IfI understand the gentleman from Alabama 
this person took out his patent before he had perfected his invention. 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, sir. When he took out his patent it was not 
in a perfected condition. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He took it out too soon and has derived no ben- 
efit from it. 

Mr. MARTIN. No benefit whatever. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have done my duty. I have presented the 
reasons which influenced the committee. Ihave also presented my own 
reflections on the subject. Iam willing now to submit the matter to 
a vote of the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman has yiclded to me 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN. Five minutes, and I wish to say just so soon as re- 
marks are completed I will move to lay the bill aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to say in regard to the cor- 
rection which my friend from Alabama has made of my inference that 
this patent, having been issued in 1865 and reissued in 1878,ran for 
seventeen years from the latter date, that the committee of course 
know more of the details of the patent law than I do. 

My impression was based upon this language used in the bill now 
pending before the House, as follows: 

That this case be referred to the Commissioner of Patents to hear and deter- 
mine the propriety of extending the patents for a term of seven years fromand 
after the passage of this act, if in his judgment the patents should be extended. 

This patent was originally issued in 1865, and under the law would 
have expired in 1882, If it did, then how can this bill “extend” a 
dead patent? In that event for the last five years there has been no 
patent, unless, and I ask attention to this point, the patent issued in 
1878 does hold good. I asked a gentleman, who is an expert on the 

tent law, as to that fact, and he replied that so far as he was advised 

e was unable to say that the courts would not hold the patent issued 
in 1878 to be still in force. So, Mr. Chairman, one of two things is 
true: either the origi patent, being issued in 1865, must have ex- 
pired in 1882, and for fiye years there has been no patent, or else the 
patent subsequently issued in 1878 is good to-day, and during the past 
five years there has been a patent. Then the bill proposes that seven 
years shall be ted from to-day. That would give to this gentle- 
man a patent for twenty-nine years. 

Now, I know nothing of the particular case before us. I have no 
personal feeling in regard to any patent bill; notabit. My opposition 
is based upon the broad ground that seventeen years are enough, and 
I agree with my friend from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] that if the 
present patent law is imperfect we should amend it. I further agree 
with him that the imperfection of the present law is that it extends 
the lifetime of a patent too far. I would rather curtail it. But that 
has nothing particularly to do with the present case. Here the propo- 
sition is whether, in the one case, a patent having expired five years 
ago, or else in the other a patent which still has eight years to run, 
shall be extended for seven years longer; and on principle I am op- 
posed to it. 

Mr. MARTIN. I move now that the amendment reported from the 
committee be agreed to. 

The amendment was again read. 

The amendment was adopied. 

The question recurred on laying the bill aside to be reported to the 
House favorably. 

The question was taken; the committee divided, and there were— 


Mr. MARTIN. The question has never been propounded to me be- | ayes 52, noes 34. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


- 1636 


FEBRUARY 11, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I do not think there has been a quo- 
rum, and I would like to have tellers on this motion. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas, and Mr. MARTIN were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 76, 
noes 36. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If the gentleman from Alabama will 
allow this to go over, retaining its place on the Calendar until next 
Friday, I will not insist upon the point. 

Mr. MARTIN. I would prefer to dispose of it now. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I have no desire to detain the House 
from the consideration of other business; and if the gentleman will 

to unite with me in a request for the yeas and nays on the pas- 
sage of the bill in the House I will withdraw the point. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will do so. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I withdraw the point of no 
quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MCKENNA. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as § er pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House having had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 1773, had instructed him to report the same to the House with 
an amendment and with the recommendation that the bill pass as 
amended. 

ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before proceeding to the consideration 
of the bill just reported from the committee the bills presented by the 
committee on a preceding day will be di of as the unfinished busi- 
ness. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S, 929) for the relief of Albert H. Emery, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole with amendments, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the demand for the previous question on this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. At the last meeting of the committee, when the 
committee rose, I asked unanimous consent that the case known as the 
Creecy case, which was ahead of this on the Calendar, and which was 
passed over, not to lose its place, should be taken up and considered 
to-day.. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not lose its place, but will be 
reached immediately after the pending bill is disposed of. 

The question is on the demand for the previous question, on which 
the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the order to take 
the yeas and nays on ordering the previous question be vacated, and 
that the yeas and nays be taken on the passage of the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendments 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was read the third time; 
the question being on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that the yeas and nays have been ordered by 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Michigan asked unanimous consent to dispense with the call of the 
yeas and nays on ordering the previous question, with the understand- 
ing that there be a yea-and-nay vote on the passage of the bill. 

r. BURROWS. ‘That was my intention. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair supposes that after the 
statement from the gentleman from Michigan, and the consent given, 
emoud be but fair that the yeas and nays should be considered as 
ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. That was what I intended. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that so much of the 
amendment as states the amount carried by the bill be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to strike out the words “two hundred thousand dollars,” in the 


bill, and insert the words “sixty-three thousand one hundred and sixty-one dol- 
lars and sixty-two cents,” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
bill as amended, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 59, not vot- 


ing 103; as follows: 


YEAS—156. 5 

Adams, G. E. Boutelle, Buck, Carleton, 
Adams, J, J. Brady, Bunnell, Caswell, 
Baker, Bragg, Burrows, Clardy, 
Barksdale, Breckinridge, WCP Butterworth, Conger, 
Bayne, Brown, ©. Caldwell Cooper, 

Brown, W. W. Campbell, J. M. Curtin, 
Bound, Buchanan, Campbell, T. J. Cutcheon, 


Daniel, Hill, Moffat, Shaw, 
i ires, orrill, Singleton, 
De Hopkin, ENM mec 
ry, ‘op! u & e, 
Dunham, Houk, one Stephenson, 
Dunn, Howard, Stewart, J. W. 
Ely, Hudd, O'Donnell, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Evans, Irion, O'Hara, Strait, 
Everhart, James, O'Neill, Charles Swinburne, 
Farquhar, Johnston, J. T. O'Neill, J.J. Swope, 
Felton, Ke Š rne, ey 
Fleeger, King, Outhwaite, Taylor, I. H. 
Foran, Kleiner, Payne, Taylor, Zach. 
Ford, oon, Payson, omas, J. R. 
Frederick, La Follette, Perkins, Thomas, 0. B. 
Funston, Lawler, eters, Thompson, 
Gallinger, hibach, Phelps, T morton, 
ay, Libbey, Pindar, Van Schaick, 
Gibson, C. H, Lindsley, Plumb, Wade, 
Gilfillan, Long, Price, Wait, 
Gof, Louttit, Ranney, Wallace, 
Grosvenor, foray Reed, Ward, T.B. 
rou in, Richardson, Warner, William 
Guenther, Matson, Robertson, Weber, 
Hale, Maybury, Rockwell, y 5 
Hall, McAdoo, Romeis, White, A.C. 
Halsell McCreary, Rowell, White, Milo 
Harmer, McKenna, Sawyer, “Whiting, 
ynes, McKinley, Scott, Wilkins, 
Henderson, D. B. Merriman, Scranton, Wise, 
Hermann, Millard, Sessions, Wolford, 
Hiestand, Mitchell, Seymour, Woodburn, 
NAYS—59. 
Allen, J.M. Ermentrout, McRae, Sowden, 
Anderson, C, M. orney, Miller, Springer, 
Anderson, J. A. poe 5 Enes necker, i 
n, jes, organ, tart, Charlies 
Boyle, Glass, Morrison, Storm, 
Bynum Hatch, Neal, Taylor, J. M. 
Catchings, Henderson, J. S. Neece, s 
Clements, Herbert, O’ Ferrall, Turner, 
Comstock, Holman, Peel, Viele, 
Cowles, Johnston, T., D. Perry, Wadsworth, 
Croxton, Jones, J. H, Riggs, Ward, J. 
Culberson, Jones, J. T, Weaver, J. B. 
Davidson, A. C. Landes, Sadler, Willis, 
Eden, Lan Sayers, Worthington. 
ge, McMillin, Skinner, 
NOT VOTING—103. 
Aiken, Cox, S. 8. Hiscock, ~ Rice, 
Allen, is Cox, W. R. Hitt, Rusk, 
Atkinson, n, Hutton, Ryan, 
Ballentine, y Jackson, Seney, 
bour, Davenpo: Johnson, F. A, Smalls, 
Barnes, Davidson, R.H.M. Kelley, Snyder, 
Barry, vis, Laird, 8p 
Belmont, Dawson, Le Feyre, St. in, 
Bennett, Dingley, Little, Stone, E. F. 
Bingham. rsey, re, Pree hah Mo, 
Blan ; Dougherty, Lovering, Struble, 
Bland, Ellsberry, awry, Symes, 
Blount, Findlay, Mahoney, Taulbee 
Breckinridge, C, R. Fisher, Markham, Taylor, E. B. 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Eustace Townshend, 
rumm. Glover, Milliken, g, 
Burleigh, reen, Muller, Tucker, 
Burnes, Hammond, Negley, Van Eaton, 
Cabell, Manback, Norw Wakefield, 
Campbell, Felix Harris, Owen, Warner, A.J. 
Campbell, J. E. Hayden, Parker, Weaver, A.J. 
Candler, Heard, Pettibone, ‘ellborn, 
Cannon, Hemphill, Pidcock, Wheeler, 
Cobb, Henderson, T. J. Randall, Wilson, 
Collins, Henley. gan, Winans. 
Compton, Hepburn, Recse, 
So the bill was 


Mr. MCKENNA. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 
There was no objection. 
The following pairs were announced until further notice: 
. Cox, of New York, with Mr. Browne, of Indiana. 
. TOWNSHEND with Mr. Hiscock. 
. CANDLER with Mr. ATKINSON, 
. BARNES with Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, 
For this day: 
. CABELL with Mr. NEGLEY. 
HAMMOND with Mr. E. B. TAYLOR. 
. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KELLEY, 
. LowRY with Mr. HAYDEN. 
. GLOVER with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
. BENNETT with Mr. DAVIS. 
. Cox, of North Carolina, with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 
. COWLES with Mr. LITTLE. 
Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. STRUBLE. 
Mr. HUTTON with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
. DAWSON with Mr. BINGHAM. 
. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. HANBACK. 
. COMPTON with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. NELSON. 
. BLOUNT with Mr. RYAN, 
. TUCKER with Mr. PARKER. 
. ELLSBERRY with Mr. LAIRD. 
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On this vote: 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. McComas. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. McKENNA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
eet and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEELE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is it the purpose of the gentleman from Indiana 
to cut off the evening session? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). The gentleman will 


state it. ` 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to inquire whether a motion 
to take a recess is of higher privilege than a motion to adjourn. 
a The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to adjourn takes prece- 

ence, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I should otherwise have made the mo- 
tion for a recess. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, If the motion to adjourn is voted down 
then a motion to take a recess would be in order. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was not agreed 
to—ayes 14, noes 105. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


CHARLES E. CREECY. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9930) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 
and Supreme Court of the United States to finally determine the case of 
Charles E. Creecy, assignee in Congressional case No. 71, reported to 
the House of Representatives by said Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1883. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am requested by gentlemen interested in this 
= w have it passed over until next week not to lose its place on the 

endar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iobject. Let us dispose of it now. 

Mr. PARKER. I wish to say with reference to this bill thatit isin 
charge, in the House, of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoL- 
Lins] who is not now here. Iam myself opposed to the bill, but I 
think it would be unjust to the bill to consider it when a gentleman who 
has made a special study of its subjectis not present. Iask that thecon- 
sideration of the bill be postponed. I think that courtesy should be ex- 
tended to the gentleman from Massachusetts, whois now absent. If the 
House sees fit to do otherwise it is their business, not mine. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the request for postponement is reason- 
able and ought to be granted, with the understanding that the order 
for the previous question shall be rescinded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question having been 
ordered on the engrossment and third reading, the request that the bill 
be passed over can only be granted by unanimous consent; and the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. MORGAN] objects. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the negative. 

Poe SPRINGER. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the 
ill. 
The motion to strike out the enacting clause was agreed to. 

So the bill was rejected. 


FREDERICK W. RUGGLES, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 187) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles, of Westport, Nova Scotia. 


The SPEAKER. This bill is reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House with the recommendation that it be indefinitely 
postponed. The question is on agreeing to the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The report of the Committee of the Whole House was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDWARD BYRNE, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1207) for the relief of Edward Byrne; amended. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. [I ask to have the amendments reported. 
The SPEAKER. The amendments have been 


to. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. If there be no objection I would like to have the 
bill reported. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to have the bill re- 
ported before he votes on it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then let it be read. 

The bill as amended was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nom- 
inate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint Edward 
in the Tenth Regiment of Cavalry, a first lieutenant of said 
the Peige A of the United States, to rank as such from the Ist 


The SPEAKER. Thequestion is on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. What is the title of the bill? 

The title of the bill was again read. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object to the passage of that bill. 

Mr. STEELE. The bill had an adverse recommendation. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There have been amendments to it. 

Mr. STEELE. I move to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. BRAGG, That bill was objected to and a quorum was called, 
and the House adjourned upon it. 

Mr. STEELE. That was on the night assigned to the business of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The bill appears to have been referred in the first 
instance to the Committee on Military Affairs, and to have been re- 
ported back from that committee with amendments and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. The Committee of the Whole House 
was afterwards discharged from the further consideration of the bill. 
The Chair will cause the record to be examined. 

Mr. BRAGG. The bill came up just before we adjourned on the 
night assigned to the Military Committee for the transaction of its busi- 
ness, a quorum was called, and the House adjourned upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Still that was an evening for the consideration of 
bills reported by the Committee on Military Affairs and this bill was 
considered. ‘The Committee of the Whole House was discharged from 
the further consideration of it, and it was being considered by the House. 
Is not that the fact? 

Mr. BRAGG. I think not, sir. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read from the record the proceed- 
ings which took place. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EDWARD BYRNE, 
Mr. LAIRD. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 1207) for the re- 


lief of Edward Byrne. 
€ SPEAKER tempore. If there be no objection the Committee ofthe Whole 
endar will be discharged 


on the Private from the further consideration of 
this bill, and it will be considered in the House. 

‘There was no objection. 

The bill was read, 


Mr. BRAGG, I shall object to the passage of this bill. 
Mr. Larep. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that objection. This is 


certainly as just a measure as any of this nature which the House has consid- 


ered, 

Mr. Brae. I do not want to discuss the merits of the bill. i 

The amendments reported by the committee were to. 

The question being on ordering the bill as amended to be engrossed and read 
a third time, 

Mr. BRAGG called for a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 4, noes 3. 

Mr. Brace. No quorum. 

I SPEAKER pro lempore. No quorum having voted, the Chair will appoint 
tellers. 

Mr. Brace. I move that the House now sopata 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o'clock and 35 minutes p, 
m.) the House adjourned. 


Mr. BRAGG. I endeavored the best I could to object to that bill 
from the time it was called up until we got through. 

The SPEAKER. The record shows that the Committee of the 
Whole was discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
that it was brought into the House and considered so far as to agree to 
amendments to it; which leaves it unfinished business in the class of 
business to which it belongs. The question is upon ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it in order to move now to recommit the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. STEELE. Then I make that motion. - 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] moves 
to recommitthe bill to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar. 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and 81 votes were reported in the affirmative, 

Mr. MoMILLIN (before the completion of thecount). Mr. Speaker, 
at the request of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] I with- 
draw the demand for a division. 

tt motion of Mr. STEELE was agreed to, and the bill was recom- 
mitted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
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Tao Speaker laid the message before the House, and it was read, as 
‘ollows: 

To the House of Representatives: : 

I herewith return without my wal House bill 10457, entitled “An act 


for the relief of dependent parents and honorably discharged soldiers and sail- 
ors who are now d; ed and dependent upon their own for support.” 
general bill that has been 


This is the first sanctioned the Congress since 
the close of the late civil war, a pension to the soldiers and sailors 
who served in that war upon ground of service and present disability alone, 
and in the entire absence of any injuries received by the casualties or incidents 


erously bestowed when granted to those who in this military service, and in 
{mili ed. 


gaera after 
granted to the so: 
requiring every 
hy reason of his re- 
circumstances in life shall be, in need of assistance from his country for 
support.” Another law of alike character was passed in 1823, requiring service 
until the close of the FETORA, war; and still another, in 1832, pro- 
vided for those persons not included in the previous statute, but who served two 
e during the war, and giving a proportionate sum to those who 
served not less than six mon 

A service pension law was passed for the benefit of the soldiers of 1812 in the 
year 1871—fifty-six years after the close of that war—which required only sixty 
days’ service; and another was passed in 1878—sixty-three years after the war— 

uiring only fourteen days’ service. 

he service pension bill passed at this session of Con thirty-nine years 
after the close of the Mexican war, for the benefit of the soldiers of that war. 
requires either some degree of ity or dependency, or that the claimant 
under its provisions should be sixty-two years of age; and in either case that 
he should have served sixty days or been actually engaged in a battle. 

It will be seen that the bill of 1818, and the Mexican pension bill being thus 
passed nearer the close of the wars in which its beneficiaries were en than 
the others—one thirty-five years and the other thirty-nine years after the termi- 
nation of such wars—embraced persons who were quite advanced in age, as- 
sumed to be comparatively few in number, and w. mees, depend- 
ence, and disabilities were clearly defined and could be quite easily fixed. 

‘The other laws referred to, spposr to havo been PARRA, | at a time so remote 
from the military service of the persons which they embraced, that their ex- 
— age alone was deemed to supply a presumption of dependency and 


need. 

‘The number of enlistments in the Revolutionary war is stated to be 909,791, and 
in the war of 1912, 576,622; but it is estimated that on account of repeated re-en- 
listments the number of individuals enga; in these wars did not exceed one- 
half of the number represented by these figures. In the war with Mexico the 
number of enlistments is reported to be 112,230, which represents a ter pro- 
penton of individuals engaged than the reported enlistments in two pre- 

ous wars. 

The number of pensions granted under all laws to soldiers of the Reyolution 
is given at 62,059; to soldiers of the war of 1812 and their widows, 60,178; and to 
soldiers of the Mexican war and their widows up to June 30, 1885, 7,619. The 
latter pensions were granted to the soldiers of a war involving much hard- 
ship, for disabilities incurred as a result of such service; and it was not till with- 
pes e last month that the few remaining survivors were awarded s service pen- 

ion. 

The war of the rebellion terminated nearly twenty-two years ago; the num- 
ber of men furnished for its prosecution is stated to be 2,772,408. Nocorrespond- 
ing number of statutes have ever been to cover every kind of injury or 
disability incurred in the military service of any war. Under these statutes 
561,576 pensions have been granted from the year 1861 to June 30, 1886, and more 
than twenty-six hundred pensioners have been added to the rolls b ‘ivate 
acts passed to meet cases, many of them of questionable merit, which the gen- 
eral laws did not cover, 

On the Ist day of July, 1886, 365,763 pensioners of all classes were upon the pen- 
sion-rolls, of whom 305,605 were survivors of the war of the rebellion, and their 
widowsand dependents. For the yearending June 30, 1887, $75,000,000 have been 
appropriated for the pa ent of pensions, and the amount expended for that 
purpose from 1861 to July 1, 1886, is $808,624,811.51. 

hile annually payi out such a vast sum for pensions already granted, it 

posed, by the bill under consideratien, to award a service pension to 

the soldiers of all wars in which the United States has been en: including 

of course the war of the rebellion, and to pay those entitled to ts of the 
act the sum of $12 per month. 

So far as it relates to the soldiers of the late civil war, the bounty it affords 
years earlier than it has been furnished to the soldiers of 
any other war, and before a ority ofits beneficiaries have advanced in 
age beyond the stren, and vigor ofthe prime of life. 

t exacts onlya tary or naval service of three moni without any require- 
ment of actual e t with an enemy in battle, without a subjection 
to any of the actual gers of war. 

The pension it awards is allowed to enlisted men who have not suffered the 
least injury, disability, loss, or damage of aay ee: incurred in or in any degree 
referable to their military service, including those who never ed the 
front at all and those discharged from rendezvous at the close of the war, if dis- 

three months after enlistment. Under the last callof the President for 
ps, in December, pag ty men were furnished who were thus di > 

The section allowing this sion does, however, require, beside a service of 
three months and an hono: homers We! that those seeking the benefit of the 
act shall be such as “are now or may hereafter be suffering from mental or 
physical disability not the result of their own vicious habits or gross careless- 
ness, which incapacitates for the performance of labor in such a degree as 
to render them unable to earn a support,and who are dependent upon their 
oy. rates a port.” ah 

provides fu r that such persons shall, upon making proof of the fact. 
“ be placed on the list of invalid pensioners of the United States, and be entitled 
to receive for such total inability to procure their subsistence by daily labor, $12 
per month; and such pension shall commence from the date of the g of the 
application in the Pension 


is now 


itis manifestly of the utmost importance that statutes which, like pension 


Jaws, should be liberally administered as measures of benevolence in behalf of 


worthy beneficiaries, should admit of no as to their general objects 
and consequences. 

Upon a careful consideration of the language of the section of this bill above 
Gives, tere to me to be so uncertain and liable to such conflicting construc- 

ions, and to be subject to such unjust and mischievous application, as to alone 
furnish sufficient ground for disapproving the proposed legislation. 

Persons seeking to obtain the pension provided by this section must be now 
or hereafter— 

1. “Suffering from mental or physical disability.” 

2. Such di ility must not be * result of their own vicious habits or gross 
carelessness.” 

3. Such disability must be such as “incapacitates them for the performance of 
labor in such a degree as to render them unable to earn a support.” 

4. They must be “dependent upon their daily labor for me 

5. Upon proof of these conditions they shalt “ be placed on the lists of invalid 
rapes of the United States, and be entitled to receive for such total inabil- 

ty to procure their subsistence by daily labor $12 per month.” 

It is not probable that the words last quoted, ‘‘such total inability to procure 
their subsistence by daily labor,” at all qualify the conditions prescribed in the 

language of the section. The “total inability’ spoken of must be 
* such” bility—that is, the inability already described and constituted by the 
conditions already detailed in the previous parts of the section, 

It thus becomes important to consider the meaning and the scope of these 
last-mentioned conditions. 

The mental and physical disability spoken of has a distinct meaning in the 
practice of the Pension Bureau, and includes every impairment of bodily or 
mental strength and vigor. For such disabilities there are now — one hun 
and iayon different rates of pension, ranging from $1 to $100 month. 

This disability must not be the result of the applicant's “ vicious habits or 
gross carelessness,” Practically this provision is not important. The attempt 
of the Government to escape the payment of a pension on sucha plea, would of 
course, in a very large majority of instances, and of the merits of the 
case, prove a failure. There would be that strange but nearly universal will- 
ingness to help the individual as between him and the public treasury, which 
goes very far toinsure a state of proof in favor of the mant, 

The disability of applicants must be suchas to "incapacitate them for the per- 
formance of labor in sucha degree as to render them unable to earn a support.” 

It will be observed that there is no limitation or definition of the incapacita- 
ting injury or ailment itself. It need only be such a degree of disability from 
any cause as renders the claimant unable to earn a sup) by labor. It seems 
to me that the “support” here mentioned as one w. can not be earned, is a 
complete and entire support, with no diminution on account of the least im- 

tof ar ee or mental condition. If it had been intended to embrace 
only those who by disease or injury were totally unable to labor, it would have 
been very easy to express that idea, instead g as is done a “de- 
gree” of such inability. 

What is a support? Who is to determine whether a man earns it or has it or 
has it not? Is Government to enter the homes of claimants for pension, and 

an examination of their surroundings and circumstances settle those ques- 
tions? Shall the Governmentsay to one man that his manner of subsistence by 
his earnings isa support, and to another that the things his earnings furnish are 
nota support? Any attempt, however honest, to administer this law in such a 
manner would necessarily hee more unfairness and unjust discrimination 
and give more scope for partisan partiality, and would resultin more perversion 
of = Pgh bas ree git benevolent intentions, than the execution of any statute 
ou permi 

lf in the effort to carry out the proposed law, the di of disability as related 
to earnings, be considered for the gat ere of discovering if in any way it curtails 
the support which the applicant if entirely sound would earn, and to which he is 
entitled, y we enter the broad field long occupied by the Pension Bureau, and we 
recognize as the only difference between the proposed legislation and previous 
laws passed for the benefit of the surviving soldiers of the civil war, the incur- 
rence in one case of disabilities in military service, and in the other disabilities 
existing but in no way conn with or resulting from such service. 

It must be borne in mind that in no case is there any grading of this proposed 
pension. Under the operation of the rule first suggested, if there is a lack in 
any degree, great or small, of the ability to earn such a support as the Govern- 
ment determines the claimant should have, and by the application of the rule 
secondly suggested, if there is a reduction in any degree of the support which 
he might earn if sound, he is entitled to a pension of $12. 

In latter case, and under the proviso of the proposed bill, permitting per- 
sons now receiving pensions to be admitted to the benefits of the act, I do not 
see how those now on the pension-roll for disabilities incurred in the service. 
Sna waen diminish their earning capacity, can be denied the pension provided 

Of course none will apply whoare now receiving $12 or more per month. But 
on the 30th day of June, 1886, there were on the pension-rolls 202,621 persons 
who were receiving fifty-eight different rates of pension from $1 to $11.75 per 
month. Of these, 28,142 were receiving $2 per month; 63,116, M per month; 
ee per month; and 50,274, whose disabilities were rated as total, $8 per 
mon 

Asto the meaning of the section of the bill under consideration there appears 
to have been quite a difference of opinion among its advocates in the Congress. 
The chairman of the Committee on Pensions in the House of Representatives, 
who reported the bill, declared that there was in it no provision for pensioning 
any one who has a less disability than a total inability to labor, and that it was 
ac ty measure. The chairman of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate, 
haying charge of the bill in that body, dissented from the construction of the 
bill announced in the House of Representatives, and declared that it not only 
embraced all soldiers totally disabled, but in his judgment all who are disabled 
to any considerable extent; and such a construction was substantially given to 
the by another distinguished Senator who, as a former Secretary of the In- 
terior, had imposed upon him the duty of executing pension laws and deter- 
mining their intent and m . 

Another condition required of claimants under this act is that they shall be 
**dependent upon their daily labor for support,” 

This language, which may be said to assume that there exists within the reach 
of the persons mentioned “labor,” or the ability in some degree to work, is 
more aptly used ina statute describing those not wholly deprived of this ability, 
than in one which deals with those utterly unable to work. 

I am of the opinion that it may fairly be contended that under the provisions 
of this section any soldier, whose faculties of mind or body have me im- 
paired by accident, disease, or age, irrespective of his service in the army asa 
cause, and who by his labor only is left incapable of gaining the fair support he 
might with unim powers have provided for himself, and who is not so 
well endowed with this world’s goods as to live without work, may claim to 
participate in its bounty; that it is not required that he should be without prop- 
erty, but only that labor should be necessary to hissupportin some degree; nor 
is it required that he should be now receiving support from others. 

Believing this to be the proper interpretation of the bill, I can not but remem- 
ber that the soldiers of our civil war, in their pay and bounty, received such com- 
pensation for military service as has never been received by soldiers before, 
since mankind first went to war; that never before, on behalf of any soldiery, 
have so many and such generous laws been passed to relieve against the inci- 
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dents of war; that statutes have been passed them a preference in all 
public Sa Eas peen i that the really needy paard ire Row Union soldiers of the 
rebellion have been, to a large rae gd aider for at soldiers’ homes, 

and gt gaed 7 the Governmen ere they are maintained togeth 
from the sense of degradation whi l attaches to the usual 

and that never before in the history of the country has it been p: 

der Government aid toward the support of any of its soldiers 

a mil service so recent, and where age and circumstances 

to demand such aid. 

Hitherto such relief has been granted to surviving soldiers few in number, 
venerable in age, after a long lapse of time ore ane military ice, and asa 
parting benefaction tendered by a grateful peop] 

I can not believe that the vast oya penoa army of f Union amgen a an wos ae 
tentedly resumed their the fad ry hay of life 
sacred the memory of pa otin service, or wh ving been disabled by the an 
ualties of war ar Sng regard the present pension-roll, on which oe Eon 
names, as a roll of honor, desire at this time and in the present exige: 
confounded with those who through such a bill, as this are saina e to be ob 
of simple charity and to gain a place upon the pension-roll through all 
pendence, 

Recent pe 
result which will inevitably follow er of prow of this bill. It is sad but never- 


mone ba wide field 
ishment of facts large y within the 
wledge of tise te alone ; a ere on can be no doubt that the race 


The effect of new invitations to apply for pensions, or of new advantages 
added to causes for pensions already existing, is sometimes ing. 

Thus in March, 1879, arrearages of pensions were allowed to be added 
to all cams filed’ prior to July 1, 1880. For the year from July 1, 1879, to July 
1, 1880, there bgt filed 110,673 claims, though in the year immediately previous 
there were but 36, filed, and in the year following but 18,45, 

While cost should not be set against a otie duty or the recognition of s» 
right, still, when a measure proposed is upon generosity or motives of 
charity, it is not amiss to meditate somewhat upon the ex a it in- 
volves. Experience has demonstrated, I believe, that all 
the probable future cost of a pension list are uncertain and ‘unreliable, and al- 
ways fall far below actual realization. 

‘he chairman of the House Committee on Pensions calculates that the num- 
ber of pensioners under this pa would be 33,105, and the increased cost $4,767,120; 
this is upon the theory that only those who are entirely unable to work would 
be its beneficiaries. Such was the Perey of the Leaky harrira Ae — aly ad law 
of 1818, much more clearly aated; ine to me, than in this 
law of 1818 was upon its passage in Congress the number of pensioners to be feed 
efited thereby was thought to be 374; but the number of a) SEXE under the 
act was 22,297, and the number of ons berger A rte 20,455, pn pare po it is 


reported, for the first year, $1,847,900, instead of $40,000, estimated expense 
for that period. 
A law was passed in 1853 for the benefit of the surviving widows of Revolu- 


tionary soldiers who were married after January 1,1800. It was estimated that 
they numbered 300 at the time of the passage of the act; Matth numberof Fok wo 
sions allowed was 3,742,and the amount paid for such — atie look 
Teor operation of the act was $180,000 instead of $24, 000 as 


I have made no search for other illustrations, and the above being at hand, 
are given as tending to show that estimates can not be relied upon in such 


cases. 

If none should be | soap eg under this bill except those utterly unable to 
work, I am satisfied t the cost stated in the estimate pam to would be 
many times multiplied, and with a constant increase from year to È berd ; and 
those partially unable to earn their support should be admitted t to privileges 
ah this bill, the probable increase of expense would be almost appalling. 

think it may be said that at the close of the war of the rebellion every 
Nova State and a great majority of Northern counties and cities, were bur- 
dened with taxation on account of the large bounties paid our soldiers; andthe 


bonded debt thereby created still constitutes a Jarge item in the account of the 
tax-gatherer against LEP eran Federal taxation, no less borne by the people 
than that directly levi at the rate 


upon their chops f is still maintain 

made necessary by the exigencies of war. If this bill should become a law, 
with its preva yA addition to our Sagara obligation, I am thoroughly con- 
vinced that further efforts to reduce Federal revenue and restore some part 
ae i to our people, will and perhaps should be seriously questioned. 

t has constantly been a cause of pride and congratulation to the American 
ken that his pen die is not put to the charge of maintaininga large standing 
army in time of peace. Yet we are now living under a war tax whieh han beax 
tolerated in peaceful times to meet the obligations incurred in war. But for 
years past,in all parts of the country, the demand for the reduction of the bur- 
dens x taxation upon our labor and production has increased in volume arid 


Tax am a hob willing to aprovo a measure presenting the oh ions to which this 
bill is subjeet, and which moreover will have the effect of disappointing the ex- 
um had people and their desire and hope for relief from war taxation 
© of peace, 
In my last annual message the following language was used : 

“Every patriotic heart responds toa tender consideration for ‘those who, hay- 
ing sarees their country lon: yi bere well, are reduced to destitution and depend- 
ence, not as an incident of their service, but with advancing age or through 
sickness or misfortune. Weare all tempted by the contemplation of such a 
condition to supply relief, and are often impatient of the limitations of public 
duty. Yielding to no one in the desire to indulge this feeling of consideration, 
Icannot rid myself of the conviction that if these ex-soldiers are to be relieved, 
they and their cause are entitled to the benefit of an enactment under which 
relief maos claimed as a right, and that such relief should be granted under 
the sanction of law, notin evasion of it; nor should such worthy objects of care, 
all equally entitled, be remitted to the unequal operation of sympathy, or the 
acer mercies of social and political influence with their unjust discrimina- 

T do not think that Cas! objects, the conditions, and the limitations thus sug- 

. are contained in the bill under consideration. 

I adhere to the sentiments thus heretofore expressed. But the evil threatened 
by this bill isin An Pee such, that, witha 
behalf of the peop! can not do otherwise t 

of this measure my best efforts of thought and Hs ipsa ten and perform my con- 
stitutional duty in relation thereto, regardless of msequences, except such 
as appear to me to be related to the best and Li A interests of the country. 
ROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSI 
Washington, Farag 11, 1887, 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the bill and the ac- 

companying to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and in 

that motion I think I can promise the House that within the 

coming week the bill and message will be reported back. I move the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to refer the bill and the ac- 
companying message to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and there 
were—ayes 137, noes 27. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House take a recess until half 
ects | past 7 o'clock this evening for the purpose of considering bills under the 
© | special order. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, when I moved to adjourn awhile ago, 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] asked me a question 
which I answered under a misapprehension. He asked me if my pur- 
pose was to cut off the pension session, and, not understanding him 
correctly, I answered ‘“‘yes.’? My object really was to have the House 
adjourn so that the message which has just been read might reach here 
after adjournment, and the bill thereby become a law. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported cat 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill (H. R. 7508) gran 
ing a right of way to the Annapolis and Baltimore Short-Line Baim 
Company across the Government farm connected with the Naval Acad- 
emy at Annapolis, Md. ; when the Speaker signed the same. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now renew my motion that the House take a 
recess until half past 7 o’clock. 

The motion was to—ayes 88, noes 37; and the House accord- 
ing (at 4 o'clock and 18 minutes) took a recess until 7.30 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7.30 p. m., Mr. 
MCMILLIN in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
The Clerk read the following: 
SPEAKER’s Room, HOUSE or SOTANEETATTEN, 
February 11, 1887, 
I hereby designate Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN to preside at this éventng! s ses- 


sion of the House of Representatives as Speaker tempore. 
re J. G. CARLISLE, 


J. B. CLARK, 
Clerk of House of Representatives. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the special order 


under which this session is held. 
The order was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That on each Friday the House shall take a recess from 5 o'clock p. 
m. until 7.30 p. m.,at which evening sessions private bills granting pensions re- 
po the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and bi ile sepeated aoan the Judiciary Committee to remove political disa- 
bilities only, be considered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of hills upon 
the Private Calendar, under the special order for Friday evening ses- 
sions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar under the spe- 
cial order which has been read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that members present 
be allowed to call up for consideration such bills upon the Calendar 
under the special order as they may choose to designate, unless in any 
case there be one objection. 

Mr. BRADY. I think, Mr. Chairman, we had better proceed with 
the regular order for a little while this evening. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theregularorderisdemanded. The Clerk will 
report the first bill upon the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4712) to place the name of Jacob S. Biddle on the pension-roll. 


Mr. SWOPE. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be passed 
over informally without losing its place on the Calendar. 
There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The Committee rose informally, and Mr. SOIE = i berg 
the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sena 
Sympson, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2819) relating to the manufacture and sale of gas in the 
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city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, and amendatory of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act regulating gas-works,”’ approved June 23, 1874; 

A bill (S. 3234) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable building for a post- 
office and other Government offices in the city of Scranton, Pa.,” ap- 
proved July 27, 1882; 

A bill (H. R. 3254) for the improvement and enlargement of the court- 
house and post-office at Omaha, Nebr.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 105) for the preservation of the official cor- 
respondence, documents, and other historical material on file in the 
various legations and consulates of the United States. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar resumed 
its session. 

LOUISA KEARNEY. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5927) 
for the relief of Louisa Kearney. 

Mr. BRADY. I ask for the present consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is barey: au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Louisa Kearney, widow of James 
Kearney, late lieutenant-colonel of To; phical Engineers, United States 
Army, from $30 per month, as now REALA f to $50 per month, and to place her 
name upon the pension-roll at the latter rate, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. BRADY. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. THOMPSON) was read, as follows: 


For the long na faithful service of her late husband, Lieut. Col, James 
l'o; 


ill, Louisa psig | should 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions was read, 
as follows: 


In ae 7, strike out “50” and insert ‘40, so as to make the pension (40 per 
month, 


Mr. BRADY. I ask that this bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Did the gentleman from Virginia make this re- 

rt? 

Mr. BRADY. No, sir, I did not; it: was made by the gentleman 
from Ohio[Mr, THOMPSON]. I am, however, prepared to answer any 
questions which the gentleman from Tennessee may desire to put. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What I wished was a statement of the specific 
ground on which this relief is proposed to be given. 

Mr. BRADY. ‘The hus of this lady was a lieutenant-colonel 
in the Army, and was fifty years in the service, having served in the 
war of 1812, the Mexican war, and also at the beginning of the late 
war, His widow is now eighty years of age, a poor, decrepit woman, 
who is entirely dependent upon her pension for support. In consid- 
eration of her destitute condition, and of the services of her late hus- 
band, the committee considered it proper to recommend an increase of 
her pension to $40 per month. 

Mr, McMILLIN. In view of the great age of this lady, and the 
prospect that the pension will not be long paid, I shall make no cap- 
tious objection in this case, though I doubt the propriety of this spe- 
cies of legislation. 

Mr, BRADY. The fact that the old lady is not expected to live 
Jong was one circumstance which the committee took into view in 
making the report. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I renew the request that unanimous consent be 
given to members present to call up for consideration pension bills on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HOLMES. I object. 


MISS MARGARET STAFFORD WORTH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2030) 
granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, If we are to proceed regularly on the Calendar, 
I ask unanimous consent that when a bill is reached, if no member 
calls for its consideration, it be passed over informally, and we proceed 
to the next bill 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I desire that the bill just reached 
be taken up and passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it Tha - 
T E ASEE E A 

ons of the pension laws, the name of Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, de- 

pendent daughter of Maj, Gen, William J. Worth, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month, 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. If noone calls for the consideration 
of this bill, I move that it be passed over informally. 


Mr. 
it up. 


of Pennsylvania. I'reported the bill, and have called 
I desire to have it on. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2030) pear of 
a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, have examined the same, and report: 


‘hat they concur in the report of the SenateCommittee on Pensions, in which 
House the bill originated, and for the reasons set forth in said report recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Can we not have read the Senate report which is 
referred to. The House report, as just read, sheds no light on the case. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. If there be any objection whatever 
to the bill, I ask that the Senate report, with the communications ap- 
pended, be read. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That may take an hour. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the report ought to be read. The pen- 
sion proposed to be given is extraordinary. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. It isnot very extraordinary, but it 
is a little out of the usual course. Nevertheless, the case is as mer- 
itorious a one as was ever presented here. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. The report will show that, I suppose. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I believe it will. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 922, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The claimant, Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, is the only surviving unmarried 
daughter of the distinguished Maj. Gen. William J. Worth. She is now living 
in the city of Washington, with seven of her father’s ndchildren to support, 
in great poverty and without adequate means of subsistence, She had until 
now man: to support herself and these children with some assistance, but 
is now confined to her bed and dangerously ill, so that she will henceforth be 
dependent on charity. It is a shame that the daughter of one of the most dis- 
tinguished generals who ever served this Government, and who gave his life to 
her support, should be reduced to such an extremity in her old age. Congress 
has granted such relief in many cases of far Jess merit than this,and your com- 
mittee think that it would be a fitting tribute to the memory of one of our 
bravest soldiers. 

The following Hag ety show the principal facts of this case, and your commit- 
tee report back the bill and recommend that it do pass, 


The CHAIRMAN. Does any gentleman ask for the reading of the 
papers which accompany the Senate report ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. What has been read sheds no light whatever on 
the merits of the case. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. 
the Senate report be read. 
P Ate Clerk proceeded to read the remainder of the report, which is as 
‘ollows: 


| Petition of Margaret S. Worth to the United States Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives for a pension.) 


William Worth, mehr. of Maj. Gen. W. J. Worth, United States 
Army, left Devonshire, England, on account of religious persecution, landed on 
the New ign pug coast in 1640. Having protected and sheltered a Quaker, he, 
with two others, took refi in asmall boat, put to sea without chart or compass, 
and drifted to the island of Nantucket. There they soon became land-owners, 
and reso to the sea as a profession. Thomas Worth, his grandson, in time 
became an owner of ships, and moved to Hudson, N. Y., where he married, and 
there William J. Worth was born. 

At an early age William J. Worth placed himself in the 
house of Starr & Sheldon, in Albany, N. Y., where he served as clerk until, the 
war of 1812 breaking out, he was offered and accepted the position of private 
secretary to General Morgan Lewis. 

Desiring more active service, he sought and received a commission as lieuten- 
ant in the United States Army, serving in every grade and always receiving the 
commendation of his superior officers and of his countrymen. 

At the battle of Lundy’s Lane he received a wound from which he never en- 
tirely recovered, and twice within your Mseeiencerr da memory the opened wound, 

r exposure in the field, produced inflammation and r to life. 

At the close of the war of 1812, with the brevet rank of or, he was ordered 
to West Point, where,for nine years,he bent all his energies to raising the 
standard of the institution to a point never before attained, While at West 
Point Major Worth married the daughter of Mr. John Stafford, whose ancestors 
oa = America in 1605, a descendant of the family of Stafford of Warwick, 

ngland, 

l. Joab Stafford, Mrs. Worth’s grandfather, was severely wounded in the 
rah perenne war, and his son was in the battles of Crown Point and Benning- 

n 


Major Worth’s next post was Fortress Monroe, where he was instructor in ar- 
tillery. there he was sent with the Black Hawk expedition to quell the 
Indian troubles in the Northwest. 

From Fortress Monroe he was transferred to the Ordnance Corps, and made 
inspector, which duty gave him an annual ride over the Alleghanies, ata period 
when such a journey was attended with peril. He was then ordered to arrange 
for the er of the Cherokee Nation to its new home on the Arkansas 

In 1837 he was made colonel of the new ent, the Eighth Infantry. 

The Patriot war breaking out on the border, he was instrumental in 
effecting an amicable settlement of the disturbance. 

He was then ordered to Florida, placed in command, conducted the com- 


Task that the papers accompanying 


mercantile 


River. 


the hostile Seminoles, and after ery | , from the climate as 
wellas mili operations, in which he had five en, ents with the 
Indians, he e a peace, which had until that time been fruitlessly sought 


by his predecessors, and removed the Indians from the Territory to their new 
home west of the Arkansas. 

While on this duty the little fortune which he had hoped to leave for the sup- 
port of his family had, by the nonae his attorney, been cach as away. 
After the peace he desired to return to the North and endeavor to reclaim some- 
thing out of the wreck, but being ordered to Mexico he was prevented from ex- 
ecuting his intention, and his family never recovered a cent. 

In Mexico he led his division in the battles ot Montery, Vera Cruz, Cerro 
Gordo, the advance on Puebla, Molino del Rey, Chapultepec, Churubusco, the 
Garita of San Cosme, and was the only general officer who slept within the city 
gate on that memorable night. 

He was the first to land at Vera Cruz and the last to leave Mexican soil. 

After the close of the war he was ordered to Texas, where the cholera wag 
raging, and there he died, at the post of duty. 
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I, Margaret Stafford Worth, the only unmarried daughter, having seven of my 
father’s a almost entirely dependent upon me for support, ition 
the gentlemen of the United States Senate and House of Representatives to grant 


me a pension of $50 a month. : 
BATTLES IN WHICH GENERAL WORTH WAS ENGAGED. 


Spare Niagara, Fort Erie, Lundy’s Lane, five battlesin Florida, Monterey, 
Vera z, Cerro Gordo, Puebla, Cherubusco, , Molino del Rey, bat- 
tles of the City of Mexico, San Antonio, Garita of San e. 

Received the thanks of Congress, State of New York, State of Louisiana, State 
of Texas, State of Florida, 

He received a sword from Congress, from the State of New York, the State of 
Louisiana, city of Hudson. í 

A monument worthy of the city of New York was erected to his memory by 
its citizens. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, April 15,1886. 
Statement of the military service of William J. Worth, late of the United States 
Army, compiled from the records of this office. 


He was Sy es first lieutenant Twenty-third Infantry, March 19, 1813; pro- 
moted captain, August 19, 1814; retained as captain Second Infantry, May 17, 
1815, in the roargan zation under the act of March 3, 1815,and as tain of the 
First Artillery, June 1, 1821, in the reo ization under the act of March 2, 1821; 
Sppoinieg major of ordnance, May 30, 1832, and colonel Eighth Infantry, July 7, 


tand distinguished con- 


lantry and good conduct;” lieutenant-colonel, July 25, 1824. 
‘for ten years’ eof brevet major;” brigadier-general 
March 1, 1; “for gallantry and highly distinguished services as commander 
of the forces in the war against the Florida Indians,” and maj neral Sep- 
tember 23, 1846, ‘for gallant and meritorious conduct in the erent 
Monterey, Mexico,” 
(aL cep vay! = was Lp fa Con with sana of honor “in tes- 
mony oi e sense en Ng_ress ol gallantry and good 
conduct in storming Monterey.” si 


He served in the war of 1812-15 with Great Britain, as a to Major- 
e-camp to 
on the 


ent at Fort Monroe, Va. 
e Artillery School of Practice to May, 1832; com- 


and Watervliet Arsenal, New York, to June, 1838; commanding his regimen‘ 
at Madison. Barracks, Al S dieta Ogdensburg, N. Yy. (also from January to De- 
in Wisconsin Territory 


cember, 1839, the No: esp phe to May, 1840; 

to July, 1840; en route and in the Florida war against the Seminole In 

1841; of the 

army of Florida from May, 1841, to July 25, 1842, and of the Ninth Military De- 

paoa, embracing Florida, to Au; 
ptember 14, 1845; was absent with leav 


Cerro Gordo, April 17, 18 


onterey, September 21-23, 1846 ; siege of 
20, 1847 ; 
tember 12, 1847, and of Cha- 


lino Del Rey, September 8, 1847; of Tacubaya, Se: 
pultepec ory Ban 3 ` Valeo 


Tex, 
J. ©. KELTON, 
Acting Adjutant-General. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 22, 1886. 

The petitioner, Miss Margaret S. Worth, the daughter of Major-General Worth, 
who for many years was one of the senior officers of our Army, is now advance- 
ing in geam is in failing health, and is no longer able to earn sufficient for her 
suppo:; 

Being now thrown upon her own resources she is at present in almost desti- 
tute circumstances, 

If Congress, in view of the distinguished services of General Worth, should 
deem it proper to extend the charity for which Miss Worth petitions they could 
not find a more worthy object. 

P. H. SHERIDAN, 


Lieutenant-General. 


SArsT Louis, April 24, 1886. 

I commend the foregoing petition to all generous men who love their country 
and its heroes. 

General Worth was one of the most brilliant and conspicuous officers in the 
war of 1812, Mexican war, and Florida war. He died in tho military service on 
the frontier, I know the petitioner to be his daughter, the only one I believe 
who never married, who been toiling for years to support h: and help 
her sister's children. She isnow old and feeble, and it willbe a graceful act for 
Congress to recognize her as the orphan of the nation, 

3 W. T. SHERMAN. 


[Office of the Attending Surgeon, U. S. Army, No. 1733 G street northwest.] 


WASHINGTON, D., O., April 20, 1886. 

GENTLEMEN: I have learned with pleasure that a bill has been introduced 
into the Senate conferring a pension on Miss Margaret S. Worth, 

The services of her distinguished father are a part of the history of the coun- 
try. Miss Worth has been my friend and nt for a long time. I know that 
her means are narrow and that her health is much impaired. She is suffering 
under profound nervous exhaustion, from which there Pe little or no probability 


of her recovery. Therefore she is not likely to ever be able to carry on the 
clerical work on which she has depended for a livelihood. 
that Worth’s case may receive your favorable action, 


I remain your obedient servant, 


R. M. O'REILLY, M. D., U. S. A., 
Attending Surgeon, 


The COMMITTEE ON PENSIO; 
United States ate. 
Wasurxertos, D. C., April 20, 1886. 

GENTLEMEN: I desire to state that I have known Miss Margaret Worth, daugh- 
ter of the late General Worth, United States Army, for some years, and have 
upon several ions been called upon to prerana for her, and know that her 
— state of health is very precarious; in my opinion, she is physically un- 

tted to discharge the duties of her office, and t a due for her health 
demands, for some time or permanently, absolution from those duties. 

She is of a delicate, nervous organization, and confinement to business has 
been and must be injurious to her. 

In view of the d services of her father and her present enfeebled 
condition preven’ her from earning a proper livelihood, I think the granting 
of apension would be most meritorious and deserved. 


Iam, very respectfully, 

x D. L. HUNTINGTON, 
Surgeon United States Army. 
The COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, $ 

Uniled States Senate. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, April 22, 1885, 


I take the liberty of addressing you in advocacy of the application for pension 
made for Miss Margaret Worth, eldest daughter of the late Maj. Gen. W. J. 
Worth, United States aay: 

I have known Miss Worth over thirty years, and know that her life has been 
devoted to the care and support of dependent descendants of General Worth, 
her sisters, nieces, and nephews. For some years she has labored as a clerk in 
a public office. Her health is now very much impaired, and she is almost inca- 
big gown potent that i be granted h 

would m y urge a pension ma; gran er, 
I have the honor to be, very truly and Aai a ATS ene, 


Surgeon-Gencral United States Army. 
The COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, - 
United States Senate, 


It seems like presumption in me to bear testimony to the services of Major- 
General Worth, to whom the Congress of the United Statesand the Legislatures 
of four States have voted their thanks and presented swords of honor, and to 
whose memory the great city of New York has erected a stately monument in- 
scribed with the principal events in his distinguished career; his wounds, his 
battles, his commands, from the War of 1812, as a mere lad, to his death nearly 
forty years after from cholera, at his post,as much a martyr to duty as if he 
had been shot on the field of battle. 

His successful termination of the Florida war, as a general-in-chief, his brill- 
iant services, as a general of division, in Mexico, are matters of history; but 
there were incidents with which history does not deal and which are known to 
me. He was habitually at the point of danger. This characteristic enabled 
him to snateh victory from three times his force at Molino del Rey, when a dis- 
astrous defeat seemed imminent, from mere force of numbers. He was the first 

meral and one of the first persons in the City of Mexico when the of 
that town were carried by assault, and he was not only the last general, but the 
last person, in the Army to leave itat the end of the war. There were si of 
serious disturbance and riot amongst the “ leperos,” the lowest order of the in- 
habitants, and he saw every soldier, woman, and child safely out of the gates 
before he himself left the city. 

If it is possible for any man to establish such a claim on the gratitude of his 
country as to entitle a daughter to aid in her distress, then General Worth has 
established such a claim, 

HENRY J. HUNT, 


Brevet Major-General United States Army. 


Wasuineoron, D. C., April 7, 1886, 


It was not m: Laida e to know General Worth personally, as he died in the 
ear in which I ente: theArmy. He died at his post of duty from a disease 
the fatal effects of which the requirements of the public service compelled 
him to expose himself. Every officer who entered the Army about my own time 
can to the marks of high tone and elevated soldierly ideas which were 
imp upon our small army by his instruction and his bearing as command- 
ant of cadets, and by his distinguished conduct on many fields of battle in the 
interest of our country. He was the type of a soldier on which the heroes of 
the Mexican war, and those of our later struggle. on either side, tried to model 
themselves. If we were asked to ot a pension to the d; hter of Andrew 
Jackson I do not think there would be a dissenting voice in the nation, and I 
do not think there cutee to be one to granting to the daughter of General Wo 


who is in need ofa t tribute, in recognition of the distinguished services o! 
her father. 3 
A. BAIRD, 
Brevet Major-General, 


Wasutxcrtoy, D. C., March 31, 1886. 
The honorable COMMITTEE OF PENSIONS, United States Senate: 


I do not know well enough the pension laws to know whether Miss Worth is 
under them entitled to any pension arising out of her father’s (General Worth) 
very distin, ed and well-known services. I presume it can be granted only 


by a We 
When I went to West Point, fifty years ago, 


ttle, I think, to his eg ring Pig name and reputation. I 
Miss Worth, his daughter, 


M. ©. MEIGS, 
Quartermaster-General, retired, Brevet Major-General U. 8. Army. 


Wasxtncton, D. C., April 22, 1886. 


Mr. CUTCHEON (before the reading was concluded). I ask unan- 

imous consent that the reading of the remainder of the report be dis- 

with. We have now got down to the present generation. 
Laughter. ] 


_ Mr. MCMILLIN. Itisthe present generation we are most interested 


in. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to dispensing with the further 
reading of the report? ” i 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Reserving my right to insist on the reading of the 
entire report, I suggest that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Warre] allow this bill to be passed over until another meeting. The 
report is very long. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, this bill ought to be 
acted on bythis Congress in some way or other. It has come here from 
the Senate with the report which has been in part read. The Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to which the bill was referred, concurred in that 
report, and reported the bill back to the House with a recommendation 
- that it pass. Of course some part of this report is family history, but 
notwithstanding that fact it is not to be sneered at by members or any- 
body else. There is no man in this land who need be ashamed of the 
family history of a man like General Worth. Though members here 
have no personal recollection of his services in the war of 1812, many 
of us can undoubtedly remember the fame that he achieved by his 
gallantry in Mexico; and if members of the House have not read this 
report of the Senate committee, it would be just as interesting reading 
and give them as much information as anything that they could peruse, 
because if they do not know anything about General Worth and the 
services which he rendered to his country, it is time that they did know. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill has been passed over time and again. It 
ought to be acted on. I want to know whether the Congress of the 
United States is going to say to a daughter, and I believe the only re- 
maining daughter, of a man who rendered services like those General 
Worth did, who gave his‘life and everything he had for his country, I 
want to know whether when pensions have been granted to others it is 
to be denied in this ial case? 

It has been alleged that this is a special case. It is a special case, 
and necessarily so. This American Congress has given pensions hereto- 
fore to daughters of generals. I know they gave it in no more worthy 
or meritorious case than this of the daughter of General Worth, who is 
now supporting her sister’s children, the grandchildren of General 
Worth. She is in penury almost; in fact, is the subject of charity in 
the city of Washi m, the eapital of our great nation, and I think this 
is a specialcase. It is like all others which come here, as no case comes 
before Congress unless it is a special case not provided for by general 
law. If there were a general law to cover it it would not be here. 
Bae McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

mn? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN, The reason urged by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania why the pension should be granted in this case is upon the 
ground that she is the daughter of General Worth. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then does the gentleman propose to grant pen- 
sions to all daughters of generals under similar circumstances? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Yes; I would be willing to grant 
pensions to the daughters of any of our generals under similar circum- 
stances to those of this daughter of General Worth, who is poor and 
has these grandchildren dependent upon her. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will puta stronger case, the case of a volun- 
teer soldier who gave his life to his country—killed in battle. 

Mr. of Pennsylvania. I say whenever a volunteer private 
soldier comes to this Congress, a soldier who entered the war of 1812, 
served all through that war, remained in the service, fought through 
the Mexican war, who was in the service of the country until he died; 
Iam here, and hope that Congress will stand by me, to grant a pen- 
sion to his daughter. I am ready to do it for the daughter of any pri- 
vate soldier who served during all the years that he lived in defense of 
his country. We have already done it in similar cases, and I say it 
should be done in this case. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman please state what precedents 
he has on the subject. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. One case, I believe, was that of the 
daughter of General Bennett. There have been many such cases, but 
I do not recall them at this moment. 

Mr. Appr asic of Indiana. Was it in the case of a widow of a 

eral 
Monge WHITE, of Pennsylvania. No; the cases were those of daugh- 

Mr, HAYNES. There aresuch instances as the gentleman from Penn- 

sylvania has referred to. There were two in my State, the daughters of 
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revolutionary generals, One was the daughter of General McNeil, andthe 
other the daughterof General Miller. My recollection is, however, that 
they were not placed on the pension-roll at $50 a month, but at $20 a 
month, z 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I should like to know the ages of 
these grandchildren. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I really do not know; they live in 
the city here with Margaret Stafford Worth, who-has supported them 
as long as she could, and who is now herself upon a sick- 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. , Perhaps they may be old enough to 
support themselves. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I do not know as to that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Has the gentleman any information about Miss 
Worth’s age? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. No; no certain information on that 
subject, but she must be quite old. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The only basis upon which this claim stands is 
the fact that this lady is the daughter of General Worth. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. There is no otherclaim; she is the 
daughter of General Worth, and supports his grandchildren. She 
has done as long as she is able, and now in extreme distress she asks 
for this pension. I think it should be gracefully and honorably granted 
to her. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If we have any such precedents of that kind I 
believe we ought not to make any more of them. 

Mr. PERKINS. It seems to me this bill is understood, and I ask we 
now vote on it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation it do pass. 

Mr. PERKINS, Let us have a vote on it. 

Mr. WISE. I will call a quorum. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, I have moved that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


The CHAIRMAN, [Is there an amendment? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. No; there is no amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I move tostrike out ‘$50 a month,” 
and insert “*$12 a month,” the same as that of a soldier’s widow. 

Mr. WISE. I wish to say in regard to this bill that I do not mean 
to be understood I may not eventually support it, but I will not sup- 
port it until an opportunity is given for investigation. I think it isa 
departure from precedent, and I am unwilling to enter upon this course 
without thorough investigation. Who knows investigation will not 
show this is a case which ought not to pass. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let us have a vote on it. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. JOHNSTON, of In- 
diana. 

Mr. BRADY. Iask by unanimous consent that the bill be 
over to retain its place upon the Calendar. [Cries ‘‘ That is right!” ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. WISE. To retain its place. 

The CHAIRMAN. That follows as a matter of course. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Ifmembers will agree to investigate 
the matter and that it shall be taken up the first bill the next evening 
session for pension bills, I will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee to-night can not bind the com- 
mittee next Friday night. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Well, that understanding can be 
made here to-night, at all events. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I ask unanimous consent to have the entire 
report printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

(The report is printed above.) 

JAMES MONOHAN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4678) 
restoring to the pension-roll the name of James Monohan, &c. 

Mr. SWOPE. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be informally 

over. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, there are a very few gentlemen 
who come here week after week on Friday nights to attend these ses- 
sions, and I again renew the request that those gentlemen now present 
be permitted to call up such bills as they are interested in, by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. WISE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TAULBEE, Iwill ask that gentlemen be recognized for unani- 
mous consent to call up bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this is identically the 


1887. 
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request which has already been made and objected to by the gentleman 


from Vi who demands the regular order. 

Mr. WISE. I withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I again renew my request that gentlemen 
present be permitted to call up such bills upon the Calendar as come 
within the iy one objection to pass them over. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is that to follow thelist prepared on a former even- 
ing? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair can not state anything about the list 
at a former evening. 

Mr. HOLMES. I do not make objection now; but I think there is 
objection to this manner of doing business. One night we come and 
follow the regular order and another night we allow gentlemen to call 
up bills at their pleasure. We can never rely upon the order in which 
the business is going to be conducted. I have been here for two weeks 
upon the old list, and some gentlemen who have come in since that 
time have had recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that debate is not in order 
on this proposition. 

Is there objection to the request that gentlemen be permitted to call | D: 
up bills upon the Calendar, one objection being sufficient to prevent 
the consideration of a bill?’ 

Mr. WISE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Subject to one objection? 

The CHAIRMAN. That follows, of course. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that the bills, and if necessary the re- 
ports be first read, as we can not understand what the proposition is 
until it is read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again ask for objections to the 
request. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


BENJAMIN F. HILLIKER. 


The bill (H. R. 11111) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Hilliker, called up by Mr. MORRILL, was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Bes note oop cd 
rected to increase the pension of Benjamin F, Hilliker, late a 
pany A, Eighth Wisconsin Volunteers, and pay him a pension sis per month. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The petitioner was s private in Company A, Eighth Wisconsin Volunteers. 
action at Mechanicsburg, Miss., June 4, 1863, he received a gunshot wound of the 
head, the ball entering at the base of the mastoid process on the right side, pass- 
ing through the superior maxillary and passing out at the left nostril, producing 
oaro ot the inferior maxillary, Theexamining surgeon describes the case 

ows: 

“ Ball entering about two inches behind the lobe of the right ear, passing for- 
ward and inward,and destroying a section of the jaw Seth eed at the sere and 
taking the up 
the le! postal oe 
in front of the upper ones, the points of vd somerccies being even with oe lower 


all the 
to take solid 
ia and piles of a 


Mr. McMILLIN. What is the increase proposed here? 

Mr. MORRILL, It increases the pension from thirty to forty-five 
dollars, This is one of the most distressing cases we have ever had be- 
fore our committee. For sixteen years this man has not opened his 
mouth at all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is a pension for the soldier himself? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Wil it be in order at this time to withdraw an 
objection I interposed to a bill called up by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire last Friday, and let it be considered? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will entertain that later on. 


MRS. SARAH HAMILTON. 


The next business on the Calendar, called up by Mr. HALL, was the 
bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Hamilton. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, po Pate reg d 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Sarah 

‘Thomas Hamilton, deceased, late a private in Company G, 

ment of Iowa TONY Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. ConGER) is as follows: 


Comm: IEE a TS 

inc pede) sg gga to Sarah Hamilton, have examined the same, and report thatthe 

case show claimant is the widow of Thomas Hamilton, late a 

rivate in Com ea cat carte Thirty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteers, whoenlisted 
ember 2, and was discharged May 24, 1865. 

“The soldier was severely injured in February, 1863, but continued in the 
service until the sione pd the war. By reason of the the injury the soldier was pen- 
sioned from May which pension he continued to Lopes until the — < 
his death, alinengh his S alesbilitics continued to increase, comme yours batos 
his death. April 22, 1882, he became ‘totally } Mink penr 
was not increased however, RAET, h it is shown by certificates that his disa- 
bilities continued to increase stead S tan were all Gaio isr to, Sag vere) the 
blindness, by the g Tianan of the Pension Office, who describe the 
blindness and rate him accordingly. 

“The widow is now sixty-three years of age, and so poor that she is helped 
from time to time from the poor fund of the town where she lives. 

“Taking into consideration all the evidenceon file in this case, the committee 
believe itt to be their duty to report in favor of this bill and recommend its 

assage. 

p aua pear s poner me for which he was pensioned, was varicose veins, and 
W. Robinson, late surgeon of Fortieth Iowa germs who attended sol- 

dier i in his last illness, makes the following affidavi 
ss aas LV Opio Tona as his family ph ician most of the time since 
1878; that said soldier from this time to his eat was disabled with varicose 
veins; that during this period, say from eee woe: that tn 1500 
ject to frequent attacks of pan in the head, attended wit that in 1830 


This husband of this aged widow was a faithful Fp ies oe tase years. He a 
a disability Tone service, which disabled him for life CA disqualified 

him from earning a ency for his family. Hedied of disease which might 

have been the ot t yp o ee pensioned disability. His widow is old, helpless, 

and ae n upon the charity of friends and the public. The Government 

which usband served, and for which he gave his health and risked his life, 

can well afford to solve the doubt in favor of this claimant. 

Therefore your recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ALPHEUS R. FRENCH. 


The next business on the Calendar, called up by Mr. WHITE, of Min- 
nesota, was the bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Alpheus R. French, 
The bill is as follows: 


act; it appearing DiE is now sevyenty-eight years of 
a a pie age yates pone 
wounds and other disabilities in peed lacing s: lone anes 

the Army of the United States in tho Black Hawk ee T TBS the Fiorida oe 
Seminole war of 1837, the war, and the late war. 


The report (by Mr. THomPsoN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions adopt and make part hereof the sire the 
Senate chiara ave on hear poe being Re pork No, 767, first session Forty-ninth 
Congress, and recommend the passage bill. 

p That th the cents this case show ide arnt joined the First United States 

on Ma + clays eaten ire ber ae ponytail ‘ears in Com: Y= 
under CAS EAA Col. Zachary Taylor, and wasin battle of 
That he re-enlisted May 2, 1835, for three 


years in the same company and eae 

ment, and was transferred to Capt. Thomas ee erent ), and was or- 
dered to Florida during the Seminole war. He was with Co Taylor 
at the battle of Okeechobee 

sare vo a iri juate a t p parari rat oi ipa ver, 

a period of five years, and during serv: era 
Cruz, 2, Mexico, before the siege or landing of the troops. 
in organizing the First Minnesota A armaa in the spring 
of se TeL. por that he also assisted materially in organizing and recruiting the 
Fourth Minnesota Volunteers the same year, and in December, 1861, was ap- 
pointed first lieutenant and adjutant of the Fifth Minnesota. 
, 1862, the brigade to which he was attached was at Pittsburg Landing, 
siege of Corinth, and in September and October, 1862, was under 
So at the battles of Iuka and Corinth, Mississsi 3 
an 

Becoming paar for rage bined he nagar vei his resignation, to date March 29, 
1863, and grate his health becoming y restored again accepted a Heu- 
pany F, of the Unite er Veteran Reserve Corps, on Octo- 
ber 24, seh toe in which he served until mustered out, June 29, 1886. 

The affidavits in this case show that the disabilities have continued to increase 
from time to time until the present, and that now, at the age of seventy-ci = 

t is confined to his room and bed, requiring the care and atten 
person a share of the time. 

The board of examining surgeons of the Pension Office, in a certificate dated 
January 10, 1885, describe his disabilities as chronic rheumatism, w. enlarged 
joints and disease of the heart, and rate his disability total. 

In view of the facts set forth in this case, the committee believe it to be their 
duty to report favorably a bill for the relief of this man, who has given th e 
years of his life to the continued service of his country, and who ought to be 
taken care of, as he is now nolonger able to care for himself. 

Taking into consideration all the evidence on file in this case, yourcommittes 
report in favor of this bill as amended, to wit, by a scr "the words,“ one 
hundred,” in line7, and inserting in lieu thereof the word “fifty,” and, as 
amended, they recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. WISE. I must object to that bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is shall the bill be laid aside—— 


Mr. WISE. I understood one objection was to be good under the 
unanimous consent given to-night. 


1644 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 11, 


Mr. TAULBEE, I think that was the understanding. 
Mr. WHITE, of ana Ae That was clearly the agreement. 


Mr. HOLMES. I the objection comes too late. 

Mr. WISE. I made it as soon as I had an opportunity. 

Mr. rab I think the gentleman’s objection is in time, under the 

en 

Mr. GROUT. That was clearly the understanding. 

Mr. HOLMES. Ido not see why our time should be taken up by 
reading these be acing if objection is to be made. 

Mr. WISE. ow am I to know whether to object or not until I 
hear the report? 

Mr. HOLMES. I make the point of order, at all events. I would 
like to have the question settled. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this man served in four 
wars and received eight wounds. ‘This report shows that he was 
seventy-eight years old at the time of filing his application, which was 
two years ago, so that he is now eighty. He has no other means of sup- 
port for himself and family than the little meager pension of $17. I 
would like to see a vote upon the bill. 

Mr. WISE. I listened to the reading of the report and it is not 
stated anywhere in that report that the soldier received a solitary 
wound in the service of the country. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Mexican bill will cover the case if it be as 
the gentleman from Minnesota stated it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr.PETTIBONE. Thatisenough. Thebill states that this soldier 
received eight wounds. 

Mr. WISE. It was not so stated in the report. I had not heard 
the reading of the bill. I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If not too late, I wish to make a statement with 
reference to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This seems to mea very large pension to be given 
under the circumstances. Do you give $50 a month to every soldier 
that gets to be eighty years old? That is the point involved here. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. He served for seventeen years. 

or McMILLIN. Quite a number of men have served longer than 
that. 

Mr, BRADY. And he was wounded eight times. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And I suppose there are men in this House who 
have been wounded eight times who do not receive that pension. And 
if the wounds he received many years ago were the cause of the disa- 
bility now upon him, is there any man who can believe he would live 
to be eighty years of age? Itis well to be practical in these things as 
in the ordinary affairs of life. I yield tono man in my reverence 
for the patriotism of our citizens, and I think no man can accuse the 
country or the Congress of the United States of parsimony in dealing 
with this matter of pensions. But here is an old gentleman who has 
attained the great age of eighty years, or as the bill says seventy-eight; 
the gentleman in of it says eighty, and I undertake to say that 
Congress can not afford to pension every man who has served the Gov- 
ernment in its armies at the rate of $50 a month. We might as well 
begin here and now and act sensibly about these things. I think, Mr. 
Chairman, that an amendment making the amount $25 a month would 
be proper. 

Mr. O'HARA. Make it $30. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think $25 a month would cover the case. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move toamend the amendment by making it $30. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will accept the gentleman’s amendment rather 
than be captious about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an amend- 
ment, modified at the suggestion of the gentleman from Kansas, to 
make the rate of pension $30 a month. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. I accept the amendment. - 

The amendment was adopted; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass, 
MRS. ELLEN M. BOGGS. 


Mr. CURTIN. [I call up for consideration the bill (S. 722) for in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit epey Gee! That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe limitations and 
rovisions of the pension laws, the name of Ellen M. , widow of William 
renton Boggs, deceased, late a pay director in the United States Navy, at the 
rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the amount now received by law, 


Mr. CURTIN. Let the report be read. 


The report (by Mr. Hutrron) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 722) for increase 
of pension to Mrs. Elien M, Boggs, have the same under co} eration, and 
conte in the Senate report, hereto attached, and recommend the passage of the 


bill. 
William Brenton Boggs, deceased, was a pay director in the Navy for many 


years, his entire period of service covering a quarter of a century. His record 
tite open leo presen Jak caabe a peeked meee Vober A oe 
e comm: an e a part o! , the following com- 
munication from amii Porter relating to this case : 
OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, 
Washington, D. C., December 13, 1880. 

My DEAR MADAM: Iregretto hear thatthe letter I wrote you in regard to your 
late husband’s services has been lost, either in the Naval Committee rooms or 
in the Pension Office. It will, however, make little difference, as I can tell you 
pretty much what I embodied in my former communication. 

During the period I commanded the Mississippi squadron we had a large 
“ow ” some 600 feet long, as a storehouse for the squadron. This was 
set on fire one night in the year 1864, by means of a torpedo, and the flames 
spread so rapidly that it was with the utmost difficulty those on board escaped 
to the shore. different pay officers of the station had all their accounts and 
the public money on board this vessel. 

At the time of the fire your late husband, William B. Boggs, occupied the po- 
sition of fleet 7 kega of the Mississippi squadron, and slept on board the 
vessel to FSA © public papers and money. He was the only one during the 
conflagration who did not leave his post, but forcing his way mh gs Ar the flames 
he succeeded in securing his books and papers, and then worked his way to the 
roof of the wharf, whence he jumped overboard and succeeded in saving his 
most valuable papers. 

This was not done until his clothing was burned off and he was nearly scorched 
to a cinder, I saw him an hour after the accident, and a more dreadful burning 
I never witnessed. 

For many months his life was despaired of,and when he was able to move 
about he was so marked that his most intimate friends would scarcely know 


him. 
No doubt his death was by the terrible shock his constitution 


prr hastened 

underwent at that time, am satisfied that the stern bravery shown by Pay- 
master Bo; on the occasion entitles his widow to a pension as much as if the 
action had Es performed in battle. 

It was not the excitement of battle that sustained him, but a heroic effort to 
preserve the Government accounts, the loss of which would havecompelled the 
payment of large sums of money by the Department to persons who had no real 
claim for compensation, Ilook upon thisaction of Mr. asoneof the most 
heroic which came under my observation during the war. Itwas a case where 
a man battled with the flames with almost a certainty of losing his life. With 
all due respect for our legislators, I am of the opinion that the widow of Pay- 
master Soraa is as much entitled to a pension as the widow of any other officer 
who wae bled during the “ogi a iva 

remain, very respectfully and truly, yours, 
DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral. 

Mrs. WititAm B. Bocas, 


Georgetown, D. O. 


I omitted to state in the body of this communication what I said in my former 
one, that I think that Congress should give you an increase of pension to the 
amountof $50a month, Thirty dollars per month is whatany officer’s widow can 
obtain whose husband has performed ordinary service. That you can claim 
without going to Congress, and $50 per month should be given for heroic con- 
duct. I think if Congress can be made to understand all the bearings of this mat- 
ter they will not fail to do justice in the premises. 

DAVID D, PORTER. 


The death of Pay Director Boggs left the claimant, his widow, in very strait- 
ened circumstances, and the committee, believing her condition to be such as to 
Nee, rge the proposed increase, recommend the passage of the bill as amended, 
to wit: 

Strike out on line 8, after the word “month,” the rest of the section, with the 
proviso, and insert the following: “in lieu of the amount now received by law.” 


Mr. CURTIN. Iask that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What is the rate of pension now? 

Mr. CURTIN. Thirty dollars a month, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Has it been stated how much pension 
is given in this case at present? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes; $30 a month. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. And it is proposed to increase it to 
$50? I object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask the gentleman to be satisfied 
with voting against it. Do not object. 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘Thereare plenty of similar cases in which this pen- 
sion has been given. 

Mr. CURTIN. ‘There could not be a more meritorious case. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON] 
objects. 

Mr. CURTIN. I would like to say a word anyhow about this case, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on his 
objection ? 

Mr. CURTIN. No, he does not. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the question is, Shall 
the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommen- 
dation that it do pass? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative; and the 
bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MRS. LYDIA BURDICK. 

Mr. WAIT. Icallup for consideration the bill (H. R. 9664) plac- 
ing the name of Mrs, Lydia Burbdick on the pension-roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions of 
the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Lydia Burdick, widow of Samuel Burdick, 
late a private in Company A, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LovERING) was read, as follows: 

Claimant isthe widow of Samuel Burdick, who served as private in Company 
A, Eighteenth iment Connecticut Volunteers, from 4 ried 25, 1862, to irn 
4 ‘1864, when A upon surgeon’s certificate of disability setting fo: 
that the soldier was suffering from general debility with pet sey tuberculosis 
contracted since enlistment. He died January 13,1881, at which time he was a 
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pensioner, for disease of lungs and ki at the rate of $10 month, The 
claim A that 


widow’s for pension has been rej upon the ground the fatal dis- 
ange Piae es the stomach, did not result from diseases for which the soldier 
was loned. 

Dr. W.S. C. Perkins, who attended the soldier in his last illness, testifies : 

"About a year before his death soldier came under affiant’s treatment, Was 
then suffering from consumption and chronicinflammation of the kidneys, and 
failing rapidly from both causes. A short time before his death a cancer of the 
stomach reg rasp which tended to hasten his death. But for the cancer he 
might have lived a few days longer, Death from bronchitis was sure to come 
in ashort time. There was no peye examination held. The certificate 
of death gave gastric cancer as the cause of death, as the symptoms pertaining 
to that disease were tert Sir era at that time,” 

w. z M. Bishop testified in the invalid claim, under date of December 27, 1878, 
as follows: 

“The disease for which I have treated Samuel Burdick is phthisis pulmonalis, 
There are areas of consolidation in both lungs, with small vomicæ, and his 
strength has gradually failed. Whenever active inflammation sre Agen ade 
around the de its I have been able thus far to control it in course of a 
week or two, but each new attack reduces him more and more. * * * The 
veo and liver have sympathized more or less in the general decay of his 
system, 

It is evident from all the evidence in the case that soldier's health became so 
much reduced from disease contracted in the service that he was unable to re- 
sist the attack of the fatal disease, if cancer of the stomach must be admitted as 
the eficient factor in the death cause. Whether this is true or not must necessa- 
rily remain in doubt, as well as its origin. 

‘he claimant is perfectly helpless, and since the soldier's death has been sup- 
ported by the Grand Army post at Norwich, Conn., and other private charity, 
She is now sixty-seven years of age. 

Your committee are fully satisfied of the merits of the case, and therefore re- 
port favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


There being no objection the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ALICE KELLEY. 


Mr.SWOPE. I call up the bill (S. 2382) granting a pension to Alice 
Kelley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
lmitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice Kelley, a volunteer nurse dur- 
ing the late war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Swope) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2382) 
granting a pension to Alice Kelley, submit the following report; 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which is hereto attached, 
sets forth fully the facts in this case. In addition, your committee annex a com- 
plete statement of the case by Mrs. H. A. B. Corts, secretary Army Nurses’ As- 
sociation, and recommend the passage of the bill, amended so as to read "and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” - 

‘he claimant, Alice Kelley, was for nearly four zans en d as a nurse in 
the field hospitals of the Army of the Potomac, During the last year of her 
service she attended the sick seamen at the navy-yard. For all of this time she 
never received any compensation whatever from the Government. She was 
pea yen with Harriet Fanning Read,a well known army nurse, who 
says ol $ 


failing in zeal pathy, and industry.” 
She also pem Sed A: 


ington navy-yard.” 

‘The evidence in the papers before your committee shows that this lady wasa 
well-known hospital worker, for a long time attached to the Fifth Corps hos- 
pital, n the sick and wounded at the front, and remained a constant at- 
tendant until the abandonment of the eral hospital, or about that time, The 
severe and arduous labors performed by her have seriously affected her health, 
and your committee are of the opinion that she is entitled to the same pension 
which has been accorded to many others who have rendered the same class of 
service. Since Miss Read’s death, who was her firm friend, this poor nurse has 
been living in this city, an object of charity and supported by ms who are 
of no kin to her and under no obligation to assist her beyond the common im- 
pulse to help a poor, broken down, and helpless woman. She is unable to work, 
and must continue to subsist on charity. unless the Government, whose brave 
soldiers she tended so carefully, shall help her. We append the following letter 
from the kind lady, well known in this city, who has sheltered this deserving 
old lady for many years from motives of simple charity and humanity: 


1235 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., May 17, 1886, 
To the honorable Pension Committee: 

I would most earnestly recommend to your kind consideration the case of 
Mrs. Alice Kelley, whom I have known most favorably for the last eighteen or 
twenty years. To my personal knowledge she served as a volunteer nurse in 
the Union Army throughout the war, rendering most valuable service in camp 
and hospital as aid to Miss Harriet Fanning Read, who also was a volunteer 
nurse, and who was well known for her great devotion and able services to the 
United States Army, of which she formed, as it were, a part, being the niece and 
adopted daughter ot an officer of note, Captain Fanning. 

It was through Read that I became acquainted with her worthy aid, Alice 
Kelley. That estimable lady, Miss Read, was occupying a room in my house 
at the time of her death, which occurred in the year 1875, since which time Alice 
Kelley has been suffered to remain in that same room solely out of considera- 
tion for her worthiness, lonely, destitute condition, and feeble health, for ex- 
posure on the battle-field had deprived her of the strength and ability necessary 
to the earning of even a subsistence. She had been so devoted in ‘her services 
to the sick soldiers in the camp as even to take exclusive charge of some of the 
most mali t cases of small-pox, and all, be it remembered, without even the 
thought of any compensation. This noble woman is now growing aged, her 
feebleness is increasing daily; she could not long bea pensioner on the bounty 
of her country; but if her few ning years could be made more comfort- 
able by a feeling of independence and the knowledge that at last her services 
had been ose whom she had seryed so faithfully and so well 
in BA time of need, then would both justice and charity have been satisfied, 


ost respectfully 
7 MARGUERITE M. DELARUE, 


Your committee, after a careful consideration of all the facts, report back the 
bill with a recommendation that it do pass, 


An amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
striking out ‘“‘twenty-five”™ before the word ‘“‘dollars,” and inserting 
“twelve” was agreed to. i 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY ANN VARS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I call up the bill (S. 1570) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Vars. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &¢., That the Secretary of the Interier be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjectto the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Ann Vars, widow of Frank 
A. Vars, late master’s mate on the United States steamer Reliance. 


The report (by Mr. LovERING) is ag follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1570, 
respectfully report that they have had the same under consideration, and, adopt- 
ing the accompanying Senate report as their own, report back the bill and rec- 
ommend its passage. 

[Senate Report No. 640, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

It appears that Frank A. Vars, husband of the claimant, was appointed by 
Herman Biggs, assistant ns pean U.S. A., as first mate of the propeller 
Reliance, December 2, 1861. He was afterwards appointed by General Burn- 
side master’s mate of the same steamer. He se from December, 1861, until 
some time about June, 1862, when he wag taken sick and was obliged to leave 
the service, having taken part, in the meantime, in the battles of Roanoke Island 
and New-Berne, 

The evidence seems to be conclusive that Mr. Vars died from the effects of 
disease contracted in the service of the United States, The claim was 
by the Pension Office on the technical ground that he was notactually mustered 
into the Navy of the United States; but as the fact of the service, and of death 
as the result therefrom, are clearly proven, they seem to furnish good grounds 
for riage ys ine relief sought, and your committee therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


The Earth Tig pe documents are hereto appended as clearly setting forth 
the service of Mr, Vars: 
QUARTERMASTER’S OFFICE, Coast DIVISION, 
New York City, December 2, 1861. 
Mr. F. A. Vars is appointed first mate of the propeller Reliance, and will re- 
port for duty to Captain Fenner. BIGGS 
* 


HERMAN 
Assislant Quartermaster. United States Army. 


Reported December 9, 1861. Pay due from said date, 
JOHN SHELD, Clerk. 
HEADQUARTERS Coast DIVISION, 
New York, December 5, 1861. 


F, A. VARS: 

You are hereby informed that you are appointed master’s mate of the United 
States t: rt vidette Reliance, attached to this division, the appointment to 
take effect December 9, 1861, on your taking the inclosed oath before the 


assistant adjutant-general of this division. 
By command of eral Burnside, 
LEWIS RICHMOND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


LEWIS RICHMOND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Oath taken before me. 


STATE OF y 
County of New York, ss: 

Geo R. Hull, being sworn, says: i 

I well knew Frank A. Vars, who was a master'smate on United States vidette 
Reliance; I knew him while in the service, and of his sickness, which ori 
nated about June 1, 1862, and was the cause of his leaving the service of the 
United States. At the time I was master of the United States transport Ocean 
Bird, and I brought him to New York in that vessel; I was stationed on the 
North Carolina station; I am every way a disinterested witness; I reside in 


New York, 
e GEO. R. HULL, 
Late Captain United States Transport Ocean Bird. 


Subscribed and sworn to this 12th day of February, A. D. 1870, before me, and 
I certify that the affiant is respectable, entitled to full credit, and that I am every 
way disinterested, 
[sear] MICHAEL PHILLIPS, 
Notary Public, New York City and County. 
STATE OF NEW YORK, 


City and County of New York, ss: 

T, Charles E. Loew, clerk of the city and county of New York, and also clerk 
of the supreme court for the said city and county, being a court of record, do 
hereby certify that Michael Phillips, before whom the annexed deposition 
was taken, was at the time of taking the same a notary public of New York, 
dwelling in said city and county, duly appointed and sworn and authorized to 
administer oaths to be used in any court in said State and for general purposes, 
and that his signature thereto is genuine, as I verily believe. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said court and county, the 14th day of February, 1870. 

(sean. ] CHAS. E. LOEW, Clerk. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I wis’: to ask the gentleman hav- 
ing this bill in charge what was the natureof the service of the mates, 
as I am not sufficiently familiar with the naval service to be certain 
about it; could they leave the service at any time they desired ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do notso understand it. This man had a regu- 
lar appointment, which appears among the documents appended to the 
report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If he were a mere civil employé—— 

Mr. SPOONER. He was not. 3 

Mr. MoMILLIN, If he were a mere civil employé, with the right 
to leave the service at any time he chose, I should very seriously doubt 
the propriety of this pension, because when men prefer to remain out 
of that form of service which binds them for aspecific term and to take 
their chances, they have no claim to be treated as if they had been 
bound. 

Mr. LONG. He was regularly enlisted in the naval service. 
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Mr. MoMILLIN. But for what length of time? That is what I am 
trying to get at. Was there a specified time during which he could 
not leave the service? 

Mr. LONG. Oh, yes. He was in the service regularly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then why is he not entitled to a pension under 
the general law ? 

Mr. SPOONER. He was just as much enlisted in the service as a 
soldier in the army. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Then why, I ask, is he not entitled to a pension 


under the general law ? 

Mr. SPOONER. The only reason stated in the report is that it was 
because, owing to an error, he was not mustered in. The documents 
bring out that fact very clearly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I should like to have some document read throw- 
ing light upon that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will ask the Clerk to read the letter of appoint- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS CoAst DIVISION, 
New York, December 5, 1861. 
F. A. Vans: > 


You are hereby informed that you are appointed master’s mate of the United 
States rt vidette Reliance, attached to this division, the appointment to 
take effect from December 9, 1861, on your taking the inclosed oath before the 
assistant adjutant-general of this division. 

By command of General Burnside. 

LEWIS RICHMOND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


LEWIS RICHMOND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, 


Mr. McMILLIN. My attention was diverted from the radni of 
the report for a moment, and hence I may not have caught it all; but 
if the rt shows the reason why this man was not mustered into the 
service, I failed to hear it. It may have been his choice not to be mus- 
tered. The report, I think, does not negative the idea that he declined 
to be mustered in. If he did so decline, then he would not be entitled 
toa ion. 

Mr. SPOONER. The whole tenor of the report shows that the fact 
he was not mustered in was simply owing to a technical accident. 

Mr. McMILLDIY. But there is nothing to show that that techni- 
eality was not his preference. That is the difficulty. 

Mr. SPOONER. He acted in this capacity and incurred a fatal dis- 
ease in the service. The appointment is set out here in full, and, as 
is shown in the report, it was only on the technical ground of the ab- 
sence of mustering in that his claim to a pension was rejected. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. And he was discharged for the disability, was he? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iso understand it. 

Mr. LONG. It appears by the affidavit of the adjutant-general that 
this man was appointed December 9, 1861. Then comes the affidavit of 
the captain, who says that he knew him while in the service; knew of 
his sickness, which originated about June 1, 1862 (nine months after 
his appointment), and which was the cause of his leaving the service. 
Then the report says that the claim was rejected by the Pension Office 
on the technical ground that the man was notactually mustered in; but 
as the facts are clearly established that he was in the service, that he 
incurred sickness in the service, and that his death was the result of 
the sickness so incurred, there seems to be pretty good grounds for a 

sion. 
ETA McMILLIN. Itseems to be established that a letter of appoint- 
ment was sent and was received by him, and that he did serve, but he 
never was mustered in, and except one affidavit there is nothing show- 
ing that the disability was incurred in the line of duty. 

Mr. LONG. The captain swears that he knew him while in the 
service, and knew of his sickness, which was the cause of his leaving 
the service. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I had not noticed that. 

_ There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LAWRENCE O'CONNER. 


Mr. MURPHY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10262) 
granting a pension to Lawrence O’Conner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pamain laws, the name of ‘Lawrence O'Conner, father of 
Richard O'Conner, of Company I, Twenth-sixth Iowa Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CONGER) was read, as follows: 


Lawrence O'Conner is the father of Richard O'Conner, who was a private in 
oompany I, Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteers, enlisting August 12, 1852, 
and ying in Andersonville prison, Acie pas while a prisoner of war, February 
28, 1865. The mother of the soldier died March 9, 1861. The claim of the father 
for pension was rejected by the Pension Office because he “ was physically and 
financially able to support himself and family at date of soldier's death.” But 
bac proot a ecm gi that he is now very poor, seventy-seven years old, and 

y ess. 
p Your committee, therefore, follow their uniform custom in such cases, and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


Oath taken before me. 


ANNA WRIGHT. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Icall up the bill (S. 2210) granting a pension 
to Anna Wright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Anna Wright, dependent mother of 
Silas Wright, late a private in eens age A, Twenty-third New Jersey Volun- 
seers ron e pension-roll, subject to provisions and limitations of the pen- 

ion laws. 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2210) 
granting a pension to Anna Wright, adopt the reportof Mr. SEWELL, from the 
pepara 7 igual on Pensions, which is as follows, and recommend the passage 
of the s 

Silas Wright was a private in Company A, Twenty-third New Jersey Volun- 
teers, and died in hospital at Washington, D. O., on May 24, 1863, from wounds 
received in action at Salem Heights, irginia, on May 3, 1863. 

The papers in the case show that during his term of service this soldier sent 
his pay to Anna Wright, his dependent mother and the claimant herein. Mr, 
G Rigg, for many years the collector of taxes in Burlington, makes return 
e's Wri 


ight was of no real or personal ike gp 
argaret Giberson and Rebecca Cooper, neighbors and friends, tesi that 
the household effects of the claimant do not exceed in value $35; also, of 
their own personal knowledge the son, Silas Wright, sent money to his mother 
during the term of his service, until his death. John O, Reed, a comrade in the 
same company with the said Silas Wright, testifies that he personally knew of 
the claimant's son sending his pay, when received, to her. 

Samuel Minnick, an employer at different times of the claimant's son, makes 
affidavit that of his own knowledge the son took his wages, when he received 
them, to his parents or spent them for their benefit, The same witness further 
testifies that the husband of the claimant was not able to furnish her a com- 
fortable support from 1860 to 1864, inclusive, and still less able since that time to 
the present, owing to increasing years and infirmities. Charles S. King, an 
employer of the husband, George Wright, states that for some time the said 
George Wright was employed by him, receiving about a dollar a day when he 
was working, but for many years has been incapacitated for work. 

Your committee are of the opinion that this claim is a valid one, and that the 
claimaint, now over seventy-eight years of age, is entitled to a pension. They 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH FORGEY. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I ask the consideration of the bill (S. 1825) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Forgey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Forgey, widow of James 
A. Forgey, late of Company H, Twenty-ninth Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, 
who was pensioned by special act of Congress approved March 3, 1875. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1825) 
haga cif pension to Elizabeth Forgey, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case isthe widow of James A. Forgey, late of Company 
H, Twenty-ninth Regiment of Iowa Volunteers. By a s act approved 
March 3, 1875, this soldier was granted a pension for disease contracted in the 
service. It is clearly shown that the soldier died from the effects of the disease 
for which he was pensioned. There is no reason wh widow should not 
be granted the same relief which her husband received. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JAMES SMITHPETER. 


Mr. FUNSTON. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
752) granting a pension to James Smithpeter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
Tu negra laws, the name of James Smithpeter, late of the East Tennessee 

nion service. 


Tae EE proceeded to read ihe report. Before the reading was 
concluded — 

Mr. FUNSTON said: I ask that the certificates embodied in the 
report be omitted, and only the conclusion read. 

Mr, WISE. Tosave farther consumption of time, I will say I object 
to this bill. This is the case of a man who was always going to get 
into the service, but never did get there. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish the gentleman from Virginia, before object- 
ing, would permit a moment’s explanation of the bill. : 

i WISE. Certainly; if the right to object be reserved. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. FUN- 
STON ] allow me one question, which may obviate some trouble? Ishe 
convinced of this man’s loyalty? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Certainly; for there is every evidence of it that can 
be necessary to convince any one. ‘ 
Mr. TAULBEE. I asked the question because I did not hear the 
whole of the re read. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE], 
who has made the objection, will give attention to one moment's ex- 
planation. I am personally acquainted with this man. I know him 
to be crippled and disabled, as represented in the report. He was en- 

ed in organizing a company to be mustered into the Thirteenth 
i ASEA Regiment when he received these wounds or injuries, in 
consequence of which he could not be mustered into the service, 
Hence, under the general law, he can not be pensioned; and the only 
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relief there is for him is by special legislation. Yet he was engaged 
in organizing a company, in recruiting men for the military service of 
the United States; and while so engaged he received these injuries from 


enemies of the Government. Under these circumstances, many of us 
think he should be pensioned, as others have been pensioned in similar 


cases, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope the rest of the report will be read, 
so that we may know whether there is any evidence of the facts be- 
sides the man’s own statement. 

Mr. PERKINS. There are a number of affidavits. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We have had thus far only his own affi- 
davit that he was going to do so and so. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the report. 

Mr. PERKINS (interrupting the reading). The affidavit which the 
Clerk is now reading is substantially the same as the first affidavit 
which was read, and there are printed in the record the affidavits of 
two more persons. In addition to this, I suggested to the parties in- 
terested in prosecuting this claim that they had better send to Tennes- 
see and obtain the evidence of the family in which this man was nursed 
and cared for during the period following the receipt of his injuries. 
Those affidavits did not come to the committee until after this report 
was made, but they were received and were delivered to my colleague 
[Mr. MORRILL], whois on that committee. I think the case is certainly 
a meritorious one, and there can be no question about the reception of 
these injuries. 

Mr. WISE. As this case stands I shall have to object to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE] ob- 
jects to the further consideration of the bill. vet ill be passed over 
informally, retaining its place. 

ELIZABETH RICE. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. TI call up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 2216) for the relief of Mrs. iliza beth Rice. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
a ue the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Elizabeth Rice, of Canan- 

gua, s 


The report (by Mr. ELDREDGE) was read, as follows: 


The bill is to t a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rice, as the dependent mother 
of Horace F, Rice, late her son, who died in the military service of the United 


States. 

The military service of her son was as follows: In August, 1861, he enlisted 
in the Seventh Michigan Infantry, a regiment that performed more fighting 
than any regiment that ever left the State, and served out his time of enlistmen 
and then re-enlisted as a veteran volunteer, February 19, 1864; was transfe: 

to Veteran Reserve Corps in January, 1865, from which he was di on 
Rr n’s certificate of disability June 24, 1865. August 14, 1866, he re-enlisted 

in B, Fourth United States Artillery, and died July 15, 1867. 

His mother made application for a pension August 14, 1877, which claim was 
rejected upon the grounds that her son was not in the line of duty when he re- 
ceived the iey that caused his death. 

The records of the War Department show that he died from com ion of 
brain, the consequence of a fall from his horse, and that he never spoke after the 
meee ay occurred,and that he died in the post hospital eight or ten days after 


The proofs show that on the morning of the accident he came off duty as 
guard; that he had a pass to go to Ogden, and permission from competent mil- 
itary anionty to ride a Government horse to n and back, and that while 


returning to his command the horse became frightened at a drove of steers 


which he met and threw him off, by which the fatal injury was received. 
Your ittee are fully of the opinion that this soldier was completely and 
SnO: in the line of duty when the accident occurred which resulted in his 


gent, and was dependent upon this son for zappone 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
LIEUT. JAMES MORTON. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 942) granting a pension to Lieut. James Morton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the go 
orton, 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lieut. James 
Greenup County, Kentucky, a soldier of the war of 1861. 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: ° 
Strike out, at the end of the bill, the words “ Lieut. James Morton, of Green- 
up County, Kentu . & soldier of the war of 1861,” and insert “ James Mor- 
ton, late lieutenant Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Kentucky Volun- 


” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Since this report was made, Lieutenant Mor- 
ton has died. I therefore move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee so as to make it read, ‘‘ Penelope Morton, widow of James Mor- 
ton, late lieutenant, Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteers,” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The report has not been read; let us hear it. 


The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 
James Morton was mustered into Company F, ES 7 Beem Kentucky 


pees cae rapea ‘eb . 
claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground of no record, and 


The 
that the disability did not make its appearance until after his resignation. 
The claimant states : ber, 1862, he was detailed for picket duty; that it 


J. W. Fulton states that he was a physician in early life, and knows claimant 
was a sound man and free from rheumatism at enlistment. 

W.J. Worthington, colonel of claimant's regiment, states that he knew claim- 
ant well petor to and at enlistment, and there was not a more robust man in the 
command until claimant contracted rheumatism near Vicksburg by exposure 
to almost continuous rain and having to lie on the damp ground without shel- 
ter, and adds that this claim is certainly a meritorious one. P 

F. C. Robb, adjutant of claimant's regiment, states that he has known claim 
ant for about twenty-five years, and knows that he was a sound, stout, and 
healthy man when he entered the service, and believes his (claimant's) rheuma- 
tism was the result of exposure to bad weath¢ while in the service. 

Thomas Bush, comrade of claimant, states that— 

x t was very sick after the charge on Chickasaw Bluffs, and vomited 
a great deal. They were out in the swamps of Mississippi River without tents, 
and exposed to bad weather, and believes claimant’s rheumatism resulted from 
said exposure.” 

John L, Goodman testifies that— 

“When the claimant went into service he was uncommonly strong and healthy, 
and free from any disease; that in the latter part of December, 1862, the men 
had to lie on the wet und while the army was moving from the mouth of 
the Yazoo River to Chi w Bayou, and on the day the charge was e claim- 
ant complained of sickness and looked sick; that he gave out during the charge 
and was compelled to lie down on the battlefield, and from that time on com- 

lained of being sick, claiming it to have been brought on by exposure and ly- 


ng on the wet und. 
ohn Pratt, p iene t’s comrade, testifies that— 

“At the charge on Chickasaw Bluffs claimant was taken sick,and affiant 
knows that it was in consequence of claimant being exposed to the weather.” 

A. S. Davis, another of claimant's comrades, test substantially as above. 

Lieutenant Colonel Vee states that claimant has never recovered 
from the rheumatism con’ during service, and is now hopelessly and per- 
manently poe Sap 

Adjutant Robb states that since claimant came out of service he has been dis- 
abled by rheumatism. 

J. W. Fulton, who in early life was a physician, states that he has seen tho 
claimant off and on since his discharge, and that he has suffered continuously 
from rheumatism, first of an inflammatory character, and then chronic, 

Dr. Secrest states that he saw the claimant in 1867, and he was then not able 
to help himself on account of rheumatism. Up to 1881 claimant was one-half 
disabled, and since that time he has been totally disabled until about six months 
ago, when claimant was able to go on crutches. 

John Moran states that in June or July, 1563, he was working with the claim- 
ant, and claimant was then complaining of rheumatism in one of his legs, and 
had to quit work on account of said disease, and knows claimant has had it 
every year since. 

Matthew P. Stewart states that he was at claimant's house in 1863 and claim- 
ant was then complaining of rheumatism, and was suffering from that disease, 
Affiant ed with the claimant from 1364 to 1866 and knows claimant suffered 
from rheumatism more or less during the time he staid with him. 

Voluminous testimony from the most influential and upright citizens in 
Greenup County, Kentucky, and Scioto County, Ohio, t to claimant be- 
ing a man of honor, standing high in the estimation of all to whom he is 
known; that claimant at one time r poeregie alarge Med eo Ay but has consumed 
it all on account of his disease, and while it lasted would not appeal to the Gov- 
ernment for help, and a consideration of his claim would not only be appre- 
ciated by the 4 ed but by all the old soldiers in his community. 

The claimant is well known to the Hon. W. H. Wapsworrs, member of the 
gar ea Congress, who can say that the claimant is a deserving and reputa- 

e citizen. 

Your committee, after an examination of the case, find the claim to be a meri- 
torious one. They therefore recommend the of the bill, amended by 
striking out lines 6 and7 and inserting in lieu thereof the words “of James Mor- 
ton, late lieutenant Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teers. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Here is the affidavit of the attending physi- 
cian showing the man is dead, which I ask to insert in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

The affidavit is as follows: 


STATE OF KENTUCKY, 
County of Greenup, 8s: 
In the pension claim No. 463248) of James Morton, late first lieutenant of Com- 
pany F, Twenty-second Kentucky Infantry Volunteers. 


Personally came before me, a justice of the peace in and for the aforesaid 
county and State, William Fergusson, a’citizen of Hood’s Run, in the county of 
Greenup and State of Kentucky, well known to me to be reputable and en- 
titled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to the aforesaid 
case as follows: 

That he is a practicing physican, and that he has been a 
soldier for about four years, and thatI did not know James Morton before en- 
listment. Have known him for four years; have been his family physician for 
three years, and have lived within 4 miles of him for five years; I know of 
soldier before enlistment; did not know him whilein service; I treated claim- 
ant over two years; do not remember the date of first visit. When first formed 
the aintance of claimant his physical condition was very bad,and remained 
so until death, with the exception of a few days at a time he would feel a little 
easier, Chronic rheumatism was my diagnosis in his case, treated for 
same, and from this disease he died tember the 16th, 1886. i 

I conversed with other physicians in regard to his trouble, their diagnosis 
was the same. Since my first acquaintance with claimant he was never able to 
—— manual labor of cmd kind, he was totally disabled. Those that knew 

im tell me that he was unable to labor for years before. 

He further declares that he has been a practioner of medicine for ten years, 
and that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecution of this 


claim. . 
WA. FERGUSSON, M. D, 


uainted with said 
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betaine wor inept nrg pple maha nae neg mince r paaa and 


professional 


MARSHAL BAKER, 
A Justice of the Peace for Greenup County, Kentucky, 
I certify that Marshal P 
affidavit,was at the cer oo A an ehe ta kaap ae a re Fapa g bapak pmo 
and State, duly commissioned and sworn; that all his official acts are entitled 
to full faith and credit, and that his signature thereunto is genuine. 
Witness my hand and seal of office, this 18th day of December, 1886. 
[sean] GEO. A. CERUM, 
Clerk of the Greenup County Court. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
a question, whether at the time of his discharge he had contracted this 
disease in the service? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is evidence that he had contracted this 
disease in the service, and that because of it he was unable to remain 
in the service. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It seems the afiliction did not occur until after he 
reached home. s 

Mr. WADSWORTH. He suffered from rheumatism, which was the 
result of his exposure, lying in the swamps, which disabled him before 
he left the Army. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No surgeon of the Army testifies he was sick. 

Mr. TAULBEE. His adjutant and captain do so testify. $ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Colonel Worthington testifies to it. I knew 
this man for many years as a large and healthy man. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no doubt of his healthy condition when 
he entered the Army. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iam advised it is best to drop out the words 
“and John, minor child.” 

Mr. LONG. That provides for leaving the pension to the widow. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the rate? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is a widow’s pension. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that the bill as amended be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to amend the title to agree with the 
amendment to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be done in the House after the bill 
has passed, 


MRS. M. E, WOODS. 
On motion of Mr. FREDERICK, by unanimous consent, a bill (8. 


2997) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Woods was taken up and read, 


as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. M. E. Woods, 
of Fairfield, Iowa, who served as a hospital nurse and sanitary agent from 1862 
to the ie of the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 
a mon 


The report (by Mr. ConGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2997), 
having given the same due consideration, report that they find the facts very 
fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which they 
herewith adopt as their own, make part of this report, and recommend the pas- 

of the bill, with the following amendments: 
trike out the word “twenty-five,” in the last line, and insert “twelve.” 

That Mrs, M. E. Woods is shown by the proofs submitted to the committee 
to have been the agent of the Women’s Soldiers’ Aid Society of Fairfield, Iowa, 
g&n organization devoted to the relief of soldiers of the Union Army, and devoted 
her entire time to the duties of nee panion from about the beginning of 1862 
until the close of the war of the lion; that she acted as nurse in hospitals 
and in the field, and as sani agent in the distribution of stores collected for 
the use of the soldiers in hospitals and in the field; that it a) from the 
proofs that she was an exceptionally faithful, efficient, and sclf-sacrificin 
worker in the service to which she devoted her time; that this was Sraa e, | 
by the Government by granting to her, in February, 1863, when the order of 
General Grant practically excluded ali persons not in the mili service from 
the lines of the Army, a pass, including transportation, over railroad and 
steamboat lines in the Department of the Southwest, in order that she might 
pursue the work to which she devoted her entire time; that she did all of the 
service rendered by her without fee or compensation, refusing all pay, and ex- 
pontine: of her own personal means whatsoever was necessary to provide for 

er expenses; that by her unremitting service, her exposure and ov g 
exertions, her health became permanently injured, and for years and is now in 
a very precarious condition; thatshe never was the r of any consider- 
able estate, and what she had has been greatly reduced within the past few 
months; that she is now more than seventy-two years of in very feeble 
health, and can at most enjoy such recognition of her patriotic services as this 
bill proposes but a few years, nor to the extent of her own voluntary contri- 
butions of time and money to the service of the country. Hers is a case which 
in every respect deserves recognition by the Government whose defenders she 
80 devotedly and unselfishly served. 

Your committee therefore report the bill with a recommendation that it be 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 
On motion of Mr. JAMES, a bill (S. 1493) for the relief of Jesse H. 
i d was taken up and read, as follows: 


Beit &c., That the f the Interi d he is hi 
the sieni, o or and he ere! 


directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro 


acting colonel of Regiment of Tennessee Cavalry, United States 
Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after word " volunteers,” in the seventh line, and insert “and 
for the pi of prosecuting a claim for pension, and for no other tei see 
said Jesse Ħ. Striekland shall be considered as having been duly commission: 
~~ eras as colonel of said regiment to date from the 30th day of January, 


Mr. WISE. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1493) 
for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland, submit the following report: 

The papers filed in this case may be considered as establishing the following 

cts: 


That in January, 1863, Strickland received authority from the Government to 
recruit and organize a regiment of cavalry of loyal Tennesseeans. ‘That he en- 
tered upon that duty and raised the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry (so named), but 
for some reason, which appears only in his own statement, was not mustered 
as Caprese although he performed the duties for months, and was recognized as 
such, 

That in September, 1863, he was sick with intermittent fever, and was certi- 
fied from time to time, from, September 4 to September 19, as being unfit for 
duty, surgeon on last date expressing opinion that he would not be able for dut; 
for several weeks. It is most reasonable to accept the statement that to his 
sickness and his inability to perform active service his failure to be commis- 
sioned was attributable, 

Since 1868, as is established by competent medical evidence, he has been morc 
or less disabled by lung trouble, rheumatism, typhoid pneumonia, hemorrhages, 
and nervous prostration. One other witness these troubles as far back 
as 1865, and there is evidence that he was physically sound before entering 


upon his seer cee: 

The evidence is not such, in the judgment of this committee, as to war- 
rant them in recommending a pension at any arbitrary or fixed rating. We 
are of opinion, however, that justice would be conserved by giving this claim- 
anta legal standing to prosecute his claim in the Pension Office,and he spagh re tod 
recommend that the Senate bill with the following amendment: Strike 
outall —_ word PA ooo at Shoot =a line, aon insert, “* ane. as the 

u of prosecu! a claim for ion, and for no other pu: esse 
E Strickland shall be considered as having been dul. poco toed tome and mus- 
tered as colonel of said regiment, to date from the day of January, A. D. 


1863.” 
Brief of claim for invalid pension of Jesse H. Strickland. 


This bill is to authorize the name of Col. Jesse H. Strickland to be placed on 
the pension-rolls of the Government. 

The reason for asking a special act instead of proceeding by claim in the Pen- 
sion Bureau is this: 

During the civil war Mr. Strickland was a resident of the State of Tennessee, 
and was authorized by President Lincoln, through the War Office, to enlist a 
regiment of Tennessee troops for the United States service. Under this author- 
ity he did so proceed, and enlisted citizens and refugees of his State, in numbers 
finally ing seven or eight hundred men. Many months of time and 
much money was spent in this work. It was performed under promise of being 
commissioned as colonel, and the regiment was first designated as the Fifth, 
but afterward as the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry. inted 

n , 
Mr. 


and limitations of the porion laws, the name of Jesse H. Strickland, formerly 
the th 


As men were mustered in, companies were formed and officers ap] 
captains, majors, and finally a lieutenant-colonel. During all this time 
Strickland was regarded as a colonel, so designated in official orders, so obeyed 
when he was in command. As colonel he was in command of Convalescent 
Camp, at Camp Nelson, Kentucky, and as such his name was signed and re- 

in the Quartermaster’s and Medical De ents. But, unfortunately 
for him, before the work was on and he mustered into service, he was 
taken sick, and for months was under medical treatment, and from the diseases 
thus contracted in the line of his duty in the service of the United States he has 
never recovered. 

While thus sick and under medical care, in the fall and winter of 1863, the 
presence of troops at the front was be! carer ten that Andrew Johnson, then mili- 
tary governor of Tennessee, feelin; public interests must override pri- 
vate rights, consolidated with the Tennessee Cavalry some two hundred 
recruits, obtained by S. V. K. Patten, inted Patten to be colonel, thus com- 
pleting the regiment, sending it to the field, and depriving the claimant of his 
right to be mustered as colonel. 

nder these circumstances the Pension Office can not have jurisdiction of his 
nsion claim, and he therefore asks pension by a special act of Congress. He 
erewith submits testimony to show his sickness in the service and continu- 
ously ever since. He is also asking of Congress a h recognition of his right 
as colonel, and evidence of his service as such has n filed with the proper 
committee of the House of Representatives. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 


DISTRICT op COLUMBIA, 
County of Washington, ss: 


In the matter of pension by special act, Jesse H. Strickland, late colonel Eighth 
Tennessee Cavalry, United States volunteers. 


On the 30th day of January, 1863, authority was granted me by President 
Lincoln to recruit and organize a regiment of cavalry of loyal Tennesseeans for 
service in the Federal Army, and while recruiting and command of the said 
organization, and in the line of his duty at Camp Nelson, Kentucky, on or about 
the lst of September, 1863, he contracted intermittent fever, and while conya- 
lescent went to Murfreesborough, Tenn., and thence to Nashville, Tenn., where 
he had a relapse of his disease, which terminated in hoid fever and rheuma- 
tism, the former having resulted in lung complaint, emorrhages, and general 
debility, and which, with rheumatism, have continually existed from time to 
time since leaving the service. 
on aopo A resided in Tennessee, and is now a resident of Brooklyn, 

ngs County, New York, where he has resided for the past twenty years. That 
prior to his entry into the United States service he was a man of mua 
presen 


ESSE H. STRICKLAND, 
Late Colonel Eighth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, U.S. Vols. 


Sea LEXINGTON, September 17, 1863. 


Docror: This will be handed to you by Colonel Strickland, Eighth Tennessee 
Cavalry. You will please obtain for him one of the most comfortable rooms in 


1887. 
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Sake. and consider him an out patient, and extend to him your best atten- 


Respectfully yours, 
AL T. WATSON, 


EX. 
Surgeon U, S. V., Superintendent Hospitals, Central Kentucky. 
A. A. Surgeon R. M. LAcCKY, U. S. A., 
In charge of Post Hospital, Crab Orchard, Ky. 


MEDICAL Dreecror’s OFFI 
Louisville, Ky., September 4, 1863. 
I certify that I have carefully examined J. H. Stric colonel of eE 
East Tennessee Cavalry, and find him suffering from in ttent fever, and he 
will not be able to rejoin his regiment for auy for some Sain 
AM W. GOLDSMITH, 


A, A, Surgeon U. 8. A. member of the Board of Examiners. 
[Indorsements.] 


MED. Drrecror’s OFFICE, 9TH A. C., 
Lexington, September 9, 
Col. Strickland should rest and take medicine for five or six weeks. 
J. E. MacDONAL, 
Surg. U. 8. V. and Act. Med. Director 9th A. C. 
W'pq'r 9TH A, C., MED. Dir. OFFICE, 
Lexington, Ky., Sept. 17, '63. 
Colonel Strickland is not yet able, in my opinion to in his command. 


McDON. 
Surg. U. 8. V. & Act, Med. Dir. 9th A, C. 


HICKMAN BRIDGE ET 
Camp Nelson, Ky., Sept. 19, 
I have carefully examined Colonel Strickland, of Elghth East Tennessee Cav- 


alry, and find him unfit to perform field duties, because of debility fi 
attack of fever; and in my opinion it will be several aah idang ke oil ae 


able for the duties of his corps. 
A. C. SWARTZWELDER, 
Surg. U.S. V., in charge. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ss: 


In the matter of the pension claim of Jesse H. Strickland, late colonel of the 
Eighth AnS Cavalry (Tennessee Volunleere).. 

Personally came before me, a clerk of the supreme court, in and for aforesaid 

disti 5 Meigs, jr. aged fifty-five years, citizen of the ad of Washington, 


[sean] R. J. MEIGS, Jr. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
FIR: County of Washington, ss: 
n the matter of pension claim of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee - 
Any OORA MALSE VONNIA S T a NE CAT 


Personally came before me Francis W. Strickland, a citizen of the town of 
Brooklyn, county of Kings, State of New York, well known to me to be reputable 
and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to afore- 
wr erence W. Suri ‘ila d, late first li d issary bsisten 

« nm 3 ckland, eutenant and comm: of su 
Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers, was with the said peas 
mand at Camp Nelson, Kentucky, on or about May 12, 1863, 

On or about November, 1863,on my return through Lexington, Ky., to Cin- 
cinnati, on furlough, I met the claimant, and he was suffering from the effects 
u% an ree of typhoid fever and rheumatism and an injury sustained by his 

orse g. ; 

Previous to his entering the service he was a robust and healthy man, and 
ever since his discharge he has been in feeble health, and less disab’ 
os the — of the above diseases, I ee 

ave seen the mant from time to time since his discharge from the mili- 
tary service, and the disability of rheumatism and the results of fever have con- 
tinued from that time until the present, and he has been unable to perform 


manual labor, 
FRANCIS W. STRICKLAND, 
Late First Lieutenant and Commissary Subsistence, 
Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers. 


DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, =y 
City of Washinglon, ss: 
In the matter of claim of Jesse H. Strickland, late colonel of Eighth Regiment 
Cayalry, Tennessee, United States Volunteers. © e 


Personally came before me, a in and for aforesaid county and 
Siate, Mos A. realy citizen he the pee ne rp District of Colum- 
we own to me to utableand en to d who, being 
ir “poser in en to nSoresaid case as follows: erage, oy 

ve known mant almost continuously for twenty-one fro 

1865 to the present time, 1885; I knew him to be by both re aed Scia rarr 
itary documents that I have seen in his ion, colonel of the Eighth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers; I haveseen him many times 
during the above period, in Nashville and Murfreesborough, Tenn., New York 
ST aad royn, N. aS nee ar paver rasan him to be a well or sound, 
heal n; now of his n; oid fe umatism, and lung 
when I first became acquainted with him. vr Fe — aceiod 

It has always been my conviction and belief that his broken-down health was 
ae By exposure and hardships incurred during his military service tô the 

And I further declare that I have no interest in said case, and am not concerned 


in its prosecution, 
MARCUS A. O'BRIEN. 


Sratz oF New York, County of Kings, ss: 7 
In the pension claim No. —, of Jesse H. Strickland, late colonel of Eighth 
Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers. = 
Personail 


came before me, James Watt, M. D., a citizen of Brooklyn, 
gounty of Kings and State of New e ect known to me to be ae 
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and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to the 


mths Ine aeaea d that he has bee uainted with said 
a physician, an e n acquainted with 
soldier for about fourteen years, and that he has known him intimately, being 


chronic pneumonia 
ing that year and the five years for same cause. 
T The claimant has been unable for the past ten years to perform any man- 


labor. 
He further declares that he has been a practitioner of medicine for twenty 
years, and that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecution 


of this claim. 
JAMES WATT, M. D. 


STATE OF New YORK, County of New York, ss: 
In the pension claim No.—, of Jesse H. Strickland, late colonel Eighth Tennes- 
see Cavalry, United States Volunteers. 

Personally came before me Walter R. Gillette, a citizen of New York, in the 
county of New York and State of New York, well known to me to be reputa- 
ble and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to 

e aforesaid ease as follows: 

That he is a practical physician, and that he has been acquainted with said 
soldier for about eighteen and that he has known him Sipra i hav: 
been his family physician for five years, Ifirst eacquainted with Colone. 
1, 1868, he at that time being an employé of the New York 


Strickland December 
posom I being at that time physician and medicl examiner of the same, I 
called on him December 1, 1868, and found him in a precarious state of 


paene suffering with lung trouble and rheumatism, Again, in March, 1869, I 
him a pneumonia. Again, in December, 1869, for rheumatism, 
In of 1870, orrhages and nervous prostration. Again, in the sprin; 
of uro-pneumonia, I advised his resigning his position to prolong 
life, as I considered him totally unable to perform manual labor, 
He further declares that he has been a practitioner of medicine for twenty- 
two years, and that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecu- 


tion of this claim. 
WALTER R. GILLETTE, 
149 West Twenty-third street, New York. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I wish to state to the committee, 

Mr. Chairman, that I do not stand as an obstruction, but on the con- 
wish to see every soldier entitled to a pension for services ren- 

dered obtain it. I wish the committee to understand this, and then if 
it is disposed to grant this man a pension I am not going to call a quo- 
ram, I was amember of the same regiment he claims to be a colonel of. 
I hel to organize that regiment. I helped to enlist one hundred 
and fifty who went into the regiment. I went to the regiment at Camp 
Nelson, in Kentucky, the last of August, 1863. We were there mus- 
tered. I went with that regiment through Kentucky and Tennessee, 
It was the first regiment which ever entered the city of Knoxville. 
We were in the first Tennessee campaign. We went up to the siege of 
Knoxville. I staid with the regiment—about seven hundred men in 
it—until it was finally consolidated with the Tenth Regiment, making 
one regiment, and I never saw that man until I saw him in this city 
lobbying me to assist him. He never was with the regiment, never 
performed any service with the regiment. 

Mr. WISE. Let me interrupt the gentleman a moment. I object 
to this bill. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be passed over. 


THOMAS J. HAYS. 


On motion of Mr. McCREARY, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
SO) granting a pension to Thomas J. Hays was taken up and read, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Thomas J. Hays, of Rock Castle 
County, Kentucky, late a private in Company —,——— Regiment , and 
whose application in the Pension Office is numbered 352426. 


Mr. WISE. Read the report. 
The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


The applicant enlisted July 30,1861, was discharged October 13, 1864, and filed 
his claim for pension 9, lene disco of lungs, resulting from a 
fever which he contracted about December 30, 1861, at Columbia, Ky. 

The claim was rejected on the ground that there was no record of the alleged 
disease of lungs, and the claimant had stated his inability to furnish any medi- 
cal testimony showing the existence of the same while he was in the service or 
at the date of his discharge. 

The testimony filed in the claim is as follows: 

N. B. Price, a comrade, testifies that the claimant was taken sick about De- 
cember 30, 1861; was sent to a hospital, where he was furloughed and went 
home; that when he returned, in April, 1862, he complained of *a hurting in 
his breast, and was never able to do much duty afterward, and has been a 
weakly man ever since.” 

James C, George W. and Chesley Payne testify substantially to the 


same. 
B. H.and John G. Cummins and Jerome Price testify that the claimant was 
taken sick in December, 1861, and has been a weakly man since. , 


Eliza Prewitt and Josiah Cummins testify that the claimant had fever in 1861 ; 


afterward complained of his breast, and was treated by Drs. Owens and Turk; 
5s since his P ma eanan he has complained of his back and loins and weakness 
nery: 


es, 

Dr. S. K. Rhover, assistant surgeon of the claimant’s sega: testifies that 
he (claimant) had afever in December, 1861, for which he in treating him 
until he recovered, when he was sent home on furlough; that he also 

him several times rye rend while in the service. 

John Sorder testifies that the claimant came home in the spring of 1862; was 
very weakly; complaining of his back and loins and weakness of nerves, from 
which he has complained continuously since his discharge. 

W. H. Cummins, A. J, Payne, Nebemiah Bloome, and W, L. Payne, neigh- 
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bors, state that carey was at home on furlough in January, 1862, with 
fever; he complained of his breast, back, and loins, and was treated by Dr. 
J , who is now dead; that he has continued to complain of these disabili- 
ties ever since his discharge. 
examining coke Serene examined the claimant November 14, 1883, states 
apse Gh that he complains of no pain, yet says he has 
herbert some expectora- 
subcrepitant rales to 
; rated at one halt total. 
- big orien nner hd are of the opinion the evidence in this case showsclearly 
that the claimant contracted a fever in 1861; that he had some affection of the 
chest following his convalescence, and that ‘he has suffered therefrom since the 
date of his . In view of the honorable term of service rendered by 
him, and the testimony on file, they believe this to be a meritorious case, and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. McCREARY. I move to insert in the blank the words ‘‘Com- 
pany I, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteers.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass, 
STEPHEN D. SMITH. 


Mr. GALLINGER called up the bill (S. 1494) granting an increase 
ion to Stephen D. Smith. 
bill is as follows: 


ere) &e,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is TaS au- 
thorised and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisos and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen D. Smith, late a private 
in Srey. C, Seventh New Hampshire Volunteers, at the rate of f boo per 
month, in Heu of that which he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 


In addition to the Senate report, this committee has before it the affidavits of 
Doctors Valentine, Manahan,and Asa Wheat; also a statement by claimant. 
These indicate a diseased condition of stump, with great nervous troubles re- 
soins therefrom. He suffers badly from spasms of what little stump there is, 

d has severe neuralgie attacks, which the physicians ascribe to h wound. 
it, is clear that he is suffering disabilities far ter than the one for which he 
was pensioned, namely, loss of leg at ta Me condition very nearly, if not 

uite, approaches that for which the general law allows $50, and we recommend 
t the Senate bill be amended to fix his pension at that sum, and that as so 


amended it do 
y C, Seventh New 


of 


The claimant BADIA D. Smith, late private of Compan 
Rn i per Volunteers, was pensioned June 4, 1872, at the rate of $24 per month, 
whic! iat vas i August 5, 1882, to $37.50. He now asks that this be in- 
creased to $7 

This soldier suffered a at oe ye which is continually sore, 
and subjects him to great n. Healso suffers from disease contracted in the 
service. From the jointeffect of these results of his Army life he is unable to 
perform any labor, and has become a complete physical wreck. A 
time he is able to move about, but cnn ot is unable to sit u 
time he is obli to ne an atten des his wife, who's in attendance 
upon him continuously. 

He is also ry se to employ medical attendance ea A times a year, and has 
been compelled to do so ever since his discharge. The disability is practically 
the same as that for which the general law gives $72 per month. Your commit- 
tee are not, however, Neen to go quite to that ieh ai but think that an in- 
crease to $60 per month would be no more than justice requires. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend that it do pass, 
with the followin ng amendment: Strike out the words “seventy-two,” in the 
seventh and eighth lines, and insert in lieu thereof the word “ sixty.” 


Mr. WISE. Is it in order to move an amendment to the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. WISE. Iam willing to vote to give this pensioner what we 
gave another under similar circumstances to-night. 

Mr. LONG. How much? 

Mr. WISE. Forty-five dollars. The name I have forgotten; but 
the statement was that it was an waay similar case with this, as 
far as helplessness is co: I make the motion, therefore, that 
this pension be fixed at $45 a month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I trust theamendment will not 
be adopted. This man is now pensioned at the rate of $40 a month, 
which tthe general law allows. We have the testimony of the physi- 
cians and the neighbors of this man, all of which show that he is com- 
pletely helpless, and that he is suffering the tortures of the inquisition 
with a stump which has never healed properly, and from which he 
suffers the most intense pains, so t indeed that he has been com- 
pletely wrecked, broken down in health. He comes here requesting 
a pension of $72 amonth. The Senate recommended $60 a month, 
and our committee, for the purpose of being very conservative, cut 
down the Senate pension to $50 a month, increasing his present pen- 
siononly $10. I trust the gentleman from Virginia will A phan the bill 
to go through as the committee recommend. 

Mr. WISE. I want to make just one statement in regard to another 
claimant this evening. We were then told that the applicant was 
totally disabled; that he could not swallow, and the committee deter- 
mined that $45 a month was all he should receive. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But under the law that claimant was receiving 
much less than this man is, 

Mr. WISE. It seems to me that, their disabilities being exactly the 
same, they should receive the same ’amount of pension. 

Mr.GALLINGER. But this man suffers the most intense pain from 
his wound, and he has to employ medical attendance nearly all the time. 

Mr. WISE. I will withdraw the amendment. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MOSES WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar, called up by Mr. 
TAULBEE, was the bill (H. R. 9928) granting a pension to Moses Will- 
iams. 


The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the prov isions and 
ientetoes of the pension laws, the name of Moses Williams, late a private of 
the United States Marine Corps. 

The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: : 
Williams enlisted in the United States Marine Corps June 24, 1873, and was 
preci nel oe therefrom “eon 21, 1874, because of hernia of right side, incurred on 

the Un =e States steamship "St. Lawrence in September, 1873. The records of 
the Navy ent corroborate fully claimant’s allegations as to the incur- 
rence of 4 fg cinerea’ ng line of duty, but the claim for pension has been re- 

t, prior to his service aforesaid, served an enlistment in 
the confederate forces during the late war. 

This action is in accordance with the provisions of section 4716, Revised Stat- 
utes, which forbids the paym: 
the late rebellion against 
Congress, however, passed an act amending such section, so as to remove the 
disabilities of those referred to in said section who since the termination of the 
rebellion enlisted in the Army of the United States, and while in such service 
incurred disability in line of meat 

Under the construction given this act by the Pension Office subsequent ser- 
vice in the Navy, which includes the Marine Cor rps, and consequent incurrence 
of disability, do not remove the disability imposed upon those who participated 
inthe rebellion by aforesaid section. This discrimination was evidently not in- 
tended by Congress, and until a remedy is applied no relief can be afforded in 
the case under consideration. 

ts disability is serious, A truss, however well adjusted, fails to keep 
vin cf intact, thus preventing him from performing manual labor to any 
exten’ 

Your committee are of opinion that the relief asked for should be granted, 
and therefore favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass, amended, 
however, by striking out the words “in company,” in line 6. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, on last Friday night the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. HAYNES], a member of the commit- 
tee, came here and remained during the evening session in order that 
he might call up a bill which he had been managing at that time. I 
objected. To-night I find that his name is about the foot of the list, 
and as he will not probably be reached, I ask unanimous consent for 
him, as well as for myself, in order that justice may be done, that I 
may be allowed to withdraw my objection and he be recognized to 
take up that bill. I did not understand the case, when I objected, as 
fully as I do now. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I suppose we ought to do that, since 
time ea has been spent by some of us in getting bills through. 

Mr. TAULBEE. No time been lost. 

Mr. LONG. We are all waiting patiently to get bills through. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object, and call for the regular order. 
CHARLES G. PARIS. 


The next business on the Calendar, called up by Mr. ANDERSON, of 
Kansas, was the bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Charles G. Paris. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed’ to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the ion laws, the name of Charles G, Paris, late of Company 
H, Seventy-ninth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1673) 
granting a pension to Charles G. Paris, submit the following report: 

aan report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth the facts in this 

and fs hereby adopted, with the recommendation that the bill do pass, 
[Senate Report No. 785, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

It appears from the records in this case that claimant enlisted and was mus- 
tered into the hoe States service on the lith day of August, 1862, and was 

discharged Ma! 24,1863. Declaration for pension filed June 4, 1880, alleging 
injuries to eyes. Claim rejected March 2, 1885, on the ground that disability ex- 


isted prior to enlistment. 
br affidavits of commanding officers 


Vs statement is substantiated 
and his comrades, and the hospital records also show his statement to be cor- 
rect. 


Claimant's statements are farther corroborated by the testimony of neighbors 
that he was free from disease of the eyes when he enlisted, and the fact that he 
een and mustered into the service farther substantiates his statement. 
amarun ot neighbors are presented confirming the statement that his eyes 
when he returned from the army, and the reports of the al 

badsnb A rons mapaa hatara ei iea boards are to the effect that claimant now has 


wa nien eyes. 
Sinto consideration all the evidence on file in this case, the committee 
believe meng | to be their duty to report in favor of this bill and recommend its 


passage. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mefidation that it do pass. 
LEWIS M. STRONG. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up by Mr. 
ANDERSON, of Ohio, was the bill (H. R. 6918) to increase the pension 
of Lewis M. Strong. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the “pe be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the laws, the name of Lewis M. Strong, late of Company 
K, Aona Vermont Volunteers, now & pensioner, at the rate of H0 per 
moni 


ment of pension toany person who aided or abetted 
e authority of the United States, On March 3, 1877, 
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pone: Mr. eia E Thira V as follows: 
ees ‘May 3 5, 1864, 

a comminuted 

r than 

oin in 


de 
. Erastus P, Fairbanks expresses the opinion that Strong’s leg is 
decidedly his best leg. Ther right legis left w with false anchylosis osis ofthe Joint and 
large bony protuberance upon the external condyle, and , caus- 
iar pain, eta and art tinting emma he uses it even for an hour 
or two. . Fairbanks does not believe Strong could walk 2 miles if his life 
was to pay the forfeit in case of failure. 

‘There is no intermediate grade peresi my a and the fifty-dollar rating to 
which the Pension Office has any authorit raise his pension ; but your com- 
ers me think the rating provided in the oat Hapa not cats than he is fairly and 

tably entitled to, and accordingly recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. S. C. GOODIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. Con- 
GER) was the bill (H. R. 10470) granting a pension to Mrs. S. C. Goodin. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Mrs. S. C. Goodin, and pay her a pension as the depend- 
ent mother of William W. Goodin, Company F, Eighth Regiment Iowa Cav- 
alry; the pension to date from and after the passage o! of this act. 


. The report (by Mr. ConcER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 10470, 
having considered the same, repo 

Mrs. S. C. Goodin is the dependent mother of William M. Goodin, hese wie’ 
vate of Com open » Eighth Regiment lowa Cavalry Volunteers, oo wask 
in battle at Powder poen June 20, 1864. Mrs. Goodin's claim for pension was 
rejected by the P: flice because of non-dependence at time of soldier's 
—_ But the proof ise clear and positive that she is in poverty now, and rage a 

in the former recommendations of this committee, and within 


provisitns of the general bill recently passed by the House of bho hea 
Your committee therefore return the bill, with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DR. SABIN STOCKING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. SEY- 
MOUR) was the bill (H. R. 9143) granting a pension to Dr. Sabin Stock- 


ing. 
The bill is as Solona: 


limitations of the les pemiod laws, the name of Dr. Sabi 
merly surgeonof Seventeenth AEs Conn 
war, from and after tbe passage of this 

Amend the title so as to read: “ A bill PAA a pension to Sabin Stocking.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the report in this case 
is avery lengthy one and will occupy much time to read. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. If the Clerk will read from about the middle of 
the fourth page, and then the conclusions of the committee, I believe 
the statements embodied will be satisfactory to the Committee and will 
obviate the reading of the report. 

Mr. LONG. Can not the gentleman state the case briefly? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. It is stated there in a very concise way. 

The Clerk read as follows. 


There are twelve or more affidavits of persons who were acquainted with 
Surgeon Stocking and who testified tothe same general effect, but re is unneces- 
sary to repeat their testimony in this report. They show conclusi ively that be- 
fore the war he was sound and well, that during Dew var he incurred disabili- 
ties, and that since the war he has been a physical 

After the testimony,a part of which has been p aig i. this report, had been 
presented, the Pension Office sent out a examiner, who cross-examined 
neat of the persons who had given testimony in the case touching their evi- 


When he had substantially concluded his labors he made a report to the Com- 
missioner of Pensionsdated June 30, 1883, of which the following is a copy of 
the closing statement: 

“So certain does it appear to me that his claim is meritorious that I submit 
spe case for admission, deeming further inquiry at Bridgeport, Conn., and vicin- 

y.n ess. 

"The same examiner, after additional inquiry in regard to the case, under date 
Sg September 24, 1883, made another report on this case, of which the following 

an extract: 

“I see no reason to change my opinion expressed in my former report to the 
effect that the claim beallowed. The witnesses described are reliable generally. 
Claimant was a patriot and did valiant service as surgeon. He has been a gotal 
wreck for years from divers afflictions, suchas very weak eyesight, rheumatism, 
malaria, and general unsoundness, It does seem to me he is entitled to some- 
thing for some aor these oe on the ground that rat Ses originated in service.’ 

The Pension Office caused Surgeon Stocking to be examined before the board 
ofe g surgeons of the United States on November 15, 1882. 

The concluding portion. of their report is as follows: 

“From the condition and history of the claimant it is our opinion the disability 
was incurred in the service, as claimed, and that it is not aggravated or pro- 
tracted by vicious habits. We find the disability as above described to entitle 
kim to seven-ninths total third rating. 

= Ppt C. PARVIS, N. D., 


“H. S. FULLER, 
“O. W. CHAMB ERLAIN, M. D., 
“Examining Surgeons.” 


ability five-ninthstotal third Were he he would be rated 
on the whole di . From the condition and ry of the claimant it is 
ist spe neta e was incurred in the and that it is 
not aggravated by vicious habits, We find the as above described to 
to total third grade.” 

"ile wes ordered before said board. In their report of this examination 
they arrived at precisely the same conclusion as before, and after describing in 
technical lan; his eyes, they say 

“ This of the eyes is the result of disease rather than old age; it 


might be caused by sunstroke or overheat.” 

n this examination they find him entitled to a total gid eerie . On 
March 10. 1886, was ordered before a new rd of medical 
examiners. The concluding Dio. of the report of this examination was as 


follows 
“Hei is, in our opinion, entitled to a second-grade rating (for he is unable to 
perform any manual labor) for the yoyo caused by nearly complete loss of 


weve ogee for that „and no rating caused by 
eee se oe, and ET LYN L. BISSELL, Secretary. 
“ET. ‘REET, Neg 

reports examiners es Government surgeons are all favor- 

able to the claim of Stocking. Kae cramped and faithful surgeon 

his and Comsenuentiy hie abi ty to earn a living, in the service 

of his country. evidence adduced in the case j exam- 


the accom 
Strike sali gs be 
the word “ docto 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ALMIRA AMBLER. 


Mr. BUCK. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2159) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Almira Ambler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted &c., a Secretary of the Interior be, and 
in thointo war, on on polo onene Seis the neuter pol iialeetions of 
oe Ses Mk dee ber ims Rak ea coe month from and after the pas- 
sage 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 7, strike out “$25” and insert “$12.” 


The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was Barane, the bill (S. 2159) 
granting a to Almira Ambler, haye had the same under consideration, 

and adopting the Beneto report as its own, report the bill back to the House 
with the following amendment, and recommend its passage : 

Strike out the words “* a raya tie in the fifth line of the bill and substitute 
therefor the word “twelve;” so that it will read as amended, “and pay her the 
sum of $12 per month,” &e. 


The Senate report is as follows: 


Almira Ambler is the wife of Rev. Edward C. Ambler, who was chaplain of 
the Sixty-seventh hypo lt a Volunteers. Both husband and wife are now 
old,in feeble health, and 

Mrs. Ambler, Visiting her h husband at the camp of the Sixty-seventh Pennsyl- 
vania Regiment, in the city of Philadelphia, in the year 1861, found fraka 
very sick soldiers; her sym es being enlisted, pr hg at the solicitation of the 
surgeon, undertook tocare forthem. Quarters were assigned to her, and dur- 
ing that whole fall and winter she spent her whole time in help for the sick 
of the as many as r. In the yond the 


‘octor.” 


is hereby, author- 


nature could suggest became the 
diers. 


Her labors were performed under the direction of Dr. Vanderleift, in charge 
of the hospitals at Annapo 

eo S ONTA instance of self-denial and sacrifice is to be found 

among the whole list of noble women who did so much to alleviate the suffer- 

ings and preserve the lives of soldiers in hospitals. All this is shown by the 

unsolicited letters written her by officers and privates to whom she adminis- 


tered. 
In vie precedents wh have been established, pensions to 
Aha piao the T S the passage o ai 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as faai laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. JULIA DE QUINDRE. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. [I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2451) for 
the relief of Mrs. Jutia De Quindre. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bet &c., That the aasia of the Interior be, and ke is hereby, au- 
thorized and to place on the pension-roll, at at $25 per month, the name 
of Julia De Quindre, for services as nurse during the war of the rebellion, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the panalo in Wwa; 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


In line 4, strike out“ $23” and insert “‘ $12.” 


The report (by Mr. LovERING) was read, as follows: 
The Senate, at the first session of this Congress, passed a bill granting a pen- 
sion to claimant for $25 per month. pietii 
From an examination of the papers now on file in this case and the nature of 
the services rendered as a nurse your committee concur in the Senate report, 
with the following amendment: Strike out the word "twenty-five ” and insert 
ies word "twelve ” in lieu thereof, and recommend that the bill as so amended 
o pass, 


Mr. McMILLIN. Are there any facts stated in the Senate report as 
to the services of this nurse? 

Se CHAIRMAN. There isa long statement appended to the Senate 
repo 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will make a brief statement as to this case 
Mrs. De Quindre is a Detroit lady, now resident in this city. She en- 
tered the service of the army in the summer of 1862 as a volunteer 
nurse, and served from that time till the end of the war, at Chester 
hospital, Pennsylvania, and at Baltimore, and was for a long time in 
charge of one of the wards in the Armory Square hospital in this city. 
She served without pay. When she came here she had a small com- 
petence of her own, the whole of which she expended for the benefit ot 
the Union soldiers in the hospital in this city. She is now alone in the 
world, is without means, and without any relatives on whom she can 
depend for assistance. The Senate passed the bill allowing a pension 
of $25. The House committee have cut that down to $12. 

The amendment was sorpi 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. DE MOTTE. 


Mr. PETERS. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 791) granting 
a pension to George W. De Motte. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sae to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. De Motte, late of Com- 
pany K, Fifty-third Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LovERING) was read, as follows: 


The committee, after an examination of the papers submitted in this claim, 

adopt the following Senate report, and recommend the passage of the bill: 
[Senate Report No. 599, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 

The committee, in their investigation of this case, find that the claimant en- 

y-third ment Illinois Volunteers, March 21, 1864, 

July 22,1865. That he made application for pension 

Au ast 5 egin “disease of lungs and chronic diarrhea, from measles, 

t utler, Illinois, in April, 1864.” 


The c was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions, on the ground of 
there being no record of chronic diarrhea or disease of lungs in service, and no 
medical or other satisfactory evidence in service or at discharge. The papers in 
the case, however, exhibit statements and affidavits which collectively tend to 
weaken the conclusion reached by the Commissioner, 

Ira Young and F. M. Young testify to claimant’s soundness prior to enlist- 


ment. 

The claimant testifies— 

“That he cannot find any of his commissioned officers; that the regimental 
surgeon was reported killed in one of Sherman’s marches; that he has had no 
- y a treat him since discharged; they all told him they could do 

m no ls 

JW. Bollinger testifies— ; 

“That he has known claimant since 1865;*has lived near him, and labored 
with him nearly all the time that the claimant was able to labor. He has been 
disabled by lung disease and chronic diarrhea more than one-fourth of the time. 
Has been totally disabled during last year.” 

©. W, Bollinger corroborates the above fully. 

J.K. Tyler testifies— > 

“That he has known claimant intimately since 1478; that the claimant has 
been in his employ. He has suffered continually from lung disease and of 
bowels during that time; has been unable to form manual labor during that 
period, frequently confined to house and bed for days at a time,” 

In response to call for additional testimony, claimant says: 

“ He was traveling all the time trying to regain his health ; that he was treated 
for his diseases at Camp Butler, Illinois, April and May, 1864, but not by any 

ental surgeon ; that he has been unable to furnish testimony of his com- 
missioned officers, for the reason that he did not report to them for fear of being 
sent from his command for treatment; that his physicians assured him that 
only time and a change of climate could benefit him, and for this reason never 
beg” ed a physician.” 
r. Hibben, examining mpesa, in his report of examination made January 
28, 1880, says disability probably permanent. Finds upon careful j lg a ex- 
amination no abnormal condition of thel but for second disability, chronic 
jarrhea, some little emaciation, tongue Ithy, abdomen e , and 
recommends a rating of three-ecighths total, equal to $3 per month. The board 
of examining surgeons, under date of June 7, 1882, increases rating to one-half 
total, equal to $4 month, and the board, undcr date of September 9, 1885, 
makes rating at three-fourths total. The medical examinations show clearly 
the existence of the disability at the present time; and the continuance since 
discharge is also clearly lished, as well as his prior soundness. There is 
no suggestion of fraud, nor anything to justify the suggestion if it were made. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the claimant is entitled to a pension, 

and recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. WISE. I must object to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. PETERS. I hope the gentleman from Virginia will listen toa 
brief statement. 

Mr. WISE. I will listen to astatement by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, with the understanding that I do not thereby lose my right to ob- 


Mr. PETERS. I desire to recapitulate the facts in this ease. First, 


there is the evidence of prior soundness given by witnesses well 
acquainted with this soldier. In addition to that there is the medical 
examination which admitted him to the service in March, 1864. Then 
there is the evidence of comrades showing he contracted this disease; 
that he had measles in the second month after his enlistment, and that 
from this disease he contracted lung disease and chronic diarrhea. 
Then there is the additional evidence of comrades to the date of his 
discharge in 1865 and down to 1878, showing he was incapacitated by 
reason of the chronic diarrhea which resulted from the attack of measles, 
and that he was unable to perform labor half the time. 

Then this is re-enforced by the statement of another party who knew 
him from 1879, and who corroborates the statements of prior witnesses 
in relation to the disability. This is still further re-enforced by the 


-statement of the examining surgeon who examined him in 1880 and 


found he had chronic diarrhea, and that he was entitled to a certain 
rating. This is still further re-enforced by the board of examining sur- 
geons in 1882, who corroborate the results of the examination by the 
examining surgeon in 1880 and allowed an increased disability. This 
was further re-enforced by the board of examining surgeons in 1885, 
who corroborated the reports of 1880 and 1882, and gave him a still 
increased rating for disability. 

Mr. CROXTON. May I ask the gentleman why did he not get his 
claim through the Pension Office ? 

Mr. PETERS. Because there was no official record of his having 
been under medical treatment during the war. 

Mr. WISE. ‘The report states this soldier entered the service when 
the war was nearly over. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, no; he entered the service in March, 1864. 

Mr. WISE. And he left in—— 

Mr. PETERS. In July, 1865, after the war was over. 

Mr. WISE. ‘The war was practically ended in April, 1865. 

Mr. PETERS. But he entered the service in March, 1864. 

Mr. WISE. The report also shows that there is not a particle of 
medical testimony that he was treated during the time he was in serv- 
ice, and all the medical treatment to which the gentleman refers was 
at a period of from ten to fifteen years after the termination of the war. 
There is not a particle of testimony to show any disability during the 
time of service. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to call the gentleman’s attention—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia withdraw his 
objection? 

Mr. WISE. No, sir; I do not. 

ANNA M. MARSHALL. 

Mr. NEECE. I call up the bill (S. 2393) granting a pension to Anna 
M. Marshall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Anna M. Marshall, widow of Capt. 
Patterson S. Marshall, on the pension-roll as a pensioner, at the rate of $12 a 
month, subject to the provision and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2393) 
granting a pension to Anna M. M: 1, having considered the same, and the 
same ranges | passed the Senate, your committee adopt the Senate report, a copy 
of which is hereunto attached, and recommend the of the bill. 

“That the claimant in this case is the widow of Capt. Patterson S. Marshall, 
who was a citizen of Ohio. It appears from the evidence before the committee 
that the claimant made 4 pegs for a pension to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, who rejected her claim because there was no law authorizing its allow- 
ance, 

“Patterson S. Marshall was a steamboat captain commanding the steamer 
Aurora, which was chartered by the Government and used in transporting 
troops up the Tennessee River, under the direction and command of Major- 
General Washburn, 

“While thus employed in the service of the Government, on or about October 
11, 1864, Captain Marshall was ordered by the military commander in charge to 
land at Eastport, Miss., to disembark troops. 

Immediately after landing the boat was fired on by a battery under command 
of the confederate general, Forrest. During this attack the boat was struck by 
several shells, one of which struck the steam-pipe, and the vessel was enveloped 
with hot steam, While standing heroically at his post and obeying mili or- 
ders, another shell exploded a caisson on board the Aurora, by means of which 
Captain Marshall was pinned fast to the deck, and in this position was burned 
to death by the resulting fire. è 

These facts are proven by the affidavits of the clerk of the boat and by the 
military officer, both of whom were present. 

It is also proven by the affidavits of a captain and assistant quartermaster, to 
whom Ca n Marshall bad, until a short time before, been chief clerk, that 
Captain Marshall was a man of fine business ability, and that his widow was left 
in straitened circumstances, with the care of a family of small children on her 


ds. 
In ee iew of the fact that Captain Marshall met his death while practically en- 
in the military service and while obliged to implicitly obey orders which 
e may have known to be hazardous in the extreme, the committee recommend 
that the bill do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ROBERT BAXTER. A 
Mr. LYMAN. I call up the bill (S. 2935) granting a pension to 
Robert Baxter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions ard 
limitations of the pension laws, the naree of Robert er, late a private in 
Company D, Seyenty-seyenth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 


1887. 
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Mr. MORRILL. The report in this case is not printed, but I can 
state the facts. This man was a member of the Missouri enrolled 
militia, and, under the law, would have been entitled to a if 
he had perfected his case before the 4th of July, 1874. This he failed 
to do. The proof before the Pension Office is sufficient to have the 
case allowed if it had been presented in time. Thecircumstances were 
that while in the service and under the command of a United States 
officer, he was taken with typhoid fever and remained unconscious for 
some time, and when consciousness was restored his eyesight was 
gone, so that he has been totally blind ever since. There seems to be 
no objection to the bill. The committee were unanimous in reporting 
it favorably, and, as I have said, the claim would have been allowed 
without doubt in the Pension Office if the case had been perfected in 
time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I will add that I personally know of 
this case and the condition of the claimant. He lives in my county. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 

JACOB TEITS. 


Mr. PIDCOCK. TI call up the bill (H. R. 8829) granting a pension 


to Jacob Teits. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Jacob Teits, late of Company B, 
Sixth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 


‘The claimant was a member of Company A, One hundred and forty-fourth 
Regiment Illinois Infantry. He alleges that he and others were detailed to 
= prisoners from Alton, Ill., to Richmond, Va., in March, 1865, and while at 
bomen City, Va., he fell from a box-car and thereby ruptured himself on 

e side. 

The claim was submitted for admission by the examiner in the Pension Office, 
but rejected by the reviewer on the ground that there is no record, and claim- 
ant’s inability to furnish satisfactory evidence showing the incurrence of alleged 
hernia in service. 

Claimant's physician and two of his neighbors testify that prior to enlistment 
he was a sound man and free from any rupture. 

James M. Finley, the orderly sergeant of same company, testifies that claim- 
ant was detailed by him about the middle of March, 1865, to go to Richmond 
with prisoners, and while en route was injured as alleged. On the day fol- 
lowing his return to his regiment Finley took him to the doctor, who, upon 

claimant 


examination, pronounced him ruptured. The surgeon who treated 
seres is dea s Other comrades of claimant's company testify to the receipt of 
e injury as a 


eged. 

Dr. J. S. Lindaberry testifies that in August, 1865, he treated claimant for ma- 
Jaria and a rupture, 

The testimony of neighbors shows that claimant returned home from service 
ruptured, and that he has been largely incapacitated for work on account of it. 
The examiner rated his disability one-half to 1884, and total from that time. 

The examining surgeon reports that claimant has scrotal hernia of left side; 
= is es but comes down on the least exertion. He rates the disability 

ree-fo 


Your committee deem this a meritorious case, and recommend that the bill 
pass, striking out in line 6, after word “company,” the words “B, Sixth Regi- 
ment New Jersey Volunteers,’ and inserting in place thereof “‘A, One hundred 
and forty-fourth Regiment Illinois Infantry.” 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended amendments, as 
follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 of the printed bill, after the word “‘ com 
Sixth” and insert “A, One hundred and forty-fourth;” 
Jersey Volunteers” and insert “ Illinois Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARY M. THOMPSON. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I call up the bill (H. R. 8826) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary M. Thompson, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mary M. Thompson, mother of Charles 
W. Thompson, late of Company A, Third Regiment of Pennsylvania Volun- 
Lrg Payal pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 

m 5 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. The report is quite long and I can save time b 
making astatement of the case. The claimant is the mother of a sol- 
dier who died in theservice. The evidence shows that he contributed 
to her support while he was in the service, and she is now without any 
means of support. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How comes it, then, that she does not get a pen- 


sion under the general law? 
The Pension Office has rejected 


y,” strike out “B 
, strike out "New 


Mr. LEHLBACH. I donot know. 
the case, but the evidence is as I have stated. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What was the ground of rejection ? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. ‘The ground was the non-dependence of the 
mother, but the evidence is that she was dependent on the soldier, and 
that she is now without means. I move that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HENRY, CANODE. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Icall up the bill (H. R. 1903) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Canode. ) ae: 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the limitations and 
provisions of the pension laws, the name of Henry Canodgo, late a private in 
Company K, Seventeenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 


The claimant, Hi Canode, made appieston for invalid pension, No. 
324305, on the und t on or about the 2ist day of July, 1865, he was badly 
injured in both feet and ankles, by reason of a railroad accident, while on his 
way home from the United States service. All the testimony on file shows 
claimant to have been regularly enlisted; served faithfully until di on 
July 20, 1865; and while on his way home, after said discharge, he received the’ 
above-described injury. There is no doubt, from the evidence submitted and 
from all the papers now on file, that claimant did suffer such injury, and is now 

rtially unable tosupport himself. The claim was rejected by the Department 
Iaoa pone a coe the injury was not received strictly while in the service and 

n > 

In view of the pressions, the committee recommend that House bill 1908 do 
pass. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, that report is very brief, and 
does not clearly show all thatit ought to show. It states that this in- 
jury was received after the discharge of the soldier. Itis true that the 
injury was received after he was discharged, but the facts are these: He 
was di while in one of the Southern States, and he was being 
conveyed to his home in the State of Ohio with other soldiers when he 
received this injury. The other men who were with him, and who also 
were injured, have nearly all been pensioned by special act, and his case 
was rejected merely upon the technical ground that the injury was re- 
ceived after the date of his discharge. In fact, however, although dis- 
charged, he had not been returned to his home by the Government as 
he ought to have been. 

Mr. WISE. Do you say that the other men who were returning 
home with him at the same time and who also were injured have been 


pensioned ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘The other soldiers who were traveling with 
him have been pensioned by special acts, and this bill passed at the 
last session of the House, but too late to be acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. WISE. How was the injury received; by a railroad accident? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir; by a railroad accident, which oc- 
curred to the train on which the soldiers were being conveyed. 

Mr. WISE. I think pensions ought not to have been granted to any 
of these men after their discharge; but as others have received pensions 
I will not make objection in this case of my friend from Ohio. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am obliged to the gentleman. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM H. HEISTER. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 731) granting a pension to William H. Heister. 
The bill was , as follows: 


Beit enacted, &¢., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. Heister, late of Com- 
pany M, Nineteenth Kansas Cavalry. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


In line 6, strike out ‘‘ Heister ” and insert ‘‘ Hester.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to William H. Hes- 
ter, 


Mr. PERKINS. As the report in this case is voluminous, I have 
marked, in a copy which I have, the more important features. I ask 
the Clerk to read those portions, which I think will give members all 
the information they require; and then let the whole report be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The Clerk proceeded to read from the report (by Mr. StRUBLE) 
which is as follows: 


William H. Heister (not Heisler) first enlisted in the Union Army under the 
name of William Hester on August 10, 1862, for three years, in ees, ca | ©, 
Sixty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, when, from the evidence in the case ring 
upon his age, he seventeen years old. 

A report from th® office of the Assistant Adjutant-General, under date of Feb- 
ruary 13, 1884, shows that he was on the muster-rolls to October 31, 1862; was 
wounded in battle near Richmond, Ky., August 30, 1862, at which place and 
date, as shown by said report, his company was in action. On September 2, 
1862, same report shows him home on rhe on having been paroled. 

Rolls for November and December, 1862, show him to have been discharged 
by writ of habeas mg any November 20, 1862, at Indianapolis, Ind. Prisoner-of- 
war records shows him paroled at Richmond, Ky., 1862, date of ae not 
given, From an examination of claimant held by Special Examiner M. H, Parks, 
at Eureka Springs, Ark., December 18, 1882, it appears from his evidence that 
claimant enl: in the Sixty-ninth Indiana Volunteers some time in August 
or September, 1862; was wounded and taken prisoner at Richmond, Ky., and 
having enlisted under age, bis father instituted habeas corpus proceedings, 
which resulted in his discharge. 

He enlisted on March 25, 1864, in Company H, One hundredth Indiana Volun. 
teers, as appears from the Assistant Adjutant-General of date April 10, 1882, 
which report represents him present as to May and June, 1864, same report as 
to April 30, 1865 (the last role on file). He was transferred (date not given) to 
Company G, Forty-eighth Indiana Volunteers, and was discharged with his 
ere July 25, 1865. 

On October 30, 1868, at Topeka, Kans., he enlisted in Company M, Nineteenth 
Kansas Cavalry, to serve for six months. The same report from the Assistant 
Adjutant-General last above named shows him present October 31, 1868, name 
not borne on returns for December, 1868, or January, 1869; mustered out with 
company April 18, 1869, at Fort Hays, Kans., as a private. 

On August 29, 1881, claimant filed his yg agence for a pension, alleging that 
at Fort Dodge, Kans., on January 1, 1869, he contracted sore eyes, from which 
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he never recovered, and which continued to Ww Wo causing total a 
ness. On February 7, ion) he was examined by the medical examining 
in this cit; tae Paynes “alg A A 


“ practical totaly d that he required the constant tant aid S reported a 


On an affidavit fi 

In an vit filed ‘hae 14, 1882, claimant alleges that on the 15th day of Jan- 
uary, 1869, while in the ice and line of ay and while on guard at night 
(guarding the eer a at Fort Dodge, prevailed a very strong bleak 
wind, which carried with it dust and sand; ‘that he took a severe cold, and the 
his eyes were badly inflamed; that it was nearly a month before 
form any duty again, and then only on company — for 

two hours, but was never thereafter able to go on Rest dato; shed or ntal guard ; 
that his eyes continued to grow worse from that that the captain of the 


com y uently requested affiant to go to the hospital, but he preferred to 
regan Sent itted to remain with his company, but was relieved from duty; 
and that at the expiration of his service he was discharged with the onan 
From the beanie prea evidence, which is satisfactorily corroborated, he became 


blind in the fall of 1880. 
ape Aes ignis as his agent 


$ The aana eee oe he F, a of Barera Sp Spri: e 
O prepare mal application and prosecu nt at 
same place, spdis f Charles H. Miller, also one William F. Burch, a oiher agent at 

law of the claimant, became interested in prosecution of the claim 

The whole three were a set of scoundrels, and, in 1882, Hill and Miller were 
both in the penitentiary, having been convicted by the "United States district 
court at Fort Smith, Ark., for fraudulent practices in con: mang ta omit st 
posson gea a aes does not ont owa appear that Miller 

from just ting with. 

hand with oon in n efforts to ogre su! 
to success, and among them, by joint action, nave aas ae onena 
tain of the company n which claimant last served (who was at the time dead) 
and those of two yon Beasts were forged and filed in the cause. 

In the course of the progress of the claim suspicion was aroused at the Pen- 
sion Office that fraud was being attempted, the case was referred to special 
examiners in the field, who were directed to make thorough examination, 
which was done, and the frauds clearly shown, From a poi consideration 
of all the evidence your committee are confident that the claimant was eesti a 
rw, to the frauds of Hill, roan pa and Burch. The claimant atthe time was to- 

ly blind, and in very dependen circumstances, with a wife and three chil- 
dren to be supported by friends vol binary A, 

Miller (acting, no doubt, for himself and Hill) procured of claimant a promise 
to pay him one-third of the Adige mips aarne recovered, and then ed 
to do the business acco: zalog & me 
— kept their villainous schemes to themselves, and did not acquaint claimant 


which would req m and space, the 
hedar rs aa AS a net reales oor “e 
es, ug] necessary nol 

addresses of witn and, after a time, t claimant that 
Len ges red them, and handed them to him, and he turned them over to 
Miller, who finally brought claimant to Washington to haye the business com- 

pleted by an examination, &c. 
Later, upon calling upon claimant, who had returned arenes) for the post-office 
addresses of the parties whose affidavits had been fo: lied with frank- 
ness, giving the surmised when Hill, Mil Paroten applied to 


him, KTE e dee lee centered his impressions. This led at once to 
the examinations, not only of such of the three witnesses as were alive, 
but of a large number of others, and while there are some points as to which 
conflicts of evidence exist, yet a review and careful analysis of yooh the evidence 
has satisfied your committee that when claimant enlisted in th 
Kansas Ca: was free Lape Gis'ayee; thes kv DMAA IAAD 

of the eyes in the service; had sore at discharge, which continued to grad- 
ually grow worse, until, in the fall of] 1880, he became totally blind. 

The claimant enlisted three times as a soldier asian thee years 1862 and 1869, 
and while nothing affirmatively appears as to medical examinations upon en- 
listment the A pagan aray is he was each time carefully e: by competent 
surgeons. The reports from the Adjutant-General’s Office, while iting 
considerable in his favor, show not the least suspicion of disease to eyes at either 
enlistment. Men for whom he worked on farms, both immediately before 
listment and after discharge, give clear evidence as to 
sequent —— condition, and in most cases these w: 

th examiners who took evidence in the cause as being of 
a claimant himself Special Examiner M. H. Parks 

as follows: 
a clear-headed, intelligent man, and the manner in which he 
the questions I put to him 


left the impression that he was telling the tru 
The examination of claimant by was apis g and skill- 
fully conducted, and in the opinion of your poraza fing the resu! f kyrra the 
o! TEn ex ia Se stave 


rs 
res that he had no knowledge of the attempt of Miller, Hil and a Burch to 
beeen a fraud on the Pension Office. 
In conclusion, while the attempt to commit an infamous fraud upon the Pen- 
sion Office was well calculated claiman 


your on notwit! 

cluded that the claimant 

innocent of any com vlicity the 

his right toa te a thee banda of Con 

beg coe in its title and the 
ittee recommend that 


tase the name 
The question ‘being taken on the amendments reported by the com- 
sar they were agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside, to be 
reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


MARIA L. STRONG, 


Mr. STAHLNECKER. I ask the consideration of the bill (S. 2708) 
for the relief of Maria L. Strong. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the l angra, aieea gei are A Peace 
of the Navy pension fund, ia mune teee the Sorar tess Rear-Adimiral 
her widowhood, the same to be in I tes Navy, the sum of $30 per 

The report (by Mr. Sworx) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2708) 
fox the relief of Maria L. Strong, have had the same under consideration, and, 


concurring in the views e in the report of the Committee on Pensions, 
Vaea Be ge 2a Senate, which this committee adopts as its own, return the same 
hy tae mendation that it do 
Biicant, Masia Le Maria L. Strong, is widow of James H. Strong, who served 

in the the United States Navy from February 2, 1829, to November 28, 1882, when 
he died. The widow originally filed her claim for a pension in the Pension 
Office pw 19, 1883, basing it upon death from disease which originated in the 
line of d during 1875, when he held the rank of rear-admiral. Itwasallowed 
at $30, eg amount given for that rank, from aay 19, 1883. 

She now asks to have this increased to $0. It has been usual to allow this 
amount, and we report back the bill with a recommendation that it do pass. 


To the honorable Senate of the United States in Congress assembled : 


The petition of Maria L. Strong respectfully shows unto your honorable body 
— she is the widow of James H. Strong, late rear-admiral in the United States 


Navy. 
That her late husband departed this Jife on the 28th day of November, 1882, 
from a disease contracted in the line of duty, and therefore as his widow’ your 
capone receives now a pension of $30 per month. 
Your petitioner finding that this small allowance is insufficient to procure 
her the comforts of life, respectfully appeals to your honorable body to grant 
her an increase such as in similar cases has been granted to the ada pi of 
other officers whose lives have been shortened by the wear and tear of long 
and arduous and faithful service to the Government. 
Your petitioner respectfully shows to your honorable body that her late hus- 
band entered the Navy, as a midshipman, in the month of February, 1829, and 
that during a career oi ‘active service of nearly half a century he performed all all 
ness coe well and with distinction. 
That his last duty on the active list was in command of the South Atlantio 
uadron, and the duties upon the coast of Brazil were such as originated the 
from which he soon after died, his constitution being wrecked thereby 

ats _ life considerab] 7 shortened, 

p gon petitioner, in view of the premises, considering the long, faithful 
uae valuable services of her late husband, can only believe that his country will 
gladly, in the slight manner herein prayed for, gives ‘© some testimony to its appre- 
ciation of his services, and that your honorable rice, Ps a grant an increase of 
DOESN JO S DEON T PAS OTADA So Arran Dg ue 

Petitioner files, in support of her pa hye Pa TOOTE OER r late husband, taken 
from the files of the Navy Department certified to as correct, 


OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, Washington, April 9, 1884. 


Sm: I have the honor to state to you that I haye known the late Rear- 
Admiral Strong ever since boyhood, and have served with him on many occa- 


I beg leave to state that he performed all the duties with which he has been 
credited by the Navy De: ent with zeal and apc No oficerin the Navy 
can show a better reco: y than Admiral Si kong 

I iape Caranza widow may receive all the benefitsof the pen- 
sion law to the highest pew paid—$50 a month. 

Her husband lost his health in the performance of his naval duties during the 
war, = was for seven or eight years a total cripple. 

ery 


I 
z DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral, 


The CHAIRMAN OF THE NAVAL COMMITTEE, Senate. 
Abstract of service of James H. Strong, lately rear admiral, United States Navy: 
1829, Feb: 2, appointed midshi 
1831, ' Mareh 13, RSA to the TALIGA, 
April 29, detached and granted leave, 
1835, July 31, ordered to the Constellation, 
1836, June 4, shay per to passed midshipman, 


pe Ber lo 


1836, September 29, ordered to the receiy ip New Pan 
1837, January 28, detached and rele Asoo Lhe pa iad 
April an 


1841, September 8, promoted to li to lieutenant, 

1542) November 1 to the Oregon. 

Ty December 20, detached and placed on waiting orders, 
uxton. 


pril 
1847, September 10, placed on ee orders. (Sick.) 
at Boston. 


1848, May 12, ordered to poe 
1848, July 27, transferred to ring ship at New York. 
1849, May to the J John Adams, 


ra Novem ye Leen fe hearke at New York. 
anuary 24, orde: receivin, ip ‘ew York. 
ee Sey Ta 9, hee eee do the Seier 


1859, Jan i detached and placed on waiting orders, 


, ordered to command the Mohawk. 


11 
June 20, detached and wait orders. 

1863, July 3, to command the Monongahela; took part in the capture of the 

forts and rebel ironclads epee Mobile tons: pt praia ugust 5th and 14th, 1864, the capture 
and the wor! Aransas Pass, Tex, 
on wa: bing orders. 

wiih Rear-Admiral Gregory. 
uve id TESO 


1870, yore 
, September 13, phan as light-house fourth district, 
P Pe ighi TAPAE; spt 


1870, December 12, detached and ordered as light-house third dis 


1873, June 13, detached. 
1873, Erg 24, ordered to command the South Atlantic Station. 
1873, 25, promoted to rear-admiral. 
1874, rea detached and placed on waiting orders, X 
1876, A. 25, he was placed on the retired-list. 
at Columbia, 8. C.,on the 28th November, 1882. 

The foregoing abstract of the service of the late Rear-Admiral Charles II. 
ag op eed pcnape according to the records of the Navy Department. 

By Secretary 


the of the N 
of e BAVY: SNO, W. HOGG, Chief Clerk, 
April 3, 1984. 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, this is a very ingenious 
report. Without giving any reasons why this increased should 
be granted the committee content themselves with stating the fact 
that it has become usual to grant pensions of $50 in these cases. 
other words, we are to accept it as an established precedent that when 
any widow of an officer is drawing a pension of $30 a month it must, 
upon application, be increased to $50. 

I think it is well understood I am opposed to granting these in- 
creases. I would not in a case of this kind vote against allowing any 
woman her $30 a month; but I do think it is time for us to stop and 
consider what we are doing. This House passes a bill pensioning at 
$12 a month the dependent fathers or mothers of deceased soldiers, 
and pensioning at the same rate soldiers of the country who are to-day 
in poor-houses; and we are notified by the President that the Govern- 
ment is not able to pay those pensions. And while we are denying 
pion at the rate of $12 a month to mothers who gave their sons to 

sacrificed in the cause of the country, and while we say to those sol- 
diers who are to-day being supported in poor-houses that this Govern- 
ment is not able to pension them, I think it is time that the women of 
this country who are drawing pensions of $30 a month should be told 
by Congress that they mnst be content with this sum so long as the 
d dent mother of adead soldier, or so long as a soldier himself, who 
is in a poor-house, is unable to get relief from the Government. 

Now, I am not going to raise the question of a quorum on this bill; 
I have not done that at any sessionof this House, but I expect to vote 
against this bill and others like it, because it is an injustice and a crime 
to say to men who are entitled to pensions that we are notable to pen- 
sion them, and then turn round and pension at $50 a month a woman 
who is now drawing $30 monthly, and whose husband was in the Army 
a lifetime at big wages, serving during many years of peace, and, if he 
had lived economically, could have left to his widow a competency. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. May Iask the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
JOHNSTON ] whether he voted on the Boggs case which was passed here 
this evening. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I did. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. May I ask the gentleman which way he 
voted ? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I voted ‘“‘no.” And I made objec- 
tion to the bill, which objection I never withdrew, though I am not 

ing to raise any controversy with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
far. Curtin], who stepped out there and said that I withdrew the 
objection. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, at what stage in the consideration 
of this bill are objections in order? ,{ f 

The CHAIRMAN. At any stage. 

e ee Then I shall object to the further consideration of 
is bill. 

Mr, STAHLNECKER. Is objection in order at any stage? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; at any stage. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I hope the gentleman will allow me to make a 
statement before that motion is put to the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before voting on that I think the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wise] will withdraw the objection he made to the bill 
of my colleague [Mr. Funston]. - 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes; I hope objection will be withdrawn to th 
bill (H. R. 752) granting a pension to J. Smithpeter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his motion that 
the committee rise? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being withdrawn, the Chair will rec- 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I move to take up the bill (H. R. 
10050) to increase the pension of Frank Bell. 

The bill and amendment of the committee were read. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I am well acquainted with the facts 
in this case and will make a brief statement. I know this man who 
was in my own regiment. He lost a leg in thearmy and was also shot 
through the lungs. He receives a pension of $30 a month for the loss 
of his leg. The laws do not permit him, however, to draw any pen- 
sion for his other wounds. The other wounds have broken down his 
health, and destroyed his constitution and left him a wreck. He 
was one of the bravest men I ever knew. There is nothing but the 
strict construction of the pension laws standing between him and the 
amount in this bill. I ask for $10 a month for the worst wound of 
them all. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER, I object. 

Mr. WISE. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had, according to 
order, had under consideration the special business set apart for this 
evening, and had directed him to report back to the House sundry bills 
with various recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 
Bills of the following titles were severally ordered to be engrossed 


Tn | 2udreadathird time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 


the third time, and passed: 
Ha: au (H. R. 11111) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
iker; 

A bill ar R. 9664) placing the name of Mrs, Lydia Burdick on the 

on-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10262) granting a pension to Lawrence O'Conner; 

A bill (H. R. 6918) to increase the pension of Lewis M. Strong; 

A bill (H. R. 10470) granting a pension to Mrs. 8. C. Goodin; 

A bill (H. R. ee granting a pension to Mary M. Thompson; and 

A bill (H. R. 1903) granting a pension to Henry Canode. 

Amendments to bills of the following titles were severally agreed to, 
and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
nme; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 
an : 

A bill (H. R. 5927) for the relief of Louisa Kearney; 

A bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Thomas J. Hays; 

A bill (H. R. 9928) granting a pension to Moses Williams; and 

A bill (H. R. 8829) granting a pension to Jacob Teits. 
Amendments to the follovring bills, and also to the titles of the same, 
were severally agreed to; and the bills as amended were ordered to be 
en, and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: x 

A bill (H. R. 942) granting a pension to Lieut. James Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 9143) granting a pension to Dr. Sabin Stocking; and 

A bill (H. R. 731) granting a pension to William H. Heister. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, were severally considered, ordered to a third reading, and 
being read the third time, were passed; namely: 

A bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 1570) granting a pension to Mary Ann Vars; 

A bill (S. 2210) granting a pension to Anna Wright; 

A bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to Elizabeth Forgey; 
A bill (S. 2216) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth Rice; 
A bill (S. me granting a pension to Charles G. Paris; 

A bill (S. 2393) granting a pension to Anna M. Marshall; and 

A bill (S. 2935) granting a pension to Robert Baxter. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments, were severally considered, the amend- 
ments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to a third reading; 
and being read the third time, were passed; namely: 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Alpheus R. French; 

A bill (S. 2382) granting a pension to Alice Kelley; 

A bill (S. 2997) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Woods; 

A bill (S. 1494) granting an incfease of pension to Stephen D. Smith; 

A bill (S. 2159) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira Ambler; and 

A bill (S. 2451) for the relief of Mrs. Julia De Quindre. 


MRS. ELLEN M. BOGGS. 


The bill (S. 722) for an increase of pension to Mrs, Ellen M. Boggs, 
spent from the Committee of the Whole with amendment, was con- 
sidered, the amendment agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to 
a third reading. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. On that I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 2. 

So the bill was passed. 


JAMES SMITHPETER. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, the gen- 
tleman from Tipna having s that he will withdraw his ob- 
jection, that the bill (H. R. 752) granting a pension to James Smith- 

ter be now put upon its passage. 

P ask AREA consent that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that the bill be passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Smithpeter, late of the East 
Tennessee Union service, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken;and ona division there were—ayes 3, noes 18. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

RECONSIDERATION. 
Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and 


also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, on a division there were—ay es 3, noes 17. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of Senate bill 
2708 and put it upon its passage. This is the bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Maria L. Strong. 

Mr. WISE. I rise to say to the gentleman from New York that I 
certainly shall object to that bill, for the present at least. I want time 
to look into the question more fully. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. I withdraw the bill. 


CAPT. FRANK BELL, 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 10050) to increase the pension of Capt. 
Frank Bell, and put it upon its passage with the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Frank Bell, late captain of 
Coneeny, J, Forty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, to $50 per month, 
in lieu of the pension now received by him. 

“The committee recommend to strike out “‘ fifty ” and insert “forty,” 
in the sixth life of the bill. 

Mr. TAULBEE, Mr. Speaker, this is ths kind of bill to which I have 
been accustomed to object, but having had some personal acquaintance 
with this claimant, he having been before our committee, and having 
exhibited the degree of his disability, in view of all of the facts and 
the laws touching his case I shall not object. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be en for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and pas:ed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARIA L. STRONG. 


Mr. STAHLNECKER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 2708) for the relief of Maria L. Strong, and that it be consid- 


' ered in the House. 


s Ms, WISE. I withdraw my objection to the consideration of that 
ill. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. STAHLNECKER]? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted. &c., That from and after the passage ot this act, there be paid, out 
ofthe Navy pension fund, to Maria L. roni dow of the late Rear-Admiral 
James H. Strong, of the United States Navy, the sum of $50 per month, during 
her widowhood, the same to be in lieu of her present pension. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill to 
a third reading. 

Mr. WISE. Would it be in order for me to make one remark? I 
have withdrawn my objection to the consideration of the bill; but for 
the reason stated by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON], 
after having heard the veto of the President to-day denying an increase 
of pensions to those who are paupers, now in the poor-houses, soldiers 
who served the Union in the war, I shall unquestionably vote against 
this bill, and believe that this House ought to reject it. That is all I 
wish to say. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. WISE. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 5. 

So (further count not being called for) the bill was passed. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House do now adjourn. r 

The motion was not agreed to—there being ayes 6, noes 8. 


M. LOUISE BUTLER. 


Mr. HAYNES. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(8. 773) granting a pension to M. Louise Butler, and that the same be 
considered in the House. ¥ 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the hame of M. Louise Butler, widow of 
George Butler, late a major of marines in the service of the United States, and 
pay her a pension at the rato of $10 per month, said pension to be in lieu of any 
she may hereafter receive. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to state that this is the bill to which I ob- 
jected last Friday night. I think it proper to state that since I inter- 
posed that objection I have examined the case, and believing my ob- 
jection was wrong, withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentieman from New Hampshire? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAYNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tabie. $ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. FANNIE CARMAN. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I have an extreme case of a dependent mother 
which I want to put through to-night. I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (IT. R. 4585) granting a pension to Mrs, Fan- 
nie Carman, and that it be considered in the House. 

. The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of Mrs. Fannie Carman, mother of Daniel Carman, 
late of Company H, Fifth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers, on the pension- 


roll, at the rate of $8 per month, subject to the provisions of the general pension 
laws, the same to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 
Strike out “$8” and insert * $12." 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I know these parties personally, and I know 
that the mother is dependent. Theson died in the Army, and the case 
is a worthy one. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BUCHANAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motjon to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

_ Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


Is there objection to the request of the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Anna E. Lord, administratrix of 
Charles H. Lord, asking that the sum of $700 be inserted in the gen- 
eral deficiency bill to pay balance of salary due Charles H. Lord as 
depositary of public moneys in Arizona—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, : 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of masters and owners of American 
vessels at Jonesport, and at Addison and Columbia Falls, Me., for re- 
peal of compulsory pilotage laws—to the Select Committee on Ameri- 
can Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Resolution of Post No. 304, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Michigan, favoring the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of Progressive Assembly, No. 3326, 
Knights of Labor, of Grand Rapids, Mich., against the payment of 
high pensions and funeral expenses of public men and officers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of Post No. 84, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Michigan, in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker anti-polygamy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of Mrs, Maria L. Stewart, of Baltimore, 
Md., asking reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee-on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Joint resolution of the Ohio Legislature in 
favor of Senate bill 3075—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, memorial of the American Forestry Congress, in relation to the 
protection of forests—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from the National Vinegar- 
Maker’s Association, protesting against House bill 9733—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, paper from the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of Del- 
aware, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Blair educational bill—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of Winchester Post, No. 197, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Brooklyn, N. Y., asking for enactment of the Ed- 
munds-Tucker anti-polygamy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s National Indian Association, for the 
passage of the Sioux bill and of the Mission Indian bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of same, for an appropriation to enable them to aid in- 
telligent young Indian families to erect homes—to the same committee. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Resolutions of Alfred Meed Post, No. 252, 
of Ticonderoga, and of McFadden Post, No. 375, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Clinton County, New York, regarding the Edmunds-Tucker 
anti-polygamy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of P. C. Robinson and others, Morehouse, 
La., in favor of the agricultural experiment-station bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of Fr. Xav. Kimmerle, of Vanderburg 
County, Indiana, for a pension, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LONG: Memorial of the Boston Marine Society, in favor of 
the Long bill, requiring vessels of 20 tons and over to have their names 
painted upon their prows, &c.—to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Mr. LOVERING: Resolution of the city government of Boston, Mass., 
remonstrating against the proposed reorganization of the navy-yard at 
Boston as contemplated by. General Order No. 356, Navy Department— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

“By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Philip J. Sater and 56 others, citizens 
of Bartholomew County, Indiana, asking for legislation in relation to 
pleuro-pneumonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Resolution of the James Stephens Club of New 
York city, opposing the so-called extradition treaty with Great Britain— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of 
Kansas, favoring bill for right of way for Saint Louis, Baxter Springs 
and Mexican Railroad—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Kansas, asking for 
the passage of bill readjusting all land grants—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

Also, concurrent resolution of the same, relating to permits for sale of 
alcoholic liquors—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolution of the Western and Virginia Leaf-To- 
bacco Trade, favoring the repéal of the internal-revenue taxes on to- 
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of B. T. Belt and many others, citi- 
zens of the thirteenth district of Ohio, in favor of the of a bill 
intended to confer upon the people of the District of Columbia the right 
to determine by ballot whether intoxicating liquors shall be manufact- 
pot aad sold in the District—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

um 

By Mr. PHELPS: Petition of citizens of Dover, N. J., for the repeal 
of internal-taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Petition of the James Stephens Club of New York 
city, opposing the so-called extradition treaty with Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of Bayfield (Wisconsin) Fishery Association, 
relating to duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHAW: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, relating to the settlement of the Mexican and 
Spanish land grants in New Mexico and qfjoining Territories—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of J. F. Merryman, for relief—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of James Stephens Club of 
New York city, opposing the so-called extradition bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: Petition of the Hamilton Rowan Club of 
New York city, opposing the so-called extradition treaty with Great 
Britain—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of Samuel S. Vinton, of Springfield, and 
of George B. Ransom, of Jefferson City, Mo., asking that their war 
claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Of 67 citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich. 

By Mr. CONGER: Of 208 citizens of Stuart, Iowa. 

By Mr. ELY: Of 35 citizens of Washington, D. C. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Of 89 citizens of Providence, R. I. 

By Mr. A. J, WARNER: Of 88 citizens of Marietta, Ohio. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Of 80 citizens of Dayton, Pa. 


SENATE. _ 
SATURDAY, February 12, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports of engineer officers 
of an examination made in compliance with the requirements of the 
river and harbor act of August 5, 1886, with a view of establishing a 
breakwater at or near Whaler’s Point, San Luis Obispo, Cal.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MCPHERSON presented the petition of citizens of Morris County, 
New Jersey, praying for a reduction of internal-revenue taxes; which 
was refi to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KENNA presented a petition of the proprietor, employés, and 
laborers of the Irondale Furnace and Mines, in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, praying for the repeal of the internal-revenue taxes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES. I present petitions of a large number of my con- 
stituents from Vineyard Haven, Dukes County, Massachusetts, the 
first being in regard to Sunday mails. I think thatshould be referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made. 

Mr. DAWES. The same petitioners also petition in regard to inter- 
state Sunday trains; I think that should go to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that refer- 
ence will be made. 

Mr. DAWES. I present another petition from the same petitioners 
in regard to Sunday parades. Iam uncertain as to what committee 
has charge of that matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair su that it should 
be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the petition about? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is about Sunday parades. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why should that be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DAWES. I did not suggest that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not know where else 
Congress had jurisdiction over the subject. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that the Committee on Education and 
Labor would be more appropriate. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the peti- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave three other petitions for the same general 


purpose. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say in regard to all those petitions that similar 
petitions have been sent to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
Vast numbers of them have already been presented and referred to 
that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection to other committees taking their 
own appropriate jurisdiction. ~ 

Mr. DAWES. Ipresent three petitions very numerously signed from 
that portion of my constituents who reside in Cottage City, Martha’s 
Vineyard, for the same purpose, and I ask the same reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The same reference will be made. 

Mr. INGALLS presented resolutions adopted by Grand Army Post, 
No. 223, Department of Kansas, of Decatur County, Kansas, favoring 
the passage of the so-called anti-polygamy bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of J. A. Patterson and other 
employés of the Government Printing Office, praying for certain bal- 
ances of pay due them under the act of April 16, 1880; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VAN WYCK presented a memorial of citizens of Washington, D. 
C., residents of S street northwest, remonstrating against the passage of 
the House bill incorporating the Washington cable railroad company; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs to report back the bill (S. 3286) to increase the naval establish- 
ment, with amendments, and I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 
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I give notice that on Monday, immediately after the morning business, 
I shall call up the bill for consideration. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. PLATT. I am directed by the Committee on Territories, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6966) to change the time of the 
meeting of the legislative assembly of Washington Territory, to make 
a report adverse to the passage of the bill. There is a minority report, 
which is to be made by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. BUTLER. I submit the views of the minority on the bill, and 
ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee, and the views of the minor- 
ity will be printed with the report. 

Mr. HALE. By direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I re- 
port back the bill (S. 3288) to provide for the increase of the naval es- 
tablishment, with an amendment. I give notice that I shall call up the 


bill at an early day. 
The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8593) for the repair and preservation of the 
road, heretofore constructed by the Government, leading from Vicks- 
burg to the national cemetary adjacent thereto, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4476) for the relief of Alexander Worrall, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


DISTRICT LIQUOR LICENSES. 


Mr. COLQUITT. I crave the attention of the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLS], the chairman of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, fora moment. I wish to inquire what action the Committee has 
taken, or proposes to take, upon the petition of the Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union relating to abuses and violations of law in this Dis- 
trict. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been unfortunately detained by other busi- 
ness from the last two meetings of the committee, and I am unable to 
answer the Senator. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TROY, N. Y. 


Mr. MAHONE. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7775) to in- 
crease the appropriation for the erection of a public building at Troy, 
N. Y., to report it favorably without amendment. As the committee 
has already reported favorably a Senate bill on the same subject, I ask 
that this bill may be put on its passage. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTSMOUTH, OHIO. 


Mr. MAHONE. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6976) to 
erect a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio, to report it favorably with- 
out amendment. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committeo of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


Mr. MAHONE. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10305) to 
increase the appropriation for the public building at Brooklyn, N. Y., 
to report it favorably without amendment. I ask that the bill be con- 
sidered at this time. 

+ By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BATTLE-SWORD OF CAPT. S. C. REID. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred a message of the President of the United States rec- 
ommending Congress to make suitable provision for accepting the sword 
of Capt. Samuel C. Reid, commander of the brig General Armstrong, 
and providing for a suitable acknowledgment of such gift, to report a 
joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 109) authorizing the President of the 
United States to acceptin behalf of the United States the sword of Capt. 
Samuel Chester Reid, tendered as a gift by his son Samuel C. Reid, was 


read the first time by its title. 
Mr. HOAR. Let the Secre read the joint resolution in fall for 
the information of the Senate. I think there will be no objection to 


its present consideration. 


The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, £c., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to accept in 
behalf of the United States the sword of the late Capt. Samuel Chester Reid, com- 
manding the United States private-armed brig General Armstrong, tendered him 
by Samuel O. Reid, son of said officer. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to add to the joint resolution: 

And to make the giver of said sword such acknowledgment as he shall deem 
suitable for said gift. _ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendment was concurred in. : 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3296) to authorize the print- 
ing of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late John A. Logan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3297) for the relief of Mich- 
ael Gary; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (S. 3298) granting a pension to Clara 
G. Scott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS introduced a bill (S. 3299) to amend the act to pro- 
vide for the resumption of specie payments; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finan ; 


ce. 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL, 


Mr. MILLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM WEBSTER. . 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no “‘ concurrent or other 
resolutions,” the Chair, in pursuance of the order of the Senate made 
yesterday, lays before the Senate as part of the unfinished business of 
the morning hour the resolution reported by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN], from the Committee on Foreign Relations, on the pe- 
tition of William Webster relative to a claim for indemnity from Great 
Britain. 4 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that by unanimous consent that resolution 
may go over until Monday, retaining its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the resolution be ed un- 
til Monday, retaining it place. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA FAYETTE, IND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 531) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at La Fayette, Ind., which were, in lines 
11 and 12 strike out ‘‘ one hundred ” and insert ‘‘fifty,’”’ so as to make 
the limit of cost $50,000; in line 12 strike ont ‘‘seventy-five”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘fifty,’’ so as to make the amount of appropriation $50,000. 

And at the end of the bill to add: 


Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 
which will sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein lim- 
ited after the site shall cee been purchased and paid for, shall have been ap- 


proved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site nor plan for 
said building shall sete rape by the of the Treasury involving an 
expenditure exceeding the said sum of $50,000 for site and building. 


Mr. MAHONE. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RAILWAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLATT. Yesterday, upon the passage of the bill (H. R. 6393) 
to authorize the Fort Worth and Denver City Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes, I entered a motion to reconsider. Thereason why I did so was 
because I thought there was a or two in the bill which might 
give rise to a belief that Congress thought it could by a bill confer cer- 
tain rights upon a State government which might hereafter be erected 
which that government otherwise would not possess. I will read the 
clause in section 4: 

gress reserves the right to late the charges for freight and 
Aeee iaer T ES and Sa telegraph and telephone lines, 
until a State government or governments shall exist in said Terrhory within 
the limits of which said railway, or a part thereof,shall be located; and then 
such State government or governments shall be authorized to fix and late 


the cost of transportation of persons and freights within their respective its 
by said railway. 
It seemed to me that the use of such as thatin.a bill would 


be an implication of a belief by that unless authorized by 
Congress a State when it should be formed would not have that power; 
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but I am informed, and I see, that the object of it was to prevent any 
claim that any right had become vested in the railroad company to 
make such charges as they saw fit, by the fact that Congress had sim- 
ply reserved the right to Congress. In that view of it, although I 
think the language was not fitly chosen, I will withdraw the motion to 
reconsider. s 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
drawn, and the bill stands passed. 


COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Committee on Commerce have 
leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate for the remainder of the 
present session of Congress. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 731) granting a pension to William H. Hester; 

A bill (H. R. oat granting a pension to James Smithpeter; 

A bill (H. R. 942) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow of 
Lieut. James Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 1903) granting a pension to Henry Canode; 

A bill R, 4585) granting a pension to Mrs. Fannie Carman; 

A bill (H. R. 5927) for the relief of Louisa Kearney; ` 
R. 6918) to increase the pension of Lewis M. Strong; 


The motion to reconsider is with- 


A bill (H. 

A bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Thomas J. Hays; 

A bill (H. R. 8826) granting a pension to Mary M. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 8829) granting a pension to Jacob Teits; 

A bill (H. R. 9143) granting a pension to Dr. Sabin Stocking; 

A bill (H. R. 9664) placing the name of Mrs. Lydia Burdick on the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 9928) granting a pension to Moses Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 10050) to increase the pension to Capt. Frank Bell; 

A bill (H. R. 10262) granting a pension to Lawrence O’Conner; 

A bill (ir R. 10470) granting a pension to Mrs. S. C. Goodin; and 

A bill (H. R. 11111) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 


z 
F 
f 


The m also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills, each with an amendment; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (8. en granting an increase of pension to Stephen D, Smith; 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Alpheus R. French; 

A bill (S. 2159) granting a pension to Mrs, Almira Ambler; 

ill (S. 2382) ting a pension to Alice Kelley; 
S. 2451) for the relief of Mrs. Julia De Quindre; and 
S. 2997) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Woods. 
farther announced that the House of Representatives 
the following bills: 
722) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs; 
773) granting a pension to M. Louise Butler; 
1570) granting a pension to Mary Ann Vars; 
. 1673) granting a pension to Charles G. Paris; 
1825) granting a pension to Elizabeth Forgey; 
2045) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Hamilton 
S. 2210) granting a pension to Anna Wright; 
ill fe 2216) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth Rice; 
ill (S. 2393) granting a pension to Anna M. Marshall; 
ill (S. 2708) for the relief of Maria L. Strong; and 
ill (S. 2935) granting a pension to Robert Baxter. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 7508) granting the right of way to the Annap- 
olis and Baltimore Short Line Railroad Company across the Govern- 
ment farm connected with the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md. ; and 
it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
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Mr. EVARTS. Iask the Senate to proceed with the consideration | Cockrell 


of the joint resolution in recognition of the services of Joseph Francis. 

Mr. PLUMB. Has the morning business been concluded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishall be obliged, then, to ask the Senate to proceed 
with the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question nowisupon themotion 
of the Senator from New York. After that is acted upon the motion 
of the Senator from Kansas will be in order. The Senator from New 
York moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint 
resolution (H. Res, 125) in recognition of the services of Joseph Francis. 

Mr. CAMERON. I wish to say in connection with that—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. CAMERON. I wish to say that I have a batch of literature 
which I p to read to the Senate on that subject. 

The P ENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That matter will consume the whole day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. [Putting the 
question.] ‘The noes appear to have it. Does the Senator from New 
York call for a division? ; 

Mr. EVARTS. I only wanted to say about it that it would be con- 
cluded very soon, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Pending that motion, I desire to make a 
motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. I have no idea that the Senate will do it, but I wish to have it 
understood that the State of Virginia is one of the States in which ap- 
pointments have not been confirmed, and I am doing my duty in ask- 
ing that the Senate shall proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate proceed with the consid- 
eration of House bill 10793, being the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore." Does the Senator from New York 
(Mr. EVARTS] call for a division on his motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. EVARTS. I was only going to say that notwithstanding what 
is suggested, I think the conclusion of the Joseph Francis resolution 
will be brief. I supposed the appropriation bill would not be pressed 
in the morning hour. I should be very glad if my friend from Kan- 
sas would allow the joint resolution to be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will then announce that 
the motion is lost. The Senator from New York can renew the mo- 
tion at any time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not feel that I can afford to yield to that meas- 
ure. It would undoubtedly take up a couple of hours of time right 
in the middle of the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 10793) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. ‘What has become of my motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair put the question, and the 
Senate voted in the tive. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did not so understand it. I ask for the 
yeas and nays on my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can renew the motion 
if he chooses. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did not understand the Chair to put the 


motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did distinctly put the 
motion. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have a purpose in making the motion, 
and I wish to pursue that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia renews 
his motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary ealled the roll. 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired upon all questions until Monday morning 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. Ido not know 
how he would vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—5, 
George, Payne, Riddleberger, Sawyer. 
Palmer, . 

NAYS—39, 
Allison, Colquitt, Harris, Platt, 
Beck, Conger, Ingalls, Plumb, 
ot Cullom, Kenna, Sabin, 
Blakburn, Dolph, McMillan, Saulsbury, 
Blair, McPherson, Spooner, 
Butler, Fair, Manderson, Teller, 
Call, Farwell, Maxey, Vance, 
Cameron, Frye, Mitchell of Oregon, Walthall, 

3 Morgan, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, Hampton, Morrill, 
ABSENT—32. 

Aldrich, Evarts, Jones of Florida, Sherman, 
Bowen, Gibson, Jones of Nevada,» Stanford, 
Brown, | Gray, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
haces” Mitchell of Pa, V thees, 

. ls s ‘001 
Cheney, Hawley, Pugh, Whitthorne, 
Dawes, Hoar, Ransom, Willi 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Sewell, Wilson ot Md 


So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 
ILLINOIS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. A 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask theSenator from Kansas to yield to me to en- 
able the Senate to take up House bill 367. It is a matter which inter- 
ests the people of Illinois, and which I called up yesterday, but the 
bill was not at that time in possession of the Senate. It will take no 


1660 


* time. There will be no discussion of it. I ask the Senator from Kan- 
sas to yield to me for that purpose. 

Mr. PLUMB. In view of the disappointment of the Senator from 
Illinois yesterday evening I will yield to him, but to no one else. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 367) to amend section 536 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the division of 
the State of Illinois into judicial districts, and to provide for holding 
terms of court of the northern district at the city of Peoria. 

There being no objection, theSenate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary with an amendment, to add as an additional 
section: 

Sec. 11. That all crimes and offenses heretofore committed within the said 
district shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with 
the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ; 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment, 
and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION DILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10793) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1888. 

Mr. BECK. Yesterday, when the bill was laid aside, I had risen to 
make a remark or two in regard to the bill. What is called the sub- 
sidy amendment, I believe, has not yet been reached. 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations propose, as 
an amendment, to insert after line 88: 


For the transportation of foreign mails by American built and registered 
steamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in dispatch and a 


greater in the carriage of such mails to Brazil, the Argentine Republic, 
and the Republics of Uruguay and Paraguay, $500,000; and the Postmaster-Gen 
eral is authorized to make, r due advertisement for s 


possis, uch contract 
or contracts with such American steamships, for a term of not less than five years, 
and at a rate of compensation not exceeding for each outward trip $1 per nauti- 
cal mile of the distance in the most direct and feasible sailing course between 
the terminal points, as shall be found expedient and desirable to secure the ends 
above set forth; but every such contract shall be subject to be modified or an- 
nulled by act of Congress. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I have raised the question of order against 
this class of subsidy amendments so often and have been so regularly 
overruled that, if the Chair thinks the pending amendment in order, I 
shall not make any question about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would feel bound to fol- 
low the decisions of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. I supposed so, and therefore I did not care to make any 
question of order. 

I rose yesterday before this subsidy amendment was reached, not to 
say anything regarding it at the time, but to say that the Senator from 

who has charge of the bill—I was on the subcommittee with 
him—seemed to think that there had been undue economy sought 
after by the Post-Office Department, and he complained of the inefficiency 
of the service, or rather not having service enough for the wants of the 
country. One thing, however, I was glad to hear him admit, that this 
is aclean bill without any sort of jobbery in it, no star-routes, nothing 
to bring scandal on the administration of the Post-Office Department. 
This is the first time, as far as I know, that complaints have been 
made by gentlemen on the other side that the head of the Post-Office 

ent is too economical. That the Department has been clean, 
fair, and honest in its administration nobody disputes. The Senate 
Committee on Appropriations in looking over the bill as carefully as 
the Senator from Kansas and myself on the sub-committee could, and 
as the whole committee did, could-not find any fault with what had 
been done in the other House, or any fault with the estimates as pre- 
sented by the Department. 

The Senator from Kansas, notwithstanding his fault-finding, did not 
venture to suggest any amendment to change the estimates of the De- 
poas which were adopted in the bill as it came from the other 

ouse, and as it came from the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate; that at least was a compliment to the wisdom and integrity of 
the Department in making the estimates which it submitted, and the 
action of the House of Representatives and of the Committee on Ap- 
oY aoe indorsed this by passing the bill in accordance with the 


I hardly think the criticism of the Senator from Kansas was fair. I 
have looked over the RECORD this morning, and some of the petitions 
that were sent to the Senator from Kansas, and I am satisfied they were 
When you come to look at the amount 


based on imperfect information. 
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appropriated for the current year you find it is $54,365,863.25, while 
the amountin this bill, outside of the subsiby clause, is $55,689,650.15, 
or an increase over the appropriations for the current year of $1,323,- 
786.90, When you analyze the bill carefully it will be found that the 
increases are such as necessarily come from the growth of business. 
For example, for compensation to clerks in post-oflices for the current 
year, $5,150,000. In the bill now under consideration we allow $5, 450,- 
000, or an increase of $300,000. For miscellaneous items the increase 
is $15,000. For the free-delivery service we have increased $100,000 
and have added $347,500 because of the additional cities that are em- 
braced in the free-delivery system. Small increases are made in regard 
to mail-bags because of the increase of the railroad service. For in- 
land transportation we have made an increase on the railroad routes of 
$300,000, and so all along the line. For railway postal clerks there is 
an increase of $190,000; for railway postal cars an increase of $130,000. 
For the manufacture of envelopes and wrappers and things of that sort 
there is an increase of $200,000. For the transportation of the foreign 
mails there is an increase of $75,000. For the manufacture of postal 
cards an increase of $12,000 is allowed, and so on—a natural, fair in- 
crease, growing out of the increase of business. 

When the Senator from Kansas was criticizing the action of the De- 
partment in regard to matters that had not been suggested before the 
committee, as far as I am aware, and as to which there was no sugges- 
tion of amendment, he read, among other things, a letter dated Febru- 
ary 5, 1887, from Cedar Vale, Kans., signed by Eli Titus, addressed to 
the Senator from Kansas: . 

CEDAR VALE, Kawns., February 5, 1887. 


My Dear Sm: Am glad to see you are stirring the Department up on the 
inexcusable bad mail servicein Kansas. Wenow have two railroads completed 
to Cedar Vale, the C. K.and W, from Ind dence, completed November 1, and 
the D. M.and A. from Chetopa, comple’ January 1, and no mail service on 
either, although have been trying since November 1 last. The mail comes from 
Grenola by stage, 20 miles north of Cedar Vale. There is certainly no excuse 
for this. Please call the attention of the Post-Office Department to this, 

And oblige, yours, very truly. 


At this point I interrupted the Senator for a moment, and I asked 
him what that was. He reread it. I telegraphed at once to the Post- 
Office Department from my seat and received answerin a few min- 
utes: 

Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, February 11, 1887. 


Distance circulars, Chetopa to Cedar Vale, were not received from the railroad 
company until January 27, and on February 3 the Department ordered that serv- 
ice be established on that line on and after February 21. Service from Chau- 
tauqua to Cedar Vale not yet authorized, but under anamar — ae) y 


Hon. J. B. BECK. 


The Senator’s correspondent says that from the 1st day of November, 
with a completed railroad, application has been made for service and 
that there is no attention paid to the wants of that people, while the 
official statementshows that the railroad company did not furnish even 
the distance circular until the 27th of January, and on the 3d of Feb- 
ruary the Department proceeded at once to establish service. 

Again, I senta message saying that there were other complaints from 
Kansas. Icould not evenstate what they were, but asking, ‘ at about 
Kansas railways ?’’ In less than halfan hour the following dispatch was 
received, signed by the Postmaster-General: 

Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, February 11, 1887. 

An examination in Second Assistant's Office shows that since July 1, 1886— 

Seven months ago— 


new railroad service has been placed on Kansas routes to the number of thirty 
new routes, aggregating almost 1,000 miles, and that but five short routes properly 
to be employed remain without service yet ordered use the information in 
regard to them is not yet complete. There is no just occasion for any criticism 
or complaint on this score. About 5,800 miles of railroad routes now in Kansas, 
and total cost of railroad service is now over $600,000 per year. 
WM F. VILAS. 
Hon. J. B. BECK. 


If the Senator from Kansas proposed to find fault with the Postmaster- 
General, it was his duty to show that there was wrong done. I think 
it would have been better for him to have laid those communications 
before the committee and have given the Post-Office Department achance 
to answer them, because the Postmaster-General avows and shows, and 
it is high evidence of the development of the State of Kansas, that she 
has in the last seven months added a thousand miles of new railroads 
in that great and growing State; and the Postmaster-General shows 
that she has proper service on every line except five short ones, about 
which the Postmaster-General has not received proper information on 
which to take definite action. The Postmaster-General is supplying 
service as rapidly as he can. These telegrams, I think, while they are 
imperfect and only sent on the spur of the moment, answer, I think, 
satisfactorily many of the complaints that newspaper editors and other 
gentlemen have made in regard to the service in that State. 

I insist that whatever else may be said about Mr. Vilas, the Post- 
master-General is devoting his time anxiously, carefully, and earnestly 
to give the people good, postal service and do it with reasonable econ- 
omy. I have never heard any well-grounded complaint made against 
the integrity of the management of the business of that Department. 
Some of us may find fault in regard to political matters; but as to the 
business management of the Department, it never was managed with 


_ 1887. 
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more efficiency, with more honesty, and with an eye more single to the 
good of the service, so far as any fact has been brought before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and I suppose if there had been any well- 
grounded complaint we should have heard of it either in the subcom- 
mittee or the whole committee. > 

As I said—and that is all I care to say in regard to these prelimi- 
nary matters—the estimates were so fair, so reasonable, that the House 
of Representatives accepted them and passed the bill in accordance 
with them. The Senate Committee on Appropriations reported the 
House bill just as it came from the House, again indorsing the estimates, 
and neither in the subcommittee nor in the whole committee, nor any 
where, has any person in either House been able to find any fault with 
the management of the Post-Office Department, or with the estimates 
as made, except by the Senator from Kansas in laying before the Sen- 
ate without asking to make any amendment, and without calling the 
attention of the committee to them, letters of people who looking at 
the subject from their own narrow point of view, feeling that a young 
town, one which I think the Senator said had grown up in about six 
weeks—I know how they grow and am glad tosee them gronne hat 
people feeling that they are not pushing ahead if they do not get all 
the mails they want in a day when the proper machinery has to be 
provided for a whole country, they no doubt become restless and make 
complaint. But the result at last is that everything has been done 
that could be done, and whatever is now lacking the Department is 
endeavoring earnestly and promptly to supply; whatissaid of Kansas, 
is equally true of the rest of the country as far as official information 
can be obtained. 

I venture to assert that whenever any complaint is made about the 
business of the Department and an inquiry is made at the Department, 
or when any complaint is made in any form in which the Department 
can be heard in answer to it, the Post-Office Department will show in 
every case that everything is being done that can be done to furnish an 
efficient, honest, and cheap service. 

I may as well say in regard to the pending amendment—the subsidy 
amendment—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the Senator passes to that, let me ask hima 
question. He said, in commending this bill in the beginning of his re- 
marks, that it had no jobbery in it. He and I have been on the sub- 
committee of the Appropriations Committee which has had charge of 
the Post-Office appropriation bill for, I think, five years, and I willask 
him if there has been any bill during that period of time which came 
from that subcommittee or from the committee itself making appro- 
priations for the Post-Office Department about which there has been any 
odor or suggestion of jobbery or corruption, or anything improper? 

Mr. BECK. I will say that whenever the committee could discover 
anything like jobbery I believe we have always endeavored to correct 
it; but the Senator will recollect I was on the committee with him at 
the time when we had General Brady and the star-route matters before 


us, 

Mr. PLUMB. That was before my service on the committee. 

Mr. BECK. It was not before mine. I was on it then, and a mem- 
ber of the subcommittee having it in charge. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam speaking now of the last five years, covering 
the period of Arthur’s administration, as well as the present one so far. 
I ask if there has been any suggestion of wrong or any improper ex- 
penditure of any of the money we have appropriated in the Post-Office 
appropriation bill during that time. 

Mr. BECK. I think since we got out of the star-route abuses there 
has been none, but I know the struggle we had about that, and we could 
not get to the bottom of it. The other House tried it as well as the 
Senate. Wesummoned the Postmaster-General, we summoned Mr. 
Brady, we examined them fully. All appeared fair on the face; they 
said that they were doing the best they could, and it was only when 
the Pustmaster-General threatened to stop the mails because he did 
not have money enough to keep the services up that we were enabled 
to get at the bottom of that trouble and found that they were not do- 
ing justice to the general service, but were squandering money in use- 
less ‘‘ expedition,” in ‘‘increased rates,” where there was no use for 
them, and in a thousand improper ways, with which the country is 
now perfectly familiar. 

From that day to this the service has been improving, but nowhere 
and under no Postmaster-General has it been more carefully watched 
than it is by the present Postmaster-General. I know the former Post- 
masters-General have furnished the Senator from Kansas and myself 
every facility to ascertain all the facts within the last five years. That 
they were men of integrity and ability and desirous of aiding the com- 
mittee in every way I believe; and the Senator from Kansas will agree 
with me that the present Postmaster-General is doing his duty as ear- 
nestly and faithfully as any man who eyer was in that great office. 

If itis agreeable to the Senator from Kansas, perhaps the Senate 
would prefer first to have him state the reasons for the passage of the 
subsidy amendment rather than to hear the objections toit. I am one 
of those who object toit. The Senator from Kansas, I know, is in favor 
of it, and I think after stating what I have upon the general subject 
it would be better for him to state the reasons why this amendment 
ought to be agreed to, no point of order being raised against it. 


Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator from Kansas takes the floor I - 
desire to offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations, after the word ‘‘American,’’ at the end of line 89, 
it is proposed to strike out the word “built” and- insert the words 
“owned and officered;’? so as to read: 

a ranch prone nie of AA A ele by neg elaine and aon Ar 
re ly ire e r frequen: u. 
os and k greater speed. ie this corsione oF quch ala bo Birkett, &e, 4 

And at the close of the committee’s amendment add: 

Such steamships so owned and officered shall be entitled to be enrolled, reg- 
istered, and licensed as American ships are while the same are employed in the 
execution of said contract for the transportation of foreign mails. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the debate arises on that proposition I wish to 
ask the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Kentucky also about 
one feature of the committee’s proposition. I premise the question I am 
going toask by saying that the only complaint I have heard at all about 
the mail service is that the clerical force at some of the principal distri- 
buting points, particularly in the new parts of the country, is not suffi- 
cient to handle the mails. I infer that that grows out of the fact that 
we have decreased the and, thereby, very 1 y increased the 
weight and volume of the mail matter. I want to ask whether or not 
the sum allowed for compensation to clerks in post-oflices is enough. 
It is $5,450,000. 

Mr. BECK. We have added $300,000 over the appropriation for the 
current year. 

Mr. MORGAN. Are you still above the estimates? 

Mr. BECK. Just up to the estimates. 

Mr. MORGAN. Five million three hundred thousand dollars has 
been estimated for. 

Mr. BECK. And that is allowed. 

Mr. MORGAN. And is supposed to be enough for that purpose? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is what the Postmaster-General says is enough. 
The Senator from Kentucky says it is an increase of $300,000 over last, 
year. It is exactly what the estimates provided for, and, of course, we 
assumed that was all that the Postmaster-General could spend if he 
had the money. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the Senator from Kansas satisfied that that is 
enough? 

Me PLUMB. Ican not say that I am entirely satisfied on that 
point; but still that question of what is enough is a compound of two 
other facts. One is the question from the view of the public as to what 
is enough; the other is the view of the Postmaster-General of what is 
enough. My own beliefis thatif this money were properly distributed 
it would be ample. 

This is the complaint I make against the Department, and I always 
have—for the abuse exists now probably in no greater degree than it 
has under preceding administrations—that the clerks in the large 
post-offices like New York, Buffalo, Cleveland, Pittsburgh, and so on, 
get from two to three and even four times as much compensation as 
they do in the second-class offices throughout the country for the ren- 
dition of the same services and under the same responsibility. There 
are a number of employés in the New York post-office as clerks under 
the postmaster of that city getting four and, I am told, even as highas 
five thousand dollars a year each, and there are none of the clerks of 
the lower grades of pay in that office as there are in the second-class 
offices in the Senator’s own State and mine and throughout the coun- 
try. I think if the services were properly adjusted there is an ample 
fund provided. In the second-class offices the service is not satisfac- 
tory at the present time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isit classified? 

Mr. PLUMB. ` Do you mean under the civil service? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; is it classified in respect of the number of 
clerks of a certain grade that shall be employed in the second-class 
offices? 

Mr. PLUMB. No; itis not classified. The postmasters at differ- 
ent places employ such persons as they see fit out of the lump sum al- 
lowed, certifying to the Postmaster-General their list of employés with 
the salaries, and soon. The Senator from Maine suggests that they 
seldom pay over $500 for clerks. I think that is pretty low, but the 
maximum of employés’ pay is about $1,200, and it ranges from that 
down to about $300. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was trying to find out, if I could, where the fault 
is, if there is any fault, in the distribution of these offices and of this 
labor at the different post-offices, It is apparent, I think, that the 
trouble is with Congress in not having legislated so as to provide asuf- 
ficient number of officers for each second-class office, and having them 
classified or graded so that each class can receive a certain amount of 
pay for which we make appropriation. If we leave the matter entirely 
discretionary with the Postmaster-General, with such a vast multitude 
of officers as must be employed by the United States, we are to expect, 
of course, some imperfection in the service. I think therefore that the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads or the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, one or the other, ought to take this matter in hand and 
provide by law how much the post-offices ought to have in the way of 
service, 
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- Mr. BECK. The difficulty which the Senator will readily compre- 
eis ae. Toots i marrre a Oth hi own 
provided for. grow a day. ers when they get 
Uf the line of railroad fall off Thirteen thousand miles of new rail- 
road will be finished this year, and every railroad is a post-route as soon 
asitisfinished. So thereis a shifting, a g, and it is very diffi- 
cult for any committee to lay down any rule to be observed because of 
the change in the condition of things. 

Mr. MORGAN. The committee could certainly rate the post-offices 

_ according to the amount of business that had been transacted in each 

during the fiscal year so as to designate the number of clerks of 
certain or classes that should be employed and make provision 
for paying them. The committee can not ascertain this. It must be 
for the Postmaster-General to doit. I only wonder that he keeps the 
machinery of this postal system in as good condition as it is with our 
rapid expansion, the building up of new railways and new towns. In 
regard to the second class ces, itseems to me the trouble we are 
talking about now isin this very point, that we do not provide by law 
for the gradation or classification of the employés in second class post- 
offices and provide that when the income of an office is so many dollars 

a year it shall be entitled to so many clerks of such and such grades. 

It is our fault, and not the fault of the Postmaster-General that we do 

not do this. 

I was apprehensive there was not money enough appropriated for 
this purpose in the bill, but it seems the committee have given $300,000 
beyond the appropriation of last year, in accordance with the recom- 
mendations of the Postmaster-General, which I hope will be ample. 

Mr. BECK. We give him every dollar he asks for everything. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Post-Office Department in distributing this 
money attempts to follow some such rule asthe Senator from Alabama 
has mentioned; that is to say, the proportion between the allowance 
for clerk-hire and the revenues of the office. Of course it is not arbi- 
trarily fixed. A good deal depends on the equity of the case and 
the information the Department receives from inspectors and the press- 
ure brought to bear by the postmaster to be affected and his friends. 
But still there is ranning through all these allowances more or less of 
this theory of relation to the receipts of the various post-oflices. 

Now I ask the attention of the Senator from Kentucky for a moment, 
in the way of a supplement to what I said yesterday about the condi- 
tion of the mail service in Kansas, to show that this complaint is not 
alone from thriving and growing States like Kansas, but to show that 
the same complaint exists in older communities. I do not mean to say 
thereby that these States are not also growing, but States in which this 
charge could not be made for any political purpose. I quote now 
from the Atlanta Constitution of a recent date: 

The Democrats of the South are not, as a general thing, standing around 
hunting for offices— 

Which I am glad to have certified to from high authority— 
but if and failed to them, they would ni u 

peg Bete receive ey would not on that account 


e c > ere can be no doubt, however, that 
— Boriy Departments, under Mr. Cleveland’s administration, call loudly for 
It seems to me I have heard that word before in connection with the 
administration of the Government. There was something about re- 
form during the last election, and a good deal of anticipation was in- 
dulged in as to the reform that might be expected to ensue on the 
election of a Democratic President and the incumbency of a Demo- 
cratic administration. 
There is the Post-Office 


y regi 
y and editions of The Constitution. Whether these irregu- 
jes are due to caxelonanohe or inefficiency it is needless to inquire. It is 
enough to say that they exist and that they ought to be remedied. 


Be hae connection I desire to read the following, fromthe New York 
une: 
A DEMORALIZED POSTAL SERVICE. 


The Boston Globe (Dem.), which did its best to secure a Democratic restora- 
tion, now that it has got what it labored for is not y. It devotes a long 
Jeader in its issue of Thursday last to the presentation o; designed to prove 
that this reform administration is giving New England a conspicuously wretched 
postalservice. This leader, which is entitled “Important to merchants,” begins 


this way: 
“It is hardly ble that the business men of Boston and New England are 
extent to which thelr interests are jeopardized by the in- 
ferior facilities afforded by an important branch of the public service. We refer 


that, in the process of transmitting this mail, proper facil- 
rovided for carrying it forward in the most expeditious manner. 
it should seem, would be done away with as soon as their 
d known. But such is not the case.” 

remarks The Globe to particularize. 
Ana woare bound to say thas tt makes ts charge, It shows thatthe mails 
leave Boston for New York and points in the South and leave New York for 
and points in New England at hours which preclude the ibility of 

being delivered with anything like reasonable dispatch to New England 
merchants or the business correspondents of New i a eee As The 
Globe ay oc it the night mails from New York for m are delivered just 
twenty-four hours behind the time when they might be delivered if the postal 


Department were efficiently conducted. Thisis certainly a discreditablestate of 
mings. Time is money, especially with business men, and yet here we are con- 
fronted with the spectacle of an administration which rode into power on the 


reforms it was going to accomplish, needlessly delaying the mail 
of Boston merchants twenty-four hours! It is not to be wondered at that The 
Globe is moved te exclaim, “ This is so totally indefensible that it will probably 
be difficult to convince some of our merchants that the condition of de- 
scribed exists, but it is all trne.” 

We can y believe that the task of convincing the Boston merchants of 
the truth of what The Globe alleges will prove “ difficult,” For they must have 
learned long ago that the foreign postal service of this reform administration 
wasapparently conducted with a view of affording the greatest inconvenience 
to aes greatest number. Why, then, should they expect a satisfactory domestic 
service? 


I have the best of reasons for saying also that the service in the State 
of Texas, in the Territory of Montana, in the State of Nebraska, andin 
other portions of the country is very much in the condition that the 
State of Kansas was yesterday described to be by me. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield. 

Mr. COKE. The mail service in Texas, especially in the second and 
third class offices, is very poor. There has never been a time in the 
history of the State since I have known it when it has been worse, ex- 
cept during the war; and it results from the fact that there is an insuf- 
ficient force to handle and distribute the mails. There is nota post- 
master of the first or second class in the State of Texas, as I believe, 
who, in his efforts to run his office decently, has not paid from 20 to 30 
per cent, of the salary which is allowed to him for his labor for clerk- 
hire which should be furnished by the Government. 

Complaints have been frequently made to the Department, and no re- 
lief can be had. There is no relief in this bill, because the increase of 
$350,000 for clerk-hire was just as stated by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky this morning, to be to cover the natural increase of the postal busi- 
ness. If we have not been discriminated against unjustly in Texas— 
and I do not charge that—if we have received our share of the appro- 
priation of the last fiscal year coming under the head of ‘‘clerk-hire,’’ 
and there is no more appropriated in this bill than is necessary to meet 
the actual increase of postal business for the next fiscal year, we shall 
have to suffer under inadequate service for another year. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say briefly in regard to this matter further 
that the complaint goes to the misconception which the Department 
has of the needs of the service and the relation of those needs to the 
revenues to be derived from a particular portion of the service. Quot- 
ing now from the report of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 
who has this matter specially in charge, he says: 

During the last fiscal year s careful inspection of the service- 

The star-route service— 


and a readjustment thereof on a basis of the postal business transacted at the 
offices supplied has resulted in a very large reduction in the cost. 

Nothing could be more vicious or unsound than the proposition to 
base this service upon the postal business transacted at the various of- 
fices. For instance, half a dozen offices having the same revenue and 
all at different distances from a ee the first one we will say 5 
miles, the second 10 miles, the next 15 miles, the next 25, the next 30, 
and the next 40 miles. Each one of these offices yields the same reve- 
nue, for example, but it requires a different amount of money to give 
to each one of these offices the same service; and yet upon the theory 
of the Department, as stated by the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, that community which happens to be the farthest away must have 
its postal service reduced in proportion to its distance away from the 
railroad, and not have a service as compared with other offices, nor in 
proportion to its needs compared with its business. An office 5 miles 
from a railroad might havea daily service for one quarter, but asimilar 
office situated 40 miles away could only get weekly service, and it is 
upon this arbitrary, illogical, and entirely at-large-view of the situa- 
tion that the service is now carried on, and which has resulted in a sav- 
ing at the expense of those proper facilities to which these communi- 
ties are entitled. 

Mr. President, I accept the suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky, 
that I should make a statement of the reasons for the proposed amend- 
ment giving to the Postmaster-General half a million dolars for the 
purpose of establishing a certain postal service by sea. 

The subject is not a new one in the Senate or in the country. It was 
discussed at some length at the last session of Congress. At that time 
the Post-Office Department was, or was supposed to be, against making 
any special provision for s ip service. This year, however, the 
Department is in favor of exactly what the amendment under consid- 
eration provides for. I could not, if I were to speak all day, add any- 
thing to what the Postmaster-General so distinctly, so ably, so exhaust- 
ively presents in his annual report. I indorse every word of it, and 
I will ask the Secretary to read the report. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

mails icular statement is 
Eie iapa r ga Baal akira mone ne Smet the payments and 
rates to, each of the various companies which participated in this service, with 
m Petitions: LEOA canes by well-known and enterprising merchants and 
manufacturers of New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, New Orleans, Saint Paul, 


and other places, have n pre war So he De pag) concat Por pae 
ent of direct hee regular mail eonim un loia with the Argentine Re 


pens, the blics of U. y and Paraguay, and serv- 
to the Empire of Brazil. These petitions represent that within a few years 
pastthe tine ublic hasincreased in population and wealth with greater 
popon rapidity than any other country on globe; that our manu- 
ures, f ah gaa? pahing and coarse demand but our 
trade is ited by the lack of direct mail facili and direct passenger and 
ines; that our direct monthly mail service has in our 


No authority of law existe of which the Department can avail itself to meet 
this request. The statutes now give power to employ only such vessels as may 
be intending voyages to foreign ports in the course of their trade. It has been 
a constant study to secure by such means the greatest ble ads yrs and 
celerity of dispatch, and every opportunity afforded by the sailing 
erage toy Soa such advantage been mptiy seized, so that, at the present 


to foreign g 
sional sailings of vessels foreign-bound render possible. No in ity, 
oe shail be put 


ign powers, or other brovo 


ication between 
this country and a port south of Rio de Janeiro. To the latter the of the 
United States and Brazil Mail Steamship Company afford but one 
month. To more northern ports of the jan Empire prep tbe ieee 
frequency is attained by the occasional use of other vessels; but the ings of 
these are not regular, and the gain by their employment is but moderate. It is 
not to be doubted that the extension of direct service to the southern re; 
of the continent, and semi-monthly service to the Brazilian metropolis, 
would be valuable and desirable, measured by the principles which shou! 
alone govern sound tal administration. The application of the 
is entirely distingu ble from the subject which was discussed in the last re- 
port, and was thoroughly considered and wisely resolved by the Congress at 
the last session, The proposal then negatived was to pay all existing American 
companies for no more and no better service than they now er, and for 
had rendered, a compensation much beyond what they had been accus- 
med to receive, and much beyond the limits of adequate remuneration. It 
would have secured no additional advantages to the postal service; but, instead, 
would have multiplied its cost, with no other tendency than to enable existing 
carriers to intimidate competition, and thereby restrict the increase of facilities 
available for the service, as well as for commercial intercourse. It would have 
not only an unnecessary but a pernicious bestowal of the public money on 
one class of carriers, 

‘This application suggests the augmentation ldap ociim egy ond and the creation 
of new with the cular states, in both aspects desirable; the purchase of mail 
facilities which do not exist,and can not be expected soon to exist in the ordi- 
nary manner. The uisite expenditure would be for something worthy of ex- 
penditure, and within the general usage and the sound principles of the 
service. It should ever be regarded as wise administration to keep facil- 
ities rather somewhat in advance than in anything lagging to the rear of all the 
proper requirements of intercourse excited by the ties of blood or race, popular 
education and enlightenment, trade and commerce. Upon this foo very 
many domestic routes are maintained at a cost many times beyond their imme- 
diate and direct retu but undeniably to the great increase of the country’s 
general welfare; and whenever the substantial need of intercourse by the mails 
arises provision for such communication is promptly made, 

These considerations suggest inquiry whether there be the need of such mail 
communication with the mentioned countries of the southern continent, whether 


in’ 
and the rtment is privileged, and by its information able, onl 
the horrega 


dation meet with fayor in its general aspects, the Depart- 
ment might be authorized to solicit pro; Is for the performance of such a 
service as the Congress should deem desirable, with limitations as to cost 
oP Narada by its judgment of the probable resulting value to the country or 
otherwise, 


There is good reason for the expectation that such an invitation, open to 
fair and general competition, for a service of a cient duration to warrant 
the requisite provision of vessels, would result in proposals that would enable 
a desirable contract to be made and asystem of communication to be established 
of and lasting advantage to the United States, The rapid development 
and growth of the countries in view, their lack of manufacturing establishments 
of their own, the desirable character of their products for exchange, and the ad- 
vantages of extending the fields of enterprise of our citizens, as well as of creat- 
ing firmer ties between the peoples of our continent, invite the extension and 
eatsreraat of our postal facilities by every just, reasonable,and economical 
method in consonance with sound principles. 


Mr. PLUMB. Inviewof the very exhaustive argument in favor of the 
amendment which has just been read, I should be disposed to overlook 
Dis kick at the action last year, which is contained in the same report, 
which I will read. It will be observed that he confesses all the way 
through that he obtained his information from the petitioners, whom 
he mentions; that they have opened his eyes to a condition of things of 
which he was not before advised, but, like a sensible man, as he is, he is 
willing to accept information from whatever source it may come, and to 
act upon it. As I said, he rather ungraciously kicks back at the prop- 
osition of last year designed to accomplish the same thing, in these words: 

Th licati f th titi is entirely distinguishable from subject 
which was ppi 3 Kho last So E pimi thoroughly pitek e mia and 
wisely resolved by the Congress at the last session. The proposal then nega- 
tived was to pay all pean § American companies for no more and no better 
service than they now render, and for years had rendered, a compensation 
much beyond w. they had been accustomed to receive, and m beyond 
the limits of adequate remuneration. It would have secured no addi 
advantages to the postal service; but, instead, would have multiplied its cost, 
with no other tendency than to enable existing carriers to intimidate competi- 
tion, and thereby restrict the increase of facilities available for the service, as 
well as for commercial intercourse. It would have been not only.an unneces- 
sary but a pernicious bestowal of the public money on one class of carriers, 


The proposed appropriation of last year for a similar left, as 
this proposition does, the whole question in the hands of the Fostenetars 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1663 


General. His discretion was just as wide as the object of the appro- 
priation. He was not absolutely required to do anything, but he was 
simply authorized to give the money necessary to carry out a purpose 
expressed by Congress under such terms and conditions and limitations 
as he himself should deem wise, and he could even refrain from doing 
anything if he saw fit so to do. The Senator from Kentucky may re- 
member that the question as to whether he should be directly com- 
manded to do certain things was discussed in the committee, and that 
no point was made over his refusal to carry out the law passed by Con- 
gress upon the same general subject, but that it was designed to put, 
and in the most friendly spirit, the appropriation in the hands of the 
Postmaster-General, to be expended according to what his wisdom 
should dictate, and if there was anything in it that savored of combi- 
nation or of unjust favor it was only because his discretion would be 
moved in that direction. 

The Postmaster-General states the case this year very strongly. He 
finds that in certain very important portions of South America there is 
need of postal connection with the United States, and he finds that 
there are no vessels plying between the ports of the United States and 
those of these countries, and that therefore there is no adequate means 
whereby the Department can send the mails to those countries, and he 
expresses, what is not a new idea, that there is a relation between the 
postal facilities of the country and its commercial business which can 
not be ignored; that one is the handmaid of the other, and he sets forth 
very graphically the fact that the people in this portion of South Amer- 
ica thus shut off from direct communication with the United States 
are very desirous of buying the products of American manufacturers, 
and that they would do this to a very large extent if there were means 
whereby these products could be carried to these waiting countries; 
and he an that the establishment of postal facilities would not only 
increase the revenues of the Post-Office Department to a material ex- 
tent, but that the establishment of these facilities would do what the 
establishment of such facilities have done elsewhere, add to the busi- 
ness of the communities that are brought together by means of this 
postal service and thereby bring a great incidental advantage. _ 

This proposition leaves the expenditure of all this sum of money un- 
der the control and at the discretion unlimited of the Postmaster-Gen- 
ral. He isto use it, if he uses it at all, for the accomplishment of cer- 
tain purposes, and that service he igre oe at any port of the United 
States—it may be from Galveston, it may be from New Orleans, it may 
be from Mobile, from Pensacola, from Charleston, from Wilmington, 
from Norfolk, from Baltimore, from Philadelphia, or from New York. 
He has his choice. Congress does not interpose to give any direction 
whatever, but he is to establish, if he establishes at all, with the pur- 
pose of securing greater efficiency and regularity and dispatch and a 
greater speed in the carriage of such mails. He is to be the judge of 
the coming of these different conditions; he is to determine 
absolutely whether the expenditure would be required, and upon his 
determination alone the whole thing is to proceed. 

That is in direct line with another appropriation contained in this 
bill, and which has been found in such bills for years, ‘‘for special fa- 
cilities on certain lines of railroads, $297,000,000,’? &c. I recall very 
well when that pg og was first made. I know very well the 
idea in mind at the time. It was not merely to establish a service be- 
tween New York and Boston and the newer portions of the remote 
Southern States, which did not supply facilities enough to enable the 
railroads to carry the mails at a proper speed, but it had for its design 
further the ultimate connection of this country with Cuba by means 
of a line of railroad extending from New York to Tampa Bay, on the 
west coast of Florida, and the establishment of a line of steamers 
thence to Havana, and the law was so amended that the Postmaster- 
General might contract for so much of that service as lay between 
Tampa Bay and Havana, not under the burdens of the existing law in 
regard to foreign mail service, which limited the amount he must pay, 
but he might bring it under the liberal and comprehensive provision of 
the law concerning our coastwise service, which put no limit at all 
upon the amount which might be paid. 

As the result of that is that we now have a service which is com- 
pleted from New York to Havana in sixty-eight hours, and under the 
operation of which this country has been drawn into close and is daily 
being drawn into closer commercial and friendly intercourse with the 
Island of Cuba, and there is carried on this route thus subsidized nearly 
all the outer-bound mail from the Island of Cuba, and we are begin- 
ning to receive the revenue which we have a right to expect from the 
quickening of the service and the shortening of the time of transit from 
New York to Havana, we are adding materially to our intercourse with 
Cuba, and increasing our trade, which will prove to be one of the most 
beneficent of our acquisitions in recent years. ‘ 

Looking back over my service in this body I am glad to be able to 
fairly claim some of the credit in bringing about this great result, and 
I believe that a similar wisdom of expenditure in the direction indi- 
cated by the Postmaster-General, made of wider application, will in 
due time bring even greater results in other directions. And what is 
the amount involved? : 

We appropriate every day for objects of a less commanding public 
nature much larger sums of money than that proposed. The objection, 
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therefore, can not be to the amount of money. The amount that we 


pay to the great railroads of the country is just as much in its nature a 
subsidy as that which we propose to pay to this steamship line if it 
shall be established. The Government does not stop to Saile whether 
it can get this service fora less price at the hands of the railroads; but 
it simply says, under all the circumstances, considering the fact that we 
want every day a better service, a faster service, a more certain service, 
that what we give them is a fair compensation for that which we ex- 
pect in return and which we get. We do not put it up to competition, 
and we do not higgle about the allowance, but give the service re- 
guired and the money is forthcoming within the limit of the law. 

This amendment is designed simply to apply to the proposed service 
between this country and South America the same principle which we 
have applied from the beginning of time with reference to our internal 
service. Give a handful of Americans in the Argentine Republic, in 
Urnguay, in Paraguay, and establish communication with their mother 
country, establish lines of steamers that will carry to them the mails 
which are necessary to their business and convenience there, and the 
handful of men will become colonies, and the colonies will become a 
great people, and there will be a connection, not merely of a commer- 
cial character, but a connection by blood, by similarity of institutions, 
by all that community of interests which binds together remote popu- 

. lations and makes them mutually dependent and mutually helpful. 

Mr. President, this isnot anew policy. Itisa policy which has been 
adopted by all the great nations of the world; it is a policy which has 
been applied in the widest possible way and to every portion of the 
foreign mail service of Great Britain, Germany, and France. 

Under this policy applied by those great governments they have taken 

ion of the world’s commerce. i 

It is useless to say that we can regard all this as of no consequence 
and as idle. We are competing with these nations for this very trade. 
It is essential to us that we should have these places brought near to us 
in order that they may furnish, not only markets for home manufactures 
directly, but that they may furnish new fields of enterprise for the 
young and the active of our population, whose horizon is constantly 
widening, and who are looking now to the tempting fields of South and 
Central America in the hope of that profit and of that power which is 
a part of the ambition of every properly constituted American. 

We can not either overlook the fact that our neighbor on the south, 
the Republic of Mexico, is entering into the same field. During the 
last session of the Mexican Congress a bill was passed making a con- 
cession, which has since passed into the hands of an American com- 
pany, organized under the laws of the State of Connecticut, gantinga 
subsidy of $8,000 a round trip for a steamship line between Diego 
in California to a port in Guatemala, both the terminal points being 
outof the Mexican jurisdiction and off Mexican soil; and this is to con- 
tinue for twenty years. Other privileges are granted to the steamship 
line aswell. They are not required to carry the Mexican flag nor to 
use ships with Mexican registers during the first three years. They 
are permitted to import free of duty during twenty years all articles 
necessary for the repair or construction of their ships. They are given 
the preference right to use the Mexican navy-yards for the purposes of 
repair, construction, and shelter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to inquire whether he 
would like to see that Mexican concession incorporated in our laws? 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator means to make a play upon the partic- 
ular terms of it, I might say no. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I make no play. 

Mr.PLUMB. But if he means to ask me whether or not there ought 
to be mails carried on regular lines of American steamships from points 
on American soil to points in South America and other countries with 
which we need communication, I answer unhesitatingly yes, no matter 
what may be necessary to bring it about. : 

Mr. MORGAN. The statement of the Senator I understood was that 
the Mexican Government had contracted that for three years the mails 
might be carried in ships that were not Mexican built. Would the Sen- 
ator be willing to see that done in regard to American ships ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, Mr. President; I would not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwould. My amendment is to that effect. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand, and that has been the marvel of my ex- 
perience with the Senator from Alabama, one of the broadest-gauged 
members of this body, a man whose horizon embraces the entire world, 
and one whose State has more of the natural facilities for the manufact- 
ure of steamships of modern character arid construction than any other 
State in the Union, and who, if he could only cut himself away from 
this theory of his about using foreign ships, and give the influence of 
his vote and his voice to persuade his party to join in the policy which 
would build up American ship-yards and lead to the construction of 
American ships by American labor out of American material upon 
American soil, would make Mobile the great mouth by which the 
United States should speak to the South American republics and 
would build up these great manufactories of ships and all other arti- 
cles whose chief constituent was iron. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will indulge me a moment, I give 
my thanks for the very hig h eulogy he has bestowed on me, but I wish 
to say that I understood him to quote approvingly the statement he 


made in regard to the progress of Mexico, that she had made contracts 
giving $8,000 a round trip to a Connecticut company for carrying her 
mails in ships that were not Mexican, that for three years that company 
should have the option of carrying in American-built ships. I under- 
stood the Senator to quote that approvingly as an evidence of Mexican 
and I thought I would try to induce the Senator from Kansas 
to go as far forward as Mexican progress would permit her to go in the 
direction of neighborhood and good will and rightadvancement. Icom- 
mend his own quotation to him as a very wise thing for us to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. The circumstances are entirely different. There are 
not the facilities in Mexico for the immediate manufacturing of ships. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no facility in the United States south of 
Wilmington, Del., for the manufacture of ships, and I want a chance 
to buy a few to start the project. If yougive us that chance we will 
commence building our papa right away. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know what particular argument there is in 
the fact there is nothing south of Wilmington, Del. Iam willing to 
take in the entire country, that part lying north of Wilmington as well 
as that south of it, and if the Senator from Alabama will get himself 
in line with the true American idea there will be manufactories of ships 
south of Wilmington, and whatever reproach there may be growing out 
of the fact that the manufacture of ships has heretofore been north ot 
that line will not be permitted longer to exist. Because ships can not 
be manufactured in Mexico, because Mexico can not wait, or at least 
she thinks she can not wait longer for the establishment of this line 
of communication between San Diego and Guatemala, and which takes 
in all the service of her ports between these two terminal points, she 
has said to this American company, ‘‘ You need not carry the American 
flag for three years; you shall have that time to make the necessary 
preparations for the acquisition of ships which can carry the Mexican 
flag.” And yet the Senator from Alabama, with all the wise forecast 
which he has exercised in warning the American people to prepare for 
the defense of their interests against the aggressiveness of Great Brit- 
ain, is not willing that adequate means shall be used to that end. He 
has specially called attention to the British designs upon the commerce 
of the Pacific Ocean and the preparations therefor made at Vancouver, 
and deplored the fact that no adequate preparation had been made to 
meet the new competition which is in the guise of subsidized mail 
ships, yet is here to say in effect that he is not willing that the American 
Government shall give compensation to an American ship engaged in 
carrying American mail, but if anything is to be doneit is to be thrown 
open to the products of foreign workshops, and that only on condition 
that it shall thus be thrown open is he willing that the American Gov- 
ernment shall undertake to provide means of communication between 
our people and those of South America. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not a fair statement of anything I have ever 
said in the Senate or any vote I have ever given. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not feel offended at the sight of an American 
ship. I am not offended at the prospect of our having American ship- 
yards in which those ships can be made, evidencing the skill of the 
American people, equal to the best that can be found elsewhere in the 
world; and I am willing to adopt at least some of the means which have 
been adopted by other governments so effectively to bring about this 
most desirable result. 

It has been but a few weeks since the British Government had some 
trouble with steamship lines which before that time had been carrying 
its own mail from Liverpool to New York. It has resulted in that gov- 
ernment adopting as a policy the payment of bounty for the manufact- 
ure of ships by private parties, the ships to be subject to the inspection 
of the admiralty, to be made upon plans to be devised by them, the 
government reserving to itself as the only consideration for the great 
bounty that it gives the privilege of using the ships in war times ata 
peace price, that price to be fixed when the bounty is paid. It is thus 
that that great people, and with the highways and by-ways of the world 
studded with their forts, covered with their ships and her commercial 
and military communities, takes a bond of fate against the perils of 
the future. It is the policy which does not wait until the danger is 
upon us before preparation is made. It is the policy which sees in 
British manufacturers of ships and of all other materials the muni- 
ments of British power. Itis that policy which formulated and acted 
upon the idea that when we enter that domain in which states strug- 
gle for supremacy there are no morals save interest and no principle ex- 
cept power. 

Upon that principle the British Government has always acted. Itis 
the secret to-day of her dominating influence in the commerce of the 
world, and it is because we, busied withthe peopling of a continent, 
withdrawn from participation in international affairs by reason of the 
overwhelming preponderance of our domestic concerns, have given no 
attention to these matters heretofore; and when we turn our attention 
to outward matters we halt, hesitate, and higgle about the expenditure 
of a few dollars, display irresolution and indifference, lack of knowl- 
edge, and end by doing nothing, and so day by day move in a com- 
paratively more narrow round. 

It is not thus that we are to reflect the ambitions of our people. It 
is not thus that we are to answer the demands which republican insti- 
tutions stimulating individual ambition require to be met. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Eustis in the chair). The hour | construction of his report, or whether the gentlemen who desired to 


of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay the un- 
finished business of yesterday before the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2288) tó incorporate the Atlantic and 
Pacifie Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that that be laid aside tem- 
porarily or informally, so that the consideration of the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill may go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
the unfinished business be informally postponed. 

Mr. GIBSON. It will be the unfinished business? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The.Chair hears no objection, and 
that order will be made. The Post-Office appropriation bill is before 
the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Nothing that can be said at this time can do justice to 
this great subject. It has been discussed in the Senate before. I had 
not intended to discuss itatall. Ionly yielded to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Kentucky that I should make a statement of that which 
I believe to be the purpose of the committee, in harmony, as they be- 
lieved, with the Postmaster-Generalin regard tothisamendment. They 
were careful to put it in the precise terms which he himself named, 
and to limit it to the objects which he himself so well expressed, in 
order that there might not be a shadow of what might be called poli- 
tics in it, that we might not be seeming to get up an issue with the 
Administration; but that, throwing aside partisan differences, meeting 
upon common ground for a common purpose, we should be willing to 
go hand in hand, even in the limited way which the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral has asked and in the narrow pathway which he has marked out, 
for the accomplishment in some feeble way of the great purpose in 
view. 

I believe if the appropriation is made this year, that next year the 
Postmaster-General will ask for more, His horizon will widen. He 
will not only see better the necessities of that Western country whose 
borders, I think, he never has crossed, but he will know more of the 
needs of our people inSouth and Central America, and with increasing 
knowledge will come a more just appreciation. 

When he comes to that, Mr. President, he will not be asked by the 
Senate whether he be Democrat or whether he be Republican. He will 
only be asked, What is it you wish to do that will extend the proper 

tal facilities of the United States to its citizens at home and abroad; 
and what is it that incidentally you thereby hope or expect to do to 
build up the commerce, the business interests, and promote the wel- 
fare of the American people? 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas began his 

h and again at the close of it with still more emphasis announced 

t this subsidy scheme was in accordance with the views and wishes 

of the Postmaster-General, and he insisted that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral had advocated it in his last report; therefore he hoped that we 
would all unite in passing it, because Democrats and Republicans, the 
Post-Office Department and Congress, were at last in full accord. I 
me that his statements and conclusions are wholly unwarranted by 

e facts. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the merits of this proposi- 
tion. Iargued it elaborately last year. I do not propose to do it 
again. I know the Senate will vote for the subsidy. An in 
the nature of a subsidy can pass this body, but there is ano! 
fortunately, differently constituted, which, in my judgment, will never 

toit. Iam content to let it pass here and go there. 

In committee, out of committee, and everywhere else, I have in- 
sisted that a false construction has been placed on the last report of the 
Postmaster-General. I insist that a fair reading of his report shows 
that he and the Post-Office Department are as much opposed to this 
subsidy as they were to that of last year, and as they were to the spend- 
ing of the subsidy which was forced upon them against their will year 
before last. The objection has always been because it is notin the in- 
terest of the Post-Office Department, but to the injury of the service as 
a carrier of mails, that this subsidy clause—limited to American-built 
ships—has been persistedin. We have tried this character of subsidy on 
the Garrison line; we have tried it on the Brazilian and Roach lines; we 
have tried it on the Pacific-Mail lines, and it broughtneither trade nor 
business nor anything but scandal to all who were engaged in it. The 
Postmaster-General, seeking only to exercise his duties in the inter- 
est of the people desiring prompt mail facilities, denies emphatically 
that he intends to give sanction to any such proposition as is again 
presented. s 

I said to the committee when this proposition was before us that I 
opposed it, that the Department opposed it, and if they would call 
on the Postmaster-General they would find that he was opposed to 
it. The majority declined to ask him. They saw fit to assume that 
the language used by him was in accordance with the proposed amend- 
ment, which is substantially the same as that of last year, and that 
assumption is repeated by the Senator from Kansas on this floor. 
Believing that the assumption was false,- for my own information I ap- 
plied to the Postmaster-General to know whether I was right as tohis 


XV UI——105 


body, ` 


insert this subsidy clause were right. This is his answer: 
Post-OrFice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE ENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 7, 1887. 
My Dear Simm: I have the honor to hand you a memorandum of such sugges- 
tions in respect to the Senate amendment to the Post-Office appropriation bill 
as I have been able hurriedly to dictate in the course of the day— 


This was the day after the bill was reported— 


would com 
I believe, 


It is effectually shut off in this amendment: 


An American company would secure the service instead of a foreign company ; 
but at fair og ripest gt ge not as the recipient of a subsidy, I think theno is 
good reason to result, if the opportunity be afforded for it; antl that 
an heer ae peo our postal facilities may be secured with no vicious course 
of su! y legislation to bring itabout. It was in this belief that the suggestion 
in the last report of 1886 was made. 

I can not anticipate what may be said, unfairly perhaps, in criticism of the re- 

rt or in of the assertion that the suggestion for this new service is 
neonsistent with the position taken in the report of 1885. I think, at I that 
I see the distinction; that the distinction itself is clear and substantial, and that 
the extension of the postal service may be secured usefully and desirably, with- 
out the payment of a dollar of subsidy, but only by giving a fair remuneration 
fora xey limited mail at the beginning. 

Thanking you, partly in advance, for the interest you have manifested in aid 
of the Department and for your valuable assistance in representing the Depart- 
ment inthe Se: I have the honor to be, 

Very y, your obedient servant, 


Hon. J. B. BECK, United States Senate. 


The statements of his object and purpose are so clear and so well 
put thatI propose to read them in order to show that what the Senator 
from Kansas assumed was a change of front and an abandonment of 
his former position is nota fair construction of thestatements made and 
of the views presented by the Postmaster-General. 

I may as well say now that this subsidy amendment did not origi- 
nate in the Appropriation Committee, and that it did not come from 
the Post-Office Committee of this body; it was not even su by 
the Post-Office ent; it came from the Committee on Commerce, 
and is a legitimate subject, as I said last year, for discussion when we 
come to consider the commercial relations of the United States with 
other countries; and only in that aspect is it legitimate, although it 
has been decided to be in order here. I will now read what the Post- 
master-General says his report means. He states it better than I can, 
and surely he knows what he meant to say better than either the Sen- 
ator from Kansas or myself. His statement is as follows: 


In the Postmaster-General’s report for the year 1886, on pages 30 to 32, inclu- 
sive, will be found what was said in respect to the mentof new service 
to the Argentine Republic and the Republics of Uruguay and ay, and in 
respect to argan sega to the Empire of Brazil, which were the points 
mentioned in the peti referred to in the report. It will be obse: that 
the question of w er there was need of such mail communication sufficient 
1o meys effort to secure it, and the question of the cost which might 
be justifiably authorized, and the present and prospective value of such serv 
were submitted to the Congress, 

A general opinion was expressed that such a service would be useful and it is 
fairly demanded by the interests of the country, and its early establishment 
should be attempted. It was also indicated that an invitation to vide such 
service should be “ open to fair general competition,” and that it should be pro- 
nna’ in “a just, reasonable, and economical method, in consonance with sound 

nciples. 
£ The report also carefully distinguishes the proposed service from the contro- 
versy of year— 


I may add, of which this is a renewal— 


and from the pro} then made; showing ‘‘the proposal then negotiated was 
to pay all existing of American companies for no more and no better service 
than they now render, and for years had rendered, a compensation much be- 
yond what they had been accustomed to receive, and much beyond the limits 
of adequate remuneration. It would have secured no additional advantages to 
the service; but, instead, would have multiplied its cost, with no other 
tendency than to je existing carriers to intimidate competition, and thereby 
restrict the increase of facilities available for the service, as well as for com- 
mercial intercourse. It would have been not only an unnecessary but a per- 
nicious bestowal of the public money on one class of carriers,” 

Attention was called to the fact that the application in the petitions suggests 
“ the augmentation of existing service and the creation of new with the icu- 
lar States, in both aspects desirable ; the purchase of mail facilities which do not 
exist, and can not be ted soon to exist in the ordinary manner.” 

The first point to be observed in the proposed amendment is that it restricts 
Gaer nuon to eaa Soana PpO aor ye Gisa raed paper 

y the weg itn J lesirable o) , especially if a bounty is to ven 
these ships, instead creased 


WM. F. VILAS. 


ips, of merely g, as the report proposed to do, in 
facilities for postal service. 
So far as the service is concerned, it does not particularly matter in what 
vessels the lis 


transported, provided the regularity, frequency, and celerity 
desirable be obtained; and it is presumable that if the field of competition were 
to be enlarged a greater economy could be secured. It was not the object of 
the report to recommend the payment of any subsidy or bounty for the estab- 
lishment of a line of ships. The purpose was simply to propose to obtain, at the 
cheapest practicable cost, the carriage of the mail to the countries mentioned, 
For the securing of mail aisea penos and directly the amendment to the 
bill carries the aspect, at least, roposing a subsidy to a line of American 
vessels in which mail carriage would appear to be but one of the objects sought. 
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This idea of subsidy is carried still further by the Reames amendment in the 


exceed 
distance of the Brazilian trip is Sg eae tely and roundly 5,000 miles, and to 
Montevideo and Buenos Ayres but 


the serv- 
ice Sparen sno provided that competition be left unrestricted. Iam st ly 
of the opinion that the service suggested in the 

annual cust of not exceeding $50,000, if it shall be so limited by the Congress. 
that because of the dis- 


stowed on any line of steamships, 
a reasonable and limited poet Bey that—the service can be obtained. 

Unless such service can be obtained for such a price, I do not regard it as de- 
sirable to be secured by the payment of a large bounty. Nor wasit the purpose 
of the report to that a subsidy should be provided in any case, under 
whatever name it might be called. From the standpoint of the postal service, 
and in my view of the necessity of the case, this amendment appears to be objec- 
tionable as indicating a purpose to provide an unnecessary subsidy for the estab- 
lishment of the new service, both in the amount named and in the limitation 
upon competition. Ifthe Department were authorized to procure the new sery- 
ice for a moderate cost, proportionable to its value,I believe the service could 
be obtained and every appearance, as well as the fact, of giving a bounty or sub- 
sidy be avoided. 

It is true, it may be said, that the sums named in the amendment are outside 
limitations. But, practically, it is also true, as every one whose observation has 
been directed to our history must admit, that to name in the act an unnecessary 
and large sum tends to diminish the ability of the Department to secure the 
service at the moderate and economical price at which it might otherwise be ob- 
tained. If $50,000 a year be sufficient to secure the service, it can not but oper- 
ate to cripple the power of the Department to obtain it at such a price to fix the 
appropriation at ten times that sum; because it will be understood by bidders 

t such is the design of Congress, and Sor resort to every means to se- 
cure the full amount appropriated, if Besides, such a course of con- 
tracting, if once ente! upon with any line, will be claimed as a precedent to 
future Con; for similar extension to others, however obvious may be the 
distinction between procuring a new service and paying for one y at the 
command of the Department. 


That is a true exposition of the views of the Postmaster-General. 
I submit that he is the best judge of what he meant when he wrote the 
report, which the Senator from Kansas preferred to construe to suit 
ea mself, rather than ask the Postmaster-General what he meant 

y it. 

Mr. PLUMB. In that view I admit that, and still I should attach 
great importance to the view; but the Senator from Kentucky must 
know, and the Postmaster-General must remember also, that the Ameri- 
can people are not in such frequent communication with him that they 
can get from him always an authoritative exposition of what he meant. 
Therefore they have got to take what he says according to the ordinary 
construction of language as they have learned it. I will venture to say 
that when the Senator from Kentucky himself read that, or when he 
heard it read, and I think I know just when it was, it did not occur to 
him just then that it meant what the Postmaster-General says it did, 
but that he assumed it meant just what I said it did in the remarks I 
made. Ido not believe there is any one who is not in spiritual com- 
munication with the Postmaster-General himself who would ever ar- 
rive at any other conclusion. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say in justice to myself, as it is assumed by 
the Senator from Kansas that I pre it the same construction, that in 
committee and everywhere else I denied that the report of the Post- 
master-General was susceptible of any such construction as the Senator 
seeks to give it. I deny it now, and Iinsist that the American people 
will not give that report the construction given toit by theSenator from 
Kansas; they will give it the construction given it by the Postmaster- 
General himself. 

I ought perhaps to add that whatever may be the difficulty of reach- 
ing the Postmaster-General in other regards and concerning other mat- 
ters the Senator from Kansas knows that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions can get him to appear before them at any moment. He never 
fails to respond promptly whenever they ask him to come, and that 
committee can always get from him his construction of any communi- 
cation or report that they may have any doubt about. The fact that 
the committee never called upon him when members of that committee 
were insisting that the committee were putting a false construction upon 
his and especially when the Post-Office Committee of this 
body having the postal service specially in charge sent no such amend- 
ment as this to the Appropriation Committee, and were not, perhaps, 
consulted in regard to it—I insist, when a difference of opinion existed 
as to the meaning of the Postmaster-General, it would have been the 
right thing to do if the majority proposed to charge a change of front 
or a change of feeling on the part of the Postmaster-General to have 
given him a chance to tell the committee what in fact he did mean. 
He never had any such opportunity, and it was because he had none, 
and because I knew from the statements in the committee that the 
majority proposed to charge that he had and that the amend- 
ment was in accordance with his recommendation, and therefore we 


ought to stand by it, that I called upon him to know what his views 
were. I have read his response, and am willing to abide by it. 

The President of the United States, in his last message, as well as 
the Postmaster-General, repudiated all idea of having subsidies incor- 
porated into the Post-Office appropriation bill. The President says: 

The Postmaster-General calls attention to the existing law for compensating 
railroads, &c, 

The differences which arose during the year with certain of the ocean steam- 
ship companies have terminated by the acquiescence of all in the policy of the 
Government approved by the Congress in the postal appropriation at its last 
session. . 

That policy, as approved by Congress at the last session, was to strike 
out this subsidy, or one almost exactly like it. The President adds: 

And the Department now enjoys the utmost service afforded by all vessels 
which sail from our ports upon either ocean, a service generally adequate to the 
needs of our intercourse. 

He, too, calls attention to the petition which the Postmaster-General 
refers to, and treats them with the respect to which all petitions of 
American people are entitled by laying them before Congress and tell- 
ing Congress what the petitioners demand. The President adds: 

I suggest that as distinguished from a grant or subsidy for the mere benefit 
of any line of trade or travel, whatever outlay may be required to secure addi- 
tional postal service, necessary and proper and not otherwise attainable, should 
be regarded as within the limit of legitimate compensation for such service. 

Mr. President, that is the language of the President of the United 
States in his message sent to us within the last two months, and the 
language of the Postmaster-General following out the views of the 
President in laying the petition sent to him before the Congress of the 
United States, said what the Senator from Kansas said was at variance 
with other parts of his statement, The Postmaster-General said: 

The application of the petitioners is entirely distin; le from the subject 
which was discussed in the last report, and was thoroughly considered and 
wisely resolved by the Congress at the last session, 

What doesthatmean? That the action of “ate, oe at the last session 
in rejecting this subsidy was wisely resolved. e President says so, 
the Postmaster-General says so, and now are we to betold that the Psst- 
master-General has changed his mind and that this subsidy is proposed 
because he approves it andasksforit. The Postmaster-General further 
says: 

The 
E pind too: AE AETS twa thas DOR RANEA TERA pad toe 
dered, a compensation much beyond what they had been accustomed to receive, 
and much beyond the limits of adequate remuneration. 

The Postmaster-General has opposed and resisted in every form every 
suggestion looking to a subsidy as necessary for the operation 
of his Department. The appropriation for transportation of foreign 
mails is $375,000 for the concurrent year. In this bill, in lines 83 and 
84, we make it $450,000, or an addition of $75,000. I do not know 
how far that might be applied or used to affect extended South Ameri- 
can service, but there is $75,000 more added for the next year than 
was appropriated for this year, which if it can be applied to the pur- 
pose embraced in this proposition for a subsidy more than covers the 
$50,000, which the Postmaster-General says is all he asks, 

There is no disguising the fact that the Committee on Commerce, 
looking to the commercial relations of the country and desiring to go 
into this subsidy business, determined to make another test of that pet 
policy, as they had succeeded in panne it through the Senate hefore 
on a Post-Office appropriation bi 

To show that the country is not deceived about this being a mere sub- 
sidy I will read anitem from the Bulletin of the American Iron and Steel 
Association, which I found on my desk this morning. It understands 
the meaning of the proposition and, like all the organs of the high 
protectionists, is delighted with it. It says: 

In reporna the Post-Office appropriation bill the Senate committee incorpo- 
rated the subsidy clause rejected last year by the House, The clause appropri 
ho RE E E 
speed in carrying Tp mail to Brazil,the repre eA aa. the Republics 
of Uruguay and Paraguay. Authority is given the Postmaster-General, after 


due advertisement, to contract with American-built steamships for aterm of not 
less than five years, and ata rate of compensation not exceeding for each out- 


ward trip $1 per nautical mile between points by most 
and feasible sailing route. 

‘That paper is the chosen organ of the protectionists of Philadelphia, 
the Bulletin of the American Iron and Steel Association. Of course, 


it understands, as the country will understand, that this is a subsidy 
to be given to aid in building up and enriching a few companies who 
profess to own American-built ships, regardless altogether of the needs 
of the postal service. The $500,000 proposed to donated is not 
wanted by it, and is not asked for by the Department. On the con- 
trary, the message of the President, the report of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, his communications to me which I have just read, all show that 
the Post-Office Department need no such sum, and do not want it for 
any postal purpose. On the contrary, the Postmaster-General insists 
that it is a limitation upon his power to carry the mails cheaply and 
rapidly instead of giving any additional facility. 

If the Congress of the United States is going into the question whether 
we ought to subsidize the ships of private citizens in aid of commerce, 
or whether we ought to take any by law to increase our foreign 
trade, let us meet that great question fairly and discuss it fully as a 
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separate proposition. I discussed it last year; I am ready to discuss 
it again. ri do not care about reopening that wide field of discussion 
again on this bill. Idesired to confine my remarks solely to the point 
that this subsidy is not needed and can not be wisely used for the 
postal service, and however desirable it may be for other purposes, 
when that question comes up I hope I will, as I have on other occa- 
sions, show that it is a bad way to make a beginning to extend trade 
by taxing our own people in order to give subsidies to a few ship own- 
ers who have to-day a monopoly of the coastwise trade. But I shall 
not go into that subject now. I do not wish to get started in an end- 
Jess discussion. I know that in the argument I made last year I pro- 

to speak about three-quarters of an hour, and Senators by their 
questions kept me on the floor three hours and a half, and for fear that 
that might happen again, although I think my speech of last session 
can not be successfully answered—I feel sure thatit has not been so far— 
I shall avoid further discussion and content myself with voting against 


this subsidy, as I have all others of like character. 
[See Appendix. ] 
in his suggestions 


Mr. PLUMB withholds his remarks for revision. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Kansas is very free 
about coaching and subterfuges and other elegant forms of expression, 
when he speaks of the Postmaster-General and other gentlemen. I 
desire only to say as to the letter I read from the Postmaster-General 
that I saw him only for a minute on the subject. I told the Senator 
from Kansas that I was going to ask him if I was not right in ep Sere 
struction, and he asked me to delivera message to him, which I did. 
I never spoke a word more to him. He said, ‘‘I will look at this and 
send you a statement in regard to my meaning.’ Before I saw him I 
sent him a message, asking if we should pass the bill as it came from 
the House. His answer was that the House bill was satisfactory. No 
suggestion was made by anybody that I know of to modify any opinion 
or view, nor is there anything in‘the letter or suggestions sent to me 
inconsistent with any language in the report. When the Senator from 
Kansas said that the report of the Postmaster-General last year in- 
duced him to believe that he would not have a letter carried on a vessel 
where there was a bale of goods, or on which commerce of any sort was 
carried, and that that was his construction of the meaning of that re- 
port, his reasoning was just as clear as to the proper construction of 
that report as it seems to be now as to the proper construction of this 
last xeport. I will leave his construction of both to the judgment of 
the country. 

The reports of the Postmaster-General, both for last year and this 
year, areentirely consistent with each other. The Postmaster-General, 
like all other intelligent men, desires to see trade and commerce built 
up; he desires to see the mails of the United States carried wherever 
they are needed. He advised Congress that there are no mails now 
carried to Uruguay and Paraguay. Headvises us he is anxious tosend 
mails there; that they are growing countries, countries that would 
furnish us a prosperous trade if we will take pains to foster it, and 
therefore, he says, we ought to doeverything we can to accomplish that 
result, He said so in his former report; he says it in the last report; 
and all that the Senator has said to induce us to believe that the Post- 
master-General is now in favor of a subsidy is said, I have no doubt, 
in every report which has been made, and every Democrat on this floor 
and elsewhere has over and over again repeated it, but it seems the 
Senator from Kansas can not understand it. The trouble lies perhaps 
in the Senators own failure to comprehend the true meaning of these 
reports; they will be comprehended by the country. 

id it follow as a matter of course, or did it follow legitimately be- 
cause the Postmaster-General desired to see all the facilities given for 
communication with all the countries of the world, that, therefore, he 
desires to give a needless subsidy to American-built ships, and insists 
that we shall not have the mails carried in any ship, unless it is built 
in the United States? He may have offers from a foreign ship that 
will make the passage in ten days, when the American ship will take 
twenty. Is it proper administration of a great department, paid for 
by the people using the mails, to say to the people of the United States 
who are interested in having prompt intercourse with foreign countries, 
“ You shall not have your mail carried on a foreign-built ship, even if 
it goes in ten days to the port of destination; but you must putit upon an 
American-built ship if it takes her twenty days to do the work; youshall 
not have anything else;’’ and, I ask, is there any sense in Congress say- 
ing, ‘‘ Mr. Postmaster-General, you shall not contract to have that serv- 
ice done for our people in anything else but in a ship of that char- 
acter no matter how worthless she may be as compared with the 
great ships of other nations that are operating on the great oceans of 
the globe?” 

Mr. PLUMB, Do I understand that he would be in favor of this 
proposition if we should authorize the contracts to be made with for- 
eign-built ships? 

Mr. BECK. Iam not in favor of your proposition paying or limit- 
ing him to not less than a dollar a mile, even if the proyision as to 
American-built ships was stricken out of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. It does not say ‘‘not less than a dollar a mile.” It 
says ‘‘not more,” 

Mr. BECK. That was thesame clause which was inserted two years 
ago; and because the discretion was given to the Postmaster-General 


which he did not deem it wise to execute, the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company and the Brazilian line refused to carry our mails, and there 
was a controversy last year because they said that discretion meant that 
they ought to have it. They refused to carry the mails altogether, and 
for several weeks our mails were stopped, and but for the intervention 
of foreign lines we could not have had the mails carried at all. 

The failure of the Postmaster-General to give them all the money he 
could give was at the bottom of all the controversy of lastyear. They 
and their advocates have insisted that the discretion meant that they 
should have it all and they demanded it all, and the Senator from 
Kansas and his allies endeavored to censure the Postmaster-General in 
the arguments they made last year, because he did not give them all 
the money that was put into his hands and that he was authorized to 
give. Theanswer he makes to me to-day, which I have read, issubstan- 
tially this: ‘‘ When I know the service is not worth more than $50,000, 
when ten times that amount is put into my hands, the construction 
will be sought to be given again that because I have the power to give 
it Congress meant that these lines should have it;’’ and we shall have 
a renewal of the same contest that was made last year and year before 
last with the steamship lines owing to the use of the same language. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me to 
put a question? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In the exercise of that discretion by the Post- 
master-General, have the mails been just as expeditiously and as sat- 
isfactorily carried without the payment of a subsidy as they would 
have been with a subsidy? Were there not American ships ready to 
carry the mails? 

Mr. BECK. The limitation to American ships destroys the useful- 
ness and value of the service. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There has been no loss by the exercise of that 
discretion ! 

Mr. BECK. None; the reverse has been shown for the last year. 

Now, Mr. President, speaking of the Cuban line, this was the con- 
dition as I recollect it: We had not only a railway line from Boston 
through New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Washington, and on to 
Tampa, but we had expedited that line for the purpose of giving all 
possible fast-mail facilities we could to our own people along the Atlan- 
ticseaboard. The crossing of that part of the Gulf enabling us to reach 
Havana could be done expeditiously provided we could induce our 
mail carriers to build large, fast-going steamers that could leave Tampa 
promptly on the arrival of the train and reach Havana within the 
hours fixed by the Cuban quarantine laws, and leave promptly the same 
day. ‘They are compelled to land and leave in daylight, I believe; they 
can not land between dark and daylight; they must go in after the 
sun rises and leave before the sun goes down to avoid the delays caused 
by quarantine lations as to yellow fever. A part of that expedi- 
tion was for the efit of the people living in Savannah, in Charles- 
ton, and in all the citiesalong the coast. Before we expedited and im- 
proved that service all the return mail for these cities, because of the 
slowness of the former service, or because of the inefficiency of it, 
went from Havana by way of New York, and then came along that 
line from New York through this country again down to Savannah 
before a man living in Savannah could get letters across from Cuba. 

By getting a line of ships to go to Havana and come back rapidly in 
connection with that railroad, a man in Savannah or Charleston could 
get his mail direct from Havana without going around by New York 
and coming back. That was the condition, and we said, having ex- 
pedited this great line, having given it a large increase of pay in order 
to take the mail rapidly and make that connection, seeing that we could 
get a faster line of ships between Tampa and Cuba, which could get 
there in daylight and leave before the sun went down and bring the 
mail back to Charleston and Savannah, instead of sending it by ocean 
to New York and then from New York down to these people, we gave 
the Postmaster-General authority to do what he pleased, and gave him 
the money todo it with. Whenever a case of that kind comes up it is 
only necessary to appeal to the intelligence of men to do what is right 
and best for the service. 

We all voted for it, I suppose; I did, and I think the reasons for so 
doing were ample; I do not recall them all now; but when I am told 
that the Postmaster-General shall be confined to a particular class of 
ships on the ocean, whether they are good or bad, slow or fast, and give 
them an excuse by using language which indicates that Congress in- 
tends that they shall have the $500,000 whether they earn twenty or 
thirty thousand dollars of it or not, I submit that it is an impolitic pro- 
vision. Iam prepared, as I said, to discuss all the questions relating 
to the subsidy policy or impolicy, but I do not propose to do it now. 

I do not believe in the policy of limiting mail service to American- 
built ships. I think one of the t troubles we have in this coun- 
try grows out of the fact that we have treaties with all the nations of 
the world, Spain perhaps excepted, by which we allow their ships to 
trade and to bring their cargoes from any part of the world into all 
our ports upon exactly the same terms that ships built in the United 
States can bring similar cargoes, and all the other nations of the earth 
are allowed to buy their ships as cheaply as they can, wherever they 
please, and we seek to force our people, under pretense of protecting 
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American industry, to pay $400,000 to get an American-built ship in 
order to put a little money into somebody’s pocket, while by treaty we 
allow all our foreign competitors to buy equally as good ships for 
$250,000 or $300,000. We thus handicap our own citizens in their ef- 
forts to compete for trade by forcing them to use a dear ship when all 
others who are competing with them, even for our own carrying trade, 
by our own treaties are allowed to purchase the cheapest ships they can 
obtain. 

That I think I can show is absolute folly and all pretense that it aids 
American labor is nonsense. I think I can show that its effect has 
been to drive our shipping from the seas, to destroy or drive into other 
occupations the one hundred thousand sailors we had under Democratic 
Jow-tariff administrations, and to bring down our earnings from 85 per 
cent. of the carrying trade to less than 15 per cent. in the last twenty- 
five years. So far from being injured, England has been built up by 
our ‘‘dog in the manger policy.” It is well known that she builds 
nearly all the ships now used in the world’s commerce se priva par- 
ties. Why? Because she builds them cheaper than anybody else, and 
private men consult private interest. There are just so many ships 
needed to do the world’s hauling. England gets the money for doing 
it; it does not make any difference to her whether she gets it from a 
Frenchman or a German or from us. We are only injuring ourselves 
by agreeing that they may haul for us in sare ships while we will 
not. We are only handicapping ourselves. All these things can be 
demonstrated to the plainest understanding. Instead of having $25,- 
000,000 a year paid to us, as we had in ante-bellum days of balance of 
the carrying trade in our favor, we are paying out $160,000,000 an- 


nually to-day, of which England is getting $100,000,000, and we are’ 


feeding and supporting one hundred thousand of her sailors, allof whom 
she can turn against us at any moment when trouble comes, while we 
have none to enable us to defend ourselves against her. 

That has been the effect of your miserable pay: Yet we are some- 
times blustering here about fighting. We should remember that year 
after year we have destroyed and degraded American shipping, we 
have destroyed the occupation of the American sailor, and transferred 
him over to England, giving her, as I said, $100,000,000 a year as the 
balance ofthe carrying trade. Surely under our protective policy we 
have not been preparing for war in time of peace; nor has our high- 
protective policy left us after twenty-five years in a very enviable atti- 
tude as a commercial people among the nations of the earth. 

But these are questions far beyond and outside of the mail service. 
All the Postmaster-General wants is money, enough money given to 
carry the mails; and $75,000 more is given for this service than we have 
for the current year for this character of service. I will only add that 
I think the Postmaster-General should be allowed to select any ship 
he likes and to send the mails as speedily as possible. But Iam not 
going to make an argument against the subsidy. I know the Senate 
will vote for it. I hope the other House will not. That is all I care 
to say. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, since I have had the honor of being 
a member of this body, I have uniformly supported all propositions to 
extend and increase our mail facilities, not only within our own territory, 
but have earnestly advocated every proposition to increase our facilities 
and encourage the establishment of new lines to countries south of us, 
and to pay for that service a fair rate of compensation, proses always 
that the contracts should be open to competition to all American citi- 
zens, and the service should be renderedin vessels of American build and 
register. 

The amendment now pending before the Senate and reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations, had and has my earnest support. In ad- 
vocating this measure in committee I supposed that I was in full accord 
with the Postmaster-General. I never until this moment have doubted 
that he was earnestly in favor of Congress authorizing him to do that 
which the committee proposes; and I submit, notwithstanding the 
statement made by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], that there 
is scarcely an American citizen who read his last annual report who can 
have had any other idea. 

I will read again, notwithstanding the Senator from Kansas has read 
it, a single paragraph of the able report of the Postmaster-General. 
After discussing the general question of our foreign mail service, he 
states: 

Petitions, numerously aqua by well known and enterprising merchants 
and manufacturers of New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, New Orleans, Saint 
Paul, Minneapolis, and other places, have been presented to the Department for 
the establishment of direct and regular mail communication with the Argentine 
Republic, the Republics of Uruguay and Paraguay, and for a semi-monthly 
service to the Empire of Brazil. These petitions represent that within a few 
years past the Argentine Republic has increased in population and wealth with 
greater proportionable rapidity than any other country on the globe; that our 
manufactures, particularly machinery and coarse cottons, are in demand there, 
but our trade is limited by the lack of direct mail facilities and direct passenger 
and freight lines; that our direct monthly mail service to Brazil has increased 
our exports of manufactures to that Empire; and it may be confidently expected 
further advantageous results would follow the solicited enlargement of mail 
eommiuinication. 

No authority of law exists of which the Department can avail itself to meet 
this request. 

I hold in my hand a clipping from a newspaper, written, as I am in- 
formed, by one of the most distinguished merchants in the city of Bal- 
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timore, which was a part of the argument presented to the Postmaster- 

General to induce him to recommend an appropriation such as the com- 

mittee present. I ask the Secretary to read this communication. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


ROOM FOR AMERICAN CAPITAL—BANKS AND COMMERCE IN THE ARGENTINE RE- 


PUBLIC. 
To the Editor of The Star : 

Sır: In talking yesterday with Col. W. P. Tisdel, who has just arrived from 
the River Plate, some very interesting facts bearing upon the extension of our 
fore commerce were developed. t few people are aware of the inviting 
field for the employment of American capital and the consumption of American 
manufactured products in the Argentine Republic. This is, perhaps, best indi- 
cated by the information given by Colonel Tisdel ing the banks of that 


son The Bank of the Province of Buenos Ayres a capital of $34,000,000 
gold; tat Roepe averano $86,631,982; its operations during 1585 were $956,039,- 
999; its number of de tors, 35,165. The National Bank has a capital of $20,- 


000,000; its deposits fn 1885 were $252,269,000; loans, $412,420,000; circulation, 
$35,000,000; surplus reserve, $5,112,167. The London and River Plate Bank has 
a ital of $10,000,000; reserve fund, $800,000; the net profits, exclusive of the 
addition to the reserve fund, in 1885 were $582,214. 

The English Bank of the River Plate has a capital of $5,000,000; paid a divi- 
dend in 1885 of 7} per cent. The River Plate Loan and Agency Company has 
loaned $1,000,000 on real estate and $750,000 on securities. The Bank of Ital 
and the River Plate has a capital of $1,500,000 and a reserve fund of $200,000. 
Most of these institutions are of comparatively recent origin, indicating the 
rapid development of this country. A French bank with a capital of $2.000,000 
is about being started. The Carrabassa Bank is a private bank, which does an 
immense discount business and enjoys a laigo share of the public confidence, 
Colonel Tisdel adds that, with all these banking institutions, you can not bw 
exchange on New York. There is absolutely no banking business done wi 
the United States. Even the drafts of our minister and consuls and the dis- 
bursement to our naval force in La Plata waters (the rendezvous of our South 
Atlantic squadron) have to be drawn through London. What is the reason for 
this state of things? Here is a republic whose constitution and laws are mod- 
eled after our own, with a population of 3,500,000, whose imports are about 
$100,000,000 annually. This republic has off $100,000 a year toward estab- 


lishing an American steamship line to the United States, and our country 
meets this with the offer of “ sea and inland postage,” perhaps $2,000 a year. 

Is it any wonder that we have no foreign commerce when we recently 
neglect to adopt the successful methods of our competitors for the of the 


world? It is absolutely absurd to expect that t 
we do not furnish a means of eommunication. Steam has revolutionized the 
commerce of the world. Steamship lines build up their respective termini just 
as railroads do, and until we do as other nations do they will simply get the 
trade, Thirty-eight steamship lines now ply larly between the Argentine 
Republic and all the principal ports of the world except those of the United 
States. All these, together with the opportunities for the remunerative em- 
ployment of capital above mentioned, have grown out of the establishment of 
a few first-class mail steamship lines, which could not and would not have been 
established but for the liberal compensation paid by their various governments 
for the conveyance of the mails. there be any stronger evidence of both 
the duty and interest of the United States? Will the present administration, 
with all the needed means at its command, sce this state of things continue? 


ERCHANT. 
New YORK, February 2. 


Mr. GORMAN. With that condition of affairs, with the natural 
and anxious desire of our enterprising merchants throughout this coun- 
try to extend our commercial relations, they presented the facts with 
great force and power to the Postmaster-General, and his reply was in 
effect, ‘‘Congress has not given me sufficient funds to give you in- 
creased mail facilities.’? ‘‘You ought to have them,” he practically 
said, ‘‘but I am powerless to give you the facilities you ask.” I will 
use the language of the Postmaster-General: 

The application of the petitioners is entirely distinguishable from the subject 
which was discussed in the last report, and was thoroughly considered and 
wisely resolved by the Congress atthe last session, The proposal then negatived 
was to pay all existing American companies for no more and no better service 
than they now render, and for years rendered, a compensation much be- 
yond what they been accustomed to receive, and much beyond the limits 
of adequate remuneration. It would havesecured noadditional advantages to 
the tal service; but, instead, would have Sean reg its cost, with no other 
a, than to enable existing carriers to intimidate competition, and there- 
by ict the increase of facilities available for the service, as well as for com- 
mercial intercourse. It would have been not only an unnecessary but a per- 
nicious bestowal of the public money on one class of carriers. 

This application suggests the augmentation of existing service and the crea- 
tion of new with the particular states, in both aspects desirable. 

The Committee on Appropriations, by this amendment, have said to 
him: ‘Here is the money; it is at your discretion; you apply: it tothe 
purpose of extending our mail facilities with all these countries south 
of us. There is no subsidy in it unless you make ita subsidy. You 
have the authority to contract with any existing lines of American 
ships, or any new line, if you can secure one, or not, as you see proper. 
If you think the interests of this country demand that you shall with- 
hold the expenditure of every dollar, withhold it; but if, as you have 
said in your annual report, the public interest would be promoted, 
then expend it, or any portion of it, up to the limit of $500,000.” 

Mr. President, I had congratulated myself that I was in accordance 
with the recommendation of the Post-Office Department. I did not 
support it merely because I desired to be in accord with the Postmaster- 
General; I have supported like propositions when my party was not 
in power. I was perfectly willing to give to a Republican Postmaster- 
General the same authority that is contained in this amendment. I 
have not treated it at any time as a party matter, but as an American 
I have felt humilitated that our carrying trade upon the ocean was 
not in a condition of which an American could be proud, and I have 
been anxious to extend it. 

Now, as I understand from the communication read by the Senator 
from Kentucky, the Postmaster-General takes the ground that he 
would be hampered by this provision because he is restricted to shipg 
of American build. 


e will come our way when 
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I confess, Mr. President, ny great surprise and disappointment that 
the Postmaster-General should take the ground he does in the communi- 
cations read by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK], for I asa Dem- 
ocrat had found great satisfaction in the fact that within one year after 
the advent of a Democratic administration we had established a new 
line of American steamships between Floridaand Cuba, Small as the 
beginning was, I had looked upon it as the commencement of a policy, 
or rather the re-establishment of the old Democratic idea by which our 
commerce should be increased and our mails carried to all the countries 
south of us in vessels sailing under the American flag. 

And anxious as I was a year ago, as my friend from Kansas, with 
whom I differ politically, knows, to authorize the Postmaster-General 
to contract with the line from Tampa to Cuba, I was not willing to 
throw the door open, as was finally done by Congress, leaving abso- 
lutely at his discretion the amount he would pay, for the reason that 
in that case there was a monopoly; there it was a subsidy pure and 
simple, which could only be availed of by one line. All the rest of the 
ship-owners of the country were necessarily excluded from it. It was 
a line running in connection with a railroad and owned by a railroad, 
and nothing but that railroad could put on a line of ships between 
Tampa and Havana; but, thanks to a Department managed, I will say, 
economically, we did succeed in making a contract with that line which 
had a monopoly of that carrying trade, at a fair rate of compensation, 
and there is not an American to-day who does not feel proud of the re- 
sult. It has not only increased our mail facilities and increased our 
commerce, but the Spanish mails—mail to and from Havana to Spain— 
are passing through our territory and over our railroads. 

Mr. President, I understood the Senator from Kansas to intimate 
that possibly it was undemocratic to advocate a proposition which con- 
fines the carrying of this mail and the payment of this amount to 
American ships, I hold in my hand a communication to Congress— 
Miscellaneous Document No. 239, Forty-ninth Congress, first session— 
prepared by the Superintendent of the Foreign Mail Service, in which 
I find an abstract of all the laws on this subject that have been passed 
since 1845, and from 1845 to 1860 practically the Democratic iy con- 
trolled this Government in all its branches. Never at any time, I be- 
lieve, was it out of power in allatonce. There is not an act upon the 
statute-book, from 1845 to 1862, that does not discriminate. in favor of 
American-built and American-registered vessels in the carrying of the 
foreign mails of this country. 

The Senator from Alabama says that is probably the reason we do 
not carry more of them now. He and I pride ourselves always, and 
he among the foremost in this land, in a reference to our carrying 
trade in the period between those years. There were Democrats then 
in Congress and in the executive department of the Government whose 
teachings and example I have always been taught to follow; and this 
is one of the prominent characteristics of their legislation, giving a 
preference to American-built ships. They appropriated from 1848 to 
1860 inclusive $16,542,722.54 for carrying the foreign mails, of which 
$16, 232,529.19 were paid to American ships, leaving only $310,193.35 
which was paid in those thirteen years to vessels of foreign register. 

Then, Mr, President, the war came on, and as a matter of necessity 
our vessels having been driven from the ocean, Congress in 1862 repealed 
the legislation of 1845 and permitted the Postmaster-General to send the 
mails by any vessel that left our ports. It was a public necessity. It 
was not the want of Americanism on the part of the Republican T, 
but the operations of war made it n . They reversed the Demo- 
cratic policy of promoting the building of ships by making large appro- 
priations for American-built ships to extend our commerce to all parts 
of the world, and from 1862 down to and including the year 1885 there 
was paid for foreign mail service $15,642,228.03. In these twenty-three 
years foreign vessels received $3,187,075.72 more than American-built 
ships. As late as 1885 we paid to foreign vessels $331,000 in round num- 
bers, and only $49,000 to American-built ships. 

Mr. President, we have reached a point in the history of our country 
when we are beginning to develop the iron and steel ship-building inter- 
est. It is a pregnant fact that since the advent of our party into power, 
and for the first time since the close of the war, the ship-yards not only 
on the Delaware but in Baltimore and on the Pacific coast are prepared 
to construct iron and steel vessels for purposes of commerce and of war 
which will compare favorably with any vessels constructed upon the 
Clyde. The liberal appropriations that have been and are likely to be 
made for the construction of war-ships, have, and will so encou: 
the ship-builders of this country that, in my judgment, all that is neces- 
sary to be done by the Government to establish lines of first-class 
steamers to all the countries south of us, is to say that when any line 
shall have been properly equipped we will give you the United States 
mails to carry, and we will apply the same rule in fixing the compen- 
sation that we apply to the railroads or to the transportation upon the 
waters of the United States. That is to say, we will give you fair com- 
pensation, taking into consideration speed and regularity of your trips. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not propose to take up the time at 
this late hour by any general discussion as to the merits of this proposi- 
tion, which has been ingrafted on the Post-Office appropriation bill by 
the Committee on Appropriations. To go into that would be thresh- 
ing old straw. The whole subject was Soroaghiy debated in the Sen- 


ate at the last "session, and the Senate took strong ground in favor of 
this proposition, which seeks, under the form of aid to the postal serv- 
ice, to extend and advance our communication with the sister repub- 
lics of South America. 

Nothing now can be added to the general considerations presented by 
the Senator from Kansas in favor of this proposition. But I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to what must already be 
plain to his comprehension, that he is engaged in a failing cause. ‘This 
proposition, which does open and encoarage traffic and commerce with 
our sister republics of America, is growing in importance in the public 
mind, is gaining more and more recruits in Congress; and whether or 
not it be turned aside this year as it was turned aside last year by the 
action of the House of Representatives, sooner or later and at no far dis- 
tant day it is bound to prevail. 

The whole country has seen that those great regions lie open to our 
commerce; that they need our manufactures; that they furnish products 
which will be sent to us in exchange; that this commerce will relieve 
the present necessities of the country in over-production, which has re- 
sulted in slack employment of labor, and it is to be carried out in the 
future, and the Senator from Kentucky can not obstruct it long. 

He told us last year that he was against it; that the President was 
against it; that the Postmaster-General was against it; that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury was against it; that the House of Representatives 
was against it,.and that his party here was against it. But light has 
dawned in darkened minds upon this proposition. The very intelligent 
and able exposition of this subject which was deliberately put out by 
the Postmaster-General in his annual report, and which has been again 
and again referred to to-day, shows that that official has at last seen 
light, and that his deliberate utterance is in favor of this general prop- 
osition. 

The broad and generous ground taken just now by the Senator from 
Maryland shows that the Senator from Kentucky can not hold his party 
here in the Senate upon his opposition to this proposition, and if it 
fails now it will have added strength next year. The Postmaster- 
General has fallen away from the Senator from Kentucky; part of his 
own side of the House has fallen away from him; next year the Presi- 
dent may fall away. Probably the last body, the last influence, the 
last power in the Government that will yield will be the body at the 
other end: of the Capitol; but that is a body easily changed in the mu- 
tations of our politics, and the people who demand that we shall not 
go on supinely longer and let the great trade of the Southern repub- 
lics drift away to European hands will at last be heard, and the Senator 
from Kentucky will see that his cause is a falling cause, and he, last 
of all, will be obliged to give it up. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to say a word 
in answer to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. Whenever a proper occasion arises (and this is not one, 
because I feel that I am somewhat charged with the duty of i 
the Post-Office appropriation bill as promptly as possible) I shall sub- 
mit my views upon the questions now suggested. 

I have only this remark to make now in regard to what the Senator 
from Maine has said: I may be engaged in a failing cause, but what I 
have been insisting upon for years past is that we shall open our mar- 
kets at least to raw materials for our manufacturers, reduce our tariff 
taxation, allow our manufacturers to have a fair chance with those of 
the other nations of the world by making it possible for them to trade 
with 1,500,000,000 people now on the earth, instead of building a Chi- 
nese wall around our country and swapping our manufactures at double 
prices with fifty-six or sixty millions of our own people. When that 
cause and these objects that I have always advocated fail it will be a 
dark day for this Republic. 

I will go as far as any man to aid in extending the markets of the 
country and in keeping the laboring men employed at the best wages, 
and letting the manufacturers sell their goods in the open markets of 
the world; but when I see a proposition introduced here to limit even 
the carrying of our mails, which means the right of men to send and 
receive their letters from one country to another, to American ships 
that have to be built at the highest cost, and, perhaps, may be the 
slowest on the ocean, and $500,000 taken from the tax-payers for that 
purpose annually, I do not think that I am doing anything that will 
injure the interests of the great body of the American people by op- 

ng it. 

eT ke be mistaken in all that; but I repeat Lam not going to be 
drawn into an argument now. I argued these questions elaborately 
last year. Iam content to stand upon the argument I then made, at 
least until it is answered better than it has been. I believe the Presi- 
dent, the Postmaster-General, and those of us who are opposed to pro- 
tective tariffs and subsidies, and who seek to prevent the isolation of 
this country from the commerce of the world which the system of re- 
striction will necessarily produce, will some of these days see our views 
carried out; and when we do we will have a prosperous country. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I was not here last summer when 
this provision was passed about which a great deal of difficulty has 
been experienced, and had no opportunity to express my opinions on it 
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at that time; but I do not regret it because I had done so before in the 
Senate. In fact ever since I have been in this body this same question 
has been threshed over year after year and the Senate seem to be no 
nearer together now than they were ten years ago about it. The diffi- 
eulty is in an obstinate adherence to certain theories which I think 
practice has demonstrated are faulty. 

The Senator from Maryland said that we are not carrying our foreign 
mails in American ships. The simple reason for that is that we have 
not got any American ships to carry them in. We have had the navi- 
gation laws all these years ever since the Government was ordained, 
but they have not produced ships. That policy has been a barren 
mother, Nothing has comefrom the navigation laws except the dwind- 
ling down of our commercial rating. Ido not know how we are ever 
to improve in that particular until two things occur. 

The first is that we have a commerce to export to foreign countries; 
and the second is that the money-making men of this country—and 
those who have money-making desires are in a very large majority— 
shall find it to their interest to invest their means in the building of 
ships. If the people of the United States who are commercially dis- 
posed and disposed to speculate or to make investments of their money 
found as much profit to-day in building ships as they do in building 
railroads or in making investments in Alabama iron ore and Alabama 
lands and the like, the sea would soon be covered with American ships. 
There would be no trouble about it. So, if we had an overabundant 
commerce to exchange with foreign countries bringing in return not 
specie and other kinds of money, but bringing in return that much more 
valuable traffic the commerce of foreign countries, their products in ex- 
change for ours, we should find that we should have plenty of ships 
sailing under the American flag. Private enterprise when attracted 
toward the business of having ships sail across the seas will always find 
ample opportunity, and their activity will be remarkable when the in- 
centive is produced. That now in a general way is my idea of the 
reason why we have not got any ships going abroad. 

The navigation laws of the United States prevent us from giving 
home work, home protection, home advantages to ships that our peo- 
ple may go abroad and buy and put under our flag. They prohibit 
the importation of ships to wear the American flag in the coastwise or 
in the foreign trade. The result is that no man thinks of investing 
money in a ship in the United States except for the coastwise trade; or 
at least it has been a long time since men have thought of investing 
their money in that direction. 

When we come to building an American navy, war-ships, the whole 
question changes. We must build our war-ships in the United States 
and build our guns in the United States, for the reason that the United 
States is the only patron, the only person to whom we can sell such 
things. After awhile when our establishments grow up we shall build 
guns as Krupp does for the Chinese, for the Polynesian Islands, and 
for the South American republics—when we get a start. But that is 
not the motive now that impels us to build guns in the United States 
for the service of the United States. The motive that prompts us is 
that we shall have in time of war, when we most need these agents and 
facilities, the means of manufacturing such things at home, for a coun- 
try is at great disadvantage that has to fight a foreign enemy and bring 
its guns across the sea. 

Equally so in respect to our ships of war of every class and character. 
The Government being the only authority in this country, the only 
person, I may say, who can patronize a ship-yard for the building of men- 
of-war, the guns ought to be built here under our supervision and out 
of our material as far as we can make them; and so with the ships, be- 
cause of the necessity of having such reliable resources in time of war. 
‘That question is by no means similar to the matter of owning or build- 
ing ships of commerce. 

So, then, in voting as I always vote, for the establishment of Améri- 
can machinery, American plant, to make guns and to make ships and 
every part of a ship, and in voting for the requirement that every ship 
shall be American in every sense of the word that is made for the Navy 
of the United States, I by no means commit myself to a mere com- 
mercial proposition, but I commit myself to a proposition of necessary 
self-defense standing on entirely a different footing; and there is no 
parallel between the two cases. 

Here are two parties in the Senate, one adhering to the old naviga- 
tion laws of the United States, and the other thinking that those laws 
are an unnecessary and an inconvenient cramp upon the ship-building 
industry and ship-owning industry of this country; and therefore the 
American flag is oftentimes excluded from a vessel that ought to be 
sailing under those colors. These parties antagonize and will not give 
up anything. From year to year, whether it is for the transportation 
of commerce or for the rtation of mails, we find this same old 
wrangle in the Senate of the United States, and no compromise and no 
concession at all. 

It is true that when the Democrats were in power in the Senate my 
colleague [Mr. Puan] made a report from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, which takes a lower ground than that occupied 
by the Senator from Kentucky and a higher und than that which 
is occupied by the Senator from Kansas, I read it to show what 
was then the Democratic interpretation of our duty in respect to this 


very matter of carrying mails. In a debate that occurred here last 
year my colleague read this amendment, which he had moved to the 
Post-Office bill on the occasion to which I have referred: 

Mr. PUGH. I offer an amendment from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to come in at the end of section 1. 

This was in 1881. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cater CLERK. It is proposed, at the end of line 197, to add the following: 
. For additional postal service to foreign countries, $1,000,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the Postmaster-General, in the establishment of mail 
steamship lines, equitably distributed among the Atlantic, Mexican, Gulf, and 
Pacific ports: Provided, That the vessels employed for such service shall be 
owned and manned by American citizens— 

Not built— 
and that said vessels thus anploved shall be iron steaniships, accepted by the 
Secretary of the Navy, after due inspection, as in all respects seaworthy and 
properly entitled to such service. 

There was a million dollars proposed to be appropriated under the 
direction of the Post-Office Committee of this body when they were 
Democratic, and when we had a Republican Executive, to be expended 
under the direction of the Postmaster-General, a broad discretion in 
the establishment of mail steamship lines to foreign countries, and to 
be distributed between the different seacoasts of the country, the 
Pacific, the Gulf, and the Atlantic. I think there has not been a 
moment of time when the Senate and the House of Representatives 
also might not have agreed to that proposition but for the obstinate 
adherence of gentlemen to mere theories. I claim that your theory 
of the American navigation laws has expelled the American flag from 
ships, and that instead of gaining ships you are all the time growing 
less and less in your commercial marine, and I contrast your theory 
with the experience of this country, and say that the experience has 
utterly disproved its value, and I propose that we shall try a different 
theory. 

I am not alarmed, after that proposition has been reported by a Dem- 
ocratic committee of this body and voted for by Democrats, at the idea 
of the subsidy that may be said to beinyolvedinit. Thereis no subsidy 
in the expenditure of a million dollars distributed in the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General over the ports of the three great coasts of the 
United States. A subsidy means that you will give toa particular 
enterprise or a particular person or corporation a monopoly, an advant- 
age in doing a certain thing. When you appropriate money at large 
for the good of the mail service, whether it is foreign or domestic, if it 
turns out that som¢ men are better prepared to carry the mails than 
others, the idea of subsidy is not involved in such an appropriation as 
that by any means. 

I noticed to-day that the two Senators, one from Kansas and the other 
from Kentucky, got into a little disputation about the effect and mean- 
ing of an appropriation for carrying the mail between Tampa, in Flor- 
ida, and Havana, in Cuba, and it turns out that both of these Senators 
in their desire to benefit the country, which they always have, have 
plumed themselves upon their own theories. In his anxiety to get 
mail communication between Tampa and Cuba, which is an important 
matter, the Senator from Kansas utterly forgot to say a word about 
American-owned and American-built ships, and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky forgot anything about subsidy, and they came together in the 
enactment of that law, which seems now to be a standing law of the 
Post-Office Department, which reads as follows: 


The Postmaster-General is authorized to contract for inland and foreign steam- 
boat mail service, when it can be combined in one route, where the foreign oftice 
or offices are not more than 200 miles distant from the domestic office, on the 
same terms and conditions as inland steamboat service, and pay for the same 
out of the appropriation for inland steamboat service. 


If you will just take that statute and broaden itso as to say that the 
place of delivery of the mails may be 25,000 miles distant from here, 
you have just as good a law as this is, as constitutional, as correct, as 
Democratic, as wise, and there is just as little subsidy in it. 

Now, strike out that provision of the statute which I have just read, 
which confines the operation of this law to places not more than 200 
miles from our coast separated by the sea, and let it go to any distance 
whatsoever, to any country or place whatsoever, and you have got pre- 
cisely the law that my amendment proposes, except that you confine 
this mail service between the United States and certain States of South 
America, Iam willing to agree to that also, for I would rather give 
to the Argentine Republic, and Paraguay, and Uruguay, and to Brazil, 
the privileges of this legislation than to distribute them at large over 
the whole of South America or the whole world. 

These two Senators, when they forgot their theories and came down 
to practice, arrived at a perfectly just result, and I propose, so far as the 
States named in this amendment are concerned, that that same result 
shall be ied to this case; that is to say, that the Postmaster-General 
shall have the amount of money which is here appropriated, $500,000, 
to be by him distributed in carrying the mails from the United States 
to those countries named in the amendment of the committee; but I 
would strike out ‘“‘ American-built ships,” and I would do it for this 
reason: The activities of the Southern States are i and com- 
mended by people throughout the length and breadth of this country, 
and I believe that no compliment has ever been paid to the Southern 
States that I have so thoroughly enjoyed as the compliment that arises 
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Teoma Se Rick: bank rosne ere: aupito bee people df gol seose ani 
Mr. CULLOM. A pretty big compliment. 


Mr. MORGAN. A large compliment, and I value it very highly. 
I only wonder at the incapacity of our friends to have seen this many 
years ago, If they had looked at us then with the same kindly eye 
that they do now, we should have been seen then to be probably about 
the wisest and most progressive people in the world. 

Mr. MAXEY, Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to empha- 
size his remark by stating a historical fact? We came out of the war 
utterly devastated, left entirely to our own exertions, with our institu- 
tions broken up; we have not only renewed our former position, but are 
to-day as prosperous as any people in the world. 

Mr. DAE Their soldiers got no pensions, and they are not beg- 

either. 

Mr. MORGAN. A great many compliments can be bestowed upon 
us very justly, and they are all true. e came out of the war bereft 
of everything on earth. We were penniless absolutely, stripped even 
of meat and bread and clothes; our institutions were broken up; society 
was devastated by the intrusion of people into it who had no other 
motive in the world than to wreck it. ‘The governing powers of the 
people of the Southern States were taxed as they were never taxed in 
any country before; and the triumph of local government in the South- 
ern States in reorganizing society, re-establishing our industries, bring- 
ing down the rates of taxation, lowering salaries, and the complete ad- 
ministration of justice, the restoration of peace and prosperity, prinding 
religion, in the South—these triumphs are greater than ever existe: 
in any country in all the annals of history. No man can point back 
through these annals to any people who have resurrected themselves as 
we have done with so much of outward oppression and internal discord 
as have the people of the South. 

Now, Mr. President, we have no ship-yardsinthe South. Very few 
vessels are built there of any description at all, only afew small schoon- 
ers and fishing smacks. That is due to two facts, The first is that 
there has been no encouragement ofship-building anywhere, Wehayve 
been nursing with our laws and our appropriations and our indulgences 
and our protections in every way that we could that industry which is 
preg | even on the coast of Maine, perishing in every direction, and 

fear will continue to do so as long as these navigation laws are on the 
statute-book. As long as we shut out foreign commerce by a high 
protective tariff, and these navigation laws are on the statute-book, I 
see very little chance for the restoration of the ship-building interest in 
the North and Northeast. But we have in the South no ship-yards, 
certainly none for making iron and steel ships and their machinery. 
The ship-yards at Wilmington, Del., I believe are the farthest south of 
any that exist in the American country. 

Now, you arrange this provision of the bill to take effect at the be- 
ginning of the incoming year, on the Ist day of July; and let me 
ask you what chance have we got to build ships between now and then 
when we have not even a ship-yard or the tools and machinery with 
which to build a ship? Wecan not possibly construct in the South an 
American-built ship between now and the Ist of July. We could 
hardly get a fair start on it. What, then, is the effect of this proposi- 
tion? Itis, of course, to put the whole of this appropriation in the 
hands of men who have ship-yards or who own ships of American build. 
It diverts entirely the appropriations from all the South Atlantic and 
the Gulf, and there is no chance for us to have a particle of interest in 
it unless we go and make up companies and buy ships that were built 
in the United States; and the few that we have got here noi 
in the coastwise trade have been built for special objects and to trans- 
act special business and adapted to certain particular localities. 

Under this law a Philadelphia, a New York, or a Boston company 
puts in a bid for carrying the mail. Will they put in that bid to carry 
the mail from Mobile or from Galveston or from New Orleans or from 
Pensacola or from Charleston or Savannah? No; they will putin a bid 
for the purpose of carrying the mails back and forth to their own towns, 
and when they get these contracts they have just as effectually shut us 
out from the benefits of the proposed advantage by the interchange of 
commerce between us and Brazil and the Argentine Republic as if we 
were excluded under the bill itself. We therefore have no chance. 

If the Senators who advocate this measure will give us at least five 
years beyond that to execute these contracts and put it in the bill that 
at least one of these lines shall go from the Gulf of Mexico, by the 
time your law has executed itself at the end of the five years you will 
find that we are building iron ships and steel ships in the South. We 
shall then have the incentive for it. 

If you sail a ship that is owned in New Orleans out of the port of 
New Orleans, or from Mobile, when your ship comes home there must 
be some place of repair, there must be a dry-dock, there must be ma- 
chinery there for the purpose of repairing the engine and other parts of 
the vessel, and the companies that might contract to carry the mails in 
ships that they owned, whether built at home or abroad, would find 
it n to take the initiative at least to the extent of building ship- 
moa for the repair of ships. A ship-yard for the repair of a ship must 

one for its construction. If you have a ship sailing from the port of 
Mobile to the port of Rio de Janeiro, going and coming, bringing and 


carrying the commerce of the countries, carrying out our cotton, tim- 
ber, coal, and and returning loaded with hides and the other rich 
productions of this South American country, you would find that the 
people of Mobile would establish there, per ps in the vicinity of that 
reservation of the United States called Mount Vernon, on that river 
where the fresh water is 40 feet deep, a place of repair, and in connection 
with that a machine-shop, and they would carry their iron and their 
steel and their coal down from Birmingham; and by the time these five 
years had expired, instead of buying their ships, then they would be 
building them at home. 

Give us just this chance to havea start in thisthing. Letus go into 
the markets of the world and buy our ships and start this mail line, 
and you will find plenty of Southern men of enterprise and capital going 
into the establishment of steamship lines between the Gulf of Mexico 
and Brazil and the La Plata River. 

Who can object to giving us this one opportunity? When the North- 
ern States of this country desired to have a coastwise mail to Cuba 
they wanted 55 cents, I believe, per mile for the transportation of the 
mails to Tampa; and then the committee came in here and both sides of 
the Chamber voted a large appropriation of money, and left it in the 
discretion of the Postmaster-General to equip a line between Tampa 
and Havana, and said not one word about there being an American-built 
or a foreign-built ship on that line. Every one thinks here to-day that 
that has been a successful line, a p us line, and no harm done 
to the ship-building interests of the United States because the vessels 
that sail there may be of foreign build. I hear no complaint at all of 
that law; on the contrary, it has been loudly commended on tke floor 
of the Senate to-day. I take that one enterprise as being an absolutely 
conclusive example of the proposition I offer, that for the five years 
the contract you provide in this bill is to run you shall give the South- 
ern States a chance to go out and buy theships and start the line. That 
ean not hurt you, or break you upin five years; and yet you see how 
we can establish ourselves in this business, and how by granting us 
this opportunity i can set on foot this ship-building industry in the 
South, that gentlemen say is so absolutely essential to the prosperity 
of the people of the United States as well as to their credit and honor. 

That is what we claim under this amendment. To pass the com- 
mittee’s amendment just as it is is to force a discrimination against the 
South. To it as I to amend it is to give us an opportu- 
nity to enter into this traffic, and I hope the Senators on both sides of 
the Chamber—as I know there are Senators on both sides of this Cham- 
ber who desire the prosperity of the people of the United States as 
much as I do—will see the necessity of the occasion and will permit this 
to be amended so that we in the South can have some chance to estab- 
lish ourselves. As long as we stand here warring upon theories we 
shall do nothing. When we make the sort of compromise that was 
made in the bill from which I read, establishing a line between Tampa 
Bay and Havana, prosperity comes immediately to that part of the 
country. The mails are rted back and forth from Havana with 
great rapidity and security, much greater than they have ever been be- 
fore. 

I think, Mr. President, that ihe reason of the case, the proof of the 
example I have cited, and every consideration relating to the future 
prosperity of this country ought to infiuence the Senate to adopt the 
amendment which I have had the honor to propose. 


ILLINOIS JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. PuGH, Mr. Hoar, and 
Mr, WILSON, of Iowa, the conferees on the part of the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 367) to amend section 536 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to the division of the State of Dlinois into 
judicial districts, and to provide for holding terms of court of the 
northern district at the city of Peoria. 


CO-OPERATION IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. STANFORD. I want to give notice for the information of the 
Senate that on Tuesday next, at 1 o’clock, or as soon thereafter as I 
can be heard, I shall call up the bill (S. 3022) to encourage Ta- 
tion and to provide for the formation of associations in the District of 
Columbia for the purpose of conducting any lawful business and di- 
viding the profits among the members thereof, and submit some re- 
marks thereon. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, this day received from the House of Represent- 
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 731) granting a pension to William H. Hester; 

A bill (H. R. 752) granting a pension to James Smithpeter; 

A bill (H. R. 942) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow of 
Lieut. James Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 1903) granting a pension to Henry Canode; 

A bill (H. R. 4585) granting a pension to Mrs. Fannie Carman; 

A bill (H. R. 5927) for the relief of Louisa Kearney; 

A bill (H. R. 6918) to increase the pension of Lewis M. Strong; 

A bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Thomas J. Hays; 
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A bill (H. R. 6143) granting a pension to Jacob Teits; 

A bill (H. R. 9143) granting a pension to Dr. Sabin Stocking; 

A bill (H. R. 9664) placing the name of Mrs. Lydia Burdick on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill eS R. 9928) granting a pension to Moses Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 10050) to increase the pension of Capt. Frank Bell; 

A bill (H. R. 10262) granting a pension to Lawrence O’Connor; 

A bill (H. R. 10470) granting a pension to Mrs. 8. C. Goodin; and 

A bill (H. R. 11111 
Hilliker. 


A bill UH R. 8826) granting a pension to Mary M. Thompson; 


granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


_ Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES W. GOODRICH. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to move that a message be sent to the Presi- 
dent of the United States requesting him to return an act for the relief 
of James W. Goodrich. It is an act paying a postmaster for funds of 
which his post-office was robbed, and it describes the post-office by the 
name of the wrong town by an accident, so that the act would be en- 
tirely futile. It ought to be returned before the President signs the 
act. ‘The act was sent to the President either yesterday or to-day. 

I understand that that bill originated in the House and, therefore, 
has been sent by the House to the President; and under these circum- 
stances the precedents of Congress are that there shall be a concurrent 
resolution. I therefore submit the following concurrent resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring,) That the Presi- 
dent be requested to return to the House of Representatives the bill (H. R. 5652) 
for the relief of James W. Goodrich. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 


MRS, M. E. WOODS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2997) granting a pension 
to Mrs. M. E. Woods, which was in line 8 to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five”’ 
and insert ‘‘ twelve.” 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIL- 
SON ] desires a disagreement with a view to a conference. 

‘The amendment was non-concurred in and a conference was ordered 
to be requested of the House of Representatives on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the of the Senate, and Mr. SAWYER, Mr. 
BLAIR, and Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, were appointed. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10793) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President—— 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator from Florida will yield, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. PLUMB. I hope we shall have a vote on this bill. I do not 
think it will take long to dispose of it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware moves 


that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the Senate 
any great length of time after the discussion which has been had on 
this bill to-day. 

I was a member of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appro- 
priations on the Post-Office appropriation bill and voted for this amend- 
ment. I propose to vote for itin the Senate. Ido not, however, think 
that there is any kind of inconsistency between the report of the Post- 
master-General in regard to this matter and his explanation as read by 
the Senator from Kentucky. When we discuss a proposition we should 
meet the points that are really involved in it, and not raise new ques- 
tions that are not connected with it and do not logically relate to it. 

The Postmaster-General in his recommendation to Congress contained 
in his annual report does not anywhere intimate or declare in any 
form that, as between the question of the purchase of foreign ships 
and their use for the purposes of mail transportation, he has a prefer- 
ence for the policy of limiting the carriage of the mails and the assist- 
ance that the Government may provide to American-built ships. That 
is the whole question in controversy between his present explanation 
and his annual report, and it is on this that the whole centention has 
been made to-day. 

Neither is there any inconsistency in a support of this amendment, 
and agreeing with the declaration of the Senator from Kentucky, while 
I support this amendment, I would prefer to support an amendment 
which would permit the American citizen to buy his ship abroad. 
There is no inconsistency in these propositions. There may be in the 
opinion of persons like myself a better method of encouraging the con- 
struction of American ships. I believe there is. I am prepared to go 
much farther and much more effectively, in my judgment, in the en- 


couragement of American ship-building than has ever or can ever result 
from prohibiting the purchase of ships from abroad and limiting the 
transportation of this country to American-built ships. 

If there can be anything done, as in my opinion there can be, to aid 
and develop American ship-building, it is to be found in a system of 
bounties to the ship, to the tonnage, open to every American citizen, 
and in a system which will furnish Government facilities in those sec- 
tions and portions of the country where they are not now to be found 
for the construction of such ships, plants in navy-yards, furnished by 
the Government, and which may be leased to combinations of labor or 
of capital in the different sections of this country, so that the expend- 
itures of the Government, which are in themselves of great impor- 
tance, shall not be concentrated in the hands of particular individuals, 
of capitalists, or of particular localities. A system of this kind will 
reach the point required, and will develop the American industry of 
ship-building in the different localities of the country. The naviga- 
tion laws have failed to develop American ship-building for the foreign 
trade of the country. What good reason can be given for not trying 
some other policy—some other means reasonably adapted to attain the 
object we wish to accomplish ? 

It is not wise for Senators who insist on resisting this proposition to 
assume that there may not be a better system of developing American 
ship-building than that of the navigation laws which have existed so 
long without producing the desired effect. 

But what does the Postmaster-General say? He may not perceive 
or admit the logical result of his declaration as it impresses me. He 
may not admit the conclusion which his own premise demands. He 
says: 

This application su + * * the purchase of mail facilities which do 
not exist, and can not be expected soon to exist in the ordinary manner, 

What is the purchase of a mail facility? Certainly, if there be any- 
thing in the idea of a subsidy, it is a payment as a compensation of some- 
thing greater than the actual service would itself require. Whatever 
is intended to develop, to produce, to encourage a future develop- 
ment, whatever is greater than the actual compensation at the moment 
for the service rendered, whatever is greater than the present need, is 
in the nature ofa subsidy. I have no objection to the use of the term. 
The purchase of a mail facility is unquestionably a subsidy, unless it 
be at the lowest possible market price at which it can be obtained, and 
unless it exists in the ordinary course of business. The Postmaster- 
General further gocce to say that these facilities do not exist, that 
the commerce of the country will be developed, will be created, and 
that it is a wise consideration that for that further development these 
mail facilities shall be purchased. 

He further says that mail facilities may wisely be created, “ pur- 
chased” in advance of the necessities of actual business, Considera- 
tions of race, blood, and public policy may demand them. And in our 
domestic mail service these considerations are recognized as a sound and 
wise policy, and a justification for expenditures beyond the actual ne- 
cessities of the service at the time. ‘This is nothing but a subsidy; 
nothing but making the expenditure of the public money the founda- 
tion of the mail service. Our whole domestic mail service is a subsidy, 
as the annual deficiency shows. Why, then, is the policy not equally 
true for the foreign mail service? 

The point of difference—and that is all that is required, that is all 


‘that is asked in this amendment—is the purchase of mail facilities be- 


yond the immediate and pressing needs of established business. There 
is no argument about that; that is a plain proposition; it is a subsidy, 
an indutement, an encouragement. ‘The Postmaster-General proceeds 
to say that this is nothing more than is done with numerous domestic 
lines of mail transportation, beyond what is needed by the business of 
the moment, in anticipation of greater development and of greater busi- 
ness, and certainly that is true, and there is no distinction in reason or 
in logic between these two things. Ifit is good for our domestic rela- 
tions it certainly is good for our foreign relations. 

So, then, we have before us the simple question presented by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky: Shall we open this foreign-mail service to vessels 
constructed abroad—to foreign-built ships? Shall we obtain the best 
mail service that can be obtained, without reference to where the ship 
was constructed? Unquestionably, in point of business or commerce 
or mail facility, the ship that is best adapted to it, that is iest, and 
that can be obtained at the cheapest rate is the best, and I should vote 
for that amendment. 

But what then? We know it is impossible in this Senate owing to 
the division of opinion to obtain the of an amendment of that 
character, and the question then recurs shall we do without this facility 
because of this divided opinion—erroneous opinion, if you please—or 
shall we encourage it under the best practical terms, awaiting some 
future development which will put this upon a higher and a better 
system of economy—better for the commerce of the country, better for 
its rtation, better for all itsindustrial interests? For myself, I 
do not hesitate, although I perceive that this expenditure will be nec- 
essarily expended for the advantage of particular localities, of partic- 
ular sections, as nearly all the expenditures of the Government are con- 
centrated in a few great cities, or in a small area of the population of 
this country, an evil which ought to be remedied by some better sys- 
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tem of economy. A policy that will divide these expenditures between 
the different ports of the country might easily be devised—a policy 
that will build ships and establish mail lines from Tampa, or Pensacola, 
or Jacksonville, or Fernandina, in Florida, or Mobile in Alabama, or 
New Orleans, as well as from New York and Baltimore and Boston. 
Mr. FRYE. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Flor- 
ida to the admission which he is making that this may result in a bene- 


fit to one locality to the exclusion of others. Now, in one single ship , 


that sailed from New York to Rio Janeiro twenty-six States and Ter- 
ritories had their manufactured goods on board of her. So it is not 
possible that it shall result in benefit to one locality because the ship 
sails from that locality. 

Mr. CALL. But the expenditures for building the ships were in a 
particular locality. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘That particular expenditure may be. 

Mr. CALL. And all other ships will be made there under the pres- 
ent condition of the law, and the money expended there, including this 
appropriation. I should be very glad to prevent that. I should like 
to see a ship constructed at Pensacola or at Tampa Bay, or Jackson- 
ville, or Fernandina, contiguous to the iron and coal of Alabama, where 
it can be done cheaply, and whence it could sail with greater proximity 
to any of the Central or South American ports than anywhere else, and 
whence the mail could be carried with greater expedition. I think a 
policy ought to be adopted that would develop and encourage and pro- 
duce that result. But what is the first step toward it? That is im- 
possible todo. Now we must make a commencement or it can never 
be done. We can not advance this object by assuming that foreign 
trade in American vessels is impossible because we have a tariff sys- 
tem which intervenes difficulties, nor because we have navigation laws 
which diminish the profits of American commerce in ships owned and 
manned by American citizens. 

Shall we abandon this communication with South America which 
the Postmaster-General so ably presents as a public necessity of the 
moment, because we can not accomplish these great desirable ends of 
public policy, and so desirable particularly to the whole Southern 
country? Shall we abandon that commercial intercourse which may, 
as the Senator from Maine has ited, be of some benefit, which 
will carry off the productions of the South as well as the North, which 
will bring the coffee and the products of other countries for the consump- 
tion of the South as well as of the North, which will be open to the 
enterprise of Southern men, and to the capital which may be accumu- 
lated in the Southern States? These are advantages that will accrue 
with American-built ships as well as with foreign-built ships, although 
there will be disadvantages attending it, although larger benefits 
would result from the policy of purchasing ships wherever they may 
be bought cheapest and best. An American-built ship carrying pas- 
sengers and freight to a foreign port will do anything in the way of 
encouraging trade that a foreign-built ship owned by Americans could 
accomplish. 

‘Therefore I have never failed to support the provisions in the Post- 
Office appropriation bill providing for mail facilities, and I am not 
frightened away from it by the fact that there is an injustice in it and 
that the purpose might be accomplished better in a different manner, 
for this is the whole extent of the argument against it. The proposition 
is that we must have nothing because we can not get everything. 

Mr. President, that is all I propose to say in justification of my vote. 
While the Postmaster-General’s argument, in my judgment, does dem- 
onstrate the necessity for this appropriation, it is doubtless not intended 
hy him and does not of necessity impart the idea that he desires to see 
it done in American ships exclusively, and to be expended for the con- 
struction of American ships. In other words, he believes that the mail 
service would be better promoted, that the development of American 
ship-building would be better promoted, by encouraging commerce at 
large, and by the purchase of ships from abroad as well as by construct- 
ing them in the United States; but his proposition certainly is that mail 
facilities with the countries mentioned are desirable, and that we have 
not now those facilities, and must create them. 

As a member of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations 
having in charge this Post-Office appropriation bill, I desire to say that 
I do not agree with the criticisms which have been made by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas on the Postmaster-General. His report is an evidence 
that he is a man of ability, that he is a man who masters whatever is 
presented to him, and I venture to say that no more concise, forcible, 
and clear presentation of that great Department and its operations and 
its necessities has been made than that which is contained in his annual 
report at the beginning of this session. It is one of the most important 
pa de vas and perhaps the most difficult of the departments to ad- 
minister. 

It has the largest number of officers, it requires the greatest minutia 
of investigation and knowledge of details by the officer in charge, the 
Postmaster-General. That he may not be able at all times to secure 
the best mail service in the most remote portions of this country is not 
to be attributed to him as a serious fault. That there should be some- 
where imperfect or disconnected routes, that some time should elapse 


before they are remedied, is impossible to prevent in a system so wide" 


and so extensive as this, And while I have heard of complaints, while 


newspaper men here and there may assume that they could administer 
this De; ent better than he, that is but the criticism of a single 


man, have been complaints of irregularities and failures in my 
own State, but I have not known of any which when communicated to 
the Postmaster-General he has not promptly sought to remedy; and I 
undertake to say that the administration of that Department at the 
end of his term will have been able, efficient, and economical. 

Mr. President, it does not belong to the Committee on Appropriations 
who have charge of this bill and who are responsible if there be no 
sufficient and adequate appropriation made for the support of that 
great establishment to criticise its head. Its efficiency depends upon 
its employés. It depends upon the remuneration they receive, upon 
their number, their character, and the capacity they may have, and it 
depends upon the provisions of law that are reported by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. If they will increase that remuneration, or if 
they will give to the Postmaster-General an entire discretion in the ex- 
penditure of that money, then he may be criticised; but if you limit 
him, if you limit the salaries, you must take the consequences. 

The whole system of appropriations in this Government since I have 
been a member of the Committee on Appropriations is to the 
heads of Departments as unworthy of trust, to treat the smallest detail 
with an iron rule, and say, ‘* You shall not exercise any discretion; you 
are limited to this amount; we will not trust you;’’ and such is this 
Post-Office appropriation bill. If this money was given to himand a 
discretion allowed, holding him responsible for it, then you might per- 
haps eriticise his conduct. 

For myself, I shall sustain this amendment, and I desire to be under- 
stood as expressing my own judgment of the ability and the efficiency 
and the economy with which that Department is administered. I do 
not now speak of the appointments in the Department, but of the per- 
sonal conduct, ability, and business methods and efficiency of the Post- 
master-General. 

This is only a question of a proper mail service and the purchase 

of mail facilities, and ought not to be considered in connection with the 
tariff, or with the repeal or modification of the navigation laws. It 
gives the Postmaster-General $500,000 annually and authorizes him 
to use it in the purchase of mail facilities on condition that the facilities 
purchased, which must be ships, shall be American ships. Even with 
those who think foreign ships would be better, there is nothing in their 
arguments which can support their conclusion that they will not have 
any suitable mail to South America unless they can get it on foreign 
ships. 
Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss this ques- 
tion. Isimply desire to state that when this proposition was under 
consideration at the last session I took occasion in debate to establish 
that Government aid to steamship lines for the purpose of developing 
commercial intercourse had been a favorite measure under Democratic 
administrations, and I regret to hear Democratic Senators endeavoring 
to apologize for the statesmanship and broad position which our Dem- 
ocratic Postmaster-General has taken in his annual report upon this 
question with reference to the pending proposition. 

When this report appeared, although it may have shocked the sensi- 
bilities of the Senator from Kentucky, it was universally accepted in 
the country as a sign that upon this question our Democratic adminis- 
tration had taken a new departure, and those who favor this proposi- 
tion indulged in the gratification that they had secured the advocacy 
of a very influential and powerful convert to what we consider one of 
the most important principles, with reference to the present and the 
future, which can guide our legislative action. I felt proud, as a Dem- 
ocratic Senator, that this Democratic administration had announced to 
the country that they realized the necessity of taking some step for- 
ward, some step in advance, in favor of developing American commerce 
and American shipping. For I believe that whenever this policy shall 
be established, whenever our repeated efforts in that direction shall 
bear some fruit, our course and our statesmanship will command the 
universal commendation and applause of the American people. A 

There can be no question whatever, I take it, that if we can under- 
stand the English language, that if we can understand arguments 
which are presented, that if we can understand what an individual in- 
tends when he follows a certain Poors of reasoning in order to make 
certain recommendations, and where that officer is a Cabinet officer, I 
say there can be no question whatever but what this amendment re- 
ported by this committee is responsive to the recommendations made 
by the Postmaster-General now in office. It is yielding to the demand 
which has been made, yielding to the pressure which has been brought 
upon this administration, izing the fact which has been hereto- 
fore denied that we must find some outlet for our increasing produc- 
tion, and that the great outlet which is open to us and which we can 
secure beyond peradventure is with the South American states. 

I congratulate the Postmaster-General. I think he has exhibited 
great moral courage, that he has shown that he understands what the 
people of the United States demand from him and from his office, when 
in a most elaborate, sound, and logical presentation of this question he 
has embodied every argument which was used by Senators at the last 
session of Congress in advocacy of this proposition. 

I regret that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Brcx] is not in his 
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seat, as I told him that I intended to pay my compliments to him, 
that he should stand up in the Senate and attempt to wipe out of view 
the report of a Cabinet officer, and to tell us that it does not mean what 
it declares. 

This is not a question involving a construction of a sentence about 
which there can be some difference of opinion. This is not a question 
which involves the ambiguity ofa mere phrase. Itisa question whether 
these three written by the Postmaster-General, intended to be a 
basis for legislation by Congress and so uttered, were seriously or jo- 
cosely written; and that is the question that I wanted to propound to 
the Senator from Kentucky. No private correspondence can destroy 
the effect or remove the intended purpose of this communication to 
Congress. The Postmaster-General accepted the responsibility of that 
recommendation. It is in accord with what we have maintained, and 
we can only accept it as an utterance of his serious convictions upon 
one of the most important questions affecting the interests of the Ameri- 
can people. 

I repeat, in conclusion, and I congratulate my fellow-Democratic Sen- 
ators upon the fact, that this Democratic Administration is moving in 
the right direction, that it stands upon a high platform in the develop- 
men of American commerce, and that it is willing to carry out that 
ey. by giving Government aid to establish steamship lines with the 
South American States, : 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, since I have been a member of the 
Senate I have been an earnest advocate of close and liberal commercial 
relations with Mexico and Central and South America. When we look 
at our great surroundings there can be no question that there is an 
absolute necessity for this country to get an outlet for its surplus pro- 
ductions. There is to-day enough capital invested in American manu- 
facturing and there is enough skilled labor adapted to factories to pro- 
duce in six months all that can be consumed_in this country in twelve 
months. Thatis a fact. That fact means that those factories must 
work on half time, or lock-out a portion of the time, or strikes are in- 
evitable, and strikes are going on all over this country. What is the 
outcome of that? A spirit of unrest running all over this land from 
cne end to the other. 

What shall we do? We must find somewhere a market for the 
American surplus production. We must find somewhere a market 
which will consume all that can be reasonably produced within twelve 
months by our factories. Where can we look for that? Only in 
Mexico and Central and South America. So believing, for the twelve 
years that I have been a member of the Senate I have been an earnest 
advocate of the adoption of some policy that will open ont the trade of 
those countries to us. 

In 1881 the amendment which was offered by direction of the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Puen] met my hearty approbation. I was at that time chair- 
man of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. We agreed 
upon an amendment, which has been read, which provided— 

That the vessels employed for such service— 

That is, the service from the Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific ports— 
shall be owned and manned by American citizens,and that said vessels thus 
employed shall be iron steamships, &c. 

“Owned and manned by American citizens.” To-day I am in favor 
of the same policy. I advocated it then; I do to-day. I care not 
where the vessel may be built, whether on the Clyde or but Iam 
in favor of restoring the American merchant marine which has been 
driven away from the high seas so that we have left to us only about 15 
per cent. of the carrying trade of all the exports that leave this country 
for foreign markets. 

Something has done that. What is it? Ifa vessel can be pur- 
chased cheaper on the Clyde than it can be in one of our own establish- 
ments, let the men who are willing to invest their capital in that ves- 
sel go there and buy it, and aid in opening out and restoring the 
American marine. 

I am in favor of the amendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN], first, because I want to restore American shipping. This 
is a movement in that direction. Iam in favor of close commercial 
relations and liberal relations with all the countries south of us. I 
am in favor of reciprocal treaties which will enable this country to 
compete in the markets of Mexico, of Central and South America with 
England or any other country on the face of the earth. 

You never can do that under your present tariff; it is simply an im- 
possibility. ‘Therefore you must make co ial reciprocal treaties 
with those countries, and for that reason I have been for years an earn- 
est advocate of such reciprocal treaties. It would be the grandest move 
forward in statesmanship to combine these two things together. First, 
capture that trade, open out, begin to establish your steamship lines, 
let the owners of those lines buy their ships where they please and 
register them as American vessels, man them by American sailors and 
sail them under the American flag. Start in that direction, That 
done, then make your reciprocal treaties and get an outlet for all the 
vast production that our factories turn out annually over and above 
that which is necessary for home consumption. 

It is the worst of nonsense to build up a Chinese wall around this 
country and limit the consumption of American manufactured articles 


tothe American people, Itis the veriest purblind policy that was ever 
adopted by any government on the face of the earth. You have got to 
compete; and as the world advances in enlightenment, as capital in- 
creases and seeks investment in factories, and labor secks to be skilled 
so as to be employed in those factories, you produce more annually in 
this country than itis possible to consume. You must have an outlet, 
and you can not hare that outlet when every article that goes into a 
piece of manufactured goods, the coal, the iron ore, and each raw ma- 
terial all the way along the line is taxed heavily. It is an impossibility 
for a manufacturer to contend in the markets of the world with coun- 
tries which have the free-trade system, 

Sir, we may as well meet that issue. It has to be met some day. 
This thing has got to come about. Where you have capital invested 
in American factories and skilled labor which can produce in six months 
more than can be consumed in this country in twelve months, what are 
you going todo the othersix months? Shall that capital lieidle? Shall 
hr sakopo go out and become tramps? That is the effect; it is inev- 
itable. 

The man who loves his country will seek to haveall that those men 
can produce consumed somewhere, and that consumption must come 
not from Europe, because they will not consume what we raise, but it 
must come from those countries which lie south of us, and contiguous 
to us, and which are our natural commercial allies. Yet, owing to the 
purblind policy of this country, right across the river which separates 
my State from Mexico, the trade cf Mexico has been captured by Eng- 
land and Germany in the very face of the American citizens. 

Something is wrong. It results from your protective tariff; and you 
can only have that (because you cannot get this people at once to do 
it) by adopting commercial reciprocity treaties with those countries 
and making them as liberal as possible. When I say that I also say 
that Iam a better friend to the manufacturing ple than he who 
opposes a commercial reciprocal treaty with Mexico and Central and 
South America. 

If the amendment of the Senator from Alabama is adopted, I shall 
vote for this provision, not so much because of the postal service as 
that it is a move in a commercial direction. It is the starting point 
to giving us a trade with the countries lying south of us, which this 
oat must possess if we are to be prosperous as a manufacturing 
people. 

But, sir, I have another objectin view. I want to restore American 
shipping. Whenever the price of ships, and especially of steamships 
is so high in this country that capital can be better invested in other 
directions, they will not be bought; but when men can go anywhere 
and buy their money’s worth of ships and open up and secure this 
trade, which if we adopt the true policy of reciprocal relations will go 
on ever and ever increasing, we shall have a prosperous country. 

For that reason, because I want to restore the American merchant 
marine and because I want the American flag to cover an American 
cargo when it crosses the water, I favor the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Alabama. If thatis adopted I shall vote for the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on Appropriations; otherwise I shall 


not. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, Ishould like to casta vote in the Amer- 
ican Senate in favor of the extension of American commerce, I think 
it is a very great crime in the statesmanship of this country that we 
haye adopted such policies as that American commerce with foreign 
countries is dwindling. It has not reached the magnificent proportion 
to which it is entitled. 

I want to extend American commerce. I think we have the power, 
if we use it wisely and well, to supply the markets of the world with 
cheaper and better goods than any other country. But I am not to be 
charged with being unfriendly to the extension of American commerce 
because I can not see that that extension will come from the subsidy 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

I should like to have this proposition answered: When we have a 
tariff of 46 per cent. on the average, levied, as I understand and as ev- 
erybody avows, for the purpose of enabling the American manufacturer 
to compete in American markets at home with foreign manufacturers, 
how is it possible that this same manufacturer, requiring a protection 
of 46 per cent. to enable him to compete with the foreign manufacturer 
at home without any transportation on the sea and selling to his neigh- 
bors, can sell his in foreign markets ses the same foreign 
competitors? That is the question I should like to have answered. 

We are told that the American manufacturer can not sell even to the 
American peoplein the home markets without the cost of foreign trans- 
portation, that he can not exist unless he has an advantage of 46 per 
cent. in the way of a tariff. Yet we are told at the same time that the 
American manufacturer can go out into the markets of the world, dis- 
pense with the 46 per cent. protection, and i, favorably and ad- 
vantageously with the foreign manufacturer. I should like to have 
that answered; and when that is answered, when I can see that that 
problem can be worked out under these conditions, I may consider the 
proponon to subsidize steamships to carry our goods to foreign coun- 

es. 


The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] congratulates the country 
that the Democratic administration has taken a step forward in this 
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matter. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana whether the 

sugar produced in his Stateand which, as I understand, can only be pro- 

duced by a protective duty of about 70 per cent., can be sent to foreign 

Pakon and compete with foreign sugar after losing the 70 per cent. 
vantage. 

Is it to be said that we produce so much here that we want to get 
rid of our surplus? I think I have heard something of that sort said 
inthis debate. Let us see what that means. Itis said that we pro- 
duce more than we consume. Suppose we do, how are we to sell that 
surplus in foreign markets without the protective tariff and against for- 

ign competition? We can only do it by underselling the very goods 
W. go the 46 per cent. has been levied to protect us against in our own 
market. 

If we sell cheaper than that, then one of two things results: either 
that the 46 per cent. is a fraud on the American consumer, and that the 
American manufacturer can in fact produce goods and sell them in the 
home market cheaper than the foreign manufacturer, or it results, as the 
other alternative, that the American consumer is taxed 46 per cent. on 
all he consumes in order to enable the American manufacturer to sell 
his goods to other people cheaper than the cost of manufacture. I am 
opposed to either proposition. I think the American consumer is en- 
titled to have the products of his own country furnished to him as 
cheaply as to the people of South America. Iam opposed to taxing 
him 46 per cent. in order that the American manufacturer may sell to. 
the South American consumer at less than the foreign manufacturer can 
sell in that market. I do not think it is right to make the American 
people, not only bear the enormous expense of supporting our manu- 
facturers in an exclusively home market, but also to put on their shoul- 
ders the additional burden of compelling them to pay in ordet to enable 
the American manufacturer to sell to other people goods cheaper than 
he will sell to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL. I wish toknow what amendment we are voting on. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the amendment be read. 

Mr. FRYE. It is the free-ship amendment. 

Several SENATORS. Let it be read. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Alabama to the amendment of the 
committee will be read, although it is now too late, the roll-call hav- 
ing been begun. 

Mr. HOAR. The giving consent to that does not give consent to 
further debate, I suppose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The debate is closed. If there be 
no objection, the amendment will be read pending the roll-call, several 
Senators having answered to their names. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 90, in the second line of the proposed 
amendment, strike out the word “‘ built ” and insert the words, ‘‘ owned 
and officered;’’ so as to read: 

For the transportation of foreign mails by American owned and officered and 
registered steamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in dis- 


And at the end of line 103 add: 


Such steamships so owned and officered shall be entitled to be enrolled, reg- 
istered, and licensed as American-built ships are while the same are employed 
in the execution of said contract for the transportation of foreign mails, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. | The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] is paired with the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote ‘‘vea.’’ 

Mr. WHITTHORNE (when his name was called). I am paired with 

_ the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded: 

Mr. CULLOM. As has been announced, the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
WHITTHORNE]. The Senator from Rhode Island would vote against 
the pending amendment if he were present. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw my 
vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 
I forgot the pair at the moment. 

Mr. CAMERON (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw 
my yote. I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 


BUTLER], whom I see is notin hisseat. I should vote ‘‘nay’’ if I were 


not 
. PLUMB. TheSenator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] is ab- 
sent from the Chamber, and is paired with the Senator from ware 
[ Mr. er 
Mr. ERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. Were he present, I should vote “‘nay.”’ 
Mr. BECK. And my colleague [Mr. BLACKBURN] would vote 


t ” 
yea. 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 31; as follows: - 
YEAS—19. 
Books Eustis, Maroy, Ganta 
Geo: organ, ance, 
Call Hampton, Payne, Walthall, 
s Kenna, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, McPherson, m, 
NAYS—31. 
Allison, Evarts, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
x Fair, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Farwell, Miller, Sherman, 
Cheney, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 
Conger, Gorman, Morrill, ‘eller, 
Cullom, Hale, Palmer, Williams. 
Dawes, Hoar, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Ingalls, Plumb, 
ABSENT—2. 
Aldri Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Stanford, 
Bi a ; Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Van Wyck, 
Brown, G donee of Nevada, ta 
Butler, G anderson, Voorhees, 
Canaan: Harris, Mitchell of Pa., Whitthorno, 
Cameron, Harrison, Sabin, 
Chace, Hawley, Sewell, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORGAN. At the end of line 103, I move to add: 


One of the lines of steamships to carry the mails provided for in this act shall 
be required to sail to and ons seaport of the Gulf of Mexico or the Mississippi 
River. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I shall not attempt at this late 
hour to discuss this question. Propositions of this kind have been be- 
fore the Senate heretofore and I have voted against them, and I believe 
in almost every instance I have expressed the grounds of my opposi- 
tion to sucha provision. 

But I have heard something here to-day that I can not consent to 
pass unnoticed. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] have undertaken in this debate to base their advocacy of this 
measure upon the recommendations of the Postmaster-General. Ihave 
looked over the recommendations of the Postmaster-General as care- 
fully as I could, and I think that no fair construction of the language 
which he used in his annual report can be made the basis of any such 
construction as that which is sought to be placed upon it by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, the Senator from Maryland, and the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

Turning to theannual report of the Postmaster-General, I find he states 
that certain petitions had been sent to the Department, and he goes into 
an analysis of what is set forth in those petitions. Afterstating what 
those petitions refer to, he says: 

No authority of law exists of which the Department can avail itself to meet 
this request. 

Then he explains that the statute does not give him the authority to 
comply with the request of the petitioners. He says again: 


This application suggests the augmentation of existing service and the crea- 
tion of new with the particular States, in both aspects desirable. 


After presenting what the petitioners have represented to him, he 
says: 

These considerations suggest inquiry whether there be the need of such mail 
communication with the mentioned countries of the southern continent, whether 
that need be worthy of special effort to meet it, and whether it can be supplied 
at a cost justifiably adequate to the present and p: ve value of the 
posed intercourse. The determination of these inquiries rests with the Con- 
gress, and the Department is privil , and by its information able, only to 
express the general opinion t such service would be highly useful and is 
fairly demanded by the interests of the country. 


He calls upon the President of the United States to bring thesecon- 
siderations to the attention of Congress, and after doing so he says: 


Should the recommendation meet with favor in its general aspects, the De- 
partment might be authorized to solicit proposals for the performance of such 
a service as the Congress should deem desirable, with limitations as to cost pre- 
scribed by its ipaa pose the probable resulting value to the country or other- 
wise. There reason for the expectation that such an invitation, open to 
fair and general competition, for a service of a sufficient duration to warrant 
the requisite provision of vessels, would result in proposals that would enable 
a desirable contract to be made and a system of communication to be estab- 
lished of great and lasting advantage to the United States. 


There is nothing to be found in that recommendation or in the sug- 
gestion to the President of the United States which justifies the belief 
that the Postmaster-General desired a subsidy to be given to particular 
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lines, whether American, English, French, Italian, or any other line. 
Therefore, when there is an attempt made to put a construction upon 
his annual report which will commit him to a subsidy to a particular 
line, whether American or otherwise, he repudiates it, as was done in 
the letter which he addressed to the Senator from Kentucky. So the 
attempted construction by the Senator from Louisiana, the attempted 
justification of the position by the Senator from Maryland in support of 
this proposition upon the ground that the language of the Postmaster- 
General justified it and warranted it, is wholly untenable in my opinion. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to inter- 
rupt him ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Idid not state that the report of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral committed him to the favoring of American ships for carrying 
American mails. What I did state was that his rt does commit 
him unequivocally, in my judgment, to the giving of Government aid 
to establish lines of steamships between this country and South 
America. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I may have been mistaken, but I understood 
the Senator from Louisiana to state distinctly that the report of the 
Postmaster-General justified the amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee. That amendment proposes to subsidize a particular line, a par- 
ticular class of ships. 

Mr. EUSTIS. No, sir; the Senator is mistaken. I voted at the last 
session and I voted just now in favor of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Alabama. The question of American ships I had not al- 
luded to, either with regard to my position or the position of the Post- 
master-General. The only position of the Postmaster-General that I 
have alluded to is that Government aid should be given to establish 
steamship lines to develop American commerce between this country 
and South America. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understood the Senator distinctly to avow that 
the amendment by the committee is in harmony with the rec- 
ommendation of the Postmaster-General. However, I may have mis- 
understood the Senator from Louisiana. Certainly that was the posi- 
tion of the Senator from land, as well as the Senator from Kansas. 
Against that construction and in behalf of the Postmaster-General I feel 
bound to enter my protest, not because I am the especial guardian or 
keeper of the Postmaster-General. I do not ask of him many favors, 
nor of any other Department of the Government; but when a Demo- 
cratic administration is assailed, and unjustly assailed in my ju ent, 
as being inconsistent, I am not willing as a Democrat on this floor to 
sit here and listen to such an assault. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 
I praised the administration for its course. Does the Senator from 
Delaware believe or not that the Postmaster-General’s report does or 
does not commit him to the doctrine of giving Government aid for the 
purpose of establishing mail lines with South America? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It expressly leaves the matter to the determina- 
tionof Congress He expressed the opinion that it might be desirable, 
and said that if the applications were favorably considered by Con- 
gress, then the Postmaster-General might, by advertisement for ‘‘ gen- 
eral competition,’’ contract for the carrying of mails to those ports. 
However, I have said all I desire to say on that point, 

Now, in reference to the question of this appropriation for the carry- 
ing of the mails, it is a pretense for carrying the mails, The Post- 
master-General sends a communication to a Senator to-day saying that 
an annual appropriation of $50,000 will accomplish all that he thinks 
is desirable to accomplish, and yet you propose an annual appropria- 
tion of $500,000. 

But, Mr. President, it cannot be concealed whgt the object of this 
appropriation is. The object is not to facilitate the carrying of the 
mails. It might incidentally have that effect, but the object is an 
ulterior one, the promotion of the commerce of the country by a subsidy. 
It is a question whether, by appropriations of this kind, you can im- 
prove the commerce of the country. I hold—I have expressed it before 
in the Senate—that the subsidizing of lines will not promote the 
commerce of the country. 

You may aid a particular line to run to a foreign country, but the 
very subsidy you grant instead of promoting the general commerce 
drives away all competition with the subsidized{line, because by virtue 
of the subsidy which they enjoy they can afford to carry freight at a 
cheaper rate, and instead of building up general commerce, by subsi- 
dizing a particular line you break down competition in the carrying 
trade and concentrate the whole in the subsidized line. When they 
have cleared the ocean of competing lines, then your subsidized lines 
would advance rates and burden by excessive charges the general com- 
merce of the country. Therefore, instead of a benefit to the general 
commerce of the country, in my judgment, honestly entertained, I be- 
lieve that the subsidizing of American lines will break down all lines 
not subsidized. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to this appropriation on another ground. 
I think I have discovered a disposition to use public money in order 
to dispose of the surplus that isin the Treasury. We see every day 
attempts to expend money very largely. Why? If there were no sur- 
plus in the Treasury, if there was no danger to the high protective 


tariff which has filled the coffers of the Government to overflowing, 
many of these appropriations would not be made; but men in favor of 
a high protective tariff are ready to vote away the public money in 
order to create a necessity for high protective tariffs. And when a 
Democratic House of Representatives sends a postal bill here to carry 
out the wishes of the Department in reference to the postal service of 
the country, a subsidy is tacked upon it. Why isit? For the pur- 
pose of depleting the Treasury of the surplus so as to force a necessity 
for high protective tariffs. 

If there is any sentiment in the country to-day on the part of the 
American people it is in favor of a reduction of the taxation which is 
drawing more than a hundred unnecessary millions from the people 
and putting it in the Treasury to be squandered in useless expenditures 
or to be hoarded up in the Treasury; keeping the money out of circu- 
lation. No, sir; Iam in favor now, I was before the Presidential elec- 
tion, of curtailment of the expenses of the Government to an econom- 
ical administration of the Government, and I want the people of the 
country to resist the extortions that are made upon them. i want the 
Treasury not to be depleted and the people deceived by the wasteful 
extravagance of Congress while they are paying an urnecessary amount 
into the public ` 

Why, sir, to-day the people of this country everywhere, especially 
in the agricultural portions of the country, are poor. Their crops are 
not more abundant than formerly, and the prices of their products are 
much depreciated, and they are scarcely able to meet the expenses of 
carrying on their business. Yet there is no article which they are 
compelled to buy upon which they do not have to Ray enormous taxes. 
Every article of clothing that they wear, much that they eat, much 
that they use in carrying on their business, is taxed enormously, The 
people all over this country are crying to Congress to relieve them 
from oppressive taxation; but instead of responding to that just de- 
mand on Congress, we are frittering away the public money in useless 
expenditures very frequently. 

What has been done at this session? A few days ago we passed a 
bill here to take out of the Treasury fifteen or sixteen million dollars 
and remit it back to the States, received from the direct tax that was 
levied in 1864. The object was, or at least the effect is, to reduce the 
surplus in the Treasury and keep up the necessity for taxation. My 
State paid her portion of that direct tax, every dollar of it, and her 
people would be willing to have it back, but we more y desire 
relief from another quarter. We desire to be relieved from the burden 
of taxation imposed upon us. 

Complaint about the extravagance of this administration was made, 
I noticed, the other day in a colloquy which took place between the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. ALLISON]. An inquiry was made—I 
have it here—of the chairman of the committee as to the probable ex- 
penses of the Government, and he referred to the estimates of the dif- 
ferent Departments. I will read the inquiry: 

We have heard a great deal about not raising any more by taxation than was 
required for the expenditures of the Government economically administered, 
If we are to take the estimates made by the Departments as the standard of eco- 
nomical administration and appropriate as much as they require, will there be 
any surplus revenue? 

That question was put to the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. The next day he answered by a detailed statement of the 
estimates of the various Departments. This Democratic administra- 
tion will be subject to the charge of extravagance notwithstanding it 
came here with professions of economy. The Senator from Kansas who 
has charge of this bill, and who is now urging with all the eloquence 
and all the vehemence and all the energy that he posses¢#ts the passage 
of this appropriation for the purpose of carrying mails which the Post- 
master-General says is ten times more than he needs—the Senator from 
Kansas—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator a question for the purpose of 
illustration. Did he not vote for this bill taking $15,000,000 out of the 

ry to pay back the direct tax to the States? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let me read what the Senator said. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will my friend answer my question? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator said: 

Mr. Prums. Is notthe Senator aware—I think he must be as much as an 
on this floor—that in the Executive De ments, where the expenses are let 
without much, if any, supervision, and especially without legislative superv: 
ion, there is a great tendency to extravagance? 

So, Mr. President, the other side of this Chamber, and especially the 
Senator from Kansas, has been holding up before the country the ex- 
travagance of the Democratic administration, and yet, in order that he 
may be enabled to go out before the country in the next campaign, 
after Congress has adjourned, and hold up to criticism the extravagance 
of the Democratic administration, he comes here as other Senators are 
coming here to increase the expenditures of the Government far beyond 
what is needed. 

I have no doubt the eloquent voice of the Senator from Kansas will 
be heard in complaint on the hill-tops and in the valleys of Kansas de- 
nouncing the extravagance of this administration after he himself, with 
many of his confréres on the other side of this Chamber are pressing 
upon the administration appropriations they do not want and com- 


one 
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pelling extravagance that the Democratic administration does not de- 
sire. Here is a notable illustration in the matter under discussion. 
The Postmaster-General writes to you in his letter read in this debate 
and says $50,000 is as much as he needs for any such purpose as you 
propose to give him half a million for. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, will the Senator answer my question? I want 
to get his status fixed as he can fix it. He has fixed mine. Will he 
sre me whether he voted for the bill to refund $15,000,000 to the 

tates? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I said in that debate that I should vote for it 
because there was no possibility of getting anything else, but I said 
also in that debate that I should prefer rather than see the debts of the 
Southern States made an excuse for that appropriation that those debts 
should be forgiven and let the $15,000,000 remain in the Treasury. I 
think I have answered the Senator’s question. 

I did not intend until a few moments ago to say a single word on 
this question. I have been watching with some interest the efforts 
made to force on the Postmaster-General an annual appropriation of 
$500,000 which he does not want, and then if he does not expend it to 
go out as you did two years ago when you appropriated $400,000 for 
the postal service which he did not want and because he did not use 
itin the manner you proposed, held him up to criticism before the 
country. 

Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate with any further re- 
marks on this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays on it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the limi- 
tation in this proposition: 

The carriage of such mails to Brazil, the Argentine Republic, and the Repub- 
lies of Uruguay and Paraguay. 

The amendment which the Committee on Commerce reported and 
sent to the Committee on Appropriations made this include all the re- 
poli of Central and South America, and I would like very much to 

ve the clause amended in this way— 


The carriage of such mails to Brazil, the southern and central republics. 


So as to include the whole. For instance, take Chili. We formerly 
had a service between San Francisco and Chili which did an immense 
business until Great Britain put on a subsidized line and drove ours 
off. Now, if this should become a law very likely another line might 
be established between San Francisco and Chili and Peru. The Ar- 

tine Republic is in here by name. 

Mr. PLUMB. In regard to that, the Committee on Appropriations 
were so enamored with the views of the Postmaster-General, so desir- 
ous of being in perfect harmony with the patriotic purpose which he 
had expressed, and of aiding him to accomplish the great object which 
he set forth with so much clearness and so much force in his annual 
report, that we concluded to take the proposition exactly as he made 
it, so as to avoid any possibility of an issue with him and to put him 
in the attitude of having clear and plain sailing in regard to a measure 
of great importance which he thought ought to be carried out. Ithink 
that on the whole that purpose of the committee should not be clogged 
by anything that may be proposed now by the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. FRYE. I will offer this amendment, to strike out after the 
word ‘‘Brazil,’’ in line 92, the words ‘‘the Argentine Republic and the 
Republics of Uruguay and Paraguay” and insert ‘‘the republics of 
Central and South America.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. After ‘‘Paraguay’’ add “and the other South 


American republics.” 

Mr. FRYE. I will changeit. I will leave those words in, and after 
“Pa y” insert ‘‘and other Central and South American republics. ”? 

Mr. VEST. I wish to make a single remark in reply to the Senator 
from Maine. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Maine will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘ Paraguay,” in line 93, it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘and other Central and South American republics.” 

Mr. VEST. Ido notcare to say a word in this general debate. I 
have expressed my opinion on the subject before, and it is not neces- 
sary that I should add anything to what I have already said; but the 
Senator from Maine states now that we had a large commerce with 
Chili until the English Government subsidized a mail steamship line, 
and drove us out of that trade. I have been a member of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce for seven years, and I have had occasion to examine 
this question as to our carrying trade repeatedly, both in the committee 
at large and in subcommittee. 

A few years ago it was testified before a subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, by a Boston merchant, that he and his partner, 
both for purposes of gain and patriotism, had constructed two vessels 
and put them in the trade with Chiliand Peru. They were built abroad 
because, as he expressed it, they were not able to build them in this 
country except by paying $30 more on the ton than they were com- 


pelled to pay on the Clyde. Those vessels were put in the trade with 
Chili and Peru. He took out from Boston a lot of Yankee notions, as 
they are termed. He found a ready market for them at Lima in 
the ports of Chili. -Then when he undertook to load his ship to return 
home he was compelled to load with the productions of the country, 
and he found that wool and ooper were the principal exports from 
Peru. He loaded his vessel, and then was confronted with the singu- 
lar proposition that he could not bring that home-bound cargo into the 
ports of the United States on accountof the high protective tariff. The 
result was that he was forced to take his cargo to England. 

It is not the subsidies of the British steamship lines that drive 
away from us the commerce of these foreign countries; it is the fact 
that we have by our tariff destroyed all commercial relations with 
them. It is true that those American merchants could take their ves- 
sels and sail them under the British flag and carry that cargo to the 
English market; but being Americans they were forced away by the 
tariff imposed, as it is said, for American manufactures. They found 
that the tariff duty on wool and on copper was so high that they were 
compelled to sail those vessels, in which was invested American capi- 
tal, to British ports. 

To-day we are the largest manufacturing country in the world. We 
manufacture almost as much as England and France combined, as the 
statistics show; and yet we do not export three per cent. of our manu- 
factured goods. We do not export to-day of our manufactured goods 
three per cent. 

Mr. FRYE. We consume them at home. 

Mr. VEST. We are forced to rely exclusively on the home market, 
which is created by the protective tariff. We do not trade with for- 
eign nations, except to sell to them. The principles of common sense 
and of commercial intercourse are just the same between nations as be- 
tween individuals, 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask my friend what the advantage 
to us would be to bring here things that we can make at home? 

Mr. VEST. Then why have commercial intercourse, and why sub- 
sidize foreign steamship lines? Why is it that here to-day we hear 
this clamor for subsidy, for increased mail-pay,as they term it? Why 
do we want to trade with these countries if we have all that we need 
at home? 

Mr. DAWES. No one has said we get all we want at home; but we 
get what we have at home, and we propose to have the other besides. 

Mr. VEST. And I tell the Senator from Massachusetts we shall 
never get it under the present conditions. 

Mr. DAWES. Very likely; it does not look like it. 

Mr. VEST. No; you ought not to haveit. Take the merchant of 
any town in this country who wants to sell all that he has upon his 
shelves, and when he wants to buy goes to a neighboring town to pur- 
chase. He would bea fine specimen of commercial sense and ty! 
What is the ofsucha man? And whatare we doingto-day? We 
say to the whole world, ‘‘Come and buy;’’ and when we undertake to 
buy we close our ports hermetically against foreign products. As Isaid 
before, we man ure as much — 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to put a question? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. DAWES. Will you be kind enough to tell us, because we all 
want to know, what the net gain is in going 3,000 miles for a thing 
we can make at home? 

Mr. VEST. Then let us put a Chinese wall around this country. 

Mr. DAWES. No; answer that question. What is the net gain? 

Mr. VEST. Isay that there is no net gain, but a net loss. We are 
selling to-day to fifty-five million people instead of to one billion five 
hundred million. Any one who wants an article will not buy it from 
us. The Senator’s proposition is that a market with one billion five 
hundred million people is not as good a market as one with fifty-five 
million people. is a proposition I will not argue upon. . 

Mr. FRYE. Yet Great Britain, a free-trade country, with every 
country she trades with, except her own colonies, finds the balance of 
trade against her. 

Mr. VEST. And yet to-day we are talking about the great subsidies 
of Great Britain having brought her the commercial mastery of the 
world. 

Mr. TELLER. Brought her the carrying trade. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The carrying trade of the world, and here we are to-day 
with virtually no carrying trade at all. Here we have had this splen- 
did navigation system ever since the Government was created, and we 
have gone down until now, like the Scotchman with his mare, we 
have got to one straw; and yet when we touch this sacred white elephant 
of the navigation system the cry is, ‘‘ Hands off! hands off! You will 
destroy the ing trade of the United States!’’ 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow mea word, because I have kept 
entirely quiet to-day and refrained under great temptation from mak- 
ing a speech in order to hurry the bill? Does the Senator forget that 
under absolute protection, called prohibition, we have a coastwise fleet 
twice as great as Great Britain, greater than Great Britain and France 
and Germany combined, of over twenty-one thousand ships, two hun- . 
dred of them iron steamers, and as good as any in the world ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, 200 iron steamers. The coastwise trade of the 
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United States to-day is dependent upon schooners. If we had to make 
our coastwise trade in iron steam vessels we might maintain it to a cer- 
tain extent, but still it would decrease onour hands year by year. The 
very same thing that gave us the mastery over Great Britain from 1830 
to 1850 sustains our coastwise trade to-day. It is because we can build 
wooden vessels cheaper than Great Britain or any nation in the world. 
From 1830 to 1850 the American merchant marine gained steadily upon 
Great Britain, and why? Because our wooden clipper vessels mastered 
the ocean, and we could build them cheaper and make them run faster 
than any vessels in the world—wooden vessels, I mean. In 1850, after 
the Great Western came from Liverpool to New York, an iron steam- 
ship, after the proposition was demonstrated that steam could be used 
and iron used upon the ocean, from that very moment England com- 
menced gaining upon the United States; and yet during all these years, 
from 1830 to 1850, England was paying enormous mail subsidies, pay- 
ing from three to five million pounds sterling a year, and the United 
States was paying only a few paltry hundred thousand dollars; and yet 
we were gaining with subsidies against us. 

It shows exactly what I assert to-day, that subsidy is not the remedy. 
Other conditions supervene, other causes have the effect of taking away 
from us the carrying trade. Subsidy will not put one pound of freight 
upon any line between this and any other country. You must make 
it to the advantage of the merchants, the manufacturers, and the pro- 
ducers of the two countries to trade with each other, and until you do 
it, until we remove the radical defect which closes our ports against 
barter and commerce with foreign nations, you may pile subsidies 
mountain high and you will not remove the evil. You might as well 
tell me that cuticura would remove an organic disease. It does not 
touch the cause. If you want commerce with foreign countries, you 
must have exchange, you must have barter, and until you do no amount 
of subsidy will effect anything. 

Mr. FRYE. Do these South American and Central American re- 
publics give and take with Great Britain? Does Germany give and 
take with Great Britain? Can the Senator name me a country that 
gives and takes with Great Britain? The duties in these South Amer- 
ican republics are three times as high as our duties are to-day. 

Mr. VEST. Why isit that when you go to Callao yon find that 
port crowded with British steamers and British vessels? Because those 
British steamships and vessels are loaded with a return cargo of Chilian 
and Peruvian productions, because there is commercial reciprocity be- 
tween the countries. We ought to have that trade, and all the world 
knows it. Why do we not get it? It goes by our doors. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question ifhe will 
allow me. Is it not a fact that we buy much more from all the South 
American countries than we sell to them? The balance of trade is 
against us from all those countries. 

Mr, FRYE. We buy twice as much as England does of Brazil to- 
day. 
Nr. VEST. Why is it then, if that be so, that subsidies must be 
used in order to create this commercial intercourse between South 
America and us? 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to answer? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Because thesubsidies which Germany and Great Britain 
and France give to their steamship lines to those countries enable them 
to carry the freight to and from Brazil and the South and Central 
American states 30 per cent. cheaper than we can do it with vessels 
that are unsubsidized. 

Mr. VEST. And during the time we dominated the ocean and when 
our merchant marine gained steadily upon Great Britain, why was it 
that this same argument of the Senator did not apply then? Subsi- 
dies were against us then. Great Britain was paying out from three 
to five million pounds sterling, while we were paying out six or seven 
hundred thousand dollars, and yet we had the carrying trade, and we 
brought not only the productions of other countries to our doors and to 
our manufacturers, but we carried abroad our own goods to foreign 
countries. 

Mr. FRYE. How much did we carry abroad thirty years ago? 

Mr. VEST. We carried a vast amount; more in proportion to the 
amount we produced than we do now. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. We are to-day the largest manufacturing country in the 
world, and as I said we do not carry abroad 3 per cent. of our manu- 
factured goods. 

Mr. FRYE. Because we use them at home. 

Mr. VEST. And we use them at a loss, according to the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question for information? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam entirely indifferent, as I generally am; but 
I should like to know what the Senator proposes to do about the restora- 
tion of American commerce and markets for American goods? He isnot 
for this, evidently. i 

Mr. VEST. Iam not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is he for? 

Mr. VEST. If my opinion is worth anything, the Senator from Ver- 
mont is certainly welcome to it. In the first place, I would reform our 


tariff. I would make it to the advantage of these countries to trade 
with us. I would let raw materials come into this country duty free. 
I would let articles of necessity come into the country at the lowest 
possible tariff or duty free. Ido not suppose the Senator wants now 
to go into the tariff discussion on this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the medicine for our present sickness is free 
introduction of all raw material and free introduction of all articles of 
necessity? 

Mr. VEST. I do not say that is all of it. If the Senator proposes 
now to take up the tariff bill and go through it seriatim, it is rather 
an inopportune moment. I have no objection, however, to going 
into the discussion. I simply say that so Jong as we have this war 
tariff, which virtually closes our ports against the incoming cargoes of 
productions from other countries, no subsidy will remedy the evil. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But perhaps the tariff in the administration of 
Washington and Jefferson and Madison and Monroe and John Quincy 
Adams and so on down to the great era of human rights in Jackson, 
and still on from that time a little while, was a war tariff; or was it a 
protective tariff? It was just on exactly the same scale we have it 
now, and our commerce grew and our ships covered the seas, 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President; and they did it without subsidy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But they did it with a protective tariff. 

Mr. VEST. Thereis no similarity between the condition of the coun- 
try at that time and now. 

Mr. FRYE. Why did the Senator cite it? 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator from Missouri has not cited it. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri has not cited the former tariff in reference to this 
question. I say now—and it is a fact which can not be argued away, 
and no system of rhetoric will efface it—we have tried these naviga- 
tion laws, and what has been the result? The carrying trade has dis- 
appeared from the ocean, and you are now forced to resort to subsidies 
in order to create a commercial intercourse that ought to come to us 
naturally and inevitably. 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Missouri, in 
response to a question asked to-day, that the history of commerce 
shows that there was more tonnage afloat flying the American flag un- 
der the Walker tariff of 1846 to 1850 and between 1850 to 1860 than 
there is in this day and year of our Lord 1887. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it existed before and managed to survive for 
a few years. 

Mr. VEST. I did not rise to discuss this question, but simply to 
disavow as a member of the Committee on Commerce any responsibil- 
ity for this amendment. I opposed it in the committee, and I oppose 
itin the Senate. I do not believe it is the remedy for the present con- 
dition of affairs in this country. What the Postmaster-General has 
said can not and will not affect my action or my opinion. He has his 
responsibility and I have mine. If this entire administration to-mor- 
row should undertake officially and in every other way to advocate 
this doctrine of subsidies, I would oppose it. I do not believe that it 
eray any remedy for the present disease, and therefore I shall 
0 it. 

Piir. RIDDLEBERGER. I think it very clear that we shall not get 
through with this bill this evening, and I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. PLUMB. [I insist that we shall vote on the bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Relying exactly on that same kind of kind- 
ess and courtesy that has heretofore been extended to me, with the 
distinct understanding that I do not withdraw my motion, I yield for 
that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations as amended, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. Ifhe were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. Jones] is paired with the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Harrison]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.’”’ 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. McPHERSON’s name was called). The 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] requested me to state that 
he was paired with his colleague [Mr. SEWELL]. On this proposition 
he would vote ‘‘nay’’ and his colleague ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. He would vote against 
this amendment. I should vote for it. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). My colleague [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] is absent, paired, as I understand, with the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest]. If present, my colleague would vote ‘‘yea.”’ I 
vote “yea.” 
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Mr, VANCE (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. If he were 


ree he would vote ‘‘yea,’’ and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

T (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Ci Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY]. Ifhe were present, I should 
vote ‘‘na 

Mr. Hike (when Mr. WHITTHORNE’S name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. WHITTHORNE] is necessarily absent this evening. He 
is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. Ifmy 
colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay ” on this question. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island would vote “‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON. My colleague [Mr. BUTLER] is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. BECK. My colleague [Mr. BLACKBURN] is paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. My colleague, if present, 
would vote *‘ nay.” . 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] is 
paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and requested 
me to announce the fact. 

Mr.CAMERON (after having voted in theaflirmative). I withdraw m: 
vote, being paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 


The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 14; as follows: 
YEAS—36. 
Allison, Edmunds, McMillan. Plumb, 
Blair, Eustis, Mahone, h, 
Bowen, Evarts, Miller, Riddleberger, 
Call, Farwell, Mitchell of Orez., Sawyer, 
Cheney, piga, aini Sherman, 
Da om; roe Payne,’ Wilis ; 
wes, oar, jams, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa, 
NAYS—1l4. 
Berry, Geor, rene Wits t Md. 
q rge, ey, o 
Cockrell, Hamptor, preced áj 
Coke, Harris, Saulsbury, 


ABSENT—26. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Vance, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Gray, Manderson, est, 
Butler, m, Mitchell of Pa., Voorhees, 
Camden, Hawley, Sabin, Whitthorne, 
Cameron, Jones of Arkansas, Sewell, 


Jones of Florida, Stanford, 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to present for insertion in the RECORD some 
tables, showing the condition of the appropriations in the bill as well 
as some com ns with former years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The tables will be inserted in the 
RECORD, if there be no objection. 

The tables are as follows: 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 1833. 

Amount of estimates for 1888.............. sansprovsenvenssssesecononces cones GUD, SER, 150 15 


Supplemental estimates for free-deliy ery F BOL VICC. nseccscecessecsessesccese 347,500 00 
Total osr 55, 689,650 15 
Increase made by Senate committee for for transportation on of foreign 
mails in American built and registered steamships ... es 500, 000 00 
Total as reported to Semate.........cccoccorcscrersessssesteeeeeseseensens . 56,189,650 15 
Amount of estimated postal revenues for 18838 .......... sccssssssessesersere 00, 612,596 46 
ESS 
Amount of act for 1887.............. A EAT EER S rete essssserseesesnes DA, 365, 863 25 
aana tf i f tte reign mails the addition of 
amount for pee nee ion of fo: ican 
and registered steamships..............cccssssccssssseecsesvemecsseresescessserees $500, 000 00 
The bill as re exceeds the estimated revenues for 
Ss RS RR RSI aD OSCR 5,577,053 69 
See 
The bill as reported exceeds the act for 1887. ........esesseserssossssssessese 1,823,786 90 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
Comparative statement showing the appropriations for 1887, the estimates for 1888, the amounts provided by the House bill, and the dna rec 


ommended by ihe Senate 


on Appropriations for 1888, 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


House bill, | Senate com- 
1888. mittee, 1888. 


Appropria- Estimates, 


in depredations and post-office inspectors, fees to United States marshals, attorneys, &c... $300, 000 00 $300, 000 00 
Advertising......... eucsececccceureresecscessccsescene: wersevecccaess ceses eosconsandccesnndaacoas sapasdeonshsannsaseneseatoetens ss 20,000 00 20,000 00 
Miscellaneous ......0++++ aaceeccerrsesnoon sees conese tonnpeseesscesseacescoosns nsecenars ssesesesenaceessscesooossceseeen: 1,500 00 1,500 00 
Total, office of the Postmaster-General ......sesssessssseseseneesees SPRE A E | 321,50 09 | 321,500 00 
OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERÀL, 
Compensation to postmasters... 11,700,000 00 | 11,700,000 00 | 11,700,000 00 11,700, 000 00 
Compensation to clerks in post-oflices 5, 150, 000 00 5, 450, 000 00 5, 450, 000 00 5, 450, 000 00 
Rent, fuel, and light................ jooeneenee 495, 000 00 495,000 00 495, 000 00 495, 000 00 
Office furniture.....cssceccccssecsssesessees Foon co |F 95,000 00 { 25, 000 00 25 000 00 
Miscellaneous and incidental items... 70,000 00 | > 70,000 00 70 000 00 
Free-delivery service... 4,928, 531 25 { G BiT S00 oo | ¢<5:822,500 00 | 5,522,500 00 
mone acd. post offices 55, 000 00 50, 000 00 50,000 00 50,000 00 
Rak roy db dadeee dsdi, 80, 000 00 80,000 00 |, 80,000 00 80, 000 00 
Tap kasa Je eidsos sssuado daba: x: 30,000 00 30,000 00 30,000 00 30,000 00 
ances, scales, and a e E A ane 10,000 00 10,000 00 10,000 00 10,000 00 
araors and rating stamps and ink and pads......... 30,000 00 30, 000 00 30,000 00 30,000 00 
Total, office of First Assistant Postmaster-General.............. wevesees eese veces cocssesacoes cesses con sesoses sesse} 22,573,531 25 | 23,462,500 00 1 23, 462,590 00 | 23, 462,500 00 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Inland pagina pet Ees by star routes.........ss.ccsscssssesssese Saseokeeeoaaan 5, 850, 000 00 5, 400,000 00 5, 400, 000700 5, 400, 000 00 
Inland poten tess ion. by: sagen routes. FEAS, 575, 300 00 450,000 00 450,000 00 450,000 00 
Mail m ve * 900,000 00 900, 000 00 900, 000 00 900, 000 00 
Saad) tage AAN imate 260,000 00 275,000 00 275,000 00 275, 000 00 
Mail locks and keys.............. ii 20,000 00 23,000 00 23,000 00 23,000 00 
Inland transportation, railroad rou 15,595,432 00 | 15,867,962 00 | 15,867,962 00 15, 867, 962 00 
Railway post-office car-service., 1, 808,000 00 1, 934, 560 00 1, 934, 560 00 1,934,560 00 
Railway post-office clerks...-....-<cccssesssceeres are. 4, 800, 000 00 4, 990, 240 62 4,990,240 62 4, 990, 240 
‘Necessary and special facilities ot uoko AAE ANN Ee RAA O AESA 291,000 00 295, 987 53 295, 987 53 295, 987 53 
MMifacallSneo is OTT s.s iseetsos00ssssipspčossósotssortsssas kuptoopecoscsessecsuestease 1,000 00 1,000 00 1,000 00 1,000 00 
Total, office of Second Assistant Postmaster-General....... $0,100, 432 00 | 30,137,750 15 | 30,137,750 15 | 30, 137,750 15 
a aniei Arda 
116,700 00 135, 000 00 135, 000 00 135, 000 00 
8,100 00 8,100 00 8, 100 00 8,100 00 
583, 500 00 780, 000 00 780, 000 00 780,000 00 
16,000 00 16,000 00 16, 0v0 00 16, 000 00 
188, 600 00 200, 000 00 200, 000 00 200, 000 00 
10,300 00 +10, 300 00 10,300 00 10,300 00 
Regiatered package Say Ai “Official, and dead-letter envelopes..........0ccorersssessreenssvereres sesvesesssneceseesseeess 67,200 00 87,500 00 87,500 00 87,500 00 
ide letters cbcdebecehonesees succaueechéatenseoncsmeenidoubeusdessveeusien 2,000 00 2,500 00 2,500 00 2,500 00 
Engraving, printing, binding drafts and warrants................. ELOTE a eee 2,000 00 2,500 00 2,500 00 2,500 00 
Miscellaneous items. .......scmssoneewsssnesisesesetensen es 1,000 00 1, 000 00 1,000 00 | 1,000 00 
Total, office of Third Assistant Postmaster-General.....ssssss:sssnmuesensnsseseesnsveseeenssnevenensesssenee m| 995,400 00 | 1,242,900 00 | 1,242,900 00 | 1, 242, 900 00 
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Object. 


OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT OF FOREIGN MAILS, 


Sei a E N BE S eoeeseoes eoenee secot conseesaceestenese $375,000 10 $450,000 00 (sponte na wo 
i Basaran mails by American-built and re registered AE ROR TE REN ACSI eS ee ee eevee ences: 
Balance due foreign COUNTIES... .acsce scence recess onnceessoee: ESE AE SRLS E dovedesbdsenobetanceseshstewssceesebs 100, 000 00 | 75,000 00 
Total, office Superintendent of Foreign Mails.........0......sssessessseseeneseesecesssnenessesesesererensecesssasseces 475,000 00 | 


Total, Post-Office Department......... DED PAIN AESA ILADA EE G AE A P N E E S R E T ENA A ESE 
Estimated amount of postal revenues for 1888, as Owe 


The following is a comparative statement of the receipts and ex- Appropriations for the Post-Office Department, &e.—Continued. 
er of the Post-Office Department from July 1, 1879, to June FOR OFFICE FURNITURE. 


Year. 


011,982 86 965 25 | $33, 948 11 | $33, 449,899 45 
315, 479 34 717 20 | 36, 196 54 36, 542, 803 68 
785, 397 97 921 46 | 40,083,319 43 39, 592,566 22 
876, 410 15 6,595 12 | 41,883,005 27 40, 482, 021 23 
508, 692 61 21,416 85 | 45,530,109 46 43, 282, 944 43 
500,43 83 | 6,006,473 00 | 4s627-s16 83 | 50,046,235 21 
SA8 23 6 8,751, 070 73 52, 699, 493 68 i 51, 004,743 80 |. FOR STATIONERY IN POST-OFFICES. 
BTS. CESS osasos sesoses; sses $55, 000 00 $65,000 00 
Appropriation ror Jor the Post-Office Department by the general appropriation A .. 50,000 00 65, 000 00 
bills from fiscal year 1878 to 1887, inclusive. wen oo 


FOR MAIL DEPREDATIONS AND POST-OFFICE INSPECTORS, 


IBTB..ccvevesseseeeenesnenseeseseceeesee $135,000 00 
1879... 
1880... .corsesseeees 
1881 


Anan eenetenenneeeens rencen ver 


eseesseesssesssssses 150,000 00 


WRA 

000 00 $55, 000 00 
000 00 8,000 00 
000 00 70,000 00 
000 00 12,000 00 
000 00 85,000 00 
000 00 80, 000 00 
000 00 80,000 00 


$1,500 00 | 1883 to 1887...........c0sse00 oses 
2,000 00 | Senate bill for 1888........ we 


FOR COMPENSATION TO POSTMASTERS, 


IBTB...ccrvesceceevsesenseseesseeseeses $7, 250,000 00 | 1883... $8, 800, 000 00 
s.. 241, 921 00 1,515, 000 00 

000 00 9, 250, 000 00 

000 00 1,700,000 00 

000 00 333, 840 00 

000 00 11, 000, 000 00 

149 00 12, 300, 000 00 

000 00 11, 700, 000 00 

206 00 ~ 11,700, 000 00 

FOR COMPENSATION TO 


1884 
1885. 
1886. 


288888 


SEESEES 


1880... 
1880, deficiency... %.. 1,100,000 00 
T EREE A 00 


vin eA 
8388888 
8388838 
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Appropriations for the Post-Office Department, &c.—Continued. 


INLAND TRANSPORTATION BY STEAMBOAT ROUTES. 


Appropriations for the Post-Ofice Department, &c.—Continued. 


MANUFACTURE OF STAMPED ENVELOPES, NEWSPAPER WRAPPERS, AND LETTER 
SHEETS, 


1878, included with star- 
route transportation as 
above. 


EXPENSES OF STAMPED-ENVELOPE AGENCY. 


941m0 00 | Senate bill for 1888............ $16, 000 00 


1887 |... SUIINIIII 67/200 00 
Senate bill for 1888.......... a 87,500 00 


IBBT- oee sesser epecseossossersccesa see . $10,300 00 
Senate bill for 1888......... 10, 300 00 


992 00 

$9, 250, 000 00 000 00 
242, 000 00 000 00 

9, 100,000 00 877 00 
450,000 00 274 00 

9, 150, 000 00 000 00 
100, 000 00 | 1885, deficiency... 0 00 

. 9,665,000 00 | 1885, deficiency... 000 00 
E 57,000 00 | 1886..........0- sssesee 000 00 
9, 488, 282 00 | 1886, deficiency.. 000 00 

. 1,120,000 00 | 1 esessvene 12,595,000 00 
155, 000 00 | Senate bill for 1888.......... . 15, 867, 962 00 


RAILWAY POST-OFFICE CAR SERVICE. 


1880, first specific appropri- 1885 foes 000 00 ens 5 
PARE $1, i A A a 00 2,000 00 | Senate bill for 1888....... .... 
: SR a E 
ods 1s x POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
: r 1.834.060 00 NEOUS OFFICE : 
2a 1882 to 1888....ccccseseeneneere $1,000 00 | Senate bill for 1888......+. . $1,000 00 
FOR TRANSPORTATION OF FOREIGN MAILS. < 
$65,000 00 
3,710, 000 00 000 00 
3,977,120 00 892 00 
4,300, 000 00 000 00 
4, 682; 300 00 000 00 
1900, 240 02 000 00 
Deania Sena 450,000 00 
Wales, &c. And additional for trans- 
es pornos byAmerican- 
uiltand registered 
vase $286,764 00 steamships.. .....0+-+++++ eee 
yf 7 eae e 291,000 00 
Senate bill for 1888........... 295,987 53 


MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS, OFFICE OF SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
1882-87, incl., per year...... $1,000 00 | Senate bill for 1883.......... $1,000 00 


MANUFACTURE OF ADHESIVE POSTAGE AND OTHER STAMPS. 


` STEPHEN D. SMITH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1494) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Stephen D. Smith, which was, in line 7, to strike 
out ‘‘sixty’? and insert ‘“‘ fifty.” 


EXPENSES OF STAMP AGENCY. The amendment was concurred in. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR LOGAN. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution to print 20,000 copies of the eulogies upon Gen- 


$6,900 00 | Senate bill for 1888....... ove $8,100 00 
8, 100 00 
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eral Logan, have instructed me to report the same with an amend- 
ment. I ask its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the follow- 
ing resolution: è 

Resolved, That 20,000 of the eulogies upon Senator John A. Logan, delivered in 
` Pig mac nf A A T ee per Tan A. Toana no Mo 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 1, to 
strike out “twenty” and insert ‘‘nineteen;’’ so as to read: 

That 19,000 of the eulogies upon Senator John A. Logan, &c. 

The amendment was to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

RAILWAY THROUGH CROW RESERVATION. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask permission to withdraw a motion to reconsider 
which I entered yesterday on the bill (S. 2778) to authorize the Bill- 
ings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Crow Indian Reservation, and for other 


p 
“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the motion 
to reconsider will be withdrawn. 
ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic 
and Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were ed, and (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 14, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 12, 1887. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Samuel E. Byrne, of uette, Mich., to be register of the land office 
at Marquette, Mich., vice Varnum B. Cochran, whose term of office has 
expired. 


INDIAN AGENTS. 


George W. Busey, of Urbana, Ill., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Colorado River agency in Arizona, vice James McNamara, who was 
confirmed during the present session of the Senate, but declines the ap- 
pointment. 

Edwin C. Fields, of Federalsburgh, Md., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Fort Belknap agency in Montana, vice Wyman L. Lincoln, 
whose term of office will expire February 26, 1887. 

POSTMASTERS. : 

Daniel Bond, to be at Brownsville, Haywood County, 

ee vice John Clinton, whose commission expires February 19, 
887. 

George W. Dickey, to be postmaster at Houtzdale, Clearfield county, 

Pennsylvania, vice Theodore Van Dusen, resigned. 

Cyrus A. Eaton, to be postmaster at Mifflinburg, Union County, 
Pennsylvania, the office having become Presidential on and after Octo- 
ber 1, 1886. 

William Himmebright, to be postmaster at Lewisburg, Union County, 
Pennsylvania, vice Alfred S. Sheller, whose commission expired April 
26, 1886. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 12, 1887. 


UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


William Reed Lewis, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Tangier. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 12, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


CHARLES SWEANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Second Comptroller in re- 
lation to the omission to provide in the deficiency appropriation act of 
August 4, 1886, for the payment of the award to Charles Sweany for 
damages resulting from improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SHIPLEY C. WARD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Attorney-General 
of an appropriation to pay the account of Shipley C. Ward, 

United States attorney forthe Mission Indians in California; which wag 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPPORT OF INSANE UNITED STATES PATIENTS, AUBURN, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a Setter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Attorney-General 
for an appropriation to pay the account of the State asylum, Auburn, 
N. Y., for the care and support of insane patients chargeable to the 
United States; which wasreferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. ) 

REFUND OF DIRECT TAXES. : ; 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, relative to the provisions of the bill (S. 995) to refund 
direct taxes collected under the act of August 5, 1881; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


E. J. CONWAY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from Capt. E. J. Conway, United States 
Army, retired, relative toan alleged unjust discrimination against him- 
self by section 8 of the bill (S. 1490) to amend article 103 of the Rules 
and Articles of War; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MACKEREL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5538) relat- 
ing to the importingand landing of mackerel caught during thespawn- 
ing season, and the amendments of the Senate thereto; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2075) to 
provide for the location and erection of a branch home for disabled sol- 
diers west of the Rocky Mountains, and the amendments of theSenate 
thereto; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPEAL OF THE PRE-EMPTION ACT, ETC. ~ 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7887) to re- 
peal all laws providing for e pee capion ofthe public lands, the laws 
allowing entries for timber culture, the laws authorizing the sale of 
desert land, and for other purposes, with the resolution of the Senate 
further insisting upon its amendments, and asking a further confer- 


ence. 
The SPEAKER. This bill will be laid over to await the report of 
the House conferees. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH CŒUR D'ALENE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3026) granting 
to the Washington and Idaho Railroad Company the right of way 
through the Cœur d'Alene Indian reservation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SPOKANE AND PALOUSE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3041) grant- 
ing to the Spokane and Palouse Railway Company the right of way 
through the Coeur d’Alene Indian reservation; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OMAHA, NEBR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3254) for the 
improvement and enlargement of the court-house and post-office at 
Omaha, Nebr.; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SCRANTON, PA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3234) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the purchase of a site and, 
the erection ofa saitable building for a post-office and other Government 
offices in the city of Scranton, Pa.,’’ approved July 27, 1882; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2819) relating 
to the manufacture and sale of gas in the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, and amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act regu- 
lating gas-works,’’ approved June 23, 1874; which was read a first and 
mand time, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ja. 


HISTORICAL DOCUMENTS AT THE UNITED STATES LEGATIONS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution (S. R. 
105) for the preservation of the official correspondence, documents, and 
other historical material on file in the various legations and consulates 
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of the United States; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insisted upon its amendments, disagreed to by 
the House, to the bill (H. R, 4616) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. 
“Small, agreed to the further conference requested by the House on the 


disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Mr. WALTHALL, Mr. COCKRELL, and Mr, MAN- 


DERSON. 
The m also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was the bill 


Sintos R. 3160) to amend section 533 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


e message also announced that the Senate had passed; without 
peace Faen the bill (H. R. 1684) to authorize terms of the circuit 
court of the United States for the eastern judicial district of North 
Carolina at the city of Wilmington, in said district. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
A bill (8. 603) for the relief of J. R. Jones; late postmaster at 

Boydton, Va; * 
A bill (S. 994) granting to the State of California 5 per cent.of the 
net proceeds of the sales of public lands in said State; 
A bill (S. 2553) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn; 
A bill (S. 2789) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate 
with the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of Indians for the relinquish- 
“` ment of their title to so much of the lands of the Fort Hall Reservation, 
in Idaho Territory, as is required for the uses and purposes of the Utah 
and Northern Railway Company and the Oregon Short-Line Railway 
Sar Toi either separately or conjointly; 
ill (S. 3170) to authorize the Secretary of War to exchange guns 
with the R. E. Lee Volunteer Battery, of Petersburg, Va.; and 
A bill (8. 3184) granting the Utah Midland Railway Com 
right of way through the Uncompahgre and Uintah rior aag See 
Territory of Utah, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I rise to make a privileged report. 

Mr. SCOTT. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. REED. I desire to ask that the House non-eoncur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate and agree to the conference asked on the bill (H. 
R. 5538) relating to the importing and landing of mackerel caughtdur- 
ing the spawning season. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. CROXTON. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The order is demanded. 

Mr. COLLINS. I rise to make a privileged motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The regular order at this time is a special order, 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands what is the regular order, 
but several gentlemen are claiming the floor on pri matters. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Such matters are not in order at this time, as the 
special order to which I refer provides that ‘no other business be trans- 
acted until the consideration of said bill is concluded.’? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the order read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House on the stateof the Union 
be discha: ischarged from the further consideration of Senate bill 199, entitled “An 
act for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar,” map that Saturday, 
February 12, immediately after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the 


consideration of the same in the House, no other business to be transacted until 
the consideration of said bill is concluded. 


Mr. HATCH. I rise to a question of order. If the question of con- 
sideration should be raised upon the bill referred to in the order just 
read, and if the House should vote not to consider it, would this day 
be then taken up with other business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so supposes. The Chair will state in 
reference to the point of order raised by the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. SPRINGER] that according to the reading of the order, no other 
business can be transacted to-day until this bill is disposed of, After 
it is disposed of, or if it should occupy the day, then on Monday next 
een having privileged reports will haye opportunity to present 

em. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. My point of order is that there has 
been made by the House a continuing order in favor of ‘such business 
as may be presented by the Committee on Labor.” That order, after 
excepting ‘‘ general appropriation or revenue bills, bills reported from 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and other prior orders,” existing at 
that time, provides that the order in favor of business ‘of the Com- 
mittee on Labor shall continue “until the bills presented by said com- 
mittee shall be di of.” EERE A S BANER GS OE 
applicable under the rules to the business of a committee, takes pre- 


cedence of a special order with reference to a particular bill. I desire 
to be heard upon the point of order. 
Mr. SCOTT. I thought I had the floor. 


The gentleman from ae (Mr. Scorr] 
regular order; but the gentleman from Missouri makes 
the point of order that business of the Committee on Labor has priority. 
The Chair will hear the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Under the head of “‘special orders” it 
is stated in the Digest that— 


A special order eresi irain and setting apart a for the consideration of 
= particular 


business of a committee takes precedence of order making 
bill a “continuing order.” ae f 
soe Liat ss eles SN: 
apain ae eer way “The th: groan ase aag es 
er, 
oe rar N to\day, * will eene tp.se once of 
Ene one first mace ia disposed of. 


Again, Mr. Speaker, as OTR to this point of order, the Digest 
states that— 


Pending np ee ey on not in order ey pean rules, 
Spalat onthe Sip ag rendre aage apapa iT osoa ae 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when committees were called for the purpose of 

moving to suspend the rules, the Committee on Labor, of which Ihave 
the honor to be chairman, came before this House with but one request; 
and that was to give the Committee on Labor a time for the con- 
sideration of their business. The prior orders, together with general 
appropriation or revenue bills, and bills reported from the Committee 
on the Publie Lands, were exempted from the operation of the order. 

After a contest of several hours, the order then proposed was adopted 
by a two-thirds vote. That order as a suspension of the rules 
by the only which can them—a two-thirds vote. The 
resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, andreported back from this privileged committee Feb- 
ruary 5 and adopted, as the record shows, by the vote of a majority. 
Can this action set aside the action of this House under a suspension of 
the rules, requiring a two-thirds vote? Why, sir, under such a system 
of procedure a special order of this House, made by a two-thirds vote, 
would become a farce. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the great object of the House is to 
expedite the public business. I have no objection to the gentleman 
stating his point of order, but Ido not want him to venture on debate 
to the extent that he is now going. 

The SPEAKER. There is no question before the House except the 
question of order made by the gentleman from Missouri. The Chair 
will hear the gentleman briefly upon the point of order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I am confining myself as strictly to the 
point of order as the importance of the subject will permit, and I de- 
sire to show that it is not in order many months afterward, either by 
aspecial rule or a plain resolution, even though reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules, to interpose to set aside an order made by a commit- 
tee under a suspension of the rules and by a two-thirds vote of the 
House; and I think it proper to add that up to this hour the Commit- 
tee on Labor has never been permitted to occupy one moment of time 
under that rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the Speaker can exercise his discretion in 
"Et O NEILL: the right rrp esas on a question of order. 


I insist upon my t to be heard 
upon the point ot order, vit it 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hasstated that the gentleman can make 

a brief explanation. 
ane O'NEILL, of Missouri. Iam making it just as briefly as pos- 
sible. 

This case is different from any other question presented to the 
House. If this principle is carried out, that the Committee on Rules 
of the House can in this manner set aside a special order, made by a 
two-thirds vote, then it follows that the Committee on Rules can, by a 
resolution introduced, at any time absolutely nullify the action of the 
House. Under the privilege of this committee they can to-morrow, by 
the introduction of a resolution and its adoption by a bare majority, 
set aside the whole balance of the session for special legislation, par- 
ticular jobs, or for any other purpose, and thereby prevent the consid- 
eration of any special order or any pending bill, even though a two- 
thirds vote was necessary to the making of such special order. 

I insist that under the rules of the House if the morning hours are 
dispensed with, no matter on what ground, the next business in order, 
if I can obtain the floor, is the consideration of reports from the Com- 
mittee on Labor; and that that order of business takes precedence of 
any special order even though reported from the Committee on Rules, 
if adopted uent to the time when the House provided for the 
consideration of labor bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think it necessary to enlighten you, Mr. ` 
Speaker, by any remarks on this matter. I ask a decision upon the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, unless thespecial order is 
with I will call up the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. x 

Mr, ONEILL. Of course the gentleman from New York is kind 
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enough to antagonize the labor bills, but I hope the House will not 
concur with him in that view. 

The SPEAKER. The House made the special order referred to by 
the gentleman from Missouri on the 17th day of last May. During the 
present session the House made the special order now called up by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.Scorr]. The special order to which 
the gentleman from Missouri refers was a continuing order until the 
ea on Labor had one day for the consideration of bills reported 

y it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Will the Speaker allow me. Under 
the order of May 17 the committee has not had up to this day one 
moment’s ition on the floor of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That does not affect the question of order. After 
that time, and during the present session, the House, by a direct vote— 
not the Committee on Rules, but the House itself, by a vote—set apart 
a particular day for the consideration of this trade-dollar bill, to the 
exclusion of all other business. 


That was undoubtedly a declaration on the part of the majority of | Carleto 


the House that on this day the ial order, and all special orders 
heretofore made, should be superseded for the time being by the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Then I raise the question of considera- 
tion, and hope the House will stand by me. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill made a special or- 
der for to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The rule under which we are acting to-day pro- 
vides as follows: 
nee business to be transacted until the consideration of said bill is con- 


That is different from any other order made in the House within my 
recollection; and it does not admit of any other business until the con- 
sideration of this bill has been completed. You can lay the bill upon 
the table; you can strike out the enacting clause; you can indefinitely 
postpone it; but you must consider it to that extent as a compliance 
with the order. 

The SPEAKER. There have been quite a number of orders made 
eontaining substantially the same language, and it has been always 
held to be within the power of the House to consider the order or not. 
The House never deprives itself of the right to determine whether it 
will or will not consider a question. 

Mr. RANDALL. ar order. 

The SPEAKER. Will the House proceed tothe consideration of the 
special order, the title of which has just been read? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 104, noes 
47. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. “I am afraid there is no quorum. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will appoint tellers. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. To-save trouble, I demand the yeas and 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HATCH. I want to announce to the House—— 


Mr. RANDALL. Regular order! I object to debate. 

Mr. HATCH. I shall endeavor to call up—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!” 

si SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, and the Clerk will call the 
roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 102, not 
voting 77; as follows: 


YEAS—139. 
Allen, C. H. Curtin, Hitt, O'Neill, Charles 
Anderson, C. M Cutcheon, Hopkins, Osborne, 
Atkinson, R Houk, Outhwaite, 
Barbos Davideou RHM. Hoda velo 
ur, vidson, udd, yson, 

Barksdale, Davis, Irion, l, 
Barry, Dibble, Johnson, F. A Perkins, 
Belmont, Dunham, Johnston. D, Perry, 
Bennett, Dunn, Jones, J. H. Phelps, 
Blanchard, Eldredge, Kelley, Price, 
Bound, Ermentrout, King, Randall, 
Boyle, S, Kleiner, is 
Bragg, Everhart, Laffoon, 
Breckinridge, WCP Findlay, Lanham, Richardson, 
Brown, W. W. Fi Fy Lindsley, Robertson, 
na à = 5 Little, rrari 

unnell, orney, g, TS, 
Butterw n Gay, McComas, Rowell, 
Bynum, des, McCreary, Sayers, 
Campbell, J. M. Gibson, C. H. MeMillin, Scott, 

. Campbell, Green, Millard Scranton, 
Cannon, Halsell, Mitchell, Seney, 
Caswell, Hammond, Moffatt, Sessions, 
i re aa ene Resor, 
Cob em; $ orrill, eton, 
Cox, W.R. FE emaa J.S. Neal, Skinner, 

erbert, Norwood, Snyder, 
Croxton, ermann, Sowden, 
n, Hiestand, O’Ferrall, Springer, 


St. Martin, Taylor, J. M. Van Schaick, White, A. C. 
Storm, Taylor, Wallace, Wilkins, 
Strait, man, Warner, A. J. ‘Wilson, 
Swinburne, y Weber, Wise, 
Swope, _ Turner, West, Wolford, 
Taylor, E. B. Van Eaton, Wheeler, 

NAYS—102, 
Adams, G. E. Ely, Landes, StahlInecker, 
Allen, J. M. Farquhar, Lawler, Steele, 
Anderson, J. A. Felton, Libbey, Stephenson, 

i. Foran, Lovering, Stewart, Charles 
Bland Fuller, MP deg Stewart, J. W. 
Blount Funston, ahoney, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Boutelle, Gallinger, Martin, Struble, 
Brady, Gilfillan, Matson, Taulbee, 
Breokinrid , C. R. Glass, McAdoo, Thomas, J. R. 
Brown, C. Gof, - McKenna, Thomas, O. B. 
Bı Ñ Grosvenor, McKinley, Thompson, 
Burnes, Grou cRae, ‘ade, 
Burrows, Guenther, Milliken, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell Hale, Muller, Wakefield. 
Campbell, T.J. Hall, Murphy, Ward, J. H. 

n, Harris, Neece, Ward, T. B. 
CA Hatch, elson Warner, William 
Clements, Hayden, O'Donnell, Weaver, A. 
lins, Haynes, O'Neill, J. Weaver, J. B. 

Conger, Heard, Peters, Wellborn, 

n, Henderson, D. B, Pettibone, White, Milo 
Davidson, A. C. Henderson, T. J. Plumb, Whiting, 

ley, Holman, Ranney, Willis, 

ery, Holmes, Rom Worthington. 
Dorsey, Jackson, Ryan, 
Eden, Johnston, J. T. Sadler, 
y; NOT VOTING—77. 
Adams, J. J. herty, Lore, Sawyer, 
Aiken, El ITY, Louttit, W, 
Ballentine, Fisher, Lo g 
Barnes, Frederick, Mar! Spooner, 
Bayne, Gibson, Eustace Maybury, Sp: 
in $ Glover, Merriman, Stone, E. F, 
iss, anback, Miller, Stone, W. J., Ky. 

Browne, T, M. Henley, ill Symes, 

m, a een Mo n, Tarsney, 

Burleigh, Hill, Morrow, Taylor, I. H. 
bell, Hires, N a ‘Throckmorton, 
Campbell, Felix H “ o’. Townshend, 
er, Hutton, Owen, Tucker, 
Compton, James, Parker, Viele, 
5 Jones, J. T, Pidcock, Wait, 
Cooper, etcham, Pindar, Winans, 
Cowles, La Follette, Reese, Woodburn 
fat ee fics 
el, evre, » 
Dawson, Lehlbach, Rise 
So the motion was agreed to 


During the call of the roll the following pairs were announced nutil 
further notice: 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. Browne, of Indiana. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HISCOCK. 

For this day: 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. LOUTTIT, 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. MERRIMAN with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. MARKHAM. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. LEHLBACK. 

On this vote: 

Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr, TARSNEY with Mr. JAMES. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. HUTTON with Mr. RICE. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. DANIEL. 

On the trade-dollar bill, Mr. KETCHAM would vote for the bill, and 
Mr. DANIEL against it. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I am paired with Mr. CANDLER, but not re 
garding this as a political question I have voted. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

CHARLES E. CREECY. 


Mr. SPRINGER, as aprivilged question, entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which, on yesterday, the enacting clause was stricken 
out of the bill (H. R. 9930) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims and Supreme Court of the United States to finally determine 
the casé of Charles E. Creecy, assignee in Congressional case No. 71, 
reported to the House of Representatives by said Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1883; 
which motion was passed over for the present. 

TRADE-DOLLAR. 

The SPEAKER. So the House will proceed to the consideration of 
the special order, which is Senate bill 199, entitled an act for the re- 
tirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar. = 

Mr. Scorr rose. 
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Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
pardon me for a moment? A 

Mr. SCOTT. No; I cannot. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I move, then, thatthe House adjourn. 

: M RANDALL. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania has been recog- 
nized. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the floor. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido not desire to occupy the attention of the House 
any longer on this bill than is n . I hope the House will ap- 
prove my request that debate be limited to two hours, and at the ex- 
piration of those two hours the previous question shall be considered 
as ordered. I ask the division of time be fairly made between the 
friends and opponents of the measure, I do not propose to object to 
the offering of any bona fide amendment, whether for or against the bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Two hours of debate will be sufficient, 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not yield the floor at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks by unan- 
imous consent the debate on this bill be closed in two hours; at the 
end of which time he asks the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iwill object unless there is an understanding to 
this effect: That the friends of the bill shall be considered those who 
are in favor of the bill as it is, and who will support it without amend- 
ment; and that those in opposition shall be considered those who are 
oppona to the bill as it is. If that be the understanding I will not 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Any gentleman opposed to the bill comes under 
the terms of the understanding as opponents of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Why not let the debaterun until 3 o’clock this after- 
noon? 

Mr. SCOTT, I understand the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LAN- 
HAM], who has made a minority report from the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, represents the element opposed to the bill. 
Under an arrangement with him this morning we agreed to limit the 
debate to two hours, one hour on each side, and that is the reason 
why I have made the motion. 

Mr. LANHAM. So far as I am concerned, we do not require longer 
than two hours. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for unanimous consent. [ a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to occupy the time of 
the House in the discussion of this bill, for I can not but believe that 
every gentleman on this floor is fully cognizant of everything I could 
say in regard to it. I will simply refer to a few facts. 

The present trade-dollar was authorized by an act in 1873. That 
act made it a legal tender in Sums of $5. From 1873 up the year 1876 
there had been coined and paid out 15,631,000 of these dollars. The 
act of 1876 deprived the coin of its legal-tender quality. But, sir, at 
the time the legal-tender quality was taken from the trade dollar, the 

wer still was vested in the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 

tates to continue its coinage. Up to 1876 the people of this country 
who had taken these trade-dollars, and up to which time they had 
been legal-tender, believed them to be dollars, and they were dollars. 

It is hardly to be oe hamid sir, that an act of Congress, such as that 
of 1876, repealing the legal-tender value of this coin, could be known 
by all of the fifty or sixty millions of people of the country who had 
been educated to believe that it represented a dollar, and that the 
Government would not repudiate it in the future. 

In 1876 the legal-tender quality, as I have stated, was withdrawn, 
and from 1876 until the stoppage of the coinage of this dollar was di- 
rected by the Secretary of the Treasury, there was a further sum of 
20,328,360 coined and put into circulation. 

Mr. DANIEL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL. Twenty millions issued after-—— 

Mr. SCOTT. Issued after the act of 1876 which deprived them of 
their legal-tender quality, after the people of this country had become 
accustomed to receiving them as dollars, and after the time that the re- 
pealing act took effect. In 1878 thestandard silver dollar was provided 
for, and the number of grains in that coin was established at four hun- 
dred and twelve and a half grains, yet the Government continued the 
coinage of the trade-dollar, containing 420 grains of silver, although by 
act of Congress it was denied its legal-tender quality. 

Mr. DANIEL. Willthe gentleman allow me another question? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Upon what theory is the Government called upon to 
pay a legal-tender dollar for another dollar that never was a legal-ten- 
der dollar. I mean for those twenty millions issued that never were 
legal tender? 

Mr. KELLEY. They were all legal tender to the amount of $5 in 
one payment. 

Mr. SCOTT, If the gentleman from Virginia will tell me how he 
can distinguish a dollar that was issued prior to 1876 from the dollar 
that bea coined after 1876 then we will make an amendment in that 
direction. 


Mr. DANIEL. I will tell the gentleman how to doit; andI t 
the proposition that no trade-dollar issued after the year 1876 shall 
redeemed in a legal-tender dollar. The date stamped on the face of 
the dollar is a sufficient distinction. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow mea 
question? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. “Does not the gentleman know that there are to-day 
only between seven and nine millions of these dollars in circulation in 
the United States and that the greater bulk of these coins have gone 
abroad to China; so that the whole amount even issued before would 
not be reached in their redemption now. Some fifteen millions were 
issued prior to the withdrawal of their legal-tender quality under the 
joint resolution of Congress. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have stated that prior to 1875 
fifteen millions of these dollars were coined, and after 1876 $20,328,000 
of them were coined. They were issued by the authority of the United 
States. They have upon their face the stamp of the mint of the United 
States; each one was stamped a dollar, and the people of this country 
who took them in payment for their commodities had every right to 
nes and believe that they were dollars. 

e total amount coined was $35,965,924. The official reports of the 
‘Treasury Department show that of this total of $35,965,000, $26,929,000 
have been exported, leaving in the country $9,036,752. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. LANHAM. I wish to state that the Director of the Mint esti- 
mates only a little over $7,000,000 as being in the country. 

Mr. SCOTT. Of this $9,036,000 it is reasonable to suppose that a 
large proportion has been utilized as bullion. Up toa certain period 
over $500,000 of them had been recoined in the mints of the country; 
and at this time the redemption of this coin, if this bill becomes a 
law, will probably not exceed $7,500,000 even if it be so large a sum, 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit me a 
question ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. What assurance have we that the 
other twenty-three or twenty-four million dollars will not be returned 
to this country? 

Mr. SCOTT. The assurance is this: The original idea of this trade- 
dollar was that it was simply a dollar to meet the relations of our 
trade with China. It was hoped that it would be introduced as a sub- 
stitute for the Mexican dollar, which has always been the standard 
dollar of China, and when these dollars were coined they were largely 
exported to China. The custom or habit of the Chinese people is that 
whenever they get a dollar they put some kind of a stamp upon it, 
and this bill expressly provides that no dollar defaced or stamped shall 
be redeemed by the Government. It is a safeguard against the re- 
turn of the $26,929,000 which we have exported. 

Mr. HALL. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL. Why should this distinction be made, if the quantity 
of metal is the same, between those dollars which the Chinese Govern- 
ment have stamped and those held here? 

Mr. SCOTT. We want to protect our silver mines in Colorado and 
our people, and this will protect them. We do not want foreign bul- 
lion to come in. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit me a question ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman if he has any official data of 
this or any other country showing how many of these trade-dollars 
have been stamped by the Chinese Government. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; but we know what amount went to China and, 
as I have said, the custom and habit of the Chinese people is as well 
authenticated in this respect as any statute you have on your books, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Have not any of those trade-dollars that have 
gone to China come back again? 

Mr. SCOTT. Some few. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman mean to say that the treatment 
of the trade-dollar which he has described is the result of Governmental 
action, or merely of the habits of the people? 

Mr. SCOTT. The habits of the people. When a broker gets a dol- 
lar he immediately commences to clip off portions of it, and sells so 
many grains to one Chinaman, and so many to another, and the dol- 
lars are largely consumed in that way. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Have those dollars which have come back from 
China got the Chinese stamp upon them? 

Mr. SCOTT. I understand that a great many of them have. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do you know that they have? 

Mr. SCOTT. I have been told so, but I can not state it as an abso- 
lute fact within my own knowledge. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there have been several bills introduced in con- 
nection with this trade-dollar question, and some of these have, I think, 
separately passed both Houses; and I do not think there is much di- 
vision of sentiment in regard to the duty of the Government with re- 
spect to the redemption and retirement of this coin. The only differ- 
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ence of opinion in the Committee of Coinage, Weights and Measures 
was as to what disposition should be made of them after they shall 
have been retired. à 

The majority of the committee have directed me to report favorably 
the Senate bill which is now on the table, with a simple amendment 
providing that the time shall be extended for six months from the pas- 
sage of the act instead of being fixed on the first day of July next. That 
is the only amendment that the committee have directed me to make. 
A minority report has been submitted, and the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LANHAM] presented to the House the other day and had placed 
upon the Journal an amendment which he tooffer. I will not 
now proceed further with this discussion on my part, but I desire to re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk 
and have read an amendment which I propose to offer to this bill, and 
which I ask to have considered as pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the -eapespecr, caas, in section 1 and 2, and insert: 

“That for a period of six months after the hereof, United States trade- 
dollars, if not defaced, mutilated, or stamped, shall be received at their face value 
in payment of all dues to the United States, and shall not be again paid out or 
in any other manner issued. 

“ Sec. 2. That the holder of any such trade-dollars during the period aforesaid, 
on presentation of the same at the office of the Treasurer or any assistant treas- 
urer of the United States, if said coins be not defaced, mutilated, or stamped, 
‘ may receive in exchange therefor a like amount and value, dollar for dollar, in 

standard silver dollars, or in subsidiary coins of the United States, at the option 

O. T. 
“ See. 3. That the trade-dollars received by, paid to, or de ted with the Treas- 
urer or any treasurer or any national depository of the United States, shall not 
be paid out or in any other manner issued, but,at the expense of the United 
States, shall be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined into standard sil- 
ver dollars or subsidiary coin, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Strike out the words “section 3” in the Senate bill, and insert “section 4.” 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures are substantially agreed that it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to redeem the trade-dollars, they having been issued by gov- 
ernmental authority and subsequently degraded and impaired by act 
of Congress. There is no disagreement particularly among us so far as 
that is concerned. We, however, do differ as to the methods of redemp- 
tion, or rather as to what shall be done with these trade-dollars when 
they are received at the Mint or at the Treasury offices of the Govern- 
ment. 

The amendment which I have sent to the desk presents substantially 
the views of the minority of the committee on this subject, and has 
been already printed in the RECORD on a previous day. We believe 
that in redeeming the trade-dollar that subject ought to be specifically 
treated upon its own merits and without interfering with any other 
statute or disturbing the monthly purchase of bullion and its coinage 
into standard silver dollars as now provided bylaw. This very amend- 
ment has been substantially adopted heretofore, both in the Senate of 
the United States and in the House of Representatives, at different 
times. A like provision passed the House at the last Congress almost 
in the very words of this amendment; and now we are going to ask 
the House to repeat their former work and redeem these trade-dollars, 
in keeping with the dignity and the duty of the Government, but not 
to interfere with the act of 1878 providing for the issuance of the standard 
silver dollar. 

The Senate bill provides that when these trade-dollars shall be re- 
ceived at the coinage mints they shall be regarded and treated as silver 
bullion, and, at their bullion value, shall be deducted from the amount 
of bullion required to be purchased and coined by the act of February 
28,1878. We believe that we ought to redeem the trade-dollars inde- 
pendently, as I have stated, and without any interference with any 
other statute. This is the logical and proper treatment of the question. 

Mr. PARKER. Does the proposition which the gentleman advo- 
cates contemplate an increase of the amount of currency to the extent 
of the trade-dollars redeemed ? 

Mr. BLAND. That is precisely what it is. 

Mr. LANHAM. We propose that the trade-dollars when received 
by the agents of the Government shall be recoined into standard silver 
dollars or subsidiary coin, at the option of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and that this coinage shall be independent and exclusive of the 
“not less than two nor more than four million dollars’ worth of silver 
bullion per month” which the Treasury Department under existing 
law is required to purchase and coin. 

Mr. PARKER. Then the effect, as I understand, is to add so much 
to the currency. 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes, sir; it will undoubtedly add to the silver cur- 
rency of the country to the extent of the trade-dollars recoined. 

Mr. PARKER. Then the gentleman proposes by his amendment to 
add from $8,000,000 to $20,000,000 to the currency? 

Mr. LANHAM. It will not be that much, as the amount to be re- 
deemed is estimated by the Director of the Mint to be about $7,000,000. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope it will be. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It would be a good thing if it were. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Are we to understand the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Lanna] as saying that this bill proposes to increase the amount 
of the currency if we consider trade-dollars as currency ? 


Mr. LANHAM. I mean to say this: these trade-dollars are now 
practically dormant bullion; they are not in circulation; their legal- 
tender quality has been taken away. If they be now redeemed and 
recoined under this proposition, this new coinage will be independent 
of the present quantum of silver required to be purchased and coined 
monthly under existing law. ‘To this extent the silver dollars orsub- 
sidiary coin into which these trade-dollars may be recoined would be 
an addition to the currency. 

Mr. TAULBEE. In the bill are trade-dollars treated as coin, as 
money, or are they treated as bullion? In other words, are they to be 
purchased at their face value or at their bullion value? 

Mr. LANHAM. They may be received in payment of all Govern- 
ment dues; they may be exchanged, dollar for dollar, at the offices of 
the Treasury; and after being thus received they are not to be reissued 
or in any manner paid out, but may be recoined into standard silver 
dollars or subsidiary coin, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Any man who holds these trade-dollars may present them 
at the office of the Treasurer of the United States or any subtreasurer 
and receive in exchange therefor, dollar for dollar, standard silver dol- 
lars or subsidiary coin, at his option. 

So that, Mr. Speaker, the question presented as between the bill re- 
ported by the majority of the committee and the amendment which 
we advocate is simply and in the main whether these trade-dollars 
shall be considered a part of the monthly purchase and coinage of 
bullion or to be independent and exclusive thereof. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask the gentleman what is the difference 
between the proposition embraced in the amendment of the minority of 
the committee and a proposition providing that trade-dollars shall be 
legal tender? 

Mr. LANHAM. We do not propose to make the trade-dollar a legal 
tender at all for future circulation. 

Mr. BLAND. The proposition of the minority makes the trade-dol- 
lars, when recoined, an extra coinage not counted as a part of the 
monthly silver coinage now required by law. 

Mr. LANHAM. Yes, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
suggests, it is the purpose of the minority of the committee to make 
this an extra coinage, independent of the “‘two to four million dollars’ 
worth of silver’’ now required to be coined monthly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that; but I am asking what would be 
the difference between that proposition and aproposition to declare the 
trade-dollars legal tender and thus end all this business? 

Mr. LANHAM. Thedifference would be this: We would then have 
in circulation one silver dollar, the trade-dollar, containing 420 grains 
troy, and another silver dollar, the standard dollar, containing 412} 

i This would be something abnormal in our coinage system. 
tis, I think, the purpose and policy of the Government to simplify 
our silver coinage and have only one silver dollar. It is our purpose 
to eliminate the trade-dollar altogether and at the same time to provide 
for redeeming the obligation which was assumed by the Government 
in the issue thereof; in other words, to say to each and every holder 
of a trade-dollarthat he can bring it to the officers of the Government 
which created it and receive in exchange therefor a standard silver dol- 
lar or teamed coin, and that no more trade-dollars shall be coined 
or issu 

Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as I have heretofore discussed this question 
very fully and given my views upon it at length, I do not desire now 
to occupy further time, but wish to distribute the remainder of my 
hour among other gentlemen who desire to speak. I will ask what 
time I have occupied? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON). Twelve minutes. 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND], the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. ROGERS. Before the gentleman from Missouri proceeds I de- 
sire to ask, merely for information, whether the difference in value be- 
tween the legal-tender silver dollar and the trade-dollar will pay the 
expense of recoinage ? 

. Mr. BLAND. Oh, yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What time does the gentleman from 
Texas ve to the gentleman from Missouri ? 

Mr. LANHAM. Ten minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, my throat is in such condition to-day 
that I shall not be able to discuss this question as I would be glad to 
do. The question in relation to this trade-dollar is an important one. 
The trade-dollar has a peculiar history. ‘The original act of 1873 au- 
thorized the coinage of what was called the trade-dollar, containing 420 
grains, and made it a legal tender in sums not exceeding $5 in all pay- 
ments. From 1873 to 1876 some fifteen million of these trade-dollars 
were coined, and most of them went into circulation. In 1876 Con- 
gress a resolution taking from the trade-dollar its legal-tender 
character, but continued the coinage at the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. After 1876 the sum of $16,000,000 were coined—after 
the legal-tender quality had been taken from them. 

Mr. LANHAM. Twenty millions of dollars, 

Mr. BLAND. I am corrected by the gentleman from Texas, who 
states that the amount is $20,000, 000. 

Now we remember, Mr. Speaker, that in 1876 silver had begun to 
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depreciate as compared with gold. In fact it had Silver 
was ruling at about 47d. per ounce, and little more it is worth to- 
day. We can see the enormous job in the coinage of the trade-dollar 


after its legal-tender power was fixed. 

We find, Mr. Speaker, they went into circulation and continued for 
some time. In 1876 and 1878 they passed at par. Finally the banks 
refused to take them. That was about 1880, They depreciated to 
bullion value. There was little effort made to redeem them during 
the time people generally held them. It was only yearsafter they had 
been thus demonetized they came into the hands of the banks out of 
the hands of the people, who had taken them at par. 

Now, sir, when they are concentrated and held in the hands of banks 
we find a tremendous pressure for the redemption and recoinage of the 
trade-dollar. I say the poor people of the country who held the trade- 
dollars for the last six or seven years waited for Congress to redeem 
them and Congress refused to do so. Now, whence comes thisclamor 
vor the redemption of the trade-dollars? It comes from what point? 
It comes from a quarter hostile to silver coinage. It comes from those 
who are opposed to the coinage of silver unless they are to be benefited 
by it. While they are demanding suspension of silver coinage under 
the act of 1878 they are quite willing to dump down these trade-dol- 
lars under that act. 

It may be said, and I appreciate the argument, that when the Gov- 
ernment permits, by fraud or otherwise, a coin to go into circulation, 
it ought to be responsible for its redemption. 

Now let the parties who ask for this equity do equity themselves. 
What is that? The trade-dollars had a legal-tender quality in sums of 
$5 and no more. They were an independent coinage. They were in 
circulation in this country as money at par when these banks refused to 
receive them and thusdepreciatedthem. If they wantequity letthem 
come to Congress and say this coin shall be monetized put into cir- 
culation. Noextracoinage, because they were coined and in circulation 
when the banks demonetized them. That is equity. Let us declare 
them legal tender in sums of $5. Place them where the law places 
them. Make them legal tender the sameas thestandard dollars. That 
would be equity. 

These parties do not want them, Standing as they do by their rep- 
resentatives they are unwilling to put them into circulation in this 
coinage in the monthly purchase of bullion, thus interfering with the 
law of 1878. I hope the House will vote down that proposition. 

I am not here to see any such miserly policy inaugurated, such as 
telling the people of this country we are unwilling to put money into 
circulation. Iam nota representative of that class. I wish tosee gen- 
tlemen on the floor of this House go upon the record on that question. 

It was asked by gentlemen awhile ago if this would be an extra coin- 
age. Innosense. This would only be to remonetize them under the 
amendment of my colleague. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, with our retiring bank-note circulation even with 
the recoinage and remonetization of this trade-dollar d the next 
fiscal year we will not have the same amount of money in circulation 
as we have to-day. That is the result of the effort of these people who 
are opposed to putting money into circulation, of the people who are 
op to coining the metal of this country. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. What would be the objection to, or what the effect of, 
a simple statute declaring the trade-dollar a legal tender? 

Mr. BLAND. None whatever, except the statement of my colleague 
that it might be a littleanomalons to have one dollar contain 412} grains, 
and the other 420 grains. But the substitute accomplishes that pre- 
cisely. The amount of extra silver will pay the expense of coinage, 
and it is uniformity of currency that we want and ought to have. 

A MEMBER. Would there not be a profit in the coinage? 

Mr. BLAND. None of any consequence; there may be some little 
profit to the Government, not much. 

I care nothing for the redemption of the trade-dollar cularly. 
As I said before, they are in the hands of gentlemen who have bought 
them at their bullion value. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘They are in the hands of gentlemen who are 
to silver coinage unless they can reap profits; and if they are to be re- 
deemed, let us compel them as the representatives of this people to do 
justice to the people of the country, which is to restore them where 
they were before they were demonetized. We know the policy of the 
Treasury Department has been and is to-day to coin only two millions 
of silver a month, the very lowest limit fixed in thatact. They never 
go above that amount, but the quantity runs from two to about two 
and a quarter millions, and for the last few years they have not been 
purchasing the amount authorized by law. 

I say, therefore, that every man who votes to coin these trade-dollars 
to apply them as against the purchase of bullion indorses that policy, 
and it is a virtual instruction to the Secretary of the Treasury not to 

urchase more than two millions and not to coin more than that. Now 
wish to know who will go on record indorsing that policy by voting 
for this bill. It is to be counted as a part of the monthly of 
bullion, and we know that they will not purchase more than two mill- 
ions a month; and I repeat, this bill is an instruction on the part of 
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to the Department to purchase only that amount 
and is an indorsement of that policy. 

Mr.SOWDEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Would it not be more just to redeem and use the 
outstanding trade-dollars as a part of the coinage of the two millions a 
month, rather than purchase two millions of bullion a month from the 
silver kings of the country and repudiate these coins? 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. LANHAM. [yield to my colleague two minutes longer. 

Mr. BLAND. No, sir; the silver kings of the country come to the 
Government and sell the bullion at London and New York prices; but 
this bill proposes to pay dollar for dollar for the trade-dollar to specu- 
lators, and thus allow them a profit of about 20 or 30 cents on the dollar, 

A MEMBER. What are the trade-doliars worth? 

M. BLAND. They are worth about 75 cents. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I would like to ask my colleague one 
question. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield for a question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I wish to ask whether or not in jus- 
tice the trade-dollars ought not to be redeemed at their bullion value? 

Mr. BLAND. That can be done to-day. They can take them and 
get the bullion value for them anywhere just like anyone else who has 
silver bullion to sell. There is no trouble about that. 

But, sir, the one reason why I am willing to vote for the bill makin 
the trade-dollars an extra coinage is simply to authorize the coinage an 
issue of money that will take the place of retiring national-bank notes, 
Even if we recoin the whole of the trade-dollars as an extra coinage, 
and there should be ten or fifteen millions of them, it will not prevent 
the contraction of the currency under the national banking system. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. I will yield further to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, if he desires it. 

Mr. BLAND. I am not able to go on any further, and therefore 
submit the question with these remarks. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will yield now to my colleague on the commit- 
tee from California [Mr. FELTON]. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to attempt to discuss 
the silver proposition as such. I had supposed, sir, that in the first 
session of this Congress that question had been so ably and thoroughly 
discussed as to render it unnecessary to say anything upon it now; and 
I had farther thought that the result of that discussion was to settle 
the question so far as the policy of this House is concerned upon the 
main issue, as it is termed, the ‘‘silver question.” The House de- 
cided that it was not in favor of universal coinage; it also decided by 
a very considerable majority that they were opposed to further restric- 
tions on the issue of the silver dollar at the ‘present time. In other 
words, that the law as it now is for the coinage of two millions a month 
should not be disturbed; and what I now desire to say to the friends 
of the bill, and very briefly, is that if they had looked wisely to their 
own interests, and while on the justice of this measure they would have 
disconnected it with any other question of coinage, it also seems to me 
that the committee of which I have the honor to be a member could 
have made an amendment in the committee which would have substan- 
tially saved all of this discussion in the House. 

Sir, the retirement of the trade-dollar is not a question that attaches 
to the main issue here presented. In my opinion it is a question 
whether this Government shall do justice or not. Shall she redeem an 
issue of money which she has given to the people and which went out 
with or under a redemption law of $5 in amount, and legal tender to 
that amount, or shall she repudiate that issue? That is the whole 
question. 

Gentlemen have stated the main facts of this case and it is unneces- 
sary to reiterate them. But I do desire to say to the friends of the 
trade-dollar that if they would accept the amendment offered by the 
minority of the House committee they will save time and possibly save 
the passage of their bill, as well as protect the Government from the 
stigma of repudiating its own issue, which I do not believe this Con- 
gress desires todo. Iam in favorof the redemption, but I am opposed 
to and shall oppose any measure that will in any way reduce the pres- 
ent purchase and coinage of silver. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I am for this bill, provided it is modified 
according to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LAN- 
HAM]. I am willing to wipe from the record of the Congress of this 
country the stain of semi-repudiation that was brought about by the 
gold-bugs when they passed the act of July, 1876, demonetizing the 
trade-dollar. 

Mr. PARKER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SYMES. No, sir; I have but five minutes. 

Now, Mr. § , I am only astonished that the gentlemen who 
are advocating this bill, the distinguished gentlemen from New York 
[Mr. PARKER] and Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr], and othersin this House, 
when I have but five minutes, will not allow me to trace their record 
on this question. For the last ten years they never waked up to the 
fact that a dark blot of semi-repudiation had been imposed upon this 
country, until the bankers and gold-bugs had bought up all these de~ 
monetized dollars. 
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Iam a little surprised that these gentlemen who prate of nothing 
but financial honor, who have rung the changes on that phrase before 
the people of this country for the last fifteen years upon every occasion, 
in season and out of season, forgot in 1873, when by a legislative fraud 
they demonetized standard do! that were a universal legal tender 
for any amount in this country, and never thought of the fact from 
1873 to 1878, that millions of those standard dollars were in the hands 
of the people of this country disgraced and demonetized by semi-repudi- 
ation. ese monometalists and great financiers who claim to have 
the financial honor of this country in their special charge, never advo- 
cated the redemption or remonetization of these standard silver dollars 
from 1873 to 1878, although they were held by the people of this 
eountry no longer a legal tender; but by the act of February 12, 1873, 
they had become silver bullion. 

Mr. Speaker, again in 1877 and 1878, when the distinguished gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] was advocating the Bland act before 
this House, the same gentlemen and their representatives and associ- 
ates who had voted for the act of 1873, demonetizing and disgracing 
these standard dollars when they were in the handsof the people, op- 
j their remonetization. And, again, when they passed the act of 

876, demonetizing the trade-dollars, which by the act of 1873 they had 
made a legal tender to the extent of five dollars, it never seemed to occur 
to them that they were guilty of twoacts of semi-repudiation. And still 
I find from a pamphlet I have received from the Bankers’ Association 
of New York the men who have fathered this trade-dollar redemption 
bill in the Senate, and the men who are advocating it in the House 
to-day, are the same men who are responsible for these financial blots 
of dishonor that they are apparently now seeking partially to atone for 
on this floor to-day. 

Sir, I am for the passage of this bill although the people of this coun- 
try have been swindled out of millions, because they have sold these 
trade-dollars to bankers and brokers. But, sir, I do not expect perfect 
justice this low down on earth; on account of having stood on the stump 
and everywhere else in favor of the resumption of specie payments 
with a contempt I never can express for anything which can look to- 
ward semi-repudiation in my country, I am willing at the expense of 
this swindle to redeem the honor of my country and redeem the trade- 
dollar, provided we shall not repeal the Bland act or modify it to the 
extent of $500,000 a month, so as to accomplish indirectly what these 
gentlemen dare not bring before this House directly. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr.SYMES. I ask unanimous consent that members generally may 
be permitted to print remarks on this question in the RECORD. 

Mr. HEARD. I object. ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6393) to authorize the Fort Worth and Denver City 
Railway Company to constract and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. oon to erect a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 7775) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
a public building at Troy, N. Y.; and 

A bill (H. R. 10305) to increase the appropriation for the public 
building at Brooklyn, N. Y. 


REDEMPTION OF TRADE-DOLLAR. 
Mr. LANHAM. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. War 


NER |. 
Mr. in of Ohio. I send to the Clerk’s desk, that it may be 
pending, an amendment to the substitute of the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. SOWDEN. Let it be read. 
The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Be it further enacted, That until January 1, 1899, the coins known as trade-dol- 
Jars, if not defaced, mutilated, or stamped, shall be receivable at their face value 
for all dues of the Government and exchangeable when presented at the Treas- 
ury or subtreasury in New York or at any of the mints for standard dollars; 
the trade-dollars so received shall be melted down and coined into standard dol- 
lars: Provided, That the recoi of trade-dollars under this act shall not be 
counted as part of the silver bullion required to be purchased and coined into 
standard dollars, under the act of February 28, 1878. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I voted in the Forty-sixth 
Congress to redeem the trade-dollar. I deemed it then an act of jus- 
tice to the people who at that time largely held them. As an act of 
atrict justice it was demanded more strongly then perhaps than now. 
But the fact that these dollars have ina large measure changed handssince 
then and are now probably owned for the most part by brokers, bank- 
ers, and speculators, who have purchased them at a discount, does not 
change the other fact that part of them when issued were legal tender 
for $5 and that all of them bear the stamp of the Government and are 
issued as ‘‘dollars,’’ and as dollars they went into circulation, Our 
people when they see a coin stamped ‘‘adollar’’ by the Government of 
the United States have understood that it was a dollar, and the act of 
1876 taking away the legal-tender quality of the trade-dollar without 
providing for its redemption constitutes, I believe the only act of re- 
pudiation which this Government has ever been guilty of. 
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Therefore, in whosesoever hands these trade-dollars may now be, I 
shall vote for their redemption. Their original issue was a blunder 
undoubtedly, and that blunder comes back to plague us now, aud these 
dollars will continue to plague us as long as they are left unredeemed. 
I say a blunder. I have heretofore on this floor characterized the issue 
of these trade-dollars as a trick. This coin was, in fact, in the first 
instance, a kind of ‘‘trick”’ dollar, for I can not believe that those who 
issued it were so simple-minded as to believe that by putting a few 
more d grains into a coin we could get more per grain for our silver 
al B 

It is said they were intended for the foreign trade, but there never 
was a time when one hundred and sixteen standard dollars would not 
buy just as much in any country as one hundred and fourteen trade- 
dollars—that being about the relation of the pure metal in the two 
coins. Therefore there never was any gain at all in issuing the trade- 
dollar, but their issue was a part of the scheme to demonetize silver in 
this country. There can be no doubt about that. Notwithstanding 
that, however, I want to get them out of the way; but in doing so I, 
for one, can not consent that the requirement to purchase at least two 
millions’ worth of silver bullion each month shall be encroached upon on 
any plea whatsoever, or possibility of adverse interpretations of this act. 
I have, therefore, offered the amendment read at the Clerk’s desk, and 
I say to those who favor the redemption of the trade-dollar that they 
had better let it stand as an independent measure, and not attempt to 
couple it with any other proposition, and especially not to interfere 
with the operation of the coinage act of 1878. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Speaker, there is, in my judgment, a partial 
element of justice in the pending bill, but there is coupled with it a 
very much larger element of injustice. If justice were a thing that 
could be mathematically measured I would say this bill is three-sev- 
enths justice and four-sevenths injustice, for reasons which the facts 
will develop. 

THE ORIGIN OF THE TRADE-DOLLAR, 

On the 12th of February, 1873, fourteen years ago this very day, Con- 
gress enacted as follows: 

The silver coins of the United States shall be a trade-dollar; a quarter dollar 
or 25-cent piece; a dime or 10-cent piece; and said coins shall be a legal tender 
at their nominal value for an amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment, 

And by the same enactment, under which the trade-dollar was brought 
into being, it was provided that it should contain 420 of silver, 
Troy. Nothing was said about the old standard silver dollar of 412} 
grains. It was simply ignored, and dropped outof coinage. In brief, a 
new silver dollar, called a trade-dollar, was created by this act, contain- 
ing% grains more ofsilver than that *‘ dollar of the fathers,” which had 
been the hard-money currency of the people from the beginning of coin- 
age by the Government to that time. 

WHAT WAS DONE UNDER THE ACT OF FEBRUARY 12, 1873. 

Under the provisions of the statute above quoted, and between its 
date and July 22, 1876, the number of trade-dollars coined was $15,- 
631,000; and for convenient reference I will here insert the tabular 
soaps sce given us in the report of the Director of the Mint, which is 
as follows: 


Number of trade-dollars coined, imported, and exported prior to the joint 
resolution of July 22, 1876, and since. 


tization, July, 
From July 1,1 

to date. (Proof 

pieces.) 


è 
Š 
£ 
g 
B 


76. 
From Jul 
to June 


Excess of coinage and im- 


ports over exports.......... 3,051, 000 | 5, 985, 732 | 9, 036, 732 
ie RECAPITULATION. cumin 
Coinage prior to July 22, 1876 .....ssscceceenreeserseresesnssrerseesnrees „631, 
ron ie p prior to July 22, 1876....ssssrerssssreernseernsrrnernsennne r resse 12, 580, 000 
Balance not exported ,. 
Coinage since July 22, 1876... 
Imported since July 22, 1876. 
Total sicvssccororssrscssesessseses neccendevsoeedscueen sabsequseuveubovesdeesens 22, 409, 73 
Exported since July 22, 1876.. 16, 424, 004 
Palance not exported .. . 5,985,782 
Total not Exported ..... cc sersssseesersensss esssoèsesese 9, 036, 732 
Minimum remelted at United States mints..... 500, 000 
Probably taken out by Chinese .......ceeeesssseccenerrneecnencnnenennens 1,500, 000 "£ 
——_ 2, 000, 000 
Estimated amount in the COUNEIY ......c.cccscesneresersesseserennsennenenneene 7, 036,73 
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It will be seen from this table that four-fifths of the trade-dollars 
coined between February 12, 1873, and July 22, 1876, were exported 
from the United States immediately, or almost immediately, upon be- 
ingcoined. This fact was not of casual or accidental occurrence. These 
srade-dollars were originally designed for exportation to China, where 
silver is the sole standard of value; and while our statute is silent on 
the subject, it is a notorious fact that while ostensibly they were to be 
a part of our circulating medium they were really intended for use in 
the eastern markets—the stamp of our Government being taken there 
as evidence of their bullion value, 

Whatever their design, however, $15,631,000 of them were issued 
under a declaration of law that they should be ‘‘a legal tender at their 
nominal value for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment;’’ 
and with this law in force one-fifth of the aggregate amount of trade- 
dollars issued did enter into our circulation and were taken as sound 
legal-tender dollars in the business of the country. 

REPUDIATION OF THE TRADE-DOLLAR, 

On the 22d of July, 1876, Congress passed a joint resolution, which 
provided as follows: 

The trade-dollar shall not hereafter be a 1 tender; and the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized to limit, m time to time, the coinage 
thereof to such an amountas he may deem sufficientto meet the export demand 
for the same. 

This was rank repudiation, not ‘‘semi-repudiation,” in the mild- 
phrase of condemnation used by the gentleman from Colorado. This was 
repudiation—pure and simple—the repudiation of a silver dollar by a 
government which had made it legal-tender money, and which had di- 
vested it of its monetary and legal tender quality, and left it a mere 
naked piece of bullion, stamped, indeed, to show the number of 
grains of metal in the bullion—but still bullion, and nothing more. 
THE FULFILLING OF GOOD FAITH AS TO THE LEGAL-TENDER TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Now, as itisa matterof factthatthe Government did issue 15,631,000 
of trade-dollars with the pledge of its faith that they should be legal- 
tender money, and did afterward, in July, 1876, repudiate that pledged 
faith, it is an obvious matter of justice that the legal-tender quality be 
restored to these 15,631,000 of repudiated dollars. And if this were 
all that this bill asks, I would heartily support it. Ay, I would go 
farther than this. As you can not tell from looking at these trade-dol- 
lars which bear the stamp ‘‘1876’’ upon them whether they were issued 
before or after “July 22, 1876,” the time when the legal-tender quality 
was taken away from trade-dollars, I would vote to restore that legal- 
tender quality to all trade-dollars of the ‘‘1876” issue, so as to be sure 
to keep faith to every dollar that came under the governmental pledge. 
It is simply a case like that of the confusion of goods, and in which the 
party who made the confusion must bear the loss. 

TRADE-DOLLARS ISSUED AFTER 1876. 

But as to the trade-dollars issued since 1876—some $20,334,924 in 
amount—as to this body of trade-dollars comprising four-fifths of the 
whole issue, let it be remembered that they were expressly coined, 
under the act of July 22, 1876, not in any wise as part of our circulating 
medium, but solely ‘‘to meet the export demand for the same,” and 
that no statute at any time gave them a legal-tender quality or con- 
templated their use as American money. At this late date to make 
them money when they never were, and never pretended to be, money, 
and to subject the people to the expense of doing it, is in my judgment 
repudiation of the rights and interests of the people, and a taking in 
vain of the name of ‘‘ public faith,” which is invoked for the purpose. 
To keep promises that were made is to preserve public faith, but to 
affect the existence of promises that never were made, and to smuggle 
them in under the plea of good faith in promises that were made is 
quite another and different thing, and this it is what the pending bill 
would do. 

WHAT SHALL WE DO WITH IT? 

Now, then, if gentlemen are seeking to distribute justice, to keep 
their pledges to the people on the one side and to the money-holders 
upon the other, let them restore to their statute-books an act which 
will again make legal tender of those trade-dollars which were legal 
tender, and let them exclude from coming in under cover of that pre- 
text the holders of twenty millions who have merely speculated upon 
the statutes and upon the people. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Did not the people who received those trade-dollars 
and who now hold them pay the Government for them, at the time of 
their issuance, 100 cents for every dollar put in circulation? 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘They never paid a cent for them—neither 100 cents 
nor 1 cent. They offered their bullion and had it coined and they 
have got their bullion still. Wherefore, then, should we pay them the 
100 cents? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, at the proper time, in order to relieve the em- 
barrassment which the Government has got into upon this question, I 
am willing to do this: To restore the legal-tender quality to those fifteen 
millions of trade-dollars for the period of two years, in order to give notice 
that they must be brought into the Treasury, and then, just as fast as 
they are broughtin, to couple with that provision theamendment which 


has been offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. Thus 
they will cease to be dollars, or pretended dollars, of any kind what- 
ever when they reach the Treasury, but, as bullion, they may be re- 
ceived by the Government and issued again into the circulation as the 
valid, legal money just like the standard silver dollars of this country 
which are so issued. 

These trade-dollars—issued since 1876 and twenty millions in 
amount, never were, and never ought to be, anything else than stamped 
bullion. Their holders can get full value for them any day by selling 
them as bullion; and they never were, ang never should be, entitled to 
get any other value for them. 

They have been bought up by their present holders, for the most 
part, at from 75 to 80 cents on the dollar. They are held in large 
measure by speculators who bought them in the hope that such an act 
as this would and they should be content to get back what they 
paid for them, which they can readily do. They ought not to be per- 
mitted to them off upon the Government, as they will be able to 
do if this bill passes without proper amendment, and get from us a 
dollar of good money for what is only so much bullion of less value 
than a dollar or a dollar’s worth, 

They can not be, and ought not to be, ‘‘redeemed,’’ for “ redemp- 
tion ” is a thing that can not be predicated of them. They never had 
a promise made upon them, or concerning them, and you might as well 
speak of saving the soul of a stick as of ‘‘redeeming’’ a thing that 
never contained an element of pledge or promise. But still they should 
be dealt with. How? 

Let the Government buy them in simply to get rid of them and to 
put a stop to the clamor arising out of them, paying a small premium 
over their bullion value to induce the holders to bring them in. And 
when they are brought in let them be recoined according to the prin- 
ciples of the amendment to the pending bill offered by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. At the proper time I will offer a sub- 
stitute to effect this just disposition of the subject. It is the simplest, 
cheapest, and most effective plan, and should it be adopted it will ere 
long eradicate this weed of a coin that sprung up in our financial gar- 
den and leave our silver currency of standard coin pure and undefiled 
by its presence. And in this manner will full faith be kept on all 
sides—faith to the holders of legal-tender trade-dollars in restoring 
them to dollarhood and converting them into standard dollars, and faith 
to the people in refusing to pay what we do not owe to the holders of 
the trade-dollars which never were legal-tenders and never should be. 
Yes, faith to the people who seem to be the only party to these finan- 
cial contracts to whom good faith is not preached or practiced; faith to 
them in refusing to palm off upon them the expense of a needless burden. 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE withholds his remarks for revision.” [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY]. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, it may be deemed presumptuous on 


“my part as a young and humble Representative on this floor to attempt 


to discuss this important question. But I come here as the represent- 
ative of a powerful commonwealth that is deeply interested in the mon- 
etary system of this country. I stand here in opposition to this bill 
as it comes to us from the Senate, and I desire briefly to state to the 
House my reasons. 

I believe, and the people who send me here believe, that if there is 
anything in this land which should be stable, which should lack ‘‘ elas- 
ticity,” it is that which measures all our values. When, in 1792, the 
‘*fathers’? who were here before us established as a standard of value 
a silver dollar of 412} grains, including the alloy, and a gold dollar of 
25.8 grains, they established a yard-stick of measurement by which 
every acre of land in our broad country has been measured; by which 
all our indebtedness, national, state, and municipal, as well as the 
private indebtedness between individuals, has been regulated and meas- 
ured, except during the abnormal and unfortunate period of the civil 
war and the years of depression which followed it. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that when the 
coinage of this trade-dollar, and I hold one in my hand, was author- 
ized in 1873, it was not for domestic circulation. It was for the pur- 

of trade and commerce with China and Japan. 

Mr. LANHAM. Was anything said in the language of the act to 
indicate this fact? 

Mr. TARSNEY. It is notin the language of the act, but we construe 
it in reference to the circumstances which surrounded us at that time. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that the silver 
dollar of 412} grains had been demonetized at the time this was au- 
thorized; that this dollar, as I have said, was not in circulation among 
our people, but was designed for foreign trade. It contains 6} grains 
of silver more than the standard dollar. 

Mr. LANHAM. But what about the legal-tender qnality of it? 

Mr. TARSNEY, I will answer my friend from Texas, if he will 
allow me to proceed with my remarks. 

Mr. LANHAM. Let me ask the gentleman whether we can make 
a legal-tender quality for Japan or for China. Have we any such extra 
territorial power? 
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Mr. TARSNEY. Unquestionably not; no foreign coinisa legal tender 
here, and we haye.no power to give extra territorial effect to our laws; 
but we can establish our own measure of value, and deal with foreign 
nations in our exchanges with reference to it. 

I say we had no coin in circulation in this country until after the 


t greenback ” dollar came to par with coin, and the back dollar 
came to par only after the of the ‘‘ Bland ” act in 1878. 

I say to this House now, these people had coined some $35,000,000 of 
these trade-dollars in all. ‘They were intended, as I have said, for for- 
eign trade, but speculators have got this money back into the country, 
and now every one of these monetary bucket-shop men are coming here 
asking Congress to give them a standard dollar for this debased piece 
which possesses no monetary value. 

I say to you, Mr. Speaker, and I maintain, no. dollar (irrespective of 
the material of which that dollar is composed) ever was yet created 
except by the fiat of law. And when we declared 412} grains should 
be a dollar we should stand by it. It is as dishonest to compel the 
debtor to pay more than he agreed to pay as it is to require the cred- 
itor to accept less. 

One word more, and I will not longer oceupy the attention of the 
House. My time isso brief I am necessarily hurried. Ispeak the sen- 
timent of the great commonwealth which sent me here when Isay that 
I simply ask that we may have a stable currency by which our values 
and property may be regulated. We protest against being compelled 
to pay by sheer force of law more than we contracted to pay at the time 
we entered into our contract. Wesay, ‘‘Take thy pound of flesh, but 
not one drop of blood.’ I would, sir, had I the power—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TARSNEY. [Cries of ‘‘Goon!’’] I would, sir, if I had the 
power call in every gold certificate that is outstanding; I would callin 
every silver certificate that is outstanding; I would call in every na- 
tional-bank note that is outstanding, if you please, and in their place, 
based upon the 25.8 grains of gold and 412 grains of silver, I would 
issue a United States Treasury note convertible into coin, and I care not 
whether they be called greenbacks orgraybacks. [Laughter.] I would 
remove from the statute-books of the land that restrictive provision 
which prevents the officers of the United States Government from re- 
ceiving it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

[Cries of ‘‘Go on!??] 

Mr. TARSNEY. I would sweep from the statute-books of our land 
that restrictive provision which prevents the officers of the United 
States from receiving that Treasury-note dollar for debts due to the 
Government, I would eliminate from the face of that bill that pro- 
vision which actually depreciated it, and I would place that Treasury- 
note currency in the situation where the world could not say this great 
Republic will longer hishonor its own obligations as it has dishonored 
it for the last quarter ofa century. [Applause.] Ithank you. Ihad 
some London quotations, but as my time has expired I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. ; 

Mr. LANHAM. I renew the request that members be permitted to 
print remarks on this bill in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LANHAM. I now yield the remainder of the time to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, this is a day of tri- 
umphs on the part of the friends of silver money in this country. 
This bill is a notice that the enemies of silver money are about to give 
up the fight. We have here a confession, clear and unquestionable, 
that silver has been degraded by the lawmaker. It is very gratifying 
to me to witness the contrition embodied in this bill. The assassins 
of silver money are at the confessional. May the Lord have mercy on 
their souls ! 

Silver bnilion never retreated from its old and proper value until 
the lawmakers of the world commenced to discriminate by statute 
against it. England had attempted by legislation to destroy its value 
for fifty years, and failed. Silver held its own until she was re-en- 
forced by other nations. The help came first from Germany, but the 
two nations combined did not succeed in their warfare. Then they 
secured the assistance of the American Republic in 1873, and that did 
the work, so far as the work could be done by legislation. From that 
time to 1878 there was nothing in this country to stay the downward 
tendency of silver bullion, which the statutes had induced by discrimi- 
nating in favor of gold. ` 

The creditor nations of the world, who intended to double the value 
of the promises they held, were having things their own way down to 
the time when the act of 1878 was ` 

Then commenced a fight for its repeal, which continued until the 
vote in the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress gave the world 
notice that the sentiment in favor of that law was on the increase in- 
stead of decrease, as they confidently hoped. 

When the debate ended and the vote was announced, silver bullion 
had touched bottom prices. In that debate the prognostications of the 
monometalists placed silver bullion dangling in the airamong the sixties, 
with the bottom dropping out of things in general, and the glitter- 


ing gold, which was their all and in all, in full retreat across the 
ocean. 


It did not go. Silver bullion has advanced, and gold is coming to 
this country much faster than it flies from it. 

If you pass this bill, declaring, as it does, that the Congress has not 
only ceased its discrimination against silver but indicates a purpose to 
restore to it the ‘‘strength of the law,” which gold demands and re- 
ceives at its hands, silver bullion will move on toward a par with gold 
on the old ratio. 

Mr. JAMES. That is a prognostication too, I believe. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That is a prognostication; yes. I 
am not afraid to put it against any in that line the gentleman himself 
has so confidently indulged in. 

Mr. JAMES. I did not giveany prognostications. I was very care- 
ful not to make any prognostications. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Very well; if the gentleman now 
disclaims it I am bound to believe he is correct and that I do him wrong 
in counting him among the prophets of a yearago. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], in that memorable discussion, told us 
that silver was only fit to be used as a subsidiary coin; now he comes 
and tells us to put back into silver the law that was filched from it by 
the act of 1876. This is a movement in the right direction. I rejoice 
at my colleague’s second sober thought. Itisagood one. He is evi- 
dently over the fright he took a year ago at the sight of so many silver 
dollars. Then he was in thesubtraction business. He is now turning 
his attention to addition. _ After eleven years of criminal neglectit is at 
length proposed toadd to the silver dollar what the Congress then sub- 
tracted from it. It is most gratifying to me that my colleague [Mr. 
Scott] is crying out: ‘‘Give us more law for our silver dollars.” 

Mr. Speaker, neither the Government of the United States nor any 
other government ever took from money or its promises to pay money 
any law which it had previously imparted to it without doing a dis- 
honest thing. It is impossible that it could be otherwise. When that 
quality of law which gives or enhances value is imparted to money it 
should go with it to the end of its existence; and when you take one 
iota of law from money somebody as a matter of course must be cheated. 
Now that was exactly what the act of 1876 did. 

The least thing, then, that should be done by the Government of the 
United States is to put back into the trade-dollar exactly what it took 
from it by the act of 1876. When the Government has done that it 
has done the honorable thing. It is under obligation to holders of 
trade-dollars to go thus far, and there is nodemand beyond that which 
can in justice be made. Practically that is what this bill does, and I 
give it my hearty support. It is not the part of statesmanship to hig- 
gle over the question as to who holds these abandoned dollars. It is 
a question whether the Congress will longer degrade itself by degrading 
its money. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield now twenty minutes to my friend from New 
York [Mr. JAMES], reserving the balance of my time. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to enter into an argu- 
ment on the silver question, but there are a few fallacies which have 
been uttered here during the course of this debate which I would like 
in the few minutes I shall occupy the floor to undertake to correct. 

It has been said, notably by the gentleman from Ohio, that the trade- 
dollars that are in this country are now in the hands of speculators in 
New York largely and other large cities. Such is not the case. The 
trade-dollars which went into the hands of the speculators, those who 
make a business of buying bullion, trade-dollars and other coins, have 
all been used and have been exported. They did not buy them to hold. 
There has been constantly going on from this country an export to 
China of Mexican and trade dollars. They are exported from San Fran- 
cisco, and it has been going on for years, quite an extensive business. 

In 1868 I was at San Francisco and crossed to China, taking with 
me an amount of money for ordinary expenses, for which I paid at that 
time a premium of 103, or 3 per cent. over the value of gold. They 
were sent out there and used in Chinaas acirculating mediam. They 
have no coin in China except the ‘‘cash,’’ a little piece of iron of the 
value of one-tenth of a cent, and the coinage used ordinarily is the 
Mexican dollar. 

The trade-dollar was wisely conceived. It was a wise thing on the 
part of our Government that that law was passed providing for the 
trade-dollars. It was passed providing for them entirely with one pur- 
pose in view, and that was to meet the demands for silver in China, to 
send them out in place of the Mexican dollars which were being pur- 
chased and sent out there to pay our obligations for merchandise we 
were purchasing. As I say, the plan was a wise one, and thongh it has 
been denounced on this floorrepéatedly in the last eight, ten, or a dozen 
years, I say it was wise in this, that we found a market for our silver, 
which was being produced in large quantities, and it helped us to pay 
our obligations with the products of our own country. 

When the act was passed taking away from the trade-dollars the le- 
gal-tender quality it was because after the demonetization of silver in 
Germany and its effect the price of silver bullion went so low that it 
was thought necessary and desirable that the legal-tender clause should 
be taken away from it. That wasdone. But subsequently the trou- 
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ble came which we have upon us now, and which we have had upon us 
during the years that have intervened; and that grew out of the fact 
that there was a profit to the man who held the bullion, the mine- 
owner, a profit in coining that silver bullion into a trade-dollar and sell- 
ing it to contractors for internal improvements who were paying 
sums of money in wages, When gold was at a premium and when 
greenbacks depreciated in value there was a profit between buying 
bullion and sending it to the mint to be coined into a trade-dollar and 
paying it out to laborers when they knew they were paying it in a coin 
that was not legal-tender. It was taking advantage of the law by the 
Epoca to pay wages to workmen in a coin which was not a legal- 
tender. 

I consider there is no legal obligation upon this Government to re- 
deem these trade-dollars, but there is a moral obligation, and because 
there is that obligation, because there is a propriety in it, I am desirous 
of getting rid of these trade-dollars. 

I would state further in regard to where these trade-dollars now are, 
I have here a little book which probably you have seen on your desks. 
It is prepared by a resident of my own city, and he gives in it responses 
from a large number of towns and cities in the State of New York, one 
hundred and forty-eight in number, telling how much is held in each 
town, how much the bankers hold, and how much individuals hold as 
correctly as the facts can be ascertained. The reports, I have said, are 
from one hundred and forty-eight towns and cities, and the amount 
does not run up to a very large sum total. 

The amount held in New York in banks and by individuals is 
$500,000. It is held by small dealers who could not afford to sell the 
amounts in their hands out to the brokers. That isthe principal reason, 
and the only reason, why I desire to get rid of these trade-dollars, that 
we may relieve the small traders in whose hands they are and who have 
held them for years rather than submit to a sacrifice on them. 

I have a letter in my hand from a gentleman residing in the city of 
New York who is thoroughly familiar with this trade-dollar question, 
and who is connected with businessin the East. He writes me that the 
amount which is held by merchants on the coast of China, or which is 
to be seen there in circulation, and in Japan, and at Singapore is insig- 
nificant. We have had some fear it might come back here if we passed 
this bill. But the amount is so small as to be practically insignificant. 
But there is one thing more to which I want to call attention. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. JAMES, I have not time. There is one thing more to which 
I desire to refer. I wish the House distinctly to understand there is 
very little prospect, in my judgment, if we adopt the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Texas, that there will be any action had during 
this Congress. This question was up in the Forty-sixth, in the Forty- 
seventh, and in the Forty-eighth Congresses, and it is now before us in 
the Forty-ninth. If we adopt the Senate bill, I think this question will 
be settled. If we adopt the House bill, which is moved as asubstitute 
by the gentleman from Texas, then I fear we will have this whole ques- 
tion over again in the future. 

How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used eight minutes. He has 
twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. JAMES. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER. 1 wish to say a few words on this question, It is 
too late to discuss now the details or the particulars of either the silver 
question or the trade-dollar question. The question presented to us 
here is a question of honest or dishonest action toward the men who 
honestly hold and honestly obtained the trade-dollars within this coun- 
try; and it seems to me there is no feasible or practicable way to deal 
with this except to pass to-day the Senate bill and relieve the innocent 
holders all over the country. 

When the trade-dollar became degraded a few men of wealth 
undoubtedly grasped the opportunity, bought the dollars, and laid them 
away. I do not regret that those men have had to wait some time be- 
fore getting current money again; but during the same time there have 
been, and there are, many of these dollars held by small traders and 
dealers all over the country, and those men have to lose also; and there- 
fore these trade-dollars should be redeemed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the trade-dollar to-day is not currency; it is not 
used or recognized anywhere as currency. Then whatisit? It is not 
counterfeit. It isin the nature of bullion. We can treat it only as 
bullion; we can buy it only as bullion, and we can recoin it as from 
bullion. Gentlemen say they are willing that we shall go on and re- 
deem the trade-dollar, provided we do not disturb the flow of silverthat 
is being bought by the Government. Gentlemen here who represent 
those who sell silver object to any interference with that industry of 
selling silver to the United States, and they would rather that this dis- 
honest method of making the people throughout the country hold the 
trade-dollar should continue than that the selling of silver by the bull- 
ion makers should be interfered with. Unless they can continue the 
business of selling their silver to the Government they say they are op- 
posed to this bill. I regretted very much that my friend from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. FELTON] should oppose this bill for the reason, if I under- 
stood him correctly, that it would interfere with the steady flow of 


silver into the mints. I think that question should be put aside in 
this discussion. I think it has no proper place here. 

Mr. FELTON. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, that is precisely 
what I said. Iclaim that the movers of this bill should have brought 
in a measure for this purpose without interfering in any way with the 
general and present laws governing the coinage of silver. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] took 
the same ground, but more distinctly; opposing the redemption of these 
ae xolles unless opportunity shall be given to keep up the sales of 
silver. 

He referred ina very feeling manner to the blot upon our escutcheon, 
the stain upon our national name, to wit, the degraded trade-dollar, 
and then he told us that unless we were willing that his constituents 
and those he represents shall be still enabled to sell to the Government 
whatever bullion they produce, for more than it is worth, he was in 
favor of keeping that blot upon our national escutcheon. 

Mr. SYMES. The gentleman is mistaken. Does he not know that 
the silver-miner can sell his bullion in London or New York for just as 
much as the Government pays him for it? So the silver-miner does 
not obtain any advance in price, because the United States purchases 
$2,000,000 per month at the market price. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SymMgEs] objected 
somewhat sharply to my interrupting him a few minutes ago, and I 
now protest against his seeking to thrust his remarks into my time. 
To quote your own “‘halcyonand’’ (literally) ‘‘ yociferous’’ words, “you 
ought to know better.’’ $ 

The gentleman [Mr. Symes] reminds me of an oration once made 
before the New York Legislature by a Cayuga chief, a speech of great 
brilliancy and eloquence, delivered with much dignity, and translated 
sentence by sentence. He said: ‘‘When our fathers used to come to 
see yours, we always received whatever we asked for; so that when we 
went back to our people our hearts were so light that our feet scarcely 
touched the ground. We went upon wings.” After continuing in this 
lofty strain for some time, he brought out the real purpose of his long 
and beautiful oration, which was that he wanted us to build his people 
a plank-road. [Laughter.] There was a great deal of fine oratory, 
but under it all was the effort to secure a personal and local benefit. 
So it is with the argument of the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Symes]. He shudders, almost, at the blot upon our national escutch- 
eon, but objects to any attempt to remove it unless his people shall be 
allowed to sell us their silver at what they and we know to be more 
than its value. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. How more than its value? I wish the 
gentleman would explain that point. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

. JAMES. LIyield three minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think, Mr. Speaker, that under all the circum- 
stances it is the duty of the United States to redeem the trade-dollars 
which were issued under the authority of this Government, but in do- 
ing that it seems to me important that our legislation should notin any 
manner touchany other question. The bill has passed the Senate, and, 
as it has been reported to this House by the majority of the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, does not disturb the silver coin- 
age as it now exists. It provides, in substance, that there shall be no 
increase or reduction of silver coin: It properly leaves that ques- 
tion entirely outside; but the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. LANHAM] would change the silver coinage as provided by the act 
of 1878. 

Whatever may be our views respecting the increase or diminution of 
silver coi , it ought to be left a question to be considered by itself, 
and not be bronakt in incidentally and indirectly ba ae a bill of this 
nature. This bill as passed by the Senate does not affect the question 
of silver coinage, but leaves the laws on that subject precisely as they 
now exist; whereas the bill proposed as a substitute would change 
those laws and increase the silver coi 

As a matter of fair dealing, therefore, it seems tome proper and just 
that in a billof this kind, which proposes simply to authorize the pur- 
chase and redemption of the bullion which exists to-day in the form 
of trade-dollars, we should not undertake to legislate on the silver 
question, but should allow those dollars to be retired and treated as 
bullion, as they would be under the existing laws. 

More than that, it will be remembered that a bill for the retirement 
of the trade-dollars passed this House in the Forty-eighth Congress; 
and while it was pending an amendment precisely similar to that now 
offered by the gentleman from Texas was adopted. The result was 
that the bill fell between the two Houses. If there is any desire on 
the part of this House to redeem these dollars, it should be done as the 
Senate proposes. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JAMES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Evans}, 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, the question of the redemption of the 
trade-dollars was pretty thoroughly discussed in the Forty-eighth and 
the first session of this Congress. 
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On three occasions ious to the present I have addressed the House 
on the subject, and I have at all times, in season and out of season, en- 
deavored to impress my fellow members with the importance of their 
redemption. 

I have nothing new now to offer, and can only hope in the short time 
allowed to reiterate briefly some of the reasons why I favor this bill. 
I hope the time has come when a majority of this House will be found 
voting with me for the redemption of the trade-dollar, notwithstanding 
the manner of redemption as provided in the bill may not exactly con- 
form to all our ideas. 

I do not see how it is possible for any one to think that the National 
Government should not redeem these coins. The authority to coin 
them was given by Congress under the act of February 12, 1873, in 
‘he following words: 

The silver coins of the United States shall be a trade-dollar, a half-dollar or a 
50-cent piece, a quarter dollar or a 25-cent piece, a dime or a 10-cent piece; and 
sald coins shall be a legal tender at their nominal yalue for any amount not ex- 
ceeding $5 in any one payment, 

The same act defines the relative proportion of pure silver and alloy 
in the trade-dollar, and that the devices and legends used shall be the 
same as on other coins of the United States. 

Relying on these pledges of the Government, it became a current coin 
at home as well as abroad, and debts to the amount of millions were 
paid by it. Admitting, as asserted, that they were coined for the pur- 
pose of promoting trade with China and other Asiatic countries, it was 
not intended that that should prohibit their circulation at home. 

The Mint report of 1873 says: ` 

Having been made a legal tender in limited amounts, it may eventually, if the 
price of silver relative to gold falls sufficiently, to some extent enter into home 
circulation, 

Indeed, the Government provided for their circulation when it de- 
clared them a legal tender; and it was such a recognition as to lead 
everybody to suppose that this great Government of the United States 
would not repudiate a currency which it compelled the people to take 
in the payment of debts. 

Secretary Folger, in his annual report of 1883, said: > 

The reading of the law taught the people that the trade-dollar was a coin of 
their sovereignty, and for the redemption of which, at an unabated value, their 
Government was bound. 

Strange kind of a policy that would be for a Government to adopt 
which would compel the people to accept a coin of its own making 
which it would not itself accept in payment of debts due to it. The 
act of 1873 provided that no other silver coins should be issued by the 
mints except those mentioned in the act. 

It is well known that from 1873 to 1878 the law was complied with, 
and no silver dollars of any other denomination were coined by the 
United States. 

After nearly half the whole amount had been coined, and several 
millions had into circulation among our own people, as shown 
by the statistics of coinage and exports, Con in 1876, by a joint 
resolution, declared that hereafter trade-dollars shall not be a legal ten- 
der. But mark the fact that the Government continued to coin them, 
even after the foreign demand had ceased, until $20,000,000 more had 
been coined. 

When Congress took away their legal-tender quality it made no pro- 
vision for their ates, me The Government certainly has no just 
right to take away the legal quality of its obligations at will; if so, it 
can take away with equal justice the legal quality of the present stand- 
ard silver dollar. The Government has no more right to break its 
contracts than a private citizen or a corporation. Its agreements with 
its citizens should be as binding and sacred as its treaties with foreign 
nations. Andifthe Government of the United States refuses to redeem 
the trade-dollar it will be guilty of a great wrong and will be settinga 
bad spa ot for its citizens. She might with equal justice have said 
when her bonds were below par that she would not pay them in full be- 
cause they were in the hands of speculators. 

It can not be possible that the Government will repudiate one of its 
own coins by refusing to receive it in exchange for another of less in- 
trinsic value, but which on account of Congress taking away its life 
blood, is only worth its weight as bullion. I am informed by a letter 
received but a few days ago from the Director of the Mint, that the 
amount to be redeemed under the restrictions of this bill would not 
probably exceed $7,000,000, and as the Government would have the 
right to recoin a dollar of 420 grains into astandard dollar of 412} grains 
it would sustain no loss; but if the individual holder who took the 
trade-dollar at par is compelled to sell it as bullion he will lose at least 
20 per cent., not counting interest for the length of time he has been 
obliged to hold it. 

It has been claimed by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] and 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] that these coins are no longer 
in the hands of the original holders, but have passed into the hands of 
speculators. If this be true, let me ask who should be held responsi- 
ble? Who was it that made speculation possible? Why, the Congress 
of the United States, when it took away their legal-tender quality. 
And if it were true that they are in the hands of speculators, it would 
be no good and sufficient reason why they should not be redeemed. 

But we are not willing to admit that they are largely in the handsof 


speculators even at this late date. A little more than two years ago I 
made a very thorough investigation as to the number of trade-dollars 
and the manner in which they were held in my State, Pennsylvania. 
In order to do this I sent a circular letter to the banks, bankers, trust 
companies, as well as to private individuals, requesting them to give me 
the amount of their holdings and the manner in which they were re- 
ceived, whether at par or discount. The result of that investigation 
was, as heretofore stated by me to the House, as follows: 

Held by banks, bankers, and trust compani 


Held by private individuals and societies... 
Held at a discount,,..........ecsssrseesoees severseeee 


You will notice by this inventory that less than 5 per cent. of the 
whole amountreported were taken ata discount; the remainder, $2,437,- 
883, were taken at their face value, and out of this number $1,641,134 
were taken at par by private individuals, benevolent, beneficiary, and 
religious societies, 

The correctness of my investigation was corroborated by the reports 
of the Comptroller of the Currency and the Director of the Mint, made at 
the opening of the first session of this Con By these reports it is 
shown at that time there were $1,600,000 held by the banks, and about 
$5,000,000 still in the hands of the people, seven-tenths of which are 
held at their face value. The last report of the Comptroller, on October 
7, 1886, gives the amount of trade-dollars held by the banks as $1,889,- 
764, a small increase over the previous year. 

Last August there were reported to me over $300,000 of these coins 
held by private individuals in the city of Philadelphia, taken at their 
face-value in the ordinary transactions of business. They were not 
called for by me, but were reported voluntarily. I made no effort to 
make further investigation. I am fully convinced that in my State at 
least a large proportion of the trade-dollars are still in the hands of 
those who took them at par, mostof them tradespeople, who took them 
of poor and laboring people in exchange for merchandise. And those 
held by banks in my State were nearly all taken at their face value in 
the payment of notes or on deposits. 

Mr. Cheney of the Garfield National Bank of the city of New York 
made a similar investigation, and found that out of $1,000,000 reported 
to him only about 28 per cent. of the whole amount were taken at a 
discount. > 

No doubt some of them are in the hands of speculators; so are some 
of the standard dollars; they are bought and sold every day in the 
market, but that is no reason why the Government should refuse to 
take them. 

After having declared the trade-dollar a legal-tender Congress surely 
had no right to take away that quality without at the same time pass- 
ing a law for its redemption. 

No notice whatever was given to the holders that on a certain date 
Congress would pass a Jaw taking away their legal-tender qualifica- 
tions. 

No time for redemption was yiven in the act of 1876, but from and 
after its , on the very day it became a Jaw, they ceased to be a 
legal tender. The Governmentnot only refused to take them, but vir- 
tually notified everybody that they were no pongo compelled to take 
them in the payment of debts. This left in the hands of innocent 
holders many millions of dollars, which they were either forced to sell 
to speculators at a discount or hold until the preen; waiting hopefully 
for Congress to come to their relief. If this bill should become a law, 
I believe that very little profit would be realized by the speculators, 
for the reason that they have in most instances had to carry them a 
sufficient length of time to lose all in interest that they will gain by 
redemption. 

The act now under consideration, passed by the Senate and slightly 
amended by the Coinage Committee of the House, is, in my judgment, 
the very best that could be adopted. It provides: 

That for a period of six months from the passage of this act, United States 
trade-dollars, if not defaced, mutilated, or stamped, shall be received at the office 
of the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in exchange for 
a like amount, dollar for dollar, of standard silver dollars of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That the trade-dollars received sf the Treasurer or any assistant treas- 
urer of the United States shall not be paid out or in any other manner issued, 
but, at the expense of the United States, shall transmitted to the coinage 
mints, and shall be regarded and treated as silver bullion, and, at their bullion 
value, shall be deducted from the amount of bullion required to be purchased 
and coined by the act of February 23, 1878, and shall be recoined into standard 
silver dollars, according to the provisions of said act: Provided, That the 
eae dedu as provided in this section shall not exceed $500,000 


Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws authorizing the coinage and issuance 
of United States trade-dollars are hereby repealed, 


It will be observed that this bill is, to a certain extent, a compromise 
between the conflicting opinions of the free-coinage and the anti-free- 
coinage people in Congress. 

While it provides that trade-dollars redeemed shall be regarded as 
bullion and be deducted from the monthly purchase required to be made 
under the act of February 28, 1878, it also provides that the amount to 
be deducted shall not exceed $500,000 in any one month. This pro- 
vision is so drawn that the Treasurer can not exceed $500,000 monthly, 
but he may, if he thinks best, only deduct $100,000, or even $1,000. 
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So it would seem to me that the amount deducted from the monthly 
purchase could not seriously cripple the silver market. 

From the opinion of the Director of the Mint and others who seem 
to be informed on this subject, the amount is not likely to exceed $7,- 
000,000; this amount distributed over several months’ purchases would 
not be likely to affect the London bullion market in aha least appre- 
ciable degree. 

I am one of those who believe that the present coinage of silver is in 
excess of the demand, and therefore ought to be suspended; but in view 
of the fact that the trade-dollars were once a legal tender, made so by 
the act of Congress, and subsequently demonetized by it withoutmak- 
ing any provision for their redemption, leaving several millions of them 
in the hands of innocent, honest, trustworthy people, and who, unless 
some provision is made, and that very soon, will lose not less than 20 
per cent., not counting loss of interest, I feel it my duty to vote and 
work for the passage of this bill. And however much I am opposed 
to the increase of the present coinage of $2,000,000 a month, I would, 
if it became absolutely necessary for their redemption, be willing for 
the Secretary of the Treasury to increase the amount to $2,500,000 per 
month during the time necessary for their redemption. 

I have before said, and I am firmly grounded in that belief, that a 
great Government like ours can not afford to take the advantage of its 
people by refusing to take its own coin. I hold that the passage of any 

w by the Congress of the United States, which demonetizes any of its 
money without providing for its redemption, is nothing more nor less 
than repudiation, a disgrace to the American nation and unworthy a 
great Government like ours, pro to be founded on the broad and 
munificent aes pee of pas a rights and equal justice to all its citizens. 

This bill passed the Senate without a dissenting vote. - In that body 
there were many members in favor of free coinage. If they were will- 
ing to vote for this bill Ido not see why our friends in this House 
should not vote for it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 

[Mr. Bynum]. 
Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to occupy any more 
time than may be necessary to explain why I am compelled on this 
question to pa art with such excellent company as my friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] and my friend from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. It 
is well known that I joined them in the minority report in favor of 
free coinage. I have concurred with the majority of the committee in 
recommending the passage of this bill asit comes from the Senate with 
the amendment reported. Iam in favor of the passage of the bill in 
this form, because I believe thatif any material amendments are made 
in this House they will defeat all legislation on this question. 

Mr. LANHAM. Does not my friend know that the Senate passed 
as an amendment to the surplus resolution of last session a proposition 
in all respects similar to the amendment which I have offered ? 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes, I know that; and I know that the House re- 
fused to concur in that amendment. If that be taken as an expression 
= bit sense of the House, the question has been already settled by 

s 

Now, Mr. Speaker, by the act of February 12, 1873, the trade-dollar 
was made a legal tender in sums not exceeding $5. Under that act 
there were issued 15,631,000 of these dollars, of which there were ex- 
ported 12,580,000, leaving in circulation in this country 3,051,000. No 
one pretends or claims but that when the Government deprived these 
eoins of their legal-tender quality it was an act of repudiation. Noone 
denies that it is but an act of simple justice that the Government should 
redeem the coins issued under the act of February 12, 1873. 

In 1876 a resolution was passed depriving the trade-dollar of its 
legal-tender quality and providing that the holders of bullion should 
have the right to continue to have them coined for export. Now, the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] says they were not coined as 
money, but were simply bullion. I would like to ask the gentleman 
where there is conferred upon this Government in the Constitution any 
authority to make and issue coins which shall not be money. Clause 
6 of section 8, of Article I of the Constitution, empowers the Federal 
Government ‘‘to coin money.” 

Mr. DANIEL. The gentleman will allow metoremark I have never 
said that the Federal Government had the power referred to. 

Mr. BYNUM. Butthe gentleman insists that these dollars were not 
coined as money, but simply as bullion for export. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have not said that the Government had the legal 
power to do it. 

Mr. BYNUM. I affirm that the Congress of the United States has 
no right to coin anything but money; and when the Government au- 
thorized the coinage of these dollars, although under the law they were 
not declared to be legal tender, the people had the right to presume 
that when the Government coined a dollar and stamped it as such, it 
was coined in conformity with the Constitution, and when issued was 
issued as money. Hence, I believe it simply good faith on the part of 
the Government that this coinage, now outstanding to the extent of 
probably $7,000,000, should be redeemed and eliminated. 

The only difference between the minority and the majority of the 
committee on this question is as to whether these trade-d when 
recoined shall be counted as part of the monthly purchase of bullion 


under our present laws, or whether they shall be in addition to the 
same, 
Thatis really the only difference. I am willing that these trade-dol- 


lars, when redeemed shall be counted as part of the monthly purchase 
of bullion, because I fear that if they be not thus counted, we shall be 
unable to pass this bill. I do not wish to be understood as abandoning 
in the least the Fr: pec ples I oe = I advocated, upon this floor, 
last session, the 

I am still im fever of tees free schoo I am willing, however, for the 
time, to yield my convictions, and join with those who are extremely 
timid about increasing our coinage in the passage of this bill, even 
though the trade-dollar shall, when redeemed, be considered to the 
extent of $500,000 per month, a part of the monthly purchase of bul- 
lion, as required under the present law. It makes but little, if any, 
difference whether they are or are notso reckoned. The addition of the 
entire $7,000,000 of trade-dollars outstanding to our coinage would 
not materially increase our volume of money. I do not regard the 
amendment as in any wise important, and for fear that its adoption 
may im the chances of the passage of the bill shall vote it. 
I want to see the trade-dollar taken up. Nothing tends more to dis- 
credit our Government, in a small way, than to see a dollar, coined by 
the Government, containing 420 grains, selling for 71 cents, while 
creditors are forced to accept those containing 412} grains at par. 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. § er, as a member of the committee 
which reported this bill I desire to say a few words in reference to it. 

A great deal has been said in reference to two kinds of trade-dollars_ 
issued by this Government, one of which was issued prior to July 2, 1876, 
which had the characteristic of legal tender given to it, and the other 
issued since that time, which did not have that character. And upon 
that there is an attempt made to draw a great distinction between the 
two classes of money. 

Now, so far as I am able to judge, Mr. Speaker, I do not see why we 
should redeem one any more than the other; for, after all, the legal- 
tender quality is no more than the power given by the Government, 
through legislation, to make a circulating medium of that which other- 
wise would not be a circulating medium. 

But the trade-dollar issued prior to July 2, 1876, had a forcing power 
about it which the money since that time did not have. 

But those coins under the act of Congress were declared to be coins 
of the United States, and I can not understand how this Government 
can, as a matter of justice, after it has declared by its act that certain 
stamped pieces of money shall be coins of the United States, then re- 
fuse to receive them at the T. , or indeed do anything else than 
make them good in the hands of the people who have taken them. 

It is said this money has gone into the hands of speculators, and that 
they are gomg to make profit out of it. The character of the men who 
hold obligations of the Government can not in any degreeaffect the char- 
acter of those obligations when we have issued them, whether they are 
trade-dollars or any other kindof money. If they are in the the hands 
of speculators, we put itin the power of those speculators by the trick- 
ery of this Government to make money out of them. [ Applause. ] 
And I say it does not lie in our mouths to say that we shall so gerry- 
mander the laws as to permit the people of the country to be swin- 
dled out of their money. [Applause.] 

You allowed these tors to become possessed of these trade- 
dollars, and then, when they have become possessed of them, you turn 
round and debase the obligations which we have issued, and say we 
will not redeem them because they have been bought up by people to 
whom you gave the power to get them under acts of Congress. They 
could get them in no other way. 

There is another question, and that is whether these trade-dollars 
shall be counted asa portion of the bullion the Government is required 
to coin? My friend from Missouri (Mr. BLAND) gets mad, as he gen- 
erally does, with the bondholders, and speculators, and money-brokers, 
and turns to abusing them. [Laughter. ] 

I say the gentlemen who indulge in that kind of thing ought to be 
exceedingly grateful to the bondholders and money-brokers for being 
in this country, as it affords them an opportunity to indulge in this 
sort of buncombe, which goes out to the country and induces their con- 
stituents to believe they are ener op working in the interest of the 


people. [Laughter and ap 


What we want to do is cs orien is Ae and fair, and that is the only 
obligation which rests upon us. And whether the money is held by 
one class of individuals or another is not a matter of concern to us when 
we come to consider the question whether or not we shall do that which 
we ought to do if we are honest men. 

Now, if we pass this Senate bill—and we will if we desire to do that 
which is fair and square—it will then become the law, and this ques- 
tion of repudiation will be wiped out; whereas if we attempt to add to 
it a provision that this shall be accounted as a part of the coinage pro- 
vided for by the law, we may endanger the whole thing, and instead 
of doing what we ought to do we will spend our time in making the 


‘Treasury do Sommer Ril] which it ought not to do. 


[Here the hammer fell 


Mr. SCOTT. Inow 
sylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, as to the legislation it is not 
of the:slightest consequence where the trade-dollar is held, whether it 
Ti an GOE Oee OE gy ser inn eas PRCT 
tors, or brokers, or money shavers. It is of no consequence whatever 
where itis. 'Thatis not the question presented here. Ifone man held 
it all it would be of no consequence to us. It is a mere question 
whether this Government can afford to impose upon the people of the 
country with the stamp of the Government a dollar which is not a 
dollar. 


Mr. Speaker, the code of morality which would apply to an individual 
and not toa nation isa fraud and adelusion. The morality which gov- 
erns the individual or the community should govern also the nation; and 
in all that has been elicited in the course of this discussion there is a 
patent fact arising above all, that our Government did give to the people 
a spurious coin, and that the people of this country in their faith in the 
reece ent accepted it, and that that coin waschanged by subsequent 
legislation. 

‘ow for the individual who held the coin it is one thing, but for this 
Government in its faith, and the faith of the people in the Government, 
is quite another thing. 

I remember, Mr. Speaker, when the people of this country accepted 
the greenback because it had upon it the stamp of the Government of 
the United States. But still, when this Government was inthe throes 
of agony that money was issued; and never let the time come when 
this great people, through their representatives in Congress, shall, after 
giving to the country stamp of the t upon. paper, or 
upon silver, say that it does not equal what it professes to be. That 
trade-dollar should be redeemed to save the honor of this great coun- 
try, and preserve the confidence of the people in the faith and integrity 
of the Government. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell) 

Mr. SCOTT. Inow yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

oe RANDALL withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appen- 
dix. 

Mr. SCOTT. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Morrison]. 

Mr. MORRISON. Iam opposed to the passage of this bill, but not 
for the same reasons that it is opposed by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LANHAM], the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], and others 
who object to its being made law in its present form. They favor the 
redemption of the trade-dollar at par, or dollar for dollar with other 


d three minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 


silver dollars, but upon such terms as to recoinage that the silver coin- | . 


age now provided for shall be increased monthly to the extent of the 
trade-dollars to be redeemed and recoined. ‘The bill as reported from 
the committee by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] pro- 
vides for the redemption or payment of the trade-dollar without in- 
creasing the monthly or aggregate amount of silver coinage. 

Both would redeem or pay off the trade-dollar by exchanging it, or 
by receiving it as other silver dollars are received for taxes. I would 
do neither as to the larger part, much more than one-half of the trade- 
dollars coined. Whatever our obligations may be as to so much of the 
trade-dollar coin as was coined while it had the legal-tender quality 
and was lawful money, we are under no obligation, legal, equitable, or 
moral, to redeem at par or pay off that part which was coined after the 
legal-tender character had been taken away from it. 

The whole number of trade-dollars coined is 35,995,924, nearly $36,- 
000,000, beginning in 1873. Of this number an amount something 
more than 15,000,000 were coined in the years 1873, 1874, 1875, and 
1876, and were by law made legal tender. Something more than 20,- 
000,000.were afterward coined when the legal-tender quality was de- 
nied them by law. ‘These were issued as token-money at the request 
of the owners of silver bullion for their sole interest and profit free of 
charge for coinage. They were issued for their accommodation for use 
in China. They were not intended for use here. The Government 
denied to them the legal-tender quality, and made no promise in regard 
to their redemption or otherwise. 

In the argument it is said that most of these dollars were exported 
and are yet abroad. However that may be, this bill will bring them 
all back again, and instead of redeeming from five to seven millions, 
as we are told in argument here, we will be compelled to redeem from 
twenty to thirty millions, most of which, as I have already said, we 
are under no obligations to pay, and therefore have no right to pay. 
These dollars, or the 20,000,000 coined since 1876, so far as they are 
now held by our people, were taken by them, some at one and some 
at another price or value. Those held abroad have none but bullion 
value abroad; they will be brought here by foreign owners or imported by 
speculators and spoilsmen, who will take to themselves millions of 
speculative profit which this bill will take from the people’s Treasury. 

Weare told that only five, six, or at most seven millions of these 
dollars will be redeemed under this law. Should the fact turn out to 
be, as I believe it may, that three or four times this amount will neéd 
to be redeemed, the amount-wron y taken from our people will be 
at least equal to the whole number of dollars which the friends of this 
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bill say will be presented for redemption or payment. The Govern- 
pgs daar a eh reba gc MRE RE legal tender and pay for 
the remainder at the hi bullion price of the year when they were 
coined, which is much ethe present price. In that way we might 
rid ourselves of this vexed question and do full justice to the holders 
without inflicting upon those we here act for the grievous wrong which 
this bill will do them. 

In what I have now said I but repeat the substance of some remarks 
on this subject which I submitted when di ing the T. sur- 
TE AE P g Se AOE An or pa statement. of the 

i of the Mint, showing the facts as to the issue of this coin or 
trade-dollar. 


Number of trade-dollars coined, imported, and exported prior to the joint 
resolution of July 22, 1876, and since. 


me ; 
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MECAPITULATION. 
22, 1876... srersserseseseronesseses: 
y 22, 1876... 


ior to Jul 


Coinage 
Exported prior to J 


Balance not rted..... 
Coinage since July 22, 1876 ...... 
Imported since July 22, 1876 ....... 


ae eeeena re eeeseeeeseesenes 


Exported since July 22, 1876 .,....000+se 


Balance not exported sssssssssesssrcssreeees 5, 985, 732 

Total not exported......sssrssssrsesssrsissssses se pre 732 
Minimum remelted at United States mints... 500, 000 uae 
Probably taken out by Chinese 

Estimated amount in the COUNtrY......ccccserresseccsererenccesressseseesce 7, 036, 732 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SowDEN] made an inquiry of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DAN- 
IEL] in which he asked if the people did not give value received for 
these trade-dollars, and the gentleman from Virginia replied that the 
Government did not receive anything for them atall; that they simply 
coined them. ‘The gentleman from Virginia was correct in his answer. 
But under the Constitution of our country, Congress may authorize the 
Government to coin and stamp the value of the coins issued by the 
Government mints. Every trade-dollar that is now in circulation is 
stamped asa dollar, and has the impress of the mints of the country 
upon it asa dollar. If this bill becomes a law it does not take one cent 


out of your Treasury, but, on the contrary, it puts money into your 
‘Treasury 


When you come to talk about the equity of the redemption of these 
dollars because perhaps a few thousands of them or a few millions of 
them have gotten into the hands of speculators, you might with as much 
propriety go back to the period of our civil war, when the Government 
was selling bonds to speculators, and realizing from sixty to eighty cents 
of their face value on the dollar for them, and now take the position 
that those men who bought those bonds at sixty or eighty cents on the 
dollar ought not to be paid anything more than what the Government 
realized for them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Did not the Government in those bonds promise 
to redeem them, and to redeem them in coin; and did it not promise to 
pay the interest in coin? 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, sir, the Government bond bore on its face the as- 
surance that the Government would pay it; and if no legal obligation 
rested upon us in this matter as a people, is there not an unwritten law 
and a moral obligation which requires that when the trade-dollar was 
stamped and issued as a dollar the faith of the Government was behind 
it; that it should be received by the Government asa dollar, or at least 
that it should be put on an equality with a coin which subsequently, 
under the act of 1878, was authorized and contained 7} grains less sil- 
ver, and was stamped and made a legal tender of the value of one dol- 
lar? 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. Did the Government ever out any of these 
trade-dollars after the legal-tender quality was away? 

Mr. SCOTT. Unquestionably the Government received them through 
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its internal-revenue department while they were a legal tender, and 
paid them out. 

Mr. BURROWS. After that date? 

Mr. SCOTT. What date? 

Mr. BURROWS. After the repeal of the legal-tender clause? 

Mr. SCOTT. I can not say as to that. 

Mr. HALL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL. Do you hold if in any great contingency,it became the 
poig of this Goyernment to demonetize gold the Government would 

under any obligation to pay the holders the depreciation which 
would follow? 

Mr. SCOTT. I cannot be taken off the lineof my remarks by such 
sar as I have only a few minutes. 

The simple question here in dispute is, what disposition shall be 
made of these dollars after they are redeemed if this bill becomes a 
law. If it is the pleasure of this House to adopt the amendments 
which have been offered to it, I shall make no factious opposition. But, 
sir, the great cry is that the people want more money. There are lying 
idle in your Treasury vaults to-day, or there were ying idlé there on 
the 20th day of January last, $76,000,000 of standard dollars over and 
above your outstanding silver certificates. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas again puts a legal-tender value on these dollars 
and permits them to go into circulation. It is true that after they | u 
have oncecomeinto the Treasury the law compels their recoinage. But 
it is not good policy in my judgment for us, when we can require the 
holders of these dollars at their own to surrender them at the 
treasuries of the United States and there take standard silver dollars 
for them, to accept any amendment here that can put them into eir- 
culation in conflict with our standard dollars. 

Another proposition involved in the gentleman’s amendment is that 
they may be used for subsidiary p We have to-day seventy-five 
millions of subsidiary coin and if the law is as I read it, it is twenty- 
five millions in excess of the amount authorized. There are to-day 
twenty-two millions of subsidiary coin lying idle in your Treasury 
vaults. There were last year thirty-two millions. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. How much gold isthere? And how much 
debt could be paid to-morrow? 

Mr. SCOTT. Now under this act, if it becomes a law, there will im- 
mediately be put into circulation standard dollars to the amount of the 
trade-dollars redeemed, and if the people want these standard dollars, 
if that is what they are crying for, there are $7,500,000 more put into 
cireulation. If the trade-dollars redeemed are applied to the bullion 
fund, as this bill provides, it is saving taxation to the people of this 
country the equivalent of $7,500,000; which amount would otherwise 
be lying idle in your 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The silver coins would buy the bullion. 
It does not require taxation to purchase the bullion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The time for general 
debate on this bill is exhausted. The first question is on the amend- 
- ment reported from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. Is the previous question operating on the substitute 
and the bill both? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the whole subject; and under 
sng operation of the previous question the question is "frst on the 

ent reported from the committee. 

ate BLAND. How many amendments have been offered this morn- 
ing ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first amendment offered is that of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], reported from the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. The next amendment is 
that of the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. WARNER], which is offered as an 
amendment to the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Texas. 
If the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] is 
adopted, then the question will be on agreeing to the substitute as 
amended. If the substitute is amended, the question will be on adopt- 
ing that instead of the bill. Otherwise the question will be upon or- 
dering the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask to have the amendments read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report first the first 
amendment reported from the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in line 3, of section 1, the words “ until July 1, 1887,” and insert in 
lieu thereof, “ “for a period of six months from the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Texas Ae LANHAM], and then 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. WARNER | A 
ica Clerk read the amendment submitted by Mr. LANHAM, as fol- 

WS: 


months 
ue barant ot att anes 
to the United States, and shall not be again paid out orin any other manner 


annual 


value, 
of the United States, at the option 


or deposited with, the 


holder, 
Src, 3. That the trade-dollars received by, 
Ag arap areanya ge 
the expense of 


Treasurer, oi assistant treasurer or nati 
shall soe te out orin a ee yee but, at 

United shall be transmitted to the coinage mints and EAA td 
ee eee subsidiary coin, at the discretion of the Secretary of the 


The Clerk Tead the amendment offered by Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, as 
follows: 
Ada after the pa eens, amendment the following: 

“ Provided, That of trade-doliars cn Se under this act. shall 
not be counted as we of the silver bullion required to be purehased and coined 
into standard dollars as required by the act of February 28, 1878.” 

Mr. LANHAM. That is the intention of my substitute any way, 
Mr. Speak, but I ppe aa the amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. I think that would be the effect of the gentleman’s 
substitute, but I Se to make it certain. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Winwxa} having been the amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas te te LANHAM] wegen rea ponni 5 


ing with that amendment added to it. The question, therefore, is 

upon agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas pro- 
posed as a substitute for the bill. 

The question was taken; ova pw gai ih i noes 99. 

So the amendment was 

laprana Aasin crated, er think EES EA 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. SAKE T eao tn NOORI o MIEIS 
mittee from which it came, with instructions to report the substitute 
which I send to the desk. 

The substitute proposed by Mr. DANTEL was read, as follows: 


year from the der at their nominal wien 
not exceeding $5 in any ag t vable in an des amount 
for all taxes, imposts, or other ee ee arma y ahang such 
trade-dollarsas before m received at tho Treasury of the | nited 


SEC. 2. 
ae Pasig aforesaid on presen the 
y assistant treasurer of the United States, if said coins be not defaced 
mutilated, or stamped, may receive n exchange therefor à like amount oed; 
value, dollar for do , in standard silver dollars, or in subsidiary coins of the 

United States, at the option of the holder. 

Sec. 3. That all such trade-dollars received by, paid to, or de; ted with the 
Treasurer or any assistant treasurer or national depository of United States 
shall not be or in any other manner issued, but at the expense of the United 
States shall be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined into standard sil- 
ver dollars or subsidiary coin, at the discretion of the Treasurer of the United 
States. 

Bove” 4. This Soto provision of eae to any trade-dollars 

issued prior to January 1, 1877. 


lars of 412} grains: 
g 2 per cent, of theirvalue as silver b 
of trade-dollars so made shall Sob he AGA as any part Leeann gt the 
of silver made under existing laws. 
Mr. SCOTT. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DANIEL to recommit 
with aaennbtns, and it was declared rejected. 

Mr. DANIEL called for a division, but withdrew the call before the 
count was completed. 

The bill as amended was then read the third time, and passed—ayes 
174, noes 36. 

Mr. SCOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BELMONT. I move that the House resolveitself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. On that I raise the question of consid- 

eration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. JAMES, I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures may be permitted to bring up two meas- 
ures which will not occupy, I think, five minutes each to pass. The 
first relates to the minor coinage, the second to the subsidiary coinage. 
Their passage is asked for by the Director of the Mint and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. Theysimply change the Revised Statutes in sev- 
eral small particulars. They can be explained in a few moments, and 
the committee is a unit in regard to them. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from 


New York [Mr. Ina] asks unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures may be permitted to call up the 
two bills he has indicated for present consideràtion. Is there objec- 


tion? 
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Mr. BELMONT. I find it incumbent on me to insist on my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ihave a privileged motion. I send to the desk a prop- 
osition to change the rules, which I ask may lie over one day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order at this time, as the 
Chair understands, to make a motion to change the rules. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam not making a motion, but simply—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule provides that propositions for 
this purpose may be introduced on Monday when the States are called, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules. The Chair does not under- 
stand that the rules allow a proposition of this kind to be introduced 
at this time. 

Mr. WILLIS. The Chair will find that it is in-order to give notice 
of a change of the rules—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can ask unanimous 
consent for the p 

Mr. WILLIS. I am not asking any unanimous consent, but as a 
maker of privilege I propose to introduce a notice of a change of the 


es, 
“The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
there is any rule of the House providing for such a privilege. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I withdraw the proposition until the regular 
Speaker is in the chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BELMONT] moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. - I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.. 


Many MEMBERS. order ! 
' Mr. MOND. Idesire to inquire what has become of the morn- 
ing hour. [Cries of “‘ Regular order!?’] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will enforce the regular 


order, 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now to move 
to dispense with the morning hour? Ifso, I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York moves 
that the morning hour for reports of committees be dispensed with. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have reports from committees, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I wish to inquire whether the regular 
order is not the call of committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is; but the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELMONT] moves to dispense with that order. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 102, noes 87. 

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion of Mr. BEL- 
MONT, to dispense with the morning hour for the reception of reports 
from committees, was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The business first in order is the call 
of committees for reports. 


CONSTITUTIONAL CENTENNIAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back as a substitute for House bill No. 10753, a bill (H. R. 11122) to 
provide for the appointment of commissioners to represent the Federal 
Government in the Constitutional Centennial Commission, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iask that the original bill for which this is 
reported as a substitute be laid on the table. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], the original bill will be referred with 
me substitute to the Committee of the Whole Houseon the state of the 

nion. 

BRIDGE AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10979) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at Sioux City, Iowa; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, HARBOR OF KEWAUNEE, WIS. 


Mr. HUDD, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. 10996) providing for the establishment of a life-say- 
ing station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis. ; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION LAID ON THE TABLE. 


Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 6521) for the purchase of prop- 
erty as a site for a building or buildings for the accommodation of the 
custom-house, appraisers’ stores, subtreasury, assay-oflice, and other 
Government offices, in the city of New York; the bill (H. R. 7348) to 
authorize the purchase of appraisers’ stores in the city of New York; 
and joint resolution (H. Res. 240) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
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ury to ascertain the cost of a site for a custom-house in New York city, 
N. Y.; which were severally laid on the table. 


APPRAISERS’ WAREHOUSE, NEW YORK CITY. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported as a substitute for the foregoing a bill (H. R. 11123) for 
the erection of an appraiser’s warehouse at the city of New York, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HAMILTON, OHIO. ` 


Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 1812) for the erection of a publie build- 
ing at Hamilton, Ohio; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
reported as a substitute for the foregoing a bill (H. R. 11124) for the 
erection of a public building at Hamilton, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state sd the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. ` 

RESTORING PENSIONS IN CERTAIN CASES. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2482) to restore pensions in certain cases; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FIREMEN’S INSURANCE COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11063) extending the charter of the 
president and directors of the Firemen’s Insurance Company of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and with the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF PHYSICIANS TO THE POOR IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Mr. COMPTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10514) regulating the compensa- 
tion of physicians to the poor in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES MAP, EDITION OF 1836. . 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported bac 
favorably a joint resolution (H. Res. 243) to print additional copies of 
the United States map of the edition of 1886, prepared by the Commit- 
tee onthe Public Lands; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, reported back _ 
favorably a joint resolution (S. R. 88) to authorize the printing of 2,500 
extra copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state ot the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SHIPS’ PAPERS. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 
10120) to amend section 4322 of the Revised Statutes, requiring copies 
of temporary documents of vessels to be filed at their home ports; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


VESSEL FISHERIES OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. DINGLEY, from the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, also reported back favorably the bill 
(S. 2287) for securing statistics of the extent and value of the vessel 
fisheries of the United States; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF SHIP FEES. 


Mr. DINGLEY, from the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, also reported back favorably the bill 
(H. R. 10703) to amend an act to abolish certain fees for official serv- 
ices to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping 
commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM AGAINST COLOMBIA. 


Mr. HAYDEN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, &c., That the Sannt A of State be nested to inform the House of 
P ieena dr ees if not incom; ble with the public interests, what action, if 
any, has been taken by the Department of State to protect the interests of Amer- 
ican citizens whose property was destroyed by fire caused by insurgents at As- 
pinwall, United States of Colombia, in ioe , 1885, and totransmit to the Houso 
all correspondence with the Colombian Government relating thereto. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BELMONT. I now renew my motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. What about the consideration hour? 

Mr. BELMONT. I will ask if my motion is not in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, in answer to the 
gentleman from Iowa, that the regular order would be the considera- 
tion of business in the hour; but it is in order to move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider general appro- 
priation or revenue bills. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It will not take over ten minutes to dis- 
pose of the bill which was under consideration in the last hour, the 
opposition haying been withdrawn; and I hope the gentleman from 
New York will not insist on his motion now. 

Mr. BELMONT. Iam compelled to insist upon it. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 82, noes 


Mr. REED. No quorum. 

Mr. PAYSON. There ought to be a quorum on this vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that 
no quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, and Mr. BELMONT were appointed tellers. 

‘The House again divided; and the tellers reported 104, nces 60. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 


Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York yields 
to me for a moment to enter a privileged motion. 

I desire to move now to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R, 
9930) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims and Supreme 
Court of the United States to finally determine the case of Charles E. 
Creecy, assignee in Congressional case No. 71, reported to the House of 
Representatives by said Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, was rejected. 

; The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion will be considered as pend- 
ng. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
and ten minvtes of the time remain for general debate. 

Mr. BELMONT. I reserve that time, and ask for the reading of the 
bill by sections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE A.—SALARIES OF MINISTERS, 
Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to France, Germany, 
China, Great Britain, and Russia, at $17,500 each, $87,500, 

Mr. BURNES. I rise to make a point of order against a portion of 
that paragraph of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELMONT. Has not that section been passed over? 

TheCHAIRMAN, Ithad been read, and the Clerk had begun to read 
the next paragraph; but there wasa great deal of confusion in the Hall, 
and the Chair hardly thinks the gentleman from Missouri should be 
thereby prevented from interposing the point of order, 

Mr. BELMONT. I will not insist upon the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. BURNES. Iam not aware of any law authorizing this increase 
in the salary of the minister to China. I believe it is in conflict with 
the third section of the twenty-first rule, which I cite in support of the 
point of order; and I also refer the Chair, so far as this item is concerned, 
to the Supplement to the Revised Statutes, page 400, where it will be 
found in a permanent law, that the salary of the minister to China is pro- 
vided for and made $12,000 per annum. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the result of the 
discussion on the point of order, I suppose it would be useless for me 
to ask the gentleman to withdraw the point he makes, although the 
House is already informed that the interests of the United States are 
eoncerned in the recommendation which the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs has made to increase the salary of the minister to China. 

There are obvious reasons of public policy, as well as of international 
courtesy, why this change should be made. The United States in its 
diplomatic relations with Eastern nations stands in a different relation 
from any other great power. We have no military or colonial policy 
to pursue within their borders. All the other great powers have. This 
gives to our representatives in those countries an influence which is 
yearly increasing, which is nowhere so plainly apparent as in China, 
and which it is greatly to the interest of the United States to encourage 
and develop. 

The United States holds a power in the East which should be effi- 
ciently represented. ‘To-day we have, perhaps, the best minister we have 
ever sent to China. We ask for him, and for the sake of the interests 
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of this country in China, that this mission shall receive a salary at least 
equal to that of our minister to Russia or to Germany, where our in- 
terests are not more important. 

But, sir, as to the point of order. I would refer the Chair to the 
original Rule 63, and the history of the various steps by which that 
rule has been extended, as well as to the debate which occurred with 
reference to it, where the Speaker of the House declared on the 17th 
of January, 1876, that the extension of the rule was for the purpose of 
increasing salaries. 

The original rule, No. 63, read as follows: 


63. No appropriation shall be reported in such general appropriation bills, or 
be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not ow au- 
thorized by law. (House Journal, Twenty-sixth Congress, page ) 


On the 13th of March, 1838 (Congressional Globe, volume 6, page 
235), this rule was amended by adding the following words: 


Unless in continuation of Sppropristions for such public works or objects as 
are al y in progress, and for contingencies for carrying on the several 
Departments of the Government, 


On the 17th January, 1876, in a debate on the construction of this 
rule, the Speaker directed the construction which had been placed upon 
it to be read by the Clerk, as follows (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
volume 13, page 445): 

It has been decided that under the rule it is notin order to pro an amend- 
ment to a general a) riation bill which changes an existing law. Butit waa 
also decided that the latter branch of the rule not only permitted amendments 
increasing salaries, but was framed for that very purpose, 

The history of the present rule, which if interpreted as the gentle- 
man claims, it seems to me, would surrender to the Senate the regula- 
tion of all salaries in an appropriation bill, is well known to this 
House, As for myself, I Sate for the change in the rule by which the 
distribution of appropriations was made to several committees, _I so 
voted not because as a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
$ Saed for that committee the disagreeable duty of preparing this 

ill. : 

There is no bill which comes before the House so unpopular as this. 
There is no bill which gives so pleasurable an opportunity to the dem- 
agogue, and there is no bill which can be so easily misrepresented. Ide- 
sire to say on my own behalf and on behalf of the committee which 
has undertaken this work that we did so believing it to be our duty so 
to do. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise toa question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEELE. Is the gentleman from New York discussing the point 
of order or the merits of the bill ? ; 

Mr. BELMONT. What I am saying ison the point of order, because 
I think it is important to the House to establish what is the duty of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs under the rule. The intention of the 
change in the rule by which this committee was charged with this par- 
ticnlar duty was that it might report a bill that would be of some prac- 
tical use to and effect upon the special service to which we are appro- 
priating these amounts. 

That we have a duty put upon us to report the estimates of the De- 
partment of State I can have no question, provided we do so under the 
rule. If the rule means that there shall be no regulation of amounts 
of salaries, it simply means that your committee should come in here 
with a resolution to reappropriate according to last year’s appropriation 
bill. The Chair will find difficulty, it seems to me, in establishing 
what is existing law in regard to the diplomatic and consular service, 
because that service stands upon a different footing from any other 
under the Government. Before 1846 the appropriations were made in 
lump sums. It was only in 1856 that a regular reorganization was 
established by law. Then again, if, as was contended the other day, 
the rule adopted in the appropriation bill of 1879 is the rule to-day— 
if that be the law which binds us all the changes which have been 
made since then on appropriation bills are certainly not in accordance 
with the law. 

The Committee of Foreign Affairs has simply followed the course 
hitherto taken by the Committee on Appropriations, only it has gone 
further in the same direction. It can hardly be expected that the 
gentleman from Missouri, who has served and isserving upon the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, should be satisfied with this bill. I doubt 
if it would be possible for a committee which under the new rule is 
charged with thé preparation of a bill and which in the performance 
of its duty has incorporated certain changes not of law, but changes 
in the regulation of amounts of salaries—I do not think that.a com- 
mittee pursuing this course could by any possible means satisfy cer- 
tain gentlemen on the Committee on Appropriations, from which this 
bill has been taken. 

But as the gentleman from Missouri has referred the Chair to certain 
authorities for its decision I would also refer the Chair to the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court in the case of Mitchell against the United 
States—an appeal from the Court of Claims, 109 U. S. Reports, page 
146, decided November 5, 1883. That decision, it seems to me, estab- 
lishes the fact that appropriations are made for the current year only. 
There is only one case brought before the Court of Claims and decided 
according to another theory which has not been reversed by the Supremo 
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Court, and that is the case of ex-Minister Langston, which was not ap- 
pealed, or it would probably have suffered the same fate. 

In every case of a claim of a diplomatic or consular officer because of 
the fact that Congress had not appropriated to the full amount of the 
appropriation of a previous year—in every such case after the decision 
of the Court of Claims had been in accordance with the theory of the 
gentleman from Missouri it has been reversed in the Supreme Court. 
Every one of these decisions which prove that an appropriation is the 
Jaw so far as a is concerned during the continuance of the fiscal 
year for which the appropriation is made is a re-enforcement of the pres- 
ent position of the Committee on Foreign Affairs; and therefore a regu- 
lation by which the salary of the minister to China is put upon the same 
footing as the salaries of the ministers to London, Paris, Berlin, and St. 
Petersburg is in order. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, withholds his remarks for revision. 
[See Appendix. ] : 

Mr. BURNES. I beg to be indulged a moment while I assure my 
esteemed friend from New York [Mr. BELMONT] that I think there is 
no member of the Appropriations Committee who desires to interfere 
either with his bill or with his admirable management of his bill; but 
being in opposition to increase of salaries and increase of expenditures, 
and at the suggestion of other gentlemen who felt that some one must 
make these points of order, I have simply attempted to discharge the 
duty imposed on me. This, sir, is purely a question of law, and to that 
question I shall for a few moments, and a few moments only, strictly 
confine myself. I beg to read the third section of the rule alluded to: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuation of appropriation for such E sexe works and ob- 

as are already in progress; nor shall any provision ging existing law 
in order in any general appropriation bill or in any thereto, 

The existing law I find in the act of January 27, 1879, which fixes 
the salary of the ministers to China, Japan, Mexico, Brazil, Austria, 
and Spain àt $12,000 each. At the conclusion of that act I find the 
following: . 
the salari rovided in this act for the offices within named, respect- 


That the es p 
ively, shall be in here the annual salaries thereof from and after the Ist day 


£ July, 1879; ws and ws in conflict with 
SEIAT TREANA D TRAR parts of la conflict with the provisions of 

This would seem to make a law establishing these salaries at $12,000. 
I will not detain yon, sir, eminent in parliamentary law as I know you 
to be; by referring to the history of the one hundred and twentieth 
rule, which is now the third ph of our twenty-first rule. That 
history would carry us back to 1820 and to 1838, when the rule was 
amended. But there is a peculiar provision in connection with it to 
which I wish tocall attention. The one hundred and twentieth rule 
is as follows: 

No appropriation shall be reported in such general appropriation bill or bein 
order as an amendment thereto for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress, and for the contingencies for carrying on the 
several Departments of the Government. 

That was the rule from 1838 to 1876, express authority being given 
to provide for the exigencies of the public service in the several de- 
partments of the Government. Prior to 1876 it had been held that 
salaries could be increased under the one hundred and twentieth rule, 
and very properly so held; but in the Forty-fourth Congress the rule 
was . It was changed, however, only in the concluding sub- 
division of the paragraph, not in the first portion of it. It was changed 
by striking out this provision expressly authorizing such legislation for 
i exigencies of the departments, and inserting in lieu of it the fol- 

owing: 

ae all any provision in any such bill, or amendment thereto, changing 
existing law, be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter 
of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. = 

That amendment, made in the Forty-fourth Congress, was followed 
by the rule which I read in the beginning of my remarks, but neither 
of them affected the first part of the paragraph. That has remained 
the same from 1820 down to the present moment; it is only the con- 
cluding portion that has been from time to time changed, and at no 
time has there been any pretense that under the first part of the para- 
graph a salary could be raised. Under Rule CXX salaries were rai 

mt it =o done under the provision contained in the latter part of the 
paragraph. 

Mr. BELMONT, Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BURNES. I would rather not at this moment; but if the gen- 
tleman desires, I will yield. 

Mr. BELMONT. I understand the gentleman to mean that the test 
of the regularity, under the rule, of a provision in such a bill as this 
is whether or not it is in accordance with existing law, and I under- 
cape = the law upon which he would found an objection is the law 

Mr. BURNES. Undoubtedly; I rely upon the law of 1879 as the 
existing statute. 

Mr. BELMONT. I shall not interrupt the gentleman further now, 
but I shall take occasion to express my dissent from that view, on ac- 
count of the practice of the House since 1879, and also on account of 
the purpose of that law, which was to shut off claims which might be 


made, and which were made, for salaries which had not been provided 
for in appropriation bills. ‘‘In full’? payment meant that the officer 
who received a salary under the law of 1879 should not be entitled to 
come into court with any farther claim for an increase of salary. 

But since that provision, quoted by the gentleman from Missouri, in 
the law of 1879, was passed, the rank and title of ten ministers, con- 
suls-general, and consuls have been changed in appropriation bills, 
The salaries of eighteen diplomatic and consular officers have been in- 
creased a total of $33,000; one new secretary of legation has been created, 
at a cost of $1,800; twenty-four new consulates have been created, at a 
cost of $40,500. é 

On the other hand, salaries of only four diploniatic and consular 
officers have been reduced, a total of $4,000; and four consuls, provided 
by the act of 1879, Have been abolished, at a total saving of $8,000. 

The fact that the House has made so many changes since 1879—I 
have a detailed list of them here but it would take me too long at this 
time to enumerate them all—clearly shows, I think, that an increase 
of salary at this time is not different from what it was a year or two 

If my friend relies simply upon the law of 1879, it seems to me 
he will not find asmuch fault with the committee as his remarks would 
have led me to believe. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I have indulged my friend from New 
York [Mr. BELMONT] with great pleasure; but I beg to answer his 
suggestions by a single observation. I am aware of no principle in law 
which justifies the conclusion that a statute is repealed by its violation. 
In the Forty-fourth Congress, the amendment then proposed being un- 
der consideration, many of the most eminent members of the House 
expressed themselves freely, fully, and clearly upon the proposition. I 
cite to you, sir, the thirteenth volume, page 455, of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. You will find there that Mr. Garfield, Mr. RanpDALL—I 
speak historically of gentlemen who are now members of the House— 
Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Hoar (the present Senator from Massachusetts), and 
other gentlemen of equal distinction, considered this proposition which 
had met the approbation of the eminent gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox], who reported the amendment to the House. 

Not a single one of those gentlemen failed to commit himself to the 
proposition that under the first portion of the paragraph under consid- 
eration there never had been and never could be a salary raised, but 
that under the concluding portion salaries had been and could be raised. 
Mr. Hoar, making it clearer perhaps than any of the rest, used the 
following decisive language, which was not disputed by any one: 


Now if we strike out that sentence— 


Meaning the concluding portion of Rule CXX as it existed with the 
amendment of 1838— 


it is not in the power of the House to make any appropriation either origi- 
nally reported or as an amendment to the contingencies for carrying on the sev- 
eral Departments of the Government, unless it is for an expenditure previously 
authorized by law. 


Mr. Chairman, these eminent authorities are before you for your 
consideration. Therule has been read. The law, fixed and permanent, 
is before you. Ifa salary can be raised now on an appropriation bill 
there is no law to prohibit us from appropriating as we please, in vio- 
lation of any statute and in violation of any rule of the House, Isub- 
mit these remarks deferentially, and regret exceedingly that it has been 
made a part of my duty to occupy the unpleasant position, which I 
have not occupied before, of objecting to the legislations of a commit- 
tee of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. This question has been so frequently before the 
House, and the ruling on the question has been so well settled that 
the Chair does not think it necessary to occupy time in stating the 
reasons for his decision. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. COWLES. I send to the desk an amendment which I desire to 
offer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In view of the decision just made by the Chair, 
the bill should be amended by striking out ‘‘China,’’ in the twelfth 
line, and inserting it in the sixteenth line. 

Mr. BELMONT. I was about to offer that amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment sent to the 
desk by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. COWLES]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “assembled,” in the second line, and before the word 
“that,” in line 3, these words: 

That the fees as under existing law allowed, tax collected, and paid, to all and 
each of the officers hereinafter named, shall be hereafter collected by each of 
said officers and by him reported to the Secretary of the Treasury, and paid into 
the Treasury of the United States; and—— 

' Mr. HOLMAN rose, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana raise a point 
of order on this? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will come in more properly at any rate in a sub- 
sequent portion of the bill. The first paragraph has been 3 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless some point of order be made, the Chair 
will submit the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that it is new legisla- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, has the first paragraph 
of the bill been passed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I understood an amendment was pend- 
ing to that paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to going back. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Why, lam playing yourhand. I want 
to do some retrenchment. [Laughter.] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT], 
who desired to offer an amendment on behalf of the committee, is rec- 


Mr. BELMONT. Imoveto amend by striking out ‘‘China,’’ inline 
12, and inserting it in line 16. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first part of the gentleman’s motion is un- 
necessary, as the word ‘‘China’’ has been struck out in line 12, under 
we mimg of the Chair. The gentleman moves to insert that word in 

ine 16. 

Mr. BELMONT. It will be necessary to offer another amendment, 
because the footing of the paragraph should be reduced. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I do not want to lose my right to offer 
an amendment to the first paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tieman from New York. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 16, insert the word ‘‘ China.’ 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to move an amendment; in line 
12 to strike out *'$17,500’’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘'$12,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection the Chair will enter- 
tain the amendment. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That part of the bill has been passed, and the 
amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The question then recurred on Mr. BELMONT’s amendment, and it 
was agreed to. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Does the Chair rule my amendment 
out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so ruled. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move that the total amount be corrected to 
agree with the amendments which have been adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be done. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

nvoys extraordinary and ministers pleni i 
lic chil makes and Berg: at $10,000 phe ror mente aiaee ap 

Mr. BELMONT rose. 

Mr. BURNES. The point of order is reserved on this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURNES. My point of order is that the appropriation here in- 
creases the salary of the minister to the Argentine Republic from $7,500 
a year to $10,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And I raise an additional point of order. 

Mr. BURNES. It also raises the salary of the minister to Turkey. 
The salary of that minister is provided for on page 38 of the supple- 
my: to the Revised Statutes at $7,500. It is here provided for at 

0,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BELMONT. It will be necessary to go back to line 17 and 
change the total. 

Mr. RANDALL. The clerks will attend to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has been already done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The clerks always make the necessary changes 
saae necessary by the adoption of amendments or the ruling out 
of items. 

Mr. BELMONT. Thatis all that is necessary then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next paragraph. - 

Mr. BELMONT. I did not understand the amendment of the gen- 
tleman in regard to Turkey. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The salary of the minister to Turkey was $7,500, 
ue last year for the first time in our history the salary was increased 
to $10,000. 

Mr. BELMONT. My friend is mistaken; the increase was not made 
last year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was made in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. BURNES. At the second session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. At the Jast session of the Forty-eighth Congress for 
the first time this salary was increased to $10,000. It was a mere mat- 
ter of appropriation, and not of law, fixing the salary at that amount. 
5 a BELMONT. It was not increased by the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations appropriated 
$7,500; but they were overruled, and the salary fixed at $10,000. 

Mr. BURNES. The motion was made to increase the salary from 
$7,500 to $10,000, but no gentleman in the House raised the point of 


order against it, as it was understood at the time the cyan orem - 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] was to be appointed to position. 


Mr. BELMONT. It is simply a repetition in this bill of the sum ap- 
propriated last year. Of course, as the Chair has ruled in favor of the 
point of order, the committee will not desire to contest the ruling. I 
only wish to say that it is a repetition of former appropriations, and is 
not a new provision in this bill. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to submit this proposition, that whiie 
the act of 1879 fixed these salaries, yet it is competent for this com- 
mittee at this time to provide the sum it deems to be necessary for these 
ministers; in other words, that it is just as competent for this commit- 
tee to move an amendment as it was competent for that committee to 
move an amendment to the existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no change in the law. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The point I present is this: By the appropriation 
bill in the Forty-eighth Congress, second session, this salary was raised 
to $10,000. That was a change as to that salary. In 1879 there was 
also a change of the law in reference to these salaries. It has been re- 
garded as the practice of the House to change these items from year to 
year on appropriation bills. Is it not as competent for us to do it at 
this time as it was to make the changes to which I have referred ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question is so well understood I will not de- 
tain the Chair longer. But the gentleman is mistaken in reference to 
his understanding. The practice has always been that where a change 
has been made in the salary on an appropriation bill it is only regarded 
as the law for that year, but not as fixing the salary for the time to 
come. The act of 1879 fixed this salary at $7,500, and the appropria- 
tion here of $10,000 is an increase. The factthat last year $10,000 was 
appropriated does not change the law, which still fixes the salary at 


500. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana if the appropriation of $10,000 did not change the law so as to make 
the salary $10,000, how could the minister draw that pay? Again, 
did not the Comptroller decide that the minister was entitled to draw 
that pay; and is not that a declaration of fact that the law was changed 
in that respect? And can there be any such thing as a change of law 
for a year? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes. : 

Mr. BRAGG. Unless you specify that the other law shall be sus- 
pended forthe time? If you make a new law, with a different provis- 
ion in it, how are you going to say that the other law to which it ap- 
plies is dead for a year and then is revived again? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It ceases to operate when the appropriation ex- 


ires. 
k Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I make the point of order that the Chair is to rule 
on the point of order raised. This debate is all out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to hear the statements of fact 
as bearing upon the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. May I ask the gentleman from Indiana a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he does not 
think it a little cruel to make the point of order upon Turkey, when 
there are so many expecting to go there? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Happily, there is no person there now to take 
offense; and whoever is appointed hereafter will know exactly what 
the salary is when he undertakes the duty. 

Mr. BELMONT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Can there be a change of appropriation without a change of existing 
law, according to this theory ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. That is to say, the appropriation applies 
for the current year; and if my friend will take the trouble to examine 
the case of the United States rs. Fisher, embodied in 109 United States 
Reports, he will find the whole subject carefully and fully presented. 
That was a case where in the Forty-fourth Congress the salary of the 
chief-justice of Wyoming Territory was reduced from $3,000, which 
was the sum fixed by the law, to $2,600; and every successive appro- 
priation bill from that time to 1879 contained the usual provision, that 
the sum herein appropriated is to be received in full for the salary pro- 
vided for in the bill. 

That provision, however, was omitted from the appropriation bill 
for 1879. The chief-justice brought his action to recover $400 a year, 
being the difference between the salary fixed by the permanent law 
and that fixed in the appropriation bills for the years from 1876 or 1877 
to 1879, and the supreme court had occasion to pass upon the subject, 
in which case the opinion is very instructive and interesting. 

It is held there that an appropriation of money by act of Congress in 
such terms as indicates the purpose of Congress to fix the salary for 
the current year is final and conclusive; that for the time being—that 
is, for the fiscal year for which the appropriation is made—for the time 
‘being the salary fixed by the permanent law is suspended and that 
fixed by the appropriation bill is final, and that the party could re- 
cover from the Government only the sum named in the successive ap- 
propriation bills, that being the sum paid, of course. Hence there 
could be no recovery beyond that amount. 

In that case the decision of the Court of Claims was overruled. 

Mr. BRAGG.. Let me ask the gentleman what language there is in 
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the last appropriation bill that indicated to the House, or to the coun- 
se that you did not intend to pay anybody but Mr. Cox the sum of 
10,000? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Happily in this appropriation bill, in a provision 
already passed and not subject to the point of order, the usual language 
is retained: 

That the following sums be,and they are hereby, severally appropriated in 
full compensation for the diplomatic and consular service, &c, 

So that in this instance there is no trouble as to the rule to be ap- 
plied. The law as laid down by the Supreme Court is the language of 
the appropriation bill, and is the law for the current year, or for the 
time being; and is a declaration on the part of Congress, clear and dis- 
tinct, that the amount is to be received in full compensation and not 
under the previous law; the effect being to suspend the previous law 
for the time covered by the bill. 

Mr. OATES. Let me ask the gentlemanaquestion. An appropria- 
tion bill is a law, and unless there is alimitation in the appropriation 
bill, would it cease to be a law where it had provided for a certain 


ry? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, itis necessarily a limitation upon the salary 
for one year. 

Mr. OATES. I know, for one year; but unless it so declares, that 
the salary shall be so much only for that year, would it not be a law 
still, so far as fixing the salary is concerned? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I think not. It can only operate during 
the current year, unless there is some legal provision, and under our 
rule it could not operate beyond the year. It would be subject to the 
point of order, because it would become permanent law. Itis the law 
only for the current year, simply for the appropriation, and that is all. 

The Supreme Court say in this decision, in reference to the effect of 
the statute reducing the amount of the appropriation for the salary 
below that fixed by the permanent law: 

Not only do the words of the statute make the intention of Congress mani- 

but that intention is plainly repugnant to the former statute, which fixes 

the salary of the Chief-Justice at $3,000. It is impossible that both acts should 
stand. No ingenuity can reconcile them. 

That is to say the act fixinga salary at $2,600 and a statute fixing it 
porcaneniy at $3,000, the former law is not repealed, but for the time 

ing it is su ded. 

Mr. OATES. That was an action where a different and smaller 
amount was appropriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. The decision proceeds: 

The later act must therefore prevail, and the earlier act must for the time covy- 
ered by the appropriation acts above referred to be considered as suspended. 

I am apprehensive the Chair did not in the confusion hear that vig- 
orous language of the Supreme Court. I will repeat it: 

The later act must therefore prevail, and the earlier act must for the time covy- 
ered by the appropriation acts above referred to be considered as suspended. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will observe the former rulings by sus- 
taining the point of order and holding the original act creating the sal- 
aries as not having been repealed by annual provisions in appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move that the committee rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER haying taken 
the chair as Speaker ge tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 10396) making appropriations for the dip- 
lomatic and consular service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

COURT-ROOMS AT JACKSON, MISS. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of a matter which will not take five minutes. It involves no appro- 
priation, and is purely a local matter. My request is that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the joint resolution (S: R. 51) au- 
thorizing and directing the Department of Justice to transfer certain 
rooms which have been occupied by the United States courts to the 
city of Jackson, Miss., and that the same be put upon its passage. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Department of Justice be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to transfer and relinquish to the city of Jackson, State of Mississippi, all 
the right, title, and claim of the United States to the rooms in what is described 
as the town-hall building in said city, which have been used for the United 
States courts and the officials thereof, under a deed executed on the 15th day of 
February, A. D. 1855, it having been a condition of the deed that the rooms 
were to be used exclusively for the purposes above specified, and the same hav- 
ing been entirely abandoned by the said courts and the officials thereof, a new 
building penta (eine erected by the Government for the convenience and occu- 
pancy of said United States courts, and the Attorney-General having decided 
that the aforementioned rooms in the town hall pales not be used by the Gov- 
ernment, under said deed, for any other purposes than those ed in the 
grant. À . 

Mr. BRAGG. Ishould like to know whether the facts set forth in 
the bill are sustained by proofs. 

Mr, BARKSDALE, I will state that this resolution passed the Sen- 
ate, after consideration, by a unanimous vote, having been unanimously 
reported by the committee of that body, and that it was unanimously 
reported by the committee of the House aftera due consideration of all 


the facts upon the report of the Attorney-General; and I personally 
know that all the facts stated are correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I hope there will be some further explanation. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The bill explains itself; but the report is very 
short, and I ask that it be read. I am sure it will satisfy the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. WADE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H, Res. 97) authorizing and directing the Department of Jus- 
tice to transfer certain rooms which have been a by United States courts 
in the iss ta Jackson, Miss., to the said city, beg leave respectfull 
y have duly considered the same, and recommend its ý 

On the 15th of February, 1856, the city of Jackson transferred to the United 
States Government certain a] ments in what is known as the city hall build- 
ing, for the sum of $20,000. The deed set forth that the Government was to use 
the rooms “exclusively” for the United States courts and the business apper- 
taining thereto. They were used for that purpose until 1885, a period of twenty- 
nine years, and were then abandoned by the Government for the occupancy of 
a new court-house which had been erected under an act of Congress. 

In a letter of October 24, 1885, to the Secretary of the Treasury, the Attorney- 
General states that the limitation prescribed in the deed deprives the Govern- 
ment of the ng to use the rooms for any other pur except the one 
expressly specified in the deed. In his annual report of mber, , the At- 
torney-General reiterates this opinion, and recommends that the Government 
make some disposition of its interestin the property. Inan official letter of De- 
cember 28, 1885, the Attorney-General states thatthe Government, by its long use 
of the rooms, had been reimbursed for the original outlay. They have been en- 
tirely vacant for more than twelve months. The new building affords accom- 
modation not only for the courts, but for all the business of the Government in 
the city of Jackson. 

In consideration of the condition of the sale expressed in the deed,and the 
abandonment of the apartments by the United States, the city has petitioned for 
the pa of the rooms to its possession, as provided in the resolution above 
mentioned. 

For these reasons your commiitee recommend the passage of the resolution. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Mississippi that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union he disc from the further consideration of 
this joint resolution and that it be considered by the House? 

Mr. STEELE. This property ought to be sold back to the city. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MACKEREL CAUGHT IN SPAWNING SEASON. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to report back the bill (H. R. 5538) relat- 
ing to the importing and landing of mackerel caught during the spawn- 
ing season, with amendments by the Senate. The committee recom- 
mend that the Senate amendments be non-concurred in and a confer- 
ence asked. I make that motion. 

The motion was d to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. MAYyBURY, and Mr. 
REED. 

ISLAND IN FOX RIVER, ILL. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 10233) to convey to and confirm in the city of Aurora, in the 
county of Kane, and State of Illinois, a small island in Fox River, lo- 
cated within the limits of said city, and that the same be now consid- 
ered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


12 degrees and 30 minutes east, 1 chain and 44 links; thence south 1 degree and 
bl links; thence south 
west, 92 links; thence north 36 degrees and 45 minutes west, 3 chains and 48 
links; thence north 67 degrees and 45 minutes west 1 chain and 32 links ; thence 
north 32 degrees and 30 minutes west, 3 chains and 68 links; thence north 20de- 
pa and 45 minutes west, 5 chains and 50 links; thence north 12 d and 
5 minutes east, 2 chains and 40 links; thence north 64 degrees and 30 minutes 
east, 1 chain and 36 links; thence south 87 degrees and 30 minutes east, 1 chain 
and 53 links to place of ning, containing, in all of above description, 54% 
acres of land; variation 5 east. 
Seo, 2. That io ho the approval of this act the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office shall issue a patent for said land to said city of Aurora, and said pa- 
tent shall inure to said city of Aurora and its successor forever. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear some explanation with reference to 
this matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Thisis an island in the Fox River, within the limits 
of the city, and containing only five acres of land. It is low, anda 
part of the year is covered by water. The city in establishing its water- 
works erected them on the side of the river, and has two reservoirs on 
this island and has used the island for that p A year or more 
ago an enterprising party undertook to get the title of that island 
away from the city. The Land Department refused to interfere with 
the city’s rights. But because of the importance of the island on ac- 
count of these reservoirs the citizens of Aurora desired this bill to be 

in order to settle the title. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How did the city acquire the title? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The city owns the land on the bank of the river, 
and i consequence claims title to the island. Itis not worth a dollar 
any how. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read. a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time and 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HERBERT. I give notice that immediately after the House 
shall have disposed of the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill 
I shall ask it to consider the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is not the legislative bill ahead of that? 

Mr. McADOO. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 34, noes 25. 

j den accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
ourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of Daniel Peele, Tishomingo County, 
and of Mary E, Jones and Rowland D. Sutton, of Alcorn County, Miss- 
issippi, asking that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Concurrent resolution by the Legisla- 
yep aes Kansas, favoring Senate bill 544—to the Committee on Indian 

irs. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the same, favoring enlargement of con- 
ditions of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, concurrent resolution of same, for amendment of internal-rey- 
enue law—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of the American Forestry Congress, in fa- 
vor of the establishment of a department of forestry, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Lizzie E. Robertson, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the National Board of Trade, in favor of a nation- 
al bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COWLES: Petition for the repeal of tobacco tax from the 
eee Tobacco Association—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. - 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Orin R. McDaniel, to be placed 
on the muster-roll and be granted a discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Rodman M. Price, late purser, for reimbursement 
of $75,000 paid for the use of the United States—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. GAY: Petition of the Lafourche (La.) Industrial Association, 
for an appropriation to improve Bayou Lafourche—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of Anna M. Gibson and Mary Simkin, of 
Salem, Iowa, asking for the passage of the bill (S. 2362) for promo- 
tion of peace among nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. J. 8. HENDERSON: Memorial of the American Forestry 
Congre, relative to timber lands, &c.—to the Committee on the Public 


ds. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of W. M. McGregor and others, 
of Clay County, Indiana, asking for legislation for certain land claims 
in New York—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Resolution of the General Assembly of Ohio, 
favoring the bill (S. 3073) granting arrears of pensions in certain cases— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutionsof the Amateur Sporting Club, of Wellsville, Ohio, 
in favor of the passage of Senate bill 2436—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MARKHAM: Joint resolution of the Assembly of California, 
relating to construction of a breakwater at Port Harford, in the Bay 
of San Luis Obispo, California—to the Committee ou Rivers and Har- 


Also, memorial of the American Forestry Congress, relative to tim- 
ber lands, &c.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): Petition of Michael F. Woods, of 
Marshall County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of Peter B. Otson and others of Norman 
County, Minnesota, for relief—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Memorial of the American Forestry Congress, 
relative to timber lands, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of T. O. Windham, of Berryville, 
Clark County, Virginia, for reference of his claim tothe Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of the Legislature of New York, in 
favor of sea-coast defenses and a nayy—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. F 

Also, petition of the James Stevens Club of New York city, remon- 
strating against the so-called extradition treaty with Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: House concurrent resolution No. 13 of the Legis- 
lature of Kansas, asking for legislation granting to the Saint Louis, 
Baxter Springs and Mexican Railroad Company the right of way 
through Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, House concurrent resolution No. 18 of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas, asking a change in the revenue laws so that no person can obtain a 
permit to sell intoxicating liquors until he has been first authorized to 
deal in malt and spirituousliquors by the State in which he desires to 
conduct or carry on his business—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

Also, resolutions of Coffeyville Post, No. 153, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Kansas, asking for the passage of the Edmunds-Tucker anti- 
polygamy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. $ 

By Mr. PINDAR: Concurrent resolution of the New York Legisla- 
ture, for coast defenses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SENEY: Joint resolution of the General Assembly of Ohio, 
favoring the of the bill (S. 3073) to grant arrears of pensionsin 
certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Memorial of the American Forestry Con- 
gress relative to timber lands, &c.—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of Martha Sanders, widow of Will- 
iam R, Sanders, for a widow’s pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of workmen of Bay View, Mil- 
waukee County, Wisconsin, for repeal of internal taxes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. £ 

By Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Petition of Charles N. Wood, of Mis- 
souri, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of citizens of Supension Bridge, N. Y., for 
a public building—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of William Gullatt, of Jackson County, 
and of James H. Livingston, of Lawrence County, Alabama, asking that 
their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of 82 citizens of Tarentum, Pa. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Of Dr. M. H. Merriam and 45 other citizens 
of Marlborough, N. H. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Of A. McElwain and 201 other citizens of Xenia, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Of 76 citizens of Exira, Iowa. 

By Mr. MARKHAM: Of 97 citizens of Santa Barbara, and of 56 citi- 
zens of Los Angeles, Cal. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Of 28 citizens of Winchester, Va. 
By Mr. WAIT: Of 33 citizens of Wa , Conn. 
By Mr. WARD: Of 184 citizens of Anderson and Pendleton, Ind. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 14, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 929) for the relief of 
Albert H. Emery, which was in line 11, after the words “‘sum of,” to 
strike out ‘‘$200,000 ” and insert ‘‘$63,161.62, which shall be in full 
of all claims the Government on the part of said Emery for 
this invention;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


é&c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


Be it enacted, 
thorized and directed to pay to Albert H. Emery, of Stamford, Conn., in full 
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settlement of all claims, 1 or equitable, which he has in any way against the 
United States on account of the on of, and the time t by him, and use of 
all patterns and inventions in desi ng an ng the testing-machine 


built and erected 


way, on 
account of said m all 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives, and request a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Hoar, Mr. 
HAWLEY, and Mr. BUTLER were appointed. 

ALLEGED OUTRAGES IN TEXAS. 

Mr. COKE. I hold in my hand a memorial to the two Houses of 
Congress, signed by a large number of citizens of Washington County, 
‘Texas, praying that the investigation of the made in the me- 
morial recently presented by one Hackworth and others against the civil 
authorities and the people of that county be carried on at Brenham, in 
Washington County, that tiny e place where all the papers, rec- 
ords, books, and witnesses can found, and where a more thorough 
investigation can be had than elsewhere. 

This memorial meets seriatim the charges preferred in the Hack- 
worth memorial. The Hackworth memorial was read at length and 
spread upon the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and I ask that this me- 
morial, with its exhibits, may also be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, so that it may go to the country with the other. It is a 
lengthy paver, and I do not ask that it be read; but I do ask that it be 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, to be considered in the investiga- 
tion now being made under the Hackworth memorial. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas presents a 
memorial, and asks that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not hear what the Senator said. Is it a reso- 
lution of the State Legislature? 

Mr. COKE. It is a memorial by the citizens of Washington County, 
Texas, in answer to the memorial preferred here by one Hackworth and 
two others, some ten or twelve days ago, which is now being investi- 
gated by the Committee on Privileges and Elections. This memorial 
asks that the investigation be had in Washington County, Texas, as a 
point where the investigation can be more thorough and complete. 

I do not ask that the memorial be read with its exhibits, because it 
islengthy; butIdoask thatit be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. INGALLS. Was the original memorial printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir; it was printed at length. 

A Mr. TELLER. Ido not object to the request of the Senator from 
‘exas. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isit proposed to print the memorial and all the other 
papers connected with it? It looks to be avery lengthy document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the request 
of the Senator from Texas will be granted. 

Mr. INGALLS. I want to know before it goes in whether it con- 
tains evidence and affidavits. Anything in the nature of a memorial 
of course should be printed; but if it is accompanied by a vast amount 
of ex parte evidence I object to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read, if necessary. I shall object to the 
printing of a great mass of ex parte testimony bearing upon the sub- 

ect 


ject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
order to include the exhibits. 

Mr. INGALLS. If it is only to print the memorial, I have no ob- 
jection. 

ee COKE. It contains a number of affidavits and exhibits at- 
tac’ 

ren NGALOR: I object to its being printed without being first ex- 
amined. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
request of the Senator from Texas as going beyond the printing of the 
memorial. i 

Mr. COKE. Ishall not ask to have the exhibits printed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 

Mr. COKE. I simply ask to have the memorial printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a great list of names here, and it seems to 
me it is hardly worth while to publish them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The names of petitioners are not 
published in the Recorp under the rule. 

Mr. COKE. They are not published under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial and accompanying 
papers will be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and the memorial without the accompanying exhibits will be printed 
in the RECORD. 


The memorial is as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of America: 


a of citizens of Washington County, Texas, held in the city of 

8th day of ayoa t- 1887, which meeting was composed ofboth 

Republicans and Democrats, the following memorial to your honorable bodies 

touching the petition of S. A. Hackworth, J. L. Moore, and Carl Schutze, which 

has lately been referred to the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections 
for in on, was unanimously adopted. Rae 

Inasmuch as the Senate has assumed jurisdiction to inquire into the adminis- 
tration of the local affairs of Washington County, Texas, we ully request 
that the committee having charge of said matter be sent to this eounty, where a 
full retake mag can be had by an examination of all the witnesses, and an in- 
spection of the county records. 

E L toe srcanilacion oC gave samme AETA S peeskiney TSTS 

com: m of grave offenses e ws, uding 
murder, election frauds, and other crimes, 

Confident that a fair investigation will result in a triumphant vindication of 
the good name of this county and its ciyil authorities, and feeling assured that 
your honorable bodies will not be made the instruments of fastening upon in- 
nocent parties the foul aspersions brought against them by disappointed and 
desperate political adventurers, without a fair opportunity to be heard in their 
just def we submit the following counter-memorial, which we pray may be 
considered in connection with that of said Hackworth, Moore, and Schutze. 

Upon analysis the petition of said parties will be found to co; for the most 
part, of vague general charges parties neither named nor identified, and 
without s; ifeation of times, pi „Or Gaag aiar esn such as to fairly entitle 
it to consideration at the hands of an intelligent y, or to require the par- 
ties supposed to be assailed to answer; but yo memorialists earnestly ho 
and believe that more will not be required of them than to declare, as they do, 
that such general charges are wholly destitute of truth. 

It is not true that there was any conspiracy to hang the negroes, usurp the of- 
fices, or to banish citizens from the county. 

The remainder of the petition is devoted to: alleged personal grievances 
of the petitioners themselves; second, to all offenses against other persons 
on account of their political sentiments and ions; third, to alleged offenses 
in connection with the election of November 2, 1886; and fourth, to the alleged 
refusal of the local civil authorities to protect the lives and property of peti- 
tioners and others, and their alleged complicity in the crimes and offenses of 
their party associates, The purpose of memorial will be to meet these is- 
sues, 

The matters of personal grievances complained of by said petitioners are, 
many of them, untrue, and others are grossly exaggerated, and so far as they 
have any foundation in fact are the direct and legitimate result of the odium in 
which the parties are held, not because of a oh, Ne cna but because 
of their own personal misconduct as individ 

It is not true that the petitioners are now refugees from their homes on account 
of political persecutions, as alleged by them. 
TaS has rer for oe time,a pa Daneo rari pars of the good zon 

w-abiding citizens o cores, SET unty agai e joners on accoun! 
of their corrupt political methods, their duhoma pe kaigh, araear pon of the affairs 
of the county, and their incendiary appeals to race prejudice in order to array 
the colored voters against the white, 

For many years the ata puan of this county have been plundered by these 
men and others who have been elected to office by the vote of ignorant colored 


men. 

The tioner, S. A. Hackworth, was for several years a justice of the peace 
in said county, and presiding member of the police court, which had the man- 
agement of the county affairs. This court made improvident and extortionate 
contracts for the erection of bridges and other works with one M. M. Hack- 
worth, who was the father of said 8, A. Hackworth, and perpetrated many 
other wrongs upon the tax-payers in the illegal and extravagant use and con- 
version of funds belonging to the county. Reference is made to the rt of 
the grand jury at the February term, 1874, of the district court of Was! on 
County, which is hereto attached and made apart of this memorial (A) to show 
that the father of Hackworth profited from his son's official tion. Indict- 
ments were frequently returned against Hackworth, both in the State and Fed- 
eral courts, but he hasalways escaped conviction. ed copies of the records 
from the courts are attached, which show that these indictments were generally 
quashed, or dismissed (B). 

R. A. Harvin and C. C. Leib, who were both elected, the one as tax-collector 
and the other as treasurer, on the Republican ticket by the efforts of the petition- 
ers, made default in large sums of money. Both were indicted; the ps egaa 
against Harvin were ed, but Leib was convicted after achange of venue, 
and is now serving a fiye years’ term in the penitentiary. 

orth by vexations and petty preon extortion in fees, in taking 

money to suppress prosecutions, and in many other ways while justice of the 

; Schutze by corruptad n of his office, and oppressive use thereof 

fa prosecutions of petty offenses to extort fees; and Moore by his arbitrary 

manner and bitter canvasses rendered themselves odious and obnoxious per- 
sonally to many people. 

The good people of Washington County, growing tired of the continuous 
mismanagement of publicaffairs, uni irrespective of parties, and at the elec- 
tion of 1884 the Republicans were defeated for the county offiees by the com- 
bined vote of Republicans and Democrats voting a people’s ticket. col- 
ored men voted people's ticket. Hackworth, Moore, and Schutze conducted 
a most bitter and outrageous canvass for the county offices in 1886; while Schutze 
alone was a candidate, Moore and Hackworth, as it is charged, were promised 
positions as deputies. Schutze made vile and infamous attacks on good citizens 
through his newspaper, and Hackworth, Moore and other leaders sought to 
array the negroes against the whites by appeniing to caste prejudice and de- 
nouncing the white men A aE E the ple's ticket for denying them social 

uality. Appeals were e with the bitterness of despair. 

oore had more than ten years previously failed in business as a merchant, 
at which time he was a Democrat; he entered the ublican pasty ee offi 
was eopered as depu county clerk, was elected district clerk in 1876, an: 
was sheriff in 1882 and 1883. In i884 he was defeated, and when the fall of 1886 
came on he was without enprormens. destitute of means, and badly in debt. 
He had made an improvident purchase of a homestead and was utterly unable 
to pay a balance of f cchinryoepnreey thereon. 

t is not true, as by him, that he “owned real and personal property 
in said city of Brenham to the value of $6,000; was comfortably situated, and 
earning a comfortable living for his family.” 

He sold his homestead for its full value and removed to Los Angeles, Cal. 

Hackworth has been a political agitator and leader of the negroes ever since 
about 1869; not for their elevation and good, but for his own private ends. 

He has always sought to array them against the whites, and held office until 
he became so age ep PARODY that he was defeated and his own party dared 
not put him up again; he has since been an office broker rather than a dealer 
in real estate. He is now and always has been insolvent, It is not true that he 
“owned real and personal property in said noes he Brenham to the value of $4,000; 
was comfortably situated, the income from his business secu! an assu: 
support for himself and family.” ‘The affidavit of the widow of his brother, John 
M. Fracicworth, (C), who was postmaster at Brenham, which is attached hereto, 


1887. 
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show that he not only lived upon his brother but seeks to defraud his 


will 
brother’s widow. 
Schutze, it is believed, came to Brenham about 1871,as alleged by him. Weare 


by 
that he was the of a restaurant in the city of Austin before he 
came to Brenbam. He was there arrested under the charge of swindling, and 
after several weeks of imprisonment was released after being made iene, ork 

He was elected county attorney of W: County on the Repu 
ticket, and was a candidate for re-election, but become so offensive that he 
was defeated by his Democratic opponent in 1880, 

He became so obnoxious to the colored citizens of the county for his prices 
and oppressive use of his office that his Democratic opponent defeated him 
precincts where a large majority of the voters were colored. Heisinsolventand 
worthless. His newspaper, the Staats Zietung, had a precarious existence and 
was mortgaged for all that it was worth. His habits are low and dissolute. He 
isamoral leper. It may be true that he left Brenham as alleged by him; but it 
is denied that he was compelled to leave, and that there was any attack upon him 
as he was leaving. He was in Brenham long after the election, and on several 
occasions used insultin: language. against good citizens who had oppona him 
during the Gaer S e was in Brenham on the day that his petition to Con- 
gress was published here. 

Certificates of the tax collector of Waebingion county attached hereto, show 
how these parties appeared upon the tax ro! (D, E, F. 

It will thus be seen that these men were personally odious and offensive, and 
if ior received the indignities which they allege they received, which is de- 
nied, it was due to their personal characters, and not to the fact that they were 
Republicans, = 


It is not true, as stated or implied in said petition, that the hanging of the par- 
ties named therein was done on account of the political affiliation of said parties 
= OF ve! yroyoni Republicans from securing their political rights and privileges 
said county.” 
At Flewellen’s Store, an election precinct in the Washington justices’ 8 hee ard 
, M. 


son of 
oner in that precinct, was shot down and killed 


A certified copy of the evidence taken at the coroner’s inquest, which is at- 
disguised, as charged, and 
while one witness says he had a pistol in his hand, others stated that he was 


— the next day the ballots were noticed lying scattered on the floor. 


jail. t 
Phere was very great excitement throughout the county over the 


e day of the election and 

an armed squad of negroes to guard the ballot-box, and that Stewart 
Jones was about to shoot at the other white men present, who were officers of 
the election, but was prevented. 

The commissioner's court of Washington County fearing, on account of the 
excited condition of affairs arising from the ing of Bolton, that violence 
would be done to the negroes under arrest, ordered them to be taken to Hous- 
ton, in Harris County, for eats konping, which was done. When Polk Hill was 
arrested he was taken for safe-keeping to Milam County, where he is now in jail. 

After the arrest of the said Polk Hill and his incarceration in the M: 
County jail, it was thought by the authorities that it would besafe to bring those 
in the said Harris County jail But soon after they were brought back 
Alfred Jones, Shad Felder, and Stewart Jones were taken from amob 
and hung. It is learned that the jailor, J. F. Estis, was indu to open the 
outer door, by a ruse (see vit attached hereto, H). He was shoved be- 
hind the door, something thrown over his head, and guarded by two men. He 
recognized no one, but they were d obs usuall 

That the prisoners were voluntarily 
klux or other secret organization for the perpetration of 
ee in Washington County, or in the State of Texas, so as we know or be- 


eve. 

Boiton was alone, unarmed, and not disguised atthe time he was killed. The 
Lene was an atrocious murder, conimitted by an ignorant and brutal negro, 
who if not instigated was made the instrament by white men who were sup- 
porting the Republican ticket and were professed Republicans. 

That a mob should have hung all the negroes who were present at the polls 
armed under the circumstances could not have been a great matter of surprise 
in any State in the Union. That the three negroes were hung to suppress their 
testimony, as charged, is not true; for the testimony taken at the inquest over 
Bolton ws that the only witness who testified that Bolton was armed was 

by the mob, although a prisoner in the jail at the time the others were 
taken out. All of these negroes had been offered bail by the civil authorities. 
They were told thattheir cases were bailable, and asked to procure it; but it is 
said that on the advice of their counsel they refused it. 


Im. 


It is not true as stated in said petition that at the election held November 2, 
1886, in Washington County, ‘a perfect reign of terror existed in said county, 
caused by armed bands of white ruffians who, by violence and by the destrue- 
tion of ballot-boxes at Graball, Flewellen’s, and Lott’s Stores, election precincts, 


The election held in this county on November 2, 1886, was e and 
quiet. There were two tickets in the field for county offices, ublican 
and the People’s ticket, the latter being composed of, and supported both 
Republicans and Democrats. It was an issue of good citizens of both parties on 
the one hand, who wanted an honest administration of county affairs, and polit- 
ical adventurers on the other, who were making strenuous efforts to recover 
the control of the county which they had lost two years before. 

Interest in the race centered on the office of county judge, the most impor- 
tant office in the county. Lafayette Kirk was the People’s candidate, and 
Schutze, one of the petitioners, was the Republican candidate. Schutze was 
un; ular with the n but great efforts were made on the part of Moore 
an worth and other leaders to draw the color line for the negro support, 
oe as great a German vote for Schutze as possible on account PEI his 

y. 

It is denied, however, that the return of the votes cast at all of these pre- 

cincts would have changed the result as toa single office. Indeed such was 


his 
who was clected county judge in 1884, ved 130 votes out of 345 votes cast 
then, And it appears from the poll-lists and tally-sheets of the election of 1888 


that out of a total vote of 341 polled at this precinct 221 had been counted for 


x was .taken,of which Kirk had received 116 


candidate for governor, had received 40 votes and Coch- 
blican candidate for the same office, had received 184 votes. 

otes for governor were usually polled at this 

so the proportion was fair and indicated a majority for nga Se ne 
r 'eople’s 

ndge, would have sought to destroy the ballot-box when 


Iv. 


It is denied that petitioners made application to the local civil authorities to 
protect their lives and property or the lives and property of others; and tbat 
there was any complicity whatever on the part of the local authorities in the 
alleged crimes and offenses of their pany associates. 

There will be found attached hereto the certificate of Hon. I. B. McF; 

judge of the vies Somme ors distri 
eson; & 
land is a a There are also 
Muse, esq., ict attorney, Lafayette Kirk, county judge, B.S. Rogers, county 
attorney,and N. E. „sheriff. (J,K,L, and M.) 

It is learned thata militia company was ordered from the town of Navasota, 
in Grimes County, to the Washington precinct on the occasion of an slarm a few 
days after the election, on ee to the governor of this State, a tele- 
gram sentin good faith by Mr. J. H. Roberts, a conservative and ay ent citi- 
zen of that precinct. No such acts as are charged were committed by said State 


troops. 

The election precincts—Graball, Lott’s Store, and Flewellen’s Store—are from 
15 to 20 miles from the county seat at Brenham, and are situated in Wash- 
ington justice precinct, the old town of Washington, on the Brazos River, giv- 
ing name to the precinct. Navasota is across the river, in Grimes County, some 
6 or 8 miles, and is on the Central Railroad. is a river country, and has a 
largo negro tion; the negroes] y outnumber the whites. During the 
excitement owing the killing of Bolton many rumors were current in the 
community, and although we believe there was no danger to be apprehended 
from the n we also believe there was a L alarm, which 
an appeal from 2 in that community for ai This was the cause of the 
militia company being ordered from Navasota, as we believe. 

It is further denied that the citizens of the county in any manner terrorized 
the county, either alone or with said militia company. 

A public meeting of the citizens of Washington County was held just after the 
killing of Bolton, and both by speakers and resolutions denounced and advised 
against mob violence. 

It is not true that the petitioners have been compelled to leave their homes 
under serious threats of assassination and abandon their property or accept for 
it such prices as were ifered them. 

The petitioner J. L. Moore was compelled to sell on account of the vender's 
lien on his homestead, He told Mr. A. F. Felder, the gentleman to whom he 
sold, that he had received no warning to leaye, and that he left of his own ac- 
cord. (See affidavit of A. F. Felder, attached, N.) 

A day or two after the hanging of the yy fae the petitioners Hackworth and 
Schutze s; a Democrat, Lewis R. Bryan, who was not, is not, and has 
never been, a member of the Democratic executive committee, and pro 
to leave the county if any one would buy them out. Hackworth wanted for his 
homestead, the only perty he had, $1,000 in cash, the a to > pay all 
taxes, amounting to about $150. The land had been sold for the taxes due thereon. 
as per statement hereto attached. Schutze desired that his purchaser should 
pay off the indebtedness on the paper and pay him about $300. A pu r was 
buy o Mg amin for Hackworth’s homestead, but no one coulfl be found to 

ou ul 


o member or members of the Democratie executive committee escorted 
Hackworth to the depot to vent his being mobbed or murdered. No armed 
bands of ruffians collected in the city for the of murdering him in case 
he should refuse to obey the demands of the ocratic executive committee, 
requiring him to leave the county. No such demand was ever made by the 
Democratic executive committee. 

We deprecate and condemn lawlessness in whatever form it may appear; we 
ofter no Justification for it; but we deny that the es were compelled to 
leave this county by any person whomsoever, although it would be unjust to 
of citizens responsible for the acts of a few in- 
ble the testimony of such men must be. That 
law-abiding ee whatever race, color, or areas safein this county 

the United States is a fact that no fair-minded man will ques- 


Our citizens feel th of the charge against them, not because of the 
manra sarge the dignity that has been lent to them by the United 


es 
We do not believe that a full investigation of the charges can be had in Wash- 

ington city, and we earnestly ask (in our right as citizens of the United States) 

that your committee visit our county, where persons and papers can be easily 

had the Eoas of which may only occur pending examination of witnesses, 
Respectfully submitted. 


BRENHAM, February 8, 1837. 
Sm: Your committee on memorial respectfully beg to submit herewith a 
draught of such memorial. 


WILLIAM THOMPSON, ESQ., 
Chairman Citizens’ Meeting. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Southeast- 
ern Indiana Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, composed 
of 116 ministers and representing 30,000 church members, praying for 
legislation to prevent the persecution of the Chinese, and especially 
that the Chinese indemnity bill be passed; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a resolution adopted by the Legislature of the 
State of Massachusetts; which was read and referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, as follows: 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In the year 1887, 
Resolution concerning the pte ried pleuro-pneumonia among cattle in 


Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives of Massachusetts in the United 
States Congress are requested to use their best endeavors to secure the enact 
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ment of a law Spete 
monia among cattle in the United Sta 


the present ae for the eradication of pleuro-pneu- 


HovsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 4, 1887. 


EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 
SENATE, February 9, 1887. 


E. HERBERT CLAPP, Clerk. 


EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a resolution adopted by the house of repre- 
sentatives of the Thirty-fifth General Assembly of Illinois; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

House resolution in relation to pensions for soldiers sixty years of age. 

Resolved, That all bonoratiy q soldiers, who have arrived at the 
of sixty years, and who are dependent on manual labor for a livelihood, should 
be placed on the pension-list of the United States; and that a copy of this reso- 
lution be sent to each United States Senator and member of Congress from this 


State. 
Adopted February 4, 1887. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Slate of Illinois, ss: 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY. 
I, Henry D. Dement, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution adopted the house of 
re tatives of the Thirty-fifth General Assembly, now on file in this office. 
n witness whereof, I hereto set my band and affix the seal of State, at 
the city of Springfield, this 10th day of February, A. D. 1887. 
[sEAL.] HENRY D. DEMENT, Secrelary of State. 


Adopted. Sent up for concurrence. 


Adopted in concurrence, 
A true copy. Attest: 


Mr. DAWES presented a resolution adopted by the Legislature of 
Massachusetts setting forth the pressing need of legislation to eradicate 
pleuro-pneumonia among the cattle of the United States, and favoring 
the enactment of laws for that purpose; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Massachusetts Fish 
and Game Protective Association, of Boston, favoring legislation for the 
preservation of game and fish in the Yellowstone Park; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Fish and Fisheries. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, 
N. Mex., favoring legislation concerning a certain unconfirmed land 

eee Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on Private 
ms, 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of the In- 
dependent Order of Good Templars of South Carolina, praying that 
the question of the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
District of Columbia may be submitted to a vote of the people of the 
peie; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

fer ; 

Mr. TELEER presented a memorial of the Legislature of Colorado; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

House joint memorial No. 1. 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Americain Congress assembled, and to the President of the United States and 
honorable Secretary of the Interior and Commissioner of Indian Affairs: 
Your memorialist, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, would re- 


spectfully represent: 

That the remnant of the Southern Ute Indian tribe should, in the interest of 
humanity, receive early consideration at your hands and be removed to a suit- 
able reservation beyond the boundaries of this State. 

Your memorialist sets forth that these Indians continue in their predatory 
habits, that they continue to commit depredations upon the property and p 
son of adiacent white settlers, insisting from time to time in placin P danat ves 
beyond control of their mt or rie their reservation at will 
ing themselves to murder, intimidation, and theft; the destruction of dwellings, 
of timber, and by fire; the wanton killing of cattle, and other arbitrary, 
aggressive, and unlawful acts. Your menorialies would res ully submit 
that the continued turbulent and unsettled condition of these Indians is chiefly 
due to the character of their reservation, patag about 90 miles long, only 15 
wide, inclosed by populated and well cultiva districts, lying directly across 
the natural highway of a large and highly p rous territory and being en- 
tirely devoid of game or Other natural sources of food supply. 

Itis hopeless to expect progress or any improvement whatever in the condi- 
tions of Indians upon their present reservation. The mechanical prob- 
Jem presented in i ion preclu any possibility of advancement towards 
settled or culti methods, and it is respectfully submitted that there has 
been no such progress, but rather re on, 

And itis further represented by your memorialist that the retention of the 
Southern Ute Indians upon their present reservation in La Plata County, in the 
State of Colorado, is in opposition to the declared wish of a majority of the 
individuals of this tribe. 


and devot- 


the Howse of Representatt 
Speaker of a oyes a lor arree 5 ives. 
President of the Senate. 
ALVA ADAMS, 

Governor. 
Mr, MAHONE presented petitions of citizens of Bedford, Rocking- 
ham, and Fairfax Counties, in the State of Virginia, and a petition of 
citizens of the District of Columbia, praying that the citizens of the Dis- 
trict may be allowed to vote on the question of whether intoxicating 
liquor may be sold in the District; which were referred to the Commit- 

tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GEORGE. I present a petition from a committee of colored 
men in Mississippi who say they represent 5,000 people, praying for the 
appropriation of $100 apiece to enable them to be transported to Li- 


cer I do not know to what committee the petition should be re- 
e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

As OAR Ought it not to go to the Committee on Education and 
r? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Usually such petitions have gone to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, but if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves a reference to the Committee on Education and Labor the 
Chair will put the motion, 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know what this has to do with our foreign re- 
lations. It is a request of some American citizens, as I understand, 
owing to some circumstances in their condition which make them de- 
sire to emigrate, to be aided in emigration. Itseems to me that belongs 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, which has charge of all cir- 
cumstances affecting the condition of the laborers of this country more 


icularly. 
Mr. GEORGE. I do not care to which committee the petition is re- 


fe = 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose these are laboring men and American citie 
zens? 

Mr. GEORGE. I suppose they are laborers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reference will be made to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, although similar petitions have 
been referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to have it go to the appropriate committee 
that it may have action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Since some allusion has been made to the circum- 
stances under which these petitioners make their petition, as it is very 
short, I should like to have the Secretary read the printed part of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the petition will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

The memorial of the undersigned, citizens of the State of Mississippi, respect- 
fully represents: 

1. That we are descendants of people torn from Africa and brought to this 
country where, for two hundred years, their children have contributed by their 
labor to increase the wealth of every portion of the United States. We greatly 
desire now to go to the land of our forefathers and make it our home, but have 
not the means of paying our passage, or providing for our immediate wants on 
landing in Liberia. 

2. Low wages and high rents, and a despair of doing better in the future, 
compel us to emigrate. The main reason why we should remain here is, that 
our r and our votes are needed in this country, a suggestion the force of 
which we fail to perceive, believing the country can very well dispense even 
with our presence, 

3. The attractions of Liberia are rich virgin lands, freedom from competition 
with any but our own race, and assurance of eg 7 eed pomon, The entire 
continent of Africa is open to the intelligent and indust; class, and the road 
to useful employment, as well as to C tian enterprise and an honorable 
nationality, is wide and inviting. 

Your petitioners therefore ‘ually and earnestly ask Congress to pass a 
bill appropriating not exceedi 100 per capita, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the American Colonization Society, in pagi g the expensesof emigrants 
to Liberia, and the providing there of six months’ sheiter and support of our- 
selves and children, 


Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call attention to the fact that the body 
of the petition is in print, and it seems to have emanated from a source 
from which similar petitions are sent to a good many of these people. 

Mr. HOAR. It is impossible to hear the Senator. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presenta petition of the executive committee 
of the national drill and encampment, praying certain action on the 
part of Congress, and I ask that the petition, with the accompanying 
exhibits, be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the papers were referred to the Committee 
= Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol- 

ows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


The memorial of the national drill committee of the District of Columbia, 
most respectfully sets forth : 

That, as within the decade interstate competitive drills of the volunteer 
soldiers of the United States have been held at different pons of this country. 
always with steadily increasing advantage to the drill, discipline, and morale o 
the militia, and with steadily increasing attention and interest of the general 
citizenship of the several States; 

P as the idea has hides sen been canvassed, and the feeling over the 
Union grown thata nal competitive drilland encampment at the na- 
tional capital would not only collect a 1 r body of representative soldiers of 
the several States, but would be of more military rer ugh ro and advantage from 
the national character the event would necessarily attain amid national sure 


o Therefor 
fore, impressed with the propriety and advantage of these views, some 
ninety citizens have raised money to the amount of $50,000 to secure payment 
of all prizes for excellence (to the extent of $26,500 in moar, besides stands of 
colors, trophies, medals of merit, &e., &c.), and all other expenses of the 
drill, and have completed all preliminary arrangements through an executive 
committee com of your memorialists; o 

And as they haye nationalized this event to the fullest extent possible to them 
by the issue of detailed explanation of all facts to every organized volunteer 
command in the United States, to which responses have been received, gi 
reasonable assurance of presence here in May next of, say, one hundred an 
ninety-three separate organizations, respresenting at least thirty-five different 
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States (see list herewith submitted, marked appendix A), and that there is every 
reason to that by the closhig of anitios Oe Att 1, 1887, every State and 
be re pressed: by at least one i pate stn: 
re, they farther ren eres your honorable bodies that aryna BeA 
Poke h g the National Guard of the Union, embrace the most thor- 
oughly representative men of each State and Territory w whence they come; that 
rofessions, trades, Jabor,and all business interests therein are di- 


y connected with, A main com 


the gran: 
that the North and the South, the East and the West, will be collected here = 
numbers never before orien. perc and under circumstances most conducive to 
better knowledge other, to closer interchange of sentiment,and to 
broader eae 
Therefore your memorialists 


beg leave to su; to your honorable bodies 
that butone thing isneeded to comp! ete and roun 


this national drill to the most 


this memorial, exhibits of the 
purposes an progress of this national drill, marked A, B, and C, respectively. 
they ‘will ever pray, &c. 


S. E. WHEATLEY, Chairman. | 


Attest: 
T. ©. DE LEON, 
Managing Sec'y Drill. 


LIST OF COMMANDS CORRESPONDING WITH NATIONAL DRILL COMMITTEE AS TO 
ENTRY IN MAY DRILL, 

Below will be found a full list of commands, including their location and 
commanding officer, which have corresponded with the national drill com- 
mittee up to Pebrasry 1; inst., as to entry in the competitive camp and drill to 
be held in this city 23 to 30th next. 

Alabama.—Mobile Rifles sinfantry), Pe Ss Murray Wheeler, Mobile; Lomax 
Rifles See ae E . Davis, ile; Montgomery Greys sintonty), 
Capt, H. M. Amerine, Moniga tgomery ; Teue Blues (infantry), Capt. P. 


Montgomery; Platoon r Le oe Ljou Lieut. R. Benz, Mob bile; State Univer- 
sity Cadets, Col. T. J. Me Pror Iuan 
Arizona.—Company F, First Re; a Arioni National Guards try), 


ak R. F. Richardson, ‘Tucson; Scouts (infantry), Capt. T, wine Mer- 
cer, Tu 

Connecticut. —Second Regiment Connecticut National Guards (infantry), Col. 
W. J. Leavenworth, aeiee Company K, First ent Connecticut 
National Guards (infi 
Guards Gaty), J. J. Kennedy, secretary, Hartford ; New Haven Sreya. (in- 
Stoll, Har T. Lee, New Haven; Hillyer Guards (infantry 

Hartford; Co 


Capt. rt; 
Lieut. William H. Sears, New Slaven: Second Platoon Battery A aers s 
Lieut. C. F. Reynold, Branfo: 
rado.—Chaffee Light Artilerg (artillery), Capt. John A. McBeth, Denver. 
District of Columbia.—Battalion Washington Light Infantry, Lieut. Col. W. 
G. Moore, Paid ats ysis Company B, Washington Light Infantry, Ce ow Burton 


L. Ross, Washington ; National Rifles, Capt. James F, Oyster, Washington; 
Washington Continentals, Capt. W. B. Mills, Washington; High School Cadets, 

Capt. Frederick pone W: gton; Ceres Cadet Corps, Capt. E. C. Ed- 
eas Washin 


a8 haar; Wonka B, Second Regiment (infantry), Capt. C.T. hls Sioux 
apis; Company A, First Regiment, Dakota National Guards, Capt. F. I. 


Florida.—Escambia Rifles (infantry), Capt. W. F. Williams, Pensacola; Perry 
Guards Mogan Oh Capt. J. B. Broun facksonville. 

Georgia.—Fi asoni Georgia Volunteers ( (aaun Col. P Reilly, Sa- 
vannah; First Batali infantry), Lieut. Col. C. Wiley, ; Savannah 
Savannah; *Atianta Rifa ‘abews Sn seed. ter 
mmander K.G. 


Company H, ment (infantry), one Rankin M Mont 
mouth; j Company. Rides Gefen Capt. T. Lawler, aep Bat D (ar- 
ler i in Edgar P. Tobey, y. aago; orni A aunar Capt E. inter, 


rst Battalion (cavalry) Li — Col. M 
ae Gre 
We 


eCare, Indianapolis. 
lowa.—Third octet Iowa Merny Guards (infantry), Col. J. G. Gilchrist, 
Towa City; Governors — ae pt. W. H. Thrift, Dubuque; Musca- 
ert Uea ee op C.F. Garlock s, Moscati ne; yp wine Guards AA BS 
er, oi Com . Seco: oe 
empet Capt. E, J. Cameron, Davenport: Cc Gca nani: Second Regimen =o 


, Capt. W. N Ottumwa; = Company, aan Regiment (in- 


r Capt. I. F. Conner, Centrevill Co Regiment (in- 

eh ; Capt. J. W. Moore re, Washington ore ae Uinfantey), 

Gol In, Marshalltown; Com La rains agiman Gaaah) Cage 

Wasson, Des Moines; Com; nt reng fn Capt. J. N. 

Gi rita, O Counpe EPIRA] t enasi S TEA P Mount, Bhenan. 
$ en oi 

ah 3 Second Brigade Sri Brigade th Regiment fini „h pir psg t A in zs ate Un iversity band, 


H. oe ee Gite: Sixth Regiment band, ages City; Decorah 
rps, ue Drum Corps, F. C. ndorf, Dubuque. 
Be si ee reek @ (infantry), a edra Jacob Amberg, How- 
ut. Geo. O. Nulph, 
ent Kentucky State at EO ka 


Smiti, Hop ee. Company = independent (infan = 


eerie Green; 
pen Dosis anos Capt. C. H. Adams, New Orleans; Cres- 
cent Light Guard (infan . Palfrey, Ni ion Wash- 
Battery 
uisiana 


Li N 
Iper era a ler}, ie my Col. J J. B. Richardson, New Orleans; 
anr iaar er AE Capt. John A. Gallagher, Portland; 


Baton Snes W. H. Beanhand, New Orleans; Lo 
cadets ti intan try), Ca) DEO Eastman, Portland; Company D, Second Regiment 
(ene : h Cape, Waller A. Goss, Lewiston. 

lefinit 

usetts.—Emmett Guards, Capt. William Reagan, Worcester; Mon! 
= Ee mery Greys, Cap Capt. D. Keefe, Boston; Fifth Regiment Infantry, Lieut. R. oa 


itoh Hata Oh Regimen t Michigan National Guard (infantry), Col. E. Rob- 
perh Detroit; Jackson Guard cage fn Capt. F. H. Hatch, Jackson; Grand 
ids Guard | Menika Capt. cGurrin, Rapids; Custer Guards 

obb, Grand vornaae Dan 


ty Greys infants) 
ccna Detroit; Sree Second Regiment (infan 
ww; Com 


t (infi $ 
ais | ae Trunk, Saginaw; Company B, rove cape 3. 
; State 


uth Ri orp tpP ac eth 
University ny P, First oe . Sumner Roge: Rogers, Orchard 
t Infantry, Capt. J. L. Amo , Minneapo! First Kesiinent 
Gad infantry), Col. W. ` Bender, Saint Paul; Co mp 
ent Cape W. G.B . 8, Bean, Saint Paul; Company K. 
Pasaat ( 5 G. Bronson, Stillwater; Company A, First Regi- 
ment er wal bapa pt. Minneapolis; Company E, Second Rest. 
mayest me aae mec ba Capt. A. Wigand, |, Albert Lea ; First City Troop (cavalry), Capt. 
oe, Sait 


Missisi Vicksburg Southrons (infantry) ) Capt. C. J. Semia Vicksburg; 
me Ri (infantry), Ca tAE. . Piazzi Vicksburg ez Ri k 


A; Fi 
iA Regiment (infa 
Seventh Hogiment (infantry), L 


)} x A Hodemayer, in ; ity; Com- 

W. nb ory City; eyed 

cav- 

'. Rosser mer, 
nt Louis. 


(artillery), Ča t. J. Madison Drake, 
spat A fail t. R. R. Eckendorf, Duadan 
Regiment (infantry), Col. 
y (infantry), Henry B. 

Charles G. Arnold, 
Lieut. J. Kindler, Mount 
Capt. W. H. 


veath Ba 
Q Pi Lieut. E. S. A 
Saint Louis; 
New Hampshi 


Henderson, Rochester; ‘Aeon Corps (infantry), 
er; Company (infantry), 
Vernon; Twenty-seventh Separate Company (i 
Malone: Rochester Cadets (infantry), secretary, W. W. 
Twenty-sixth Separate Company (infantry), Capt. Eugene Root, Elmira; 
Twenty-second Separate Com pany ( J, Capt. katat. McEwen, Saratoga 
Springs; Troy Citizens’ Corps (in! soe hase eut, rge D. Smith, Troy; Com- 
pany D, Ty nent eee ty gt re try), Capt. E. Verdeckberg, Brookin A 


a A , secretary, Buffalo; Veteran 
ment (taney “Aah 1. G: McMurray, New York; 


Trrenty-second Second 
Battery, First Conn rE Gass Gey): ba utd . P. Earle, New York; Jokes 

Zouaves, Capt. 

North ‘Carolina.—Second a endal North Carolina State Se Leet A 

Gourd wo . Jones, Wilmington; Fayetteville Light Infantry, Capt. W, O. 
Duffie, Fayetteville; Company F, Third Regiment (in: , Ca; A. Bobbitt, 

Oxford; Company È, Fourth rinas tant Jy a. E. Robertson, Chare 

lotte; Ġovernor’s Guard (infantry), Capt. d, Raleig eh. 


Ohio.—First 


ent Ohio National Based Mintantey) Colt F. W. Moore, Cin- 
cinnati; Second 


iment Ohio National Guards (infantry), Col. James C. 
Howe, Kenton; F Regiment Ohio National Guards (infantry), Col, Fred H. 
Flick, ‘Cleveland ; m lee GA Greys (infantry), Cleveland; Company K, Seventh 
Regiment (infantry), Capt, Capt. B. M. Clen Dening, Celina; Governor's Guards (in- 
fantry), Capt. W. O. Talford, Columbus; Toledo Cadets (infantry), Capt: William 
V. McMackin, Toledo; Company H p Becond d Regiment (infantry), Capt. E. S. 
Bryan, Bloomdale; Compan Ei ighth | Regiment (infantry), Capt. H. N. Clem- 
ents, Wooster: Com: cry tet ment oon ge AF illis £. Scott, 
Kenton; Battery aA eai heni , Capt. liam G. Smith, Cincin- 
nati; G: . Elwood, Cincinnati; State Uni- 
versity (cadets), Capt. George immons, Wooster; Fifth Regiment Drum 
, leader, S, A. SP anmedy. Cleveland. 
mpany G, Oregon State Militia (infantry), Capt. W. L. Dudley, 


— and First Battalion (infantry) ee 
uard Pennsylvania (infantry), Col. A. L. H. 
oe ment eo Sorte P Reap M Me 
egiment n 
api W. Whe ew, Dhiladelphis 


Rhode 
James Moran. eitn sion E Guards at), eon 


Brown, 
East Greenwich; Company O, First Battalion ee WEF Decker, 
Providence; Company, A mrth Bete (int ird Hackett, 
Providence; Battery A (artillery), ene exon te nee 


Machine Gun Platoon (artllery), pr thn tity" Providence; C. . F. 
dets (cadets), Lieut. Edward Gorman, Central Falls; Company B, First Gnas 
(cavalry), Capt. A. L. McLaughlin. Providence. 
South Carolina. —R. Volunteer Rifle Company (infantry), Capt. L. D. cau 
Columbia; German Fuseliers (infantry), Capt. John H. Ortzen, Charlest 
Pike poner infantry), Capt. Geo Guards — j Capt S. = Carnes, Memphis: Por- 
gore infan rge Reyer, e; Hermitage Gua an- 
mA M. Brown, Pe Nas Nashville; Merchant's Zouave (zouaves), Capt. J. Kit 
cadets), 


ong p his; Eingin Co: Sewanee. 
—Ho ores, t4 pira, mE raat Capt. F. A. Reichardt, Houston; 


Light 
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Seally Rifles (infantry), Capt. W. Bah, Seren San Antonio Rifles 


(infan- 

x T. J. Badger, San Antonio; Guard (infantry), Capt. W. 

rid : Gaivestont | Fourth Regiment Band (band), Drum-Major 7 Sock, 

Virginia.—Walker Guards (infantry), Capt. F. C. Jones, Richmond; t In- 
fantry (infantry), Capt. G. rt M iy) te ; 

try T. Richmond Greys try), 


ond; John’s Academy (cadets), S ntendent 
Ca “i J h G: Seattl 
ose] e. 
D ational Guard (infantry); Col. 8. J. 
“ Lewis, Monroe; Company ad fet Regiment (infantry), Capt. V. E. Bre 


P ; Co Seco: t (infantry), Capt. C. J. Hunter, Fondu- 
lao; ery So Reaine er iene ey), rok M. y Newman, Jan $ 
Company G, Third ent meer de Caps: D. Womer, Wausau; Compesy, 
H, . S. Shadel, Monroe; Light Horse Sq 


, Milwaukee, 
STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Executive—Hon. S. E. Wheatley (chairman), General Albert Ord , Capt. 
James E. Waugh, Hon. A. A. Wilson, William A. Gordon, esq., Thomas E. Wag- 
esq., O. C. Duncanson, esq., George T. Dunlop, esq., . James P, Wil- 


ott. 


Finance.—Thomas E. Wa: an, esq. (chairman), James L, Norris, esq., 
Charles S. Bradley, esq., M. M. Parker, esq., Me Acciot pe eag: C. W. Thorn, esq. 
&c.—George Pearson, esq. (chairman), H. Carter, ., James 


Transportation, 
L. Taylor, esq., James H. , esq., John F. Waggaman, esq., A. M, Lothrop, 


esq. 

Advisory Members.—E. P. Wilson, esq., general nger agent Chicago and 
Northwestern Railroad; H. Collbran, esq., mera passenger and freight agent 
Queen and Crescent Railroad; B. W. Wrenn, esq., general passenger and ticket 
agent Virginia, Tennessee and Georgia Air Line; C. K. Lord, general passenger 
agent Baltimore and Ohio Railroad; H. W. Fuller, esq., general passenger agent 
Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad. 

Advertising, &:c.—Hon. E. W. Fox (chairman), Robert A. Parke, esq., George 


Gibson, esq., O. G. les, esq., John Keywo. ., Charles T. Murray, esq. 

pe eeey ES, re par: emp AA Albert Ordway (chairman) Capt. E. 
Lemon, Maj. H. L. Cranford, Hon. Jeff. Chandler, Dr. Smith Townshend, Capt. 
Thomas J. Luttrell. 


h n, ¢c.—Hon. A. A. Wilson (chairman), Will Wheatley, 

aa, P. H. Christman, esq., Maj. J. P. Willett, O. C. Duncanson, esq., Osceola C. 
reen, esq. 

HEADQUARTERS, No. 1300 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, 

PIEDMONT AIR-LINE BUILD: 


The citizens of Washington having 


(as per 
n) and arran reliminaries, now has the pleasure of announcing to 
gin) thas ged pi es, Pp g 


mar- 

the 

Bay, 

sity, D. C., commencing on Monday, May 23, and ending with Decoration Day, 


regularly organized co: f 
schools, for the following most varied iy and 
re aggregating $26,500, with other souvenir tro- 
phies: 


I. REGIMENTAL.—For the best regiment of infantry, judged by 
inspection and review (difference in arms and accouterments 
allowed for), a magnificent stand of colors (United States flag, 
regimental and guidons), with gold, silver, and bronze 
medals to the officers. 

LI, BATTALION.—For the best battalion of infantry, of not less 
than four a judged by inspection and by drill in the 


Manual of Arms, and in such minor movements in the school 
of the battalion, as will test marching, w. Š 
alignments, &c,— 

First prize. 


Second prize (if more than two comtpete)........ccsscsssseoseees 


Ill. Company.—For the best company of infantry (either separ- 
ately entered or belo to any regiment or battalion en- 
tered for the above prizes), to be judged by inspection and by 
drill in School of the , Manualof Arms, and School 


10,500 


TV iapoution aad tp Och te the Dae eae ‘Troop, 
ion an OOl Oo} 
cd furnished free of 


pany of cavalry, to be judged 
(forage and stabling for horses See iar 

O 
First prize......... msenesdetenuapebesetonnes Ssases eaeand soceunsesass sucess quecpueoensebes 000000 
Second prize (if more than two Compete)... ...eressesssssee sererseresees os 


V. LIGHT ARTILLERY .—For the best platoon, to be judged b; 
na ae and bor aaau a a of y — and in 
of the Battery, in moun orses (and guns, limbers 
caissons, if desired) to be furnished free of cost— 

First prize... ..ccsssccss ne sig puosevenatisebnevonssasteeecponasonea ch SSS weapepioce 

Second prize (if more than two compete).......... 


3,500 


in- 
ool 
and 


1,000 


sreneeeeececeeeceees 


VI. MACHINE fied gd Sg best platoon, to be jud; 
spection an an target practice (amm 
furnished free of cost)— = ( 


o 
First prize, silver trophy and ..........cccescccssccces cosesescaceveeecoe 
Second prize.. 


in- 
pedi be 


rt sereaeestonseesee Sousse cease: sses cssass E 

VIL Zovaves.—For the best zouave drill, open to all zouave com- i 
panies whose officers have comm: ns from the governor of 
a State— 


Second prize (| 


more than two compete)...... 


1,750 


VILI. Caper Corps.—For the best company, from any 
regularly established milii school or university (not under 
aren SOPONNA be udged by inspection an — et, 000 
Second prize (if more than two compete)..cccccsssssceccccccmee 750 
$1,750 
IX. INDIVIDUAL Prizes.—For the best drilled soldier in the Man- 
ualof Arms, competition restricted to not more than two mem- 
bers of any competing company— 
First prize, gold medal and . 100 
Second prize, silver medal and... Z 75 
Third prize, bronze medal and snenuapssenorensprestineyred 50 
— 225 
X. RIFLE PRACTICE. —Competition open toany larly enlisted 
man or commissioned officer of the volunteer itia, not, how- 


ever, to exceed two from any one company; to be governed by 


the rules ing the annual competitions in the lar 
Army, as detailed in chapter 3, part 5, “ Blunt’s Rifle and Car- 
bine Firing.” Ten shots each at 200, 300, 500, and 600 yards. 


Prizes to be awarded on best aggregate scores, Competitors 
restricted to use of the service S Sar T breech-loader used 
by theregular Army, or to the rifle officially issued to the mili- 
tia by the State to which competitor belongs—eight prizes— 
First prize, gold medal and........... AS ETRE N PASEN mens 
Three prizes, silver medal and. 
Four prizes, bronze medal and........... 


Aggregate money prizes offered...... 


Sovvenstr Mepats.—It is the further intent of the committee to bestow medals 
of merit, in gold, silver, and bronze, according to their grading, upon all com- 
mands taking prizes at this national competition. 

Boner ayes quarters in camp will be furnished all competing commands free 
of cost. 

Acceptance or rejection of any application for entry is a right reserved by the 
committee at its own discretion. 

The object of this national drill is twofold : 

First. As an incentive to advancement and proficiency in the science of arms 
of the citizen soldiery of the Union, Sroa emulation and friendly competi- 
tion on the common ground of the national capital. 

Second. The massing of representative men, comprised in the volunteer or- 
sania onin the fraternal associations of a camp, where they may better ap- 

reciate other and learn mutual reliance should the national reserves ever 

called to stand shoulder to shoulder in defense of their common country, 

The committee confidently enumerates a few of the unequaled advantages of . 
the national capital for holding this national competition. . 

Most central in the railroad travel between all sections of the country; having 
within a radius of 200 miles (less than half a day’s travel) an aggregate popu- 
lation of 10,000,000; replete with historic and national associations, and the cen- 
ter of national curiosity; with magnificent public buildings, grand avenues, 
spacious parks, and splendid residences, which combine to make her the most 
beautiful city on the continent; with rarest facilities for camp and drill grounds, 
and perfection of transit from point to point at cheapest rates, Washington of- 
fers attractions far beyond all other cities for such convocation of the national 
guards and of the national Bh pane 

The committee assures all comers, civilian as well as military, that the trunk 
railroad lines and their connections will bring rates for round-trip travel within 
reach of the most sir or i) that every care will be taken by a specially 
appointed committee of citizens to furnish detailed and reliable information to 
visitors as to board, lodging, &c., and to guard them against every species ot 


unfairness an: ion. 


extortion. 
SPECIAL Days.—It is also the intent of the committee to arran; haat the 
y.” “rove 


By order of the committee. 


SAML E. WHEATLEY, Chairman. 
T. C. DE LEON, Managing Secretary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6663) for the relief of Thomas P. Westmoreland, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam also directed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8751) for the relief of Samuel F. Rice, to 
report it with an amendment. I was requested by the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee [Mr. EDMUNDS] to state that he does not join 
in the report of this case. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
re an amendment intended to be proposed to the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 99) in relation to the land-grant act 
approved May 17, 1856, granting lands to the State of Florida for rail- 
road p reported it adversely; and the joint resolution was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 3300) to pro- 
vide for the judicial determination of the rights of the United States 
in lands granted to the State of Florida for the purpose of aiding in 
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the construction of railroads under an act of Con approved May 
17, 1856, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

. MAHONE. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1442) providing 
for the erection of a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio, to report it 
adversely, and move its indefinite postponement, and to say that a bill 
covering the same object has passed both Houses of Congress. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MAHONE. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1846) to amend an act entitled “An 
act for the erection of a public building at Brooklyn, N. Y.,’’ approved 
June 12, 1882, report in favor of its indefinite postponement for the 
same reason as in the other case. 

The report was agreed to. 


EMILE GUERIN AND CHERI P. MAJOR. 


Mr. EUSTIS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6330) to confirm to Emile 
Guerin and Cheri P. Major title to certain lands, to report it favorably 
without amendment. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be 
considered at this time. 

Mr. INGALLLS. Let it be read at length for information, subject 
to objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana asks 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill reported 
by him at this time. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to hear it read first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That all the right, title, claim, and interest of the United States 
to a certain tract of land on False River, Pointe Coupée Parish, Louisiana, and 
described on the official maps of the General Land Office of the United States as 
lot or section No, 69, in township 5 south, range 10 east, sou distri 
west of the Mississippi River, Louisiana, be, and the same are hereby, confirm 
to and in Emile Guerin and Cheri P. Major, holding under the original tee 
or hisassigns, and to and in their successors, transferees, vendees, and ees: 
Provided, That this act shall have the effect only of a quitclaim of all right, title, 
and interest of the United States therein, not to affect any valid adverse right or 
title to said land, nor create any liability on the part of the United States, 
ane INGALLS. What is the claim of the United States in this 

? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iwill state to the Senator that the United States 
Government has no interest whatever in this land. It wasan original 
Spanish grant, and under the defective registry laws of Louisiana the 
original grant has been lost. Those from whom these parties have ac- 
quired the land have been in possession for ninety years. In 1814 the 
Congress of the United States confirmed lands covered by this grant upon 
the ground that although the original grant was lost, yet the fact that 
the grant had been made was not disputed. There are no patents that 
ever have been issued against this land. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is this confirmation to the vendors of the present 
occupants? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Those who had the previous title. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the necessity, then, for passing another act? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Because this particular section has never been con- 
aimed: All the other sections covered by the grant have been con- 

Mr. INGALLS. If the original Spanish concession has been lost, 
how does it appear that this land was covered by it? 

Mr. EUSTIS. How does it appear that it is covered by it? 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator to say that this land was 
originally contained in a Spanish concession, which had been lost. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Yes, the original grant. 

Mr. INGALLS. There must be somewhere a record of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. This bill was read for information subject to objec- 
tion. If it is going to lead to debate, I shall object to its consideration 
in the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to withdraw his ob- 
jection. There will be no debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the bill can be considered without debate, Ishall 
not ohject, but I reserve the right to object if it leads to debate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the Chair feels 
bound to rule that the bill goes over. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Does the Senator insist on his objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I will withdraw the objection if the bill does not lead 
to debate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I feel that we ought not to be called upon to pass 
a bill instantaneously when reported, without some consideration. I 
do not object to the consideration of the bill, but I shall object unless 
we can have an explanation that will show why the United States ought 
to confer a title that it is admitted it does not 

Mr. EUSTIS. This land was surveyed by the United States—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regards the debate in the 
nature of an objection, and will have to ask Senators to be seated. Re- 
ports of committees are still in order. 
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Mr. EUSTIS. LIunderstood the Senator from Kansas to say he would 
not object ifan explanation could be made. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Tennessee objects to an explana- 
tion. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Tennessee withdraws his objection 
to a brief explanation of the case. 

Mr. EUSTIS. This land was surveyed by the United States Gov- 
ernment and stands claimed by the legal representatives of Julian 
Poydras, and no confirmation found. That is shown by the survey. 
The confirmation has been made by the Congress of the United States 
with reference to all the lands covered in the grant except this one sec- 
tion. The bill was unanimously reported by the Committee on Pri- 


vate Land 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana will 
pause. The Chair will submit the question. The Senator from Louis- 
iana asks unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
at this time. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLUMB. From what committee is it reported? 

Mr. EUSTIS. From the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I repeat this was an original Spanish grant. The 
original title was lost; but in 1814, although these parties had been in 
possession only a few years, the Congress of the United States con- 
firmed the title to the land, and it is only this section which has never 
been confirmed. The object of the bill is to remove the cloud upon 
the title of these ies. The Government of the United States has 
never made any whatever to this land, and can not make any, 
and does not to-day. The quit-claim of the United States is not giv- 
ing away an interest in the land, because the Government has none 
whatever. It is simply to remove the cloud from the private title. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator be good enough to explain what 
the cloud is? He states that there is no existing title in the United 
States outstanding, that the land belonged to the grantors of those who 
are now in possession, and yet we are asked here, upon the report of the 
committee, without further explanation, to quit-claim or relinquish an 
interest in the United States to this land which the Senator says does 
not exist and never did exist. 

I know nothing whatever about this matter; but bills that are re- 
ported in this way by a committee without an explanation are always 
a little trifle suspicious, to say the least. I should like to know some- 
thing about the value of this land, and why it is that after ninety years 
of adverse and notorious and exclusive possession we are called upon to 
pass an act of Congress, with all the solemnities, relinquishing the title 
of the United States to this property. 

Mr. EUSTIS. It is asked because the parties who have been in pos- 
session have been satisfied with the title which they had; but this par- 
ticular land has changed hands lately, and the money will not be paid 
by the purchasers because these purchasers are more particular than 
the previous purchasers. Therefore they require an act of Con 
confirming the grant, which is nothing but whatthe Government of the 
United States has done ever since 1814. 

I will call the Senator’s attention to the fact that in 1814 the Gov- 
ernment of the United States would not have confirmed the grant if 
the Government had had any title or interest in the ground. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that in the treaty between the United 
States and France, when we acquired possession of this property, the | 
outstanding Spanish grants, so far as they were valid, were confirmed. 
If this tract of land was included in any valid Spanish grant existing 
at the time of the transfer, then, of course, it was confirmed; but I un- 
derstand the Senator from Louisiana to say that there was never any 
confirmation of this tract of land at all, and that there is no outstand- 
ing claim of the United States Government against it. There is some- 
thing mysterious about it. - 

Mr. EUSTIS. There has never been any confirmation of this par- 
ticular section, but there has been a confirmation of the grant, the 
original title of which was lost. 

Mr. INGALLS. Was this tract of land included in the grant that 
was confirmed ? } 

Mr. EUSTIS. This section was included in the grant, but it was 
omitted in the confirmation made in 1814. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then it was not confirmed, I understand the Sena- 
tor to say? 

Mr. EUSTIS. It was not confirmed in 1814. 

x Mr. INGALLS. Then the Senator makes another explanation. In 
the first place, we are assured that the confirmation was made to this 
grant in 1814, and now the Senator tells us that, for some reason which 
is not disclosed, this particular section of land was excluded from the 
confirmation of the grant, and ninety years afterward we are called 
upon to pass an act, without explanation, confirming the present occu- 
pants of that land in their title which never was in the United States. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Here is the statement made in the report of the House 

Committee on Private Land Claims: 


Congress, act of April 12, 1814, confirmed to the holders the title to part of 
the land held virtue of the same grant on which Guerin and Major rely as 
the basis of their title. . They hold the remainder of the land embraced in said 


grant. This act does for them, as to their part, only what the act of April 12, 
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1814 (U.S. Stat. at Large, Tap: 121), did for the holders of the other portion. 
Their right to ask this is fi by the fact that their honest, uninterrupted 
adverse ion of said land has continued for Lesin (Fan years longer than 
that of those in like case with themselves, who were ved in 1814, 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator state why this land was excluded 
from the confirmation of the grant in 1814? 

Mr. EUSTIS. It may have been some defect in the survey. I can 
not state what the reason was. It may have been an accident. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again remind Sena- 
tors that even if unanimous consent is given to take up a bill, under 
the circumstances, debate is not in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
been consulted about the matter? 

Mr. EUSTIS. He has. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear his report read. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I was going to refer to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again ask the atten- 
tion of the Senators to the fact that even if by unanimous consent a 
bill is taken up under the circumstances of this case, it is not subject 
to debate, and the question must be put without debate. The Chair 
only wishes to enforce the rule. The rule is made very imperative. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will simply ask that the letter of the Commissioner 
be read for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Ifthere be no objection the letter will 
be read. The Chair hears none. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 10,1887. 


Sra: Referring to your personal inquiries in relation to the subject-matter of 
H. R. 6330, Forty-ninth Con; second session, entitled “An act to confirm to 
Emile Guerin and Cheri P. or title to certain lands,” I have the honor to 
inclose herein a prsta seg wee copy of the plat of reat of township 5 
south, range 10 east, southeast district, west of the Mississippi River, Louisiana, 
and to state that section 69 thereon, which said act pro; to confirm to Guerin 
and Major, appears to have been surveyed for thel representatives of Julian 
Poydras, as aclaim for which no confirmation was found. 

I have no data by which I can determine who the l resentatives of 
Po: are; nor can I determine what title, if any, Po; had to said lands 
to be transferred to his representatives; nor am Iable to find any evidence on 
file here showing that Guerin and or have any interest in the lands men- 
tioned in the act as purchasers of Poy: or his legal representatives, or any 


other 

The inclosed plat and a tabular statement prepared 
of Louisiana of surveyed but unconfirmed claims is all 
in reference to the matters aa tae about. 

The tabular statement herein referred to is printed in Senate Executive Doc- 
ument No. 111, Forty-sixth Co: 


by the surveyo neral 
the evidence Ta find 


ngress, second session. On page l4 of this execu- 
tive document you will find section 69 reported as supposed to be possessed or 
claimed by the representatives of Julian Poydras. 
Finding no evidence in this office that Guerin and jor have any right or 
interest in this land, I see no reason why said land should be confirmed to them. 
‘As requested, I return herewith the printed copies left by 
R. 6330 and re; thereon of the Committee on Private Lan 
first-session of the present Congress, 
Very ully, 
WM. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 
Hon, Marr. W. Ransom, 


Chairman Committee on Private Land Claims, 
United States Senate, 


Mr. INGALLS. If I understood the reading of that letter correctly, 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office says that the bill ought 
not to pass. His statementis that there is no evidence whatever show- 
ing that the present occupants of the land ever purchased of Poydras, 
the original grantee under the Spanish concession, to whom the grant 
was confirmed. If I understood the statement of the Commissioner cor- 
rectly, he says there is no reason for the passage of this bill; in other 
words, that it ought not to pass. 

Mr. EUSTIS. No; he says the bill ought not to pass because there 
is no evidence that Guerin and Major have acquired the land. 

Mr. INGALLS. They are the beneficiaries of this bill, are they not? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Yes. How can there be any evidence—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well; if there is no evidence at all, on what 
are we acting ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. How can there be any evidence that these parties 
have purchased from their vendors? Of course there would be no evi- 
dence in the archives of the Land Office? This is a private purchase 
made from a private individual. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why should we notquitclaim to the original grantee 
from the crown of Spain, and let the title inure then by reason of the 
covenants of warranty? 

Mr, EUSTIS. That has been done with reference to the entire claim. 
In 1814 Congress confirmed the grant. It seems this particular sec- 
tion was not included in that confirmation. Private owners have been 
in possession ever since 1790, and thisis merely to give a quitclaim so 
far as the interests of the United States Government are concerned to 
this particular section, which was included in the grant but which was 
not included in the confirmation. 

Mr. PLUMB. In regard to that point, I can only say that when it 
comes to a question of this kind in the Public Lands Committee the 
committee does not feel called upon to deal with the subject of con- 
yeyance at all, but treats the title as though it were in the hands of 
the original grantee, and lets the question of its passing by conveyance 
out of his hands to be settled in the ordinary way, so as not to run the 


ou, namely: H. 
Claims, No, 1011, 


RRE of conveying the land to some one who may have a defective 
title. 

Mr. EUSTIS. All adverse claims are reserved in the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. In view of the statement by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office that the bill ought not to be passed, I will en- 
ter my objection to its further consideration this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 199) for the 
retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar, with amendments, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5538) relating to the im- 
porting and landing of mackerel during the spawning season, agreed to 
the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Mr. May- 
vee: and Mr, REED the managers at the conference on the part of the 

ouse. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing and directing the Department of Jus- 
tice to transfer certain rooms, which have been occupied by the United 
States courts, to the city of Jackson, Miss. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
10233) to convey to and confirm in the city of Aurora, in the county of 
Kane, and State of Illinois, a small island in the Fox River, located 
within the limits of said city; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 93) authorizing the construction of a public building fora 
post-office in the city of Houston, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 305) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 


A bill (S. 542) for the relief of William Ervin; 
A bill (S. 712) for the erection of a public building at Augusta, Ga. ; 
A bill (S. 1162) for the erection of a post-office building at Lynn, 


A bill (S. 1592) to change the limit of appropriation for the public 
building at Denver, Colo. ; 

A bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire 
for losses sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the 
Territory of Wyoming, in September, 1885; 

A bill (S. 2533) for the relief of E. Remington & Sons; and 

A bill (H. R. 1684) to authorize terms of the circuit court of the 
United States for the eastern judicial district of North Carolina at the 
city of Wilmington, in said district. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 3301) to authorize the settlement 
and adjustment of all claims and demands between the United States 
and the State of Vermont, &c.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3302) for the relief of the 
sureties on the official bond of Alexander H. Adams, late pension t 
at Lexington, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and ref to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3303) for the erection of a national 
memorial bridge over the Potomac from Washington to Arlington; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 3304) to authorize the Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole Nations of Indians, respect- 
ively, to lease lands within their respective boundaries for mining pur- 
poses, and to validate leases heretofore made for said purposes by the 
proper authorities of any of said nations; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 110) for the issue 
of subsidiary silver coin; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 111) to provide 
for payment of compensation to jurors summoned in condemnation of 
a site for the Congressional Library; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAIR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. HALE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him | Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that, but I understand these 


to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SERVICES OF COUNT PULASKI. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be, and is hereby, requested, if not incompatible 
with the public interest, to cause a search to be made of the files and records of 
the Department of State, the Department of War, and the De; ent of the 


eiheaeet f for information as to the services rendered by Count Casimir Pulaski 
a brigadie 


r-general of the Army of the United Statesin the years 1777, 1778, and 
1779, and until he was killed in action, and as to any payment or com tion 
made to that officer for such services. Also, as to any justand pore debted- 
ness of the United States to General Pulaski for and on account of his expenses 
and military appes furnished for troops of hès command; and also, especially 
as to any record or documentary evidence which may show whether 100,000 gold 
livres or other sum of money transmitted by the friends of Count Pulaski in 
Europe for his personal use in the help he was giving to the United States ar- 
rived about the time he was killed in battle at Savannah, and whether such 
fands went into the public Treasury or were used by the authority of the Conti- 
nental Congress or by authorities in the State of Geo for the benefit of the 
United States, and if so used, to what ampunt and under what circumstances, 
and that the matters and facts so ascertained be communicated to the Senate, 


INDEXES TO REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred aconcurrent resolution for the printing of indexes 
to the compilation of House and Senate reports of committees, to re- 
port it favorably without amendment. I ask for its present considera- 
tion. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed the indexes to the compilation of House and Senate reports of com- 
mittees provided for in public resolution 24, first session, Forty-ninth Congress, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Task the Senator how many copies will be printed 
under that; the usual number? : 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; this is for the purpose of printing indexes 
of the committee reports under an order of the Senate at the last ses- 
sion. There will be as many indexes published as there are sets of 
committee reports, and there are as many of these reports as there are 
committees in both Houses. It is simply for the purpose of amending 
the resolution heretofore passed by correcting an error. 

‘Mr. COCKRELL. It would be a very important document, and it 
seems to me there ought to be additional copies printed. The cost 
will be very little to add a few more copies. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I donot think the Senator understands the 
case exactly. This is not a document that has been printed, but Cap- 
tain McKee, of the document room, has gathered as many indexes as 
there are sets of reports of committees, and this is merely to publish the 
index of all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nota general index? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
concurrent resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURE. 


Mr. BUTLER. I desire to invite the attention of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], the acting chairman of the Committee on 
Territories, to the majority and minority reports from that committee 
presented last Saturday on the bill (H. R. 6966) to change the time of 
the meeting of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory, and 
to ask him if it will be agreeable to-morrow to call up that bill and 
have it considered. If anything is to be done by the Senate, it ought 
to be done promptly in order that the people of the Territory may un- 
derstand exactly what they have to rely upon. I believe I am correct 
when I state that the understanding of the committee was that we 
should all unite in attempting to have early consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Owing to some confusion in the Chamber I have not 
been able to hear precisely what the Senator from South Carolina has 
been saying; but as to the subject of his remarks, the reports alluded 
to have only just been placed on my table. I had intended, if they 
had been earlier distributed, to ask to have the matter considered this 
morning. Iam as anxious as he that it shall have early consideration. 
What was the suggestion of the Senator ? 

Mr. BUTLER, That the bill be taken up for consideration to-mor- 
row, after the morning business. 

Mr. PLATT. I will aid the Senator in that effort. 


EXTRA HOURS OF CLERICAL EMPLOYES. 


Mr. CULLOM. I offer a resolution, and ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate as to 
what unusual necessity, if any, now exists for requiring a certain part of the 
ee in the offices of the Adjutant-General and Surgeon-General to work extra 

ours. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have that resolution express 
another inquiry, and that is, the number of hours they work, and what 
they call extra hours. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


clerks work the usual hours during the day, and then after night they 
go back and work two or three hours additional. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should think that when the Adjutant-General’s 
office in the consideration of claims, under the act of June 3, 1884, 
have only reached those claims which were filed in October, 1884, they 
ought to work the clerks at night, or make them do more work in the 
day-time. If they do not work the eight hours which the law pre- 
scri I want to know the reason why the heads of Departments do 
not e them work those eight hours. Itis an outrage that the public 
business should be so far behind if the clerks do not work the eight 
hours which the law requires. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand, the statute already provides the 
number of hours that the clerks shall work, and I take it for granted 
they work that number of hours during the day; but a portion of the 
clerks in some of the bureaus of the War Department are asked to 
to the office after night and work two or three hours additional, while 
other clerks are not asked to do so, and the clerks who do get no addi- 
tional com tion. That is my information. All I desire by this 
resolution is to call out the facts, and if possible have these clerks all 
treated alike as nearly as ible. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator to show me any law 
fixing the exact number of hours the clerks shall work in the Depart- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over. 

Mr. CAMERON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
goes over. 


Objection being made, the resolution 


BONDED EXPORT WHISKY. 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to make an inquiry, if I may be permitted, of 
the Committee on Finance. On the 8th of June last the Senate adopted 
a resolution calling upon the Treasury Department for information with 
reference to the reimportation of distilled spirits. In response to the 
resolution the Treasury Department communicated a document of a 
good deal of importance, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance with instructions to examine into it and report to the Senate. 
I want to make an inquiry of the Committee on Finance if there is a 
prospect of a report on this subject being brought before the Senate, 
and in that connection I desire to call the attention of the committee 
to an article in the New York World on the 2d of this month written 
from this place, making statements which, if they are founded in fact, 
make it, as I think, the imperious duty of that committee to make the 
examinations suggested by that resolution. 

I should like to have this communication considered in connection 
with the instruction of the Senate by the committee, for if it be a fact 
as stated here that the Government has been wronged by more than a 
million dollars of taxes justly its due in consequence of some strange 
system of export and reimportation of the same spirituous liquors, it 
is quite time that the attention of the Committee on Finance was not 
only called to it, but that they were induced to try to remedy it. 

Mr, MORRILL. I will say that a subcommittee were appointed to 
examine that subject, and they have not yet reported. 

Mr. DAWES. My inquiry was whether there was a prospect of a 
report before the end of the session. 

Mr. MORRILL. I can not say. The committee meet to-morrow 
morning, and I will call the attention of the committee to the matter 

n 


Mr. DAWES. In that connection I hope the committee will con- 
sider the article to which I have referred. 


A. L. CUTTING. 


Mr. GIBSON submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 


ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, sa 
if not incompatible with the public interests, to furnish the Senate copies of al 
correspondence relating to the arrest, trial, and discharge of A. L, Cutting, a 
citizen of the United States, by the authorities of Mexico, 


CORRESPONDENCE WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. INGALLS. In that connection I should like to inquire if any 
answer has yet been received to the resolution of the Senate adopted 
some time Jast month calling for the correspondence between the State 
Department and Minister Jackson in Mexico? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that no answer 
has been sent to the Senate. 


WILLIAM WEBSTER. 


Mr. CAMERON. On Saturday last I gave notice that to-day I 
would ask the Senate to take up and consider Order of Business 2195, 
being the bill (S. 3286) to increase the naval establishment. I now 
move—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before that motion is received, the 
Chair is required by the rules to lay before the Senate a resolution 
which comes over by a unanimous order for consideration at this time. 
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The Secretary read the following resolution, reported by Mr. MORGAN 
on the 26th of January from the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved by the Senate, That after due examination of the matters presented in 
the petition of William Webster, and the evidence brought to their attention in 
support of his claim for indemnity from the British Government for lands in 
New Zealand, purchased by him in good faith from native chiefs, and duly con- 
veyed to him before the Government of Great Britain acquired the sovereignty 
over that country by a made with said chiefs,the Senate of the United 
States consider that said m for indemnity is founded in justice and deserves 
the cognizance and cp ee of the Government of the United States. And that 


said asa claim for money indemnity, was not presented bythe United 
States to Great Rritain prior to September, 1858. 
Resolved, That the President is requested to take such measures as, in his opin- 


ion, may be proper to secure to William Webster a just settlement and final ad- 
justment of claim against Great Britain, growing out of the loss of the lands 
and other pro vain New Zealand of which he has been deprived by the act 
or consent of the tish Government, and to which he had acquired a title un- 
der purchases and deeds of conveyance from the native chiefs, prior to Febru- 
ary 6,1810, and prior to any right of Great Britain to said islands. 


Mr. MORGAN. On consultation with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS], who has some remarks to make on this resolution, he 


and I have united in a request that it may go over until to-morrow, 
retaining its place. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks the 


unanimous consent of theSenate that this resolution may go over, re- 
taining its place as an objected resolution. If there is no objection 
that order will be made. 


VIRGINIUS INDEMNITY FUND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit herewith a report furnished by the Secretary of State in response to 
a resolution of the Senate of January 31, ultimo, calling for particulars of the 
investment and distribution of the indemnity received E 1875 from Spain, and 
known as the “ Virginius fund.” ‘ 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 14, 1887. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move now to take up Order of Business 2195, 
Senate bill 3286, 

Mr. HARRIS. Regular order! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the considera- 
tion of the House bills on the Calendar, pending which the Senator 
from Pennsylvania submits his motion. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask for the immediate consideration of the bfll 
I have named. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3286) 
to increase the naval establishment. 

Mr. CAMERON. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill which it is proposed to take up be read, so 
that the Senate may know what itis. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows : 


cruisers, in the aggregate, complete, exclusive of armament, 
shall not be more than $15, 000,000, which sum is hereby appropriated out of any 


rovisions 
of the act of August 3d, 1886, entitled “An act to increase the naval establish- 
ment,” as to material for said vessels, their engines, boilers, and machinery, 
the contracts under which they are built, the notice of and proposals for the 
same, the plans, drawings, and specifications therefor, and the method of exe- 
cating said contracts, shall be observed and followed, and said vessels shall be 
built in compliance with the terms of said act, so far as the same relate to ves- 
sels constru under contract, 

Src. 3. That in case either of said vessels, n the tests or conditions hereto- 
fore provided, shall bam, ped a renin twenty knots over the meas- 
ured mile, a bonus shall be paid to the contractor of $200,000 for the first knot 
in excess of said twenty knots, and of $100, 000 for the second knot so in excess, 
and of $100, 000 for each knot beyond; and for the purposes provided in this seo- 
tion the sum of $2, 000, 000, or so much of the same as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

EC. 4. That for the armament of the cer By hereinbefore provi for the 
sum of $4, 800,000 is hereby appropriated out of any money in not 
Otherwise appropriated. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], and not kno 
would vote on this question, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My colleague [Mr. BERRY] has left the 
Chamber temporarily, and is paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
HARRISON], my pair being transferred to him. 

Mr. mE Iam paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER]. 


ired with 
how he 


The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Farwell, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 
Bowen, Gibson, Morgan, eller, 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Whitthorne, 
Cameron, e, Palmer, William 
Conger, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, 
wes, Hoar, Riddleberger, 

Eustis, McMillan, Sabin, 

NAYS—I17. 
Beck, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, Walthall, 
Call, Maxey, Vance, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Piumb, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Pugh, est, 
Geo rge, Ransom, Voorhees, 

ABSENT—22. 

Berry, Colquitt, Harrison, Miller, 
Blair, Dolph, Ingalls, Mitchell of Pa., 
Brown, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Camden, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Stanford. 
Chace, Gray, Kenna, 
Cheney, Harris, McPherson, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill has just been read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was read for information, and un- 
less the reading be specially called for it will not be read again. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with 
amendments in section 3, line 4, before the word ‘‘hundred,’’ to strike 
out ‘two’ and insert ‘‘one;’’ in line 5, after the word ‘“ knots,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘and of $100,000 for the second knot so in excess;’’ and in 
line 7, before the word “‘hundred,”’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert 
“two;’? so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That in case either of said vessels, upon the tests and conditions hereto- 
fore provided, shall display a speed greater than twenty knots over the measured 
mile, a bonus shall be paid to the contractor of $100,000 for the first knot in ex- 
cess of said twenty knots, and of $200,000 for each knot beyond; and for the 
purposes provided in this section the sum of $2, 000,000, or so much of the same 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the committee should explain to the Sen- 
ateabout the length of time that it will require to construct these vessels, 

Mr. CAMERON, Thereis no report with this bill. I had intended 
to make a few remarks, but I do not wish to consume the time of the 
Senate in the way of remarks. 

Mr. CULLOM. We should like to hear the Senator. 

Mr. CAMERON. I would rather not take up time. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations if this appropriation will exhaust the surplus, or will 
it go beyond it? 

Mr. CAMERON. It will take from four to five years to expend this 
money. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania a 
question. Is it absolutely under the control of the President of the 
United States to say what kind of vessels we shall have in the Navy? 

Mr. CAMERON. It is not, 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to know wherein any power is reserved 
to Congress. 

Mr. CAMERON. These questions come so thick and fast that prob- 
ably I had better submit my remarks. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator answer that question some time 
during his remarks? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN] has submitted an amendment which will be read before the 
Senator from Pennsylvania proceeds. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

In making proposals for contracts for building the vessels authorized to be 
constructed under this act, it shall be uired that three of such vessels shall 
be built on or near the coast of the o Ocean or the waters connecting 
therewith, three of them on or near the coast of the Gulf of Mexico or the waters 
connecting therewith, and four of them on or near the coast of the Atlantio 
Ocean or the waters connecting therewith, and at such places on or near such 
coasts or waters as the Secretary of the Navy shall provide. If it shall a 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Serz com the biddings for sai: 

ed by him that said vessels 


con- 
tracts when the same are opened and exam: can 


not be constructed at a fair cost on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean or the 
Gulf of Mexico, he shall suspend the construction of the vessels herein required 
to be built on or near said coasts or either of them until further action by Con- 
gress, pepe e report the reasons for such suspension to Congress with allcon- 
ven 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that this is one of the most important bills of this session, and 
I have not been able to hear one word of the amendment read. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It is in consequence of the fact that those 
who generally attend to the business here are doing all the talking on 
the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania is 
entitled to the floor. ‘The Chair will endeavor to maintain order. 
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Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, this bill authorizes the President 
to have constructed by contract ten protected steel cruisers with such 
armament for each as the Navy Department may deem suitable, each 
of said vessels to have a maximum speed of not less than twenty knots 
per hour, and to be constructed in compliance with the terms of the act 
of August 3,1886. They must be constructed ofsteel of American man- 
ufacture. The armor used is to be of the best obtainable quality and 
of domestic manufacture, and is to be accepted only ofter passing such 
tests as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy. The en- 
gines, boilers, and machinery of all the new vessels provided for in the 
bill are also to be of domestic manufacture. It is not necessary to 
further recapitulate the provisions of the act under which these ves- 
sels are to be constructed, as the Senate is already familiar with its pro- 
visions. P 

The object of the bill is to provide the United States Navy with ten 
first-class protected steel cruisers, which shall be, especially in the mat- 
ter of speed, ahead of all other vessels of a similar character in the 
world. Thisimportant feature is emphasized by offering a liberal bonus 
to be paid to the contractor in case either or all of these vessels display 
a speed greater than 20 knots over the measured mile. 


Chili.. 
After a careful investigation of the subject, aided by the several val- | China... 


uable reports on the question prepared by well-known experts for the 
Government, the conclusion is reached that the most important object 
to be obtained is speed. With the guns used in modern warfare the 
strength of a war vessel must be secondary to its speed. The heavily 
armored vessels, such as are proposed in the bill introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE], are especially adapted for coast and har- 
bor defenses, while the vessels provided for in this bill are solely for 
ocean service. 

The passage of this bill may be looked upon as a matter of economy. 
Ten vessels of the speed herein provided for will be of more value to our 
Navy than fifty vessels of a speed of twelve and fourteen knots an hour. 
Other powers, as will be presently shown, have large numbers of the 
slower grade of vessels, and to pretend to cope with them numerically 
would necessitate a much larger outlay. We can arrive at our objective 

int much sooner by taking the road mapped out by the proposed bill. 

twe really need are fast cruisers, which, in case of war, could 
follow up and overtake the fastest merchant steamer which traverses 
the ocean. We have not to-day a vessel commissioned, nor a vessel in 
course of construction, that could give chase with the hope of over- 
taking the first-class merchant vessels engaged in the Atlantic trade. 

In the report of the board on fortifications or other defenses appointed 
by the President of the United States may be found a series of tables 
running over sixty pages and purporting to give the characteristics of 
the principal foreign ships of war. These tables are very valuable, and 
would repay the trouble of a close examination, as they give a very 
good description, with explanatory remarks, of the principal ironclads 
of the world. From these tables has been prepared a small table show- 
ing the rate of maximum trial speed of the war vessels belonging to the 
different nations. For the purpose of condensation it has not been 
thought worth while to deal with fractions smaller than one-half a knot, 
and therefore the rates of speed have been classified in the column to 
which they most nearly approximate. For example, 14.6 knots would 
be classified under id} knots, while 14.2 would be classified under 14 
knots. From this table it will be seen that the highest rate of speed 
has been attained by the French cruisers, while England, Italy, Chili, 
and Japan rank next. Should this bill become a law and the proposed 
vessels be built, in point of speed the American vessels of war would 
lead the world. 

The table is as follows: 


Speed in knots of some of the principal war ships of the world. 


MAXIMUM TRIAL SPEED IN KNOTS. 


Boe 


b keng 
bo Sho a 


Speed in knots of some of the principal war ships of the world—Continued: 


MAXIMUM TRIAL SPEED IN KNOTS. 


aekeygeees | Total. 
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e fleet land n ber and ot 
shares a E Ta an ee r speed not given. 


For the last five or six years we have been incessantly investigating 
the subject of our Navy. Thereare numerous reports of one kind and 
another on this subject. We have now all the information that it is 
possible to gather, and about the only thing remaining is to appropriate 
the money and go ahead with the work. Official reports show beyond 
question that we are able to manufacture our own coast defenses, and 
the testimony of our leading ship-builders, which has again and again 
been taken, together with the fact that we are building vessels first- 
class in every respect excepting speed, removes all doubt as to our ability 
to produce the best and the fastest cruisers, In this connection atten- 
tion is called to a brief statement made by Mr. Charles H. Cramp, 
who has recently been awarded the contracts for some of the iron- 
clads already provided for by Congress, which I find in the New York 
Herald: 

Within the last three years our firm has built the two fastest steam- ts in 
the world. I do not say this in self-glorification. It isa well-known The 
Atalanta and the Peerless are the fastest steam-yachts afloat. Nobody on either 
side of the ocean disputes that. If the Government of the United States had 
offered us the same inducement to build cruisers that Jay Gould, and Mr, Hark- 


ness, of Cleveland, did to build yachts, we would have built for it the 
cruisers in the world, 


This bill offers that inducement, and faith in the enterprise and abil- 
ity of Americans prompts the belief that the speed of these vessels 
will not only equal the maximum speed called for, but eclipse that yet 
attained by the ship-builders of other countries. If we can build the 
fastest yachts it is difficult to realize that we can not build the fastest 
eruisers. 

The following is a brief summary of what has been done to the 
Navy: 

In the summer of 1881 anaval advisory board was appointed tostate 
the requirements of a new navy. They reported to the Secretary of 
the Navy that we needed for the present exigencies of the Navy, thirty- 
eight unarmored cruisers, estimated to cost $26,000,000, and five rams 
and twenty-five torpedo-boats, estimated to cost $4,000,000. They 
stated that heavy ironclads were needed; but they gave no estimate in 
regard to them, as that subject was not included within their instruc- 
tions. At its next session Congress authorized the construction of two 
cruisers; but no contracts had been made for them when, in the spring 
of 1883, it suthorized the construction of four vessels, three of them to 
be steel crnisers—two of 3,000 tons, and one of 4,500 tons—and one of 
them a dispatch-boat. The armament was to be from eight to twelve 
rifle-guns for each ship, of caliber from 6 inches to 8 inches. 

The contracts were signed in July, 1883, and the new Navy was be- 
gun with the launching of the Dolphin. ‘This vessel was completed in 
the summer of 1885. The Atlanta, one of the cruisers, was put in 
commission in the summer of 1886, for a trial trip, and the other two 
are not yet finished, nearly three years after the passage of the act au- 
thorizing their construction. No appropriation for ships was made 


2 | during the session of 1884, but during the sessions of 1885 and 1886 


authority was given for three more cruisers, two gunboats, two large 
armored iron-clads, one torpedo-boat, and one pneumatic dynamite-gun 
ship, and for the completion of five large double-turreted monitors, 
whose construction was commenced, under the name of repairs, during 
Grant’s administration. 

These fourteen ships added to the four authorized in 1883 make a 
total of eighteen modern vessels for which authority has been granted. 


z | This is the outcome of more than five years’ consideration of the sub- 


*Large fleet gun-vessel and small boats, number and speed not given. 


tLarge fleet gun-boats, speed not given. 


ject, and the practical result to date is two ships in commission, seven 
(including the five monitors) launched but not finished, five designed 
but not contracted for, and four not yet designed. 


1712 


The length of time thus consumed shows how large and complicated 
is the problem, and how many years must elapse between granting 
authority for ships and seeing them in commission. 

As to the value of the ships thus far acquired the only serious criti- 
cism made upon them is in regard to their speed. A cruiser which 
makes 15 knots an hour, when the fast passenger steamers that would 
be pressed into service in war make 18 to 19 knots on every voyage, is 
of somewhat doubtful utility. 

Inareportrecently made by Mr. HERBERT, the chairman of the House 
Committee on Naval Affairs, he shows that the Navy of the United 
States, instead of keeping pace with the world, is not equal to our Navy 
of 1860. Then the fleet of the United States was composed of forty- 
eight sailing vessels of all classes and thirty-six steamers of all classes, 
making altogether eighty-four vessels. Our fleet of to-day, as shown 
by the Navy Register, consists of one first-rate serviceable ship, eleven 
second-rate ships, nineteen third-rate ships, five fourth-rate ships, and 
two torpedo rams. 

While the United States has been investigating and printing volu- 
minous reports, and wasting millions of dollars in repairing old vessels 
long since out of date, and appropriating small sums here and there 
for second-rate ships, at least in point of speed, the other nations of 
the world have been spending large sums of money in the construction 
of armored ships for their coast defenses and for attacking the cities 
en an enemy’s coast, England has constructed in the last sixteen years 
a fleet of powerful ironclads and war ships, costing $120,000,000, and for 
the year 1885 appropriated $30,000,000, making a total of $150,000, 000. 
Many of these ships cost over $3,000,000 each. 

France, in the mean time, has built five ships of a very powerful class, 
costing $14,000,000, and sixty armored ships, at an of $75,- 
000,000, or a total of $89,000,000. Russia has built five armored ships 
at a cost of $7,025,000, and one, the Peter the Great, cost $2,800,000. 
Besides, she has built twenty-five armored ships and forty-three un- 
armored ships and gun-boats at a cost of $35,460,000, ora total of $45,- 
285,000. Italy has built in the Duilo class the most powerful iron- 
clads afloat. Five of this class cost $18,500,000. She has also built 
ten armored ships at a cost of $9,500,000. That is a total of $28,000,- 
000. 


Germany has built five modern war ships of the King Wilhelm class 
at a cost of $9,330,000; ten armored ships at a cost of $9,450,000; 
twenty-one armored ships at a cost of $15,167,000; thirty-six unarmored 
ships at a cost of $12,000,000; or a total cost of $45,947,000, Austria 
has built thirty-two of the modern class, costing $19,000,000. Turkey 
has built thirteen armored and five unarmored at a cost of $17,300,000. 
Add together what these nations have expended for the construction 
of modern warships, and it will be seen that this reaches the enormous 
sum of $294,532,000. 

The feature of the vessels provided for in this bill is speed. If we 
expect to keep pace with the ships built and in course of construction by 
other nations, speed must be made a specialty. Ina lecture delivered in 
London three weeks ago by W. H. White, director of naval construction 
and assistant controller of the British navy, on the subject of ‘‘ Modern 
war-ships,”’ he thus refers to the recent progress made in the speed of 
modern ships of war: 

Adverting to the question of speed, which, he said, was admitted to be of 
pany importance for all classes of ships, he showed how great had been the 
mprovement in this respect in recent years, Fourteen knots an hour on the 
measured mile was almost a standard speed for large ships from 1859 to 1875. In 
the smaller classes of unarmored vessels commonly ranged from 8 to 13 
cruisers, designed to meet the American Wampanoag 
class, of 15 to 16} knots. At the present time Italian iron of 
13,800 tons displacement had attained speeds of 18 knots per hour; and in the 
royal navy armored vessels of 8,000 to 10,000 tons had speeds of 164 to 17 knots, 


Cruisers had speeds of 18 to 20 knots, and small torpedo craft of 19 to 25 knots. 
But still higher speeds were demunded, and would no doubt be attained. 


One of the first authorities in the world on the subject thus gives as 
his opinion that a still greater than 20 knots is demanded. In 
view of this it would be unwise for us to begin to build ships of a lesser 
speed. Turning from England to France, we learn that the French min- 
ister of marine has recently stated publicly that the French ought to 
build ships with speed enough to prey on British commerce should a war 
occur between those powers. These facts all point to the one conclu- 
sion that the ocean warfare of the future will be carried on by 
these fast cruisers, and unless we want to be entirely behind all other 
nations, we should at once commence to build at least the ten provided 
for in this bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, this is a very important bill, in- 
deed, and I wish to ask a question or two concerning it. I perceive 
that in the second section it is provided: 

That in the construction of the aforesaid vessels all of the provisions of the 
act of August 3, 1886, entitled “‘ An act to increase the naval establishment,” as 
to material for said vessels, their engines, boilers, and machinery, the contracts 
under which they are built, the notice of and proposals for the same, the plans, 
dra and specifications therefor, and the method of executing said con- 

shall be observed and followed, and said vessels shall be built in com- 


pliance with the terms of said act, so far as the same relate to vessels constructed 
under contract, 


That saves the trouble of repeating in this bill the specific instruc- 
tions contained in the act of last August, but I am not willing to adopt 
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all those details as in the actof August last. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania asks what I object to. I object to this precisely: 

That the armor used in constructing said armored vessels and for completing 
said monitors shall be of the best obtainable quality and of domestic manufact- 
ure, provided contracts for furnishing the same in a reasonable time, at a reason- 
able price, and of the required quality, can be made with responsible parties. 

I wish no proviso that will permit the purchase abroad of armor, or 
of shafting, or of any part thereof, for quite as important as the con- 
struction of the vessels is the securing the establishment of a plantin 
this country that can make vessels. The proviso leaves it perfectly 
open to go abroad. 

Mr. CAMERON. I understand the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; the Senator does not quite understand all I am 
going to say, because he has not heard. 

Mr. CAMERON, I understand on that point. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is another clause: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy may purchase abroad only such 
shafting as it may be impossible to obtain in the ‘United States in time for use 
in the construction of the vessels herein provided for, 

We can make certain kinds of shafting to very great advantage here. 
What we want is the very best kind of steel shafting, such as the gov- 
ernments abroad require, such as the British Government requires, of 
compressed Whitworth forged steel. If we avail ourselves of this pro- 
viso here and think it best to contract abroad hecause nobody is ready 
to make such shafting at home, we may find ourselves with our vessels 
nearly ready waiting for the shafts, and Great Britain may conclude to 
say to Mr. Whitworth: “We will take all the shafting you have on 
hand: we do not choose to put the United States in a condition to fight 
us in the next six months.” So you will be stopped from finishing your 
vessels and then have to go back and begin a contract with some great 
manufacturer in the United States for manufacturing these things. 

This is precisely the same point that applies to the armor. There is 
no difficulty whatever in having the heaviest plates manufactured here 
of the very best materials if you will offer a reasonable contract to the 
great manufacturers. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is nothing in this bill or in the act of August 
last to which the Senator refers which prevents that being done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does not prevent it being done, but it ought to 
be made mandatory that it shall be done. 

Mr. CAMERON. LI agree entirely with the Senator from Connecti- 
cut that this work ought to be donein this country, and if he will put 
his amendment in shape I will accept it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then allow me to suggest as an amendment to sec- 
tion 2, in its reference to the act of August 3, 1886, providing that it 
shall in general govern the details, to save repeating them, the addition 
of the words: ‘‘Save that in all their parts they shall be of domestic 
manufacture.’’ ; 

Mr. CAMERON. Does that cover everything needed or not? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That covers the point, I believe. 

Mr. HALE. That covers it. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DAWES in the chair), The ques- 
ay on the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAW- 
LEY]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me ask the Senator’s attention to one more 
suggestion. The first words in section 5 of the act of last year are 
these: 

That the Secretary of the Navy shall cause one or more of the new vessels 
hereinbefore provided for to be constructed and one or more of the said moni- 
tors to be completed in one or more of the navy-yards of the United States. 

There is nothing about that here. 

Mr. CAMERON. In the first section of the bill it is provided that 
the vessels shall be built by contract. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That takes it out of that. 

Mr. CAMERON. I amwilling to accept the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] also. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let that be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama will be read. 

Mr. CAMERON. It is not necessary to read it again. I accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina calls 
for the reading. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask to have the whole bill reported with 
the amendment. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will beread, and then 
the bill as it would stand if the amendment were adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have the amendment first. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section: 


Src. 5. In making proposals for contracts for building the vessels authorized 
to be constructed under this act, it shall be required t three of such vessels 
shall be built on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean or the waters connecting 
therewith, three of them on or near the coast of the Gulf of Mexico or the water 
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connecting therewith, and four of them on or near the coast of the Atlantic Ocean 
or the waters connecting therewith, and at such places on or near such coasts or 
waters as the Secretary of the Navy shall provide. If it shall a to the satis- 
faction of the Secretary of the Navy from the biddi for said contracts when 
the same are opened and examined by him that said vessels can not be con- 
structed at a fair cost on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean or the Gulf of 
Mexico, he shall suspend the construction of the vessels herein required to be 
built on or near said coasts or either of them, until the further action of Congress, 
ws shall report the reasons for such suspension to Congress with all convenient 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia call 
for the reading of the whole bill? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Iam just informed that the aggregate of 
appropriation is not changed. 

Mr. CAMERON. No. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 
have changed the aggregate. 

Mr. CAMERON. No; it is not changed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I withdraw my call for the reading of the 
bill with that understanding. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want tocall the attention of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to the very remarkable contradiction in terms between the 
bill and the amendment. The first section of the bill provides in the 
first line ‘‘that the President is hereby authorized to have constructed,” 
&c., and this amendment leaves all that power in the hands of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and he becomes the medium of communication with 
Congress and does not act under the direction of the President in de- 
termining where these vessels shall be built nor in reporting to Con- 
aw in regard to what he is doing, either as a reason for doing or not 

oing. 

It seems to me there ought to be some harmony between the head 
and the tail of this bill. Either the President ought to have this au- 
thority, or somebody else ought to have the authority, to continue 
through the entire operation. 

Tora HALE. That ought to be changed to conform to the original 

Mr. MORGAN. I hardly think the Senator from Kansas will insist 
on the change, considering the nature of the amendment, Of course 
when the President authorizes the construction of vessels of war, he 
does it through the Secretary of the Navy. That is the Cabinetofficer 
who is charged with such business by law. The President is author- 
ized to have the vessels constructed by contract. His order to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is to have the cruisers constructed by contract, 
When you come to the details of construction, of course the Secretary 
of the Navy is the proper person to prepare the details. 

My amendment relates only to the bids for the ships, and provides 
that in the event it is found that these vessels can not be built at a fair 
cost on the Pacific or on the Gulf, then he shall suspend the building 
of the vessels on those coasts and report to Congress the reasons for 
suspension. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not very apprehensive that the bill will become 
a law, so as to make me very particular about its terms; but at all 
events if it is to receive the sanction of the Senate, it ought to be har- 
monious in its parts to show that we are properly aware of the terms 
and of all the proprieties of the situation. It ought to be framed just 
exactly as though we were legislating with a view to action. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it is harmonious as it is; but nevertheless, 
if the chairman of the committee prefers the word ‘‘ President’? —— 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator’s amendment provides for a report by 
the Secretary of the Navy to Congress, and the President is put in the 
attitude of putting out contracts and having no concern about them 
afterward, 

Mr. MORGAN. I will modify the amendment by striking out “‘ Sec- 
rectary of the Navy” and inserting ‘‘President.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama modifies 
his amendment. The question is on the adoption of the amendment 
as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before the money is all taken out of the Treas- 
ury by a few bills and the surplus entirely exhausted, I beg toinquire 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs if any provision is made in the bill 
en or is proposed to be made for war vessels on the great 

es? ; 

Mr. HALE. The companion bill to this bill reported by the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania was reported by me on the same day, and I gave 
notice then that I would call it up at an early day, which I propose to 
do. That bill covers the other features of floating ships or batteries, or 
rafts for harbor defense and of torpedo-boats for the same p , and 
torpedo appliances, and also makes provision for the building of light- 
Sip fx gunboats, such as may be used on the Western Lakes. This 
bill deals only with the cruisers, and, as the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has said, largely with the view of securing the most rapid war 
cruisers that sail on the waters of the globe. The feature alluded to 
by the Senator from Nebraska is found in the bill which I reported, 
and which will come up ata very early day, whenever the Senate will 
consent to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Maine would be justified in say- 


XVUI——108 


I thought possibly some amendment might 


ing that both bills received the unanimous sanction of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. HALE. Yes, they were considered, and it was thought better 
to divide the matters and put them into two bills. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. How much does the bill the Senator has in 
charge call for? 

Mr. HALE. About fifteen millions. That includes armament. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I was only getting at that with a view of ascer- 
taining whether we can afford to appropriate quite as much as this bill 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania is advocating does and have any- 
thing left for the great lakes. We need protection there evidently as 
much as upon the coast. 

We are now making provision for probably all the surplus and a little 
beyond, except the amusement part to which my friend from Kansas re- 
ferred, for he seems to think very much of this is done for amusement. 
The other part is done considerably to draw money from the Treasury, 
the depleting process, because we find that within a few days, with 
scarcely a pause long enough to allow a question as to the amount of 
these appropriations, we are called upon to appropriate $71,000,000, 
which is far more, I think, than our surplus, which seems to be a sort of 
a nightmare, an incubus. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator be kind enough to specify the 
items? I do not remember them now. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will specify. The surplus seems to rest as a 
sort of incubus or nightmare on statesmen in this body and out of it. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention to one 
feature? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Supposing the bills that were passed the other day 
from the committee represented by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] become laws, and this bill becomes law, and the bill that I 
have referred to reported by myself becomes a law, and the te 
is $71,000,000 in all, if the Senator has figured the amount aright, let 
me call hisattention to the fact that itis by no means an appropriation 
of that amount, or anything like it, for any one year. 

It does not exhaust the surplus like an outright appropriation that 
would be spent in a year when the surplus has accumulated; but these 
appropriations are made in gross, because it has been learned by the ex- 
periments we have passed through that much better and cheaper con- 
tracts can be made by the Government if they have at their disposal 
all themoney. These appropriations would run through a period rang- 
ing from three to five or six years, and would only interfere with the 
surplus to that extent. : 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The surplus is becoming somewhat problemat- 
ical, because distinguished Senators on this floor have stated that it is 
extremely doubtful whether there will be any surplus the coming year; 
and with that fact staring us in the face the greatest amount of liberal- 
ity in figures is indulged in just at that time. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] secured the passage 
a few days ago of two bills—twins, I think they were called—evidently 
appearing about the same time and running their race about the same 
time; twin bills, twin in point of time and twin in amount, each 
$8,000,000, and twins for effecting the same object; that was to get 
some steel manufactories to make steel, and yet not a gun built out of 
the $16,000,000. True, $1,000,000 were appropriated for a gun factory 
and the rest for the manufacture of steel, and the manufacturers must 
have their plant. There was $16,000,000, and not a gun in sight. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will remember that the money is to 
be given when the steel is produced. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. But the gun is not made then. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is if the gun factory goes on. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. But the million dollars is appropriated for the 
gun factory and the other millions for the production of steel; and after 
we get the steel, and the steel is a success, and the steal out of the 
Treasury is a poco and the manufactureis made, then they will con- 
sider the question of making the gun. It is a steal on the Govern- 
ment, as the Senator from Kansas suggests. [Laughter. ] 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. How do you spell it? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That will be referred to the Civil Service Com- 
mission. Sixteen million dollars and not a gun, and the probability 
is you will not have any when the steel is manufactured. Then we 
voted $18,000,000 the other day in one fell swoop to repay the States of 
this Union the war taxes they paid a number of years ago, and now we 
are to vote $15,000,000 for ten vessels that will sail 20 knots an hour. 
So far we have $49,000,000. Then $2,000,000 for extra speed and $5,- 
000,000 for the armament of these vessels, and that makes $56,000,000. 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] says that his bill calls for $15,- 
000,000 more for torpedo-boats on the lakes, making $71,000,000. That 
will use up the surplus. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] says there is no danger of 
passing these bills. That undoubtedlyisso. I presume these bills are 
not introduced and sought to be passed with any expectation, or hope, 
or probable desire that they should become laws. But that does not 
justify the passing of our time and the recklessness which we manifest 
in dealing with millions and millions which are not now within reach 
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cay sows than the gun is within reach that is proposed to be made 
ereafter. 

Thus is thesurplus got rid of; but that is not the object. The people 
of this country are not Fa eee at the few million dollars surplus 
in the Treasury to-day, as I have had occasion to state once before, but 
they complain of the enormous taxation which draws money from their 
pockets, not over-well filled, and puts it in the Treasury of the United 
States. The people are as that the sources shall be dried up; and 
not that indiscriminately and without any regard to the public inter- 
ests -= Treasury shall be thrown wide open and have the draining pro- 
cess there. 

But this is done evidently with another object, that there may be no 
excuse to stop taxation. When the people of this country are asking 
to be relieved from taxation they point to the Treasury being full, full to 
overflowing; so that there may be some relief in internal revenues and 
customs duties and taxes; and the point is to stop the mouths of the 
people by taking away, by drying up that argument, so that they can 

told ‘‘the Treasury is empty, and therefore this taxation must go 
on.” This is the way you propose to drain the Treasury and empty it 
of its resources, 4 

I desire merely to call the attention of the Senate to this matter. 
Then we shall be told that we shall not be able to pay the pensions to 
our disabled and impoverished soldiers because there is no money in 
the Treasury. Millions of dollars can be paid to men for steel and 
ships and fortifications, and then the answer will be that pensions can 
not be paid; we must be niggardly in paying the men who made a bul- 
wark against those who sought to take the national life. The answer 
to them will be there is no money in the Treasury to pay them. The 
better way to make provision for the next war, come when it may, 
would be by a generous liberality, or rather honesty on the part of the 
Government toward its defenders. 

I am admonished by my friend from Kansas that this is principally 
for amusement; but it is also for the other reasons I have suggested. I 
think we should pause a moment, and if this surplus is all to be taken 
from the Treasury weshould, at least, make an honest, fair, equitable dis- 
tribution among the ships, the fortifications, the steel, and the guns, be- 
cause the residue is not sufficient to go round and be bestowed on all 
these objects. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I believe I may be classi- 
fied among those who endeavored to take away what is called the 
national life. Since the Federal Government has become a nation, I 
am willing to vote the money that shall make it appear so everywhere. 
Iam a member of the committee referred to by the Senator from Ne- 
braska, and I have been willing to vote, not the money of the State 
that he represents so much as I have been willing to vote the money of 
the State I represent, for the national defense. 

I think, sir, that it is time to stop this kind of discussion when men 
shall be called to account on this floor for trying to take the life of the 
nation when it was not a nation, and when they are willing to recog- 
nize to-day the fact that it is a nation, and to protect it as such. 

I would not give one Southern man to-day who is in favor of the 
United States Government for all the brigadier-generals of the Union 
army who are opposed to it. Thatis intended not to be personal, but 
to indicate what the national feeling of the Southern man is. 

Every time we suggest from that committee the construction of a navy 
we are answered thatit will take all the surplus in the . Sup- 
pose it shall, what other purpose are you going to giveit for? We have 
tried to give it to the people of this ouy for educational purposes, 
and they have refused on the other side of this Capitol to allow us to 
doit. Itis there and we want to give it out for some great public pur- 


PT hear that we are receiving insults from a government that never was 

kindly to us; whose people, with a few exceptions, were never kindly 

tous. I can see no better use to make of that surplus than to appro- 

priate it for the purpose of constructing a navy which will show that 

_ the United States Government is equal on the sea, as we know it is on 
the land, to any other government in the world. 

Seventy-one million dollars is the surplus in the Treasury, we are 
told. How else do you propose—the Senator will allow me to address 
myself to him through the President of the Senate—how else do you 
pro, to dispose of that surplus, if it be a surplus? What do you 
propose to do with it, Mr. President? A committee that has now for 
three, yes for four, years labored with this question is held here to an 
accountability by a Senator who has given no reason for anything ex- 
cept that the money comes by and through taxation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlan- 
tic and Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes. . 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that that be laid aside in order to continue 
this bill. It will take only a few minutes longer. 

Mr. VEST. Ihopenot. Letus goon with the unfinished busi- 


ness, 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will allow 
this bill to go over until to-morrow. 


Mr. CAMERON. I will not if I can help it. I move that the unm- 
finished business be laid asidetemporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I move that the consideration of this naval 
bill be continued. = 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenator from Pennsylvania moves 
to lay aside the pending business. 

Mr. HARRIS. That motion is notin order. He may move to post- 
pone the further consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is practically what I did, but the Chair did 
not put the motion as I made it, 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania moves 

me the consideration of the pending business. 
Mr. VEST. ‘That permanently displaces the unfinished business. 
Mr. CAMERON. We can take it up right away again. 
Mr. HALE. Let the Senator from Pennsylvania embody with his 
motion an hour when it will take effect—postponement until to-morrow 
at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CAMERON. That will do; I put it in that form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Pennsylvania moves 
to postpone the pending business until to-morrow at 2 o'clock. [Put- 
ting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. CAMERON. Lcall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Chair explain what the measure is that is to be 
laid aside until to-morrow, not that which has been before the Senate 
for the last hour. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and 
Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other p Ș 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatis the pending business, and the 
motion is to postpone this pending business until to-morrow, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called), 
My coll eis pn with the Senator from Indiana | Mr. HARRISON]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
24, nays 28; as follows: 


to 


YEAS—24. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Frye, Miller, > rey 
Butler, Hale, Morgan, ‘eller, 
Cameron, Hawley, Platt, Wiliams, 
Cheney, MeMillan, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—23, 
Allison Cullom, Ingalls, Vance, 
ie Eustis, Maxey Van Wyck, 
Berry, Fair, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Call, George, Payne, Voorhees, 
Coe Gorman, Plumb, Walthall, 
Coke, Hampton, Ransom, Ramada) 
Conger, Ha: Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. 
ABSENT—24, 

Blair, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Morrill, 
Brown, Evarts, Jones of Florida, Palmer, 
Camden, Gibson, Jones of Nevada, in, 
Chace, Gray, Kenna, Sewell, 
Colquitt, Ha; G McPherson, Sherman, 

iph, Hoar, Mitchell of Pa, Stanford. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 


tion of the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship- 
Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I believe I had the floor on the proposi- 
tion that has been postponed until to-morrow by the vote just taken of 
28 to 24. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator claim the floor on 
the pending amendment to the bill before the Senate? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I think I will claim the floor, as I have the 
right todo. I addressed the Chair, and nobody else did. b 

I desire to say this as my parting salute to the Navy bill, that there 
is a record which will show that the American Senate preferred to take 
up the Eads ship-railway bill to doing that which American sentiment 
demands to-day, to wit, the construction of a navy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I should think it to be unjust to the 
public service to continue the debate on this question any longer if it 
could be reasonably avoided. My purpose in taking the floor this 
morning is to try to arrive at something a little more definite about 
what this plan is, and the reason for our acting upon it under the con- 
cession from the Government of Mexico. 

When I called the other day upon the Senator from Missouri to put 
into the RECORD or give me a copy of this concession, the Senator 
handed me a grant that was not signed, neither had it any date. I now 
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ask the Senator whether or not that grant is really signed in the orig- 
on or whether it was merely a concession that was proposed to be 
: e 

Mr. VEST. Iintended to answer fully the question of the Senator 
from Alabama when I came to discuss the amendment which he had 
offered; but as I did not do it before I will do it now. 

The concession to which he and the Senator from Vermont referred 
the other day as having been signed by Porfirio Diaz, of Mexico, and 
Captain Eads, and copies of which had been furnished, was the original 
concession. After that, from time to time, amendments mere made to 
that concession. I have those amendments, together with the original 
concession, now here for the inspection of the Senator if he desires. 
The paper to which he refers, and which I furnished him, and he put 
into the RECORD, is the sum and substance, the total of all the conces- 
sions and amendments made by Mexico to Captain Eads, and that con- 
cession is now in force, The simple reason why it is not signed is that 
it embodies in aconvenient form the original concession and the amend- 
ments, and the Senator will at once perceive that the signatures could 
not be put to it for the reason that the original concession was signed 
by Colonel Diaz and Captain Eads, and the various amendments were 
signed by the officers of Mexico, the president of the senate, and the 
speaker of the house, I believe, and the minister of foreign affairs, and by 
the president; by different persons from those who signed the original 
concession, but all of them are equally authoritative and obligatory. 

Mr. MORGAN. WhatI wanted to know was what the original con- 
cession was. I wanted to see the paper. 

Mr. VEST. The paper which is in the RECORD and which I fur- 
nished the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not signed. 

Mr. VEST. I will send for all the papers if the Senator makes any 
point about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to know before I act on a concession from 
the Government of Mexico whatit is. This, as I understand, is a mere 
compilation or digest made by somebody of the various concessions 
which have been made by the Government of Mexico to the Eads Ship- 
Railway Company. Whether it contains everything that is in those 
concessions or not, Ido not know. This is the interpretation put by 
Mr. Eads, or by whoever made the compilation, upon what the conces- 
sions mean. ‘The parts of the concession are arranged here in articles 
from 1 to 34, and now we are informed by the Senator from Missouri 
that in this digest is contained the substance of various concessions. 

Ido not wish to act upon this matter in the dark. I wish to under- 
stand our relations with Mexico precisely, for a question has been 
raised here whether we can afford to adopt this concession and make it 
a part of the legislation of the United States Government as it is 
spread out in the RECORD, or as it actually exists. For my part Iam 
not willing to vote for any bill that adopts this concession so as to 
make it in any sense obligatory upon the United States through its 
acts of legislation. We should commit ourselves to doctrines or prin- 
ciples and results that I think would be extremely unfortunate if we 
should adopt the concession without any reservation of the rights of 
the United States Government in respect to the matters contained in it. 

I supposed from the nature of this paper that it was put into the 
RECORD from the appearance of it here; that instead of its being the 
original concession, article by article, with the proper arrangement of 
the different articles, one following upon the other and referring to 
the other, it was a mere digest pre by somebody of what he per- 
sonally concluded or believed was the original concession made by 
Mexico to Captain Eads. 

This question becomes of more importance when we consider the 
point that I raised the other day—whether or not the eighth article of 
the Gadsden treaty is now in force as between these two Governments. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], when he was last on the 
floor, expressed some regret that I should have a feeling of unkindness 
toward Mexico to such a degree as to insist upon our rights to what he 
concludes is an abandoned section of the Gadsden treaty. I confess 
that I was taken a little surprise when the question was asked whether 
I had an unkind feeling or sentiment toward Mexico in this matter, 
for surely in no vote or speech have I ever made in the Senate of the 
United States an unkind reference to that republic. On the contrary, 
my opinions and feelings in respect to that republic are very kind. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator will permit metointerrupthim. He has 
intimated, if not said, that the concession from Mexico is simply a di- 
gest. Here is the original concession together with the amendments 
translated by Sefior Romero, the Mexican minister at this place, with 
his certificate: 

I have examined the printed English translation of the contract entered into 


between the Mexican Government and the representative of Mr, James B, Eads, 
signed at the city of Mexico May 2, 1885— 


That is the original concession— 
and the manuscript translation of the decree of the Mexican Congress of Decem- 


ber 15, of the same year, approving said contract with some modifications and 
additions, and have carefull compared them with the SS ee text of 


said documents hereto a ed, and with the slight I bave made 
to the English translation of the same I find that they tially agree. 
M. ROMERO, 


WAanIxGTON, D. C., February 20, 1886. 


Here are all these documents at the service of the Senate, and they 
show the concession to be as printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MORGAN. Shall I take the papers? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; they are at the service of the Senator and 
the Senate. Y hand them to him. : 

Mr. MORGAN. The original of the first concession is here in the 
Spanish language, but I make avery poor hand at handling that tongue. 
There is a translation of the concession made May 2, 1885, signed 
Carlos Pacheco and E. A. Mexia, who, I suppose, were some committee 
or commission authorized by the Government of Mexico, General Carlos 
Pacheco, secretary of state to the department of public works, repre- 
senting the executive of the Union of the one part, and Citizen En- 
rique A. Mexia representing James B. Eads of the other part. That 
consists of thirty-two articles. In this paper that we have here there 
are thirty-four. The next paper appears to be an act of the Congress 
of that republic. The next concession, of which there isa translation, 
seems to consist of sixteen articles, if I read it right, and in the digest 
which is put into the RECORD there are thirty-four articles. Thirty- 
two seem to be contained in the first concession signed by Pacheco and 
Mexia, and then added to them are sixteen other articles, if I get the 
number right; so that there are fourteen articles of the concession be- 
tween Mexico and Eads that have not yet been put into the RECORD. 
Of course I am speaking in haste about it, having now for the first 
time had an opportunity of seeing the papers. 

Now I will ask the Secretary to read this last concession, in order 
that it may gointo the RECORD, the translation of it which I believe Mr. 
Romero certifies to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
paper sent up by the Senator from Alabama will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


(Seal of the department of public works, “colonization, industry, and com- 
merce of Mexico” repeated ons ened. fe” i 


The President of the Republic has been pleased to address me the following 


ecree : 

Porfirio Diaz, Constitutional President of the United Mexican States, to the 
inhabitants thereof, know ye: 

That the Congress of the Union has seen fit to decree as follows: 

The Congress of the United Mexican States hereby decrees sole article—the 
contract is hereby approved which was concluded on the 2d day of May, 1885, 
by the P aana a Carlos Pacheco, secre! of state and of the de 
ment of public works as the representative of federal executive, and Mr, 
James B. Eads, modifying and amplifying the contract approved by the law of 
May 28.1881, for the construction of a railway for the transportation of vessels 
across the Isthmus of ‘Tehuantepec, with the following modifications: 

First, Article 6 is to read as follows: 

“The lands comprised within the said zone, and if they are public lands they 
shall be ceded by the government to Eads or to the company without any re- 
muneration whatever, and if they are not they may be purchased by the afore- 
said Eads or the SonpeaT, according to the laws relative to the ag of prop- 
erty for purposes of public utility; with the understanding that in either case 
they l be devoted solely and poner p H to the service of the railway. 
Nevertheless, if it shall be possible, and be deemed proper to establish settle- 
ments on any portion of said lands the easy ng É may do so, by permission 
from the executive, provided that it conform e rules which he shall lay 
down in pursuance of the laws.” r 

Second, At the end of divisions 1 and 2 of paragraph 2 of article 10 shall be 
added the words “and order of that of finance,” 

Paragraph 3 of the said article 10 shall read as follows: 

ee passengers, and merchandise passing over the railway shall be free, 
during the whole time for which the concession is made, of duties of all kinds, 
both general and local, with the exception of the transit duty, for which they 
shall pay, after the conclusion of the work, and during the en! od of the 
concession, at the rate of 15 cents per mger on passage collected by the 
company; one-half on the value of silver or gold in bars or in dust, and on that 
s Sects stones, and 10 cents per ton on each ton on which the company col- 

ects 

Tuae Instead of the first paragraph of article 13, the following shall be sub- 
stitu : 


“The enterprise shall publish and send annually to the de ent of public 
works the schedules of prices adopted by it, and it shall neither reduce nor in- 
crease such without previous notice to the public, which notice shall be 
n days beforehand in case of a reduction and two months before- 

nd in case of an increase.” 
Paragraph 2 of the aforesaid article 13 shall be reconstructed so as to read 


ius: 
“All the ae specified in the aforesaid schedules shall be payable in gold. 
excepting those payable on Mexican vessels and gers, which shall be paid 
in hard dollars of the national (i. e., Mexican) mintage, in order that they may 
aoe a reduction equivalent to the amount of the exchange on Mexican gold or 
silver. 

Fourth, Article 14 is to read thus: 

“Tn the dry-docks, that may be constructed by the enterprise, the said Eads or 
the said company shall have the right to collect such prices as may be 
upon from the owners of vessels who may desire to e them thither for the 
purpose of having them careened or repaired. The Government may make use 
of said docks for careening and iring vessels belonging to it without paying 
any remuneration whatever. This use shall be subject to such rules as may be 
established by the company and as may be approved by the department of pub- 
lic works. 

Fifth. As the third division of article 16 the following shall be inserted : 

“3, Ifthe company shall voluntarily and maliciously transport arms or muni- 
tions of war belonging to any foreign nation, without proper permission from 
the Government of Mexico, it shall be liable to a fine of from two to ten thou- 
sand dollars, and , moreover, be responsible for such damages and injuries 
as may be occasioned by this act, if, by reason thereof, the neutrality laws shall 
be violated.” 

Sixth, For the second paragraph of article 18 the following shall be substi- 
uted: 


t 3 
“The company may sell and in any manner dispose of and transfer its shares, 
bonds, and Sanat obligations. The creditors of the company shall have action 
against its property only, and the bondholders, directors, and employés of the 
enterprise l be exempt from all personal responsibility on account of the 
ts of the company, except in case of fraud, deception, or A 
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Seventh. In the second paragraph of article 22 the word “‘ may” shall be in- 
serted, the said paragraph consequently reading as follows: 

“The railway, with its works, buildings, material, equipments, and appurte- 
nances, may be taken by the Government for two-thirds of its value. payable 
with the net proceeds of its working, interest being paid to the enterp at the 
rate of 6 per cent. per annum on the amount due it, until the final payment 
shall haye been made.” 
last paragraph of the aforesaid article 22 is likewise reconstructed, as fol- 


ws: ; 
“The Hs “gut rene in the ports, such as wharves, docks, locks, and light- 
houses, shall, at the expiration of ninety-nine years, become the property of the 
nation, no compensation being paid therefor.” 

Eighth. Article 23 shall be worded as follows: 

‘The Mexican Government pledges itself to iosa Eads or the company in 
the construction of all the works mentioned and in the AE fee thereof when 
Say Bae be completed, and for this purpose it shall furni 
by land or sea without any charge to the enterprise.” 

Ninth. In article 25, as a third cause of forfeiture, the following shall be added: 

“3. Because the company, knowingly and intentionally, and not being con- 
strained by vis major, transports by the railway vessels of war or troops of any 
fore nation, without the previous constitutional permission, officially com- 
mun by the government to the enterprise.” 

Tenth. Ba. hien Ep 3 of article 26 is thus reconstructed : 

“If the forfeiture shall be caused by alienation, hypothecation, or transfer to 
a foreign government, or for having received such government as a partner, or 
because the company, knowingly and intentionally, and not being constrained 
by vis major, shall rt vessels of war or troops belonging to any foreign 
nation, without the previous constitutional permission of Mexico, in addition 
to the nullity of the act and the forfeiture of the present contract, the nation 
shall at once enter upon the ownership of the route, of its accessories, and lands, 
without the company’s having any right to an indemnity of any kind.” 

Eleventh. For article 27 the following shall be substituted : 

“Ant, 27. The Government of Mexico pledges itself to furnish rompeent & asa 
loan, which is to be repaid, the amount n to make up, as the sixth part 
of the annual gross proceeds of the entire income of the enterprise, for the 
working of its railways, telegraphs, and docks, the sum of $1,250,000. v 

" This obligation shall be binding as soon as, after the completion of the ship- 
railway, it shall have been m pot in operation, and shall have transported across 
Sse mus, with entire safety, a vessel weighing, with its cargo, at least 3,000 

ni 


s, 
“The advance or loan which the Government of Mexico bindsitself to furnish 
to the enterprise, in order thereby to guarantee the payment of interest to the 
capital therein invested, shall only extend to the first fiteen years of the opera- 
tion of the ship-railway, which period shall be reckoned from the day on which 
the first vessel weighing at least 1,000 tons shall have been rted across 
the isthmus, according to the terms of the foregoing paragraph." 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iunderstood the Secretary to read that the 
Government of Mexico was binding itself topay something. Is there 
anything here to show that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama has the 
floor. His attention is called by the Senator from Virginia to the mat- 
ter being read. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator from Alabama whether 
there is anything here to show that the Government of Mexico binds 
itself to anything? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I understand that the Government of Mexico 
binds itself to make a grant of land to this railroad company. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to see the paper. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is being read now. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; the paper that is being read is not 
one that binds Mexico. 

Mr, MORGAN. It is in that paper. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That is only a paper that binds the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is in that paper, Mr. President. If there is any 
such publication at all, it is in the paper that is being read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading. 

The Secretary resumed the reading, as follows: 


“The Government of Mexico may, as it may elect, deliver, in cash or in special 
bonds issued by it and bearing interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum, the 
amount which it is annually to loan to the enterprise in virtue of the obligation 
contracted by it. The said bonds, if issued, shall be payable in twenty years from 
the date of their issue. 

“The enterprise ass exclusively, for the purpose of repaying to the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico the sums which that government shall have advanced to it 
in virtue of the provisions of this article, the sixth part of the excess that may at 
ay, time accrue in its net revenue from the operation of the ship-railway and 
of its telegraphs and docks over and above the sum of $3,750,000 in gold in one 


the proper force 


ear.’ k 
á Twelfth. Paragraphs 1 and 2 of article 28 are made to read as follows: 

“ Eads or the company may grant a reduction amounting to 25 per cent. of the 
rates authorized by article 11 to the merchandise, passengers, and merchant 
vessels ofthe nation, or of foreign nations whose governments shall lend it their 
aid either by means of aud À or guarantees. 

“This reduction shall last for a term of thirty years, and in all cases Mexican 
merchandise and passengers and the national marine shall enjoy the same fran- 
chises. The enterprise is also authorized to grant the same reduction to the 
war marine of said nation or nations.” 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask again—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Chair—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama has the 
floor, and the paper is being read as part of his remarks. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Did not the Secretary read ‘‘said nation 
or nations?’ That bill is a little too broad—— 


Mr. MORGAN. As Iam not in charge—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It isa little too broad read in the way it 
is when we are asked to pass upon it here to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN. As I am not in charge of the bill, but was arguing 


some reasons why the bill ought to be amended, I will refer the Sena- 
tor from Virginia to the Senator from Missouri for an answer. I am 
not prepared to answer that proposition. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. y answer to it will be a negative vote. 

Mr. VEST. This is not a bill, Mr. President. This is the conces- 
sion on the part of Mexico to Captain Eads. It is not pending here. 
It is being read as a part of the remarks of the Senator from Alabama. 
We are not asked to vote on it. It is merely a concession. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But ifit is being read to give the Senator 
from Alabama an opportunity to make remarks we know that he does 
not lack much opportanity. He is always ready to make remarks, 
and he makes them elegantly; they are ready to go into the Recorp 
without even revision. But when a bill is being read of the language 
of this that involves alittle more, in my judgment, than we seem to 
comprehend here, I have an apprehension that I ought to call atten- 
tion to the language of it as the Secretary reads it. ‘‘ Nation or na- 
tions.” I am not ready to consider a bill of that sort, because if it is 
to come here at all in open session it should come in the way that it 
ought to go under this rule of the American House of Lords, to execu- 
tive session, that which I despise. We have laid away to-day the very 
suggestion of an American navy to take up this thing that I know, or 
think I know, the American people will despise. It is too general in 
its terms. It is to all intents and purposes an extradition treaty with 
England, and it is brought here in open session; and yet the fact is 
admitted by those who bring it here, and the Senator who is a member 
of that committee says that the Senator from Missouri is the sponsor 
of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Virginia is quite mistaken about 
my being a member of the committee. 1am merely trying to find out 
what is in the bill and upon what it is predicated, and am therefore 
having a paper read that I think shows what the bill is. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— : 

Mr. MORGAN. I can not yield any longer to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to discuss the question of the bill itself, because I have the floor 
upon it, and the Secretary was reading the matter which I might have 
read myself just as well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama has the 
floor, and if he declines to yield further the reading will be proceeded 
with. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg pardon. I did not understand that 
the Senator declined to yield. But I never understood the Senator to 
have the floor when he was sitting down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from Virginia ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I decline to yield any further at present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama declines 
to yield the floor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. [have interrupted the reading of that bill. 
The Senator from Alabama does not have the floor and can not have it 
unless he stands and claims it, and he has disclaimed it by saying that 
the Senator from Missouri was the sponsor of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Virginia that the Senator from Alabama had the floor and sent to 
the desk of the Secretary to be read a certain paper, which is being 
read as part of his remarks. He has the floor in his own right and de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does the Chair say that I have not the 
right to ask the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia will please 
suspend his remarks until the Chair has stated the position of affairs. 
The Senator from Alabama declines to yield further to the Senator 
from Virginia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Would the Chair, or the Senator from Ala- 
bama either, say that I did not have the right to ask the Senator from 
Alabama and have an answer as to what is meant by the phrase ‘‘all 
nations’’ in a paper that he has produced here ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the paper. 

The Secretary resumed as follows: 


But with the proviso that the transportation of vessels, troops, or munitions of 
war shall not be understood to have been consented to, in any case, without the 
express acne gap es of the Government of Mexico officially communicated to 
the enterprise. 

The governments granting the aforesaid aid shall have the right to be repre- 
sented in the board of directors of the company, without any power save that 
of being present at the examination of the accounts for the purpose of receiving 
the share of the profits that belongs to them by two-ninths of the whole num- 
ber of its members, these representatives enjoying the same emoluments and 
prerogatives as the other directors. 

Thirteenth. For article 29 the following shall be substituted : 

“When the advances made to the enterprise by the Government of Mexico 
and the other governments that aid it shall have been refunded, and the net 
earnings shall be sufficient to pay a sum equivalent to 10per cent. in gold of the 
total indebtedness of the company, represented by the shares and bonds that it 
may have issued, the directors appointed by the Government of Mexico and by 
the other governments lending the aforesaid aid shall prepare a schedule of re- 
duced prices, provided that the reduction of income that may result will permit 
the payment of the said 10 per cent.; and if thisnew schedule shall be approved 
by the Government of Mexico and the other governments it shall remain in 


1887. 


force thereafter, although it may be afterward increased whenever the net earn- 
inne of the aie le ose N prove to be insufficient for hapi pki of the afore- 

= ene one-half of the total earnings shall,in considered 
as net profi 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I ask again whether I understood the Sec- 
ers mee Did he say ‘‘shall be approved by the Government of 

exico 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read again the 
part of the document referred to by the Senator from Virginia. > 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I think it is only a sentence back. I want 
to know whether we are legislating here with the permission of the 
Government of Mexico. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will turn to the part 
mentioned and read it 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Andif this new schedule shall be approved by the Government of Mexico and 


the other governments. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. “Andif.” Is that right? 


The Secretary continued to read, as follows: 

It shall remain in force thereafter, although it may be afterwards increased 
whenever the net earnings of the enterprise shall noe to be insufficient for 
the payment of the aforesaid 10 per cent., one-half of the total earnings shall, in 
all cases, be considered as net profits. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask again, did I understand the Secre- 
tary to read, ‘‘and the other governments?” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The part referred to will be again read. 
The Secretary again read the last clause of the thirteenth article. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will be proceeded with. 
s ane Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the paper, as 
ollows: 


Fourteenth, Article 30 is to be reconstructed so as to read as follows: 

“The transit duty mentioned in article 10 shall be collected in Mexican hard 
dollars, in the form and on the terms that the government shall order saree 
ment with the enterprise; and this fund shall be appropriated, so far as be 

necessary, to the amortization either of the main share of capital that be 
found chargeable to the governments as a part of the deficit referred to in a 
cle 27, or of the interest on the bonds therein mentioned, without prejudice 
— other means of payment as may be provided for this purpose in the fede: A 
udge 

Fifteenth, For article 31 the following shall be snbstituted : 

“The company may establish its board coronen m in soy obi in the repub- 
lic or in a foreign country, but in the latter case it shall eee to to keep at at 
this capital an attorney, instructed and paid, for the oreo 
understanding with the federal government and other aa iain all Son 
ters relating to the execution of the present contract.” 

Sixteenth. The enterprise shall communicate to the Government of Mexico 
the text of any contracts that it may conclude with foreign governments, 

Pitch ata POMBO, Deputy 
MIGUEL UTRILLA, Senator President. 
GUILLERMO DE LANDA y ESCANDON, 


Senator Secretary. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. What did I understand that last name to 
be? 


Mr. DOLPH, I ask the Senator from Alabama to yield to me that | advised 


I may submit a conference rt. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I supposeit is perfectly apparent that I am 
opposed to this bill. I just wanted to know what that name was, and 
I believe I had the floor for that purpose. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSecretary willagain read thename 
referred to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish he would, or the Senator from Ala- 
bama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri will kindly 
return the paper to the desk. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want to know whether this is a treaty or 
a bill. 

Mr. VEST. 
Captain Eads. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. And a concession I am not ready to make. 

Mr. VEST. What has been read is an act of the Mexican Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again read the 
name indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Guillermo de Landa y Escandon, senator secretary. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama has the 


oor. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from Alabama will yield to me 
that I may submit a conference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; for a conference report. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. DOLPH. The conference committee on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Honses on the bill (S, 2172) restoring to the United States 
certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound, and to restore ~ same to settlement, and for other purposes, 
submit a report thereo: 

The PRESIDING 0 OFFICER. The report will be read. 


It is a concession from the Government of Mexico to 
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Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate further insist on its disagree- 


report is read or any motion is made by 
the committee of conference, I should like to inquire of the Senator 
from Oregon what has been the occasion for the seemingly great delay 
which has occurred since the time this matter was before the Senate on 
a former occasion? At that time we were advised that the bill had 
been misplaced by the House conferees and steps were taken on behalf 
of the House to obtain from the Senate a verified copy of the bill in or- 
der that the conference might proceed with its work. An important 
matter as it is and one which has been pending for a long time, Ishould 
be glad to have the Senator state what has been the occasion of this 
somewhat ex i delay. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the inquiry is a pertinent one. It was on, 
the 4th of February that the Senate complied with the last request of 
the House in connection with the bill; that is, to indorse upon the sub- 
stitute copy of the bill the order appointing conferees on the part of 
the Senate. I can assure the Senator that it has been no fault of the 
managers on the part of the Senate. I have been several times over 
to the other House. I saw two of the aay on the part of the 
House immediately after that action was taken by the Senate and urged 
that something be done. This morning the managers on the part of 
the Senate addressed a communication to the managers on the part of 
the House, which I will ask to have read, and which will explain the 
whole matter. I will state that within a few minutes after that letter 
was delivered to the chairman of the managers on the part of the 
House, and within the last thirty minutes, the bill was sent over to the 
clerk of the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to have the 
letter first read ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, sir; before the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be ‘read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Senate CHAMBER, Washington, D. C., February 14, 1887. 

GENTLEMEN: On the 4th instant the Senate complied with the last request of 
the House of Representatives concerning Senate bill 2172, Ririn to the 
United States certain of the lands granted tothe Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Pu 
, and to restore the lands to settlement, and for other purposes, by 
the action of the Senate agreeing to the conference asked by the Hanss 
upon the amendment of the House to said bill on the duplicate and engrossed 
ony of the said amendment, and returning papers to the House of Representa- 

vi 

Weenpnoss that the substitute for the original bill became shortly afterwards 
complete. Since then we have nothing officially or unofficially concern- 
ing the matter, although we immediately renewed our request for the 
sion of the bill to enable us to submit the conference report in the Senate. We 
can not comprehend the cause of delay, as we do not understand that there is 
any difference of opinion between the on the of the Senate, and 
the managers on the Fan the House as to what shall be done to secure the 
submission of the conference report. If there is nas fetter of opinion pon 
this point poes inform us; if not, kindly send the by the clerk of the Com- 
mittee = blic Lands, or adopt such r method of m as you are 


eeiiy yours, A N, De DOLPH, E 
F. M. GOOKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. PLUMB. The reason why this delay isa proper subject of sug- 
gestion and inquiry is, that all the time while this is going on the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company is constructing additional mileage of 
ai, and thereby earning, to use a phrase commonly in use in regard 
to such transactions, more land of the United States, and the wise and 
beneficent purpose of the act of forfeiture is being defeated. I have no 
doubt by reason of the delay that has occurred, since the last session of 
Congress to the present moment of time, a million acres of land have, 
at least measurably if not finally, passed from under the control of the 
Government of the United States; and whether that land has becomethe 
absolute property of the railroad company is one of those things thatcan 
not be told perhaps in advarice of the decision of the court; but at all 
events the right of the United States has been qualified thereto. For 
this reason, as a matter of very great public moment, the question of 
delay is an ex y important one. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conference report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2172) ene to the United States 
certain of the anoe paea to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com y to aid 
in the construction railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to re- 
store the same to settlement, and for other purposes, haying met, after full and 
free conference have been unable to agree. 


J. N. DOLPH, 
H. M. TELLE 
F. M. COCKRE 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
T. R. COB 
H. 8. VAN TON, 
L. E. PAYSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the Senate further insist on its disagreement, and ask for a further con- 
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ference with the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DOLPH, Mr. TEL- 
LER, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3160) to amend section 533 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution for the printing of 15,000 additional copies of the Report on 
Internal Commerce, by William F. Switzler, Chief of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics, being part 2 of the Report on Commerce and Navigation; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pre tempore: 

A bill oa} for increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs; 

8. 773 ting a pension to M. Louise Butler; 
S. 1570) granting a pension to Mary Ann Vars; 
S. 1673) granting a pension to Charles G. Paris; 
S. 1825) granting a pension to Elizabeth Forgey; 
S. 2045) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Hamilton; 
§. 2210) granting a pension to Anna Wright; 
S. 2216) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth Rice; 
A bill i 2393 nting a pension to Anna M. Marshall; 
A bill (S. 2708) for the relief of Maria L. Strong; and 
A bill (S. 2935) granting a pension to Robert Baxter. 
ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Rail- 
‘way Company, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON). The Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorcAn] has the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. The reason why I have been so careful to have the 
concession between the Government of Mexico and Mr. Eads spread 
upon the record of our debates is that this whole bill is predicated upon 
that concession. The preamble to the bill recites that— 


Whereas the Government of Mexico has granted unto James B. Eads, of Saint 
Louis, Mo., or to such company as may orga’ @ concession containing 
ation of a'sipcrall ae sar and privileges in the matter of the construction and oper- 
ation gan eos apes f 


inea af telegraph; and water company, ge in Mexico or elsewhere: There- 


Be it enacted, &c. 

Whenever we shall pass this bill upon that predicate we, of course, 
recognize that concession as being entirely consistent with the rights 
of the people of the United States and with the wishes and purposes of 
the Government of the United States. 

I have argued before the Senate, much to the surprise, it appears, of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that we have certain ex- 
isting treaty rights with the Government of Mexico which ought to be 

in the amendment which I have had the honor to present 
before the Senate. The Senator takes issue with me upon the present 
existence of those treaty rights. Suppose he is correct in the view that 
we have no treaty rights under the Gadsden treaty in respect of any 
isthmian transit across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, the question im- 
mediately arises, would the Government of the United States through 
its legislative authorities make itself a party to a concession which so 
radically disposes of our rights in the use of that canal in a great many 
PNAS and which shuts us out from all access either by treaty or 

otherwise hereafter, for the purpose of securing any advantages that 
our very near neighbor may be able to afford to countries very far distant 
from us and across the seas? The question only becomes so much the 
more important as the Senator from Massachusetts brings forward argu- 
ments of any value to show that these treaty rights are not now sub- 


g. 

Let me call the attention of the Senate to articles 31 and 32 of the 
concession, and see whether we are willing to enact them in this bill to 
Or Oe ey I read articles 31 and 32: 


tain: dea deep 


means of 
valid which the laws of the ba ange yy coos Se KORSA, consequently not 
subject to interference on the part of foreign diplonnatio agente. 


I am glad that the Senator from Massachusetts has returned to the 
Chamber. When we grant this charter, in the absence of any treaty 
stipulation whatever, we first make it a Mexican company; we make 
every man who is connected with it as astockholder, president, direct- 
or, or employé, a Mexican citizen for the purposes of this cae. We 
give exclusive jurisdiction to the Mexican Government of all questions 
arising in Mexico in respect of this ship-railway, and then we prohibit 
that any man shall pretend or set upin any respect any right contrary 
tothe Governmentof Mexico, or any right under this concession through 
the diplomatic agents of the country to which he may belong. Iwish 
to know if it is possible that Senators intend to transfer Mr. Eads and 
this board of directors and all the employés, who may be American cit- 
izens, of this ship-railway company, and the contractors who may 
there to work upon it, to Mexican citizenship by virtue of an act of atthe 
Congress of the United States? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. I prefer that the Senator would not just now. I 
am asking the Senator a question and I want to get his answer to it. 

Mr. HOAR. I was taking the Yankee fashion of answering one ques- 
tion by asking another. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know the Yankee fashion, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not do it if it is uncomfortable to the Senator, 
of course. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was asking the Senator from Massachusetts and 
the Senator from Missouri whether in the absence of all treaty engage- 
ments between the United States and Mexico about this ship-railway 
(for I understand it to be the position at least of the Senator from 
Massachusetts that there are no such en ents exi sng): they in- 
tend to make, in the language of this thirty-second article, 
concerned in the enterprise Mexican citizens, all the employés Mexi- 
can citizens, and intend to prohibit those Americans who may go there 
thus Mexicanized by an act of Congress from appealing through thə 
diplomatic authorities of our Government against any wrong or injus- 
tice that may be done them? 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator put his question as wanting an an- 
swer to it or as not seeking one now? 

Mr. MORGAN. I should be very glad to have the answer now. 

Mr. HOAR. I will make the answer. I think the United States 
should do, in this matter of granting an authority to its citizens to build 
a road in Mexico, exactly what it would permit Mexico to do in grant- 
ing to her citizens an authority to build a railroad through the United 
States. I utterly repudiate the notion that the law of nations means 
one thing for a strong nation and another for a weak nation. When 
the Government of Mexico grants to American citizens the right to con- 
nect the two oceans by a railroad through Mexico, she does exactly what 
the United States would do if British, or French, or Mexican citizens 
had furnished the capital to build the Union and Central Pacific Rail- 
roads. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts—— 

Mr. HOAR. I have the floor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will you allow me to ask—— 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. What is meant in the bill by “‘all other 
nations? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I see he declines to yield, because the bill 
will not bear ventilation. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam answering the question of one Senator. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iask whatismeantby “‘all othernations?’’ 

Mr. HOAR. When Mexico undertakes by her own authority to 
build a railroad on her own territory, or when she undertakes to define 
the rights that anybody else who undertakes to build that railroad 
shall have on her territory, does the Senator from Alabama think there 
is anything except strength which gives the United States a right to 
dictate to her thet terms on which that shall be done? 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to know why it is that men are here 
asking for this charter. Why do they come to the Government of the 
United States and ask us to make them the concession of the franchise, 
the privilege of being an incorporated company? If Mexico is not re- 
quired to have any comity with us, or accommodation with us, about 
this matter, why do the people who are about to engage in making this 
work of engineering improvement come here to ask the authority of 
the Government of the United States to do it? If Mexico must enjoy 
her own powers and or exclusively within her borders, as I 
concede she may do, why should they come to the United States to get 
us to make any concession whatever? When we have granted to 
company this act of incorporation upon this concession, we agree that 
the concession imposes proper limitations upon the corporation that we 
thus create, one of which I have just referred to, and there are many 
others quite as important as that. 

The Government of Mexico certainly has the right, within her own 
borders and in the absence of any treaty stipulations, to prescribe to the 
persons who shall build this work of improvement across the Isthmus 
of Tehuantepec the terms and conditions upon which they shall build 
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it; but when those persons come to the United States with this conces- 
sion and ask us to ratify it and make ourselves a party to it by legisla- 
tion, we then concede to Mexico by our own act that she may impose 
these duties upon our citizens when they go there. We confer upon 
the people engaged in this enterprise for the benefit of Mexico all of 
the great powers and privileges of this act of incorporation, with the 
credit that we give to them, and we get nothing out of it at all, except 
the argument made by the Senator from Massachusetts, that Mexico 
has a right to regulate her internal affairs in her own way. If she has 
that right, as I concede, and makes no sort of concession to us, puts 
nothing into our power, gives us no privileges in of this ship- 
railway—lI ask the question again, why are these people here asking for 
this act of incorporation from the United States? That would be a full 
answer to the entire bill. 
. I have gone over this concession heretofore, and I shall not, therefore, 
return to it for the purpose of stating the various other very important 
matters, in which we would yield authority and power into the hands 
of Mexico by our act of Co that we by no means would yield to 
her in a treaty; but I believe that it is unnecessary for me to doso just 
now. 

The question recurs, have we no relations with Mexico of a diplo- 
matic character relating to the transit of this isthmus? I maintain 
that wehave. The Senator from Massachusetts said that the argument 
I made here to sustain the proposition that the eigthh article of the 
Gadsden treaty was now in force would also maintain the proposition 
that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was in force in respect of the rights of 
isthmian transit that are mentioned in that instrument. Suppose the 
argument did have that effect, it would certainly be gratifying to the 
Senator from Massachusetts, who has already announced his partiality 
for the Clayton-Bulwer treaty; but there is a history connected with 
this grant. There was a grant existing in Mexico in favor of a citizen 
of the United States, as I remember, though a resident of Mexico 

rior to 1853, when the Gadsden treaty was negotiated and ratified. 

t is very true that theconcession which was mentioned in the eighth ar- 
ticle of the Gadsden treaty did have reference to the then su i 
agreement or concession on the part of Mexico for the building of a 
railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec. 

That instrument of concession has been kept alive in one way and 
another, as I understand, down to the present time, in favor of differ- 
ent successive persons who have endeavored to build that railway, and 
Mexico has built as much as 50 miles of that railway. Commencing 
on either shore, the Bay of Campeachy and the Bay or Gulf of Tehuan- 
tepec, Mexico has built about 50 miles, and is progressing now to build 
a railway. Whenever Mexico completes that railway, whether she 
does it under the concession to Mr. Eads or to some person else, it will 
be found that the advantages we gained by the en treaty, and 
which are not subject to be terminated on notice but are perpetual in 
their character, will at once attach to that railway, 50 miles of which 
are now built. 

Those concessions I suppose no one will deny are of the highest value 
to the people of the United States. They include the transit of our 
merchandise across the isthmus, and also an acknowledged right on our 
part to transport our armies and munitions of war to our western pos- 
sessions across that isthmus; which right, however, is made subject to 
further agreement between the governments, showing the perpetual 
character of it. But the duty of Mexico to yield to us this advantage 
is conceded, while the precise terms of agreement upon which we are to 
cross with our armies and our munitions of war were left in their de- 
tails to be arranged by future negotiation between the two govern- 
ments. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me 
to ask him a question, because I want the benefit of the information? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Alabamayield 
to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does the Government that we are legislat- 
ing for here own any part of the isthmus over which we propose to 
charter, or to make an agreement with Mexico about, this railroad 
company? 

Mr. MORGAN. This concession relates to the Isthmus of Tehuan- 
tepec, which is entirely within Mexico. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. And we are legislating here to grant a 
charter over territory of which we do not own one cubic foot? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is very true. 

I have observed before, but I will repeat for the sake of emphasis, 
that the Gadsden treaty is not to be terminated on notice, but it isa 
treaty perpetual in its character. In the next to the last clause of the 
eighth article is the following: 

The two governments will enter into arrangements for the proper transit of 
ps and munitions of the United States which that Government may have 


occasion to send from one part of its territory to another, lying on opposite 
sides of the continent. : 


This concession and the act which we are asked to predicate upon it 
exclude us from the right, which certainly is admitted in the eighth 
article of that treaty. It excludes us from the right guaranteed to us 
under such agreement or arrangement as we may make in the future 


to transport our armies and our munitions of war across.-Tehuantepec, 
and leaves it, according to the terms of the concession upon which this 
act is to be founded, entirely in the discretion of the Government of 
Mexico whether we shall pass our troops or our munitions of war across 
that territory or not. So when we grant this charter here we Mexi- 
canize the le whom we incorporate; we put them entirely subject 
to Mexican control and Mexican law; we shut out their privilege and 
their right of making any appeal to the diplomatic agents of this Gov- 
ernment for protection or anything of the kind; we surrender the right 
contained in the Gadsden treaty to carry our armies and munitions of 
war across that isthmus; and what do we get for this act of incorpora- 
tion? Nothing at all. 

Let me ask, is it the part of wisdom in those who are controling the 
destinies of this country, if the question is even doubtful whether the 
eighth article of the en treaty is still subsisting, for us in advance 
to surrender it, and then go on to enact a law of this important charac- 
ter, conceding to Mexico these important rights in respect of our com- 
merce and the rt of our munitions of war and our armiesin the 
absence of any treaty stipulations at all? 

Sir, there ought to be one of two provisions in the bill, either the one 
that I propose in the amendment I have offered to the bill, reserving to 
ourselves whatever rights we have under the Gadsden treaty, or there 
ought to be a provision that this act of incorporation shall not take 
effect until the two governments have arranged diplomatically between 
themselves as to what are their respective rights in the Isthmus of Te- 
huantepec; for I can conceive of nothing more fatuous, nothing more 
likely to embroil the two countries, nothing more likely to compromise 
our rights and our honor, than to be legislating in this very serious 
way, making concessions and admissions in favor of Mexico as to her 
rights upon that isthmus, when it appears according to the argument 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that we have not got any treaty rela- 
tions with her upon the subject. 

Let me ask when these treaty relations expired? When did this 
right to transport our armies and our munitions of war become de- 
funct? What act has been done by Mexico or by the United States to 
indicate the belief on the part of either government that this treaty 
has expired ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I can answer his prop- 
osition. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, I should be very glad to hear the answer. 

Mr. HOAR. The eighth article of the Gadsden Treaty is this: 

The Mexican Government having on the 5th of February, 1853— 

Thirty-four years ago— 
authorized the early construction of a plank and railroad across the Isthmus 
of Tehuantepec, and, to secure the stable benefits of said transit way to the per- 
sons and merchandise of the citizens of Mexico and the United States, it is stip- 
ulated that neither government will in any obstacle to the transit of 

and merchandise of both nations; and at no time shall higher charges 

made on the transit of persons and poparty of citizens of the United States 
than may be made on the persons and property of other foreign nations, nor 
shall any interest in said transit way, nor in the proceeds thereof, be transferred 
to any foreign government, » 

The rights under that treaty expired (to answer the question of the 
honorable Senator from Alabama) when the transit way and railroad 
then authofized by the Government of Mexico to be built became dead. 
It was given up and expired. 

Mr. MORGAN. When did it die? 

Mr. HOAR. It never lived; it was born dead. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then it was a very poor thing—— 

Mr. HOAR. It died long before it was born. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator, if it was a dead-born 
child it was a very poor thing about which to be making a treaty. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly, it relates to a particular scheme which failed, 
and ended, and was given up, and has gone as far into the past as any 
scheme of the mound-builders who perished before the time of Colum- 
bus. 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator from Massachusetts is a very exact his- 
torian, and more than that a very thoroughly informed historian, yet 
that Senator does not seem to: know that that same concession in the 
hands of different persons has been kept alive in Mexico; that Mexico 
has fallen heir to the property of the company, has created a million 
dollars of debt upon which she is now paying the interest, and that she 
is building that road, 

Mr. HOAR. When that road is built we shall talk aboutit. We 
are talking about a different enterprise. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, let us talk about it now. The Senator can not 
get out of a historical mistake in such a way as that. He talks about 
a something that was dead about the time the treaty was made, a some- 
thing that was still-born, adead-born child that never had any existence, 
that has been gone from the memory of man as long as the history of 
the mound-builders; and yet in 1853, a few years after the close of a 
great war and when we had paid $15,000,000 for a portion of Mexican 
territory and were knitting up and guaranteeing to ourselves and to 
Mexico all the rights that had been overlooked in the former treaty, 
the Trist treaty of Guadaloupe Hidalgo, we find ourselves dealing with 
this dead-born child, this railway that was of no consideration or con- 
sequence at all, these privileges that amounted to nothing in the Sen- 
ator’s opinion, and we find historically that after that treaty had gone 
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into effect the*concession was transferred from person to person until, 
after a while, the Government of Mexico finding itself involved in debt 
by the guarantee of the bonds of the corporation agreed to take them 
up, $1,000,000 for $2,000,000, and to pay 6 per cent. interest upon those 
bonds, and took all the iron, and all the cross-ties, and all the grading, 
and have them yet, and have gone on and are still going on to build 
the road. Now the Senator tells us it is too early to commence talking 
about this matter, that there is to be a resurrection hereafter when 
Mexico builds the road, and then will be time enough to take into con- 
sideration our rights. If it existed in 1853, and will be resurrected 
when the road is built, I want to know what has become of it in the 
meantime. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator answer me: does he claim, as a con- 
stitutional lawyer or any other kind of alawyer—everybody knows he 
is an able, a distinguished, and an eminent one—does he claim that 
if this ship-railway be built by Captain Eads, it will be the railroad 
contemplated in the Gadsden treaty, the plank and rail road thought 
=i in Poa in regard to which particular stipulations were then 


e 

‘Mr. MORGAN. The railroad that was predicated by Captain Eads, 
as I understand it, passes through the elevated ground between the two 
oceans at a point called El Tarife and runs down a cañon several miles 
through which this Mexican railroad is constructed. So it willoccupy 
identically the same line, and whether they be the same ration 
or not, the rights that we have guaranteed under this treaty of transit 
across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec would apply according to that ex- 
tent, to say the least of it, literally and accurately to the Eads ship- 
railway. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. If this contention of his be correct, why is it that in 
1857, four years after the Gadsden treaty, the Government of the United 
States, through its State Department, instructed John Forsyth, of his 
own State, then our minister to Mexico, to negotiate a new treaty with 
Mexico for securing this right of transit for other companies besides 
the company named in the Gadsden treaty? In that correspondence, 
which I have before me now, Lewis Cass, then Secretary of State, ad- 
mitted that the Gadsden treaty had terminated as to the right of 
transit, and instructed Mr. Forsyth to negotiate a new treaty, and 
told him if he did he would be entitled to the gratitude of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for doing so. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. How do you get a treaty in here in the 
passage of a railroad bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, in the 
chair). The Senator from Alabama has the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. No action of an American citizen, even no action 
of Mr. Cass and the State Department, is to conclude the Congress of 
the United States and the Mexican Government when we come to act 
upon what are our subsisting rights. I can show that that is not a 
correct interpretation of the eighth article of the Gadsden treaty by 
the language of the instrument itself. It is true that under the first 
clause of the eighth article the Mexican Government recognized the 
fact that on the 5th of February, 1853, it had authorized the early 
construction of a plank and rail road across the Isthmus of Tehuante- 
pec; but the treaty had reference to the benefits which should be en- 
joyed not simply under that concession, but in the way of transit across 
that isthmus, whether built by that railroad company or by some other 
railroad company. Notice the last sentence in the first clause of the 
eighth article of the Gadsden treaty: 

Nor shall any interest in said transit way, nor in the proceeds thereof, be trans- 
ferred to any foreign government. 

Not an interest in the railroad to be built under that concession, but 
no interestin that transit-way, that right of transit, the way used, should 
be transferred to a foreign government. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘‘ Said transit-way ?’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; ‘‘said transit-way.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. A plank and rail road. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not a railroad company, a railroad concession, or 
any corporation that might have been organized under it, but the 
transit-way, the broadway in respect of which these two governments 
were stipulating, each as to what the other’s rights would be. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question, because I do feel some interest in this matter and I want 
some information? y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama yield 
to the Senator from Virginia? 

y ae MORGAN. Certainly; I will answer the Senator from Virginia 
can. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If this be what the Senator calis a treaty, 

how Gots it come here under the guise of a railroad bill or a ship-rail- 


Mr. MORGAN. That question rather stumps me, I confess. I shall 
not attempt any answer. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know; but I want the Senator to answer 
it, because I know he is so much more capable of doing so than I am. 

Mr. MORGAN. I prefer to allow the Senator from Missouri to an- 


swer that question. He has charge of the bill and is more competent 
than I am to answer it. x 

The Senator from Massachusetts has avowed his belief that the Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty is still in existence. I wish to call his attention to 
some of the words of that treaty: 

The Governments of the United States and Great Britain hereby declare that 


neither the one nor the other will ever obtain or maintain for itself any exclu- 
sive control over the said ship-canal. 


The Senator asked me whether the “‘ said right of way’’ means the 
right of way granted in that concession, or whether it means the right 
of way that is granted in the treaty? The Senator will have an oppor- 
tunity of answering whether ‘‘the said ship-canal’’ which is protected 
by the treaty of 1850 isa icular ship-canal, as Mr. Frelinghuysen 
contended it was, or whether it is any ship-canal that was then in con- 
templation or might thereafter be built. The argument goes just as 
strongly in one direction as in the other; and when I find thatthe Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts with his sagacity and his ability is contending 
that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is now in force, notwithstanding it 
uses the words of definite designation, ‘‘the said ship-canal,’’ I think 
I may take warning by his conclusions and his argument, and say that 
the eighth article of the treaty with Mexico in regard to the transit 
across Tehuantepec is in force notwithstanding it said “the way of 
transit.’’ 

What has kept the Clayton-Bulwer treaty alive? I can think of 
nothing else than the wranglings over its remains that have kept it 
alive. I have not announced an opinion in this debate that the Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty was dead, but I have announced the very firm con- 
viction, from which I think I have never swerved since I have had an 
opportunity of understanding what it meant and its bearings upon our 
country, that it ought to be abandoned, that it ought to be dispensed 
with; but I believe that it does exist subject to our right to declare 
that it has been forfeited or abandoned on the part of the Government 
of Great Britain. 

So the eighth article of the Gadsden treaty exists possibly subject to 
the right of Mexico to contend that it has been abandoned or forfeited 
in some way; but Mexico makes no such contention and never has. 
She has urged no word of complaint against this Tehuantepec route; 
she has never given us notice that she desires its termination or that 
she believed in consequence of any condition of affairs since 1853 the 
treaty has lapsed or become ineffectual. 

But the friends of this bill put themselves in a far worse category by 
the contention that we have no rights under the Gadsden treaty than 
they would by adopting my amendment, saying that we reserve to our- 
selyes whatever rights we have under that treaty. Why should we 
abandon them at the demand of Captain Eads? Does he find the diplo- 
matic relations of the United States with Mexico inconvenient to some 
of his private schemes and plans, and shall he come here and say that 
we must change our relations with that government and surrender the 
important vantage-ground that we occupy in respect of it upon his de- 
mand for the charter of a railroad company, when he himself has ac- 
cepted a concession which makes of him and of every man connected with 
him a Mexican citizen from the moment that he goes there to carry his 
charter into effect? 

Rather than create Mexican corporations and Mexican citizens I pre- 
fer to conserve the rights that we have in Mexico. If Mexico complains 
of any action we take here, she need not accept the corporation; she 
need not commit herself to accepting this simple shell built up for the 
pore of attracting the confidence of the world in the credit of this 

eme. 

No man can claim on the floor of the Senate any advantage that is to 
come to the United States Government or to the corporation itself by 
the granting of this charter except the bare advantage of giving it credit 
in the markets of the world for the disposal of its bonds. That is all. 
When you come to the advantages to the United States Government we 
say we want to carry our commerce, our coastwise trade across the Isth- 
mus of Tehuantepec on terms of equality with Mexico as is provided 
in the Gadsden treaty. ‘‘No,’’ says Mexico, ‘‘you can not do that; 
we charge you the difference between silver dollars and gold dollars on 
your trade; we pay our freights with silver dollars according to this 
concession, and when you come to carry your coastwise trade to Cali- 
fornia you must pay your freights in gold dollars.’’ We go there in 
time of war with Great Britain or with any other power when our Pa- 
cific coast is about to be attacked, and we say to Mexico, we want to 
send by various lines of transportation our troops as rapidly as possible 
to San Francisco, to the mouth of the Columbia River, to San Diego, 
and we wish to avail ourselves of this line across the Isthmus of Tchuan- 
tepec to carry our munitions of war and our soldiers across this rail way. 
Mexico in this concession says that Captain Eads and his corporation 
agree that that shall not be done without the consent of Mexico first 
had and obtained. I say that under the Gadsden treaty we have the 
right now, and we have never abandoned it, and I do not propose to 
abandon it. 

Shall we give up that right and put ourselves at the mercy of this 
very influential gentleman in respest of the right of access to the Pa- 
cific coast with our armies and our munitions of war because he may 
find his interest and his advantage obstructed by the terms and the 
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provisions of a solemn treaty between the people of the United States 
and Mexico? Shall we as a Senate vote that there is no such treaty, 
and having voted that there is no such treaty thereby give emphasis to 


our concession to Mexican demands by saying ‘‘we will grant you as 
a concession from the Government of the United States all that you 
demand of Captain Eads as a condition upon which he shall have the 
privileges that he enjoys at your hands?” 

Mr. President, that is going a little too far. I honor Captain Eads, 
but I am not his worshiper. I him, butI am not his follower. 
I would do him justice and grant him every advantage that the Govern- 
ment of the United States can, but I am not his slave. He, like all 
other citizens of the United States, must stand out of the way of the 
great leading policies of this country, and not come into the Senate 
and ask that we shall make concessions to him and to Mexico which 
Mexicanize him and destroy our independence of dealing and action in 
connection with the Mexican Government. 

I confess, sir, that I am astonished at the persistence with which this 
amendment is resisted. I can not conceive how any set of gentlemen 
can get themselves so involved in devotion to any man as to come before 
the Senate of the United States and ask that we shall commit ourselves 
to the terms of a concession like that, as a great government on this 
continent, Mexico does not ask it. She does not it. Iam sure 
of that. The honor of serving in the ranks of Captain Eads is not quite 
equivalent with me to the duty I feel of trying to protect the rights of 
American citizens in their transit across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec. 
It is not quite equivalent with me to a necessity to yield up these im- 
portant privileges which Mexico has never raised a complaint against, 
which are pronounced dead by the Senator from Massachusetts and by 
no person else that I have ever heard speak on the subject. 

The Senator from Massachusetts said, in his last debate upon this 
question: 


will practical] 

for its proseation to say nothing of the movement of war v: 

of war without violating the constitutional provisions of Mexico—such, for in- 
stance, as were arranged in our treaty permitting the United States to send its 
troops into Mexican territory in pursuit of hostile savages. : 

Are we to legislate here upon the mere contemplation or expectation 
or hope that the Mexican Government, after we have passed this bill 
and confirmed this charter and have committed ourselves to its princi- 
ples and toits provisions, will then enter into this treaty relation which 
the Senator from Massachusetts seems to think is so very important? 
We concur in respect of the importance of these treaty stipulations be- 
tween ourselves and Mexico; and the Senator felicitates himself that 
after all, after we have committed ourselves beyond the power of recall 
and denial, then Mexico will come in and negotiate doubtless a treaty 
with us of liberality in its terms for the transportation of our troops 
and munitions of war across the isthmus. 

Let me ask, shall we commit our destinies to the mere vague chance 
that Mexico may hereafter do what the Senator from Massachusetts 
recognizes is so important to be done, enter into treaty stipulations 
with us respecting this transit? If I understand the Senator’s argu- 
ment he would not be willing to pass this bill except in virtue of the 
expectation he has that Mexico would arrange diplomatically with us 
for the use of this transit for the p that are here mentioned, 
the transportation of troops and munitions of war. Therefore it is an 
important matter, just as important now in the contemplation of the 
Senator from Massachusetts as it was in that of the Governments of the 
United States and Mexico when the treaty of. Gadsden was ratified; and 
yet we are asked to pass this bill in view of the fact and the impor- 
tance of these concessions to be made by Mexico under the mere ex- 
pectation or hope that they will hereafter be made. The Senator’s 
argument answers itself, and his objections to my amendment to the 
bill are overcome by all the Senator has so ably stated upon the floor of 
the Senate. > 

It is a matter of no concern to this country or to any person in the 
world perhaps but to myself that I should make reply also to another 
observation of the Senator from Massachusetts when he was on the floor 
recently. He said: 

The Senator from Alal in his remarks the other day, made some state- 
ments in regard to the engineering features of the Nicaragua Canal and the 
ship-railway. He stated that he had never seen a close instrumental survey of 
the ship-railway. > 

I repeat that remark again this morning. 

I understand that a ier 4 has been prepared showing the entire route, with a 
proper and accurate profile; that plans of the harbor works at the extremities 


ave been in the pareen of the Commerce Committees of the Senate and the 


Zines for more than a year, and that this profile is one such as any } 


egislative 
y in dealing with the question of a domestic railroad would consider ample. 


for all purposes of its guidance. 


I think that this company has a right to complain that information 
has not been given to us in respect to this route, but I have not urged 
the complaint before the Senate in opposition to this bill because that 
is a question which the capitalists will concern themselves with when 
they come to put in their money. My objection to the bill is not that 
the ship-railway will cost $100,000,000, or that it will not cost more 
than $20,000,000. With that particular matter I have nothing to do, 


but still when gentlemen rise on this floor and argue with a great deal 
of satisfaction to themselves, and with a great deal of confidence, that 
this railway is capable of being built with a very small expenditure 
of money, I think I can appeal to several gentlemen in this Chamber 
to-day who understand the matter of building railways and show that 
when they want to ascertain what the cost of a railroad will be they do 
not look at the map to see the line upon which it is laid on the bosom 
of the earth, and the profile simply, but they want their engineers to go 
over it and make measurements of the cubic yards of earth to be taken 
out, the cubic yards of embankments, the amountof rock to be cut away, 
the expense of grading, of building culverts, bridges, &c., and when they 
have seen a tabulated statement of the cost of construction by sections 
they can understand what it means. But to cast your eye over a pro- 
file of a route, which is the boasted information that is brought here as 
having been reached in the Committee on Commerce and perhaps some 
other committee-rooms of the Senate for some time past, would be, at 
least to my mind, entirely inexperienced in engineering, very poor in- 
formation in respect of the cost of such a construction as is proposed. 

inions are urged here by eminent engineers, some of them from 
England, in favor of the practicability of this route, and yet opinions 
stand divided among the great engineers of the earth as to its practica- 
bility. Names just as eminent and just as numerous can be quoted 
against the practicability of building this ship-railway and making it 
a success as those that can be quoted in favor of it, I shall not seek 
to go into an examination of those names or of their statements upon 
this question, for as I look at the question as a mere legislative one 
the inquiry would not be pertinent. It is not necessary, for I am 
willing to put it in the power of Captain Eads to get all the money 
that any capitalist is willing to subscribe to his scheme if he can con- 
vince him that it is a practicable scheme. 

There is one prospect, however, in which I will say that this railway, 
upon Captain Ead’s concession, never can be of any use to the people 
of the United States, and that is for the transportation of men-of-war. 
He admits that the railroad plan which he has laid down, upon the 
construction of which he has bestowed so much engineering ability and 
labor, will not transport a vessel of more than 6,000 tons displacement 
loaded. That admission has been made time and again, and it will be 
noticed in the reports made upon this bill, or bills like it, that a vessel 
of 6,000 tons displacement loaded is just as heavy a ship as you can 
carry across that isthmus. Of what service would that be in trans- 
porting one of these heavy cruisers of ours, or & 13,000 tonship like the 
Duiloo, and various others in the British, French, Italian, and Ger- 
man navies? It is an impossibility. 

I refer to this merely to show that the Government of the United 
States would have no advantage in this matter except in the transporta- 
tion of the very lightest class of its ships of war, the wooden ships, and 
only small ones at that. We should have to go around the Horn with 
our ships of war to get to California, and yet we are asked to make this 
concession because it is going to be a very great advantage to our Gov- 
ernment. A ship not exceeding 6,000 tons loaded can be trusted upon 
this railroad. That would exclude all the large steamers that traffic 
across the ocean. It would exclude many of our coastwise steamers. 
It would make room only for the small vessels, whether they are 
steamers or sailing craft, and would cut off perhaps 20 per cent. or it 
may be 30 per cent. of the tonnage of the American navigators from 
crossing on this ship-railway. Notwithstanding that and notwith- 
standing the meager advantages they offer, I am still willing to vote 
the incorporation and give them a chance to go before the world of 
capitalists and engage all the money they can find to assist them in 
their plan, and I will not be heard to raise my voice against it; but 
when we have to get out of the way with the interests of this whole 
Government and yield them up to a private contract between Mr. Eads 
and the Mexican authorities, I do not propose to do it. 

When we turn to Nicaragua we find that we have a treaty with that 
government, made since the Clayton-Bulwer treaty with Great Britain, 
and made under the express provisions of a clause in that treaty, which 


_I will read: 


ARTICLE VIII. 

The Governments of the United States and Great Britain having not only de- 
sired, in entering into this convention, to accomplish a particular object, butalso 
to establish a general principle, they hereby agree to extend their protection, by 
treaty stipulations, to any other practicable communications, whether by 
orrailway, across the us which connects North and South America, and 

ly to the inter-oceanic communications, should the same prove to be 
es whether by canal or railway, which are now proposed to be estab- 
ed by the way of Tehuantepec or Panama. 


There is an ent relating to other isthmian transit schemes be- 
sides the one to which the Nicaraguan treaty in its beginning evidently 
alluded and referred. Now, I will read article 6 of the Clayton-Bul- 


wer treaty: 
ARTICLE VI. bo 

The contracting parties in this convention engage to invite every State with 
which both or tine have friendly intercourse to enter into — tions with 
them similar to those which they have entered into with each other, to the end 
that all other States may share in the honor and advantage of having contribe 
uted to a work of such general interest and importance as the eanal herein con- 
templated. And the contracting parties likewise agree that each shall enter 
into poe Ret Der ane Se with s of the Central American States as they may 
deem ad for the purpose of more effectually carrying out the great de- 
sign of this convention, namely, that of constructing and maintaining the said 
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canal as a ship communication between the two oceans, for the benefit of man- 
ual terms toall, and of protecting the same; and they also 


kind, on agree that 
the good o; ces of either shall be emplo ed, when requested by theother, in aid- 
ing and assisting the negotiation of treaty sti pulsations. 


There is a positive right given Pas each of these high contracting par- 
ties that they may enter into treaty stipulations separately with 
any of the Central American States for the purpose of building a ship- 
canal across the isthmus, or any other mode of transportation, In pur- 
suance of that express agreement in the sixth article of the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty we went on and negotiated with Nicaragua, ratified and 
proclaimed a treaty which gives to us the precise rights which are con- 
tained herein, the explicit right of the perfect enjoyment on terms of 
equality with the citizens of Nicaragua of a ship-canal across that 
isthmus. 

In connection with the text of the treaty I have been just reading, 
I will read a further remark of the Senator from Massachusetts. e 
said: 

Another s tion made by the Senator from Alabama I think ought not to 
be made in ‘the Senate of the United States without dissent, though it is one 
often heard. I de notconceive that there can be found any support in interna- 
tional law, in morals, or in national necessity for the claim that if any South 
American State, great or small, choose within itsown territory, in its own right, 
and by its own authority, to construct a canal within its own dominions „whether 
that canal sever the continent and go from sea to sea or not, the United States 
have any right whatever to interfere with the process. I think such a declara- 
tion when seriously made will encounter the remonstrance of mankind, and 
will excite and alarm the people of the fifteen sister republics of North and 
South America, with whom it is to our interest to cultivate the most friendly 
and peaceful re 

Now, Mr. President, does the Senator from Massachusetts intend by 
that statement that under the influence of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
we have no right to negotiate with Nicaragua for the construction of a 
canal through that territory? If he does, he violates the very lan- 
guage of the sixth article of the treaty, that which has been adhered 
to by our people under all circumstances, that by the concession made 
in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty we had the right to negotiate an arrange- 
ment with Nicaragua for going through there with our ships. So that, 
in what I have advanced here in respect of Ni Thad the right 
not only to rely upon international law, but upon actual treaty stipu- 
lation for all that I claimed that we had a right to do. 

It is very true that I gave expression to some sentiments which I by 
no means modify or recall which reach to this point, that the configu- 
ration of this continent laid out by the Almighty hand that created it 
~ not to he interfered with by any power so as to alter the relations of 

et ie seas of this country to each other without the consent of the 
of the United States. If we must take the continent as we 
Pound it, and we have shaped our policies in respect of the continent as 
it was constructed, who ever presumes to change the construction ot 
this continent so as to allow the seas to pass through unobstructed and 
ships to pass upon those seas must first get the consent of the people 
of the United States to that change of configuration. 
= That may be considered an immoral doctrine, but, if it is so, it is a 
doctrine of which the immorality is espoused and loved by at least sixty 
millions of American people, and Ido not believe that, besides the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, I have ever in my life heard of anybody who 
was willing to say that one of those little Central American States had the 
right to make such plans and purposes and arrangements in connection 
with foreign governments as it saw proper, to exclude us from going 
across the ditch that might be dug across this isthmus, or that, in the 
absence of such an arrangement, she could make it herself. 

Mr. HOAR. To what declaration of the Senator from Massachusetts 
does the Senator from Alabama refer ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I just had the honor of reading it to the Senate from 
the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts delivered in the Senate 
a few days ago. 

Now, sir, in regard to Nicaragua we stand on the firm basis of natu- 
ral right; or, if the Senator would like to have it that way, we stand 
upon thefirmer basis of conventional or treaty rights with Nicaragua; or, 
if it willstill suit his taste better, we stand upon the higher and broader 
basis that we have got the consent of Great Britain that we may do this 
thing of going through the Isthmus of Nicaragua with our canal ortheir 
canal—a canal under the auspices of the American people. There is 
no lack on our part of authority, human and divine, British and Cen- 
tral American, for going with our canal through the Lake of Nicaragua 
and floating our ships upon it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts further argued that this would be a 
source of great embarrassment to us in our naval affairs. He seemed 
to imagine that it would be possible that some American admiral, with 
his fleet of ironclads, would be blockaded in this lake and left high 
and dry, closed in by the British power, or whatever power we might 
be at war with. Did it never occur tothe Senator from Massachusetts 
that it would take two navies to do that of the size of the one which 
we had in the lake, for, while they would be blockading us on the 
Caribbean side, we might, perhaps, let loose the dogs of war upon Aus- 
tralia or the British possessions in North America; or, while they would 
be blockading us upon the other side, we might even take Jamaica, 
the Bermudas and Bahamas, and the banks of Newfoundland; or, per- 
haps, we might sail out cant enter the Gulf of Saint Lawrence? With 
your navy concentrated in the vicinity of or in the basin of that lake 


in Nicaragua, it is obvious to any man, I think, whether he has mili- 
tary views or not, which I do not profess to have, that we are just as 
strong there with ten ships of war as we should be with twenty ships of 
war, if we did not have this advantage both in the protection of our 
Atlantic and our Pacific seaboard. 

But I will not detain the Senate by arguing this military question. 
I have the authority of some of the highest officers of the Navy of the 
United States in support of the proposition that nothing could be more 
advantageous to the power of the American people than this fortressin the 
midst of the seas and of the mountains of Nicaragua, and I will ven- 
ture to reassert, what I have formerly asserted, that, in my humble 
judgment, there is not a spot that can be pointed out on the faceof this 
earth that furnishes either the commercial orthe military power that 
would belong to any country which had the capacity to station a navy 
inand about and in juxtaposition tothis canal in the Lake of Nicaragua, 

Now, Mr. President, as to the engineering difficulties which the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts found in the very elaborate estimates which 
have been made by Mr. Menocal, I have not a word to say. The loca- 
tion of the Ni Canal as made in 1872 and 1873, as shown in 
Commander Lull’s report, has been changed and modified from the sur- 
vey made by Mr. Menocal in 1868 in various particulars, and all to the 
advantage of the canal. He has reduced the distance between Grey- 
town and Brito by this canal from 180.70 miles to 169.08 miles. The 
differences between the two locations are shown by this table: 


Comparison of the dimensions and principal features of the location by the 
survey of 1872-73, with those by the survey of 1885. 


Features compared. a an Hompe of, 


Total ig pe Greytown to Brito.......se.se00. miles... 76 8 
Length of actual canal, or cutting required.........do..... 7 3 
Height of summit level above mean sea-level... ‘feet... 

Length of summit level... “mil 8 
Number of dams... 


es < rem ES 
Length 
Width orl pt ea 


Width at bottom of channel in deep rock cuts.....do..... 
Width at bottom of channel in deep earth cuts....d 
Width at bottom of channel in terminal cuts... 
Time allowed to pass through locks alone (allowing 30 
minutes for old and 45 minutes for new design)... hrs... 
Turnouts, or basins, 650 feet by ae roton Sse bottom 
at the extremities of the locks......sssesess» coqnacabe] cassis epbeaveen socese! 
uired for a ship to 


Eatimaisd pa cost (computed on same basis dollars... 
Estimated cost Scordiu to new eats and in- 
creased prices), a 


p 
5 N88 g epseede,.BSez 


Eg Bees’ E ss8ra8. fies 


37 
52,577,718 | 39,040,134 
1, 228, 958, 75 


ovevesssseses sevennerercorOLLATB ves] sncorcerersnssscees 


I can not afford to consume the time of the Senate and to weary its 
patience by going into any.detailed examination of these estimates; 
but I wish to say now what the Senator from Massachusetts is mistaken 
about, that the estimates of Mr. Menocal are based upon all the work 
that is necessary to be done of every kind and character in the harbors 
of Greytown and Brito, the two harbors on the different sides of the 
isthmus, and here is a complete estimate on the basis of prices and by sec- 
tions, commencing with the western and extending to the eastern, of 
every foot of cubic measurement of earth or rock to be taken out of that 
canal, together with every that can possibly be conceived of 
in connection with the work; and to show the minuteness and the ac- 
curacy of the survey and how perfectly it considered every expense 
connected with this matter, I will read from section 3: 


SECTION 3. 
The harbor of Greytown, meine = by ae Rio San Juan and building arti- 
2,500 piles in crib work, at $8......s......sesssess-sseescsicossoocossossssssssassssssssss $20,000 00 
ph edomnee ea pada oiT At pe nah last an ay 45,000 09 
30,000 pounds iron bolts, at 12 cents.. Arp! eel 3, 600 0 
35,000 piven stone mace eset ‘work | (sto 
$1.50... 52,500 00 
saps cul 
315,000 00 


$88 E ROPE AEA D cansegebecnssancensss sukser's 
4,080,100 cubic ea dredging in sand, at 25 CENts........100resereenee 


A pretty high price for dredging. 

Obstruction in Rio San Juan to divert its fOW...... essere jereeeesesse 100, 000 09) 
Piers at entrance to canal..........cscsesseessssesssssecnereacans sescssveacseessasene 100, 000 09 

Lighting and opine 
1 first-order light-! mes pennies 100, 000 0) 
lights. ~ 1,000 09) 
7,000 0) 
2,000 09 
channel) Nun “buoy. 200 00 
side channel) Nun Sey 200 00 
3 third-olnss ( e channel) Nun buoy.... 100 00 
625 00 


1887. 
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Making the whole estimate of this exact calculation $1,766,625 for 
the harbor of Greytown. Now, the estimate for the harbor at Brito 
was made with quite thesame accuracy. Hereis the general estimate: 

Estimate of vi location of on basis 
sections seated g ala papai _ ioia 

Notwithstanding the improvement in machinery and various other 
expedients for digging canals has heen so great, Mr. Menocal, in order 
to be entirely right about it, makes his estimate on the ‘‘ basis of prices 
and sections adopted for estimates in 1872-73,” and these are the es- 
timates made by him in 1885: 

Westerns divini. 5 sccsincnsiseosdeccsccnss ons csnnsbundeas sasbeqstnesecnssicconosecessanosasee 


Middle division........ 
Eastern division.............00« 


Total estimated cost......... os 
Add 25 per cent, (contingencies)........0.-.ssecsececcreeseseeseveencsereesecccesesees 9, 


CHET EBD Sao, secvsesksveqnahbdnndshdnhacdes E Leos fapneoumee posecnaiwesstoy 


Estimated cost, location of 187273..............00sss0 
Estimated cost, location of 1885 (on same basis). 


Difference in favor of location Of 1855..........+« 


creeaserseeeseeenee 16, 921, 980 00 


There is a survey, there is an exposition of the facts that any engi- 
neer can take and work out. Here are the measurements given in this 
report, the depth and width of the cuts, the height of the dams, the 
description of the locks, and all that. If there is a word about this 
report that is not absolutely accurate from the hands of this great 
American engineer, there are plenty, yes, hundreds, yes, thousands of 
men in the United States that could and would before this have taken 
up these estimates and have riddled them. Į would like to see an es- 
timate of this kind on the ship-railway; but we have nothing submitted 
here, except the fact mentioned by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
that there had been lying back in some committee-room of this Senate 
a map of the location of that route on the face of the earth and a map 
of the profile. That is all we know about it. I do not care whether 
we have a good one or a bad one, if in voting on this you will not ask 
me to surrender too much. Let the capitalists of this country deter- 
mine whether they want it or whether they do not want it. 

I have a little complaint to make of somebody, and I suppose itis of 
the Public Printer—I do not know who it is—on account of the delay 
of this report of Mr. Menocal. It has been now very nearly a year in 
the hands of the Public Printer, and I- had to borrow a copy from a 
gentleman who got it in advance in order to use it in the Senate of the 
United States. I think it has been kept back in some very mysterious 
way. 

Whenever in the United States men who have the skill and ability 
to understand the question take up that survey and consider the geog- 
raphy and topography of that Nicaraguan route, they will come to the 
conclusion, in my judgment, that, after all, whenever we have ship 
transit between these oceans it will cross through the Lake of Nica- 
ragua. Mr. Eads’s effort, as I have before stated, in respect of crossing 
on a sea-level canal is a failure, and a confessed failure. They are now 
preparing, if the evidence brought to the attention of this Government 
ean be relied upon by its officers, to put in locks to overcome 130 feet, 
or thereabouts, of ascent and descent across the route. Their 
is that that is a temporary construction, in order that they may havea 
chance to get the Chagres River out of the way and go on and make 
their sea-level canal. 

Once these locks are put in there and ships are carried gens, on 
that system of locks, from that time forward the sea-level canal will 
be abandoned. They can neither control the waters of the Chagres 
River when they flow down to the channel of that canal, nor can they 
in the dry season supply that canal with water from the mountains, 
for they have not got it. Buthere nature has madea reservoir in Lake 
Managua and Lake Nicaragua, which the highest and most terrible 
tropical rains will not raise more than 4 feet under any circumstances, 
which never becomes depressed so low that it does not pour a flood 
through the magnificent channel of the San Juan River, standing there 
midway between these seas, an invitation to every man in the world, it 
seems to me, that has any idea of engineering to come and cut the chan- 
nel out to the sea on either side, and take the waters from the center 
and lift your ships across that peninsula without damage and without 

elay. , 

I close what I have to say, Mr. President, in regard to this measure 
by thanking the Senate very earnestly for the patience with which they 
have heard me in the great pressure of public business, and my only 
apology for consuming so much time is that the subject is one of im- 
mense magnitude. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I was so unfortunate as to be out of the 
Chamber—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iask the Senator from Massachusetts to 
allow me to move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish only to say a few words, and I should rather 
say what I have to say now. 

I was so unfortunate as to be out of the Chamber during the early 
part of the remarks of my honorable friend from Alabama; but so far 


as I have heard them he rests the argument he has made to-day in an- 
swer to what I had the honor to submit to the Senate last week, on 


four principal tions. First, he thinks, in solving the greatest 
commercial Jem of the age, the problem in which the commercial 
destiny of country is involyed, upon which depends alike our 


dignity and rank among nations, our capacity to send the American 
flag into distant seas, our capacity to keep employed at good and hon- 
orable wages the workmen who are to be the support and the rulers of 
this country, the men upon whose prosperity the Republic must live 
or bear no life, he can satisfy the American Senate that it is better to 
select a route for commerce which is to add an average of twelve days, 
an average of 2,400 miles of distance to be crossed by vessels under sail, 
and largely through a part of the world’s surface where calms prevail 
through a great part of the year. He proposes to select that route in 
comparison with the route which is proposed by the great engineer in 
whose interest and at whose solicitation this bill is proposed. 

He proposes also that the United States shall take ion of a 
tropical territory, that they shall build fortresses and station troops 
and maintain them both in war and in peace in a tropical region, where 
malaria is fatal to the life of men born and bred in a northernclimate, 
and in a spot where they are liable to be besieged and hemmed in un- 
less the United States undertake to maintain a naval force equal to that 
of Great Britain. 

He proposes to select for the route of transit a point already block- 
aded by the row of islands in the possession of our great co: i 
rival, commanded by Jamaica, and the Bahamas, and the Bermudas, 
and the Leeward and Windward Islands, commanded by the whole 
West India group, of which all but one of the forty principal islands 
are in the possession of the European powers whom we are about to 
challenge to this great contest forcommercial supremacy. Thatis the 
proposition which lies at the foundation of the argument of my honor- 
able friend. = 

Next he asserts—he must assert it in order to have his Nicaraguan 
scheme adopted by this Government—that a treaty which five years 
ago the American Government, through its Secretary of State, with the 
unquestioned approbation of the President, formally asserted to Great 
Britain was still in force (only in that repeating the assertion 
of Mr. Fish and Mr. Seward), was abrogated by the action of Great 
Britain thirty years ago. That is the second postulate upon which he 
undertakes to build up his argument. 

His third proposition is that a treaty with Mexico, made in the year 
1853, which I now have before me, signed on the 30th day of Decem- 
ber in that year, which declared that a certain plank road and railroad 
which had been authorized by Mexico to be built on the 5th day of 
February, 1853, and which never has been touched from that day to 
this, is the same thing with the ship-railway which is proposed to be 
built across Tehuantepec under the magnificent conception of Captain 
Eads, and that an agreement between these two countries that we 
should have certain rights, or rather that we should be protected 
against ¢ertain invidious distinctions in the use of that plank road, is 
still applicable and gives the United States a foothold on Mexican ter- 
ritory when we are talking about a railroad which is to raise ships of 
6,000 tons burden and carry them from sea to sea across the continent 
in the air. That is the third proposition of my honorable friend. 

The fourth—and this statement of my friend’s argument is its best 
refutation—the fourth proposition on which he relies, seems to me, 
with great respect to him, to be anutter perversion of the time-honored 
Monroe doctrine to which the American people, without distinction of 
party, is thoroughly committed. The Monroe doctrine is an assertion 
of aprinciple of public law the origin of which is in dispute between 
the men who write the biography of George Canning and the men who 
write the biography of John Quincy Adams. Mr. Canning claims, to 
use his sublime and oft-quoted phrase, that he called the New World 
into existence to redress the balance of the Old. He asserted that it 
should be the policy of England from that time forward that the polit- 
ical independence of the nations of the South American continent, 

or weak, should thereafter be respected; that they should not 

be the objects of the greed, of the ambition, of the lust for territory of 

any European power, however strong, and to that declaration the 

American Government not only gave its assent, but claimed that John 

Quincy Adams, through the medium of William Pinkney, had been 

oe person by whom it had been suggested to the Government of Great 
ritain. 

It was a declaration that henceforth the United States of America, as 
well as Great Britain, speaking through the mouth of Mr. Canning, 
were pledged to the doctrine that the weakest State on this continent 
should not be interfered with either by force or by diplomacy; that no 
European power should gain a foothold or should seize upon a foot of 
its territory whether by force or by negotiation, and that no European 
power should take upon itself any duties or obligations or rights as 
surety or as guarantor or as protector under a peaceful guise, or should 
by force and by war gain any rights under which it could in future in- 
terfere with the independence of the American republics. 

That is the Monroe doctrine; that is the law of nations as it has 
been declared in to the Western hemisphere; and that is the 
doctrine to which every bayonet, every cannon, every musket, every 
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life, every soldier, every sailor of the United States is pledged. But 
this new gloss and perversion which we hear from Senators:on the other 
side of the Chamber, and I am sorry to say on this side of the Cham- 
ber, too, that the United States of America has the right to say to a 
weak South American republic, ‘‘ You shall not deal with your own 


territory as you choose; you shall not build a canal or a railroad or a 
public work in the interest of the commerce which goes from sea to 
sea, unless the United States shall take upon herself the control, shall 
dictate the terms, shall manage the future conduct of thatenterprise,’’ 
is a declaration as repugnant to the law of nations, as repugnant to the 
purpose of George Canning and of John Quincy Adams, and as repug- 
nant to the genius and spirit and honor of the American people as it 
is to sound morals or sound international law. It is a doctrine which 
will drive away from our side, which will alarm, which will make ene- 
mies of these fifteen South American republics, including our nearest 
neighbor, the Republic of Mexico, on the North American continent, 
whom it is our first interest to make our friend. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not propose at this late hour of the after- 
noon to renew the debate. I expressed my views on the general ques- 
tion the other day; but the argument of my honorable friend from 
Alabama stands on these four pedestals, each one of them rotten, each 
one of them a pedestal of clay, none of them, it seems to me, capable 
of bearing the slightest examination, whether we apply to them the 
illustrations of American history, the doctrines of the law of nations, 
or the doctrine of sound morals which lies at the bottom of interna- 
tional law as it lies also at the foundation of the historic practice of 
the American people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEsT]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I understand that the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri is to take the place of the whole bill. 
Am I right about that? 

Mr. VEST. If that is the amendment the Chair refers to, it isa 
substitute for the whole bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire if the Senator from Alabama has pro- 
posed any amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the Sena- 
tor from Alabama has not submitted an amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not offered it in form. I read it in my re- 
marks, and I said I would offer it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it read, if the Senator from Ver- 
mont is willing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Pending that, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have the floor. 

r The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont has the 
oor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to the Senator’s motion, but I 
merely wish to retain the floor on this question. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 


THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending that motion, the Chair will 
lay before the Senate the bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoinage 
of the trade-dollar, returned from the House of Representatives with 
an amendment. 

The amendmentof the House of Representatives was to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bill, and in lieu thereof to insert a sub- 
stitute, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate bill as it comes to us with 
the amendment be printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. BOWEN. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the bill be printed with the amendmentof the House of Representa- 
tives, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BOWEN. Itis not a motion for a conference? 

Mr. MORRILL. No. 

The motion was, agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 10233) to convey toand confirm in the city of Aurora, 
in the county of Kane and State of Illinois, a small island in Fox 
River, located within the limits of said city, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL, 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (S. 3286) to increase the naval establishment; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


. SWITZLER’S REPORT ON INTERNAL COMMERCE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 


concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 15,000 ad- 
ditional copies be printed of the wg Mul on Internal Commerce by William F, 
Switzler, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, being Part 2 of the report on Com- 
merce and Navigation, submitted by him on the 20th day of December, 1886; 
10,000 for the use of the House, and 5,000 for the use of the Senate, 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, The resolution just read being pending, I 
have an opportunity to say again what I have said before, what I mean 
to repeat every day, that there lies upon the executive table that which 
this te does not take up, and that which concerns the people of the 
State which I in part represent. I have asked that the Senate should 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SAWYER. We are going to do it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. For that motion I could not get a vote 
that would amount toa quorum. I am speaking now in open session 
as one of the Senators in this body. I have a right to do it, and I in- 
tend to do it. 

I am told Senators will not object to the motion, but on Saturday, 
evening, the very last thing I could do, after yielding three or four 
times to motions to take up bills, there was a Senator on this floor who 
was courteous enough to move an adjournment while my motion for an 
executive session was pending. If Iam not capable of representing 
Virginia I do not want to be here, but I mean to represent her. 

Now, sir, I have asked that the Senate should proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. I ask it again, and again I will ask it, 
and I am not afraid toask iteveryday. Iam not afraid either to crit- 
icise that conduct of the Senate which I know has subordinated that 
which concerns me and constituents of mine. I have now while this 
resolution is pending an opportunity of saying for once and for all that 
the Senate will proceed to the consideration of executive business only 
when the party whip is lashed around it. Asa Republican I speak 
that. The boast of the Republican party is that it has emancipated 
the slave, and yet in this body of men that are called statesmen there 
is more abject slavery under the party lash than there was on the part 
of the negro of the South to his master. 

Mr. President, I have asked only that there shall be a vote on that 
which is unanimously reported from a committee after weeks of con- 
sideration, and I can not getit. I do not care now whether I get it or 
not. I know there is manhood behind me in Virginia that will sugain 
me when every day Imakethe motion. Twoyears nearly have elapséd— 
two years since two members of the Republican State central commit- 
tee of that State appealed to me to make me a better Republican—two 
years when I could not get a hearing in the Senate in executive session. 
We are in open session now, I am speaking on the resolution that has 
been offered, and not on my motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business lest the Chair should call me to order. 

I have heard here to-day many things that I could not respond to in 
the little time that would have been allowed me, and I am here now 
to say that I characterized this as the American House of Lords. It 
never went down to my credit or discredit, but I did say it, and I say 
it again. No man has any right here who would not if he were an 
Sr orem be entitled to bea member of the House of Lords in Great 

ritain. 

This is not less than the second time that I have asked the Senate to 
go into executive session to pass upon a unanimous report from what 
is called the Judiciary Committee—God forbid the name—and unless 
I can get the consent of him who is one of those who come from Ver- 
mont I can not have a little place passed upon in a State that is older 
than his, that has a history; when it would take a man with a magni- 
fying glass to find the history of the other State. 

I do ask now, while Iam debating this resolution, that the Senate 
shall consider that it has at least half the right of half a motion to go 
into executive session. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If I do not lose the floor. Iam afraid of 
that; I have been frightened for four years. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
which I ask may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be received and printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us go into executive session. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will you do it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. en the Senator from Vermont says he 
is ready to go into executive session, I do not know anything better 
that I can do than to stop. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened and (at 5 o’clock and 2 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 15, 
at 12 o’clock m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 14th day of February, 1887. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, February 14, 1887. 


I nominate J. M. Needham, of Franklin, Ind., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Lemhi agency, in Idaho, vice William M. Neal, who was 
confirmed during the present session of the Senate, but declined the ap- 
pointment. 

I withdraw the nomination of Mr. Needham to said office, ‘‘ vice 
Robert Woodbridge, to be removed,” which was sent to the Senate 


February 5, 1887. 
- GROVER CLEVELAND. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
John Vander Linde, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri, to succeed James Hun- 
ter, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 


Everett B. Sanders, of Elroy, Wis., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Wausau, Wis., to take effect January 16, 1887, when his term of 
office expired. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Andrew F. Bigelow, to be postmaster at Kewanee, in the county of 
Henry and State of Illinois, in the place of Norman H. Pratt, whose 
commission expired January 29, 1887. 

Peter Conohy, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county of Clark 
and State of Illinois, in the place of De Lance Cole, whose commission 
se ie February 27, 1887. 

ames M. McConihe, to be at Princeton, in the county of 
Bureau and State of Illinois, in the place of James W. Templeton, 
whose commission expires February 27, 1887. - 

Mark A. Reno, to be postmaster at Pontiac, in the county of Liv- 
ingston and State of Illinois, in the place of James H. Gaff, whose 
commission expires February 24, 1887. 

Roy S. Giddings, to be postmaster at Russell, in the conmniy a of Rus- 
sell and State of Kansas, in the place of William E. Banks, resigned. 

C. F. Keyner, to be postmaster at Wilson, in the county of Ells- 
worth and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having by law become vested in the President from and 
after January 1, 1887. 

James A. Smith, to be postmaster at Glasgow, in the county of Bar- 
ren and State of Kentucky, in the place of James C. Evans, whose 
commission expires February 27, 1887. 

William P. Lane, to be postmaster at Hagerstown, in the ymad of 
Washington and State of Maryland, in the place of William 8. Swartz, 
whose commission expired February 7, 1887. 

Frank H. Holbrook, to be ter at Muskegon, in the county of 
Muskegon and State ‘of Michigan, in the place of Luther Whitney, 
whose commission expired February 7, 1887. 

Michael F. Mulcrone, to be postmaster at Saint Ignace, in the county 
of Mackinac and State of Michigan, in the place of Peter W. Hombach, 
whose commission expires March 2, 1887. 

Hiram W. Hill, to be postmaster at Saint Charles, in the county of 
Winona and State of Minnesota, in the place of John Pickert, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1886. 

Levi C. Smith, to be postmaster at Schuyler, in the county of Colfax 
and State of Nebraska, in the place of Joseph F. Woods, whose com- 
mission expired February 7, 1887. 

Robert S. Perkins, to be postmaster at Tilton, in the county of Bel- 
knap and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Daniel E, Hill, re- 
signed. 
Waldo B. Tichenor, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county of Es- 
sex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Abiel M. Condit, whose 
commission expired February 5, 1887. 

E. Prentiss Bailey, to be postmaster at Utica, in the county of Oneida 
and State of New York, in the place of Judson T. Stevens, whose com- 
mission expired February 5, 1887. 

Frank M. Bullis, to be postmaster at Sherburne, in the county of 
Chenango and State of New York, in the place of Charles A. Fuller, 
whose commission expired February 12, 1887. 

William H. Baldwin, to be postmaster at Watkins, in the county of 
Schuyler and State of New York, in the place of Levi M Gano, whose 
commission expired February 5, 1887. 

William M. Ketcham, tobe ter at Poughkeepsie, in the county 
of Dutchess and State of New York, in the place of Robert H. Hun- 
ter, whose commission expired February 5, 1887. 

Albert W. Locklin, to be postmaster at Gloversville, in the county of 
Fulton and State of New York, in the place of Edward Ward, whose 
commission expires February 26, 1887. 

John H. Mealey, to be postmaster at Greenwich, in the county of 
Washington and State of New York, in the place of Norman F. An- 
drews, whose commission expires February 26, 1887. 

Benjamin B. Read, to be at Greene, i in the county of Che- 
nango and State of New York, in the place of Charles B. Wheeler, whose 
commission expired February 12, 1887. 


Patrick Reiley, to be postmaster at West Troy, in the county of Al- 
bany and State of New York, in the place of William C. Durant, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1886. 

Gustav eisen, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio, i in the place of Albert B. Smith, whose com- 
mission expires February 27, 1887. 

Charles E. Shenk, to be postmaster at Delphos, in the county of Van 
Wert and State of Ohio, in the place of Joseph H. Cowden, whose com- 
mission expired February 7, 1887. 

Alvin Arnold, to be aster at White Haven, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Richard Heimbach, 
whose commission expired January 2, 1887. 

George W. Beckwith, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Chittenden and State of Vermont, in the place of Buel J. Derby, 
whose commission expires February 19, 1887. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 14, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings ot Saturday was read and approved, 


SECTION 533, REVISED STATUTES, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3160) to amend 
section 533 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, with the Sen- 
ate amendments thereto. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, that is a bill which involves no appro- 
priation. It simply apportions the counties of the eastern district of 
Arkansas to different courts for the greater convenience of the public. 
I ask that the amendments of the Senate be concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let them be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn line 8, strike out “ Desha, Chicot.”’ 

At the end of the bill add the following: 

Sec. 2. That all crimes and offenses heretofore committed within either ofsaid 


districts shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and 
with the same effect as if this act had not been passed 


Mr. ROGERS. Is this the House bill ? 

Mr. DUNN. This is the House bill with the amendments of the 
Senate striking out Desha and Chico. 

Mr. ROGERS. I believe there is no Congressional district affected 
by the bill except that of my colleague [Mr. DUNN] and my own, and 
I see no objection to it. 

Mr. DUNN. Itdoes nothing but assign certain counties to one court, 
and certain counties to the other court, so as to prevent the summon- 
ing of people from remote points at great expense and inconvenience. 
For instance, the court sits at Little Rock and at Helena, and, as mat- 
ters stand now, it sometimes happens that parties living at Helena are 
summoned to Little Rock, and vice versa. ‘The bill creates no office, in- 
volves not one dollar of expenditure, and is designed merely to promote 
the public convenience. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendments of the 
Senate will be concurred in. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


J. R. JONES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 603) for the re- 
lief of J. R. Jones, late postmaster at Boydton, Va.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC LANDS, CALIFORNIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 994) granting 
to the State of California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of 
public lands in said State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pablic Lands. 

THOMAS A. OSBORN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2553) for the 
relief of Thomas A. Osborn; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FORT HALL RESERVATION, IDAHO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2789) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the Shoshone and 
Bannock tribes of Indians for the relinquishment of their title to so 
much of the lands of the Fort Hall Reservation in Idaho as is required 
for the uses and purposes of the Utah and Northern Railway Company 
and the Oregon Short-Line Railway Company, either partly or con- 
jointly. 

Mr. HAILEY. Iask unanimous consent that that bill be now con- 
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sidered. The Committee on Indian Affairs has reported an exactly sim- | United States for the eastern judicial district of North Carolina at the 


ilar bill, which is on the Calendar. 

Mr. COWLES. JI call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The order is called for. 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


EXCHANGE OF GUNS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3170) toauthor- 
ize the Secretary of War to exchange guns with the R. E. Lee Volun- 
teer Battery, of Petersburg, Va.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN RESERVATION, UTAH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 3184) granting 
to the Utah Midland Railway Company a right of way through the 
Uncompahgre and Uintah reservations, in the Territory of Utah, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


This bill will be 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Lore, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. WALLACE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Claims was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3828) for the relief of 
C. M. Briggs, with the Senate amendments thereto, and it was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
bill (H. R. 367) to amend section 536 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the division of the State of Illinois into judi- 
cial districts, and to provide for holding terms of court of the north- 
ern district at the city of Peoria, requested a conference with the House 
of Representatives upon said bill, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate, Mr. Pucn, Mr. Hoar, and Mr. WILSON, of 
Towa. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. 
R. 10793) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, with amendments, in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was nested. 

The message also announced that the Senate non-con in the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2997) granting a pension to Mrs. 
M. E. Wood, requested a conference upon the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the 
Senate, Mr. BLAIR, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 531) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
La Fayette, Ind.; and 

A bill (S. 1494 ) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Smith. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the con- 
current resolution requesting the President to retarn to the House of 

sprain the bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of James W. Good- 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 2778) granting to the Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke 
City Railroad Company the right of way through the Crow Indian 
Reservation; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 109) authorizing the President of the United 
States to accept in behalf of the United States the sword of Capt. 
Samuel Chester Reid, tendered as a gift by his son Samuel C. Reid. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S, 542) for the relief of William Ervin; 
A bill (S. 2533) for the relief of E. Remington & Sons; 
A bill (S. 1162) for the erection of a post-office building at Lynn, 


ft) 

A bill (S: 712) for the erection of a public building at Augusta, Ga. ; 

A bill (S. 93) authorizing the construction ofa public building for a 
post-office i in the city of Houston, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 1592) to change the limit "of appropriation for the public 
building at Denver, Colo. ; 

A bill (S. to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire 
for losses sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the 
Territory of Wyoming, in September, 1885; and 
in bill (S. 305) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled a of the follow- 
ing title; when the a toon signed the same: 

A bill. (H. R. 1684) to authorize terms of the circuit court of the 


city of Wilmington, in said district. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. ROCKWELL, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of 
absence on account of sickness in his family. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME WEST OF THE ROCKY MOUNTAINS. 


Mr. BRAGG. I ask unanimous consent that the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2075) to provide for the location and erection 
of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers west of the Rocky 
Mountains be non-concurred in; and that the request of the Senate for 
a conference be granted. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cowes] 
demanded the regular order. Does he insist upon it? 

Mr. COWLES. Yes, sir. 


PENSION TO MRS. MARY A. LOGAN. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to a privileged matter, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I call up the resolution fixing as a 
pea order for to-morrow the bill (S. 3050) granting a pension io 
Mary . Iask that the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House be marae aah So the 
further consideration of the%bill (S. 3050) granting a Fo peg eo to Mary A. Logan, 
and that the same be made a special order for Tu the 15th day of Fe 

ary, 1887, Epe eee after the arent Se Jou sand that the same be a 
con pA aai denpa oi until disposed of. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Seay Now, Mr. Speaker, the reason why I 
favor this resolution—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is it nowin order to consider and debate this resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. No point of order has been made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it is too late to makethe 
point of order. Ihave entered upon the discussion of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not too late; the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] rose in time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, as soon as the paper was 
read I rose to inquire how it came in here, and to make the point of 
order. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What is the point of order? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That it is not inorder to con- 
sider this resolution now. 

The SPEAKER, This resolution was introduced, the Chair thinks, 
on last Monday, and has Jain over until the present time. The gentle- 
man from Iowa now calls it up and claims that it is a matter of privi- 
lege under the rules of the House. The Chair is willing to hear what 
any gentleman desires to say upon the question of order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Was not this resolution referred to a committee? 

The SPEAKER. It was not referred to any committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It was ordered to lie over one day. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the reason why I am in favor of this resolution—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to know, before the gentleman 
from Iowa proceeds, whether any gentleman wishes to say anything on 
the question of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I have not heard the point of order 
stated by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the point 
of order that it is not in order under the rules to call up this resolu- 
tion for consideration as a matter of privilege. There is some difliculty 
in the mind of the Chair on this question of order; but it was decided 
in the Forty-sixth Congress, and again in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
that under the rules of the House the introduction of a resolution or 
motion to amend the rules was a privileged matter, to lie over for 
one day for consideration, and that it might be called up thereafter, 
but what should be its privileges when called up was not then decided. 
Unless the Chair by some argument can be satisfied that those rulings 
were erroneous the Chair will of course adhere to them. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, without committing myself for or 
against the bill proposed to be called up under the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not yield for discussion. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair desires to hear gentlemen upon the 
point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I supposed that the gentleman was 
about to discuss the merits of the proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to be heard on the point of order for a mo- 
ment. 

Without disclosing what may be my action upon the bill to which 
the order of the gentleman refers, I wish to say that the provisions of 
the rules as they existed in the first session of the Forty-sixth Congress 
are substantially different, in my judgment, from those existing and 
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under which the House is operating- to-day. At that time there was 
no absolute rule whereby the right was given, on a motion, to amend 
the rules.: There now exists, however, a distinct rule, and an absolute 


right provided in the rules themselves for this purpose. I do not want 
the Chair; in determining the point of order, to lose sight of the fact 
that the condition of the rules in the first session of the Forty-sixth 
Congress was different from that which now exists in this respect, and 
therefore that a decision growing out of those rules should now be con- 
clusive on a question arising under the present rules, 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, Ihave no expectation of throwing very 
much light upon this question; but as I have given to it some little 
consideration in connection with another matter within the last few 
days, I may be pardoned for presenting one or two suggestions which 
occur to me in this connection. 

I take it, sir, that there is no question of order that could be pre- 
sented to this House which is more important than the one now pend- 

If decided in the way suggested by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] it will deprive the House of its right to 
change the rules, the highest right which it can claim or exercise, a 
right granted by the Constitution of the United States itself. That 
Constitution declares that Congress shall have the power to amend its 
rules, How? The rules provide how they may be amended. Inthe 
first place a resolution changing the rules of the House can be pre- 
sented at the desk and referred, under the rules, to the Committee on 
Rules. But now suppose a case. Suppose that in this House of three 
hundred and twenty-five members there were three hundred and 
twenty-two who desired to consider a change of the rules, and who de- 
sired to make what they regarded as necessary amendments to the 
rules. The Committee on Rules, consisting of five members, opposes 
the change. Three of that number, a majority, constitute a quorum 
of the committee, and if we were compelled to rely upon the action 
of the Committee on Rules in the case supposable we would have the 
anomalous spectacle presented of three hundred and twenty-two mem- 
bers of this House who would be controled absolutely by the action 
of three members. 

Contemplating such a possibility, it may be, the rules themselves 
have ane another way by which an amendment can be 
and that is by an independent motion submitted in the manner pre- 
scribed by the rule; a motion which I say, and with great respect to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], is always in order as a 
leap motion, because it involves the constitutional right of the 

ouse itself to change its rules when it desires todo so. And when 
made, as an independent motion, the rules provide that the maker of it 
can ask to have it lie over a day. Why? What sense is there in say- 
ing that the p change or modification of the rule shall lie over 
a day, except it be to give to the House the power to act upon it when 
it does so lie over? 

Now, the other method by which the rules can be amended is by in- 
troducing a notice at the desk and asking that it lie over as I have just 

, and then call it up, whereupon, under the rules, a motion to 
refer to the Committee on Rules is in order; and if a majority shall re- 
fuse to send it to the Committee on Rules, it is then before the House 
for its consideration and action, But the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania says we have changed the rules. In what respect? 

Why, as far back as the Forty-third Congress, it was decided that— 

A resolution to amend the rules may be read and referred to the Committee 
on Rules during the first call of the States and Territories in the morning hour 
of Monday, and thus constitute notice according to the usage of the House, 

Not that that was the only notice, but that it was one method of 
giving the notice to the House of the desire to provide the change. 

Again: 

Notice of an amendment to the rules is in order asan independent motion, but 
must lie over one day under clause lof Rule XXVIII. (See Journal first ses- 
sion Forty-sixth Congress, page 437.) 

And under that it has been decided that it isa privileged question, 
and may be called up by the mover, subject, under the practice, to a 
motion to refer to the Committee on Rules; and if not referred is before 
the House for action. 

Now, reasoning from common senseand claiming that the House has 

the unquestioned constitutional right to amend its rules, the only way 
provided when the Committee on Rules are unwilling to amend, is by 
giving the notice suggested and asking to have it lie over a day, then 
calling it up, as the gentleman from Iowa now calls up his motion, as 
a privileged matter involving the constitutional right of the House, 
and the motion to refer to the Committee on Rules being voted down, 
it is before the House for its action and it may determine whether it 
will adopt or reject it. The gentleman from Iowa, I understand, now 
calls up a resolution which was presented on last Monday, which he 
asked to have lieover, and now calls it up, no motion having been made 
to refer it to the Committee on Rules, and consequently it is, under the 
rules of the House, before the House fot its adoption or rejection. 
- Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. There are two points that should be 
considered in this discussion. I believe it is practically admitted that 
under the rulings of the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses no 
polotot ee can now lie against the consideration of this resolution 
8 e. 


But I wish to call another matter to the attention of the Speaker. 
Even if the pun of order would lie against this resolution when in- 
troduced on Monday upon the call of States and Territories or at any 
other time as the rules prescribe, still it would not lie against it now 
in the condition in which we find this resolution. I desire to read from 
the RECORD, and I think the a ore will readily see that any objec- 
tion of this kind now comes toolate. Upon the call of States and Ter- 
ritories on Monday last, upon the call of the State of Iowa, I intro- 
duced the resolution under consideration, Here is what appears in the 
RECORD: 

HENDERSON, of Iowa. I submit the resolution which I send to the desk, 


Mr. 
and ask thatit lie over for one day, 


The Clerk read as follows: 
$ * s 2 


s ka = 
Mr. TAULBEE. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I make the point of order that the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky is not in order at this stage. This is a privileged 


ere APARTIR pro tempore (Mr. McCreary). The gentleman from Iowa has a 
right to ask that the resolution lie over for one day under the rules of the House, 
That disposition of the resolution will be made. 

Now, sir, granting, for the sake of the argument, that a point of or- 
der might lie on the introduction of the resolution, in this case the point 
was made, was overruled, and an adjudication had upon it, and from 
that adjudication no appeal was taken at the only time when an appeal 
could be taken. So now we stand, using the terms of the law, clothed 
with the advantages of a res adjudicata in this case; and I submit, Mr. 
Speaker, that there is no power now that can defeat the consideration 
of this resolution, and that the only question that is in order is, first, 
its consideration, the question as to which may of course be raised as 
in regard to any other matter before the House, 

I believe the proceedings taken were regular under the rules. Under 
the first clause of Rule II and under the decisions that have been 
rendered, notice of an amendment to the rules isin order as an independ- 
ent motion, but must lie over for one day. But evenif the point could 
have been made at the time when the resolution was introduced, I sub- 
mit the House is now bound to consider it unless on the raising of 
we question of consideration another course is decided upon by the 

ouse. 

The reasons for the rule as regards the privileges of the House have 
been set forth so clearly by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 
that I shall not discuss that point at all. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I would not trouble the House or the 
Speaker by saying anything upon this question but that it seems to 
me the adoption of the practice now proposed would be utterly de- 
structive of the rights of the minority of the House as they are sought 
to be protected by the rules. It will be observed that in the rules 
there are pointed out methods of changing them either as claimed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky by a report from the Committee on 
Rules, or by the introduction at the proper time of a resolution and the 
necessary notice and then action upon it by the House. 

The of that, sir, is that the House may always have it in iis 
power ag Seer its rules. But now, without any regard to the merit 
of the proposition of my friend from Iowa, or of the proposition of my 
friend from Kentucky, I submit that this resolution is not to change 
the rules of the House. That is not the purpose of the resolution. 
But it is to take a particular measure from out of the operation of the 
rules of the House. You may reply that that is a change; but I sub- 
mit that it is not a change within the purview of those parts of the 
rules that permit and allow a change of the rules. A rule is some- 
thing that operates generally, uniformly. It is for the uniform and 
ordinary transaction of the business of the House. Shall it be said 
that a resolution that simply says Senate bill 1 shall be considered 
to-morrow in the House of Representatives—shall it be said that that 
may be justly called a change of the rule? 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to this 
ruling on page 454 of the Manual: 

A resolution bt stow from the Committee on Rules fixing a day for the con- 
sideration of business from a particular committee is in order at any 


reported 
time as a “ privileged question,” for the reason that the adoption of the resolu- 
tion would be pro tanto a change in the rules. 


This decision was made in the first session of the Forty-ninth Con- 


Tess, 
g Mr. DINGLEY. ‘The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] was 
himself in the chair. 

Mr. CRISP. I concede it has been the practice, during the present 
Congress at least, upon a report of the Committee on Rules to treat 
the resolution in that way. But I protest that it is a practice more 
honored in the breach than the observance. I asked the question the 


other day, when the Committee on Rules brought in a resolution that - 


a certain bill should be taken from the Committee of the Whole and 
considered in the House on a certain day, whether it was in order 
or competent to do that. I admit it was done; but I do not admit it 
was, to my mind, justly or properly done. z 
There is a great difference between the change of a rule and taking 
a particular measure without the operation of the rules. I can conceive 
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of cases, and I doubt not members around me can, where the taking of 
a particular measure without the operation of a general rule might and 
would be denounced as absolutely revolutionary. That thing has oc- 
curred in this House. I believe it occurred in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, when the rules of the House were changed as to a particular 
measure, and it was denounced as unjust and improper. A change of 
rules, as sugg by my friend from Alabama [ Mr. OATES], applies to 
all cases pending before the House. The pending resolution is a so- 
called change of rule that is to apply to one particular bill, and the ef- 
fect of it is not to change the rule, but to take that case from the opera- 
tion of the rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is not that a change of the rule? 

Mr. CRISP. The rule is not changed. Except as to that particular 
case the rule remains the same, and the result is, if this practice is per- 
mitted, that, as to every measure or any measure which a majority of 
the House may desire to consider, whether one way or another, in Com- 
mittee of the Whole or in the House, a majority can change the rule as 
to that particular bill and let it stand as to all others. Is not that a 
suspension of the rule as to that particular bill, and not a change of 
rule? Ordinarily it requires two-thirds to suspend the rules, but under 
that practice a majority are to have the right to suspend the rule as to 
a particular bill, and to do it under the claim that it is a change of the 
rules of the House. I protest against any such doctrine as that, 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, if my memory be not at fault, I op- 

the ruling in the Forty-seventh Congress even upon the rules in 
the form in which they then were. I do not mean by that exception to 
say that I know that in this particular they have been changed, for I 
have not examined; but it seems to me that thereis very little difficulty 
in this question, and I desire to submit a few remarks in addition to 
what has been so well said by my colleague [Mr, Crisp] who has just 


~ taken his seat. 


Rule XXVIII declares that suspension of thie rules may be had by a 
vote of two-thirds, and that the Speaker shall not entertain a motion to 
suspend the rules except ata certain time. Now, special orders are made 
under a suspension of the rules, as I read on e 64 of the Manual. 
‘The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] says that because one 
day’s notice must be given to a proposed ge of rule, therefore 
you may call ap as privileged a motion to change a rule if you give one 
day’s notice, I think that is a clear non sequiter. 

As I understand the prohibition in Rule XXVIII in that particular, it 
means that, however desirable it may be to charge a rule, no rule shall 
be changed without one day’s notice. Everybody is presumed to know 
what is in the rule, to act upon it to arrange his business affairs ac- 
cordingly; and if, when a rule is found to be in the way, three mem- 
bers of the Committee on Rules could step outside and report a reso- 
lation to change that rule eo instanti, we would never know where we 
were. Therefore, that of Rule XXVIII is simply a declaration 
that, however desirable it may be to change a rule, unless it is done by 
unanimous consent, one day must intervene between the proposition to 
make the change and the making of the change. Now, that does not 
at all affect the point under ph 43 of Rule XI, that all legisla- 
tion as to the rules must be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. LONG. Not all legislation—all action. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, all action. Did I misquote it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘‘Legislation’’ is right. 

Mr. LONG. No; the word is ‘‘action.”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. My book says all proposed legislation. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will quote it correctly from the book: 


All proposed action touching the rules and joint rules shall be referred to the 
Committee on Rules, 


Therefore, what the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] con- 
tends is not correct—that they can take any comfort from the mere 
declaration that you can not change the rules without a day’s notice. 
As I have said, it does not follow that, with a day’s notice, you may 
change the rules. If the gentleman’s construction in correct, then any 
member may on Monday introduce a resolution to set a day for any 
pill he pleases, and may claim that to be privileged question simply 
because he has asked to set a day for the consideration of the bill. 

Now, we have another rule which declares what are privileged ques- 
tions. That rule says that ‘‘ questions of privilege shall be first, those 
affecting the rights of the House collectively, its safety, dignity, and 
the integrity of its proceedings.” 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Inamoment. The rule continues: ‘‘Second, 
rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their rep- 
Area capacity only, and shall have precedence of all other ques- 

ons, 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow the Chair 
to call his attention to the distinction between questions of privilege 
and privileged questions. The rule which the gentleman has read re- 
lates to questions of privilege, which are quite a different thing from 
privil questions. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I thank the Chair for the correction. 

_The SPEAKER. For instance, reports from committees of resolu- 
tions calling for information present privileged questions, but they are 


not questions of privilege. The case is the same with motions to ad- 
journ and various questions of that sort. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I stand corrected. I simply desired to add to 
what my friend [Mr. Crisp] has said the proposition I make that Rule 
XXVIII gives no support to the construction contended for. - 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I am inclined to think that 
if this were an original proposition brought before the House for the 
first time, the ground taken by the gentleman from Georgia that it 
amounts toa suspension of the rules would be correct; but his doctrine 
would surely apply to every motion of similar character which comes 
from the Committee on Rules—that is, every motion proposing to set 
aside a day for the consideration of a particular subject which can not be 
considered under the general rules of the House on the day designated, 

Mr. CRISP. I would call that a ‘‘special order,’’ and not a change 
of the rules. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Then I say a ‘‘special order” in that sense 
of the term is just as much a suspension of the rules, whether it comes 
from the Committee on Rules or from any other source. 

Mr. LONG. And if it is a suspension how do you reach it? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
wait a moment I will show him. ? 

I say that the character of the proposition can not be affected by the 
source from which it comes. Its character depends on the form and ef- 
fect of the resolution itself. Now, thè practice of this House during 
all this session has been to treat such a resolution when coming from 
the Committee on Rules as a motion not to suspend, but to change the 
rules; and by that practice perhaps this House is to be governed. 

But, Mr. Speaker, admitting for the moment that this is a motion to 
suspend the rules, what effect would that have on the status of the reso- 
lution presented by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]? It 
is before the House; it must be considered by the House, even though 
it be, as intimated by the gentleman from Georgia, a motion not to 
change the rules but to suspend the rules, because the only provision 
in the rules—— 

Mr. CRISP. I claim that it is not before the House. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Allow me to insist that it is before the 
House, because the motion, if it be called a motion, to suspend the 
rules was made in an orderly manner, was entertained by the Chair, 
and the consideration of it was simply laid over for a day. Now the 
Chair might have decided, if the gentleman then occupying the chair 
had so believed, that this was a motion not to change, but to suspend 
the rules, and that he could not admit it at that time, that not being, 
I believe, the first or third Monday of the month. But the Chair did 
not so decide. He admitted the resolution; he entertained the motion, 
and decided that it should be laid over. It is now before the House. 
The gentleman from Iowa has called it up; he has the floor to discuss 
it. At the expiration of the time allowed him under the rules I sup- 
pose a motion might be made to refer it to any committee whatever; 
but until that time comes the point of order can not be made upon it, 
even if it should be decided to be a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the great inconvenience to result from 
any proposed construction of the rules is a fair argument against 
adopting such construction. Now what would be the result in the 
working of the machinery of this House if we should adopt the con- 
struction of the rule as contended for by the gentleman from Iowa? 
That construction proposes to suspend the methods of transacting busi- 
ness on reports of our committees, and subject the whole machinery of 
this House at any time to the will of one man. 

Now, the gentleman from Iowa has called up a private bill. He calls 
it up as a question of privilege. He undertakes to force the House, 
whether willing or unwilling, to test its will as to whether it will pass 
that bill or not. If one gentleman from Iowa can do this, all the gen- 
tlemen from Iowa can do it; and if all the gentlemen from Iowa can do 
it, every one of the three hundred and twenty-five members of this 
House can do it. Under such a construction I can come in to-morrow 
morning and give notice that on some designated day—the day after or 
two days after—I will call up some private bill affecting the interests 
of some constituent of mine, and whether this House be willing or not, 
it is compelled to consider that bill because it is a question of privilege, 
and I can force its consideration upon the House, though I may be the 
only man on this floor who is interested in it or believe the House should 
act on it. I can absolutely ignore the will of the whole body of this 
House, and by my own individual act compel the House, as it is being 
compelled now, to hear a question involying perhaps my interest or the 
execution of my will alone. 

Such a rule of procedure reyolutionizes the whole working machinery 
of this House. The House is o: ized to do its work as examined and 
reported on by committees and recommended to it for adoption. The 
House has adopted uniform rules affecting all measures as to when they 
shall be considered and how they shall beacted on. But here comes in 
a factor which revolutionizes the whole method of procedure in this 
House. It is claimed now that one member upon his mere motion can 
submit a proposition as a matter of privilege, calling it an amendment 
of the rules, and compel the House, willing or unwilling, to determine 
that question, ignoring all its other business in order to do it. Assoon 
as that is done another member can get up and repeat the operation, 
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and this may be extended through the whole time of the session. And 
if the proposition contended for by the gentleman from Iowa is sound, 


this,House is without a remedy, because the privilege is claimed on the 
part of the individual member as a constitutional privilege. If the 
member has this right, he has it by virtue of constitutional tee, 
and if so the House can not take it away from him. Here, therefore, 
is the t inconvenience—— 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask one question? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIS. Does the gentleman recognize the right of the ma- 
jority of this House to control its business? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly; and the majority of this House have made 
rules for the government of the House in the transaction of its busi- 
ness, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
the rules. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, business must be controlled by the methods of 
procedure which have been adopted by the majority; and these meth- 
ods, though at all times under the will of the majority, are not under 
the will of one man. : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, as this is District of Co- 
lumbia day, in accordance with the suggestion made by the Speaker, 
and as the questions involved here are vital and important, I will let 
this matter lie over until after the reading of the Journal to-morrow, 
which will give ample time. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that, under the decisions here- 
tofore made, it has little doubt about the right of a member under 
Rule XXVIII to give the notice at any time as an independent propo- 
sition either in the technical form of a notice or in the form of a reso- 
lation. But the question upon which the Chair has grave doubt is as 
to the status of this matter; that is, whether it is a privileged matter 
when it is called up. It has been frequently decided, as first stated, 
that a member has the right to give notice on the floor, but the Chair 
has great difficulty about the question whether it is privileged after 
that. That is the question which the Chair desires to examine. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Chair, of course, will take into consideration 
the forty-third clause of Rule XI, which was inserted at the second 
session of the Forty-sixth Congress. The decision referred to was dur- 
ing the first session of that Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We will let this go over until after 
the reading of the Journal to-morrow morning. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will discuss it then; I only want to say now the 
decision to which reference has been made was based upon the Consti- 
tutional right each House has to determine the rules of its own pro- 
ceedings, It was then contended there was no mode under the rules 
to execute that constitutional right; but since then there has been a 
method for that purpose included in the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It was at the first session of the Forty-ninth Con- 


gress. 

Mr. RANDALL. The word ‘‘joint’’ was omitted from the then rule, 
so that a specific time could be fixed when resolutions could be intro- 
duced for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The matter will go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman desire to call this up to- 
morrow morning? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has given notice that he will call 
it up to-morrow morning after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the House passes to the regular order I 
desire to say just one word. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman’s suggestions 
in the morning. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair, I presume by that time, will be ready 
to decide upon it. [Laughter. } i hope the Chair will come with a 
written opinion on the subject so as to cover the point. 

The SPEAKER. The matter will go over until to-morrow morning 
after the reading of the Journal. 


PRINTING OF MEXICAN PENSION BILL. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Matson, January 24, 1887, 
with a substitute. 

Mr. MATSsoN’s resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That 5,000 additional copies of the bill known as the Mexican pen- 
ston eee which passed the House on January 17, 1887, be printed for the use of 


ouse. 

Resolved, That 5,000 additional copies of House bill 10457 for the relief of de- 
pendent parents and honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who are now 
disabled and dependent upon their own labor for support, which also passed 
the House on January 17, 1887, be printed for the use of the House. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Read the report of the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the resolution providing 
for printing the Mexican pension bill, have amended the same so as E read as 


follows: 
That 10,000 additional copies of the Mexican pension bill, which 
paraa the House on January 17, 1887, be printed in law form for the use of the 


The majority must control business under 
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of the amount of printing previously ordered by Congress wit 
nyse a A 

The recommend the passage of the resolution as amended. 

Mr. MATSON. I understand the report of the committee provides 
only for the printing of additional copies of the Mexican pension bill. 
Copea ene ete ent are exhaused. 

SPEAKER. That bill with the President’s veto message has 
been ordered to be reprinted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Reprinted and referred. 

Mr. MATSON. How many copies? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The usual number. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask that the resolution shall also provide for the 
prin of the disability bill. 

The SPEAKER. The committee struck out that portion of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask that the resolution shall also provide for the 
printing of the bill to which I have referred. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to move an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STEELE. I move then the bill and veto message be printed. 

The SPEAKER. How many copies? 

Mr. STEELE. Ten thousand copies, I think, will be sufficient. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to print the veto message and the text of 
vetoed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks also to include the bill vetoed 
by the President. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. If gentlemen will withdraw their amendments 
I will submit an independent resolution on that subject for reference to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have the order entered now. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I submit to the gentleman from Indiana the 
reason why it is necessary. Under the law estimates should accompany 
the committee’s report. Estimates have not been made as to the cost 
of printing the President’s veto message. Iaskthe gentleman to with- 
draw his amendment in order that I may introduce that independent 
resolution. 

Mr. STEELE. I insist on my amendment to print 10,000 copies of 
the text of the bill and the message of the President’s veto. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope that will not be done. 

The question recurred on Mr. STEELE’s amendment. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, I call for a division. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Did the gentleman call in time? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The call was in time, and I called for a division 
before the chairman of the committee. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair always takes the statements of gentle- 
men. 

Mr. STEELE. In deference to the wishes of gentlemen around me, 
perhaps I had better accede to the suggestion of the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing. [Cries of “No! No!”] Very well; then I 
insist upon the amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 38. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The amendment reported by the committee was adopted. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I submit another privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 7, 1887. 

Resolved by the House of ves (the Senate bape tend That 15,000 ad- 
ditional copies of the report on commerce by William F. Switzler, Chief of the 
sree z Si be printed, 10,000 for the use of the House and 5,000 for the 
use e 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying resolu- 
tion, report the same back amended so as to read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 15.000 addi- 
tional copies be pone of the reports on internal commerce by William F. 
Switzler, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, being part 2 of the report on commerce 
and navigation submitted by him on the 20th of December, 1886, 10,000 copies 
for the use of the House and 5,000 for the use of the Senate, and to recommend 
the of the resolution as so amended, 

‘The estimated cost is $8,384.30. 

The Public Printer estimates the approximate cost of printing previously or- 
dered by Congress within the present fiscal year at $736,331.75, 


The amendment was adopted. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EMPLOYES, ETC., AT NAVY-YARDS. 
Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 


roximate cost 
the present 
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Naval Affairs to report back the following resolution of inquiry with 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, rengan kpina Se the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish this House with a list of all persons employed at the several navy-yards 
of the United States from January 1, 1886, to January 1, 1887, with the purposes 
for which employed, rates of com on,and dates of em: oyani alsoa 
list of all ms from the several navy-yards of the nited States 
between the dates of January 1, 1886, and January 1, 1887, with rates of com- 
Ua geen purposes for which employed, and dates and reasons for their dis- 


The ¢ Committee on Naval Affairs has considered the resolation referred to it 
by the House, making certain inquiries concerning the navy-yards of the United 

and recommend its passage with the following amendment: 

“Also that the Secretary inform the House whether any, and, if so, what, orders 
have been issued for the transfer of the plants and materials of certain bureaus 
at navy-yards to certain other bureaus, and for the disposal of the plants and 
materials of certain bureaus; and whether it is designed to permanently discon- 
tinue the operations of any of the bureaus at any of the navy-yards, and, if so, 
by what authority and in pursuance of what policy of naval on,” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before action is taken I would like to know what 
is the object of this resolution. There is a great deal of information 
asked for which any member can obtain for himself by a mere inspec- 
tion of the Blue Book. 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman from Maine who introduced the orig- 
inal resolution can answer thè inquiry better than I can. 

Mr. STORM. Is debate is order? 

The SPEAKER. It is, the previous question not having been or- 


dered. ° 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee I would say the object of this resolution is to 
put the House in possession, officially, of the facts connected with the 
transfer of material and plants, as well as the personnel of several of 
the bureaus of the Navy Department at certain navy-yards to certain 
other bureaus, so as to enable the House to understand, when acting 
upon the appropriation bill which will shortly be brought before us, 
what the policy of the Department is with regard to the great navy- 
yards of the country. We are advised by the public press, and in vari- 
ous unofficial ways, and also by the publication of official orders which 
have been issned, that the Navy Department has entered upon a new 
vem of organization at the various navy-yards, or at least at some of 
them. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What I was trying to get at—I can see that the 
amendment of the committee looks to that—but there is a great deal 
of information asked there which I take it is contained in the Blue 
Book. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg the gentleman’s fag pee I think not. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. It refers to the employés of the Department, and 
I take it that information is contained in the Blue Book. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; none of them are in the Blue Book, ex- 
cept, of course, those that are employed in a certain class or grade. 
_Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly, it contains a list of the officers of the 


Navy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But not the employés. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And hence this contemplates the obtaining of in- 
formation that I hold is accessible to anybody who chooses to look for it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state to the gentleman that the Blue Book 
only gives the names of the employés of the civil establishment. This 
resolution is directed more particularly to the mechanics and artisans, 
the men who are employed to carry on the functions of the various 
mechanical bureaus of the Department. The object is to obtain infor- 
mation as to the number of men employed during the past year, the 
length of time they were employed, the purposes for which employed, 
and the transfer of numbers of them from one yard to another in con- 
nection with the transfer of various bureaus from one navy-yard to 
another. 

Mr. SAYERS rose. 

Mr. WISE. I call for the previous question. 
ean O I move to lay the resolution and amendment on 

table. 

The question being taken on Mr. RANDALL’s motion, there were— 
ayes 81. Before the negative vote was counted, 

Mr. BOUTELLE said: I ask for the yeas and nays. If we can not 
get this information we want the country to know why. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Let the resolution be reported again. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been once reported, but if there 
be no objection it will be again read. 

Sor being no objection, the resolution and amendment were again 
read. 
Mr. REED. I think that is just to the Secretary. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 124, nays 114, not 
voting 80; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 

Allen, J, M. Blanchard, Cabell, Clardy, 
Bacon, Bliss, Caldwell, Clements, 
Barbour, Blount, Campbell, Felix Cobb, 
Barksdale, Boyle, Gemphell, z; E. Compton, 
Barry, Cam 5 wies, 
Belmont, Breckinridge, WCP Carleton, Cox, W.R. 
Bennett, Bynum, 7 


Groxton, Hene J.3. Mils," Snyder, 
en n, yder, 
Daniel, Henley, Morgan, Sowden, 
ar ra Hill, M D, Spriggs, . 
Davidson, A. 0. Holman, M Y. Springer, 
Davidson, R. H.M. Howard, Neal, St. Marti 
Dawson, Hutton, Neece, Stone, W. J; zy 
bble, Trion, O'Ferrall, Sey 
Dockery, Johnston, T. D. Outhwaite, Swope, 
Dougherty, Jones, J. Peel, Pn hoes J.M. 
Dunn, Jones, J. T. Perry, Tillman, 
Eden, King, Pindar, Turner, 
Fisher, Kleiner, Randall, Van 
Ford, Landes, Reagan, Viele, 
Forney, Lanham, Richardson, Ward, J. H. 
eri Le Fevre, Riggs, Ward, T. B. 

» Loverin, Robertson, Warner, A. J. 
Gibson, C. I. Mahoney, Rogers, Weaver, J. B. 
oon cowry any [netomat wine” 

reen, atson, yers, 

Harris, McGee Bene} Winens 

ney, nans 
Hatch. MeMillin, Seymour, Wolford, 
Heard, McRae, Singleton, Wo 

NAYS—1i. 

A G.E. Fi Lindsley, Scranton, 
Allen, C. H. Fuller, Little, Sessions, 
Anderson, J. A. Funston, Long, Spooner, 
Atkinson, Galli Louttit, Steele, 
Baker, Gilfillan, > L —, 
Bayne, Goff, cKenna, bmg g . W. 
Bound Grosvenor, McKinley, Stone, E. F. 
Bonutelle, rout, Ly Senile, 
Brady, Guenther, Milliken, Stru 
Brown, 0. E. Hayden, Moffatt, Swinburne, 
Brown, W. W. ynes, Morrill, Taylor, I. H. 

3 Henderson, D.B. Morrow, J. Re 
Bunnell, Henderson, T.J. Negley, Thomas, O. B. 
Burrows, Hepburn, ş Thompson, 
Campbell, J. M. n, Norwood, Van Schaick, 

non, Hiestand, O'Hara, Wade, 
Caswell, Hitt, Wadsworth, 
pea ped Hopkins Poing Wakoneld 

5 opkins, 

Cutcheon, H Warner, William 

ven; Pettibone, Weaver, A.J. 
Ding DARIE | Brien” Wet 

ngley, ohnston, J. rice, x 

Y, , > White, A. C. 
Dunham, Ketcham, White, Milo 
Ely, La Follette, Romeis, 
Evans, Lawler, Rowell, Wi burn, 
Everhart, Lehlbach, yan, 
Farq ‘ Libbey, Sawyer, 
NOT VOTING—80., 
Adams, J. J. Eldredge, Laird, Rockwell, 
Aiken, Elisberry, re, Rusk, 
Anderson, C. M. Ermentrout, Lowry, Shaw, 
Ballentine, Felton, Mark. 
Barnes, Findlay, Maybury, Stahlnecker, ` 
Bingham, Foran, mas, Stewart, Charles 
Bland Gay, Merriman, Storm, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gibson, Eustace rues 
Browne, T. M. lover, Muller, ey, 
Buchanan, Hale, Oates, Tanul 
Buck, Hall, < O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B. 
Burleigh, Hammond, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, Zach. 
es, Hanback, O'Neill, J. J. Throckmorton, 

Butterworth, Harmer, Owen, Townshend, 
Candler, Herbert, Parker, Trigg 
Collins, Hires, Payne, $ 
Comstock, Hi Phelps, Wallace, 
Cox,S.S. Hudd, A Wellborn, 
Culberson, James, Reese, Whiting, 
Curtin, Laffoon, Rice, Wilkins. 


So the resolution and amendment were laid upon the table. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

There was no objection. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HISCOCK. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

For this day: 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. E. B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. BINGHAM, 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr, HIRES. 

Mr. WALLACE with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. WHITING. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Buck with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. MARKHAM. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. HARMER 
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Mr. BUCK. I withdraw my voi i ired with the tleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. niyak ES 

The vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF EDUCATION BILL. 


F Mr. WILLIS. I give notice of the resolution which I send to the 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 194) entitled ‘A bill to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools,” and that Saturday, papesal 3 19, 1887, 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration 
of the same in the House, no other business to be transacted until the consider- 
ation of said bill is concluded; said consideration to continue from day to day 
until concluded. Should the consideration of said bill be displaced on the day 
named, the next day shall be set apart for tho same purpose, and so on until the 
bill shall be finally voted on as provided herein, 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask that that resolution lie over for one day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I raise the question of order on this resolution; 
first, that it is not now in order to be introduced not being a privileged 
question; and, secondly, that if introduced in the call of States it must 
be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to make a point of order that may 
be slightly different; that itis not in order for the Speaker to entertain 
the resolution, it being a motion to suspend the rules, except on the 
first and third Mondays of the month. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not entertain the resolution now 
for the consideration of the House. If the Chair entertains it at all it 
would be under the first clause of Rule XXVIII, which the Chair 
thinks has not been abrogated by the amendment of the rule permit- 
ting the introduction of resolutions for amendments of the rules when 
the States are called. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RANDALL. My opinion is that this matter is akin to the one 
which the Speaker has already under consideration, and which the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] has allowed to go over; therefore 
I suggest that this also go over, all rightsof all parties being reserved. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks there are two distinct questions 

ted. First, as to the right of a member to give the notice under the 
first clause of Rule XX VIII, either by the introduction ofa resolution or 
otherwise; and, secondly, the question as to what the privilege of such 
anotice or resolution may be when it next comes up. The second ques- 
tion the Chair has expressed doubt about in another case, and has asked 
that it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let the whole matter go over until to-morrow, 

Mr.SPRINGER. I have made the point of order distinctly that that 
notice cannot be given at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman upon 
that question. 

Mr. RANDALL. He can be heard upon it to-morrow in connection 
with the other matter, because they are kindred questions. 
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tion is entertained now, if the House holds that the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] may introduce his propo 
tion and to-morrow may call it up as a matter of privilege, and have 
the House adopt it by a majority vóte, suppose I, to-day, offer this 
proposition: That Thursday next, after the morning hour, shall be set 
apart for the consideration of House bill 1620 to reduce tariff-taxes and 
to modify the laws in relation to the collection of revenue; thatit shall 
be in order on that day to consider said bill in the House, and after 
thirty minutes’ debate thereon the previous question shall be deemed 
as ordered on the bill, and the bill shall be put upon its passage, and 
but one dilatory motion shall be entertained until the question is put on 
the final passage of the bill. I might introduce that proposition, and 
other gentlemen might tax their ingenuity in framing similar proposi- 
tions, and the result would be that the House could be kept occupied 
from now until the 4th of March in discussing propositions to make 
bills special orders and to prescribe the manner in which they should 
be considered. 

Now, Mr. 8 er, if there ever was a time when the minority of 
the House of Representatives should assert its rights to have the rules 
enforced, this is thetime. Sucha departure as is here proposed would 

ce the minority entirely at the mercy of the majority upon every 
ill; the majority would be able, upon one day’s notice, to take out of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, or from the 
Private Calendar, or from the House Calendar, any bill there i 
make it a special order by an iron-clad rule that could not be departed 
from, and force it to a passage, cutting off all debate and bringing the 
House to a direct vote. Sir, this proposition is a departure from the 


method of legislation which we have pursued in this country ever since 


the House of resentatives Was organized, and if it is entertained 
we may give u hope of transacting any other business during the 
remainder of this session, and devote ourselves to fixing special orders 


which can never be reached for consideration, because all the time will 
be consumed in making such special orders, 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair thinks the question which the gen- 
tileman from Illinois is now discussing is not involved in the matter be- 
fore the Chair. The simple question now before the Chair is, can the 
gentleman from Kentucky avail himself of the privilege permitted by 
the first clause of Rule XXVIII and introduce his resolution to lie 
over? The question is not what may be the effect of that hereafter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make that point; and I make all other points 
that can be made against the proposition. [Laughter] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair agrees with the gentleman from Illinois 
thatif the House had provided but one way for the introduction of prop- 
ositions to change or amend the rules, that would exclude all other 
methods. But has not the House in fact provided two ways of intro- 
ducing ‘these resolutions—first under Rule XXVIII, which provides 
that ‘‘no standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or 
changed without one day’s notice of the motion therefor;’’ and then 
ogain by the amendment to clause 1, of Rule XXIV, which provides 

at— 


Each Monday morning during a session of My rag immediately after the 
Journal of the proceedings of the last day's sitting been read and approved, 
the Speaker shall call the States and Territories in alphabetical order for 
bills and joint resolutions for printing and reference without debate, on which 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make my point of order | call, &c. 


distinctly now, and to reserve any remarks upon it till to-morrow. The 
point of order which I make is this, that it is not competent, under the 
clause of the rule to which the Speaker has referred, to give the notice 
provided for in that clause at this time, because that notice can only be 

iven on Monday, when the States are called for the introduction of 

ills and resolutions, or on a report of the Committee on Rules after 
the order has been publicly referred to them in the House. If the 
Committee on Rules should bring forward an original proposition to 
amend the rules which had not been refered to the committee, no no- 
tice of that proposition would have been given to the House, and then 
this rule would apply and would require the proposition to lie over one 


Secondly, I make the point that no such proposition for the amend- 
mentof therules can change the provision of clause 43 of Rule XI, which 
provides that all proposed action touching the rules and joint rules 
shall be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question not now involved, on the state- 
ment made by the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I make the point that the time to bring in this 
proposition is when the States are called for the introduction of bills 
and resolutions, and if the Chair entertains it now, I shall make the 
further point that it must go to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER, But if the Chair entertains it now, it will not be 
for consideration, either by reference or otherwise; but merely to lie 


over. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point that it can not be introduced as 
a question of privilege. There is a place provided by the rules where 
it can come in, and when the House has provided and preseribed one 
way of introducing a proposition, all others are excluded. That leaves 
the business of the House to proceed in a regular manner. Depart 
from that ice in the manner proposed, and what would be the 
condition of things? 


Previous to the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress the clause 
of the rule which the Chair has just read provided only for the intro- 
duction and reference of bills and joint resolutions, so that by the 
terms of that clause resolutions to amend the rules of the House were 
not in order when the States were called. But as early as the Forty- 
third Congress it was decided by Mr. Speaker Blaine that during the 
call of States resolutions for the amendment of the rules might be pre- 
sented and referred—presented for reference only—and that practice 
has been adhered to consistently since that time. 

The Chair thinks, therefore, that the amendment of clause 1 of Rule 
XXIV does not repeal or rescind the first clause of Rule XXVIII, but 
that it was cumulative; that it gave to a member not only the right 
which he previously had to introduce resolutions upon a notice to amend 
the rules, to lie over one day, but also the additional right by the ex- 
press terms of the rule to offer such propositions when the States and 
Territories are called. But if offi during the call of States, they 
are offered for immediate reference only; whereas if offered under the 
first clause of Rule XXVIII they are offered to lie over. 

Now, the question as to what the status of the gentleman’s resolution 
will be to-morrow or the next day, or any other day when it may be 
called up, the Chair is not deciding, but is simply deciding that the 
gentleman has the right to submit the proposition for such action as 
may be proper under the rules hereafter. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is all I desire. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does the Chair 
rule that a resolution setting apart a particular day for the considera- 
tion of a bill is a “‘rule’’ within the proper meaning of that term? 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is one of the questions which the Chair will 
consider in connection with this resolution hereafter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If it is not a “‘rule,” then notice of it can not be 


given. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, one point which I desire to reserve 
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is that this proposition of the tleman from Kentucky does not in- 
volve a change of the rules of the House, but is simply an effort to con- 
sider one bill, leaving every rule of the House as it is with regard toall 
other bills, even bills of a similar class. 

The SPEAKER. That point has been made, and is one of the points 
which the Chair will consider in connection with the question which 
has gone over until to-morrow morning. 

Several MEMBERS. Jar order ! 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise toaparliamentary inquiry. Did the Speaker 
decide that the gentleman from Kentucky might; under clause 1 of Rule 
XXVIII, give this notice at this time? 

The SP ER. The Chair did so decide. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, while protesting against the ruling of the 
Chair, I desire to send up aresolution to be considered under the same 
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ruling. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The State of Ilinois is not on call, I 
believe. I make that point of order. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resol: That Thursday next, after the morning hour, shall be set a for 
the consideration of House bill 1620, to reduce tariff-taxes and to modify the 
Jaws in relation to the collection of the revenue; that it shall be in order on that 
day to consider said bill in the House; and after thirty minutes’ debate thereon, 
the previous question shall be deemed as ordered, and the bill shall be put on 
its passage; and but one dilatory motion shall keentertained until the question 
is put on the final passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution will lie over. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to make the point of order that this reso- 
Ivtion is not a ‘‘ rule,” and is nota matter of which the gentleman can 
give notice. 

The SPEAKER. That is the same point which was made in the 
other case, and will come up for determination hereafter. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 722) for increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen M“ Boggs; 

A bill (S. 773) granting a pension to M. Louise Butler; 

A bill (8. jem granting a pension to Mary Ann Vars; 

A bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Charles D. Paris; 

A bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to Elizabeth Forgey; 

A bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 2210) granting a pension to Anna Wright; 

A bill (S. 2216) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth Rice; 

A bill (8. 2393) granting a pension to Anna M. Marshall; 

A bill (S. 2708) for the relief of Maria L. Strong; and 

A bill (S. 2935) granting a pension to Robert Baxter. 


CALL OF STATES. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I demand the regular order of business, 

The SPEAKER, This being Monday, the order is the call 
of States and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills and 
jointresolutions, Under this call resolutions and memorials from State 
and Territorial Legislatures are also in order. 


ROBERT SWOOPE. 
Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 11125) for the relief of the 


heirs of Robert Swoope; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ROME AND DECATUR RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 11126) to grant the 
right of way over the public lands in Alabama to the Rome and Deca- 
tur Railroad Company from Rome, Ga., to Decatur, Ala.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. M’KEE. 
Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 11127) for the relief 


of John W. McKee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN B. LOLLAR. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Alabama (by Mr. FORNEY), introduced a bill (H. 
R. 11128) for the relief of John B. Lollar; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGE OVER ARKANSAS RIVER, OPPOSITE FORT SMITH. 

Mr. ROGERS submitted memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Arkansas, asking Congress to pass an act authorizing the Fort Smith 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Arkansas River, oppo- 
site Fort Smith, Ark.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

TREATY STIPULATIONS WITH CHINA. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a hill (H. R. 11129) to amend an act en- 
titled “ An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese,’’ approved May 6, 1882, as amended by the act of July 5, 1884; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BREAKWATER AT PORT HARFORD, CAL. 


Mr. MARKHAM (by Mr. Morrow) submitted a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of California concerning the construc- 
tion of a breakwater at Port Harford, Cal.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 11130) relating to private 
claims or demands against the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES TAYLOR. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 11131) for the relief of 
James Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN MARKS. 


Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 11132) to remove the charge 
of desertion from John Marks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. LAWLER submitted a resolution of the Legislature of Illinois 
inrelation to pensions for soldiers sixty years of age; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LAWLER. [I have a resolution which I ask to introduce, anda 
short article from the London Times on the same subject, which I ask 
may be read and published in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). The Chair will state 
that the reading of the resolution is in order, but not the reading of 
the article. 

Mr. LAWLER. I ask the article also be read. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I object. 

Objection was subsequently withdrawn, and the article was ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. LAWLER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the of State be, and is hereby, requested to inform 
the House whether the terms of the treaty of Ghent, by which peace was con- 
summated between the United States and Great Britain in December, 1814, and 
ratified by the Senate in Fevniny, 1815, are construed to inhibit the United 
States from maintaining an effective navy on the Northern lakes bordering 
the Dominion of Canada; and also whether the construction b; 
of the Welland Canal is not in effect a violation of the treaty of Ghent, and in 
case of war with that country a menace to the safety of our lake-board cities. 


The article referred to is as follows: 


IN CASE OF WAR—HOW BRITISH GUNBOATS WOULD DEVASTATE OUR LAKE CIT- 
IES—AN ENGLISH VIEW OF TWENTY-FIVE YEARS AGO, 
{London Times, January 7, 1862.] 

Many people may be surprised to learn that, in the event of an American war, 
the pot of Canada is likely in the first instance to be threatened by water 
and not by land. Such, however, in some sense, is really the fact, and a glance 
at any o map of North America will show from what geographical con- 
ditions the anomaly arises. The richest and most populous tories of Can- 
ada lie on the banks of a mighty river and the shores of vast inland lakes. 

It was found, in the cam; of 1813, that these lakes became the scene of the 
most decisive conflicts, and two victories, which were successively gained by 
the American flotillas, led, not indeed to the meditated conquest of Canada, but 
to the temporary ascen cy of our enemies in these internal waters, It was 
not until we acquired a superiority on Lake Ontario that the Americans relin- 
quished these hopes of Canadian conquest. At the conclusion of the war both 
belligerents were busily engaged in building ships for future battles, so that 
great naval arsenals were actually established in the middle of a continent, and 
ata t distance from the sea. The treaty of peace, however, terminated 
this i a and a principle, which has vainly been recommended in European 
Dogo on ven practically recognized in the case before us. The two rival 
powers on the two shores of the lakes, instead of running a race against each 
other, decided that there should be no race at all. 

Instead of building ship against ship and frigate against frigate they agreed to 
buildin time of peace no vessels of war whatever; and at this moment there lies 
in one of the American harborsan eighty-four-gun ship, which, after bei ng com- 
menced in 1844, was left, in virtue of these stipulations, to remain unfinished up 
to the present day. In the event, however, of a renewal of such hostilities as 
were ti y the treaty of Ghent, there would be a renewal of course of 
operations on these inland seas; for the command of the water which separates 

r Canada from the Federal territories would be equivalent to a command 
o! the field. It becomes a question, therefore, of great interest to in how 
this superiority is likely to be determined, and we publish this evening a de- 
tailed statement of the various conditions by which the result will be governed. 
It will be seen that the matter divides itself into two periods, of w. the first 
would be the most critical for sy qe 

Up to the month of April next the lakes may be regarded as inaccessible from 
the sea,and therefore whatever force is created there must be created on the 
spot. The Americans would build and launch their boats and their rafts 
and so could we. Not much could be done, p: ly, on either side, as all 
the vessels must be extemporized from materials actually athand. On both 
shores there are railways leading up to the water's but the Americans 


Great Britain 


once remote waters, and are, consequently, e to 
therefore, are divided, and the opportunities for inflicting mis- 
i that for the Roget three 
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be launched in the same ere colonists; but it must be remembered that 


rudely extemporized, and that earthworks, 
and well armed, would sufice for the effectual protection 


such feeble assailants, ° 
there will be an end 
a fleet of gunboats and 
e command of these 


this flotilla must, in any case, 
judiciously constructed 
of the menaced points 
As soon, however, as 
of our dif 
other crafts 


th 
these waters is indeed the mastery of all, we may expect the result with perfect 
satisfaction, On the whole, therefore, the conclusion seems clear that three 
months hence the field will be all our own, and that in the mean time the 
Americans, if judiciously encountered, would not be able to do us much harm.— 
Buffalo Advertiser, February 4, 1887. 
W. H. H. WARDIN. 

Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 11133) for the relief of W. H. 
H. Hardin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SEWERS AND WATER-MAINS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 11134) relating to the con- 
struction of sewers and laying of water-mains in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred we the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DEPENDENT SOLDIERS. 


Mr. HITT submitted a resolution of the General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, in favor of pensioning dependent soldiers sixty years of age; 
which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HOPKINS submitted a resolution of the General Assembly of 
the State of Illinois, in favor of pensioning dependent soldiers sixty 
years of age; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SURRENA J. SUMNER. 
Mr. LANDES (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 11135) ting 
a pension to Surrena J. Sumner; which was read a first and second 


ume i to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


B. C. KUCHLING, 
Mr. MATSON submitted a joint resolution (H. Res. 257) for the 
relief of B. C. Kuchling; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLOTTE H. FENTON. 
Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11136) for the relief of Char- 


lotte H. Fenton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


: ANN CARR. 
Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11137) granting a pen- 
sion to Ann Carr; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANK WEMPE, 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11138) for the relief of 
Frank Wempe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY GERBERT. 
Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 11139) for the relief of 


Henry Gerbert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON LIQUOR DEALERS. 
Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11140) to amend section 3232 of 


the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and’second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


AUTHORITY TO DEAL IN SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS. 

Mr. RYAN also submitted aresolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Kansas, in regard to authority to deal in spirituous liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

PENSION LEGISLATION. 

Mr. RYAN also submitted resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of Kansas, on the subject of pensions; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. RYAN also submitted resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of Kansas, on the subject of the forfeiture of land grants; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


LIMITATION OF ARREARS, ETC. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted concurrent resolutions of the Legislature 
of the State of Kansas, asking for the repeal of limitations on arrears 


of Pensions, and other pension legislation; which were referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that these resolutions be printed in the REC- 
ORD. 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions are as follows: 


House concurrent resolution memorializing Congress upon the subject of pen- 
sons, 

Whereas the arrears-of-pension act of Congress of March 8, 1879, provides 
that all ns ee on application filed on or after July 1, 1880, shall com- 
mence that ; and 5 
many brave and disabled soldiers were denied arrears under this 
act, and without any cause for this exclusion; and . 

Whereas pensions granted should be commensurate with the period of disa- 
bility: Therefore, 

DESA IA in), That Co: be requested t 1 ch of the act of 1879 
ing therein), Nr me o repeal so much of the 
imit, and the act 


limit as follows: 1. To continue pensions to all widows and dependent relatives 
without proof that the pensioner’s death was caused by his service. 
2. To pension the dependent parents when the pensioner leaves neither widow 
nor orphan. 3. To pension survivors of rebel prisons without TRIE pee, 
that the acne ee women from their imprisonment. 4. To pension all honor- 
ably discharged Union soldiers and sailors who are now dependent upon their 
own labor for support or who are 55 pears old. 

And it is further resolved, That our Representatives in Congress be, and are 
onorable means to secure legislation 


And the of state is hereby directed to transmit a certified copy of 
this resolution to each Senator and Member of the House of Representatives 
from this State. 

I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 


my office. 

In eyo gg Debra I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal. ne at Topeka, this Ist day of February, A. D. 1887. 

(seav.]} E. B. ALLEN, 


KANSAS ADJUSTMENT BILL. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, submitted concurrent resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Kansas, urging the of the Kansas 
adjustment bill (H. R. 7021); which were referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that these 
resolutions be printed in the RECORD, the document not being long. 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions are as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No, 12. 


Whereas liberal grants of land have heretofore been made by Congress to ald 
in the construction of railroads within the State of Kansas; and 

Whereas it has been officially reported, and is general] believed, that in the 
administration of said grants great injustice has been done to the State and 
people of Kansas; 

lands within the State have been — to the railroad companies, 
which lawfully belonged to settlers and citizens of the State: 

That lands have been nted to said companies in excess of the amount to 
which they were lawfully entitled ; 

That lands have been withdrawn, and are now withheld from market for the 
benefit of said com ies, ‘‘ by order of the Secretary of the Interior,” without 
authority, and in violation of law; 

That parts of the lines of definite location of said roads have been abandoned, 
and the ts floated and made to conform to new and widely different lines, 
in violation of law; 

That the railroad companies have sold lands to citizens of the State who were 
lawfully entitled to such lands under the homestead and pre-emption laws; 

That there have been patented to said companies lands which lie outside and 
beyond the limit of the ) Semel 

That indemnity lands ye beon patonwoa to certain railroad companies, in 
lieu of lands —, by hom and pre-emption settlers, and subsequent! 


the rights of settlers have been contested, their entries canceled, and their 
lands patented to said companies without authority, and in violation of law: 
Now therefore. 

it resolved by the house of resentalives of the State of Kansas, That out 


r 
Senators in Congress be Spaniueber, and our Representatives requested, to su 
port and use their influence in favor of such legislation as will secure a speedy 
and lawful adjustment of each and all of said grants, Also, that they use their 
influence before the Lah ed executive departments of the Government at Wash- 
ington, in furtherance of such an adjustment, tothe end that the rights of the 
State and citizens of Kansas may be secured and protected. 

Resolved, That a certified copy of these resolutions be forwarded by the sec- 
retary of state to each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress, 
na fay hey ony each to the Secretary of the Interior and President of the 


I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the Sesaing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 
m ice, 

n testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, me at Topeka this 5th day of February, A. D. 1887. 
{sEAL.} 3 E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of State. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 
Mr. FUNSTON submitted a resolution of the Legislature of the State 


of pertaining to grants of land to railroads; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
SAINT LOUIS, BAXTER SPRINGS AND MEXICAN RAILWAY. 

Mr. FUNSTON also submitted a resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Kansas, pertaining to the right of way for the Saint Louis, 
Baxter Springs and Mexican Railway; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

SALE OF SPIRITUOUS OR MALT LIQUORS. 


Mr. FUNSTON also submitted a resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Kansas, pertaining to a change in the revenue laws, confining 
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Government license to sell spirituous or malt liquors to persons au- | heirs of J. W. J. Moore, deceased, of Leonardtown, Md.; which was 


thorized by their respective States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. - 

Mr. FUNSTON. I ask the reading of the resolution, 

The resolution was read at length. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I object. 

Mr. FUNSTON. May I ask who objected to the request? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


ADJUSTMENT OF LAND GRANTS, KANSAS. 


Mr. PETERS submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Kansas, favoring legislation for the adjustment of cer- 
tain land grants to Kansas; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

LICENSE TO SELL SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS. 


Mr. PETERS also submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Kansas, asking for a change of the revenue laws so 
that all persons dealingin liquors under Government license must first 

t license from the State; which was referred to the Committee on 

ays and Means. ‘ 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PETERS also submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Kansas, favoring the passage of the bill (S. 544) 
paag s right of way through the Indian Territory to the Saint 

l ter Springs and Mexican Railroad; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
ARREARS OF PENSION. 

Mr. PETERS also submitted a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 

ture of the State of Kansas, favoring the re 


peal of the arrears-of-pen- 
sion act; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JAMES H. RHYNES. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 11141) for the 
relief of James H. Rhynes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SUBSTITUTE EMPLOYES—TREASURY. 

Mr. TAULBEE submitted the following resolution: 


Whereas on the 24th day of January, 1887, the House of Representatives agreed 
to the following resolution, namely: 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to inform the House whether or not employés in the ‘Treasury De ent are 
permitted to employ substitutes to perform their duties at a less of compen- 
sation than is paid to such employés, and the number of such substitutes now in 
such employment, and the rate of compensation paid them, and the salary of 
their principals, Also, the number of such substitutes on duty during the 
re ori September and October, 1885, and by what authority such employ- 
men * 

And whereas no response to said resolution has been presented to the House: 


Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
give ek and complete answer to said resolution at the earliest practicable mo- 
men 


Mr. TAULBEE. Iask unanimous consent that the resolution be 
printed in the RECORD, and that it lie over until to-morrow. 
ear SPEAKER pro tempore. That order can not be made under this 


Mr. TAULBEE. Then Iask that the resolution be referred to the 
Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That reference will be made. 

MATHEW RAY. 

Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 11142) for the relief of 
Mathew Ray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. BRADFORD. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 11143) 
for the relief of Mary A. Bradford, administratrix; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MEMBERS OF CONGRESS AS ATTORNEYS, ETC. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 11144) to prohibit members of 
Congress from acting as attorneys or employés in any case in which the 
Government is interested; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT CARTER. 

Mr. KING (by request) also introduced & bill (H. R. 11145) for the 
relief of Robert Carter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO MAJ. GEN. HENRY KNOX, 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 11146) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox at Thomaston, 
Me.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF J. W. J. MOORE, 
Mr. COMPTON introduced a bill (H. R. 11147) for the relief of the 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELIZABETIE BENNETT. 
Mr. COMPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 11148) granting apin 
sion to Mrs. Elizabeth Bennett, widow of John W. Bennett, a soldier 


of the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 

Mr. ELY presented a resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts concerning the eradication of pleuro-pneumonia among cattle in 
the United States, and asked that it be read. 

The resolution was read, and was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

STEAMER GEORGE H. PARKER. 


Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 11149) to admit to registry 
the steamer George H. Parker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REVISION OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 11150) to create a com- 
uen on revision of the pension laws; which was read twice by its 
e. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask that the bill be read. 
The bill was read at length, and was referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INDEX TO CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 


Mr. CUTCHEON submitted a concurrent resolution providing for a 
complete alphabetical, topical, and nominal index to the Congressional 
i ; Which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 
GEORGE T. SWAN. 


Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H, R. 11151) referring the pe- 
tition, &c., of George T. Swan, administrator, for cotton seized, to the 
Court of Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INSECTS AFFECTING ORANGE CULTURE. 


Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 258) to 
print a revised edition of the report of the Agricultural Department 
on insects affecting the orange culture; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, eo sate to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT ZAHN. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 11152) for the reliefof Robert 
Zahn, late of Company I, Nineteenth Regiment United States In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WIDOW OF JOHN HAYES, 


Mr. McADOO submitted a resolution for the relief of the widow of 
John Hayes, late an employéof this House; which was referred to the 
Committee on Accounts. 


SEACOAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. JAMES presented resolutions of the State of New York upon 
seacoast defenses; which were referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp. They are as fol- 
lows: 
in STATE or New YORK, IN ASSEMBLY, ALBANY, February 3, 1837. 

a Crosby offered : 


on 
lence of its harbor, and the facilities of ee DES both by the Sandy Hook en- 
of Long Island Sound: 


Resolved, That the attention of Congress is especially invited to the exposed 
condition of the harbor of New York and to the need of defensive works at the 
Sandy Hook entrance, and at the entrance atthe east end of Long Island Sound. 

_Resolved, That so much of the late message of the President of the United 
States and of the annual reports of the Secretary of War and the Secretary of 
the Navy as relates to the subject of seacoast defense and the rehabilitation of our 
Navy, meets the hearty concurrence of the Legislature. 

Resolved, That the Senators and Members of the House of Representatives 
from the State of New York be requested to use their influence, and to put forth 
their earnest efforts toward securing appropriations for the continuance of 
work at the entrance of the harbor of the port of New York at Sandy Hook and 
= all pag peened. karan of coast defense. 

order e assem! A 
á s 0. A. CHICKERING, Clerk, 


Ix SENATE, February 2, 1887. 


Conenrred in by order of the senate, 
vg JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk. 
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PRINTING OF STORM-TRACK CHARTS, 


Mr. VIELE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 259) providing 
for the printing of 4,500 opan inley’s storm-track of the 
North Atlantic Ocean; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SUSPENSION BRIDGE, N. Y. 

Mr. WEBER introduced a bill (H. R. 11153) ae for the erec- 
tion of o pupue building at Suspension Bridge, N. Y.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. BEEMAN, 


Mr. DAVENPORT introduced a bill (H. R. 11154) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah E, Beeman, widow of Elam C. Beeman, late first lieu- 
tenant Company A, First Regiment United States Colored Troops; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SUSAN BUCHANAN, 


Mr. DAVENPORT also introduced a bill (H. R. 11155) restoring to 
the pension-roll the name of Susan Buchanan, widow of Jackson Buch- 
anan, Company K, Ninety-eighth New York Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRISON C. SPRAGUE, 


Mr. DAVENPORT also introduced a bill (H. R. 11156) to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Harrison C. Sprague, Company F, One 
hundred and seventy-ninth New York Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed, , 


RUFUS LOWE AND C. M. LOFTEN. 


Mr. COWLES introduced a bill (H. R. 11157) for the relief of Rufus 
Lowe and C. M. Loften from prosecution on official bonds; which was 
read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF SPECIAL TAXES UPON TOBACCO, 


Mr. SKINNER introd eed the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Cow... .itee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
be discharged from the further consideration of H. Res. 164, proposing to l 
the taxes, specin and otherwise, upon tobacco and upon the sale and man 
ure thereof, and that the same be made a special order for Saturday, the 19th 
day of February, 1887, immediately after the reading of the Jo , and that 
the same be a continuous order until disposed of, 


RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 


Mr, BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 11158) to provide 
for full reciprocity between the United States and the Dominion of 
Canada; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


" SURVEYS OF HISTORICAL AND MILITARY GROUNDS. 


Mr. ROMEIS presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Ohio, 
requesting the Senators and Representatives of that State to favor the 
ge of the bill to provide for the survey of certain historical ds, 
ocations, and military works; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 
SUSAN EDSON. 


Mr. EZRA B, TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 11159) granting a 
pension to Susan Edson, M. D., army nurse; which was reada first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HIRAM P. EDWARDS, 


Mr. COOPER introduced a bill (H. R. 11160) granting a pension to 
Hiram P. Edwards, late of Company I, Fourth United States Artillery; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION, 


` Mr. LITTLE introduced the following concurrent resolution; which 
was read for information, referred to the Committee on the J 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 

s assembled (two-thirds of both Houses deeming the same necessary), That the 

‘ollowing be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, to wit: 

The Senate of the United States shall be eomposed of two Senators from each 
State, chosen for six years by the electors thereof qualified to yote for 
sentatives in Congress; and each Senator shall have one vote: Provided, The 
first election of Senators in a newly admitted State shall be for such terms, re- 
spectively, not exceeding six years,as may be provided by law, and a vacancy 
in the office of Senator from nay State shall be filled by election, for the unex- 
pired term, at the first general election therein occurring more than thirty days 
after the vacancy happens; but the executive authority thereof may fill the va- 
cancy by temporary appointment pending an election. 


MRS. CLARISSA MUNSON. 


Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 11162) granting arrears 
of pension to Mrs. Clarissa Munson, widow of Elisha Y, Munson, for 


, 


oe! gece r S a 1812; which was read a first 
and second time, to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed; 

VIOLA COX, 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 11163) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Viola Cox; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARK F, JONES. 

Mr. HERMANN introduced a bill (H. R. 11164) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to remove the charge of desertion against Mark F. Jones, 
of Roseburg, Oreg., late of Company E, First Regiment Mi En- 
gineers and Mechanics, and that a certificate of discharge be issued; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, YAQUINA BAY, OREGON, 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11165) making an ap- 
propriation for the establishment of a life-saving station and providin 
for a life-saving crew at Yaquina Bay, in the State of Oregon; whi 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. : 

; HENRY CUMMINGS. 


Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11166) to pay Henry 
Cummings, of Gilliam County, Oregon, $564 for transporting the United 
States mails in the State of Oregon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VITZ SCHUTZ. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11167) for the relief of 
Vitz Schutz, of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

P. B. SINNOTT. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11168) for the relief of 
P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent at Grande Ronde agency, State of Ore- 
gon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY AND CATHARINE M’CUSKER. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by Mr. Evans) introduced a bill (H. R. 11169) 
granting a pension to Mary McCusker and Catharine McCusker; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ; 

ELIZA @. M’GRATH. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by Mr. Evans) also introduced a bill (H. R. 11170) 
granting an increase of pension to Eliza G. McGrath; which was read 
a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON’S FIRST BATTLE-GROUND. 


Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 11171) providing for the eree- 
tion of a monument on the site of Fort Necessity, in Fayette County, 
Pennsylvania, Washington’s first battle-ground; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

ENOCH PIERCE. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 11172) for the relief of 
Enoch Pierce, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed, 
CHARLES DEITER. 


Mr. SOWDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 11173) granting a pension to 
Charles Deiter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANK H. ISHAM AND WILLIAM E. MALLORY. 


Mr, SPOONER introduced the following resolution; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Committee on aad ee provide in the deficiency ap- 
priation bill for the payment to Frank H, Isham of the sam of $380 for sery- 
tooo in the document-room from the close of the last session to the close of the 
present session of Con and for the payment to William E. Mallory of the 
sum of $200 for services in the document-room from the close of the session 
to the beginning of the present session of Congress. 


ALEXANDRIA AND WASHINGTON RAILROAD, 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) introduced a. bill (H. R, 11174) to au- 
thorize the District of Columbia to become purchasers at the sale of the 
Alexandria and Washington Railroad; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RUDOLPH LOBSIGER. 


Mr. DIBBLE introduced a joint resolution (H, Res, 260) referring 
the claims of Rudolph Lobsiger, set forth in his memorial to Congress, 
to the Court of ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 
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COLEMAN CARDEN. 


Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 11175) for the relief of Coleman 
Carden; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JULIA ANN CORDER. 
Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. 11176) for the relief of Julia 


Ann Corder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES BAUM. 


Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 11177) for the relief of Charles 
Baum, of Knoxville, Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE T. ABBOTT. 


Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 11178) granting a pension to 
George T. Abbott; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SAINT VINCENT’S ORPHAN ASYLUM. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 21170) for the 
relief of Saint Vincent’s Orphan Asylum, in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


TUNIS COVERT. 


Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 11180) for the relief of Tunis 
Covert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGES ACROSS GREAT KANAWHA RIVER. 


Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 11181) to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges across the Great. Kanawha River below the falls, 
and to prescribe the dimensions of the same; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARTHA M. GATES. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK introduced a bill (H. R. 11182) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha M. Gates; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL LAWS, ETC. 


Mr. BEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11183) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to prohibit the passage of local or ial laws in the Territo- 
ries of the United States, to limit territorial indebtedness, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced disagreement to amendment of House to a bill (S. 929) for 
the relief of Albert H. Emery, and asked for a conference, and had ap- 
pointed as members of said conference Mr. HoAR, Mr. HAWLEY, and 
Mr. BUTLER. 

It further announced the passage of concurrent resolution providing 
for the printing of the indices and the compilation of House and Senate 
reports of committees provided for in public resolution 24, first ses- 
sion, Forty-ninth Congress. 

SIOUX RESERVATION. 


Mr. GIFFORD presented a joint resolution and memorial of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Dakota, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Dawes bill (S. 54) for openin pening s portion of the great Sioux 
reservation; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Iask, by unanimous consent, that that joint reso- 
lution and memorial be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The paper is as follows: 

[Seventeenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Dakota.) 
Joint resolution and memorial for the of the Dawes bill, opening a por- 
tion of the Sioux reservation. 
A pm Fanga and memorial to the Congress of the United States praying 
he passage of what is known as the Dawes bill, which provides for opening 
k portion of the Sioux Indian reservation in Dakota. 
To the honorable the Congress of the United States: 
The gehen pment ee ye eee À of the Territory of Dakota respectful respectfully represent: 
15o pora mis of this Territory most earnestly desire and — the pas- 
sage coat the bill known as the Dawes bill, now packings in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, Fe viding for the opening of a portion of the 
Sioux Indian reservation in the Territory of Dakota. 
That we believe such an act would result none to all persons; and the fol- 


gid are among poca of the arrier: erar or: 
That this n separates the rtion of the Territory, with its 

ae Seas Dut without coal or wood, Sere he western or Black Hills 
part, w is sup: with wood and coal; that the opening of a portion of 
reservation would give a more e pipu A much shorter route between the 
ed eastern part of Territory and the forest and coal-fields of the Black 
and Montana, thereby, as we believe, giye us cheaper fuel, which our peo- 


ple very much need. 
That this reservation is com: almost entirely of rie land, the wild 
of which mature early in the crop season, and is allowed to burn off 
ward the scarci! increase of 


grasses 
early @very year, tending much to 


ty of rainfall and 


hot winds, which have so often proved disastrous to our arsalara interests 
2 the eastern portion of the Territory, and particularly to that part lying nea 
e reservation. 
That we believe the Indian now occupying this reservation would be bettered 
in his condition by a proper and judicious use of the revenue to be derived from 
these lands, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 


TERRITORY or DAKOTA, Secretary's Office: 

I, M. L. MeCormack, secretary of the Territory of Dakota, do hereby certify 
that I have carefully compared the foregoing copy of a joint resolution ad me- 
morial for the of the Dawes bill, opening a portion of the Sioux Indian 
reservation, with the enrolled original’ now on file in this office, and that the 
same is a correct transcri erefrom, and of the whole thereof, 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the t seal 
of the Territory of Dakota, at Bismarck, this 5th day of February, 

[SEAL.] M. L. MCCORMACK, 
Secretary of Dakota Territory. 


OPENING OF CŒUR D'ALENE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. HAILEY presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
Idaho, praying Congress to open up to settlement a part of the Cœur 
d’ Alene Indian reservation, Idaho; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL MEMBERS OF IDAHO LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 


Mr. HAILEY also presented a memorial of the fourteenth Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Idaho, praying Congress to allow an additional mem- 
ber to each branch of the Legislative Assembly of Idaho Territory; 
which was referred to.the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. HAILEY. Task, by unanimous consent, that it be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The memorial is as follows: 

House joint memorial No. 3. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress 


Your memorialists, the council and House of Representatives of the four 
os session of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory, respectfully repre- 


“That the best intercsts of government in this Territory would be subserved by 
so amending the law of Con which prescribes the numberof members of 
the Territo Legislature, that each branch of the mere Assembly of this 
SB pa ape y be composed of an odd number of mem 

rapid settlement of new country now taking panen: the great annual 

a in our agricultural and mineral wealth, and a proper protection and en- 

ment of the Territory's every industry demand that es biennial ses- 

aa hovers days allotted by Congress be entirely devoted to the people's inter- 

est and not wasted in the attempt to secure political advantages in the organiza- 
tion of either body as is so frequently the case. 

That the House of Representatives of the tenth session of the Idaho Legislative 
Assembly remained in a ‘‘ deadlock” for twenty-three days over its election of 
permanent officers, necessitating thereby the too hasty enactment of laws and 
Gr Boar expenditure of thousands of dollars of the 

hat in the council of the twelfth session a "deadh 


public mone 


* occ! and six days 


ox before an organization could be perfected; 

ten days were nee peek in effecting the organization of the —— session 
owing to the fact House of Representatives is composed of an equal 
number of the one shat teal 


Your memorialists would therefore pray that Part 10, section I, chapter 329 
Supplement Revised Statutes of the United fed States be so amended that the counc 
of this Territory shall be co: san ponei of thirteen members, and the House of Rep- 
— Si tatives shall be com of twenty-five members, And yourmemo; 

will ever pray. 

That the secretary of the Territory be,and is hereby, instructed to transmit 
certified copies of this memorial er gt its Hon fons’ totheSecretary 
of the Interior and to our Delegate in "HAILEY. 

Passed the house of representatives January 26, re D.1 


S ‘THEWS, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Passed the council January 26, A. D. 1887. 
ALEXANDER E. MAYHEW, 
President of the Council, 


OFFICE or CHIEF CLERK, HOUSE oF REPRESENTA: 


I do hereby certify that the within memorial originated in the house of rep- 
eae re of the fourteenth session, and is entitled “House joint memorial 


Attest my hand this 3ist day of January, A. D. ae 
B. N. HILLARD, Chief Clerk, 
TERRITORIAL SECRETARY’sS OFFICE, IDAHO, BOISE A 


a of gooey do hereby certify that the fo: 
No. 3 passed the Legislative Assembly on the 26th 


I. Edward J. Cart: 
house joint memo: 


January, 1887, and is now on file in my office. 
In wit witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
Territory this Ist day of February, A. D. 1887. 


[SEAL E. J. CURTIS, Secretary. 


CROW INDIANS. 


Mr. TOOLE presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Montana, concerning the Crow Indians; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TOOLE. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the memorial be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The memorial is as follows: 


House joint memorial concerning the Crow Indians. 


TRIBE MOROTAI 108 ENNIS 0 House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 
Your memorialists, the council and house of representatives, composing the 
ve Assembly of the Territory of Mon lly represent to 
our honorable bodies that the honorable commissioners, J. V. W: ght, J. w. 
and C. F. Larabee, appointed by the honorable Secretary of the In- 
terior to negotiate and treat with the various tribes of Indians of Northern 
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Montana, under the provisions of an act of ag rhe entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the current and contingent mses of the Indian 
ment, and for fulfillin ir and f stipulations with y uacions Indian tri 4 the 
year ending June 30, 1 and for other pi ” a ved May 15, 1 
as your memorialists believe, performed their duties with much success, es 
are Saye to depart from Montana. 

as your memorialists believe, it was the intent of said act to include the 
Crow olge “situated south of the Yellowstone River, in Montana,” amon; 
the tribes to be treated with by said commissioners on the subjects mentio: 
therein, mee hy a strict construction thereof said commission feel unauthorized 
to treat with said tribe. 

That brs allotment of lands in severalty to the said Crow Indians a large 
tract of their reservation lying west of the Biz Horn River, comprising agri- 
cultural, ing, and mineral ds, is wholly unnecessary for the use of said 
tribe, and should be opened to settlement by citizens of the United States. 

Wherefore your memorialists urgently pray that your honorable bodies enact 
such measure as necessary to enable said commissionera to treat and negotiate 
with the said Crow indians before leaving Montana. 

And your memorislists, as in duty bound, will ever pray 

E HA ARMSTRONG, 
of the House, 
R. IICKMAN, 
Prous of the Council. 


SALARIES OF TERRITORIAL GOVERNORS’ SECRETARIES, ETC. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 11184) to amend section 1882 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF LABORING CLASSES. 


Mr. VOORHEES (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 11185) to re- 
lieve the laboring classes and to improve their condition permanently; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


SPECULATION IN COAL LANDS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. VOORHEES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 11186) to 
prevent speculation in the coal lands of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining, and ordered to be printed. 


H. C. DAVIS. 


Mr, VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 11187) for-the Sneed 
of H. C. Davis, son of Lewis Davis, for building a fort in W: 
Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 11188) to l provida for 
one additional associate justice of the supreme court of Washington 
Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
ji The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has now gone through the 
call of States and Territories; but, if there be no objection, the Chair 
will recognize gentlemen who were not in their seats when their States 
were called. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman insist on his de- 
mand for the regular order of business? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes, I insist on the regular order of business. 


OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I desire to introduce a resolution and to 
have it lie over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: A 


Resolved, That Friday, February 18, 1887, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, shall be set apart for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7217) for the 
organization of the PAg of Oklahoma; and the consideration of said bill 
shall continue from da y, and no other business shall be transacted until 
said bill be disposed o ‘Thar the said bill shall be considered in the House as 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will lie over one day. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. LONG. I reserve all questions of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is a bill coming from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PEEL. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs to 
report back the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10394) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the va- 
rious Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1888, and for other pur- 

and to move that they be non-concurred in, and a conference be 
requested on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, BARBOUR. I renew the demand for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, There are gentlemen seeking to intro- 
duce bills who were not in their seats when their States were called. 
Does the gentleman desire to cut them off from that privilege? ` 

Mr, BARBOUR. So much time has been taken up this morning 


that I think the Committee on the District of Columbia should be en- 
titled at least to the remainder of the day. 

Mr. HENLEY. I give the gentleman notice that by calling a quo- 
rum and other motions he will probably lose more time by refusing to 
permit a few — to be recognized than he will gain by insist- 
ing upon the 

r. BARBOUR. I shall not insist. 
IMPROVING HUMBOLDT BAR. 


Mr. HENLEY submitted a resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of California, relative to the matter of securing an appropriation for the 
purpose of improving Humboldt Bar; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SALE OR GIFT OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SESSIONS introduced a bill (H. R. 11189) to prevent the sell- 
ing or giving away of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia 
except formedicinal purposes; which was read a first and second 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COAST DEFENSES. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, submitted resolutions of the State of 
New York favoring coast defenses; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, I ask unanimous consent that the 
resolutions be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions are as follows: 

STATE or New YORK, In ASSEMBLY, 
Albany, February 3, iss7. 

Mr. Crosby offered: 

Whereas the progress made by other nations in the means of naval warfare 
and the failure of the United States to provide proper defensive works exposes 


all our principal sea << lake ports to capture even by any third-rate power 
biratically inclined and 


le a 

Resolved, That the attention of Congress is especially invited to the exposed 
condition of the harbor of New York and to the need of defensive worksat the 
Sandy Hook entrance and at the entrance at the east end of Long Island Sound. 

rong ergs" so much of the late message of the President of the United 
States, and of the annual reports of the Secre of War and the Secretary of 
the Navy, as relates to the subject of seacoast defense and the rehabilitation of 
our Navy, meets the hearty concurrence of the Legislature. 

Resolved, That the Senators and Members of the House of iat pong meee 
from the State of New York be oro to use their influence and to put forth 
their earnest efforts toward ppropriations for the continuance of 


a 
“work at the entrance of the harbor reena en port of New York at Sandy Hook and 


for all other needed means of coast defense. 
By order of the assembly, 
C. A. CHICKERING, Clerk. 


IN SENATE, February 2, 1887, 
JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk. 
MRS. DELILA WHIPPS. 


Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 11190) for the relief of Mrs. 
Delila Whipps, widow of Lloyd Whipps; which was read a first and 
a referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 


Concurred in by order of the senate, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order of business is the 
consideration of bills reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Crisp in the chair. 


TAXATION OF LOUISE HOME. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I ask now tocall up the bill (S, 1429) to exempt 
from taxation all property held by the trustees of the Louise Home, 
and for other purposes. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted. &c., That all 


of the Louise Home, in the 
to meng pid said institutio 
from all taxation and 


er 
hereby, released 

tees in the TRE of the endowment fund shall b be exempt noe taxation 
only while d, and not to exceed five years from the passage of this act, 


Mr. ROWELL. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr, ADAMS, of Illinois. This, Mr. Chairman, is the same question 
that was up before, whether property held as an investment by a char- 
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iteblo inetitution shall be examps Lom faxation by lew in tbo Dintele ict 
o um 

The House will remember that it is at least an unusual thi The 
House will remember that in almost all of the States property held for 
the actual parpena of a charitable organization is ordinarily exempt 
from taxation, but that held by such organizations as an investment 
fund is not so exempt, and I know of no reason why any other rule should 
be applied in the DistrictofColumbia. Indeed, Mr. Chairman, I think 
we should be all the more careful when we are relieving certain prop- 
erty in this District from taxation, and thereby eposiag additional bur- 
dens upon other property-owners, for the reason that they have no right 
to be heard in their own behalf. I believe that, if this becomes a gen- 
eral rule, all charitable organizations will be induced to invest their en- 
dowment funds here instead of elsewhere, and the result will be that 
a very great bulk of property will be held in the dead hands of chari- 
table organizations and free from tax. 

I say nothing against this magnificent charity. We should go tothe 
extent of giving it all the privileges that a proper regard for the wel- 
fare of the citizens generally, founded upon public policy, would per- 
mit us to go, but no further, We should not make this an exception 
to the general rule, which ought to prevail here as it prevails in the 
States of the Union, that that property and that only which is held by 
churches or charitable organizations for the actual purposes of charity 
should be exempt from taxation, while that property which is held for 
purposes of profit, however charitable the purposes to which the pro- 
ceeds of that fund shall be applied, is to be compelled to pay and 
should be subjected to the same rule of taxation as is the case with ref- 
erence to all other property. 

Mr. BARBOUR. It seems to me that this is a very plain question. 
It was considered in the other bill which was pending before the House 
on the last District day. 

As the gentleman from Ilinois says, the question really is confined to 
the endowment fund, Congress having heretofore relieved this Louise 
Home from taxation. It seems Mr. Corcoran donated so much real 
estate and so much money, estimated in the report at $200,000 real 
estate and upward of $300,000 in money. ‘The money had to be do- 
nated for an endowment fund, and had to be invested as an endowment 
fund. In making this investment the money was loaned by the trus- 
tees upon mortgages Secured upon real estate; but owing to the diffi- 
culty of making collections, the parties not being able to pay the mort- 
gages, the trustees of this endowment fund had to buy in the property 
in order to save the debt. Now I cannot see for myself why an endow- 
ment fund set apart for this charity, for those old ladies who have been 
reduced to indigence and poverty, why this fund should be reduced or 
Ne fe by the assessment of it for taxation. 

understand also that in making that investment for this charity the 
trustees lost a considerable amount of money; and I understand also 
that a good deal of money, as set out in the report, was lost by the 
ch made for the special improvements in that part of the city where 
the Louise Home is located. 

This is nothing but a charity, a charity which is open, as I under- 
nane, to the women of the country from every section of the United 

tates. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that not to be the case. 

Mr, BARBOUR. I heard that stated here the other day informally 
in a private conversation, and I asked Mr. Corcoran himself what were 
the facts. He said the very first three persons admitted into that asy- 
ium were two from Boston and the other from Pennsylvania. I know 
very little personally about this matter, but it strikes me if the prop- 
erty of this institution, dedicated as it is to this great charitable pur- 
pose, if the real property and other property should be exempt from 
taxation the endowment fund ought to be treated in the same way. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Are the nature and character of the chari- 
ties set out in the report? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes, sir; and the legislation in regard toit. Con- 
gress in 1869 chartered this corporation, and in 1879 exempted its prop- 
erty from taxation. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Then that has been already done. 

Mr. BARBOUR. That has been done; but what they want now is 
that the endowment fund should not be curtailed by taxation. 

a WADSWORTH. Would it not be better to have the report 
read? 

Mr. ROWELL. The report is somewhat lengthy. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The taxation that would be realized by this bill 
amounts, I think, to $4,200 with interest at 10 per cent. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, In all that the gentleman from Virginia 
has said in favor of this institution, I heartily concur. But why should 
we infer, because of the meritof the institution, that we have the right, 
for the benefit of that institution, to impose an additional tax upon 
every property-holder in this District? Yet every one will see on a 
moment’s consideration that that is the effect of this bill; and that it 
is simply to support this institution to a largerextent by taxation than 
it would be supported if this bill did not pass, 

Now we pay money out of the general Treasury, and we also collect 
money from the pockets of the property-holders of the Distriet for public 
purposes. If this is a worthy object, and I certainly agree that it is, I 
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am willing, if it is necessary, to vote to this additional money out 
of the Treasury of the United States ae than vote to pay it out of 
the pockets of the tax-payers of the District who have no representa- 
tive on the floor of this House 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This bill proposes to exempt from taxation cez- 
tain inyestment property devoted to the maintenance of the Louise 
Home, The gentleman who has last addressed the committee says he 
is willing to vote certain sums of money out of the public treasury, if 
necessary, for this pu . 

Mr, ADAMS, of I is. What I said was that it would be more 
just for us, representing the people of the United States, to vote to pay 
the money of the people of the United States for such a purpose than 
ind Tote to pay for it the money of those whọ have no representative on 
this floor. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I understand we all represent the good people of 
the District of Columbia, and that we have as much right to legislate 
for them as for anybody else. And it must be manifest to the members 
of this House that if there was any disposition on the part of anybody 
in the District of Columbia to oppose this bill they would have entered 
some protest or made some objection to the committee which has had 
itin charge. The bill has passed the Senate, having been reported fa- 
vorably by the committee of the Senate. It has been to the commit- 
tee of the House, and is reported favorably by that committee; and so 
far as I know nota single person in this District has made the slightest 
objection to this. And I do not see well how any person in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, who has any sense of propriety, would object to ex- 
empting this pro; from taxation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. y I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isit not true that the benefits of this institution 
inure almost entirely to the people of this District? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iamnotable to say where these good ladies come 
from. There are over forty of them in that institution who are not 
now able to make a living for themselves; they are people who have 
been in better circumstances in former years, but the tide of life has 
turned against them and they are too old to work, too honest to steal, 
and too proud to beg; and it is simply a question whether the Congress 
of the United States will give any recognition whatever to an institu- 
tion which has so much of humanity in it. 

Mr, BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Congress has already exempted the 
property held by the institution from taxation. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes; Congress exempted the real estate from tax- 
ation by the charter of the institution. This bill has reference to the 
endowment foo puen hone $15,090, as Iam told, devoted to the sup- 
ee of forty or fifty es, andasa mere matter of money calculation it 

cheaper to exempt this property from taxation and allow these people 
to have it than itis to take of them and support them at any 
other of the institutionsin this District. Asis well known, all or most 
of the charitable institutions of the District are not only exempt from 
taxation, but Congress annually makes appropriations in aid of their 
support. This institution does not ask for anything except to be ex- 
empted from taxation. . 

It may be said properly too and truthfully that this building was 
erected by private munificence. And not only was the building erected, 
but the paving of the streets, the water-works, the sewers, gas, and every- 
thing of that kind were all provided by this institution out of its own 
private funds, 

The District commissioners afterward changed the level of Massachu- 
setts avenue and the streets around there and put this institution toan 
expense of between $12,000 and $15,000, every cent of which was paid 
out of the funds of the institution. All that has eyer been paid back 
was the pittance of $400; whereas private owners and other institutions 
in that portion of the city have been reimbursed for the damages that 
they have suffered, and the actual expense they have incurred has been 
refunded to them. à 

Mr. REED. Do you think that their having suffered damage for 
another cause is a reason for g this bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think this abont it, that it shows a generous 
and humane disposition upon the part of the managers of this institu- 
tion to pay out of their own funds that which they might have had a 
right to compel the tax-payers of this District to pay, and if they have 
been fair and honestin dealing with the tax-payers, and have pocketed 
a loss.of between $12,000 and $15,000, it seems to me that a spirit of 
kindness, justice, and reciprocity should induce the tax-payers of the 
District to exempt them from this taxation. 

Mr. LONG. Why should there not be a general law applying to all 
charitable institutions? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I do not see any objection to that if anybody 
had introduced such a measure, but it would be very unfortunate for 
this bill if it should be slaughtered now at the end of asession of Con- 
gress simply because a general bill has not been introduced. So far as 
I am concerned, I am in favor of putting everybody on the same level 
in this matter. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylyania. Is therea like law anywhere? 

Mr. HOLMES. Is there any law of this kind for the exemption of 
the personal property of any table institution? 
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Mr, HEMPHILL. I do not know, of course, about the laws of all 
the States in the Union; but if you wish to doa matter of justice, Ido 


not think that you need any precedent. 

Mr. HOLMES. I mean so far as Federal legislation is concerned. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not know about that. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I think the House understands the question, and, unless further 
discussion is desired, TONA ESO BADE neat 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, if I understand this 
bill (and if I do not I hope the gentleman will correct cic ip Pn 
that in the event of this endowment fund being invested 
estate, such real estate shall hereafter be exempt from taxation. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir. It simply proposes to exempt the en- 
dowment fund. There is a provision at the end of the bill that certain 
real estate which the institution was compelled to buy in shall be ex- 
empt from taxation, provided it is disposed of within five years; other- 
wise, it is to be subject to taxation. The fact is that they had to buy 
in certain real estate upon which they had a claim, and certain taxes 
will soon fall due upon that real estate, if they have not already ac- 
crued, and this bill proposes to exempt that property from taxation, if 

of within five years, with the provision that after that period 
it shall go back into the taxable property of the District. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In what form of property is the en- 
dowment fund invested ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. In personal property, so far as I know. I know 
that about $100,000 of it is invested in the bonds or stock of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the result of the present system is that the Dis- 
trict is taxing its own obligations which are held by a charitable insti- 
tution and devoted to charitable : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. mortgages of course draw in- 
terest. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I presume so. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, Mr. Chairman, this strikes me 
a good deal like some of the patent-extension bills that are brought in 
here. They are ostensibly for the benefit of some blind man or some 
poor woman, and while we suppose that we are l for some such 
person, we find instead that we are actually extending a patent. Here 
is a charitable institution, and a very noble one—an institution which 
none of us would in any possible way seek to hamper—but it is not 
the charitable institution that is legislated for in this bill. What the 
bill proposes is that certain capital owned in this District shall be 
exempt from taxation. That capital, to be sure, was generously given 
by Mr. Corcoran, but does the fact that he dedicated it toa charitable 

urpose put this capital in any different position from other ca bs, pa 
invested in the District, say in banking? Dollars are dollars, 
tate is real estate; and upon the broad principle I object, so far as I am 
concerned, and shall vote against this bill which proposes to exempt 
this capital from bearing its share of the public burdens, 

I do not believe it is right, We have already exempted the real 
estate—the lots and the house—constituting the Louise Home. That 
is analogous to exempting a church edifice and lot. But this bill goes 
farther, It says that this endowment fund of $300,000 or perhaps half 
a million dollars, shall be ex: ere Ae 

Mr. LONG. What is the difference between a fund and a building, 
as far as concerns the benefit to the objects of this charity ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, what is the difference between 
i et put ina fund and called a “‘charity,’’ and $100,000 put in a 


Mr. LONG. One is for charity, and the other is not. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Both of them ought to be taxed. If 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] sees fit to give a mill- 
ion dollars to the Louise Home, it is his right todo so; but when he has 
done that, I can not for my life see why the million dollars ought not to 
pay its share of taxes just as much as the little lot whieh some exceed- 
ingly poor man holds in this city for the purpose of having a home and 
sustaining his family. Ido not want to be led, under this guise of char- 
ity, to do an injustice to men who are just as ‘poor, just as needy as the 
inmates of this Louise Home; and I do not propose that we shall in 
this way exempt from taxation half a million or a million of dollars. 
Where a large sum of money like this is invested in this District any- 
where, I think it ought to pay its share of taxation. 

Mr. LONG. Then you think a church building ought to be taxed? 

Mr. ANDERSON, or Kansas. Yes, I do, so far as I am concerned; 
but this House will not do that; it is ready to exempt any piece of 

property that is used for a church or a charity. I do not believe that 
isright. For my part I think these things ought all to pay their share 
of taxation. 

In regard to this question of exempting an endowment fund, su 
this fund were $100,000,000; the principle of exempting it SR H A 
just the same as itis now; yet if that were the proposition—to exempt 
$100,000,000 in this District from taxation—I fancy it would cause 
some gentlemen to pause. I think the line ought to be drawn some- 
where, and, so far as my vote is concerned, I shall draw it by voting 
against this bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think this question is thoroughly understood. 
Every man here knows the facts of the ease. Iask for a vote on the 
motion that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


Mr, GUENTHER. No quorum. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I think we had better have tellers. 
PE ages anera g SR The point of ‘‘no quorum’ being made the 


Mr. OTE ROWELL. Let ms Let me suggest that the point of ‘‘no quorum” be 
withdrawn, and that we have a vote in the House, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That will suit me just as well, if it 
be agreed to. Will gentlemen give us the yeas and nays in the 
House? 

Mr. ROWELL. We will give you a vote in the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, ill you give us the yeas and nays? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Kansas to withdraw the point. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I withdraw it, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being withdrawn—— 

Mr. GUENTHER. I do not withdraw the point, If wemay have 
a yea-and-nay vote in the House—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the point was not in- 
sisted upon. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I insist upon it. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BARBOUR and Mr, GUENTHER were 
appointed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I make the point that the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. GUENTHER] did not raise the question in time. 

The CHAIRMAN. He made the point at the same time as the 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. The tellers will take 
places. 

She ormuiiare again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 114, 
noes 5 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHITTENDEN BROTHERS. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call up the bill (S. 938) for the relief of Chit- 
tenden Brothers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to pay to 
Chittenden Brothers, con out of any unexpended balance of money ip 
ropriated for the construction of a dam at Great Falls, Maryland, for in 
ihe water supply of the espe of epee $15,000 for money expended in the 
g.a and auxiliary work over and aboye 


pins to the contract with said Chittenden 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr, weer otal 

Mr. GUENTHER. [I ask for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state thatthe clerks have not yet 
been able to find the original Senate bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. e printed bill is exactly the same; there are 
no amendments. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to inquire whether the sum pro- 
posed to be appropriated in this bill is in excess of the orginal contract, 
and, if so, I would like to know the reason for paying that excess. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, can we now go on with the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done if there be no objection. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Can we not have the report read? 

The CHAIRMAN. The genileman can, when recognized, have it 
ud se art of his remarks. At present the gentleman from South 

Mr, HEMPHILL] is entitled to the floor. 
HEMPHILL. I can state to the gentleman from Wisconsin, if 
Per will listen, and to the House, the facts connected with this case. 
This is a bill for the relief of Chittenden Brothers. They entered into 
a contract to construct a bridge across the Potomac River at what is 
called the Great Falls. 

Mr. ROWELL. A dam. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, a dam; and $145,000 was appropriated by 
Congress for that p At the time the appropriation was made 
and the engineers e their estimate it was thought there was not suffi- 
<ient money to construct adam of masonry across the whole river, 
and it was provided in the contract a portion of the dam should be con- 
structed of wood and rip-rap work. Afterward it was ascertained the 
appropriation was sufficient, and after the Chittenden Brothers en- 
tered upon the construction of the work the contract was changed by 
the engineers, and they were allowed to go on with the construction of 
the whole of the dam of masonry. It was unfortunately in a portion 
of the river where the bottom was filled with seams, It was impossi- 
ble to estimate what the exact cost would be. When they undertook 
to pump the water out in order to lay the foundation of the dam they 
found the expense exceeded what they expected it would be by about 
$40,000, 

These gentlemen have lost in clear money about $25,000. If this 
bill is passed it will not call for an appropriation- ta be maaa by Con- 
gress. It will give them $15,000 in part co tion for the loss 
they have That loss was through no > faalt of their own and 
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of as- 
e dam 


no fault of the engineers, but it was owing to the imp: 
certaining the character of the bottom of the river upon which 
was to be built. 

The total appropriation made by Con; was $145,000 and some 
cents, If this is allowed there will be $10,000 of the original ap- 
propriation left in the Treasury of the United States. 

The committee is of opinion, and so was the Senate committee and 
the Senate itself, that this was a moderate and modest demand on the 
part of these gentlemen. 

As a matter of strict law they have not the right to come to Congress 
for anything, but as a matter of justice they have some claim on the 
House, and inasmuch as the appropriation made by Congress has not 
been expended and these gentlemen have done good work and have 
sustained a loss for which they are not responsible, and neither is the 
Engineer Corps of the Government responsible, we think they should 
be reimbursed for a portion of the loss they have sustained. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Does the engineer recommend this? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The engineer who had charge of it makes no rec- 
ommendation one way or the other. He says the work is good work, 
and that the Chittenden Brothers did what they could to sustain them- 
selves against loss. That loss was due to a defect inthe bottom of the 
river, composed of seamy rock, so that it was impossible to get the 
water out to give satisfactory investigation beforehand. 

Mr. KING. Did they not investigate the matter beforehand to sat- 
isfy them? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; the engineers of the Government made 
the best investigations they could, and upon that investigation the 
contract was based, but it turned out that investigation was unsatis- 
factory, and what they supposed was level bottom turned out to be just 
the contrary. $ 

Mr. KING. That was bad for the engineers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is the committee satisfied this loss took place ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not think there is any doubt these men lost 
that money. 

Mr. DUNHAM. How did they reach that exact amount? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, TheSenate committee reported thatas the amount 
which they lost. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BENNETT, as the Speaker 
pro tapera havne taken the chair, a message from the Senate was re- 
ceived, by Mr. SYĮmPsoN, one of its clerks, announcing that body fur- 
ther insisted on its amendment to the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the 
United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake 
Superior to Puget Sound, to restore the same to settlement, and for 
other purposes; and asked for a conference, and had appointed Mr. 
Dorn, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL as conferees on their part. 


CHITTENDEN BROTHERS. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state farther—— 

Mr. MORROW. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. Is 
this work completed, and is it satisfactory to the Government engi- 
neers? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; it is reported to be work, 

In addition to what I have already stated, Mr. irman, if these 
gentlemen had been permitted to carry out the original contract with 
the Government, while we can not, of course, say they would have sus- 
tained no loss, yet they themselves think it would have been compara- 
tively small if they had sustained any; in all probability they would 
not have sustained any. But the Government engineers changed the 
contract subsequent to its execution. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is a different question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. And that change caused considerable delay in 
the progress of the work; for by it they were thrown to work in a sea- 
son of the year when the river was very high, when the floods were un- 
usual, and they sustained much heavier losses. 

Ponce artes That is a much better reason than you gave before for 

e bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand the gentleman from South 
Carolina to say that the Government engineers changed the plan. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. After the work had been begun? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Changed the plan of work. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Had the Government engineers the right to 
change the plan after the contract had been signed? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then it seems to me the whole question 
comes back simply to this: These contractors entered into a contract 
with the Government to do a certain work of a certain character at a 
certain price. They did not take the statement of the Government 
engineers, but they made the bid with their eyes open. 

They examined the work to be done, no doubt, and if not it is their 
own fault. They find now when the work is done that the pay was 
too little. But that is often the case with contractors. It is no un- 


usual thing, for we have heard the same claim often on this floor. But 
put it the other way: Suppose they had found it easier and less expen- 
sive than they had anticipated, and made $25,000; would they have 
come back and given to the Government a part of the profit? I oe 
hend not. When men take contracts to do jobs it is supposed, if they 
are of lawful age, that they know what they are doing; and if they lose 
by the operation it is their misfortune, while if they make more than 
they anticipated it is their good fortune. But these contractors have 
no claim upon the Government, although they may have performed the 
work well. They may not have the work well and wisely, 
or they may have done so. That we do not know. 

They have been paid in accordance with the contract, and there is 
no recommendation here from the Government engineer. He would 
have had no right to make it anyway. They have been paid all the 
Government agreed to pay, and they have not made any money by their 
contract, and that is the end of it, 

Mr. GUENTHER. Let me ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
a question ? 

Yes, sir. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. 
The gentleman says these contractors lost $25,- 


Mr. HEMPHILL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. GUENTHER. And you appropriate $15,000 to pay them? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GUENTHER. What tee have you, then, that they will 


not come into the next Congress and make a claim for the payment of 
the $10,000 additional ? : : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Of course I can not guarantee what they will 
do hereafter. It is a question that has nothing to do with the case 
any more than the “ flowers that bloom in the spring.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. GUENTHER. You might incorporate such a provision in the 
bill that this should be a final payment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Now, Mr. Chairman, we do not claim that this 
is a matter of legal right, but they have an equitable claim. We do 
not say that they have the right to come and ask reimbursement for 
their loss or payment in addition to what = agreed to take. But I 
do say that where these parties have taken due care to ascertain the 
probable expense of the work, and were deceived by the reports sub- 
mitted to them as to the bottom of the river, just as the Government 
engineers were deceived by the bottom of the river, then I say it is 
simply a question of justice as to whether or not they shall stand the 
entire loss or the Government shall come in and help them to bear it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is a risk which every contractor runs. 
I have myself made contracts where I have lost by them. 

Mr. GUENTHER. It seems to be the rule in this District. I know 
of no cases where such parties have not come in and asked for addi- 
tional payment. 

Mr. ROWELL. Will my colleague yield to me for a moment ? 

‘Mr. HEMPHILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, the trouble with the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER] is that he has not got at the facts of the case. The 
Government engineers furnished a survey of the bottom of the river and 
upon the basis of that survey the contract was made. These es 
had a right to assume that the survey was correct. After they came 
to do the work they found that the Government survey did not give 
them the correct bottom of the river at all, and this extra cost to them 
grows out of the failure on the part of the engineer to give them a cor- 
rect delineation of the bottom of the river on which to base their cal- 
culation. 

Now it may be said that it was impossible for the Government engi- 
neer to ascertain—— 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ROWELB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KING. Was that admitted by the United States engineers? 

Mr. ROWELL. It was admitted before the committee. It was ad- 
mitted by the engineer, but claimed by him that it was not possible to 
ascertain the exact condition of the bottom of the river until they went 
to work and found that it differed from the bottom everywhere else; and 
there was no expectation of finding these fissures. 

Now I undertake to say that in equity andordinarily in law, where 
a contract is made without a full knowledge of the facts, a knowledge 
that ought to have been furnished by the party to be bound, and not fur- 
nished, then there is a 1 right to recovery. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Was it the duty of the contractor to ex- 
amine for himself, and did he not examine for himself? 

Mr. ROWELL. When the Government makes a survey of a place 
where a dam is to be built, and that survey is handed to contractors and 
they make their bid with reference to it, and it turns out through no 
fault of theirs and possibly through no fault of the engineer that both 
parties were mistaken, it is the highest equity to provide relief against 
the losses growing out of that mistake. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Did not the contractor take all those 
chances when he made his bid? Of course he did. He has lost per- 


haps; that is his misfortune, but it does not create an equity in his 
favor. 
Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman may insist on taking his pound of 
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flesh, and justify his vote upon that ground. I cannot take the pound 
of flesh because I have robbed somebody in a contract. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is the Government that is concerned 
here, not a private party. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would not ask from a private party a penny that 
I would not ask from the Government under similar circumstances. 
What is just for me is just for the United States. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. On what principle, then, is it, while you say it 
would be robbery not to pay these claimants $15,000 you yet propose 
to rob them of the other $10,000? : 

Mr. ROWELL, I was willing to pay $20,000. The contractors are 
willing to take $15,000, because they can sustain a loss of $10,000 and 
yet not break up; because $15,000 will save them from absolute bank- 


ruptcy. 

Mr McMILLIN. I did not understand how refusing the $15,000 
was robbery, while refusing the other $10,000, which you say is due 
them, is not. 

Mr. ROWELL. We allow the Government and the contractors to 
share the loss that has been sustained. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then upon your theory you make the Govern- 
ment only partially robbers? 

Mr. CONGER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER,. Isit not true these contractors had the right to rely 
on the testimony given them by Government engineers? 

Mr. ROWELL. I think they had. 

Mr. CONGER. Then the Government ought to stand by them. 

Mr. KING. Did they not make any special examination themselves 
before taking the contract ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KING. How is it then they did not discover these fissures? 

Mr. ROWELL, Because the bottom of the river was of such a char- 
acter that neither the Government engineer nor the contractors discoy- 
ered these fissures. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the Government could not have furnished 
the information, but you say the Government is at fault. 

Mr. ROWELL. If the Government had had this information and 
neglected to furnish it the recourse of these parties would not have 
been in Congress but in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. [I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following : 

“Provided, That the amount herein appropriated shall be in full of all claims 
against the Government under the contract with the Chittenden Brothers to con- 
struct said dam.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. HALL. I propose to address myself to the merits of the ques- 
tion rather than to this amendment. I understand the Government 
desired to have constructed foritselfa public improvement, and before 
it asked bids it sought tofurnish a detailed description of the character 
of the work, which involved astatement as to the condition of the bed 
of the river, the essential and necessary foundation for this public im- 
provement. In all classes of public improvements the Govern- 
ment uniformly attempts to furnish the information upon which bids 
may be received, and does not require the private individuals to make 
expensive surveys and investigations which they could not afford to do. 
In this case it proved, after the contract had been made, after the work 
had been practically undertaken, that there was a condition of things 
which neither the Government, on the one hand, nor the contractors, 
on the other, had any earthly reason to suppose existed, and which, if 
known, would have been a material factor and element on both theside 
of the Government and on the side of the bidders in fixing the price of 
that work. That contingency turns out to consist of fissures in the 
rock, owing to the fact that the stratification of this region instead of 
being horizontal is vertical, so that having constructed the dams and 
necessary works it was found absolutely impossible to remove the water 
and enable the work to go on. Now, as I understand, there is strictly 
no legal remedy, although Chancellor Walworth, in the early equity 
history of New York, has in two decisionsannounced that where a con- 
tingency of this kind does occur it is a case for equitable interference; 
those decisions, however, have not been generally followed in later years. 

But for legislative interference and for extending a just and equita- 
ble remedy upon the part of the Government to a contractor who, in 
good faith, has gone on and acted upon the information which the Gov- 
ernment itself has furnished, this does seem to me to present a fair 
ease, and I can not conceive how any gentleman who will give it proper 
consideration can find any reason for not extending this relief to these 
contractors. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. HEMP- 
HILL, and it was agreed to. ` 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The question was taken, and the Chairmain declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KING and Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, asked for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 37. 


I demand tellers. Noquorum has voted. 
The Chairman appointed Mr. HEMPHILL and Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, 
to act as tellers, 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, noes 33. 

Mr. WARN: of Ohio (before the report of the tellers). I with- 
draw the point of no quorum, and will ask a vote by yeas and nays in 
the House. 

The tellers reported—ayes 97, noes 33. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being withdrawn, the 
ayes have it—— 

Mr. KING. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Too late. 

Mr. KING. No; I made the point before the ruling was made, I 
was standing in the middle aisle. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will accept the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana, and the tellers will resume their places. 

The tellers resumed their places and, at the conclusion of the count, 
reported—ayes 119, noes 46. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ST. DOMINICK’S CHURCH, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call up House bill (H. R. 10799) for the relief of 
St. Dominick’s church in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to remit all taxes, penalties, and in- 
terest heretofore assessed and now due and unpaid on all that portion of square 
numbered 466,in the city of Washington, D. C., which is exclusively used for 
religious and educati purposes, 

The report (by Mr. BARBOUR) was read, as follows: 


It appears to the satisfaction of the committee that under existing laws, as 
now interpreted by the per authorities, only one lot of the property men- 
tioned in the bill page ak to taxation, and thatis the parsonage lot. They 
have asked the opinion of the district commissioners, who say in reply: 

“It appears to the on of the commissioners that the property in ques- 
tion has never been used for purposes of revenue, but solely and entirely for ed- 

and they “think the property should be exempted, 
and so recommend,” 


ucational and religious use,” 

Your committee therefore report a substitute for the bill, carefully guarded 
in its terms, but securing thereliet asked for in the original bill, and recommend 
that the same do pass, 

Mr. BARBOUR, I move that the bill be laid aside, to be reported 
to the House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR] to state the nature of the school-building upon the school 
premises which is to be exempted from taxation. 

Mr. BRADY. It is a Sunday school. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The exemption is recommended by the commis- 
sioners. ; 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is there no revenue derived from it in any way? 

Mr. BRADY. None whatever. 

Mr. ROWELL. This simply takes in a play-ground which has not 
heretofore been exempt. That is the object of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


TITLE TO LOT 13, SQUARE 691, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call up the bill (H. R. 10991) to quiet the title 
to certain lands in the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, 
The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted. &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to quitclaim and release unto the heirs and assigns of 
James S. , deceased, their heirs and assigns, all the right, title, and interest 
of the United States of America in and to lot num 13, in square numbered 
691, in the city of Washington and District of Columbia, as the same is laid 
down upon the original plat or plan of said city: Provided, That this act shall 
not render the United States liable for any costs, expenses, or damages in rela- 
tion to e lot hereby authorized and directed to be quitclaimed, released, and 
conyeyed. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. This bill simply proposes to give the parties 
named a quitclaim title, so far as the United States is concerned. 
About fifty years ago, or perhaps longer, the lands were forfeited to the 
United States. The present holders, or those from whom they claim, 
have paid taxes upon the property for the past thirty or thirty-five 
years, but still there is some cloud resting upon the title owing to the 
fact that away back there was a tax sale and a forfeiture of the land, 
Unless some further explanation is desired, I move to lay the bill aside, 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WINDSOR HOTEL COMPANY, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call up the bill (S. 2761) to charter the Windsor 
Hotel Company. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit £c., That John W. Thompson, E. Kurtz Johnson, Owen G. Sta- 
ples, James Elverson, and William W, Dudley, all of Washington, D. O., and . 
their associates, successors, and assigns, be, and are hereby, a body cor- 

rate under the name of the Windsor Hotel Company of the District of Co- 
jumbia, with oe power to acquire and hold real estate and build thereon a 
building or buildings for the p! of a publie hotel, of such style and char- 
acter as shall comply with the building regulations of the District of Columbia, 
Sxc, 2. That the capital stock of said company sball be $2,000,000; and that the 
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property, transferable in such manner as tho by-laws of sald oompany may di 
transferable in sı 


shall be personally liable to an amount fa iran to par value of the stock oe 
never he shall have paid in fu 
the ‘napus so stl 


Sxro, 3. That the said corporation shall have the right to issue bonds, secured 


by mo of its franchise and property. real and personal; and said bonds 
to be shall not exceed $1,500,000, nor shall they exceed three-fourths of 
the capital stock actually paid in money as at soad time. 


Sxc. 4. That within ninety days 

named in the first section, or a Parmer o 

act, then a pr irigar is of the wane nag bang shall i books of subscription to the 
tal stock af BLA acca y to be opened and open in some convenient 

lumbia, Pres ae ordinary business ea an 

not less than thirt hop dhe geas _ whole stock shall sooner be subscribed for. 

Public notice shall be oe, Uy a 

pee Ep coreg ence in the iyo of ashington, of the time when and the place where 


n pamago of this act the corporators 
them, or if =, refuse or neglect to 


mg tbe oopan yet 
EIMA bed to the t ia Ey th to! his 

e AO An E A Ds e corporal fife subsori 

ided further, so shall be received fa 
the time of subscribing except lawful money 


ORIDE ve the to the capital stock of said company shall be 
ors named in the first section, ora majority of th 
Pregl or neglect to Latest then a majority of the rema: eine shall, within heatidyd 
er, call the first of the stockho’ of said Eagen hyo 
kadri rre ten days thereafter, for the choice of rear tied of which pu pe 
Washington, nad by personai tice malled to the addr PAT pete Pee 
de yen Yeo be and by ee nonea the address of each stockho! a) 
shall entitle the holder to 
one vote ier person or by pro: proxy. > 
SEC. 5. hat the government and direction of the affairs of the company shall 
be wack in the board of directors, whose number shall not be less than five, 
be Shook holders ok re record, and who shall hold their office for one 
year, and until others are duly elected and qualified to take their places; and 
the said directors, a voy hr Pde cat pe be a quorum, shall elect one of 
their number to be dent of the board, who shall also be pone of the 
company. They shall also choose a vice-president, a secretary, and a treasurer. 
The treasurer shall & bond, with surety, to said company, for the faithful 
said directors may require. In case 
by the death, resignation, or otherwise 
of any eae the vacancy occasioned thereby shall be filled by the remaining 


SEC. 6. 5 "That the directors shall resani gs patos by-laws as they shall 


deem needful regarding the management and disposition of the property and 
estate of the company, not re the laws of the United States i pends the 
ordinances of the District of Columbia. 


Sec. 7. That there shall be an annual meeting of the stockholders for choice 
of directors, to be held at such time and place and under such conditions and 
notice as the ot Pgs Neg and the laws in force in the District of Columbia may pre- 
scribe; and said directors shall annually make a report in writing of their do- 


ings to the stockholders. 
Sec. 8. If the construction of said hotel shall not be commenced two 


of this bill,and be completed five years from the we tase: 
vileges granted shall cease and determine. And Congress’ re- 
the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act at any time. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in section 1, line 
by striking out the word ‘‘ Windsor” and inserting in lien thereof 
the word ‘“‘ Winthrop.” I make this motion because there is already 
a hotel called “Windsor”? in the city of Washington, and I see no 
more propriety or justice in inserting the name of Windsor in this act 
than there would be in gress; the name ‘‘ Willard”’ or ‘‘ Ebbitt”’ 


or ** on.’? After a person has expended a large amount of money 
in establishing a hotel and obtaining custom for it under a certain 
name, so that the name has a financial value, I do not think itis proper 
that that name should be stolen, either by act of Congress or by any 
other means. 

This new company, Mr. Chairman, will succeed as well under the 
name ‘* Win ” as under the name ‘‘ Windsor.’’ If it is desirable 
to have a popular name, I would suggest that it might be well to in- 
sert the word *‘ Smith ” instead of ‘‘ Windsor,” as this might induce 
all the Smiths who come here to Washington from different parts of the 
country to patronize this hotel. 

Mn HOPKINS. I ekarri tue te hag he ed b 

am su: at ignorance y y my 
colleague [Mr. CANNON]. I do not see why the name ‘‘ Winthrop ” 
will not answer the purposes of these corporators just as will “ Wind- 
sor. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I presume there would be no objection to the 


change. 

Mr.  SPRIN GER. I hope my colleague [Mr. Hopkins] will with- 
draw this amendment. It is esteemed in this country asa sort of ‘‘ in- 
alienable ” right that a person shall be called by the name which he 
selects for himself. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I understand that the amendment is acceptable to 
the committee. 

Mr. HEARD. I believe theamendment has not been read. Let the 
gentleman send it to the desk. 


in such sum as 


The Clerk read as follows: 
In line7 of section 1 strike out the word “ Windsor” and insert “ Winthrop;” 


first | 80 as to read “ Winthrop Hotel Company.” 


Mr. HEARD. I hope the amendment will not be accepted by the 
Woes Itseems tome the objection raised by the gentleman from 
Illinois to the name proposed for this company is a trivial one. The 
committee which considered the bill has heard no complaint from the 

ietors of the present Windsor Hotel in regard to the name selected. 

apprehend that the amendment suggested will not be seriously in- 
sisted upon. I hope at any rate it will not be adopted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Isee no reason why this amendment should not 
be agreed to. The name ‘‘ Winthrop” sounds as well as ‘‘ Windsor;”’ 
and I am sure this company will succeed as well under the name 
‘‘Winthrop’”’ as it ought to under the name ‘‘ Windsor.” I hope 
there is no intention to rob the proprietors of the present Windsor 
Hotel of the patronage they have secured for themselves. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwould like to know from gentlemen on the 
committee whether we are to imitate the ‘‘effete aristocracies and 
monarchies of Europe ” by naming even our hotels after —— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, give usa rest. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill whether we have not on the statute-books a general law per- 
mitting the organization of such corporations as this; and, if so, why 
is a special act deemed necessary ? 

Mr. NELSON. I want to ask a question. 

Mr. HEARD. Let us have one question disposed of at a time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I haveasked my question, and I await the 
gentleman’s answer. 

Mr. HEARD. The same question was put to the chairman of the 
District Committee in the Senate, and he answered very correctly that 
the reason for this special act of incorporation is that the general in- 
corporation act of this District does not authorize the organization of 
hotel companies. Therefore this company could not be organized 


under the general law. 
Mr. W. ER, of Ohio. Does the general act exclude hotel com- 
panies? 


Mr. HEARD. It does not embrace them. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does it specify what companies may be 
organized under the general act? 

Mr. HEARD. It does, and hotel companies are omitted. It has 
been settled definitely that a hotel company can not be incorporated 
under the general law. If that reason were not sufficient, there is an- 
other—that under the general incorporation act of the District a com- 
pany can be incorporated for the term of twenty yearsonly. [Cries of 

“Vote! 2 “VYote!”] 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HEARD] a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield ? 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS. As I understand, the question is on my amend- 
ment. There is one other suggestion I desire to make. If there is 
nothing sinister in the assumption of the name Windsor, why should 
it be insisted upon? I see in the list of corporators the name of the 
olen’ of Willard’s Hotel, a rival of the Windsor already in exist- 


=: ANDERSON, of Kansas. Where is the present Windsor Hotel? 

Mr. HOPKINS. ’T insist that the proprietor of Willard’s Hotel and 
his associates ought not, under the guise of an act of Congress, to rob 
this Windsor Hotel of the patronage which it has secured for itself. I 
ask the adoption of my amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to know whether this charter contains any 
provision that the charges shall be reasonable. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEARD. I do not know of any such provision. Iask for a 
vote. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I move to amend the amendment so 
as to make the name of this hotel the ‘‘ Wind Hotel.” [laughter] 

The amendment to the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. HOPKIN’S amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 41. 

So the amendment was ‘agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There seems to be no provision in this bill in ro- 
gard to the liability of stockholders for debts which may be contracted 
by this company. 

Mr. HEARD, I cam refer the gentleman, with 
vision by which they are liable individually. In li 
is provided: 

until the full amount of the par value of the shares of stock in said cor- 

Sally elas te bx DAST eon ts POETO uF the A AENA St 

personan ay AUAU acaba Whanatar Na ANUIT BAYS paid in full the amount so 
subscribed for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam greatly surprised that the gentleman from 
Missouri regards that as an individual liability clause. It is an ex- 
emption, an express exemption, from individual liability when the 
stockholders have paid for their stock. 


leasure, to the pro- 
18, section 2, it 


1887. 
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a eit ae Does the gentleman want to make them liable be- 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to make them liable as partners, and the 
gentleman departs from the teachings of his party when he proposes to 
incorporate a company for a purely private purposein which individual 
liability of stockholders is not provided for. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You could never form a corporation in the world 
under such circumstances. 

Mr. HEARD. He says it is a tradition of the Democratic party. 

Mr. HATCH. It does not exist anywhere. Let the gentleman 
state where there is such a provision. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the amendment pending ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will move the following as an independent sec- 
tion: y 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The stockholders’shall jointly and severally be liable for all the debts of said 
company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I knowof no reason why corporations of this class, 
partnerships in fact, and their stockholders should be exempt from the 
payment of the debts they may contract. If the ohject is to incor- 
ponie this company so as to relieve these parties interested, the stock- 

olders, from personal liability for debts contracted by the company it 
is the use of legislative power for an improper purpose. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman know of any act of incorpora- 
tion in this district of any company for doing business in which there 
is included any such provision as that which he has offered? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Or anywhere else. 

Mr. HEARD. Or anywhere else, for that matter. 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; I doubt whether any State of the Union 
would permit a purely private enterprise to be inco such as 
carrying on a hotel in such manner as to enable the stockholders to 
escape all personal liability by the mere form of the act of incorpora- 
tion, 

Gentlemen talk a great deal about monopolies, favoritism to capital, 
and the oppression of labor, and yet propose to pass a bill granting to 
aggregated capital, to be enjoyed in a purely private business, the shel- 
ter of an act of incorporation which may deprive even Jaboring men 
and all other creditors of any recourse for their just demands except 
the property invested. 

What is the object of this measure? If it isnot for the pur- 
pose of enabling a body of gentlemen, undoubtedly of ample means, to 
organize into a company, invest their capital as far as they may think 
proper, and escape all liability whatever, excepting to the extent of 
the capital they put into the business, what else is it? Why should 
not the people have the benefit of individual liability against the mem- 
bers of this company as well as against a partnership? There is no 
provision here to require report to the public as to the solvency of this 
aggregation of capital. There is no provision requiring any publica- 
tion as to the condition of their affairs. They are to have all the ben- 
efits of a corporation, and none of its burdens. There is no way in 
which the public can know whether the corporation is le and 
solvent or not. You completely and absolutely exempt the stockhold- 
ers of this corporation from any liability whatever. ‘The artificial per- 


son is ae te 

Mr. HAMM +- Will the gentleman from Indiana yield to me? 
` Mr. HOLMAN,” Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Do‘you mean to say if a man subscribes for one 
share of stock in this corporation he should be made liable for all the 
debts of the corporation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; that is exactly what I mean, and no other 
rule is just as to a purely private corporation. It is a mere partner- 
ship, and should be so treated. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Do you know of any such corporation on earth ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I have answered the same question before. I ask 
whether this is not a mere ip? Isit anything more than a 
partnership? ‘The business proposed does not require on public grounds 
any act of incorporation. It is not for the purpose of encouraging 
trade or commerce or manufactures in which multitudes of men must 
engage. IadmitsomeStates of the Union, including my own State—— 

Mr. BARBOUR. Let me interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In a moment. Some States have gone to the ex- 
tent of holding individual stockholders liable to creditors only to the 
extent of their stock and as much more. But for what purpose? For 
the encouragement of commerce, manufacturing industries, the carry- 
ing trade, and other public objects. But here is in fact a mere part- 
nership to on a private business, and it is proposed to exempt the 
stockholders from all burdens and responsibilities falling upon other 
citizens by placing them under the shelter of corporate powers. 

“Mr. BARBOUR. Allow me to interrupt the gentleman from In- 
diana to make a suggestion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARBOUR. As this is the only day set apart for the considera- 
tion of District business by the House, and as there are a great many 


bills of farmore public importance to be considered before the adjourn- 
ment of this I would ask, with the consent of the House, 
that this bill, w is a private bill, be laid aside and be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. OWENS. It will take but a moment to dispose of it. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to most respectfully remon- 
strate against the course suggested by the chairman of the committee. 
Mr, BARBOUR. Suppose it goes over untilnext Friday, private bill 


day. 

Mr. EEE Let us take a vote on itnow. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote! 
Vote!” 

Mr. BARBOUR. I mustinsist upon my motion, the gentleman from 
Indiana having yielded me the floor. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope the proposition will be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question will be on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia for a re- 


est. 

Mr. BARBOUR. My motion is that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it be laid upon the 
table. I interrupted the gentleman from Indiana with his consent 
to make this motion with a view of economizing the time left us for 
the consideration of District bills. Iask permission, therefore, to be 
allowed to submit that motion. 

Mr. HEARD. Against which I repeat I most respectfully protestin 
the name of the friends of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the judgment of the Chair a motion of that 
character would require unanimous consent pending the consideration 
of amendments, the bill having been under consideration and amend- 
ments submitted. . 

Mr. OWEN. If this is out of order let us vote on the bill. 

Mr. BARBOUR. May not the motion be made to refer it to the 
House with the understanding that it be laid on the table? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman could not be made 
until the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana is disposed 
of except by unanimous consent, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, we do not consent; let us take a vote there- 
fore upon the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendment being still before the committee, I 
desire to be heard further. 

I am surprised, sir, at the sentiments I hear expressed around me in 
regard to the question of individual liability of the stockholders of cor- 
porations. Gentlemen certainly know that the crying evil of this pe- 
riod is the i advantage that is being given to the wealth 
of the country by i islation. The ingenious method ofmodern 
times of centralizing wealth through corporate franchises is a leading 
source of the power of capital. The drift of our legislation is for the 
benefit of capital; and this measure, although of comparatively little 
moment, is of the same character of es that Tanes capital 
everywhere, in a large degree, to control the country. Onur tion 
ought not to be framed in the interest of capital; yet all of the tenden- 
cies of our legislation is to secure to wealth, concentrated wealth, priv- 
ileges and advan which are not accorded to any other interest. 

You free it from liability; you exempt the owners of vast investments 
in corporate wealth from all individual liability without any public 
reason, and you do it at the peril of every creditor of every corpora- 
tion. If the investment of the capitalistin a corporation is fortunate he 
reaps the benefit; if the corporation fails multitudes mustsuffer. You 
have no as far as the public interests are concerned in this 
bill. You have no safeguards for the laboring people who may be em- 
ployed by this corporation. 

You leave them at the mercy of the corporation, with no means of 
knowing the state of its affairs. I insist, at least, that if the House 
will not adopt the just proposition that in corporations of this kind, or- 

ized for private purposes only, the stockholders shall be personally 
fable for the debts contracted by it, that gentlemen will at least go to 
the extent of saying that the who shall labor for this corpora- 
tion, the wealth of whose stockholders is to be protected under this 
shield of corporate franchise, shall at least have the privilege of hold- 
ing the stockholders liable for the payment for their labor. 

Mr. McADOO. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana a question. 
Could not the gentlemen named as incorporators in this bill get to- 
gether under the general laws of the District and start a hotel? 

Mr. HOLMAN. - I have not examined the general laws. 

Mr. HEARD. can not do it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems there is not a large body of men connected 
with the proposed corporation; and I would like to ask this question 
of the gentleman from Missouri: How it happens that he desires to ex- 
empt four or five respectable gentlemen, men of means undoubtedly, 
TEAN fortunes, why he wishes to exempt them from such personal 
liability ? 

Mr. HEARD. Iwill answer the gentleman, as he asks me a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inamoment. And why can not these four or five 
gentlemen, like any other four or five eitizens, put Res, eenaa 
means, erect this hotel, and carry it on without any t- 
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whatever? This is not an act aes Be the encouragement of a great indus- 
try or commerce or manufacturing industries, but for the prosecution 
of business such as belongs to private partnerships and nothing else. 
Why are corporate franchises necessary? He would not shield these 
gentlemen from proper liability ? 

Mr. HEARD. Let me answer your question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend regards itas a question. 

Mr. HEARD. You said you would like to have me answer it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman wants to know why I desire to shield 
these four or five individuals, their assignees and successors, &c., 
from liability in this extraordinary way. There is no member on 
this floor who knows better perhaps than the gentleman from Indiana 
knows, or ought to know, that instead of there being extraordinary 
exemptions in this bill there are extraordinary restrictions, and that 
the bill provides a liability here not ordinarily found in organizations 
of this character. 

And the gentleman has put into his speech an amount of buncombe 
unusual even for the gentleman from Indiana. He talks about the bill 
exempting this p gah phe from what was due to the laborers who labored 
on the building. tleman knows the mechanic-lien laws of the 
District protect the laborea But the fact is just this: Here is a prop- 
osition on the part of enterprising people to organize under a charter a 
joint-stock company to do business as a corporation, because a corpora- 
tion will not die, individuals will die. They propose to form a part- 
nership requiring the investment of large sums of money, because with- 
out this charter at the death of the partners the interest of the property 
might be sacrificed. The object is what always prompts the formation 
of joint-stock companies. 

Now, the restriction in this charter is that these stockholders shall 
be liable to the full amount; that they shall be individually liable for 
every dollar of stock subscribed until every dollar shall be paid up. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And then the liability ceases? 

Mr. HEARD. Most assuredly it does in any corporation on earth, 
unless there is a double-liability clause. 

Mr. McADOO. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McADOO. I understand there is a general law in the District 
under which co: tions can be formed, but hotels are leftout. Why 
did not the gentleman from Missouri or his committee frame an amend- 
ment to that general law providing 1 for hotels, in which event a private 
bill like this would be unn 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the ‘pagans from New Jersey, who 
is always very courteous and never very prolix in putting his questions, 
that this wat a Senate bill. Itcame to us with the sanction of that body 
after the Senate had incorporated into the body of the bill several re- 
strictions which we thought good, and the bill we offered to the House 
as the work of the Senate has our unqualified approbation. 

Mr. McADOO. Was there not a House bill also? 

Mr. HEARD. There was; but we thought it was not so good as this 
one, for the reason that im t amendments had been made in 
the Senate to the bill of that body. The Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. CHACE] offered an SERERE which was adopted, providing for 
the personal liability, the very clause to which the gentleman from In- 
sliana has addressed his remarks, requiring that the stockholder should 
be personally liable for all obligations of the company to the full amount 
of the par value of his stock. Then the Senator from my own State 
offered an amendment, which was adopted, requiring the company to 
go to work within two years and finish in five or the privilege will 
cease. 

Another provision was inserted about bonding and mortgaging. It 
is provided that at no time shall the mortgage on the buildings of the 
company exceed three-fourths of the cash paid in. 

The bill is well guarded, and if gentlemen desire that this city shall 
have a good hotel, let them vote for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Have I the floor? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BAR- 


BOUR]. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I move that the committee rise, that we may dis- 
pose of some of the work which has been acted upon in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. CRISP reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union having had under consideration sundry bills 
p by the Committee on the District of Columbia, had directed 

m to report them back with various recommendations. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S, 1129) to exem ape from taxation all property held by the trustees of the 
Lo Home, and for other purposes. 


Mr. BARBOUR. As so much of the time of the House has been 
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taken up to-day with the opposition to the various bills called up, and 
as there are a great many far more important bills in charge of the 
District Committee which have not yet been considered—I hold in my 
hand a list of some eighteen or twenty, besides some important bills 
from the Senate—I desire to submit to the consideration of the House 
the propriety of giving to this committee another day. I therefore 
send to the desk a resolution providing for the assignment of another 
day to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of the resolution he has sent up, which the 
Clerk will read. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I ask the Chair if the resolution I have just sub- 
mitted is out of order? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair holds this can only be done by unani- 
mous consent, It is not a matter which has been referred to the com- 
mittee by the House. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Then I submit a motion thatthe House take a recess 
till half past 7 o’clock to-night, the evening session to be for the con- 
sideration of District business. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia moves that the House 
do now take a recess till half past 7 o’clock to-night, and gives notice 
that he desires the evening session shall be for business of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia exclusively. 

Mr. DUNN. Will it be understood that nothing else shall be done ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sup that would be the understand- 
ing. It would not be strictly in order to make the motion in that form, 
The Chair, therefore, stated the gentleman’s motion in the way he did, 
The Chair understands that would be the only business to be trans- 
acted, The Chair will also state that the evening session would only 
be a continuation of the present legislative day, and this day is set 
apart under the rules for the consideration of the business of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The question being taken on Mr. BARBOUR’s motion, there were— 
ayes 70, noes 21. 

So (farther count not being called for) the motion was agreed to; 
and accordingly (at 4 o’clock kad 48 minutes p. m.) the House took a 
recess until 7.30 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled at half past 7 o’clock p. m., and was called 
to order by Mr. T. O. TowLES, Chief Clerk. 
The following was read: 


SPEAKER’s Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 14, 1887. 


Sır: Hon. B, J. HALL is bain saa to preside as Speaker pro tempore at the 


session of the House this evenin. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon, Joun B. CLARK, Jr., 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


Mr. HALL took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. McRAE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in the 
RECORD remarks on the bill (H. R. 11096) to credit and pay to the 
States all moneys collected as a tax or duty on raw cotton, under the 
act approved July 1, 1862, and the acts amendatory thereto. — 


SECTION 685 REVISED DISTRICT STATUTES. © 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up from the House Calendar for resin’ 
consideration the bill (H. R. 8586) to amend section 685 of the Revised 
Statutes relating to the District of Columbia. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That section numbered 685 of the Revised Statutes relating to 
the District of Columbia be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding at the 
end thereof the following clause: 

** But in case such party has left the District of Columbia, or can not be found, 
said summons may be served by delivering the same to some person of proper 
age upon the pi Pc me ge described in said summons, or, in the absence of such 
pens. , by pn fn copy of said summons to a conspicuous part of the prem- 

where it conveniently read.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third, and 

Mr, HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

PRESERVATION OF ORDER—NATIONAL GUARD DRILL. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I call up from the House Calendar for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 10513) to provide for the maintenance of order 
in the District of Columbia during the National Guard competition 
and parades, 

The bill was read, as follows: . 


Beit argno eig the sum of $5,000 is hereby a eg saa aa out of any 
jury not paar pinni appropriated and out of the revenues of 
or tho compensation and Lee on pasan 
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Mr. BARBOUR. As this bill makes an appropriation, it ought under 
the rules to be first considered in the Committee of the Whole, but I 
will ask unanimous consent that it be considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is upon the House Calendar, 
and the Chair understands that its consideration in the Committee of 
the Whole is not necessary unless the point of order be made. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARREARS OF TAXES. 


Mr. BARBOUR. The next bill that I call up for consideration is on 
the House Calendar, a bill (H. R. 9469) relating to arrears of taxes in 
the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


alties now fixed by law: Provided, That all in arrears be 


The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was read, as follows: 

Strike out, at the end of the bill, the following: 

Provided, That all general taxes so in arrears shall be rated accordin; 
value of real estate as assessed by the board 
provided further, That this act onl 
within twelve months from the appro’ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to hear some explana- 
tion of this bill. Whatis the present rate of interest? 

A MEMBER. Ten per cent. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The object of the bill, as I understand, is to allow 
people who are in arrears for taxes to come forward and discharge those 
taxes by the payment of the amount of the tax with 6 per cent. in- 
terest, instead of 10 per cent., which has been heretofore required by 
law. The proposition is recommended by the District Commissioners 
in order to expedite the collection of arrears of taxes. 

Mr. ROWELL, It applies only to arrears. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I offer the following amendment, suggested by 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia: 

Add to the bill these words: 

Provide 


d, That this act shall only apply to taxes and assessments paid on or 
before the 30th day of November, iss? 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the yote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALES OF PROPERTY FOR OVERDUE TAXES, 


Mr. BARBOUR. I will next ask the House to take up the bill (H. 
R. 9064) now on the House Calendar, being the bill prescribing the 
times for sales and for notice of sales of property in the District of Co- 
lumbia for overdue taxes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 
prepare a list of all taxes on real property in said District subject to taxation 
upon which said taxes are levied and in arrears on the Ist day of July, and 
each year thereafter, aaacng all taxes due to the late corporations of Wash- 
ington city, Georgetown, the levy court of the county of Washington, and the 
District of Columbia; and said commissioners shall publish the same, with a 
notice of sale, in a pamphlet, of which not less than 5,000 copies shali be printed 
for distribution to tax-payers applying therefor. Said commissioners shall, on 


to the 
of assessors in the year : And 

apply to taxes and assessments paid 
of this act. 


the Ist Tuesday in September, 1886, and of each year thereafter, give notice, by 
advertising twice a week for three successive weeks in the issue of two 
daily newspapers published in said District, that said pamphlet been printed, 


and that a copy thereof will be delivered to any tax-payer applying therefor at 
the office of said commissioners, and that if the taxes due, er with the 
ties and costs that may have accrued thereon, shall not be priorto the 
y named for sale, the property will be sold, under the di n or said com- 
missioners, at public auction, at the office of the collector of taxes of the District 
of Columbia, commencing three weeks after the first publication of said notice 
and continuingon each fo. lowing day, Sundays and legal holidays excepted, un- 
til all such delinquent propery is sold. 
— That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
peale 
The amendments proposed by the committee were read, as follows: 
Tn lines 6 and 7, section 1, strike out “86,” and insert “87.” 
In lines 14 and 15, of the same section, strike out ** 86,” and insert “ 87.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
: The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
= ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
XVIII——110 


ELEVATORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I next call up from the House Calendar the bill 
(H. R. 10900) to te the construction and operation of elevators 
within the of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
Sony ie come te TAOIS the OEA AE seguir. had opecetios af ait aire 
vators within the of Columbia, and prescribe such means of security as 
may be found necessary to protect life and limb. 

Sec, 2. That any person or persons, or corporation, who shall neglect or re- 
fuse to fompi with the orders made pursuant to this act, shall, upon conviction 
thereof in the police court of the District of Columbia, on information filed in 
the name of the District of Columbia, be fined not less than $10 nor more than 
$100 for each offense. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

STREET RAILWAYS. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I next call up from the House Calendar the bill 
(H. R. 10899) to regulate the construction of street railroads and of the 
pavements between and adjacent thereto, and for other purposes, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, &c., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are here 
by authorized and empowered to make and enforce orders prescribing the grade 
and the form and character of rails that shall be laid upon the public streets, 
highways, and public places within the District of Columbia, and to prescribe 
the DARAI and character of the pavement or roadway, and of any repairs to 
the same, tbat shall be laid or made, and the manner of laying and making the 
same between the tracks and rails and for a space of 2 feet exterior and adjacent 
to the outer rails of any street-railroad. 

2. That the cost of any work ordered under the provisions of section 1 
of this act shall be borne by the company owning or controlling said railroad. 

Sec. 3. That if any street-railway shall eg eg te or refuse to comply with the 
orders of the commissioners as provided for in this act, the work uired shall 
be done by the District of Columbia, at the cost of such company, to be collected 
as prescribed in section 5 of an act of Congress entitled "An act providing a per- 
manent form of government for the District of Columbia,” approved June 11, 
1878. 


Sec. 4. That all laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to inquire of the chairman of 
the committee whether this bill applies to the rails which have already 
been laid in the streets of this city. 

Mr. BARBOUR. As I understand, it does. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. ‘There is no question about that? 

Mr. HEARD. It applies to repairs and renewals. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. As I understand, the commissioners 
under this bill can, if they want to, order this company here to lay 
decent rails. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is all I wanted to know. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to state what was the understanding in the 
committee when this bill was under consideration, and the explana- 
tion as made to our committee- by Major Ludlow, the engineer com- 
missioner of the District. The understanding was, upon the explana- 
tionof Major Ludlow, that this bill did not authorize the commission- 
ers to require a reconstruction of roads already existing, but that it 
applied only to the question of the constructlon of new road and the 
repairs of the old. That is the understanding, I am sure, with which 
the committee acted in reporting this bill; for we put to the commis- 
sioner questions which evoked from him the declaration that that was 
the extent to which the commissioners proposed to have it go—that they 
might be enabled in the direction of the repairs of roads already laid to 
compel the companies to conform in the repaired and renewed sections 
of their roads to such form of rail or such material as the commissioners 
might require. I am sureIshall be borne out by every member of the 
committee in saying that this bill, according to the theory of the com- 
missioners, was not designed to authorize them to require the recon- 
struction of existing roads but to apply only to the matter of repairs 
as they may become necessary. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is as far as we ought to go. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I presume the lan of this bill will speak for 
itself. Gentlemen may get up here and talk about what was said be- 
fore the committee; but the language of the bill ought to be so plain 
as to speak for itself, without requiring a construction to be given toit 
by any gentleman who may happen to belong to the committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was about to ask my friend whether the 
plain, literal construction of the language did not authorize the com- 
missioners to require the reconstruction of existing roads. 

Mr. BARBOUR. That is a matter which every member must con- 
strue for himself. As I understand, the rails now laid upon the pres- 
ent street railroads were adopted, according to the existing law, by and 
with the advice of the Secretary of the Interior, who has the power 
under the Jaw as it stands to decide as to the quality and character of 
the rails. The present bill is one proceeding from the District com- 
missioners, especially the engineer commissioner. Itis thought proper 
that the control of this subject should be in the hands of the District 
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officials. In regard to the taking up of the present rails, which have 
been Jaid down under the lawas it has , I am not entirely clear. 
I should think we would have to leave that matter under the terms of 
the law as it now stands, unless some gentleman moves an amendment 
to provide otherwise. : 

It seems to me it would be rather hard if these people, who have in- 
vested their capital in these enterprises and put down rails which were 
satisfactory to the Secretary of the Interior, the umpire selected by law, 
should be compelled to take up their rails before they are worn out and 
supplant them by something which may be considered better. But, 
after all, the public convenience is superior to any private interests. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to propose an amendment which I will 
read and which, I think, will be acceptable to gentlemen of the com- 
mittee. If there is any objection to it, I will not press it: 

Src, —, Any city railway company operating lines of street cars in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia may substitute for the horse cars now in use any improved 


methods of motive power which may be approved by the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia. a 


Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman had better not press that, because 
whenever any substitution of that kind is made, further limitations and 
regulations will be required. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I objectto theamendment. I ama horse-car rail- 
road man myself. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Tllinois—— 

Mr. ROWELL. If you will let me state it I will tell you what it 
is. This bill changes the present law in one or two particulars. The 

resent law authorizes the District commissioners to determine what 

ind of stone pavement shall be laid down between the railway tracks. 
This law fixes what kind of pavement there shall be between the 
tracks so they can provide any kind of pavement other than stone. 

The present law directs the Secretary of the Interior to fix what sort 
of rails shall be used in relaying railway tracks. That takes that power 
from the Secretary of the Interior and puts it in the hands of the Dis- 
trict commissioners. 

I take it under the law, when they are required to take up the pres- 
ent rails, that in the removal of the track they may be required to put 
down such rails as the District commissioners shall determine. In 
other words, the purpose of the bill is to put this city along side the 
advancement of the time and get the best rail. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paned; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUBDIVISION OF LAND IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. ROWELL. I movethat the House Calendar be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10897) to regulate the subdi- 
vision of land in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to make and publish such orders as 
may be n to regulate the platting and subdividing of all lands and 
of Columbia; and no such plat of subdivision made in 

shall be admitted to record in the office of the sur- 


Src. 4. That the orders of the commissioners made pursuant to this act shall 

haye the force and effect of law thirty days subsequent to the day of publica- 
a i a all laws and provisions of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 

The amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia was 
read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out “orders” and insert “general rules.” 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to have the changes in that bill 
explained. I believe it should be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROWELL. I will explain it in a moment. At present any- 
body owning land outside of the boundary line of the city of Washing- 
ton may make any subdivision he pleases, and file it without any- 
body’s consent for record, and it thereby becomes a subdivision for 
taxing purposes without anybody’s control of that kind of subdivision. 

This bill provides that hereafter anybody making any subdivision of 
land and desiring to file it forrecord, to become a part of the records of 
the District of Columbia, must do it in pursuance of general rules made 
with reference thereto, and a plat must be submitted for approval be- 
fore it can be filed. It is in accordance with the laws in ost every 
hg ete reference to additions to a city. 

tis all thereis of that portion of the bill. There is another—— 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Right there, if my friend will allow me, do 
I understand if John Smith owns fifty acres, or any other number of 
acres, of land outside the city limits he must divide that in accordance 
with the views of the engineer commissioner of this city, and make it 
conform to such rules as may be prescribed? 

Mr. ROWELL. . Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In the whole matter of subdivision ? 

Mr. ROWELL. If he divides his land up into building lots, platting 
it for streets or platting it for an addition to the city, it must be platted 
in accordance with rules. 

A MEMBER. General rules, 

Mr. ROWELL. General rules prescribed. It amounts to this: My 
brother from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] lives out here in Le Droit 
Park, and for lack of just such a law there is not a street or alley in 
Le Droit Park which corresponds with any street or alley in the city. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Or to anything else. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROWELL. Any one who lives there, wishing to make an ex- 
tension of the city beyond its present limits, comes in contact immedi- 
ately with some of these additions or subdivisions laid out, not in line 
with the present streets or avenues, but entirely out of harmony with 
the city of Washington. The result is, any attempt to extend any 
street beyond the present boundary runs crossways and cuts off little 
corners and makes the cost of such extension double, treble, and quad- 
ruple what it otherwise would be. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I agree with the gentleman as to the de- 
sirability of there being some system, but I thought it possible this 
might go further than our friend intended. It authorizes the commis- 
sioners—and if I am not correct my friend will correct me—to say how 
land shall be divided, how the lines shall be ran—the width of streets, 
I do not object to that—and soon. As I have already said, this goes 
further than the city council of any city has assumed to go or was ever 
authorized to go. 

Mr. ROWELL. It does not prevent a man from haneng Sov own 
property. He can do thatat his pleasure; but it does prevent him from 
recording such subdivision as a part of the general plan of the city. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But not only that, here is a point: If it 
pleases the engineer commissioner, or any other board c with the 
duty, to insist upon a particular character of subdivision, even though 
it conform to the general character of the rules laid down, it might pre- 
vent altogether or seriously impair the subdivision of a man’s property 
in such way as would be beneficial to himself if it did not prevent the 
subdivision altogether. 

Mr. ROWELL. Itdoes not preventsubdivision. It prevents the re- 
cording of such subdivision as a part of the city proper. It prevents 
gettingit on record. Thatis all. 

But to illustrate the point a little further, let me give you an exam- 
ple. There is a law making adjacent property taxable for laying down 
water-mains. A man has a lot which he can cut off by running a line 
around it, separating it from the rest of the property in the block, and 
by this arrangement, cutting off this piece of property from the adja- 
cent lots, he is enabled to escape altogether the tax for laying down the 
mains. 

Again, there are many subdivisions in little small angling lots, out- 
side but following that subdivision of record, and by cutting up the 
property in such manner it makes each of the little lots so cut up tax- 
able at a much less value than it would bring if properly divided and 
in conformity to the general plan of the streets of the city, and reduces, 
as such, the tax of the District and city. 

I have a bill on the Calendar myself that goes further than this. It 
provides for the making of a map of allof this outside country, laying 
down streets and avenues such as they shall be when extended, and 
the submission of that map to the approval of Congress; and when ap- 
proved it shall be the map to control all subsequent divisions or addi- 
tions to the city. This bill is not designed to go so far as that, but te 
make general rules for the purpose of keeping such subdivisions off the 
record. A man may make as many subdivisions of his property as h- 
pleases in the absence of any authority of law outside of the city limo 
its to prevent it but he can not get it on the record. He can divide 
his property as he chooses and sell it. = 

Mr. B RWORTH. That is true, but if John Brown—and I 
abandon John Smith for the present [laughter]—if John Brown sub- 
divides his property anywhere about the city those who purchase lots 
designated by numbers in such subdivision would naturally go to the 
records for the purpose of tracing the question of title. Butif it pleases 
the engineer, or anybody who may have control of the matter, to say 
that a subdivision shall not be recorded, that subdivision may stay off 
the record for all time, unless some other engineer or some other com- 
mission having control of the matter shall permit it to goon. If for 
any reason such subdivision is not permitted to go on record, by which 
the owner may desire to sell lots, having reference to the recorded plat 
in the matter of conveying title, he would be prevented from disposing 
of his own property. 

Mr. ROWELL. That is the effect of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If that be the case it is a grave objection 
to the bill. 

Mr. FELTON. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois this ques- 
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tion: Does not this assume to take charge of the property of private 
individuals outside of the city limits? ‘ 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, for this purpose; that is to say, they can not 
record such subdivisions. It does nothing more than that. 

Mr. FELTON. It is a most extraordinary provision. 

Mr. ROWELL. Ido not know of a city that permits an addition 
to be laid out and the dedication of streets that do not conform to the 
plan of the city to be filed of record without first submitting it to the 
city council. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If there is such a rule established by any 
city in this country I would like to know where it is, 

Mr. ROWELL. I know numbers of them. 

Mr. FELTON. Do you mean to say that they undertake to direct 
how property outside of the limits shall be laid out? 

Mr. ROWELL. The general incorporation act of the State of Illinois 
provides exactly that. 

Mr. MILLS. If you do not make this provision as to these sub- 
divisions, and the people go on and lay off their lots and build on them, 
and you start to prolong the streets you will have to run across lots 
and buy them up at fabulous prices hereafter. 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLS. And therefore you want to make the people conform 
the plats to the prolongation of the streets ? 

Re ROWELL. My friend from Texas has stated exactly what the 
object is. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But thatisa oe which should pre- 
cede the adoption of such a bill as this. You have no right in antici- 
pation of such a thing to say that people shall not divide their property 
as they please, but wait the convenient pleasure of any board to 
determine how that may be done, however wise the board may be. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman from Ohio says the ‘‘ convenient pleas- 
ure” ofany board. He will remember that these are the commissioners 
of the District, who are the sovereign authority in the District of Col- 
umbia and can do no wrong. If they can do wrong and do it they are 
subject to impeachment, and that is sufficient answer to the gentle- 
man’s argument. 

Mr. BUTTERWORH. But this is a question of conferring upon 
the commissioners a power which is designated here, and not whether 
they would exercise it wisely or not. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to see if I understand this proposition. 
This bill provides as I understand it, before the owner of property ad- 
jacent to the city or in addition thereto can divide it and designate it 
as streets must first have the permission of the commissioners. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, sir; the bill does not provide any such thing. 
It requires that the commissioners shall make general rules in 
to the way in which the property shall be subdivided and that no plat 
that does not conform to those general rules shall be filed for record; 
that a man making a plat must submit it to the District engineer for 
his judgment as to whether it conforms to the general rule. 

Mr. CANNON. Suppose the District engineer, if such a thing is sup- 

le, was gobbled by opposing interests, or suppose it does not suit 

im to approve of the plat for some personal reason on account of the 
color of the man’s hair or otherwise, what then? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If there is any force in that supposition, why do 
you give the commissioners the right to say what sort of buildings 
shall be constructed? No man has a right in the city to put up a 
building unless it is approved by the District engineer. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But that is in the city. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The principle is the same. This simply pro- 
vides that the commissioners shall lay down a general and when 
a person hasa plan for subdividing his lots it shall be submitted to the 
commissioners that it may be seen whether it conforms to the general 
planornot. The Le Droit Park has been spoken of. In regard to that 
it has been stated publicly, and the information was given to the com- 
mittee by the commissioners, that the people who are laying out these 
lots were asked, ‘‘ Why do you lay them outin this way? It does not 
conform to the plans of the city.” And they said, ‘‘We lay them out 
that we may get money out of the public for them hereafter.’? The 
question, then, is whether general rules shall be followed or whether 
people shall be allowed to lay out their lots and then come back upon 
the “o> get pay for changes that may h be made. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iagreeasto the propriety of having general 
rules and haying the District of Columbia platted, if you please. But 
I question the propriety of giving this authority to the engineer com- 
missioner to disapprove of a plat on the ground that probably it may 
not agree with what may be done hereafter. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This bill provides that the commissioners shall 
lay down general rules. When they have done that, then if a man 
divides his land the commissioners shall decide whether his plat con- 
forms to those general rules or not. That is the whole object of the 
bill as far as that part of it is concerned. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me ask one other question. It is the 
furthest possible from my desire to interfere with the progress of this 
matter; but I wish to ask this question: Suppose in any direction from 
this Capitol a man has a piece of property that he desires to subdivide; 
suppose streets have not reached that locality and there is no plat indi- 


ca where they will run; is it to be said under those circumstances 
that he can not proceed to sell his lots or have his plat recorded? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The general rules provided in this bill do not 
cover that kind of case. But suppose the general rule says that the 
street shall be in a straight line; then the mah must know perfectly 
well when he subdivides his land that he must do it so that his lots 
will face the street in straight lines. Orif the rule says the street 
shall run ata particular angle he can go to the commissioners’ office 
and see what that angle is and conform his subdivision to the general 


rule. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Butif there are no streets in the locality 
the man comes with his plat and he has to get the approval of the 
commissioners. I can not see that great hardship might not be worked 
against the property holder, and that he might not be discriminated 
against. 

oor. HEMPHILL. If the law requires the commissioners to have a 
general rule regulating the general subdivision of property, and there 
is no such rule, it is clear they must make a general rule covering the 
District of Columbia; and when they have done that the question 
simply is as to subdivisions of land being made to conform to those 
rules. 


Mr. BARBOUR. If I understand the objection of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] it applies to cases where the parties 
have already laid out the subdivisions of their land. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Oh, no. I understand the bill does not 
touch them; it is not retroactive. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Well, if it does not touch those cases, what ob- 
jection can there be to the provisions of the bill where parties have full 
notice of this law? In that case what objection can be made to the 
enactment of the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If this bill does not permit of discrimina- 
tion I do not want to interfere with its 

Mr. PERKINS. If I understand this bill correctly it amounts to 
this: If in consequence of the topography of the country, the location 
of the land, or any other cause, the owner when he desires to plat it 
can not conform to the pom rules, in that case the engineer may ap- 
prove his plat, There is nothing to prevent the engineer approving his 
plans under such circumstances. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then it gives the engineer commissioner 
full discretion in the matter, and a very remarkable discretion, in my 
judgment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There must be remarkable powers vested some- 
where in a city if there is to be a general plan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. ROWELL moved to reconsider the yote by which the bill was 
peeo; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

STREETS AND AVENUES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ROWELL. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
11074) directing the commissioners of the District of Columbia to estab- 
lish streets and avenues in the county of Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes. I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. LIrise toa parliamentary inquiry. If the 
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, do we 
proceed then to consider the bill by sections under the five-minute 


rule? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands we do not. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, directed to have surveyed and platted that portion of the 
county of Washington, District of Columbia, bounded by Boundary Rock 
Creek, Piney Branch, Spring road and Rock Creek Church road, the Soldiers’ 
Home Park,and Lincoln avenue, and to delineate and establish upon the 
ground, by suitable bench-marks, the streets and avenues in general conformity 
with the project and map subniitted by said commissioners in Public Document 
No. —, United States Senate, second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and 
to have accurate plats thereof duly recorded in the records of the surveyor's 
office for said District: Provided, That in the final platting and delineation as 
herein directed the commissioners shall exercise due and careful discretion in 
establishing the exact details of location and grades of the several streets and 
avenues, in order that the requisite modification of the public ways, as herein pro- 
vided for, shall ultimately be effected at the least practicable cost to the District 
andd nce of existing property lines and constructions needful to secure 
pe conformity with said plan; and no existing or future subdivision of 
and within the ares herein named, not in conformity with the said plan as 
finally platted and recorded, shall be legal: Provider, That before the p and 
locations in this section shall be recorded upon the books of the surveyor of the 
District, the final plattingand maps shal! be submitted to Congress forapproval, 
in December, 1887; may ne. tery Surther, That the area designated in this sec- 
tion be extended to include the area bounded by Brentwood road, Queen’s 
Chapel road, Bunker Hill road, and Boundary street. 

SEC. 2. That the sum of $6,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated to de 
fray the e of carrying out the foregoing provisions of this act. 

Src. 3. T all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act be, and the same are horeby, repealed. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ROWELL] asks unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union be di from the further con- 
sideration of this bill, and that it be now considered in the House. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ROWELL. There are two amendments which I desire to offer. 
The first is to insert ‘“‘forty-four’’ in the blank in line ‘‘11;”’ and the 
second is to strike out, in line 23, the words ‘‘ existing or.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless there isa demand fora separate 
vote, these amendments will be considered in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, just one word. At the last session 
of this Congress a resolution was adopted by the Senate directing the 
District commissioners to offer some plan for the further extension of 
the city of Washington. In accordance with that plan a map, not 
made upon the ground, but a general map, has been prepared, cover- 
ing this section of the country. The proposition of this bill is that the 
District commissioners shall proceed upon the ground to lay out the 
proposed extensions of streets and avenues as they may be demanded 
by the future growth of the city, to establish the width, the direction, 
and the grade thereof, to make a complete map, and to submit that 
map to the approval of Congress. It is not proposed to locate, estab- 
lish, and make any street for present opening, but to make a map, 
which, when approved by Congress, shall control the future extensions 
of the streets. ‘The bill makes an appropriation which is necessary to 
carry out its provisions, because the present force of engineers in the 
city are now fully employed, and additional force will be required. 
The necessity for the bill arises from the rapidly extending area of the 
city. The matter is to be kept entirely within the control of Con- 
gress. Ican see no objection to the passage of the bill. I am ready 
to answer any question which may be put. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have no objection to the bill, but I wish 
to offer an amendment to which I think there can be no opposition, as 
it will secure some information which I believe will be valuable to 
Congress. With the consent of the gentleman from Illinois, I willread 
the amendment. It is to add to the bill the following: 

And the commissioners shall prepare, and, in December, A. D. 1887, submit to 
Congress a detailed statement showing— 

First, what streets, avenues, and roads, including Boundary street, shown on 
the plat of the city of Washington, and within the limits of the same, and ded- 

ed to public use remain unopened and unimproved, and what necessity 
exists, if any, for opening and improving the same. 

Second. hat streets, avenues, and roads within the city limits and now open 
to public use are not paved, and the estimated cost of improving the same with 
say, ee or other suitable paving material; and 


hird. What unpaved streets, avenues, and roads or parts of same should be 
first paved, and the character and estimated cost of such improvement, 


Mr. ROWELL. I have no objection to that amendment. Let it 
come in at the end of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir; as a fourth section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
mentoffered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BoTTERWORTH], and as- 
sented to by the Committee on the District of Columbia, will be adopted. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEMPORARY RAILWAY. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call up from the House Calendar for present con- 
sideration the bill (S. 2982) to authorize the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to permit the temporary occupation of streets by a 
railway for the purpose of transporting material to fill about the base 
of the Washington Monument. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby autho: to issue permit for the laying of a temporary railway track, 
in such streets or avenues as in their judgment shall best subserve the pareoss 
and interfere least with the public use of the same, to such persons as shall be 
awarded the contract to fill about the base of the Washington Monument, in pur- 
suance of the advertisement of the officer in charge of the construction and under 
the provisions of the act of August 4, 1886, making appropriation for that work. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to know whether this 
bill requires that after the work contemplated shall have been com- 
pleted these tramways shall be taken away? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I understand that the object of the bill is to give 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia full discretion as to this 
matter. In view of the fact that it is supposed the lake is having some 
injurious effect upon the monument, they want to fill it up, and they 
propose to get the earth for this purpose upon the most advantageous 
terms by going on some cheap land where they can lay a tramway for 
the purpose of removing the earth from that point to this lake. All 
that the bill asks is that the District commissioners shall be invested 
with authority for this purpose. Of course, after the work is done, the 
tramway will be taken up. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is all I wanted to know. The 
bill itself seems to be all right. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paeo; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL SAFE-DEPOSIT COMPANY. 


Mr. BARBOUR. There are some bills on the Private Calendar which 
I would ask unanimous consent to have considered in the House. They 
have reference to the enlargement of the powers of some safe-deposit 
companies in order to enable them to discharge certain fiduciary duties. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the gentleman indicates the 
numbers and titles of the bills the Chair will put the question on dis- 
charging the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Iwill call up the bill (H. R. 2589) to amend an 
act entitled ‘“‘An act to incorporate the National Safe-Deposit Company, 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia,’’ approved January 22, 1867. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, éc., That the name of the National Safe-Deposit Company 
and is hereby, changed to the National Safe-Deposit and Trust Company 
Washington, in the District of Columbia, 

Sec. 2. That the said National Safe-Deposit and Trust Company be, and they 
are hereby authorized to accept and execute trusts of any and every description 
which may be committed or transferred, with their consent,to them, by any 
esr or persons whomsoever, bodies corporate or politic, or by any court in the 

istrict of Columbia or in any one of the United States, and to accept the office 
and appointment of executors or administrators of any kind or nature when- 
ever such appointment is conferred or made by any person or persons, or by 
any orphans’ court or other court, either of the District of Columbia or of the 
United States; and that in all cases where application shall be made to any 
court of the District of Columbia for the appointment of any receiver, trustee, 
admin r, executor, assignee, Vipee of any minor, or committee of a lu- 
natic, it shall be and may be lawful for such court, if it shall think fit, to appoint 
the National Safe-Deposit and Trust Company of Washington, in the D ict of 
Columbia, with their assent, such receiver, trus administrator, assignee, guar- 
dian, or committee; and the accounts of the said company as such receiver, 
trustee, administrator, assignee, guardian, or committee shall be regularly set- 
tled and adjusted before the proper tribunal; and upon such settlement and 
adjustment all proper, legal, and customary charges, costs,and expenses shall 
be allowed to said company for their care and management of the trusts and 
estate aforesaid ; and the said company, as such receiver, trustee, administrator, 
assignee, guardian, or committee s! be subject to all orders or decrees made 
by the am tribunal under the laws ofthe United States, 

Src. 3. That when any court shall appoint the said company a receiver, trustee, 
administrator, executor, assignee, guardian, or commit or shall order the 

it of money or other valuables of any kind with 
shall be taken 


to investigate the affairs and management of said company, who shall report to 
said court the manner in which such investments are made and the security 
afforded to those by or for whom its en. 
of such investigation shall be defra; 
may also, if deemed necessary, examine the officers of said company, under 
oath or affirmation, as to the security aforesaid. 

Sec. 4. That the company may also pay interest upon de; ts at such rate as 
may be agreed upon with the depositors, not exceeding, however, the rate of 
3 per cent. per annum. 

Sec. 5. That the stockholders of said company shall be held individually re- 
sponsible, equally and ratably,and not one for another, for all contracts, debts, 
and engagements of said company, to the extent of the amount of their stock 
Lise eg at the par value thereof,in addition to the amount invested in such 


Src. 6. That the said company be,and is hereby, authorized to increase its 

capital stock to an amount not exceeding $500,000; and before said res agers shall 

roceed to do any business under thisact, one-half of said capital „namely, 
,000, shall be fully paid up. 

BEC. 7. That each director and officer, when appointed or elected, shall take 
an oath that he will, so far as the duty devolves upon him, diligently and hon- 
estly administer the affairs of said com „and will not knowingly violate or 
haf ay gal eg to be violated any of the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 8. That in case of the violation ofany order of court or the breach of any 
trust on the part of the company, the officers of the company guilty of such vio- 
lation of order of court or breach of trust shall be liable to process of attach- 
ment for contempt or such breach of trust in the same manner and to the same 
extent as would apply to individual executors, administrators, guardians, and 
other trustees in like cases, 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows : 


After the word “guardian,” in line 14, of section 2, insert “ of the estate." 

After the word “committee,” in line 15, of section 2, insert ‘‘ of the estate.” 

After the word “court,” in line 16, of section 2, insert “ without prejudice 
to preferences established by existing law.” 

In line 5, section 3, strike out the words “is paid in" and insert “ sub- 
scribed for or taken.” 

In line 11, section 3, after the word “time,” insert ‘‘and at least once dur- 
ing every year shall.” 

In line 17, after the word " Recent oh strike out "or ” andinsert “and;” and 
after the word “ may,” insert ‘also.’ 

Strike out section 4. ; 

At the endof section 6, strike out “and no certificate of stock shall be issued 
until the same be fully paid for.” 

Insert as section 7 the following: 

“ That the stock of said company shall be transferable only on the books of 
the company.” 

Change the numbers of the sections to conform to the foregoing amendments, 


The SPEAKER pro tem Is there objection to discharging the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of this bill, and considering it in the House? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to hear the report read. 


company, the cap- 
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Mr. BARBOUR. It might save time if the gentleman would listen 
to a statement, instead of insisting on the reading of the 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well. Ihave no desire that time 
shall be consumed unnecessarily. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, there is now a chartered institution 
in the city of Washington known as the National Safe Deposit Com- 
pany, which takes charge of valuable articles of personal property. It 
owns a large amount of real estate, is rather a wealthy corporation I un- 
derstand, and is com of very responsible gentlemen. They ask 
that Congress invest their corporation with authority to do what I be- 
lieve is done in most of the large cities of the country by companies of 
this kind, to execute trusts, to act as administrators, and perform such 
fiduciary duties as may be assigned to them by the courts. I under- 
stand that powers of this character are exercised by similar corporations 
in ines Baltimore, New York, and other leading cities of the 
country, 

It is supposed that the substitution of a reliable, responsible concern 
like this company to administer estates would be better than the old 
system of leaving such matters entirely in the hands of private indi- 
viduals. ‘The lawyers in Philadelphia and Baltimore approve of this 
system, I believe. I have not definite information in regard to New 
York, but I have heard the system has been in successful o ion 
there. The courts, before allowing companies to assume duties of this 
kind, institute an examination and see that the affairs of the company 
are faithfully conducted and are in proper shape. The whole matteris 
within the power of the court. can not see any objection to this 


proposition. I understand that here in the District of Columbia, which 
is a sort of national ‘‘stamping ground,” there are le who are 
very anxious that some such authority as this should be given. 


In the absence of corporations here with these powers a number of 
prominent gentlemen talk of going to Philadelphia, Baltimore, or else- 
where to have their trusts administered and their estates upon. 
I think that is all. Iam ready to answer apy questions that gentle- 
man wish to ask. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any objection to discharging 
the committee from the further consideration of the bill, and consider- 
sig, Pog in the House? 

r. LYMAN, I see this bill provides for this company being ap- 
pointed as guardians and trustees of estates of minors. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes; at the discretion of the court. 

Mr. LYMAN. I find no provision forsecurity. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The bill provides for ample security. 

Mr. ROWELL. It requires them in addition to their stoek to give 
ample security to the court. 

Mr. LYMAN. Does the gentleman say the bill requires that? 

Mr. ROWELL. It does. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If I heard the reading of the bill correctly, 
I understand the liability of these stockholders issimply to the amount 
of their stock, and not beyond that. 

Mr. BARBOUR. And such other security in the discretion of the 
court as shall be required. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The bill provides for important trusts, and 
then limits the liability, if I understand the reading correctly, to the 
face value of the stock of the several stockholders pro rata, and not 
even for the full value of the stock. If there be a loss and half of the 
stockholders are bankrupt, the other half are SEDE aya: pro rata, 
not to the full extent of their stock. I do not think that is the way 
trust com are generally constituted. There certainly should be 
a liability beyond that where power is given to accept the trust pro- 
vided in this bill. If I am mistaken, I trust the chairman of the com- 
mittee will correct me. 

Mr. BARBOUR. In reply to the gentleman, I will read the lan- 
guage of the bill. 

That when an x 
ministrator, Fronts rdo ve i scene Menten Aaner Aiiki Mee te rd 
posit of money or other valuables of aay kind with said Len ery oh the capital 
stock as paid in, and all property owned by said sapea shall taken and 


considered as the security required by law for the fai performance of their 
duties, and shall be absolutely liable in case of any default whatever : 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The capital is liable. 

Mr. BARBOUR. And the real estate. The bill goes on as follows: 

Provided, That the said court may and shall, if deemed mney h require 
further additional security, and may from time to time appoint suitable persons 
to investigate the affairs and management of said company, who shall report 
to said court the manner in which such investments are made and the security 
afforded to those by or for whom its engagements are held; and the expenses 
of such investigation shall be defrayed by the said company; and the court 
ann also, if deemed necessary, examine the officers of said company, under 
oath or affirmation, as to the security aforesaid. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Does the bill reserve to Congress the right 
to alter or amend this charter? 

Mr. BARBOUR. It does not; but there is no difficulty as to that. 
ht iat of Ohio. I think it would be better to include it in 

e bill. 

Mr, BARBOUR. Iam willing to t such an amendment. 
che ARNER, of Obio. I move then the following provision to the 

on. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is not understood by that we have gone 
over the entire bill? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is proposed as an additional section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That Congress shall have the right to alter, amend, and repeal this act. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I observe by the terms of this bill this trust 
company is authorized to deal in real estate or anything else. 

Mr. BARBOUR. No. ; 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let us see whether the language is broad 
enough to authorize the construction I have put upon it. 

Section 2 provides— 

That the said National Safe-Deposit and Trust Company be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to accept and execute trusts of any and every description 
which may be committed or transferred, with their consent, to them by org Bee 
son or persons whomsoever, bodies corporate or politic, or by any court in the 
District of Columbia or in any one of the United States, and to accept the office 
and appointment of executors or administrators of any kind or nature when- 
ever such appointment is conferred or made by any person or persons, or by 
any fa ower court or other court, either of the ct of Columbia or of the 
United States; and that in all cases where application shall be made to any court 
of the District of Columbia for the appointment of any receiver, trustee, admin- 
istrator, executor, assignee, of any minor, or committee of a lunatic, it 


shall and may be la’ l for such court, if it shall think fit, to appoint the Na- 
tional and Safe- tand Company of Washington, in the District of 
Columbia, with their assent, such receiver, trustee, administrator, guar- 

receiver, 


dian, or committee; and the accounts of the said company as su 
trustee, administrator, fag: agen guardian, or committee shall be larly set- 
tled and adjusted before proper tribunal; and upon such settlement and 
adjustment all proper, legal,and customary charges, costs, and expenses shall 
be allowed to said company for their care and management of the trusts and 
estate aforesaid; and the said company, as such receiver, trustee, administrator, 

E ali bo subject to all orders or decrees made 


ee, guardian, or committee, 
by proper tribunal under the laws of the United States, 
Mr. BARBOUR. Ido not see there is any power conferred there 
authorizing them to deal in real estate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
Does the gentleman mean to say that in executing these trusts this 
corporation is not authorized to deal in real estate or anything under 
that language? What is to prevent a deposit of a million of dollars in 
trusts with this company to deal in real estate? 

Mr. BARBOUR. It is not intended they shall have the power to 
buy and sell for the purpose of speculating in real estate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No; that ought not to be done. 

Mr. BARBOUR, But simply for the purpose of executing their 
trusts and settling up estates. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The language used in the bill seems to me 
to be broad enough to permit the company to handle and deal in real 
estate. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I do not so understand it, but am willing to accept 
ay amendment which will prohibit this company from speculating in 

estate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have read simply the language which, in 
my judgment, permits the company to do that very thing. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Where is it? 

T BUTTERWORTH. It will be found on page 2, section 2, of the 
ill. 

Now, it seems to me that authorizes, with all due deference to my 
brother, the tion of a company or any association of persons in 
New York or elsewhere to utilize this corporation in the city of Wash- 
ington for the purpose of engaging in real-estate speculations in the 
District of Columbia. If I am wrong I beg the lawyers present to cor- 
rect me. 

Mr. BARBOUR. If the gentleman from Ohio thinks it necessary to 
incorporate an amendment, suppose he offers one inserting, after the 
words a business of banking,” the words ‘‘or of buying or selling real 
estate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That would hardly meet the question, for 
they would have to sell real estate, for instance, in winding up an 
estate. 

Mr. BARBOUR. But buying and selling for speculative purposes. 
You might insert ‘‘ or dealing in real estate.’’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iwill prepare an amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I know nothing in the 
world about this Safe-Deposit Company. I do not know anybody in 
it; indeed, I only knew that there was such an institution in the city, 
because I happened to see its sign somewhere. 

Mr. BARBOUR. There are several of them. 

Mr. FELTON. Three, I believe. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Hence, this question comes to me as 
an entirely unprejudiced man. I have heard nothing for it; I have 
heard nothing against it, except what has been said on this floor. The 
abstract proposition presented to-night is to take a corporation, of how 
many incorporators I do not know; there may be three or there may 
be fifty 
Mr. FELTON. That does not matter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It does matter with me. Thisisa 
Popeia to take a corporation, of how many we do not know, a per- 

ectly soulless, bowelless body, a figment of law——__ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CASWELL. That is the condition ofall corporations. 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, if my friends will allow me to | ficiently careful to charge reasonable fees, They usually do, but in 
Yes, it is true; that is the condition of all corporations, es- | some cases they do not. 


pecially railroad corporations. 

Mr. CASWELL. Do not go for the railroads now. 

[Tang sea I thought you said you were an unprejudiced man. 
ughter. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am entirely so. 

Here comes a corporation which to-day is engaged in the business of 
receiving and preserving such property as is ordinarily placed with a 
safe-deposit company, plate, jewels, bonds, &c., I suppose, and it is 
proposed to set this corporation up in the generfl business of acting as 
executor and guardian for any one who wishes to employ it in that ca- 
pacity. That is one proposition here presented. 

It is proposed too that they may accept any kind of trust which is 
confided to them, no matter what, from any sort of person, no matter 
whom, whether real person or oneof those ‘* cussednesses’’ of law called 
corporations [laughter], and coming to me as a perfectly unprejudiced 
man [renewed laughter] is this proposition: By a solemn act of Con- 
gress to create, or at least to take what has been already created, a mere 
corporation, which has no liability except for the face of its stock, pro- 
vided it hasever been paid up—and there have been corporations in the 
United States where the k never was paid up I suppose gentlemen 
will admit—and take that body and give to it powers which seem to me 
extraordinary, to say the least. If any one wishes to make a will and 
appoint this corporation its executor, I suppose it can accept that trust 
steniy under its present organization without any additional law. 

Mr. HEARD. This does not interfere with that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I sup not, nor does it confer 
that power. And so, too. if anybody wishes to make a deposit of bonds 
or plate or coin they can do it without additional law. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, they could do that under their present organi- 
zation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And if anybody wishes to put a hun- 
dred thousand or a million of dollars into their hands to invest in real 
estate they could accept that, and make the purchase or investments 
just as they are and without additional law to permit it. If these men 
wanted to gointo the banking business I have no doubt they could do 
so under their charters, though that, of course, would depend on the 
act of incorporation. But whether they could or not, virtually they 
have at present the ordinary common-law powers, and in the exercise 
of the ordinary rights of individuals the power to act as guardians or 
executors or to accept trusts. 

Now, it is proposed here to give what seems to me powers beyond all 
reason, and my opposition to it comes from this proposition: I think 
we are running wild in the matter of corporations. Iam opposed to 
them where the work can be done without corporations, When you 
enter upon some great enterprise, when you go to build a line of rail- 
way you need the combination of individuals known as a corporation. 

There are other great works where this figment is this proper party, 
and I am ready to accept them where there is necessity for it; but I can 
not for the life of me see the necessity for this corporation or of this 
bill. I see no necessity for setting them up, advertising them, back- 
ing them up with an act of Congiess to act as general executors and 
custodians of trust funds and enable them to go into any sort of spec- 
ulative business, accept trusts from all parts of the country which may 
be confided to them; and I am frank to say that there will be needed a 
quorum to pass this bill. 

A MEMBER. That ends it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I only want to say that I think the addi- 
tion of the words the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] suggests 
at line 8 would obviate my objection: 


That nothing herein contained shall authorize the said company to engage in 
the business of banking or real estate. 


And I want to say to my friend from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] that 
in this matter I dissent from him, although we usually agree. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Except as to corporations. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend generally gets right on those 
also. Butif there is any crying need in the country it is that estates 
of every character shall be ini safely so faras those interested 
in the estate are concerned. And I think it is,the experience of all the 
lawyers here that an estate suffers sometimes very much from bad 
management and very large fees; and it not unfrequently happens—in 
fact, it very frequently happens—that the widows and the orphan 
children are left comparatively penniless because of the great attrition 
in winding up an estate. 

Now, this company or corporation—and I do not know what there is 
so offensive in the name of corporation—this corporation is authorized, 
upon giving ample security, to wind up such an estate if appointed by 
the court to do it; and there are cases when it is of the first importance 
to have some such provision. For instance, my friend before me [Mr. 
WARNER, of Ohio] may die in Ohio leaving an estate here—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Not much probability of that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Still he may, and in that case it might be 
desirable not to have his estate run the gantlet of charges on all sides 
by administrators and lawyers. And sometimes lawyers are not suf- 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, May Iask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Does this bill authorize this corpora- 
Gan settle estates without employing lawyers or charging lawyers’ 

ees 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Notatall. But when this corporation has 
charge of the business, being appointed by the court, the winding up 
of an estate will cost less; in my judgment it will not exceed a third of 
what it would if the estate were administered in the old way. 

And, besides, it it sometimes necessary to leave this city to find an 
administrator to wind up an estate. Certainly if my friend had an 
estate to be settled here he would much prefer that his children should 
have the business done certainly and promptly by getting the bulk of his 
estate rather than have it frittered away by putting it in the hands of 
others in whom he could have no confidence. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I have no objection to organizing this 
corporation. Iam not like my friend from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] 
in his opposition to corporatious generally; but I do have an objection 
to putting the estates of this country into the hands of a corporation. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] says an estate will ` 
be settled up more speedily in this way. Let us see whether it will 
or not. Is there anything in this act to compel the corporation to set- 
tle the estate sooner than an ordinary administrator would settle it? 
Upon the other hand, in this bill this corporation is authorized to pay 
interest upon deposits, and if you put $10,000 in the hands of that cor- 
poration, as long as they can prolong the settlement they have the use 
of the money without interest. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state to 
him that that has been stricken out of the bill by an amendment. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That duck is already dead. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I am talking about the bill as I have 
it before me. Now, then, if this is a corporation that is to use money, 
what will they do with the money when they get it into their posses- 
sion? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. They have to invest it under the orders of the 
court. They have to do just as any administrator or executor would do. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Let me refer to another point. Where 
you haye an individual administrator, heis acting under the authority 
of the court, and he may be imprisoned for contempt of court. But here 
the very act that you seek to complain of may not be done by an officer 
of the corporation. The bill says the officers of the corporation shall be 
held responsible, and the act violating the order of the court may be done 
by a clerk who is not an officer of the corporation. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes, he is. 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I think an ordinary clerk is not, 

Mr. BARBOUR. The word “agent” may be put in, and that. will 
obviate the gentleman’s objection. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. He is not an officer of the corpora- 
tion in the legal acceptation of the term. He is not a director; he is 
simply a clerk hired, and receives his per diem. 

I can see no necessity for this. Suppose there comes an occasion 
when there is required to be a guardian of the person as well as a guar- 
dian of the estate of the individual; are you going to have two guar- 
dians, a guardian of the person and a guardian of the estate ? 

Mr. ROWELL. We do that gph gad 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, Well, why the necessity of giving this 
authority to the court so that it may put all of the business into the 
hands of a few favored friends who are this corporation? That is all 
there is of it. You give the court the power to take all the business 
here and turnit over into the hands of a corporation that you create, and 
if the judge is disposed to be corrupt, he may become a party in in- 
terest with the corporation and turn over all the business toit. It is 
a dangerous policy, and while I am not particularly opposed to cor- 
porations, I am opposed to giving them such powers as these. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I think the gentleman is mistaken as to the scope 
of the bill. It is intended to apply where a testator chooses to select 
this trust company as his executor, or where it is appointed to execute 
the trust of a will, or where an individual may appoint the company 
to act in a fiduciary capacity, because some people may prefer to take 
a corporation rather than an individual. And of course the court may 
appoint the company trustee. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Let us see about that. This bill 
provides: 

That the said National Safe-Deposit and Trust Company be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to accept and execute trusts of any and every description 
which may be committed or transferred, with their consent, to them, by any 
person or persons whomsoever, bodies corporate or politic, or by any court in 
the District of Columbia or in any one of the Uni States, and to accept the 
office and appointment of executors or administrators of any kind or nature 
whenever such appointment is conferred or made by any person or persons, or 
by any orphans’ court or other court, either of the District of Columbia or of 
the United States, 

This corporation may be appointed as trustee by an individual, but 
the individual would have a right to make such appointment without 
this act. If an individual wants to designate this corporation to take 
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charge of his estate he can do so; but this bill gives the court the ab- 
solute power to appoint the corporation as guardian or trusteee. 

Mr. BRADY. A corporation of this character is more safe, I think, 
than any individual. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Well, I have no doubt you think so. 
A great many men think corporations are better than individuals, but 
I do not think so. I think this is granting too much power. I think 
itis going too far to say that we will create a corporation which by 
the appointment of the court may have control of all the estates the 

* court chooses to hand over to it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I would like tosay a 

word iù reply to my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] in regard 


to the difference between corporations and individuals as trustees of | y 


estates. IfI believed that estates would be better cared for by a cor- 
parition than by individuals, so far as that particular feature in this 

ill is concerned, my objection to it would be removed; but look at the 
difference between the two. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If my friend will indulge me for a mo- 
ment, of course this bill does not devolve upon the court the duty ot 
appointing this trust company the trustee of any estate, Estates are 
not to be administered by this corporation unless the court, where it 
has authority to choose a trustee or administrator, deems this the best 
choice to make. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Of course not. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And I apprehend that the eompany would 
be called upon in such eases only when it was clear that the best inter- 
ests of the estate required it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Thatis, when the court thought they 


uired it. 
Or course I do not assume that any bill would be brought in here to 
create a corporation that any court must appoint as trustee or executor. 
But take the case suggested by my friend [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] where 
the court chooses to appoint this corporation trustee of an estate. The 
stockholders are liable to the amount of their stock, and ne more. 

Mr. HEMPHILL and Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A hundred per cent. 
more. 

m ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the capital stock of the com- 

ny 
ee HEMPHILL. I think the amount is $200,000. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then they are liable for $400,000 
worth of property. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. And the court may require them to give addi- 
tional security. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I understand that from the bill. 
Now, say that this corporation is acting as.guardian for several differ- 
ent estates, it is acting as trustee for a very broad and varied range of 
trusts—in other words, it is doing an enormous business, that it has 
the indorsement of this act of Congress, that the gentlemen acting as 
directors are well known, wealthy gentlemen of character, and that 
for years the corporation runs on prosperously; then say that the present 
directors and stockholders die, and that after awhile it gets into the 
hands of men who are not responsible—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Just say that the whole thing goes to thedevil! 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, say that the same thing hap- 
pens to it that has happened to several other corporations in this eoun- 
try, namely, that it becomes a ‘‘snide.’’ j 

Mr. HEARD. Does not the same risk apply to individuals? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; I will show you the difference ; 
but first let me finish what I have to say on this point. These stock- 
holders are to be liable to double the amount of their stock, and the 
corporation as a whole is liable to double the amount of its capital 
stock. The liability for any particular stockholder may be ten thou- 
sand, or twenty thousand, or perhaps fifty thousand dollars. 

Now, take the same individual, who is probably worth half a million, 
an old citizen, a man of the highest sense of honor, who would no more 
betray a trust than he would cut off his right hand; a man who would 
sedulously use every effort to care in the best manner for any estate of 
which he might be trustee; a man who rather than have his honor tar- 
nished would make good in full any loss which it might suffer in his 
hands—what have you as security in such a case as that? First, you 
have the bond that he gives. Then you have what is far better, his 
word, his character, his reputation. Does any one doubt that you 
have there a larger and better security than you would have in any 
corporation? What have youin the corporation? You have now sim- 
ply the security of double the amount of the capital stock, and what 

ve you twenty years hence, when it may have become a fraud? You 
have at best simply the security of double the amount of the stock and 
whatever real estate the corporation may happen toown. At present 
they do own certain property, certain real estate, but after a time they 
may have disposed of it. : 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend permit me—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. One moment please. Now the differ- 
ence between the two is that there you have a perfectly bowelless thing, 
with no more sense of honor and no more soul in it than a last year’s 
bird’s nest. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, but my friend -—— 
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Mr. ANDERSON. Waita moment, I have the floor. Now there 
is precisely the difference between the two cases. I do not know any 
of the gentlemen who are stockholders in this corporation, but I have 
no doubt that among them there are men whose very names, whose 
very character, whose very standing in the community, whose individ- 
ual wealth would constitute ample security for any trust which they 
might undertake in their individual capacity. But when you come to 
deal with this corporation you have not that security; you have noth- 
ing of the kind. That is the reason why I make a very broad dis- 
tinction between an individual as a trustee or executor and a corpora- 
tion, athing which you can not punish, which you can not putin prison, 
with which you can do nothing except denounce it after it has swindled 


ou. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend, in putting his case, has over- 
looked the fact that this bill requires a visitation from the court each 
year to inquire into the condition of the corporation and its ability to 
respond to all its obligations; and just how these six individuals, each - 
of them with ‘‘a soul,” and with bowels of compassion, and all the fine 
qualities described by the gentleman from Kansas—just how they are 
to lose all these qualities when they come together in the company I 
can not understand. 

The court authorizes and requires a visitation and inquiry. Notonly 
that. The history of Philadelphia and other cities where trusts are ad- 
ministered in this manner proves that my friend is under a misappre- 
hension—that where millions have been lost by administrations other- 
wise conducted not a nickel has been lost by administrations intrusted 
to the hands of these companies. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be passed over, not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Passed over till when? 

Mr. HEARD. This is the last day of this Congress when it can be 
considered. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call for the previous question on agreeing to 
the amendments. 

Mr. HEARD (to Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas). 
a quorum on us? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I suggest that by unanimous consent the 
vote be taken on this bill in a full House to-morrow. Why not? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the question before the 
House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
agreeing to the amendments. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 19, noes 8. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point that no quorum 
has voted. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be passed over informally, not to lose its place on the Calendar. I do 
not wish to interfere with other measures which the committee may 
desire to get through this evening; but I havestrong convictions about 
this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps my colleague [Mr. ANDERSON, of Kan- 
sas] will agree that the previous question be ordered on this bill—— 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. PERKINS. And that it be passed over, to be voted on in a full 
House. : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My friend knows quite well that 
when the previous question has been ordered the vote must be taken 
by the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. But not this evening. I mean that the bill be laid 
aside to go over until we have a full House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I prefer not to agree to that arrange- 


ment. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Why can not the gentleman agree to accept the 
judgment of the House this evening? If he has anything worthy of 
consideration, why not submit the question to the arbitrament of the 
members present? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very few members are now present. 

Mr. FELTON. What is the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is waiting to hear whether 
gentlemen can arrange this matter; if not, the Chair will appoint 
tellers. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be passed over for the present. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I suggest that it be passed over by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Passed over informally, not to lose 
its present status. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request that 
the bill be passed over, not to lose its present status on the Calendar? 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


COMPILATION OF DISTRICT LAWS. 


Are you going to call 


On ordering the previous question upon 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now call up the bill (H. R. 10758) to provide for 
the compilation of the laws relating to and in force in the District of 
Columbia, and for the appointment of a reporter for the supreme court 
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of thesaid District. This bill is in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. I ask that the Committee of the Whole be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be now consid- 
ered in the House. 
ioe SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, that order will 

made. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Can not the bill be read before that question is 
decided? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 


Be it enacted, &c., That the supreme court of the District of Columbia be, and 
is hereby, authorized and directed to appoint three persons learned in the law, 
as commissioners to compile, arrange, and classify all statutes and parts of stat- 
utes in force in and relating to the said District at the time the said commis- 
sioners shall make their report; and the said court shall have power to fill any 
vacancies occurring in said commission. 

SEC. 2. That each of the said commissioners shall receive for his services the 
sum of — dollars, to be paid upon the completion of the work, which sums, 
together with the reasonable costs incurred by the commission for clerical as- 
sistance and incidental expenses, not exceeding the sum of $1,000, shall be paid 
by the an ay! the Treasury out of any money not otherwise appropriated. 

Src, 3. That said commissioners shall report such compilation to the next 
session of Congress. 

Src, 4. That the supreme court of the District of Columbia shall have author- 
it sana is barat directed, to appoint, during its pleasure, a reporter for the use 
o court. 

SEC, 5. That said reporter shall cause the opinions and decisions of said court 
to be printed and published once in each year, and oftener when required by 
the court, and deliver ten copies of the volumes of said reports to the clerk of 
said court, for the use of said court. 

Sec, 6. That said reporter shall be entitled to receive from the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury a salary at the rate of $1,500 a year, to be paid by the Secre of the 
Treasury from any moneys not otherwise appropriated, in monthly i ments; 
and an additional sum of —— dollars for each volume printed, published, and 
delivered by the said reporter for the use of the court, and the said reporter shall 
aien privilege of sale of the said published reports at a price to be fixed by 

e court, 


The amendments proposed by the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia were read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to ing the 
Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of this bill? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. On behalf of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia I offer a substitute for the pending bill, which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to secure to the District of Columbia a compilation of the laws in force 
therein on the 4th day of March, 1887, to provide for the appointment of a re- 
porter for the supreme court of said District, and for other purposes, 


Be it enacted, &c., That the supreme court of the District of Columbia be, and 
is hereby, authorized and directed to appoint three persons Jearned in the law 
as commissioners to compile, arrange and classify all statutes and s of stat- 
utes in force in the said rict on the 4th day of March, 1887, and relating to 
all such matters as would properly come wi the scope of a civil code; and 
Bie said court shall have power to fill any vacancies occurring in said commis- 

on. 

Sec, 2. That each of the said commissioners shall receive for his services the 
sum of $1,500, to be paid upon the completion of the work, which sums, together 
with the reasonable costs incurred by the commission for clerical assistance and 
incidental expenses, not exceeding the sum of $1,000, shall be paid by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury out of any moneys not otherwise appro) 

Src, 3, That the said commissioners shall report such pad rken 
session of Congress, 

Sec. 4. That the justices of the yoy ae court of the District of Columbia be, 
and are hereby, authorized and directed to examine certain manuscript vol- 
umes prepared by Josiah Quincy Kern, upon submission of the same to them 
nt as early a date as practicable after the passage of this act; and if, after such 
cxamination, the justices of said court or a majority of them shall be of the 
opinion that the volumes so submitted and examined comprise a complete and 
satisfactory revision and consolidation of all statutes and parts of statutes relat- 
ing to municipal affairs in the District of Columbia in force on the 4th day of 
March, 1887, and of all orders, rules, regulations, and o ces relating to 
said affairs made in Mec peng of Jaw and having the force and effect of law at 
the said date, they ll so report to the farban doriarra of said District, who 
shall thereupon purchase the said volumes from the said Josiah Quincy Kern, 
ata compensation not to exceed $5,000. 

Sec, 5. That the justices of the supreme court ofthe District of Columbia be, and 
are hereby, authorized and to examine or cause to be examined, a cer- 
tain manuscript volume prepared by Josiah Quincy Kern, upon submission of 
the same to the chief-justice of said court at as early a date as practicable after 
the passage of this act; and if after such examination the justices of said court, 
or a majority of them, shall be of the opinion that the volume so submitted and 
examined comprises a complete and satisfactory revision and consolidation of 
the criminal laws in force in the District of Columbia on the 4th day of March, 
1887, they shall so report to the commissioners of said District who shall there- 
upon purchase the said volume from the said Josiah Quincy Kern at a compen- 
sation not to exceed $1,000, 

SEC. 6. That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall report to Con- 
gress on the first day of its next regular session the action taken by them under 
the provisions of the fourth and fifth sections of this act, and may make such 
recommendations as to them shall seem advisable in relation to any further 
action res! ng the manuscript volumes hereinbefore mentioned. 

‘5 ran 7. That red ane pce of the ates soa fifth nee ofthis aari ares 

ereby appropri X or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia to make either or both of the 
payments provided for in said sections, one-halfof any such payment to be made 
out ofany money in the Treasury of United States not otherwise appropri- 
ated, and the other halfout of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Src. 8. That the supreme court of the District of Columbia shall have author- 
fty, and is hereby directed, to appoint during its pleasure a reporter for said 


court, 

Sec. 9, That said reporter shall cause the opinions and decisions of said court 
to be printed and published once in each year, and oftener when required by 
the court, and deliver ten copies of each volume of said reports to the clerk of 
said court for the use of said court. 

SEG 10. That the said reporter shall be entitled to receive from the Secretary 

Treasury a salary at the rate of $1,500 a year, to be paid by the Secretary 


ion to the next 


of the from any moneys not otherwise peptontioted, in monthly in- 
stalments; and the said reporter shall have the privilege of sale of the said pub- 
lished reports, at a price to be fixed by the said court. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
when the compilation of the laws of the District of Columbia was last 
made? Thisseems to provide a salary of $1,500 a year to make the com- 
pilation. 

Mr. HEMPHILL.. I donot remember when the la t one was made. 
None of those made have ever given satisfaction. 


I move to amend the third section by inserting the words ‘‘or cause ` 


to be examined,” after the word ‘‘examine,’’ so that the supreme 
court shall examine or cause to be examined this book. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has this book been submitted to the authori- 
ties of the District? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. They report they have examined with care the 
compilation of municipal laws made by Mr. Kern, and they think it 
has been accurately and carefully done, and that it is a creditable 
work. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is a complete revision. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, It is a complete revision of the municipal laws 
of the District. Nothing is to be paid unless it is found to be a perfect 
compilation. aya: 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand heretofore there has not been 
any full and complete revision of the laws. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There has not been. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the substitute as amended was 
agreed to. The bill as amended was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and $ 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table: 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GIRLS’ REFORM SCHOOL. ° 


Mr. GAY. I move that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 10824) to incorporate the reform school for girls of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That Samuel S. Shella r, Augustus S. Worthington, 
Adoniram J. Huntington, William O, , Mills Dean, Owen G, Staples, 
James E, Fitch, Thomas P. Morgan, and Alexander Graham Bell, and r 
successors, be, and they are hereby, created a body corporate to be known as 
the Board of Trustees of the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia, 

Sec, 2. That said corporation is hereby authorized and empowered to establish 
and maintain a reform school for girls at any place within the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for that purpose may take and receive, by gift, grant, or devise 
such real estate and ee ee Aae mer be ni for the purposes of 
said corporation: Provided, at dissolution of said corporation, or if it 
should cease for the space of six months to maintain a reform school for girls, 
all the property, real and personal, of said corporation shall vest in the District 
of Columbia. 

Sec. 3. That the said board of trustees shall have the same power and author- 
ity in relation to girls as the board of trustees of the reform school of the Dis- 

ict of Columbia now possess in relation to boys. 

Src. 4. That said board of trustees shall have authority to appoint such offi- 
cers, agents, teachers, and other employés as may be necessary, and fix the rate 
of compensation of the same, subject to the approval of the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 5. That the said board of trustees shall have authority to make such by- 
laws and rules and regulations as shall be necessary for the government of the 
officers, teachers ,employés, and inmates of the school, and from time to time 
alter, amend, and change the same. 

Src. 6. That all the sections of the act of May 3, 1876, entitled “An act revis- 
ing and amending the various acts establishingand relating to the reform school 
of the District of Columbia,” not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, 
are hereby made applicable to the reform school for girls of the District of Co- 
lumbia, except the word “girls” shall be unde wherever the word 
“ boys” occurs in said act, and the words “eighteen years” wherever the words 
“ sixteen years” occur. 

Sec. 7. That within thirty days after this act is passed said trustees shall 
meet and o) ize by electing a president; and they shall draw lots and decide 
the length of service of said trustees. Three of said trustees shall serve for one 
year, three for two years, and three for three years, and their successors in 
office shall be appointed in like manner as the of the reform school of 
the District of Columbia are now appointed. 

Aponte en Congress shall have the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act 
at any time. 


The amendment of the Committee of the District of Columbia was 
read, as follows: 

After section 6, at the end of line 9, page 3, add as follows: ‘The attendants 
to Da coplored and the work and occupation to be enforced shall be suitable to 
g be 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Speaker, this bill is for the purpose of incorporating 
in the District of Columbia a reform school for girls upon exactly the 
same principles and under the same general management as applicable 
to females as the reform school which, for fifteen years, has been car- 
ried on for boys in the District. I would be glad to havea letter read 
if further information is required. [Cries of “No!” ‘‘Vote!’’] I 
ask, then, the question be put. 

The amendment was to; and the bill as amended wasordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. GAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was A 
and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPENSATION OF PHYSICIANS TO THE POOR, 


Mr. COMPTON. I move the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 10514) regulating the compensation of physicians to the 
poor in the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas the pien compensation of the physicians to the poor in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is entirely inadequate and insufficient for the services required 
and rend : Therefore, 

the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembl That the compensation of the physicians to the 
poor in the District of Columbia be, and the same is hereby, fixed at $600 per 
annum each, to date from January 1, 1887, 


Mr. COMPTON. I move to strike out ‘'$600 per annum” and in- 
sert ‘‘$50 per month so long as employed.’’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to have a brief lanation of this 
bill, as to the number of these physicians, and what they now receive. 
,Mr. COMPTON. I cannot answer as to the number, but as to the 
present compensation, it is $40 per month, and they are required to go 
whenever called upon. They are the hardest worked gentlemen in the 
District, professionally, and receive only $40 a month. 

This bill proposes to give them $50 a month, which is little enough, 
it strikes me. 

Mr. DOCKERY,. They are employed under authority of law now? 

Mr. COMPTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. How many of them? 

Mr. COMPTON. There are eleven, as I understand. 

The amendment of Mr. COMPTON was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COMPTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
posd; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FIREMEN’S INSURANCE COMPANY, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
the bill (H. R. 11063) extending the charter of ‘‘The President and 
Directors of the Firemen’s Insurance Company of Washington and 
Georgetown,’’ in the District of Columbia; and yield to my colleague 
from Missouri, it being a bill in which he takes an interest. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill, and put it upon 
its in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the charter of ‘' The President and Directors of the Fire- 
men’s Insurance Company of Washington and Georgetown,” in the District of 
Columbia, granted by act of Congress approved March 3, 1837,and which by act 
of Congress appro’ February 7, 1857, was extended until the Ist day of Jun 


1888, be, and the same is hereby, extended and continued until the Ist day oi 


June, 18, with the same rights and powers and with like duties, obligations, 


and responsibilities as are now by law held and exercised by and imposed upon 
said corporation. 

Mr. HEARD. This is simply a bill providing for the renewal of a 
charter of a fire-insurance company which has been engaged in busi- 
ness in this city for about fifty years. The charter was originally 
granted in 1837, and was extended by an act approved in 1857. It 
will expire by limitation in 1888 unless it be renewed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and k 

Mr. HEARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ome and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF MINORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11116) for 
the protection of minors in the District of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the trafic with minors in alcoholic liquor, billiard- 
playing, Lad edna | pool-selling, and gambling, in the District of Columbia, 
shall be and is prohi ited, as follows: It shall be unlawful ay yee DATION poe ci 
sons, whether as principals, agents, servants, or employés, to sell to any or 
any wine or beer or any other alcoholic liquor, whether for the minor’s own use 
or not, and whether the minor be the messenger or agent of another person or 
not. It shall be unlawful for any 
agents, servants, or employés, to se 
nt to any other person for the use then and there of any minor. Its! 
unl 


n or persons, whether as princi § 
any wine or beer or any other alcoholic 
fe heth incipal: t ae ne 

or any person or persons, whether as princi nts, servan em- 
loyés, or visitors to give any wine or beerorany pyas aet bag arite to see minor, 
n any public drinking-place, The penalty for a violation of this section in any 
of its provisions shall be, for the first offense, a fine of not less than $25 nor more 
, or imprisonment for not less than ten nor more than sixty days, or 
both, and for every subsequent offense a fine of not less than $50 nor more than 
$100, or imprisonment for not less than thirty nor more than ninety days in the 
work-house, or both, and the revocation by the court of the liquor license per- 
taining to the premises where the offense was committed, w uor license 
every court having jurisdiction of the offense is hereby autho: to revoke 
and annul in such cases. 
Sec, 2. That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons, whether as prin- 


cipals, ts, servants, or employés, tosell, give, or pay to any minor any pool 
or pool-tieket, whether anise or indirectly,and whether for the minor's use 
or t or not, and whether the minor be the messenger or agent of another 
t shall be unlawful for the proprietor or man: of, orany one 
anently or nee ome in cha: of, or has any authority whatever 
over or attends any public billiard-table or public pool-table, or its Seana 
to permit any minor to use or handle any of them. It shall be unlawful for the 
etor or manager of,or any one who is ently or temporarily in 
ane of, or has any authority over, or is an employé or servantin any room 
or hall where pools are sold or id, or where game of l is played, or 
where there is betting or gambling, either usually or for the time being,to 
knowingly permit any minor to be in such room or hall. The lty for a 
violation of thissection ig any of its provisions shall be, for the t offense,a 
fine of not less than $25 nor more $50. or imprisonment for not less than 
ten nor more than sixty days, or both,and for every subsequent offense a fine 
of not less than $50 nor more than $100, or imprisonment for not less than thirty 
nor more than ninety days in the workhouse, or both, and the revocation by 
the court of the license of every pool-table on the premises where the offense 
may be committed, which license every court having jurisdiction of the offense 
is hereby authorized to revoke and annul in such cases. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any minor, whether as principal, agent, 
servant, or employé, to bay or receive asa gift, except froma parana or guardian, 
any wine or beer or any alcoholic liquor in any public drinking-place, or atany 
pot Oe Ene corr ap ene or public entertainment, at which wine or beer or S 
other alcoholic liquor is usually served or sold, is being served or sold. Itsha 
be unlawful for any minor, whether as principal, agent, servant, or employé, to 
buy or to collect any pool or pool-ticket om buh ere, or to play the game of pool 
in any public room or hall, or to make any bet, lay any wager, or gamble in any 
room or hall where betting or gambling is usual or common, or to be in any 
pool-room where pools are sold or paid or where the game of pool is played, or 
any cee paos The penalty for a violation of any provision of this sec. 
tion shall be a of not less than $1 nor more t $25, or imprisonment for 
not less than one nor more than sixty days, or both. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent that the committee bo 

i from the further consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this bill is 
on the House Calendar, and will be considered in the House. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Unless some gentleman desires information upon 
this subject, I shall ask immediate action upon the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Itstrikes meas being a very severe measure and should 
be considered with a great deal of care. 

Mr. GUENTHER. It ought to be considered by sections in com- 
mittee. 


Mr. BARBOUR. If there is opposition to the bill I will move that 
it be passed over informally. > 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Oh! there will be no trouble about 
passing this bill, 

Mr. BRADY. Yes; there will be. 

Mr. MILLS. The age should be fixed at least, say at eighteen 

ears, 
A Mr. GUENTHER. Ido not object to any measure for the protec- 
tion of the morals of minors; but this I think is an illy-matured bill. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If the gentleman from Maryland wants the floor 
I will yield to him. 

Mr. COMPTON. I want to move to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I cannot agree to yield for that purpose. 

Now, if the pornas pronat in this bill are th t to be too se- 
vere, they can amended, and if desired we can limit the age to 
eighteen, or whatever the House may see proper. But there are some 
statistics which have been furnished and published, and which may 
have reached the eye of some of the members present, and if they be 
correct they present a very extraordinary condition of affairs. I can 
not vouch for their accuracy, though I understand they are prepared 
by responsible persons. For instance, it is seen from thesestatistics that 
the number of drinking saloons has increased 40 per cent. within five 
years. The number of pool tables has increased 40 percent. within the 
same length of time, while the population has increased 15 per cent. 
and whereas in the majority of the States the number of minors arrested 
for criminal offenses ranges from five to twelve out of the thousand 
popvlation, in this District it reaches twenty-six out of the thousand. 
If, therefore, these statistics are correct, there can be no reasonable 
doubt that there should be some law adequate for the protection of the 
moral of minors in the District. There is no law now. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Oh, yes; there is a law. There is a law pro- 
hibiting the sale of liquors to minors, and the judge sentences people 
under it frequently. It is a law passed under the old corporation of 
Washington, which is still in force. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There may be some restriction upon the sale of 
liquors to minors, but the protection of the morals of minors is with- 
out law, and it is only a question of giving the people of the District 
something like a just and proper Jaw upon this subject. Idonot want 
anything extreme, or to enact any very harsh measure, but I think 
there should be some restriction. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What agedo you fix in the bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This relates to minors; all persons under legal 


SHR DOCKERY. What is the penalty fixed for a violation of the 
law as far as selling liquor to minors is prohibited ? 

Mr. ROWELL. It provides a fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The penalty for a violation is, for the first of 
fense, a fine of no less than nor more than $50, or imprisonmen’ 
for not less than ten nor more than sixty days, or both; and this is ine 
creased for subsequent offenses. 
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Mr. MILLS. I would suggest to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina that as to the offense of selling alcohol to minors there 
should be some amendment fixing age. I do notcare to make any 
change as far as gambling with or in the presence of minors is con- 
ceed. 

ao O'NEILL, of Missouri. This is not gambling; it is playing 
Pit MILLS. Well, as far as the sale of alcoholic liquors is concerned, 
I would put the age at eighteen. 

This has reference to any selling to them whether by retail or whole- 
sale. Suppose a young man goes toa and buys a bottle of 
claret for his dinner; the man who sells it is subject to a fine or im- 
prisonment or both. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Is it in order to offer an amendment 
to the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. HEMPHILL] yield the floor for the purpose of an amend- 
ment being offered? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Then I move to amend the bill by 
striking out in the third line of section 3 the words ‘‘except from a 
parent or guardian.” 

The section as it now stands reads as follows: 


That it shall be unlawful for any minor, whether as principal, agen 
or employé, to buy, or receive as a gift, except from a parent or bor ong rene 
wine or beer or any alcoholic liquor in any public Ean gee nosga s or at any 
public pleasure resort or public entertainment, at which wine or beer or any 
other alcoholic liquor is usually served or sold, is being served or sold. 

Now, sir, I move to strike out the words “except from a parent or 

,” because I do not believe that a parent or guardian has any 

more right to make a drunkard of his child or his ward than anybody 
else has. 


Mr. GUENTHER. Itis not sitio ped making a drunkard of a 
boy for his father to give him a glass of beer. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. But he must not take him to a saloon 


to give it to him. 
Mr. BRADY. This is very im ie Seder legislation, and I give notice 
that I shall require a quorum before this bill can 


pass. 
Mr. BARBOUR. Since a quorum is to be insisted upon I ask unan- 
imous consent that the bill be passed over without losing its place on 
the Calendar. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I now ask that the House proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bills that were reported from the Committee of the Whole 
at the prior session of this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia asks that 
the unfinished business be now proceeded with. The Clerk will report 
the first bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1129) to exempt from taxation all pro: held by the trustees of the 
Louise‘Home, and for other purposes, nibennad t 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Igive notice that you can not pass 
that bill without a quorum. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Let the title of the next bill be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S, 938) for the relief of Chittenden Brothers. 

Mr. EDEN. Ithink that can not be passed to-night without aquo- 
rum. 

RELIEF OF ST. DOMINIC’S CHURCH. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Let the title of the next bill be reported. 
The title of the next-bill reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was read, as follows: 
Cane bill (H. R, 10799) far the relief of St. Dominic’s church, in the District of 
umbia. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
eet and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
QUIETING TITLE TO LAND. 
The title of the next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R, 10991) to quiet title to certain land in the city of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BARBOUR. As gentlemen have interposed objections to the 


passage of the two bills relating to the Louise Home and to Chittenden 
Brothers, I ask that the previous question be ordered upon them, and 
that they go over for consideration in a full House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Of what bills does the gentleman 

k? 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again report the title 
of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A Hen las R. 1129) to exempt from taxation all property held by trustees of the 
Louise Home, and for other purposes, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the motion ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be laid aside; otherwise I shall raise the question of a quorum, 

The question being taken on the third reading of the bill, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore stated that the ‘‘ayes”’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 7. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and Mr. LEHLBACH. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Chair 
will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thereis scarcely any use in appointing tell- 
ers, as there is manifestly, no quorum here. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Iask unanimous consent that those two bills ie 
over. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Till when? 

Mr. BARBOUR. For future consideration. 

There was no objection. 


INCREASE OF DISTRICT POLICE FORCE, 


Mr. ROWELL. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10562) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to increase the police force of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved January 31, 
1883; and I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union be disc from the further consid- 
eration of this bill, and that it be considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted. &c., That the act entitled “An act to increase. the police force of 
the District of Columbia, and for other p! » approved January 31, is 
hereby amended so as to authorize the commissioners At feiā Disieieh to fnerenes 
said force A thirty sergeants and three hnndred rea, as they m: Peco cil nec 
essary, provided thattwenty-five of the increase in the number of privates 
by authorized shall be appounad to first class and twenty-five to second RAR 
and a sum sufficient for the compensation, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
of the increase of the force herein authorized,at the rates now paid to like 
grades on said force,and their equipment, is Pras ake be gaara as ony out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia, in equal parts. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I should like to hear some explanation of this in- 


crease. 

Mr. ROWELL. The explanation is that there has been no increase 
for several years of the police force of the District. The city has largely 
increased in population and there is not police force enough to cover 
the city. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What increase is made? 

Mr. ROWELL. The bill itself states what the increase is. There 
is an increase of fifty privates and a corresponding increase in the num- 
ber of sergeants. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

ir. ROWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STEAM ENGINEERING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 4308) to regulate steam engineering in 
the District of Columbia, and moved that the amendments of the Sen- 
ate be concurred in. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


-Page 1, line 6, strike out “ machinists” and insert “ engineers.” 

Page 1, lines 9 and 10, strike out “ steam-boiler”’ and insert 

Page L line 17, strike out “five” and insert “three.” 

2; at the end of line 8, insert: 
led, That boilers used for steam-heating, where the water returns to 

the boiler without the use of a pump, pugnon or inspirator, and which are 
worked automatically, shall be exempt from the provisions of this section.” 

Page 2, strike out section 7. 

Page 2, alter section 7, insert: 

“Sec. 7. That the foregoing section shall not apply to engineers who have 

been licensed by the United States Government, or the laws of any State.” 


The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


steam-boilers.” 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I believe that the committee will not trouble the 
House with any more business to-night. 

Mr. LITTLE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
1926) for the payment of the funeral expenses of Lieut. John G. Kyle, 
and that the same be put upon its passage. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that the House has ever 
disregarded the order made for these evening sessions confining them 
exclusively to the business designated and I trust it will not be done 


now. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LITTLE] 
asks unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILLS. I mustinsist that the faith of the House shall be kept 
unbroken. It was understood that this evening session was to be 
solely for District business. 

Mr. RANDALL. And the Speaker so stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that this is a 
general session without any limitation. 

Several MEMBERS. No, No. Pi 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will cause the Journal to 
be examined. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwill insist upon a quorum. That will settle it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LITTLE]? 

Mr. DOSKERY. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 10 o’clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. Mex., 
in regard to an unconfirmed land grant in said Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, : 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, 
in regard to an appropriation for the manufacture of heavy ordnance 
and for coast defenses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Memorial of Fort Necessity Lodge, No, 254, Inde- 
pendent Order of Odd Fellows, of Pennsylvania, in favor of an appro- 
priation to erect a monument on the site of Fort Necessity, in Fayette 
County, Pennsylvania, Weshington’s first battle ground—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. 
Mex., asking legislation to settle title to lands in said Territory—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Resolution of the James Stephens Club, of New 
York city, opposing the so-called extradition treaty with the British 
Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. 
arp ak to land-grant titles—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of Robert Zahn for an invalid pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. COLLINS : Resolutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts 
for the enactment of a law for the eradication of pleuro-pneumonia— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DARGAN: Memorial of citizens of South Carolina, protesting 
against the abolition of the customs district of Georgetown, S. C.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of the executive committee of the Grand 
Lodge of Good Templars of South Carolina in favor of the bill (S. 
1579) concerning the manufacture and sale of liquors in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Weld Sargent Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, at Boothbay, Me., for the passage of the anti-Mormon 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, 
N. Mex., for the settlement of land-grant titles—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the New York Board of Trade, for building ord- 
nance and seacoast defenses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


By Mr. FREDERICK: Petition of A. F. Foster and others, and of j 


Abner Branson and others, citizens of Iowa, in favor of international 
arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of John F. Reynolds, Post No. 44, Grand 
Army of the Republic of Dakota, praying for the passage of amend- 
ments to the present pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810: 


ns. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, for 
the improvement of certain waterways of the Northwest—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, memorial of the same for the relief of Capt. Anson Northrup— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, 
N. Mex., relative to titlesto certain land grants—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. : 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of the Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Union, Iowa, urging the passage of Senate bill 
2362—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Petition ofthe Board of Trade of Socorro, 
N. Mex., for relief from an unconfirmed land grant—to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring an 
appropriation of $10,400,000 for sea-coast. defenses—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Frank Wempe, to be relieved of the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition and accompanying papers of Mrs. Charlotte H. Fenton, 
of Covington, Ky., praying for compensation for services rendered by 
her husband, Capt. William Fenton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. IRION: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas C. Ander- 
son, administrator of the succession of T. Hardy, deceased, of 
Saint Landry, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of Socorro, N. Mex., request- 
ing the appointment of a commission to investigate land grants in New 
Mexico—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. 
Mex., asking a settlement of a land grant near said city—to the same 
committee. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, in favor of the passage of the bill providing for seacoast defenses— 
to the Committee on Ap; iations. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Resolution of the Illinois General Assembly, 
for pension of soldiers over sixty years of age—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of executive committee National Drill and Encamp- 
ment—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. NEECE: Resolution of the house of representatives of Tlli- 
nois, relative to pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, 
N. Mex., relative to titles to certain land grants—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. 
Mex.—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, 
relating to coast defenses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of R. McDaniel, late of Company F, First Regiment 
Mounted Rifles, for muster and discharge—to the Committee on Mili- 

Affai 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. 
Mex., in favor of a bill establishing the Socorro land grant—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, in favor of seacoast defenses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Resolutions of the house of representatives of the. 
State of Illinois, for pensioning all honorably discharged soldiers of the 
Union Army who are sixty years of age and dependent, &c.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. Mex., 
TAS to titles to certain land grants—to the Committee on the Pub- 

ic ds. 

By Mr. PERKINS: House concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Kansas, asking for legislation readjusting the grants of lands hereto- 
fore made to railroad corporations—to the same committee. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the same, for legislation in behalf of 
the Union soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Resolutions of the house of representatives of Illi- 
nois, asking that pensions be granted to all honorably discharged and 
d dent soldiers sixty years of age and over—to the same committee. 

y Mr. RANDALL: Petition of the Board of Trade of Sorocco, N. 
eg acai unconfirmed land grant—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Thompson Post, of Cornish, and of George 
F. Shepley Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Gray, Me., in favor 
of the Edmunds-Tucker anti-Mormon bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. À 

By Mr. RIGGS: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of W. H. H. 
Hardin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the General Assembly of Illinois, in favor of pen- 
sioning all honorably discharged soldiers who are above sixty years of 
age and dependent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of M. W. Browne, for legislation to settle 
land titles in New Mexico—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of Charles Deiter, for a special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. 
Mex., relative to titles to certain land grants—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petitionof the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, in favor of seacoast defenses—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. s 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. Mex., relative 
to certain land-grant titles—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislative Assembly of New Mexico, for the 
settlement of the Mexican and Spanish land grants in New Mexico 
and adjoining Territories—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, for the 
relief of Capt. Anson Northrup—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. I. H. TAYLOR: Petition of M. H. Foland and others, pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill (H. R. 4203) for the relief Charles White— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRIGG: Petition of W. A. French and others, relating to 
sale and manufacture of spirituous liquors in the District of Colambia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of Martha M. Gates, for a wid- 
ow’s pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of citizens of Whatcom County, Wash- 
ington Territory, praying for an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Nooksachk River in said Territory—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the executive committee of the Grand Lodge of 
Good Templars of Washington Territory, praying for the favorable con- 
sideration of Senate bill 1579—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. WARD: House resolution of the General Assembly of Illi- 
nois, relative to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of the executive committee of the 
Grand Lodge of Good Templars of Michigan, for the passage of Senate 
bill 1599—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis 
teracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 
By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Citizens of Berlin, Pa. 
By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of 20 citizens of Onekama, Mich. 
By Mr. FLEEGER: Of 98 citizens of G 1y’s Mills, Pa. 
By Mr. GIBSON: Of citizens of Kent County, Maryland. 
By Mr. GROUT: Of the Congregational and Baptist churches of 
oy Me JAMES. Of G 
y Mr. - eorge Washi No. 61, Loyal Or- 
ange Institution, of Troy, N. Y. NE athe i 
By Mr. KETCHAM: Of 81 citizens of Claverack, N. Y. 
By Mr. MITCHELL: Of 41 citizens of Branford, Conn. 
By Mr. ROMEIS: Of 67 citizens of Brandon, Ohio. 
= By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Ofsundry citizens of Grimes County, 
'exas. 


in 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 15, 1887, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


GOVEENMENT BUILDINGS AND WHARF AT SITKA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting a letter from the 
Supervising Architect of that Department relative to an appropriation 
for Government buildings and wharf at Sitka, in Alaska; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a petition of 26 
citizens of Missouri praying for legislation in behalf of alleged heirs to 
certain property in New York. The petition will lie om the table for 
the present, as the Chair is not advised of any committee that has 
charge of such a matter. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of druggists of Clinton, Lyons, 
and De Witt, in the State of Iowa, praying for the repeal of the in- 
ternal-revenue taxes; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of William E. Yost and 23 
other citizens and live-stock raisers of Indiana praying for the passage 
of what is known as the Miller bill, for the suppression of pleuro-pneu- 
monia; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


Mr, HAWLEY presented the petition of Patrick O'Farrell and 25 
other residents of Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of the bill 
authorizing the construction of a cable street railway in Washington; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. MAHONE presented the petition of Charles H. Lee, of Loudoun 
County, Virginia, praying for the removal of his political disabilities; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of David L. Pool, of Lexington, Va., 
praying to be allowed an increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. = 

Mr. HALE presented resolutions adopted by the Merchants’ Ex- 
change and Board of Trade of Portland, Me., favoring such measures 
of legislation ‘‘as will place our seaboard citics in a proper condition 
of defense to impart a confidence to the people of continued tran- 
quility;’’? which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of John Dunnell, of Butler County, 
Kansas, praying to be allowed a pension on account of the services of his 
father who was a soldier in the Revolutionary war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9110) to amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 
inne (H. R. 11111) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F, 

er; 

A bill (H. R. 10470) ganang a pension to Mrs. 8. C. Goodin; 

A bill (H. R. 9664) placing the name of Mrs. Lydia Burd@ck on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill a R. rte for the relief of Green Fields; 

A bill (H. R. 9401) granting an increase of ion to H. H. Dodd; 

A bill (H. R. 4745) granting a pension to William 8. Bewley; 

A bill (H. R. 10262) granting a pension to Lawrence O’Conner; 

A bill (H. R. 8829) granting a pension to Jacob Teits; 

A bill (H. R. 731) granting a pension to William H. Heister; 

A bill (H. R. 8067) to pension Andrew J. Vanorder; 

A bill (H. R. 8384) for the relief of Mahala Brown; and 

A bill (H. R. 6732) for the relief of General Speed 8. Fry. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Thomas J. Hays; 

A bill (H. R. 9928) granting a pension to Moses Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 10050) to increase the pension of Capt. Frank Bell; 

A bill (H. R. 7221) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh; 

A bill (H. R. pees granting a pension to Mary M. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 6918) to increase the pension of Lewis M. Strong; 

A bill (H. R. 942) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow of 
Lieut. James Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 1903) granting a pension to Henry Canode; and 

A bill (H. R. 5927) for the relief of Louisa Kearney. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the petition of Louise Paul, praying for an increase of pension, 
submitted a report thereon accompanied by a bill (S. 3305) granting a 
pension to Louise Paul; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL: The Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 329) for the removal of the charge of de- 
sertion against the record of John §. Prall, has instructed me to re- 
port it back to the Senate. The in this case was made in the 
House of Representatives on the 15th of April, 1886, and a general act 
for the removal of charges of desertion was enacted on the 17th of May, 
1886. This case comes clearly under the provisions of the general law, 
and the committee ask to be di from the further consideration 
of the bill, and that the claimant be remitted to the Secretary of War 
for the correction of his record. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the bill be postponed indefinitely, which is the usual order in such 
cases, That order will be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted rts thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8591) directing the Secretary of War to cause the name 
of Fred. B. Barnes to be entered as a private on the muster-roll of 
Company I, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4260) for the relief of Henry Linebaugh, late of Com- 
pany A, Third Tennessee Mounted Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9905) for the relief of William C. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 6937) for the relief of George D. Paul; 

A bill (H. R. 1710) for the relief of T. J. Payne; 

A bill (H. R. 3365) for the relief of the heirs or legal- representatives 
of Samuel H. Moer; 

A bill (H. R. 5935) to remove the charge of desertion against Will- 
iam Figley; and 

A bill (H. R. 5056) for the relief George Lemon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9860) to correct the record of the military 
service of James W. Kingon, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Iam also directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1657) for the relief of 
Patrick S. Doig, to report it adversely, and to recommend that the bill 
be indefinitely postponed. It may be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3192) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Alfred G, Romine, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 
agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10790) authorizing the President to return 
the Twiggssword, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2844) for the relief of Delphine P. Baker, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 19) for the relief of Silas D. 
Baldwin, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3147) to establish range-lights on or near the north 
training wall, Oakland Harbor, California, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2965) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines 
River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2923) to provide for the sale of certain por- 
tions of the Fort Leavenworth Military Reservation, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance to 
ask leave for that committee to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on Finance will have leave to sit during the sessions of the Sen- 
ate. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to provide for 
printing the Third Annual Report of the Bureau of Ani Industry, 
to report it favorably without amendment. I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That there be printed 35,000 of the Third Annual Report of the 
Bureau of Animal Industry for the year 1886, of which 10,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the members of the Senate, and 20,000 copies for the use of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, ‘and 5,000 copies for the use of the a soa 
ment of Agriculture; the illustrations to be executed under the supervision 
the Public Printer, in accordance with the directions of the Joint plapa 
on Shaye the work to be subject to the approval of the Commissioner of Ag- 
riculture. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoinage of the 
trade-dollar, to report it back and recommend non-concurrence in the 
amendment of the House, and to ask for a committee of conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves 
that the Senate non-concur in the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Jonss, of Ne- 
vada, Mr. MORRILL, and Mr. BECK were appointed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2929) to amend the act dividing the 
State of Missouri into two judicial districts,and to divide the eastern and 
western districts thereof into divisions, establish district and circuit 

-courts of the United States therein, and provide for the times and places 
for holding such courts, and for other purposes, to report it favorably 
with amendments. I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 
It has been amended, and I wish to have a committee of conference ap- 
pointed upon it at once. It is a local matter. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ments of the Committee on the Judiciary will be acted upon as the read- 
ing of the bill proceeds. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 


The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, in sec- 
tion 2, line 16, after the word ‘‘Hannibal,’’ to strike out the words: 

And shall be styled the district court (or the circuit court, as the case may be) 
of the United States for the northern division of the eastern district of Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line31, after the words ‘‘Saint 
Joseph,’’ to strike out the words: 

And shall be styled the district court (or the circuit court, as the case ma; p arerioa ned be) 

oft 2o United States for the Saint Joseph division of the western district 
SO’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in section 2, line 39, after the word “‘ Spring- 
field,’’ to strike out the words: 

And they shall be styled the district court of the United States forthe southern 
division of the west er i. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, in ace 3, line 14, after the words ‘‘ shall 
be,” to strike out the words: 

Fixed without delay by the judge of the district court of the proper district. 

And insert: 


At the city of Hannibal on the first Mondays in May and November; at the 
city of Saint Joseph on the first Mondays of Api, and October; at the city of 
Springfield on the first Mondays of February and August. 


So as to read: 


The times of holding said terms of court in the city of Saint Louis, the city of 

and the city of Jefferson shall be held at the times now established by 
Jaw, and in the other divisions herein named the times of holding said terms of 
court shall be at the city of Hannibal on the first Mondays in May and Berean 3 
at the city of Saint Joseph on the first Mondays of Apr and October ; city 
of Springfield on the first Mondays of February and August. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 19, after the word ‘‘ pur- 
» to insert ‘as to all civil causes and proceedings,” andin line 22, 
after the word ‘‘purposes,’’ to insert ‘‘as to all civil causes and pro- 
ceedings;’’ so as to read: 

That the counties of Cedar, Polk, Green, Dade, Lawrence, Newton, McDonald, 
Barry, and Stone, of the southern ‘division of the western district aforesaid, be, 
and they = hereby, attached to the western division of the western district for 
circuit-court purposes as toall civil causes and proceedings; and that all other 
counties in said southern division of the western district be, and they are hereby, 
attached to the central division of the western district for circuit-court purposes 
as to all civil causes and proceedings, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to section 3: 

And whenever the circuit and district courts in either of said districts or divis- 
ions shall be held at the same time and place, =_— shall not be summoned for 
each of said courts, but for both said sae and they shall act accordingly as 
grand and petit jurors for both said courts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 4, section 4, after the word ‘‘re- 
side,” to strike out the words ‘‘or may be found;’’ so as to read: 

That hereafter all suits to be brought in the courts of the United States in Mis- 
souri, not of a local nature, shall be brought in the division having jurisdiction 
over the county where the defendants or either of them reside; but if there be 
more than one defendant, and a part of them reside in different ‘divisions or dis- 
tricts of said State, the plaintiff may sue in either division of either district where 
one of such defendants resides, and send duplicate writs to the other division or 
district, directed to the marshal of said district, on which said writs shall be in- 
dorsed, by the plaintiff or his attorney, that the same is a duplicate of the original 
writ sued out of the court of the proper division and district. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 6, line 1, after the word ‘‘all,”’ to 
insert *‘civil;’? and in line 6, after the word “established, ” to strike out 
“shall” and insert “may, inthe discretion of the court; : soas to read: 

ipek all civil causes and proceedings in law, equity, or bank: now pend- 
ing in any district or clroait court of the United States in the PELE af Missouri, 
soe Ged ‘allt the defendants (or plaintiffs, where the Gariediction is derived from 
the residence of the plaintiffs reside in either of the divisions in which 
courts are hi established, may, in the discretion ofthe court, be transferred 
to the court of the division in which the defendants (or plaintiffs, where the 
jurisdiction is derived from their residence) reside,and the transfer may be 
made in vacation or in term-time. 

The amendment was agreed.to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 19, after the word ‘‘dis- 
tricts,” to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘committed,”’ 
in line 25; as follows: 

All prosecutions for crimes and offenses, now pending in any of the courts in 
said Atere and western „or any division thereof, shall be terminated 
by final adjudication therein, and all such prosecution hereafter commenced 
shall be commenced and prosecuted in the division where the offenses were 
committed, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

All crimes and offenses heretofore committed within cither of said districts 
shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the 
same effect as if this act had not been passed. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section7, line 1, after the word ‘‘shall,’? 
to strike out “fix” andinsert ‘‘hold;’’ inline11, after the word ‘‘shall,’”’ 
to strike out “fix” and insert “hold; ;” and in line 20, after the word 
“shall,” to strike out ‘‘fix’’ and insert “hold;’’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 


That before the judge shall hold the terms of courts at Saint Joseph he shall 
have satisfactory evidence that the county court of Buchanan County has pro- 
vided and set apart for the use of said courts a court-room, clerk's office, mar- 
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shal's office, and poer” 's Office, free of expense to the United States for rent 
therefor, reg Bautan used and occupied until the hoje. niga of the public building 


to the United States Government now in process of construction at 
said city of Saint J at which time the courts shall be held and said offices 
in said building; and before the judge shall hold the terms 
of court at Ha F shall have satisfacto ce that the county court 


of Marion County has provided and set apart for “the use of said courts a court- 
room, clerk’s office, marshal’s office, and attorney's office, free of expense to the 
United States for rent therefor, to be used and occu: until the completion of 
the public building ropes eo an to the United States Government now in process 
of construction at said Hannibal, at which time the courts shall be held 
Sack said offices ectablich lished in said publie building; and before the court or 
Judge shall hold the terms of said court at Springfield he shall have satisfactory 
cnce that the county court of Greene County has provided and set apart for 
the use of said court a court-room, clerk’s office, fperet sods s office, and attorney's 
office, free of expense to the ae States for rent therefor. 
The amendment was 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments and 
ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimons consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr. WIL- 
SON of Iowa, and Mr. EVARTS were appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent to consider and passa bill 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary of the same nature as the 
one just passed, only a great deal shorter. Itis Order of Business 2154, 
being the bill (H. R. 6764) to provide for One terms of the United 
States courts at Vicksburg, Miss. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator report the bill from 
the Committee on the J udiciary? 

Mr. GEORGE. I reported it on the 8th of Fi 

The PRESIDENT pro The bill being on the Calendar, a 
motion to take it up is not now in order except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GEORGE, I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that I shall object, but—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator rise to morning 
business? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; I rose to make a proposition. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is morning business yet to be transacted, 
and I suggest that we finish the morning business before we take up 
bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business has precedence 
under the rule. If there are no further reports of and select 
committees the introduction of bills and joint resolutions is the next 
business in order. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3306) for the relief of St. Vin- 
cent’s Orphan Asylum, in the District of Columbia; which was read 
ae py Ea and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3307) granting a pension to Robert 
A. Bride or McBride; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3308) for the relief of John S. Ander- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3309) for the relief 
of N. J. Smith, chief eastern band Cherokees of North Carolina; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am also requested to move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was eee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 

Mr. VAN WYCK (by request) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

J. E. MACKLIN, 

On motion of Mr. HARRISON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Mili Affairs be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the case of J. E. lin, and that he have leave to with- 
draw his papara from the files of the Senate, no adverse report having been 


ALLEGED OUTRAGES IN TEXAS. 


K Mr. HOAR. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its adop- 
on: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privil 
tee of said committee who were autho: to certain alleged 
Sena to thse Choke ee tonen be enka Pie arie t with the 
powers heretofore conferred upon them, to inquire whether there has been any 


e peat e the subcommit- 


attempt by the gaai piares district attorney for the western district of Texas, 
or by the Lay emer ed d district, or any of his deputies, to interfere with or ob- 
struct said in ay or to obstruct or intimidate witnesses for whom sub- 
peenas have rine by the authority of the Senate to appear before said 
committee and to report the facts and whataction ought to be taken by the Sen- 
ate in the premises. 

Mr. COKE. I ask that the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion goes over under the rule. 


SENATE CHAMBER CEILING. 


Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol be directed to examine the glass 


panels in the sanear the Senate Chamber, and bave such repairs as may be 
necessary made without delay. 


COMPLIANCE WITH PACIFIC RAILROAD FUNDING ACT. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted the following resolution; 
which was read: 

Whereas it is provided in section 11 of the act known as the “ Pacific railroad 
funding act,” approved May 7, A. D. 1878, and more commonly called “the 
Thurman funding act,” as follows: “That if either of said railroad Fey ree) 
shall fail to perform all and sogar the requirements of this act and of the acts 
hereinbefore mentioned, and of a: A eeraa? act relating to said Sopan to be 
si it performėd, for the period of months next after such perfi N 


due, such failure shall operate as a forfi Sitar of ail tho Hgts, privileges 
grants, and eanan ten derived or obtained by it from the United 81 and it 
shall be the ee A of the Attorney-General to cause such forfeiture to be judi- 


cially enforced :” Therefore, 
the Attorney-General be, and he he: is, directed to advise 


Resolved, That roby, 

the Senate at his earliest practicable convenience whether the Union Pacific 
and Central Pacific Railroad Companies, or either of — have for the period 
of six monthsor longer next after such performance was in any manner,and 
if so in what manner, and when, and to what extent, to perform any of 
the ci {tis supple of said act, or of the acts of Shieh it is amendatory, or to 
which it is Bric apa erenn or of any papi oe such cum gov or either of 
them, and if so what requirements; Mt hues toot ae _ failure 
upon Keesen Polga ei rapan a of: them sn the wesiod of 
or longer, whether any asain ake and if so their nature and aa com- 
menced, have been instituted ttorney-General for the p 

r be carang a forfeiture as Tequired by the eleventh section of such gr of 

rights, privileges, grants, and franchises a or obtained from 
ail the ited States by such company or companies so in t. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Imove that he resolution be printed 
and referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXTRA HOURS OF CLERICAL EMPLOYÉS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution submitted yesterday by the Benator i from Illinois [Mr. 
CULLOM], which comes over under objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of W: be directed to infi the Senate as to 
what unusual mecteslie. if One ore ane for requiring papets part of the 
Sons in the offices of the Adjutant-General and Surgeon-General to work extra 

ours, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


WILLIAM WEBSTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution reported by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, on the petition of William Web- 
ster, relative to a claim for indemnity from Great Britain, which comes 
over by unanimous consent to be laid before the Senate this morning. 

Mr. MORGAN. By consent of the Senator from Vermont [AMfr, ED- 
MUNDS] and myself, members of the committee who are investigating 
a new point raised in the matter, we both consent to ask that the res- 
olution may go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, the reso- 
lution goes over until to-morrow without prejudice. 


ALPHEUS R. FRENCH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1582) for the relief of 
Alpheus R. French, which was to strike out ‘‘ fifty ” and insert “thirty ” 
before the word “dollars.” 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives and request a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SAWYER, Mr. 
BLAIR, and Mr. SABIN were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8586) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 9064) prescribing the times for sales and for notice of 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes; 
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: oe Os R. 9469) relating to arrears of taxes in the District of Co- 
umbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10513) to provide for the maintenance of order in the 
District of Columbia during the National Guard competition and pa- 


rades; 

A bill (H. R. 10514) regulating the compensation of physicians to 
the poor in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10562) to amend an act entitled “‘ An act to increase 
the police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
approved January 31, 1883; 

A bill (H. R. 10758) to secure for the District of Columbia a com- 
pilation of the laws in force therein on the 4th day of March, 1887, to 
provide for the appointment. of a reporter for the supreme court of 
said district, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10799) for the relief of St. Dominick’s church, in the 
District of Columbia; - 

A bill (H. R. 10824) to incorporate the reform school for girls of the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10897) to regulate the subdivision of land within the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10899) to regulate the construction of street railroads 
and of the pavements between and adjacent thereto, and for other 


purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10900) to regulate the construction and operation of 
elevators within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 10991) to quiet title to certain land in the city of Wash- 


gton, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 11063) extending the charter of ‘‘ The President and 
Directors of the Firemen’s Insurance Company of Washington and 
Georgetown,” in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 11074) directing the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to establish streets and avenues in the county of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4308) to regulate steam- 
engineering in the District of Columbia. 

The message also anounced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2982) to anthorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
permit the temporary occupation of streets by a railway for the purpose 
of transporting material to fill about the base of the Washington Monu- 
ment. 


in 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 3160) to amend section 533 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 6393) to authorize the Fort Worth and Denver City 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A Ln + R. 6976) to erect a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; 
a public building at Troy, N. Y.; and 

A bill (H. R. 10305) to increase the appropriation for a public build- 
ing at Brooklyn, N. Y. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CAMERON, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3286) to increase the naval establishment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business having closed. 
the Senator from Pennsylvania moves that the Senate Aara 
consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall move to substitute—— 

The PRESIDENT pro see It is not-—— 

Mr. BUTLER. It is not debatable; I am aware of that; but I have 
a right to make a motion that House bill 6966 be substituted for the 
bill moved by the Senator from Pennsylvania. I am in favor of his 
bill, but it was understood yesterday between the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] and myself that House bill 6966 should be taken 
up and considered this morning. I am satisfied it will require a very 
short time, and I therefore move that the Senate proceed to its con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is not now in order. 
Pending a motion to take up a particular bill, it is not in order to move 
to amend it by taking up some other bill. After the bill moved by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania is taken up for consideration it will 
me be in order to move to proceed to the consideration of any other 
Mr. INGALLS. Before the Chair rules on that proposition, I should 
like to have his interpretation of the second clause of Rule IX, which 
appears on page 142 of the Manual. I should favor the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, but it appears to me that before the arrival 
of 2 o’clock it is in order, a motion to proceed to the consideration of 
one bill being pending, to move to proceed to the consideration of an- 
other bill, without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that under 


H. R. 7775) to increase the appropriation for the erection of | Cam 


to the | Cockrell 


the second clause of Rule IX, such a motion is very clearly not in order. 
The clause of Rule IX referred to reads as follows: 

Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the 
Calendar, which motion shall not be open to amendment, 

The proposition of the Senator from South Carolina is in the nature 
of an amendment to the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUTLER., Precisely. I entirely concur with the ruling of 
the Chair. I think, however, in case the Senate decides to take up the 
bill moved by the Senator from Pennsylvania, it will then be compe- 
tent for me to move to substitute House bill 6966 for the bill which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania has in charge. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly, after the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania is agreed to it will be in order to move to 
take up any other bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. This is a motion to take up a bill. What is the 

order if that motion should fail? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order would be the call 
of House bills under the Harris rule, as it is commonly known. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays upon the motion to take 
up any bill to the exclusion of the eo ced order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 3286) to increase the naval establishment, on which the yeas 
and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). On this question Iam 
paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr]. If he were 
present I should vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. I do not know how he would vote, and therefore 
I abstain from voting. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I wish to in- 
quire if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is recorded as vot- 
ing on this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded as voting. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask his colleague [Mr. MORRILL] if he knows how 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] would vote on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MORRILL. I presume he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ I certainly have 
voted ‘‘ yea.” i 

Mr. HARRIS. In view of that statement, I withdraw my vote, being 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

_ The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—39. 

Allison, Eustis, I 5 
Blair, Evarts, M: Sawyer, 
Baten Farwell, Miller,” Sp j; 

er, er, pooner, 

eron, Erres Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford, 

= G Morgan, Teller, 
Conger, Gorman, Morrill, Whitthorne, 
Cullom, a EAN Payne, jo eae 
Dawes, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Hawley, Piumb, 
NAYS—15. 
Beck, Coke, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Berry, George, Pugh, Walthall, 
Call, Hampton, Sauls! A Wilson of Md. 
E Jones of Yy 
ABSENT—22. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Kenna, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Gray, McPherson, Sewell, 
Bro Manderson, leg 
Camden, Hoar, Mitcheil of Pa., Van Wyck, 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Palmer, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, + Riddleberger, 
So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BUTLER. I voted for the consideration of the bill just taken 
up, but I move now that the further consideration of the bill just 
taken up by the Senate be postponed, and that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of House bill 6966. 

Mr. BECK. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is the bill (H. R. 6966) to change the time of 
the meeting of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory. As 
I said yesterday, it is a matter of the very,last consequence to the peo- 
ple of that Territory that this bill be acted upon as early as possible. 
It involves—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
that debate is not in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent simply to make a state- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the Senator 
will proceed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I trust there may be order in the Hall that we 
may hear what the Senator from South Carolina is saying. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senate will please come to order. 
Senators will resume their seats. 

Mr. BUTLER. It involves a matter of some $300,000 to the people 
of that Territory this year. Under an act of the Territorial Legisla- 


ture of Washington, known as the gross-earnings act-—— 

Mr. CAMERON. _Is that bill before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is not before the Senate; 
but the Senator from South Carolina, by unanimous consent, is discuss- 
ing his motion. 


Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from South Carolina moved to postpone 
the naval bill, and that motion would be debatable. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That motion is debatable, but the 
motion put by him is not,in that form. The Senator has unanimous 
consent to make a statement. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was proceeding to say that under the provisions 
of an act of the Territorial Legislature of Washington Territory known 
as the act, the railroads of that Territory are exempt 
from taxation upon all their property. Within the last year or so there 
have been 12,000,000 acres of land withdrawn by the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company that are not taxed at all. If under the act of July 
10 of the last session of Congress the Territorial islature of Wash- 
ington could meet within a reasonable time and repeal that law, it 
would pay into the Territorial treasury some $337,000, Under what 
is known as the gross-earnings act passed, as I stated, in 1883, they 
have never paid certainly more than $75,000. 

Now, I submit that as an act of common justice to those people, the 
tax-payers of that Territory, this Senate ought to act upon this bill. 
The House of Representatives passed the bill on the Ist of last May. 
It was referred to the Committee on Territories on the 3d of that month, 
and there it has slept since. That committee has now reported ad- 
versely, with the views of the minority. I simply appeal to the Sen- 
ate, as an act of common justice to the tax-payers of the Territory, that 
this railroad company and other railroad companies should be required 
to pay their proportionate share of the taxes for the support of the 
government of the Territory. 

That is all that is involved in the bill. The bill simply rors 
that the Legislature shall meet, as I propose to amend it, on the first 
Monday in March next so as to enable the Legislature to repeal that 
gross-earnings act and subject to taxation the property of the railroads 
that run through the Territory. 

I will state for the information of the Senate that, with the excep- 
tion of Washington Territory, the railroad property is taxed in every 
Territory and State through which the Northern Pacific Railroad runs. 

Mr. PLATT. The lands are not. 

Mr. BUTLER. The lands are taxed; at least that is my informa- 
tion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Has not the governor of the Territory authority to 
se the Legislature ? 

BUTLER. He has authority to convene the Legislature in 
Be sessions, but this does not involve the necessity of a special ses- 
sion. It simply changes the time of the biennial session. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘There is a remedy in the hands of the governor. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is a remedy if the people of the Territory are 
subjected to the additional expense of an extra session; but why do 
that when Congress has the power under this bill to enable that Legis- 
lature to meet not quite ten months in advance of the time now pro- 
vided by law. 

I will state further, while Iam on my feet, that the delegates elected 
to the present Legislature were elected on the first Tuesday after the 
first Monday in November last. That islature does not assemble 
until the first Monday in December of this year, thirteen months after 
the election, and I am informed that the Legislature was elected with 
the distinct understanding that this very oppressive and unjust, and I 
was about to say iniquitous, law should be repealed. They are com- 
mitted to its repeal. As I stated awhile ago, I think I shali 1 be able to 
demonstrate when the time comes thatit will make a difference of $337,- 
000 to 04o ne popio ar of that Territory if we can get that act repealed. 
Psi N May I ask the Senator, has the bill passed the 

ouse? 


Mr. BUTLER. I stated awhile ago that it passed the House on the 
first of last May. 
on VAN WYCK. The bill only requires to go through the Senate, 

en? 

Mr. BUTLER. It only requires the concurrence of the Senate. Now, 
I ask that the bill be taken up and considered, and that the further 
consideration of the bill in charge of the Senator from Pennsylvania be 
postponed, and upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BECK. Before the yeas and nays were called on the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] I rose to make a re- 
mark, but being out of order then, Igave way. I only rise now tosay 
that I have been voting with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS] continuously to preserve the morning hour in order that we might 
pass the House bills which are now before the Senate and do something, 
and not because I was seeking to oppose any bill any gentleman de- 
sires to call up. The bill of the Senator from PennsyÌ vania will come 
up at 2 o'clock anyhow. The bill of the Senator from South Carolina 


will be reached in its place if we go on with the Calendar. I want to 
reserve the morning hour for House bills on the Calendar, and my vote 
‘nay’? does not indicate opposition to any particular measure, but 
only a desire on my part to clear the Calendar of House bills. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have been as earnest as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to adhere to that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is this debate in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the motion to postpone the pend- 
ing bill debate is in order. The Senator from South Carolina now 
makes that motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have been as anxious as any Senator to adhere 
to the Harris rule, as it is called, but it has not been certainly more 
than half an hour since the Senate, in the face of that rule, has 
passed a long bill here in regard to courts in Missouri, and I heard not 
one single objection to the consideration of that bill. Now, here is a 
bill, as I have stated again and again, of the very first consequence to 
the people of Washington Territory, and yet I have not been able to 
get the Senate to consider it even. I submit that it is an act of injus- 
tice to the people of that Territory. They are entitled to be heard 
and have this bill considered in their interest. I therefore insist on 
my motion. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I dislike to detain the Senate from the 
discussion of the bill which has just been taken up with reference to 
the increase of our Navy, and therefore I will simply at this time say 
this: There is no disposition on the part of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Territories to postpone the consideration of the bill men- 
tioned by the Senator from South Carolina. The majority of the com- 
mittee have reported adversely to it in the belief that the tax-payers 
of Washington Territory do not want at the present time its legislature 
to convene in the month of March. I will not reply at length to what 
has been said by the Senator from South Carolina; I simply leave the 
matter upon the statement I have just made. The majority of the 
committee has no desire to delay the bill, andif it were not for the im- 
portance of the bill which has been taken up, I should be very glad to 
have it considered this morning, but I must vote against taking it up 
now. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood that the Senator from Connecticut 
agreed yesterday, and it is so announced in the RECORD, to assist me 
in getting up this bill to-day. While the majority of the Committee 
on Territories perhaps have not a disposition to postpone it, they have 
certainly shown no inclination whatever to expedite its consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. I will meetthatwhenit comes. When the vote came 
up on the question of whether this measure of great public importance 
should be taken up or not, I was bound to vote in favor of that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call for the yeas and nays on my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion is to postpone the pend- 
ing bill and take up the bill referred to by the Senator from South 
Carolina, 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS], and not knowing how he would vote on this question if 
present, I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Beck, Coke, Hampton. Van Wyck, 
Berry, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Butler, Fair, Maxey, Voorhees, 
l, George, Saulsbury, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Vance, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—37. 
Aldrich, Farwell, Miller, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 
Blair, Gorman, organ, Stanford, 
Bowen, Morrill, Teller, 
Cameron, Payne, Walthall, 
Cheney, Hawley, tt, Wi Williams, 
Conger, Hoar, Plumb, Iowa. 
Cullom, Ingalis, 
Dolph, M . m, 
Evarts, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
ABSENT—19. 
Blackburn es, sk of Nevada, Palmer, 
Brown, ` Edmunds, Ken: Sabin, * 
Camden, Gray. MePherson, Sawyer, 
Chace, Sewell. 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Mitchell o of Pa., 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 3286) to increase the 
naval establishment is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HALE. I believe all the amendments that were offered yester- 


day were disposed of. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No amendment is pendi: 


Mr. HALE. I do ght wish to delay the passage of the yi, but I 
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offer an amendment to strike out aH of section 3 down to and including 
the word ‘‘ beyond”’ in line 7, and to insert: 
The contract for the construction of said vessels shall contain provisions to the 


effect that the contractor guarantees that when completed and tested for 
under conditions to be prescribed by the Navy Department, the vessels ex- 
hibit a maximum of at least twenty knots per hour, and for every quarter 
knot of speed so exhibited above said tee the contractor shall receive a 
premium oyer and above his contract price of $50,000, and for ev uarter knot 
that said vessel fails of reaching said guaranteed speed there shall be deducted 
from the contract price the sum of $50,000, 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I understand the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Maine practically ignores the main feature of the bill as offered 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania. As I read his remarks, the great 
point of this bill is to fix to a certainty that these cruisers shall make 
20 knots an hour; and now another member of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, the Senator from Maine, now opens the door to escape 
from that which was to be the main feature of the bill, by providing 
that the speed may be less than 20 knots an hour and saying what shall 
be the forfeiture or upon what terms they may make less than 20 knots 
an hour, 

I should like to ask my friend from Maine or the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania how many war vessels to-day in the world are making 20 
knots an hour. 

Mr. CAMERON. I believe there is but one. 

Mr. HALE. When the Senator from Nebraska is through I will 
answer what he says. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will pause, then, in my remarks, and let the 
Senator from Maine take the floor. I prefer to have that question an- 
swered before I proceed. r 

Mr. HALE. Theobject of thisamendment is very plain to anybody 
who has heard it read. To obtain- a speed of 20 knots, sea miles, 
hour, would be a great feat in naval construction. It is believed that 
itcan bedone. The committee believes that it can be done. The 
committee believes that American ingenuity and skill, when encour- 
aged as they will be by the passage of this bill and the chance to build 
these vessels, will produce that almost wonder in naval architecture, 
a vessel that will make 20 knots an hour. But it has not“been done 
in many cases up to the present time. The Thompsons, ship contract- 
ors and builders, have built for the Spanish navy aship that makes 
under the severest tests 20 knots per hour. ` That is more than 22 land 
miles. The war ship that can do that can overtake nine-tenths and 
perhaps, ninety-one one-hundredths of all the commercial ships that 
sail upon the seas. But to obtain that requires the best appliances of 
skill, that no accident shall happen on the trial, and that there shall 
be favoring conditions. 

Without this amendment the contractor who honestly enters into the 
contract and strives to attain this maximum speed with the bonus that 
is offered for the speed above, might find himself a quarter of a knot 
below 20 knots, with the whole ship thrown upon his hands. The 
danger is that under these conditions and risks no contractor will dare 
to enter upon the enterprise. His peril is so great for losing a quarter 
of a knot an hour that he may not dare to build the ship, and § the 
whole enterprise is ‘‘turned awry,” and nothing can be done. 

On farther consultation with ship-builders and the Department offi- 
cers, it was deemed advisable to introduce the feature embodied in my 
amendment; and that is this: Twenty knots per hour is the desidera- 
tum. We hope and believe it can be obtained. If the contractor can 
go a knot beyond he shall have $50,000 for every quarter of a knot, and 
we can well afford to pay that. Twenty-one knots an hour will give 
us ships that the world can not equal, and hardly approach. If, on the 
other hand, he fails in a little and only produces a ship that will make 
19} knots, which is an amazingly fast ship, he shall forfeit $50,000 of 
his contract. If he fails in a half knot he shall forfeit $50,000 more. 
If he produces a 19-knot ship he forfeits $200,000. The ship will cost, 
we will say, $1,300,000. If he furnishes a 19-kunot ship, faster than 
four-fifths or nine-tenths of the war ships of the globe, he only gets 
$1,100,000; if he furnishes an 18-knot ship he only gets $900,000 for a 
ship that, if built asan 18-knot ship, he would get $1,000,000 for; and 
we could afford to take it. If he furnishes a 17-knot ship, then he only 
gets $700,000. 

The penalty is so tremendous, is so dissuasive of anything like care- 
lessness or lack of earnest endeavor that I believe—and that is my mo- 
tive in offering the amendment—that it is a safe, practical measure to 
embody upon this bill. It does not involve the abandonment of the 
20-knotspeed; but it does encourage contractors and stimulate them to 
enter upon this great work in a contract with the Government that shall 
not be their ruin if they fail in a quarter of a knot. 

That is why I offer the amendment, I offer it as a practical meas- 
ure, because I believe it will help the movement; and I do not think it 
will result, I am sure it will not, in our getting anything but fast ships. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There was so much noise in the Chamber that at 
this distance I did not catch the Senator’s remarks at first in reply to 
the question as to how many war ships in the world sailed at twenty 
knots an hour. I did not understand what he said as to that point. 

Mr. HALE. I think at present there is but one ship that upon tests 
aid trial and use afterwards has demonstrated clearly a speed of 20 
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knots an hour. That, as I have said, is a ship that was made by the 
Thompsons, the great builders, for the Spanish Government. But the 
Senator understands that year by year the rate of speed attainable by 
built and used ships ee ees growing. Fourteen knots was a high 
rate of speed a few years ago. Then 16 knots; then they crept up to 
18; and now the naval architects of the world are striving to reach 
this maximum of 20 knots per hour. I think it will be done. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. We were admonished yesterday that this com- 
mittee had been a long time wrestling with this question, and that 
the Congress and the people of the United States had been some twenty 
years in a wrestle with this question, and the maturity of their judg- 
ment and the wisdom of the committee was expressed in this bill—this 
bill which provided for a speed of 20 knots an hour. That was the 
ablespeech of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] who 
proposed the bill. He said: 


A cruiser which makes 15 knots an hour, when the fast passenger steamers 
that would be pressed into service in war make 18 to 19 knots on every voyage, 
is of somewhat doubtful utility. 


Again: 

One of the first authorities in the world on the subject thus gives as his opinion 
that a still than 20 knots is demanded. In view of this it would 
be unwise for us to to build ships of a lesser speed. 

And the next day comes an amendment from a distinguished Sena- 
tor, a member of that committee, substantially authorizing the build- 
ing of vesselsatalesserspeed. Thereis the attitude. TheSenator from 
Pennsylvania tells us that we must not commence to build vessels to 
have a lesser speed than 20 knots an hour, and the Senator from Maine 
ingeniously proposes his amendment because some ship-builder sug- 
gested it, and therefore it is that he proposes to hedge in this matter, 
or so that the committee may hedge, or the Navy Department or the 
contractors may hedge against the Government and against the people, 
and by his amendment he admits that we shall have to probably com- 
peace building vessels which will have a speed of less than 20 knots 
an hour. 

We have the record presented by the Senator from Pennsylvania in 
his of from the navies of the world, and his arraign- 
ment of the people of the United States and this Government that we 
have no Navy. We have heard that not only in this year but in pre- 
vious years in the way of denunciation. The record submitted by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania in this usual arraignment of the people of 
the United States because we have no Navy, presents the navies of the 
world, with the speed of their war vessels and their number, and we 
find that in this record there is recorded but one vessel in the navies 
of the world that makes 18} knots an hour. The vessel floating to-day 
anywhere in the waters of the world that makes 20 knots an hour has 
not found a place in the catalogue of the navies in it. The highest 
record is 18} knots an hour, and there seems to be but one, and that 
belongs to France. France is the only nation, and she has only one 
war vessel that seems, according to the statement of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, to make 18} knots an hour. 

Mr. President, it would seem perfectly idle to introduce a bill pro- 
viding that ten vessels shall be built with a speed of 20 knots an hour, 
when, with all the skill, all the ability, all the expenditure of money 
by millions, as appears by the Senator’s speech, by all the nations of the 
earth, among all their navies, grand and expensive as they are, they 
have only one vessel that makes 18} knots an hour. Now, we pro- 
pose to do an impossibility, to build ten steamers that will make 20 
knots an hour; and that beautiful picture was shown us yesterday, and 
it went upon the wires throughout thelength and breadth of this land, 
and I suppose was cabled to the nations of the earth, who thought they 
had navies—that ten vessels are to be built here which will make 20 
knots an hour. 

The committee evidently ascertained their mistake in this bill and 
in that declaration, and now this morning the committee come and say 
they really think after all it may be impossible to construct a vessel 
making 20 knots an hour. After they had promised the people of this 
country and proclaimed it to the nations of the earth that we can build 
vessels making 20 knots an hour, now they come in with a confession 
that after all that thing is of very doubtful result, and therefore this 
amendment is made, and you provide that they may make 18 or 17 or 
whatever number of knots it may be after we have been amused, as 
the Senator from Kansas said yesterday, with the declaration of our 
ability to build war ships making 20 knots an hour, and the same com- 
mittee actually come into the Senate and admit that after all that is 
probably an impossibility. 

I desire, as I said yesterday, to call attention to this bill and kindred 
bills. We had, as I said yesterday, twin bills a few days ago, 
and I think the Senator from Maine characterized his bill for some pro- 
tection of the great lakes as a companion to this bill—a companion be- 
cause I suppose it appropriates about the same amount of money, $15,- 


So, Mr. President, it does seem there should be a little hedging and 
that we should go slow ourselves. It is not necessary that we should 
make 20 knots an hour in the hasty consideration and passage of this 
bill. _We had better go a little slow ourselves when the committee 
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doubt the correctness of their own bill and of their own conditions. 
I did intend to ask this committee where was to be the remedy if these 
ships were found not to make 20 knots an hour; but the matter was 
evidently anticipated by the committee, because they provide this as 
the penalty. The rate of I think, was fixed for the Dolphin. 
How many knots an hour was the Dolphin to make? Will my friends 
on the committee tell me? 

Mr. HALE. Fourteen. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. She was to make 14 knots; and how many knots 
did she make when she was tested? Can my friend from South Caro- 
lina tell me? 

Mr. BUTLER. I donot remember. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Dolphin was made at one of the best yards 
in the United States by one of the best ship-builders in the United 
States. We have no better to-day, my friend from Maine will admit, 
She was to make 14 knots an hour, and when she came to the actual 
test in service she failed to make it, and the Navy Department was 
embroiled and the ship-builder was annoyed and the nation was agi- 
tated over the Dolphin, and we heard nothing but the Dolphin for a 

time. 

sis So we start with this bill. The committee have practically ad- 
mitted that no vessels here can be built to make 20 knots an hour. 
What next? We are told we must have them. What are these ves- 
sels for? To catch fast-going passenger vessels that make 18 knots an 
hour. And yet we are told thatif the result is less than 20 knots there 
shall be an easy escape for the contractor, and no certainty or guarantee 
that the nation will be provided with vessels of the speed of which we 
boast. Therefore we come to the conclusion to which I called atten- 
tion yesterday, practically this bill will give no vessel at 20 knots an 
hour or near it. John Roach’s ship-yard, it seems, could not get 14. 
The ingenuity of the world furnishes about that quota, not rising be- 
yond 18} knots. 

There is some other p I trust we shall stop here long enough 
and that the American people will stop long enough to see where there 
is amusement in this matter. It is not practical. It is conceded al- 
ready before the passage of the bill that there will be no 20 knots an 
hour. Therefore it is to an sap the Treasury, as I said before, and 
it is well to repeat it—to deplete the Treasury. Itis asudden thonght, 
or we certainly should not have spent nearly two years in this Con- 
gress; and now when we are only within about two weeks of the end 
of it, we propose twin bills and companion bills for the purpose of de- 
pleting the Treasury, and have actually succeeded in proposing to get 
out over $70,000,000. 

The surplus in the Treasury, as I have stated, is so exasperating, is 
sgo annoying to the people, that these gentlemen must commence—and 
I want to call the attention of this committee and the Senate and the 
poopie of this country to the fact that the principal objectin these twin 

ills, in my judgment, without, of course, any reflection upon this 
committee or any member of the Senate—that the object of these twin 
bills and of the companion bills is to deplete or seem to empty the 
Treasury so that there may be no excuse for withdrawing taxes which 
are weighing heavily upon the people; that then there will be an ar- 
gument that the revenues will not be suflicient; there will be an argu- 
ment that oppressive tariff duties must be retained, because they will 
say the Treasury is in the way of depletion. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have no sense of humiliation over 
having learned something over night. I acknowledge that the feature 
to which I have adverted of the danger if the rigid test of the bill was 

of preventing contractors from entering into these contracts is 
much stronger to-day than it was yesterday. Thinking it over, talking 
it over with an honest purpose of getting good, fast, swift ships built, 
I have offered this amendment as a practical means, I think it will 
commend itself to the good sense of the Senate. The Senate will not 
desire to enter upon this great enterprise under impracticable conditions. 

As I have said, this amendment does not prevent the 20-knot ship 
being produced. * I hope and believe it will be produced, and the pen- 
alty is so great for every lapse from that, for ever quarter of a 2 
below 20 that is not reached by the contractor, that he, earnestly 
striving day and night to save that penalty, will try to build his ship 
to run 20 knots. 

I wish the Senator from Nebraska could realize that it is possible 
fora bill to be reported here from a committee without asinister object, 
that there is some earnestness in the desire of the committee that 
fathers this bill to increase the national security and to contribute to 
the national defense, and that in considering that question, one of the 
questions which are now uppermost with the American public and 
which interest the citizen as well in the West as in the East, that this 
is not brought here as a trick to prevent the reduction of taxation, but 
that it has its root in a sincere purpose to do for the American people, 
for their protection and security, what should be dene and what they 
desire tohave done. There is no purpose to divert any wise or sound 
measure in any other direction in the way of reducing taxation; and I 
do not propose to take up any more time of the Senate, because the 
hour is so rapidly passing away. We do not want to get in the posi- 
tion we were at 2 o’clock yesterday of antagonizing another bill that 
the Senate wants to pass. Bol will toke ne mote tine 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. President, I am induced by the remarks 
of the Senator from Nebraska to ask the indulgence of the Senate 
while I state the reasons which govern me in supporting this and its 
companion measure. 

Premising that a false impression is made when it is assumed that 
$30,000,000 is immediately taken ‘out of the Treasury for the purpose 
of building these cruisers, and other vessels of war, I wish to say that 
it will take possibly five or six years. That number of years will be 
consumed in exhausting this appropriation. In other words it will 
practically amount to an appropriation of about five or six million dol- 
lars per annum, supposing both bills to pass—a trifling sum in my judg- 
ment, in view of what I believe is demanded alike by the honor and 
the interest of the Government of the United States. 

The same impression, false in character, prevails as to the measure 
passed the other day contemplating fortifications and the building of 
ordnance plant. I am, for one, free to say that I do not share much of 
the fancy for fortifications. I believe that our coast, our commerce, all 
that we may hold dear, can better be protected by an efficient navy than 
by any system of land fortifications, and I believe that the people of this 
country realize the necessity and the duty of the hour to be to com- 
mence the work of providing an efficient navy. 

What was the idea in the committee as to the pending bill for cruis- 
ers? What office will they perform? These are to be swift vessels to 
overtake an adversary’s commerce; and when you look to the condition 
of the marine vessels of the nations of the earth it is well to see what is 
their rate of speed. If youare building a cruiser to overtake them you 
are not to measure it by what is to be accomplished in the rate of speed 
by war vessels alone. 

Ifthe heavy-armored vessels of any foreign country are to be brought 
in attack against our shores, I venture the judgment that with a fleet 
of fast cruisers on our part, that shall act as the cavalry of the sea, 
these heavy-armored vessels never will reach the coast of the United 
States, or, reaching it, will not be in a condition to harm any of its 
citizens. They will be compelled to pause in mid-ocean by the attack 
of your cavalry and to defend and fight for their own life and strength. 
These great engines of war are armor-clad steam vessels, and when 
they come to assail your coasts, if you have an active cavalry with 
modern guns to attack them they will be delayed in their passage, and 
every hour’s delay is the exhaustion of their means of attack, and 
when they reach your coast they will be almost powerless, and if that 
cavalry is there to surround them it will make them inefficient in 
their attacks. 

I have some such idea as that, and it is with that view I have sup- 
ported this original bill. 

For one, Iam frank to say that I wish my friend from Maine would 
in his amendment put the measure down and make it impossible for 
the Government to accept any vessel of a less rate of speed than 19 
knots an hour. Our object, or at least mine, in supporting this bill 
was to secure that which is to give the dominion of the seas to the na- 
tion that has the speed. I voted for this original bill simply and solely 
with the idea of giving a bounty to the inventors, the contractors, the 
ship-builders of this country who will enable, in that great struggle 
for the dominion of the seas, the Government of the United States by 
an accomplished rate of speed to secure it.. It is with that view that 
I was in favor of the original bill, and I should be glad if my friend 
from Maine in his amendment would make it impossible for the Secre- 
tary of the Navy or the Government of the United States to accept any 
vessel of less than 19 knots, leaving all claims of contractors to be 
settled in the fature on their equity. Here is due notice to contract- 
ors: ‘Here is the we want: if you reach it we will pay for it.’’ 
Fix no graded standard for them afterward to appeal to our sympa- 
thies. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I think if the rule that the Senator 
from Tennessee proposes were to be laid down by Congress we should 
have no ships. We are dealing confessedly with a subject of the first 
importance and ought, therefore, to act with deliberation. 

We labor under the misfortune of nob being able to read in the text 
of the bill the amendments that have already been made, and have only 
heard from the desk the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Maine. 

The difficulty which troubles me in this matter is that yesterday we 
were told that this bill represented the deliberate and final thought of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs with regard to the course that the Gov- 
ernment ought to pursue in connection with this great subject, and to- 
day we are told by a member of that committee that the bill, as it came 
before us yesterday, is wholly impracticable. 

Now, as the Senator from Maine suggests, it is no discredit to a Sen- 
ator to admit that he has learned something over night, but the infer- 
ence is irresistible that, if a Senator who has had this matter in charge 
has learned something over night and to-day says that that is imprac- 
ticable which yesterday he urged upon the attention of the Senate, the 
summit of human wisdom on this subject may not yet have been reached, 
and that perhaps it might be advisable to take another night over it. 

Now the Senator from Tennessee that he desires to have a 
standard of set up by Congress that shall exclude any vessel 
which performs less than 19 knots an hour, so that the contractor may 
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trial, 

after the expenditure of a million or a m and a half of dollars, 
the vessel does not reach that maximum speed, she is to be rejected. 
The somewhat celebrated contention in the case of the Dolphin is fresh 
in our mind; and, if I remember, it was one of the allegations by the 
Navy Department against that vessel that she did not reach the rate of 
speed which the contract called forand which the lawrequired. What 
was the reply to that? The contractor said this vessel has been con- 
structed upon plans and specifications that were prepared by the Navy 
Department and approved by the naval board of constructors; there- 
fore, the only question is not whether the maximum rate of speed has 
been attained, but whether the Dolphin was constructed in accordance 
with the plans and specifications prepared by the Navy Department. 
Am Inot right? Yes. 

Here in this bill the committee propose to declare that no vessel shall 
be accepted unless it reaches a maximum speed of 20 knots an hour, 
and that these vessels are to be constructed, if we provide the money 
for them, in accordance with the provisions of the act of 1886. Under 
that act, if I have read it aright, the contractor has nothing whatever 
to do with the plans. He merely takes up the plans that are furnished 
to him by the Navy Department, and proceeds to construct the ship, 
and when she is launched and sent out upon her trial trip if she does 
not make the required maximum of 19 or 20 knots an hour you pro- 
pose to say that she shall not be accepted. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me right there—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. HALE. With his usual acumen the Senator has discovered what 
must necessarily follow if this amendment of mine should be adopted. 
I have already, in the bill which I have, upon lines 9 and 10, of section 
1, marked as the next amendment which accompanies this the striking 
out of these words: 

Before either of said cruisers shall be accepted by the Government. 

The Senator is right. If the amendment be adopted, that clause of 
course should be struck out as not being harmonious, and if it will not 
in any way interrupt the Senator I would like here to refer to what he 
was saying about these plans and specifications. 

There he has struck what is one of the practical difficulties in this 
movement toward building up or habilitating our Navy and construct- 
ing new ships. The contractor is all the time under disability in build- 
ing from plans that are sent to him, which are rigid inevery detailand 
nature, made in the Navy Department. That can only be cured by 
good, broad, wise, generous administration. I can only illustrate it 
by saying what I would do if I were at the head of the Navy Depart- 
ment. Before making plans and specifications, which are given to the 
contractor, I would call before me the great ship-builders and naval 
architects, if we have them in the country, outside of the Navy De- 
partment, and before establishing my plans and laying down my lines 
that should be followed, I would get the benefit of their ingenuity, of 
every device that they have in their minds as to proportions, as to lines, 
as to location of machinery, and before I put out the proposals that 
American ship-builders have got to act upon I would know whether 
these American ship-builders believe that under certain plans, which 
they have helped to suggest, and which my judgment would approve, 
these ships could be built; because so long as the plans are made with- 
out reference to the practical suggestions of the builders who are to 
execute the contracts, just so long the trouble will arise that arose 
in the case of the Dolphin and other naval structures. That, as Ihave 
said—and I ask pardon of the Senator from Kansas for using so much 
of his time—is the remedy. It is in wise administration. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the interesting statement of the 
Senator from Maine has been no intrusion on my time, because I am 
sure all desire the same end, and that is the construction and main- 
tenance of an adequate navy at the least possible expense to the Gov- 
ernment; but what he has said is an apt illustration of my proposition, 
that we had better make haste slowly in this matter. Festina lente 
should be the rule of our conduct, because he admits, after what I have 
said, and it was undoubtedly in his mind before, that there is still 
another amendment that must inevitably be made to this bill before 
it can be enacted, that is, that we shall strike from it that fundamental 
provision on which the Senator from Tennessee insisted, and that is 
that unless these vessels when constructed reach the standard of speed 
prescribed by the bill they shall not be accepted by the Government. 
‘That represents as radical a distinction in the opinions of this commit- 
tee upon a question of vital moment as could possibly be conceived. 

Now, Mr. President, the suggestion made by the Senator from Maine 
as to what he would do in this matter appears to be also open to criti- 
cism, from the fact that he suggests as an alternative a method which 
never has been adopted before, and which can not possibly be applied 
with force and effectiveness in this matter. 

I had the good fortune not long since to converse with an officer high 
in the naval service, and to talk with him about this very subject, and 
he said that it was impossible to solve upon paper the problem of speed 

and of perform ance in naval construction. Given the elements of the 
problem to con truct a vessel of so many thousand tons burden that 
shall make so many knots an hour under so many revolutions of the 
propeller, with an engine of so many horse-power, and he said to me 


have due notice in advance and be defi pect advised that if upon 


that no engineer and no builder could make plans that would reach the 
result which was required to be attained with any certainty within a 
margin of from 10 to 20 per cent.; and he stated, what was more sin- 
gular still to me, that two vessels might be constructed from the same 
plan, by the same constructor, and under essentially the same condi- 
tions, and that they never would be equal to each other either in speed 
or in performance. 

Mr. HALE. Very likely. 

Mr. INGALLS. That there was an undefinable margin of friction, 
the unknown quantity as we might say in an algebraic problem, which 
can not be computed, and which therefore must be rejected in the so- 
lution of this problem where specific results are required to be attained. 

If this is the case, if we are attempting to solve that problem and 
declare that we will not accept a ship constructed in accordance with 
the plans and specifications of the Navy Department unless it reaches 
the specific speed that has been upon, then of course we are go- 
ing to haveno ships at all, because no contractor will undertake to spend 
millions in armor and in labor and in material if a problem confessedly 
so abstruse and uncertain as this is is to be laid before him, and he is 
the person who is required scientifically to solve it, and therefore the 
Senator from Maine does well in proposing to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out this provision in section 1. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Not now; butin a moment I shall yield. There 
were some other matters to which I desired to call the attention of the 
Senate in connection with this bill, but as I have said now all I desired 
to submit upor this particular point, I will yield to the Senator from 
Sonth Caro 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall not detain the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fryein the chair). The hour of ` 
2 o’clock has arrived, und it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate 
the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CAMERON, I move that that be laid aside. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am afraid I can not get it. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order has been laid bo- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON, I move that it be laid aside until to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. We have only some fourteen or fifteen working days of 
the session left, and we must dispose of the regular order at some time, 
Task the Senate to continue its consideration to-day until it is con- 
cluded. I hope the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania will not 

revail. 
å Mr. CAMERON. I make my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the consideration of the unfinished business be postponed 
until 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I think if the Senator will modify that and move to 
postpone it for an hour that without any doubt the naval bill will be 
ont of the way. I think there will be no farther discussion of conse- 
quence. 

Mr. VEST. Itis simply impossible to dispose of the naval bill in an 
hour. I know myself a number of Senators who propose to speak upon 
it, and it is out of the question to talk about expending $15,000,000 
presently and twenty-odd million dollars probably in a bill like that 
at this stage of the session, as you can dispose of an ordinary bill for a 
bridge across a river. 

Mr. HALE. What is the belief of the Senator from Missouri about 
the Senate disposing of his bill this afternoon ? 

Mr. VEST. I know no reason in the world why it can not be dis- 

of. If we consider that bill for an hour each day and then put 
it off, it will take along time. I do not want to speak on it. I sim- 
ply wanta vote. I shall be compelled to leave the city in a day or two 
on absolutely imperative business. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very anxious, as is the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia, to dispose of the naval bill, but I see the difficulty the Senator 
from Missouri is laboring under. He has been very indulgent in other 
matters. I think under the circumstances I would allow the naval bill 
to go over until to-morrow morning after the routine business, and then 
let us take it up and insist on its holding its way until it is finished. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will adopt 
that suggestion. 

Mr. CAMERON. As the Committee on Naval Affairs do not seem 
disposed to have their bill acted on, I shall adopt the suggestion. 

Mr. BUTLER. As the Senator well knows, I am very earnestly in 
favor of the bill and of its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HALE. It isa pretty good discussion. It will do good. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think, in common fairness to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, who has had the Eads bill on his hands for the last ten days or 
two weeks, we ought to allow him to finish it to-day if possible, so that 
I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will adopt the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maine. 
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Mr. CAMERON, I will adopt the suggestion of the members of the 
Naval Committee, and let the bill go over until to-morrow. I with- 
draw my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Pennsylvania says he will adopt 
the suggestion made by the Senator from South Carolina, or the Sen- 
ator from Maine. I simply desire to say that that must not be con- 
strued to imply unanimous consent to the taking up of the bill of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania after the routine of business to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No unanimous consent for anything hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. It depends on the will of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. If a majority of the Senate propose to take it up, 
they can do so to-morrow morning, but it can only be done in that way. 

Mr. BECK. I gave notice that I would call up a bill of consider- 
able importance, though a private bill, at 2 o’clock to-day, the bill (S. 
31) for the relief of Warren Mitchell; but the condition of things is 
such that there is no chance for that to-day. I give notice again, how- 
ever, that I will endeavor to get it up on Thursday at 2 o'clock. I 
Hope these important measures will be out of the way by that time. 

r. BUTLER. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me to make 
a suggestion to him, I would suggest that we agree if possible to take 
a vote on this Eads railway bill at 5 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No agreement about it or anything else during 
the rest of the session. ; 

Mr. EVARTS. Iask thatan order be now considered from the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object to anything that requires unanimous con- 
sent, _ 

Mr. EVARTS. Itis merely for printing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (to Mr. EVARTS). You can offer it as a resolution 
and have it come up to-morrow. 

Mr. EVARTS. want it passed to-day. It has relation only to 
printing the testimony that we are taking from day to day. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand; but the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] has served notice on the Senate that nothing goes through 
by unanimous consent, and I am simply acting on what he has said. 
I object to the consideration of this matter. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. To introduce a bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theregular orderis before the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the resolution of the 
Senate to request the President of the United States to return to the 
House the bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of James W. Goodrich. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 367) to amend section 536 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the division ot 
the State of Illinois into judicial districts, and to provide for holding 
terms of court of the northern district at the city of Peoria, 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10394) making appropri- 
ations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, 
for the year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, asked a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. PEEL, Mr. SKINNER, and Mr. PER- 
KINS managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 10394) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1888, and for other purposes, and asking a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 

Resol: That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and a to the conference asked by the 
House on the d ig votes of the two ences thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. DAWES, Mr. PLUMB, 
and Mr. CALL the managers on the part of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House of Representatives were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia : 


This is morning business. 


A bill (H. R. 9064) prescribing the times for sales and for notice of 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes ; 

A bill (H. R. 9469) relating to arrears of taxes in the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10513) to provide for the maintenance of order in the 
ar of Columbia during the national guard competition and pa- 
rades ; 

A bill (H. R. 10514) regulating the compensation of physicians to 
the poor in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10562) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase 
the police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
approved January 31, 1883; 

A bill (H, R. 10758) to secure for the District of Columbia a com- 
pilation of the laws in force therein on the 4th day of March, 1887, to 
provide for the appointment of a reporter for the supreme court of said 

istrict, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10824) to incorporate the reform school for girls of the 
District of Columbia; ; 

A bill (H. R. 10897) to regulate the subdivision of land within the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 10899) to regulate the construction of street railroads 
and of the pavements between and adjacent thereto, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill (H. R. 10900) to regulate the construction and operation of 
elevators within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10991) to quiet title to certain lands in the city of 
Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 11063) extending the charter of ‘the president and 
directors of the Firemen’s Insurance Company of Washington and 
Georgetown,” in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 11074) directing the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to establish streets and avenues in the county of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

The bill (H. R. 10799) for the relief of St. Dominick’s church, in the 
District of Columbia, was read twice by its title. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). This bill 
will lie on the table by request. 


MAIL MESSENGERS, 


Mr. CONGER. A conference committee was appointed on the bill 
(H. R. 8346) authorizing the employment of mail messengers in the 
postal service, of which the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] 
was a member, but his sickness prevents his attendance. The House 
conferees are anxious to meet, and I move that the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SAWYER] be placed on that conference committee in the 
place of the Senator from Rhode Island, who is unwell. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] take the place of the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] on the committee of confer- 
ence named by him in view of the inability of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to attend. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
order is made. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 10666) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported allowed by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EVARTS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ARMY HOSPITAL STEWARDS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1119) providing for the ap- 
pointment of hospital stewardsin the Army, as amended by the House 
of Representatives, to report it with the recommendation that the Sen- 
ate concur in the House amendments. I move that the Senate concur 
in the House amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator to let that stand over. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. And let the amendments be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship- 
Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill now 
under consideration, and I hope the friends of the bill will not object 
to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). 
ment is not in order now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the pending amendment be reported. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I presume it is in order to offer an amendment 


The amend- 


A bill (H. R. 8586) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes, re- | and have it printed, to come up in its order. 


lating to the District of Columbia ; 


Mr. INGALIS. By unanimous consent. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It may be done without objection. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MORGAN], which will be read on the request of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMunDs]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire tomodify the language of that amendment. 
I will say that I accept as asubstitute for my amendment one prepared 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], which I will offer as mine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Alabama modifies 
his amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to section 1 the following 
proviso: 

Provided, however, That nothin; 
waiver of any rights which the 
heretofore made with Mexico, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on this amendment. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If in order now, I offer my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska will be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe I had the floor yesterday, but I do not 
object to the amendment being received. 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. VAN Wyck as follows: 

That no certificate for stock shall be issued until the same shall be fully paid 
for in money at the par value of said stock and the mon deposited in the treas- 
ury of said company, and said company is hereby pron ited from returning or 
repaying any part of the money £o paid. No bond shall be issued until the full 
amount of stock authorized has been subscribed and 50 per cent, of that full 
amount paid in money into the treasury of said company. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if I may have the attention of my 
friend from Nebraska for a moment, I ask him to look at the amend- 
ment pending from the Senator from Missouri to take the place of the 
whole bill, being all that the promoters of this scheme think it fit to 
ask for now, and he will see that this corporation being created by this 
amendment, which is the only thing that is asked for, does not have 
any stock. It is nota corporation having any capital stock at all, and 
therefore an amendment which provides that the capital stock must be 
paid in, or any part of it, would be inofficions, as the lawyers say about 
wills; that is to say, it would have no application at all. 

This is the most singular corporation, I suppose—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Is there no provision for stock or bonds either? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There isa provision for bonds in a certain way 
that I shall come to presently.“ I wish the Senator from Nebraska 
would get a copy of this proposed bill, proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri, and just look at it and see whether it is not perfectly unique 
in the whole history of Congressional or State legislation, unless it may 
be a corporation to establish a burial ground or something of that sort 
in some State: 

That for the pu 
accessories herein 

Referred to in the preamble under the Mexican concession— 


and for the full enjoyment of all the rights, privileges, and concessions con- 
tained in the hereinbefore recited grant, and such others as may be hereafter 
secured from the Government of Mexico— 


Whatever they may be, Eads and his associates— 


and their successors, are hereby created a body corporate and politic in deed 
and in law under and by the name, style, and title of * The Atlantic and Pacifice 
pag ERAN Company,” and by that name shall have perpetual s on, and 
shall be able to sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, defend and be de- 
fended, in all courts of law and equity within the United States of America— 


No matter where the jurisdiction may lie— 


and shall generally have and possess all the rights, privileges, and powers 
usually possessed by similar companies, and may do all lawful things neces- 
sary to carry into effect the purposes of this act, and secure the full enjoyment 
of the powers, privileges, rights, and concessions contained in the grant in 
hereb: = 

old, 


in this act contained shall be considered as a 
nited States may now have under any treaty 


of constructing and operating said ship-railway and its 
fore recited— 


before recited, and any supplementary grant; and said company 
thorized and empowered to make and have a common seal, to acquire, 
transfer, or otherwise dispose of property, real and personal— 


Without any limit as to the amount— 


to issue repun stock and bonds in such amount, which shall not, however, 
exceed in the aggregate $100,000,000, and to elect such officers, gt ry lesen 
agents and abe bay establish such offices in such place or places, and impose 
and collect such tolls, rates, and charges as to it, said company, may seem nec- 
essary and proper; and said company is hereby authorized and empowered to 
make such by-laws, rules, and regulations as it may deem necessary and 
proper— 

Not as shall be necessary, but as the corporation may deem in their 
judgment necessary— 
relating to the management of the affairs of the company; the issue and sale 
of its stock and bonds; the acqnisition and disposal of its property, estate, and 
effects; the im tion and collection of its tolls, rates, and charges; the dec- 
laration of dividends on its capital stock; the number and character of its of- 
ficers, their duties and terms of office; the safety and control of vessels in transit 
or in the docks, harbors, or works of the company; and relating to all other 
matters not inconsistent with this act, and connected with the business of said 
ome or involved in carrying out the purposes for which said company is 
created. 


There is the corporation. I stated to my friend from Nebraska that 
it had not any capital stock, although the phrase ‘‘capital stock” is 
used in it; but the amount of capital stock that is to exist, how it is to 
be issued, the quantum of its shares, and every other thing connected 
with it are left entirely to the discretion of Eads and his associates. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Left in a most dangerous form, I would say to 
the Senator from Vermont—left entirely to the by-laws to be framed by 
the directors of this corporation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, that is precisely what it is. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The more necessity for some restraint about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know; but the restraint my friend has provided 
isa restraint which will be utterly ineffectual; and the point I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate to is in respect of this corporation 
created by this act that I do not believe in the statute-books of any 
civilized country on this globe can be found to exist a business corpore 
ation with that kind of performance in respect of its creation and of 
its powers. As they would say in Ireland, it would be a kiting cor- 
poration, where the kite raises the wind instead of the wind raising 
the kite, as an Irish lawyer once said to an English judge who went 
over there. 

I re Mr. President, and I ask Senators to think of it in respect 
of voting for this measure, however much they may be desirous of mak- 
ing an incorporation which shall be authorized to do that thing, there 
is no precedent for it that I know of, safe or unsafe, in the legislation 
of any State, and certainly none in the legislation of Congress, because 
we never passed an act of incorporation except for local purposes, with 
definite provisions, in the District of Columbia and in the Territories, 
excepting the Bank of the United States and the Union Pacific and its 
associated railroads. Here you havea corporation which is created and 
left to itself to do whatever it may or will do for the objects that it 
deems to be suitable to attain the ends that it may have in view. That 
is the nature of this corporation; and if it were proposed to be incor- 
porated in the District of Columbia for any business whatever, I do 
not believe in its present form, or anything like its present form, it 
coal get on the yeas and nays the vote of asingle Senator in this 


y. 

There is not even left in the bill the power of Congress to alter, 
amend, or repeal it. It is a perpetual grant, without the power of re- 
po on the part of Congress or any other dominion that all legislative 

ies now that re t the people assert over every corporation 
which it creates. That is what it is. 

But where do we get the power to create a corporation of this kind 
even with a definite and stated capital stock, definite and stated pow- 
ers, and a definite and stated reservation of the right torepeal? Under 
what clause of the Constitution of the United States does the Senator 
from Missouri undertake to defend or maintain the power of Congress 
to enact this bill in the form that he has it, amended in the way that 
I have suggested that it might be amended to come somewhere within 
the range of State acts of incorporation? 

The question of the power of Congress to establish corporations was 
elaborately and exhaustively discussed and decided in the case of the 
Bank of the United States, which was chartered by Congress to carry 
on or to assist in carrying on the fiscal operations of the Government. 
The only ground that the Supreme Court of the United States could 
find, and the only ground that they state or that anybody hinted atin 
the course of the discussions, was that it was to aid the Government 
of the United States as an incidental power to execute some one or 
more of the powers that the Constitution had reposed in the Congress 
of the United States in carrying on the operations of the Government, 

Does this bill provide for assisting the Government of the United 
States, or does it have any reference to any act or thing that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may gain or do in carrying on its opera- 
tions? Far from it. The concession, as it is called, and which I will 
assume for the purposes of what I have to say, isa constitutional conces- 
sion by the Government of Mexico, although I do not know it. The 
concession provides in explicit terms that any and every incorporation 
that Eads and his associates may get there or elsewhere, as the phrase 
is in the concession, shall be purely and exclusively a Mexican corpora- 
tion; that it shall be under the dominion of the Mexican Government; 
that it shall be a part of the municipal exertion of Mexican power, and 
nothing else. Now, let us see if I am right about that: 


ART. 32, The company shall be Mexican, even though some or all of its share- 
holders te foreigners, and shall be subject exclusively to the jurisdictions of the 
tribunals of the republic in all matters of which the cause and action may take 
place within its territory. The company itself, as well as all foreigners and the 
successors taking part in the enterprise, whether as shareholders, employés, or 
in any character whatsoever, shall be considered as Mexicans in all things relat- 
ing to the company, norcan they even allege, with regard to title to property and 
other matters connected with company, rights as foreigners, under any pre- 
text whatsoever. They shall have those rights and the means of making them 
valid which the laws of the republic confer on Mexicans, and consequently not 
subject to interference on the part of foreign See agents, 

ART. 33. The executive will be represented in the board of directors of the 
company by two-thirds of the whole number of the directors of the company, 
those whom it shall appoint in compliance with this provision having the same 
emona and prerogatives as those of the company which the enterprise 
will pay. 

Then follows another article on the subject of what the company 
may do. 

I have now shown you that this company, wherever organized, 
wherever incorporated, is to be purely a Mexican company, for Mexi- 
can purposes just as much as if it were incorporated in the Republie of 
Mexico or in some one of its States, and just as much as if every one of 
its shareholders and bondholders was a citizen of that republic or of the 
Mexican State in which it might be incorporated. That is the nature 
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of the corporation which the Congress of the United States is asked to 
create. Where do we get the power to do it? 

As I said a little while ago, the utmost that conld be maintained in 

ct of the power of Congress to create corporations out of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories was the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in McCulloch vs. land, where they held 
that the incorporation of a bank of the United States could be upheld 
upon the ground that it was created, by the terms of its charter, to be 
the fiscal agent of the Government of the United States, and therefore 
in the exercise of the incidental power of raising and supporting armies, 
of borrowing money, the transmission of exchanges to foreign agents, 
and all that sort of thing, it was within the incidental power of Con- 

to create a corporation to assist it, to be a means through which 
and by which the Congress and the law should carry on the operations 
of the Government of the United States, 

This incorporation does not propose that the United States of America 
shall have anything to do with it except to give it a send-off, except to 
do exactly the same thing as if Congress to-day were asked by an ad- 
ditional section in this bill to create a bank in the city of Chihuahua, 
= in the city of Tehuantepec, in the Republic of Mexico, to create a 

corporation there, to create any corporation of any 
kind which under the laws of Mexico was to exist there, and to be 
there, and to be a Mexican corporation wherever created. Where does 
the Congress of the United States get that power? Ishould be glad to 
hear my friend from Missouri, whose knowledge of constitutional law 
and of all other law I know is complete, answer me that question. 
But, of course, it can not be done. 

Now, what sort ofa corporation is this which is to be created? What 
are its powers? Whatisit todo? Oneof the things that the United 
States are asked to do in creating this being is to provide that the be- 
ing of its creation shall, as I have said, be a Mexican citizen and sub- 
ject to all intents and purposes whatever, and, secondly, that it shall 
never have any relations with the Government of the United States. 

Article 15 of the concession refers to carriage for the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, which I shall not take the time of the Senate to read because 
I want to geton. Then: 


Art. 16. Passage over the railway shall be open for all the vessels of all the 
nations not at war with Mexico, and the maser 7 of the republic binds itself 
not to close to ocean commerce, during the time of the concession, either of the 
two terminal ports of the interoceanic ship-railway, one in the Gulf, the other 
in the Pacific, except in case of war. 


Then it makes a subdivision of heads: 


The passage of oe Diyas be su! a to broas the following conditions : 
1, The passage shall be open at all times tothe merchant marine of the world, 
and for t tix ips of war and the property and appurtenances of the Mexican 


e 

2. The company will not be allowed to transport war vessels, war materials, 
or troops of any foreign nation without the previous constitutional ya eats 
ofthe Mexican Government, | 


ART. 15. The co: y which, for the obsess astinaed in this IRAR ma; 
organized by Ka z 


Which is this company mentioned in the scheme of my friend from 
ai à 

ART. I The company which, for the Shien mentioned in this contract, may 
be organized shall exercise all the rights, powers, and privileges in 
relation to the gees of bonds or other guarantees, and in every way, that may 
be granted by any concession which it may obtain in Mexico or elsewhere, pro- 
vided kd that itt be pie in conflict with the provisions of this contract or with the 
laws of the Mexican United States. 

Arr. 19, The concessions contained in the present contract, and the railway, 
telegraphs, stations, ports, lands, and, in short,all works constructed b Mapes 
of the present contract, can in no wise be sold,m mortgaged, or alien 
foreign fre present or governments, under oe of the immediate naia 


tion of the présent c concession. à 3 


ART. a. Eads IRA EY is authorized to build, on the land conceded as 
ep ht of way, a anny, broad or awe gauge, to be operated for the service 
rail for the carriage of passengers rs and freight. Its tariff for 
urposes shail, ‘be t that of other railways of its class in the TA rena and 
for it the government shall pay nò subvention whatever. In case that [auxilary this 
auxiliary railway be co: cted, ma the Supani yayi ods buil pe aux. 
railway shall be in every way subject to those regula for the 
Binylpte: rention. being built in Tehuantepec, except pinparesbec ng = SEA EAT 
of a su tion. 


* 

ART. 35. The concessions nads by this nira shall beroki termes oii 

Sonone causes: 
For not commencing or terminating the construction of the railway and 

tie works according to the times fixed by article 20. 

2. For alienating, transferring, or mortgaging this concession, or the rights 
derived from it, or the works pie. At to some foreign state or government, or 
for admitting itasa partner, any stipulation to this effect being also null. 


And soon. So, Mr. President, taking this concession to be genuine 
and constitutional according to the laws of the Republic of Mexico and 
its respective States, you have got in every aspect a purely Mexican 
corporation for Mexican purposes, with no international right of any 
sort of control or interest, or incidental solicitude even, of the Govern- 
ment that is now asked to create this corporation. 

You have got it, first, in the express and literal and careful terms of 
the article that I read in regard to what the corporation should be, 
and what all its stockholders should be, if it should have any stock, 
which is not provided in this bill, except just as much as the directors 
choose to have; they may have a dollar or a million dollars, or any 
other number that they may like, and soon. You have got, second, 


the careful provisions of the Mexican Government, if it did it, that in 
no respect whatever should any a government have or exercise 
any control or interest in respect of the title, the property, the lien, 
the loan, or the operations of this company. 

Therefore it stands on all-fours, as I said before, with a case where 
we should be coolly asked by somebody to charter a bank to carry on 
operations in the city of Mexico, or in the city of Tehuantepec, or in 
the city of Chihuahua, or anywhere else in that republic, or to charter 
a manufacturing corporation to saw out lumber in the city of Ottawa, 
in the Province of Ontario, in the Dominion of Canada. Thatis what it 
is on its face. It is what itis impossible, as I think, to deny in the 
clear, definite, and explicit statement in the amendment of my friend 
from Missouri, which is the bill we are to consider, taken in connection 
with the concession to which it refers and for which this corporation 
is created, as is stated in the preamble. Now, can we do that? If we 
can I should be glad to know how. 

I am not indifferent, Mr. President, far from it, te the desirability to 
the people of the United States and to the good neighborhood of the 
world of having some means of transit across the Isthmus of Tehuan- 
tepec; but the interest I have in that is not so great, as nobody’s ought 
to be, as to compel me to fly in the face of the Constitution of my country 
and to undertake todo a thing which on the face of it isso entirely out- 
side of the power of Congress, and still more to undertake todo a thing 
in creating a corporation of this kind in the way, even if we had the 
power, that this is proposed to be done, which I repeat I believe bas 
no precedent in the history of the legislation of any State in this country 
or any civilized State in any otker in respect of its want of securities, 
in its want of regulation, in its want of limitation, in its want of the 
power to alter, amend, or repeal. 

What, then, are we to do about the Isthmus of Tehuantepec? It is 
not within our territory. Mexico has made no treaty with us or any 
other country, so far as I know, upon this subject save one, that of 
1853, which related to a passenger railway, possibly a canal—I have 
forgotten which—bnut the canal part of it has been demonstrated really 
to be impracticable by the report of Commander Shufeldt on that sake 
ject made about fifteen years ago. He shows, although he was eager 
to find a way for a canal there and enthusiastic upon the subject, that 
the thing is really impracticable. You can not get the water at the 
summit level of 754 feet above the sea without, if if were possible to 
get it at all, an expense so enormously disproportionate to the end to 
be reached, ‘and so inadequate to the supply of a canal that would carry 
the ships of the world across it, as to make it really entirely oùt of the 
question. 

At the distance of 27 miles, if I remember the distance rightly, from 
the summit level at Tarifa, the only way of getting water would be 
from the head waters from one of the branches of the Coatzacoalcos 
River, and according to his statement (and I haveit here) at the point 
where at this distance of twenty-five or thirty miles the dam was to 
be made and the feeder started there would be only 4 feet of elevation 
above the summit of the canal, which, of course, must feed the sum- 
mit level. If you can once feed the summit level of a canal you can 
feed the lower parts, because the canal itself feeds the lower locks, as 
we all understand. That river is in a country that for half the year 
has no rain and for the other half has a torrent, it is true enough; and 
that country which for half the year has no rain is expected in the 
six months of the dry season to furnish in a feeding canal 27 miles 
long, with only 4 feet of head, from the little tributaries of this river, 
enough water to supply a canal that is to carry the really serious and 
important commerce of the world. So that practically the canal mat- 
ter is entirely out of the question. 

Now, it is proposed to build a ship-railway there. I wish the Mex- 
icans could do it. I wish the Americans could do it under some treaty 
with Mexico which should authorize us to do the same thing in re- 
spect of it that the State of Nicaragua is willing and anxious that the 
United States shall do in respect of a canal to be built there. But 
Mexico has made no such proposition. So far as we know, she is not 
willing to make any such proposition. She proposes to be the supreme, 
controlling, and exclusive power within her own territory of what goes 
on within it in every work of internal improvement. So you are to 
have a ship-railway under this kind of a charter. 

What kind of a ship-railway are you to have? The summit level, 
as I said, is 754 feet above the seas. For the first 30 or 40 miles on the 
Gulf ôf Mexico side it is a low, flat country, just as feverish and just 
as malarious as my eloquent friend from Massachusetts depicted the 
shores of Nicaragua and Panama to be the other day. If I had his gift 
of speech and dialect I should be not happy, but it would be my duty, 
to describe the horrors of the fever season on the northern shore of Te- 
huantepec, at the mouth of the Coatzacoalcos and of the 30 or 40 miles 
of low flats that lie between the sea and the elevated table-lands on the 
north side. But Ihave not. I pass it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if he has any 
kon ati which supports the suggestion that that is an unhealthy 


Sy TE EDMUNDS. I have the same information precisely, I think, 
that the Senator from Massachusetts has—— 
Mr. HOAR. My information is very strong—— 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Please let me answer the question. I have the 
same information, I suppose, precisely that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has in regard to the general condition of the whole coast of 
the Gulf of Mexico beginning where the Isthmus of Tehuantepec be- 
gins, which is said to be the first northern or western part of the isth- 
mus, going the whole distance east along the Gulf side of the coast, 
and that is its physical and geographical condition of a low, flat, trop- 
ical or subtropical country that is filled up with swamps, with the most 
fertile of lands where you can get out of the swamps, and all of the 
attendants that belong to the deposits of rivers that come down intoa 
lowland in a tropical country. That is the extent of my information. 
Now, I will listen to my friend. 

Mr. HOAR. My information is directly to the contrary, that the 
character of the country at Tehuantepec partakes of the character of 
the country northerly along the Gulf, and that it is as healthy as Gal- 
veston or as the settled parts of Texas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My information is that there is no difference what- 
ever between the healthfulness of the coast which lies between the 
sandy and not the swampy lands of the alluvial regions of the Gulf of 
Mexico for the whole distance eastward from where those alluvial re- 
gions begin and a little to the west of the Isthmus of Tehauntepec all 
the way around until you strike the mountain shores to the eastward 
of where the Panama Railway and French canal, that is not to be, now 
exist. 

But then, to come to the other part of it, for that is merely incidental 
here, you are to have a ship-railway which is to carry aship, according 
to this concession, of 3,000 tons, including its cargo. That is thehigh- 
est thatis provided for in the concession. That is to say, you are to be 
able to carry over a railroad 3,000 tons of freight in the form of a ship 
and the things that it contains. That being done, Eads has accom- 
plished the object that entitles him to the concession of lands, &c., that 
the Government of Mexico say shall be given to him in that case. 

How much of a vessel is that, Mr. President? (Mr. FRYE in the 
chair). You live near the coast of the Atlantic and know something 
about ships. How much ofa ship and how much of acargo would you 
have if you hoisted out, as I have no doubt Eads could do and as every- 
body can do, into a dry-dock at Boston, the modern Athens—if you 
hoisted out a ship in Boston into a dry-dock that could be adjusted on 
scales, as it could beyond all question, There aresome people I think 
in Vermont who could make the scales, and would be glad to do it if 
paid for it. You weigh it and you have got weighed up exactly the 
ship and all that is in it, 3,000 tons. How much cargo have you got 
there? Not more than 1,500 tons, probably less, If it were a sailing 
vessel it would be probably a little more. If it were a steamer with 
its engines and its boilers filled and with its coal and all the other 
things that belong to a steamship, it would be much less than 1,500 
tons of cargo. But suppose you have got that. 

The divide at Tarifa of 754 feet—if I am correct in my recollection 
of the figures—above the sea is not midway in the 140 or 150 miles 
across that isthmus, but it is more than two-thirds of the way over to 
the Pacific shore. You have therefore got a comparatively easy grade, 
a comparatively slight incline going from the Gulf of Mexico to the 
southward or southwestward, or whatever the direction may be, until 
you get to the crest of the Cordilleras. Then you pitch down sud- 
denly to the sea on the other side and to the narrow strip of alluvial 
and bottom lands that lie along that ocean. 

Think, Mr. President, of one single mass of even 3,000 tons in weight, 
300 feet long, I will assume, or 350 feet—whatever may be the length 
of a ship that would, with all its cargo, if hoisted out weigh just 3,000 
tons—two or three hundred feet in length—rigid, sitting in a bowl of 
water, if you please, but that bowl of water must be on something that 
is rigid under it, on a railway track and descending a grade of even 20 
feet to the mile. How are you going to manage that? Would it not 
be a little dangerous? Whatinsurance company could you get to take 
a risk, unless it were a risk of 75 or 100 per cent. on the entire value 
of the whole thing, either to carry that thing down or to carry it up a 
grade of that kind? 

What are you to do with the change of direction on a rigid and un- 
bendable ship 250 or 300 or 400 feet long? Captain Eads very wisely 

roposes as the only possible way for that, not to change your direction 
y a curve, as railway trains do, with only 60 feet or so of a car, and 
with adjustable trucks under it that have a certain movement of dif- 
ference of direction when they are pressed from the body of the car 
above them; and within certain very narrow limits that must be, or 
otherwise you would go to destruction immediately, He agrees, if I 
correctly understand it, that the only way to change that direction is 
to go in straight lines toa point where you must change your direction 
and then roll your concern on a turn-table, as it might be called, a 
side-table, a switch-table, and then make a right-angled movement 
far enough to accomplish your change of direction, and then begin 
in. There is reason in that; Ido not dispute it. It is the only 
possible way, obviously and of course. 

Now, think of the amount of machinery, the amount of danger, the 
amount of critical adjustment every moment to take such avast weight 
as that in one immovable body, even in straight lines, up and down 
grades, or even along a level on a track, and then to move it to the 


right or left as occasion may require (and it would require it very 
often, I suspect, to get through the pass of the Cordilleras there), and 
see how you would come out. 

Suppose another thing. Suppose it should happen, as it sometimes 
has happened in the history of human experience, that your train should 
get off the track, or that your track should break down, or some part of 
it should break down. In the case of a railway train on land, with 
the cars and locomotives that are now in use, you have small sections. 
You are able to build a side-track around it if you have a bad smash, 
to put up a temporary bridge on one side or the other with a curve and 
go around the disaster, if you can not rectify it immediately. You can 
not do that with a railway that carries a ship of 3,000 tons or of 1,000 
tons in a lump across a continent or across a State or across a level 
plain of 10 miles. You can not build your curve around it to have 
your next ship that is behind go around and pass the obstruction until 
your 3,000-ton ship is jacked up and got on to the track again and starts 
forward on its career. It is totally impossible, as everybody knows. 

I do not pretend to be an engineer, but I claim, as all Americans do, 
to have some share of common-sense and to know something of the or- 
dinary events of the physics of this world that we see in our daily life 
everywhere. In my opinion it is totally out of the question, as a prac- 
tical, continuous, and mercantile contrivance, to carry solid bodies of 
any kind of the weight and construction that ships are over any kind 
of a railway for any considerable distance. You would fail much more 
often than you would succeed, and failing you necessarily blockade the 
whole line until you can repair that disaster on the spot; and you can 
not build a side-track around it to get by with the rest of your ships. 
But that is apart from what I had any disposition to say. 

What I wished to say was that while I am desirous to help in every 
way that I can constitutionally our sister Republic of Mexico—that has 
not asked us except in the matter of 1853, which is quite apart from 
what I wish to say, and so I leave it out—to help our sister Republic 
of Mexico to get every possible good means of transportation across that 
isthmus, and to help her in every other way that we can, although she 
has not asked it, I should not be willing to volunteer it, as I was not 
in respect of the Topoloyampo railroad, from Austin or somewhere in 
Texas, across Mexico to a port far to the westward of the western part 
of her Pacific coast ions. 2 

But what I wished to say was that the bill as it stands is in my opin- 
ion as clear a case of usurpation of power on the part of Congress to cre- 
ate a corporation such as is described in the bill of my friend from Mis- 
souri as he has amended it, and asis described in this concession by the 
Government of Mexico, as it is possible toimagine; and, secondly, that 
the creation of the corporation itself, if we had the constitutional power, 
is one that is perfectly unique in the audacity of its conferring powers 
upon a corporation without any limitation except the will of that cor- 
poration itself, without any security, without any power of control; 
although my friend from Missouri may answer me, and yery effectually, 
by saying we have no business to have any power of control; it isa 
Mexican corporation, and therefore we have no right to have any pro- 
vision that we may even repeal this charter; we are merely creating an 
artificial citizen of the Republic of Mexico, which is rather an extraor- 
gnay business for the Congress of the United States to be engaged in, 

submit, 

The discussion which has taken place on this bill in regard to the 
canal at Nicaragua I do not now propose to go into. I prefer, for my- 
self, to deal with the subject of this proposed act of incorporation for 
this ship-railway company asif for the time being there were no Isthmus 
of Nicaragua, as if for the time being there were no Lake of Panama 
at the summit level of 120 feet only above the two oceans, and as if 
there were no Isthmus of Panama whatever. If we had the constitu- 
tional power, and under constitutional regulations and under Congres- 
sional control, for the public purposes of the United States, that Con- 
gress could regulate, it was pro to create a corporation to do this 
thing in this foreign country of our sister republic with her consent, 
granting us to have the power to have some interest and some voice in 
what of our citizens and what of our ships should pass, I should be for 
it; but this concession contains no such thing. It denies every such 
thing. The concession, as I said before, as it stands is, in my opinion, 
entirely beyond the constitutional power of Congress to enact. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish toask the Senator from Vermont, before he sits 
down, with reference to his constitutional argament—I thought I would 
not interrupt him at the time he was making it—whether he denies or 
seriously doubts the right of Congress to charter a railroad, say from 
the Atlantic Ocean to Chicago, which shall pass through the States and 
not through the Territories, entirely through the territory of States, a 
part of the Union? Does he conceive that such an institution isa 
proper instrument to promote commerce among the States or with for- 
eign nations? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Instead of denying it I assert it, and I have as- 
serted it on all proper occasions for twenty years in this body and else- 
where. The Constitution of the United States declares that Congress 
may regulate commerce among the several States; that it may establish 
post-roads; that it may raise and support armies, and I suppose trans- 
port them by any means that it pleases; that it may te commerce 


with foreign nations; but I never heard of a clause in the Constitution . 


1768 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


which says that we can regulate the internal commerce of Mexico, or 


regulate commerce, or do any other thing ina foreign nation. If it was 
to provide for carrying a railway from the southernmost point in Texas 
tothe borders of Her Majesty’s Dominions for the purpose of regulating 
commerce with foreign nations, to say nothing about the intervening 
States, I should say we had the constitutional right to do it; but to 
establish a local and territorial corporation within the body of a foreign 
and independent state that is to have no power and do nothing that 
that state shall not give it the power and the right to do, I deny. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like the indulgence of the Senate for only two 
or three minutes to refer to the constitutional proposition of the hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont, though I am taking more share in this 
debate than is quite becoming, I am afraid. 

The Senator stated in his argument, as I understood him, that the 
power of the United States, at any rate that all previous exertion of 
the power of the United States in creating corporations, was limited 
either to the Territories or the District of Columbia, where our juris- 
diction is complete, or to corporations like the Bank of the United 
States, or the more recently established national banks, which were 
fiscal agencies or performed some other of the direct functions of the 
Government, and he proceeded to argue what of course can not be suc- 
cessfully disputed, that the proposed corporation was neither of these. 

But now I understand the Senator further to concede that in the 
States, where the United States has no complete and unbounded juris- 
diction, as it has over the Territories or the District of Columbia, it may 
charter corporations beginning and ending in the State territory, if the 
effect of creating those corporations be to promote commerce among the 
States or with foreign nations. If that be true, suppose a foreign na- 
tion to be so situated with reference to this country that the direct 
effect of constructing a public way in the territory of that foreign na- 
tion be the promotion of commerce among the States, Congress gets the 
power to do that thing from its general power to promote the general 
welfare and to regulate commerce, which every Senator who shares the 
constitutional opinion of the Senator from Vermont I suppose interprets 
as meaning to promote the interests of commerce. 

In a hundred ways during the last twenty years that Senator and 
those who agree with him have asserted in debate, whether it be to raise 
taxes, to create corporations, to confer authority upon individuals, or 
to exert the direct and immediate functions of Government by the of- 
ficers of Government, that Congress has power to do what it thinks 
will promote that end without limit, except the limits provided in re- 
gard to the invasion of individual right and the other constitutional 
restraints which do not present themselves here. 

If Congress may lawfully make a railroad beginning in Vermont and 
ending in Vermont in order that there may be unrestricted commerce 
between New Hampshire and New York, or in order that the foreign 
commerce coming in at the port of Portsmouth, in New Hampshire, 
may pass in the freest manner across Vermont and New Hampshire to 
New York, why, if the territory of Mexico be so situated that the 
natural and convenient route of commerce from our great Atlantic to 
our great Pacific coast leads through that territory, may not Congress 
in its discretion incorporate a company who shall have, with the leave 
of that foreign country, the right to aid in the transportation of freight 
and the conduct of commerce across that territory from Maine or from 
New York to San Francisco or to Portland, in Oregon? 

How does it happen that the mere fact that the situation of this 
railroad is to be in another territory makes it any the less within the 
constitutional power of Congress than it is to give a subsidy to an 
ocean steamship which is to plow the high seas from a port in the 
United States to a port in South America or in Europe? It is not the 
situation of the work; it is not the location of the carrier; it is not the 
position of the railroad, or the steamboat, or the sailing vessel, whether 
within our territory or on the high seas or within foreign territory; it 
is the accomplishment of the constitutional duty of Congress to pro- 
vide, under the Constitution, for the interests of American citizens in 
dealing with foreign nations, or in commercial dealings among the cit- 
izens of the several States. 

Then the Senator says that this corporation under the concession ot 
the Mexican Government is to be made for all pu of its conduct 
in Mexico a Mexican corporation. That does not in the least affect 
the constitutional power of Congress. If authorizing an American cit- 
izen or an American corporation to go to Mexico and to acquire certain 
rights as against Mexico, and take upon itself certain obligations of 
submission to Mexican jurisdiction and Mexican courts, be a conve- 
nient, proper, and fitting instrument for the promotion of commerce 
among American States or between American States and foreign 
countries, it is within the constitutional power and the constitutional 
duty of this country to do it. 

Of course Mexico does not mean that by granting this concession to 
an American corporation she is to put herself into the power of the 
United States by creating international obligations. She says, and 
she says very properly—she says what would be the first thing sought 
by the honorable Senator from Vermont himself if England were seek- 
ing to build a railroad across the State of Maine, or to open a canal 
there, and we thought it to our interest to permit her to do it—that 
the person in dealing with Mexican soil, in dealing with Mexican cit- 


izens, in dealing with the Mexican Government, shall be entirely sub- 
ject to the control of the Mexican law. It does not hurt the United 
States any. Weare not putting ourself into the Mexican power. 

This gentleman simply asks to be clothed by Congress with the powers 
of corporate succession as distinguished from individual relations, 
which, of course, must terminate with the death of any one of the co- 
partners—to be clothed with the perpetuity and the impersonality of 
the corporate character in order that he may go to Mexico, and getting 
there no power over Mexico except such as her own citizens have as 
against her, build a railroad at his own risk, which, if it succeed, shall 
be an important factor in connecting the American States and in bring- 
ing the seaports of the Atlantic and the Gulf of Mexico in possession 
of a vast advantage in dealing with Japan, with Asia, with China, 
with Australia, and with South America, as compared with any foreign 
government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Massachusetts, with the astute- 
ness that characterizes him always, and intending to be fair, has stated 
a series of connected propositions that he says I have been in favor of, 
about three of which I have been ir favor of as constitutional proposi- 
tions, and the other two I have not. I have never maintained the 
power of Congress to establish a corporation other than for the purposes 
of the District of Columbia (which is a full State power and complete 
sovereign power), the Territories, and the objects that the Constitution 
of the United States has committed to the Government of the United 
States. I have voted for subsidies, though not very often (and I begin 
to think I was mistaken that I did not do it more often), to steamship 
companies to promote American lines for the benefit of American trade, 
for carrying American mails to foreign countries. I did not do it on 
the ground the Senator speaks of as applied to corporations and other 
acts of specific legislation, because of the general welfare clause in the 
Constitution except in respect of appropriationsof money. ‘The appro- 
priation of money in the Constitution is given to Congress, and in spe- 
cific terms to pay the debts and liabilities of the United States and to 
promote the general welfare. I may not quote it with absolute verbal 
accuracy, but that is the substance of it. 

There is a specific power conferred upon Congress to be the master of 
the purse of the people of the United States, and therefore whenever 
I think it will promote the general welfare I am ready to vote the money 
of the people of the United States, of which so long as I am a Senator 
I am one of the trustees bound to follow the law of my creation under 
the Constitution in exercising my judgment about spending money. 
But when it comes to creating the charter of a corporation, that is not 
a subsidy, that is not granting money. 

I.admit that you may grant to Mr. Eads to-day, in the constitu- 
tional sense, $100,000,000, if you want to, by name and in person. 
Whether you speak of it as gratitude for what he has done or has 
failed to do for the United States, or what he expects to do, or because 
you wish him to go to the other side of the globe and stay there, orany 
other reason, that is appropriating money which the Constitution gives 
Congress the power to do whenever it thinks the public welfare will 
be promoted by it. But appropriating money is one thing and creating 
an artificial being with powers under the Constitution of the United 
States is another thing; and the Supreme Court, as I said, speaking 
through Mr. Chief-Justice Marshall, more than half a century ago, only 
found themselves able, and with great stress and difficulty even at that, 
to support the constitutionality of the charter of a bank that was to 
be the fiscal agent of the United States, the creature of the United 
States, under the control of the United States, and in substance and 
effect managed by the United States for its fiscal and war sph ee 
upon the ground that it was incidental to the power to do the things 
that the Constitution had conferred upon Congress the authority 
to do. 

Now, when you come to the regulation of commerce clause, upon 
which alone I suppose my distinguished friend stands, he says that I 
have admitted you may a law of Congress providing for a railway 
corporation entirely within the State of Vermont. Ihave not admitted 
or said any such thing. Ido not know but that I would admit it. 
What I said was that I admitted to Congress the power to provide for 
chartering a corporation to build a railroad from the southern border 
of Texas to the Canada line in order to promote commerce with—not 
in, but with—a foreign nation. 

My learned and distinguished friend has omitted to remember at 
this moment the change of phraseology on that very regulation of 
commerce clause of the Constitution. Congress shall have power to reg- 
ulate commerce among the several States, which means in and between 
them asrelated to each other, but ‘‘with foreign nations,’’ which means, 
as our fathers who knew something about the course of political powers 
and events, and something about the use of language, changing the 
phraseology intentionally, changed it on purpose to exclude the idea 
that we were to have anything to do with the internal commerce or the 
internal operations in any foreign State unless we got it by treaty, 
which related to our public powers. It was with them; it was among 
us. They were external. We only stand on the outside and treat 


them as a single unit of power who are to regulate their own affairs in 
their own way within their borders, and we deal with them as separate 
and independent communities, having no right to enter into them for 
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any purpose whatever except by relations that may be created by treaty 
or something of that kind. 

Therefore, Mr. President, this case is exactly as if the Congress of 
the United States were asked to-day to establish a manufacturing cor- 
peaton on the theory that it would promote the general welfare (and 

rather think it might) in the city of London, in England, that you 


and I and my friend from Massachusetts—and we three, I sup 

would have capital enough to do it; if not we could call in some of the 
other Senators about us—a corporation for making Bessemer steel to 
be established in the city of London orits suburbs. I will say nothing 
about a concession for the moment. Does anybody suppose we would 
have a right to doit? Ofcourse, everybody would say ‘‘no’’ at once. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose it was a corporation to repair American ships 
that happened to be over there? What would the Senator say to that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should say ‘‘yes,’’ for the fun of it, just now, 
but not as a corporation to repair foreign ships. 

Mr. HOAR. No, American ships. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here is a corporation thatisto be created in Mex- 
ico, to bea Mexican being, for Mexican purposes and nothing else, with 
a majority of its directors and manapas the appointees of the Govern- 
ment of Mexico. If the bill provided that we might establish a cor- 
oe which, with the leave of the Government of Mexico, might 

ocate itself at Vera Cruz for the purpose of repairing American ships 
of war and the vessels of American commerce belonging to American 
citizens, Ido not say whether we could do it or not; I should rather in- 
cline to think that we might. But to establish a corporation in the 
city of London, or in the city of Mexico, to carry on a local business 
operation, although it has other—— 

Mr. HOAR. Now, will my friend allow me—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. LI ask my friend to wait just one minute. 

Mr. HOAR. I will wait two, if the Senator wishes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will ask you to wait just three, if you will pos- 
sess your soul in patience. 

I will ask my friend from Massachusetts again, what would he say 
to providing for a corporation in the city of London to carry on the 
manufacture of Bessemer steel because we think it would be for the 
public interest and general welfare of the people of the United States 
that we should be higher up in the art of the manufacture of Bessemer 
steel? We could build railroads here that should be interstate com- 
merce, a national line, from New York to San Francisco. He would 
of course say ‘‘no,’? I take it. So there is no getting away from the 
proposition by suggesting things that do not exist. 

This proposition is simply to create an internal Mexican railway cor- 
poration that might just as well, for all the purposes of our constitu- 
tional power, run from the City of Chihuahua to the City of Mexico 
entirely inland, as from one coast to the other, because its powers under 
this Mexican concession, its powers under this proposed grant of my 
friend from Missouri would be precisely the same in either case. 

The mere fact that this railway would be capable of promoting com- 
merce between the several States would equally apply to every corpora- 
tion that might be created in a State. We might be asked to-morrow 
to create a corporation within the State of Massachusetts to do this 
thing, that thing, or the other, which we thought would promote the 
general welfare. It would increase commerce. We might take pos- 
session of the magnificent Atlantic mills at Lawrence, and say we will 
promote the general welfare, and we will regulate and promote com- 
merce between the States by turning that into a corporation of the 
United States, in order that its fabrics may go to every foreign country 
and be carried over every State in this Union, to the great benefit and 
advantage of them all, as I have no doubt it would be as far as the 
fabrics are concerned, for they are very good. 

No, Mr. President, it is idle to attempt to escape from the thing that 
we must face in passing the bill as it stands, and that is that we are 
passing a bill which is absolutely unique, the first one of its kind, and 
which does not give to the United States, or profess to give, any au- 
thority, or control, or benefit, or advantage whatsoever. On the face 
of its preamble it declares that it is to be that kind of a corporation 
and for that purpose, that the Mexican Republic if it had the power, 
which I very much doubt, under their constitution for the State of 
Oaxaca has the control of those things, but I leave all that aside—a 
corporation that the Mexican Republic is to take possession of and is to 
have as its citizen, as its agent, and nothing else. If we have the con- 
stitutional power to do that, we have the constitutional power to do 
anything. 

Mr. HOAR. I think when my honorable friend (on whose unfailing 
sweetness and courtesy I thought I could rely to permit me to ask him 
a question while he was speaking, but I found I was mistaken) shall 
have thought over the concessions he has made in the course of his 
two speeches, by to-morrow morning he will come to the conclusion 
that whether this bill be accepted or not it is entirely within the con- 
stitutional power of the Government. 

In the first place, he concedes that we might give Captain Eads $100,- 
000,000 out of the Treasury to go and build this railroad—that is the 
first proposition—on the ground that thereby the general welfare, which 
we have a right to spend money to promote, would be promoted. I 
think he will on reflection see that if we can do that, we can create a 


is paola etic mI Sis Sper pase ships across Mexico 
under our power to promote the interests of commerce with foreign na- 
tions and among the States. 

The Senator also admits that Congress has the power, if it be a suit- 
able method of promoting the interest of commerce among the States 
or with foreign nations, to authorize the building of aship-canal across 
the State of Florida, although Florida itself may have no interest 
therein, or although it may take jurisdiction over that corporation. 

If we can do that, can we not create a corporation whose function it 
shall be to remove a rock inthe high seas which is an obstruction and 
a danger to American commerce? If we can takethe rock at Hell Gate 
out of Long Island Sound because that rock is an obstruction to com- 
merce among the States or with foreign nations—if we can create a cor- 
poration todo that thing, can we not create a corporation whose func- 
tion it shall be to remove a rock in the high seas which is a danger to 
our commerce cosstwise or with the Pacific or with foreign nations? 
If we can create a corporation who can do that, can we not create a 
corporation who can dig out the Isthmus of Nicaragua or Panama or 
Tehuantepec, which is an obstruction to ourcommerce among the States 
and with foreign nations, although that obstruction be entirely situ- 
ated within the limits of the Republic of Nicaragua, or Guatemala, or 
Mexico? 

My learned friend admitted further that we might lawfully create 
a corporation whose function it should be to go to England, and on 
English soil, and under English laws, and subject to the sovereign of 
England, create a corporation whose function it should be to repair 
American ships, whether belonging to the Government or to private 
persons, if in that way our foreign commerce would most conveniently 
and advan y be served. 

If you can plant on either side on the coast of the Isthmus of Te- 
huantepec a corporation, as the Senator agreed, subject wholly to 
Mexico, under Mexican authority, who shall repair your ships that put 
into those ports out of repair, by what earthly process of logic does the 
Senator say that you can notmake a corporation which will take up 
those ships and carry them across the continent from sea to sea and de- 
posit them in water at the other side? 

It is the general function of promoting commerce with foreign na- 
tions or among the several States with which Congressisclothed. Ifas 
incident to its power to establish a sound currency it may establish a 
national banking system and create corporations, if it be the most con- 
venient and appropriate method, of which Congress is the sole judge, 
of performing that function, if the creating acorporation to aid Ameri- 
can ships intheir transit from sea tosea on foreign soil be in the ju ent 
of Congress an appropropriate method of accomplishing our function of 
promoting the interests of commerce with foreign nations or among the 
States, the constitutional power of Congress is precisely the same. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the controversy which is raging on 
the other side of the Chamber about the constitutionality of this bill 
is in a family thatI am nota member of. Both those Senators in their 
interpretations of the Constitution rank with that class of politicians 
who used to be called Federalists, while I belong in the Democratic 
family and believe in what is called the Jeffersonian construction of 
that instrument. 

I stated when I first opened the debate on my part that I felt this 
was a constitutional measure because it related entirely to the opera- 
tions of a corporation beyond our borders. The limitations of the Con- 
stitution of the United States affect the people and the States of this 
country and all the provisions put in that instrument in restraint of 
the powers of Congress relate to the dealings of Congress with our own 
people and our own States. When we come to look at the Govern- 
ment of the United States in respect of its relations to foreign coun- 
tries, it is a unit representing both States and people, and there is no 
abridgment of its powers beyond our own borders. 

I think any one will look in vain to the Constitution of the United 
States for any word or sentence or idea that restricts the powers of the 
Government of the United States in its dealings with foreign countries 
below themselves or any other countries in the world. So I conclude 
that when we organize a corporation, it may be for the benefit of the 
whole people of the United States, we have the authority to do so, 
finding no controversy with any State or with any citizen of the United 
States in the powers we seek to confer upon it. What we have to do 
in a foreign country, or in respect of a foreign country, is to get the 
consent of that country that our corporation shall have some powers 
within its domain. 

I believe the consent of the Government of Mexico has been obtained 
to the operation of a corporation created under the laws of the United 
States to build a canal or a ship-railway acrossthe Isthmus of Tehuan- 
tepec. That tee is given to us in the eighth article of the 
Gadsden treaty, to which I have frequently adverted in this debate. 
The Government of Mexico has gone on from time to time continuously 
and persistently to keep that grant in operation in the hands of differ- 
ent persons, different corporations, one failing, another succeeded, and, 
after all, the Government of Mexico became the final successor and as- 
sumed the rights of property and the duty which it had devolved on 
other grantees in concession to build a railway across the Isthmus of 
Tehuantepec. So that whenever we pass this act of incorporation, in- 
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stead of making ourselves parties to the concession on which it is based, 
we find ourselves related to it by the terms of that treaty, and they 
regulate what our rights are upon this railroad. 

I believe the Government of Mexico, in view of the history of her 
own operations and transactions in perpetuating this isthmian railway- 
transit through Tehuantepec, would never presume to deny that the 
rights of the Government of the United States arising under the eighth 
article of the Gadsden treaty apply to this corporation, and of course 
as far as they do apply they would break down any provision in the 
concession that might operate in derogation of our rights. 

In support of that I wish to submit and put in the RECORD a memo- 
randum showing completely, I believe—but perhaps there may be some 
omission in it—the conduct of the Mexican Government in relation to 
the right of transit and the building of lines of transit across the Isth- 
mus of Tehuantepec. 

The Mexican Government has made the following grants for the 
Tehuantepec interoceanic communication: 

First. The first concession made by the Mexican Government for the 
construction of an interoceanic railway through the Isthmusof Tehuan- 
tepec seems to have been made March 1, 1842, to Mr..José Garay. 

Second. As the road was not built in compliance with the above 
grant, the Mexican Government signed a contract for the same pur- 
pose Fe 5, 1853, with Messrs. A. G. Sloo and associates, form- 
ing what was called the Mixed Company. That is the company that 
is referred to in the eighth article of the Gadsden treaty. ‘That eighth 
article refers to the grant made February 5, 1853. It does not men- 
tion Messrs. Sloo & Co., but merely mentions the grant and the date 
of it, thereby showing that it was not the grantees to whom the con- 
cession was made that were the persons in respect of whom these rights 
of the United States were to attach or not to attach, according to their 
ability to build the road or rfot to build it, but that it was the grant 
embodied in the concession of that date, describing it by its character 
rather than by the individuals who were concerned in executing it. 

Third. The road not having been constructed by the latter company, 
the Mexican Government made a new contract December 7, 1857, with 
the Louisiana Tehuantepec Company. Article 17 thereof bound the 
company to pay $600,000 with interest to Mr. Francisco J. Falconet, 
who loaned that amount to the Sloo Company to allow it to com- 
ply with the provisions of article 14 of the contract of February 5, 
1853, the government remaining free from all liability on this point. 
Observe the connection reserved by the Government of Mexico between 
the Sloo Company and this Louisiana Tehuantepec Company. The 
time fixed in this contract was extended by decrees of March 28, 1859, 
and October 25, 1860. As the road was not constructed, the contract 
was declared forfeited October 15, 1866—forfeited by the government, 
of course. 

Fourth, This same decree authorized the Tehuantepec Transit Com- 
pany to build a railroad through the Isthmus. Article XXXII of the 
same bound the company to assume all the responsibility arising out of 
the amount due Mr. Francisco J. Falconet for his loans to the Sloo 
Company. ‘Thus connecting the transaction back with Sloo. 

Fifth. The Mexican Government made another concession (October 
6, 1867) to the La Sere Company for the opening of an interoceanic 
communication through the Tehuantepec Isthmus, which was amended 
by a decree of TEMAT A 1869. 

By decree of December 20, 1870, the same company was authorized 
to establish a navigable canal between the Pacific Ocean and the Gulf 
of Mexico. 

On the 22d of May, 1872, the grants of January 2, 1869, and of 
December 20, 1870, to construct and work a railroad and a navigable 
canal through the Tehuantepec Isthmus were revalidated and a pro- 
vision made that the time fixed in the former would begin to be reck- 
oned from the 2d of January, 1872. 

On the 17th of January, 1874, an extension of a year was granted 
to the latter company. 

On the 14th of December, 1874, a subsidy of $7,500 was granted for 
each kilometer of road built and approved in conformity with the 
decree of January 2, 1869, and other modifications and extensions of 
time of preceding concessions were granted. 

Sixth. On the 2d of June, 1879, Mr. Edward Learned, or the com- 
pany to be organized by him, was authorized to build arailroad through 
the Tehuantepec Isthmus. This grant was declared forfeited by the 
Mexican Government, who assumed the construction of the work, mak- 
ing an arrangement with the Learned Company for the payments of the 
amounts spent by the latter. 

Seventh. Mr. James B. Eads made a contract with the Mexican Gov- 
ernment in 1880 for the construction of a ship-railway through the isth- 
mus, which contract was amended May 2, 1885. 

That is the history of the railway and canal grant, as far as I have 
been able to obtain it, made across this Isthmus of Tehuantepec, and 
it shows that the Government of Mexico has persistently prosecuted 
the work from the date of the treaty of 1853 down to this very day, 
never abandoning it, sometimes assuming it as a government enter- 
prise, always making a relation between the debts contracted by the 
previous companies and assumed by the successor companies, and 
thereby maintaining in continuous operation the grant itself and the 


means itself by which the grant was to be executed in the building of 
a railway or a canal. 

Mexico can never deny that she has maintained continuously the 
grant that was described in the eighth article of the Gadsden treaty as 
a subsisting and operative grant, and that she has committed herself 
to it by concession after concession and by the government itself as- 
suming to do the work. So I hold that when Mr. Eads builds his ship- 
railway there, it will be a ship-railway within the meaning of the 
Gadsden treaty of 1853, and that all the treaty rights and stipulations 
which are reserved by the amendment of the Senate adopted this 
morning to this bill will be found to be in full force and effect in re- 
spect of Mr. Eads’s railway. 

Having said this much I will yield the floor to the Senator from 
Missouri with one single remark; that is, that I propose before we get 
through with this bill to strike out the preamble in order that it shall 
not be said by the Mexican Government that we have amended or 
modified our treaty relations with Mexico by any legislative act adopt- 
ing the Eads concession as a part of our legislation. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as a matter of course in the discussion 
of this question I was not unaware that the constitutional question 
presented by the Senator from Vermont would be raised, and I had 
prepared myself at one time, anticipating such a discussion several 
months ago, with the authorities in regard to the power of Congress to 
incorporate a company to operate outside of the territory of the United 
States; but I assume that that question has been settled by the decis- 
ions of the courts of the United States, and it is not necessary to enter 
into any elaborate argument of it. 

Corporations are simply means and instrumentalities. If the power 
exists in the General Government to do any act, if a general power is 
invested in the Government to perform any function for the benefit of 
the people at large, then the Government can use any instrumentality 
it pleases for the purpose of carrying out and effectuating that purpose. 
True, the Supreme Court of the United States decided in regard to the 
old United States Bank and the national banking system as it now ex- 
ists, that they were fiscal agents of the Government; but that acknowl- 
edges the whole argument, because the power to regulate finance being 
vested in the Government of the United States, the minor, the implied 
power must go with the general grant that Congress may use such 
agencies as it sees proper or finds necessary to carry out the general 
grants of power. In the case of the States freight-tax case, decided by 
the Supreme Court of the United States in 15 Wallace, 275, Mr. Jus- 
tice Strong, in delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

Beyond all question the transportation of freight, or of the subjects of com- 
merce for the purposes of exchange or sale, is a constituent of commerce itself. 
This has never been doubted, and probably the transportation of articlos of 
trade from one State to another was the prominent idea in the minds of the 
framers of the Constitution when to Congress was committed the power to reg- 
ulate commerce among the several States. A power to prevent embarrassing 
restrictions by any State was the thing desired. The power was given by the 
same words and in the same clause by which was conferred power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations. It would be absurd to suppose that the trans- 
mission of the subjects of trade from the State to the buyer, or from the place 


of production to the market, was not contemplated, for without that there would 
be no consummated trade, either with foreign nations or among the States, 


If it is once conceded, as it must be ex necessitate, that the power to 
regulate commerce among the States gives the power to use such in- 
strumentalities including the agencies of corporations as may be neces- 
sary for that regulation, then the clause that gives Congress power to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations inevitably implies the same 
minor, subsidary power, the use of corporations created by Congress 
for the purpose of carrying out the general power in regard to com- 
merce with foreign nations. Mr. Story sums up the whole thing in his 
Commentaries, volume 2, page 7, in the following language: 

Many like powers— 


He says, in speaking of the clause in regard to commerce among the 
States— 
have been applied in the regulation of Sorotya commerce, The commercial sys- 
tem of the United States has also been employed sometimes for the purpose of 
reyenue; sometimes for the purpose of prohibition; sometimes for the purpose 
of retaliation and commercial reciprocity; sometimes to lay embargoes; some- 
times to encourage domestic navigation and the shipping and mercantile intor- 
est by bounties, by discriminating duties, and by special preferences and privi- 
leges; and sometimes to regulate intercourse with a view to mere itieal 
objects, such a3 to repel aggressions. increase the pressure of war, or vindicate 
the rights of neutral sovereignty. In all these cases the right and duty have 
been conceded to the National Government by the unequivocal voice of the 


people. 


Mr. Jefferson used the embargo in the last term of his occupancy of 
the Presidential chair in order to prevent a war with Great Britain. 
Unfortunately it failed and the war of 1812 was precipitated upon the 
country. But Mr. Jefferson claimed the right to use the embargo under 
the commercial clause of the Constitution in order to prevent hostili- 
ties with a foreign power. It is not necessary to go as far as that in 
order to find this power now in the clause which gives to the Congress 
of the United States the authority to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations. But for the purposes of this argument I had supposed that 
question settled by very high authority, authority equal to possibly 
that of the Supreme Court of the United States. While I was entirely 
prepared for the attack made by the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
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mont on this bill to-day, because he is an open and undisguised enemy 
of the Tehuantepec ship-railway, and it is an open secret that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont is the especial advocate of the Nicaragua scheme— 
he believes the Nicaragua scheme is feasible and that the Tehuantepec 
ship-railway is not feasible—— : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will permit me—— 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not an open secret, it is an open fact that I 
believe in the Nicaragua scheme. 

Mr. VEST. LIaccept the amendment with the greatest pleasure. It 
is an open fact that the Senator from Vermont is the enemy of the Te- 
huantepec ship-railway and does not believe it feasible, and he has 
stated so over and over again. Every obstacle put in the way of the en- 
terprise is augmented and magnified by his imagination. Every fact 
stated and every doubt suggested in order t8 throw obstacles in the way 
of Captain Eads is used by that Senator, while every obstacle in the way 
ofthe Nicaragua scheme with him dwindles into insignificance. 

The Senator says he is not here to discuss engineering difficulties, 
and yet, whilst he knows that Captain Eads relies upon the feasibility 
of his enterprise to get capital in order to build this ship-railway, the 
Senator from Vermont manages to throw in every damaging circum- 
stance he can possibly find in all the partisan reports, in all the parti- 
san literature that has been sent broadcast over this country against 
Captain Eads and the Tehuantepec ship-railway, but at the same time 
the Senator disavows any intention on his part to prevent the construc- 
tion of this railway between the seas. 

I was prepared for the Senator’s opposition, for I knew it existed. I 
was not exactly prepared for his constitutional argument, for I hold in 
my hand his report on the Nicaraguan incorporation act, in which he 
uses this language, a report made unanimously from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and signed ‘‘ Geo. F. Edmunds, for the committee:’’ 

The committee is of opinion that the instance must be rare and exceptional 
when it should recommend Congress to pass any act of incorporation other 
than for local pu within the District of Columbia or in some Territory, 
but it thinks that for great national objects and for specific purposes, laien | 
serie epee te pee n es 
arni law rorida £68 being done by the Goverament itself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it exactly 

Mr. VEST. That is all that I ever asked. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not what your bill is. 

Mr. VEST. That is all that the bill before the Senate now asks. It 
is simply an act of incorporation, and, as the Senator from Alabama in 
front of me [Mr. MORGAN] very correctly observed, after that = 
ation is created, what it does with Mexico, what concession it receives 
from Mexico, is a question between that corporation and the Mexican 
Government. 

Why, sir, the States create the corporations every day, and those cor- 
porations come to Congress and ask for the power to build bridges over 
rivers of the United States where Congress has the exclusive national 
jurisdiction. The existence of the corporation emanates from a State, 

ut its right to operate in the national domains comes from Congress. 
So the life is breathed into this corporation by the Congress of the 
United States, and its power and authority upon foreign soil must nec- 
essarily come from the foreign power and nowhere else. 

This Congress, as a matter of course, has no extra-territorial jurisdic- 
tion. All we can do is to put the stamp of our sovereignty upon our 
own citizens, and it is for us to say what powers and rights those citi- 
zens may have in a corporate capacity, and we crystallize those powers 
in an act that comes from Congress itself; but when that corporation 
after being created goes into a foreign jurisdiction, then the United 
States is powerless to control it; and the government that would per- 
mit a foreign corporation to come on its soil and be anything else than 
its subject ought to be blotted from the map of tle earth. Why, sir, 
what would be the indignation of the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
mont if a Mexican corporation should come here, or a lot of Mexican 
citizens should ask fora concession from the Government of the United 
States upon our territory and say at the same time that they did not pro- 
pose for jurisdictional purposes to be citizens of the United States? Ican 
imagine the indignation of my friend from Vermont, and how he would 
‘thunder in the index” of the Senate at such a monstrous proposition. 
What, foreigners come here and put their persons on our soil and breathe 
our air and use our rivers, and yet not be subject to our laws as our own 
citizens are. Oh, Mr. President, then we should hear a very different 
argument from that we have heard to-day. But Mexico, according to 
the Senator, must permit a lot of American gentlemen to go upon its 
soil, take a concession from it, and when Mexico says to them “‘ For all 
the purposes of jurisdiction you are citizens of Mexico as to this end and 
this purpose,’’ then the Senator says that is a monstrous proposition, 
and a unique one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon me—I do not wish to 
interrupt him—I desire to say a word. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He entirely misunderstands and misstates my po- 
sition. Iamnot complaining of the action of the Governmentof Mexico; 
but that being its action, defended by the Senator from Missouri, I say 
it is not within the competence of the United States on such terms and 


with such a concession to create a corporation todo this Mexican work. 
That is my proposition. 

Mr. VEST. What have we to do with the concession of Mexico? 
It does not bind this Government. There is not a single clause of that 
concession that affects the rights of the Government of the United 
States. It is a contract between this corporation which we create and 
the Government of Mexico. There is nothing in this whole concession 
binding on our Government. There isa simple preamble here reciting 
that such a concession exists as an inducement for the creation of the 
corporation, pointing out the subject-matter on which the corporation 
is to operate; but there is nothing whatever in the concession that 
binds this Government. The whole question here in the beginning is, 
Haye we the right to create this corporation? and the Senator from Ver- 
mont says that we have, but he proceeds further to say that because 
we are creating a corporation to take this concession from the Govern- 
ment of Mexico therefore it is unconstitutional here. 

We can give, he says, $100,000,000 to Captain Eads; we can take it 
out of the money in the Treasury. Ideny it. I belong to a school in 
politics that admits no such power under the Constitution of the United 
States. Congress has no right to take the money of the people out of 
the Treasury and give it to any object of charity it pleases, whether per- 
sonal or general, either under the general-welfare clause or under any 
other clanse. But here is no such proposition as that. It is proposed 
here simply to create a corporation for a great international object, the 
very same object except in a different locality for which the Senator 
from Vermont has reported a corporation in the Nicaragua bill now 
on our table, 

Mr. MAXEY. I would like the Senator to state the clause of the 
Constitution under which Congress has the power to incorporate this 
company as proposed by this bill. 

Mr. VEST. I have nodoubt we have that power under the commer- 
cial clause of the Constitution authorizing us to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations. Ihave no doubt that power exists. Then you 
have it under the general clause of the Constitution which says all the 
powers that are necessary to carry out the preceding grants shall be 
given, or words to that effect. 

Mr. GEORGE. Under the commercial clause of the Constitution 
giving power to regulate commerce with foreign nations, has Congress 
the right to charter a railroad company or a canal company? Is that 
the position of the Senator? Then, under thesame clause of the Con- 
stitution, under the power to regulate commerce among the States, 
Congress, doing what the Senator from Vermont said and what the 
Senator from Massachusetts said Congress could do, might charter a 
on company in the States to build and operate a railroad ina 

tate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Missouri will pardon mea mo- 
ment, I will say that my friend from Mississippi has apparently over- 
stated my proposition. I have not admitted or said, so far as I know, 
that Congress has power to charter a railroad within a State and ina 
State alone. What I said was that Congress, I thought, had power 
to charter a railroad company to build a railroad from the border of 
Mexico to Canada—to illustrate, a national road, to govern commerce 
between and across many States. 

Mr. GEORGE. I accept that amendment, but I do not see any sub- 
stantial difference in the view that the Senator from Missouri and I 
take between the power of Congress to incorporate a railroad.company 
running between several States, as the Senator from Vermont says, and 
one to operate solely within a State. Does the Senator from Missouri 
think Congress can create a corporation to build a railroad from Wash- 
ington city to New Orleans, passing through several States ? 

Mr. VEST. All I have to say in regard to that is that Congress has 
done it. Congress did it in the construction of the railroads to run 
across the continent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. VEST. They did do it, and I hold in my hand the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of the Union Pacific. 
eee Company, 91 United States Reports, affirming the legality of 

tact. 

Mr. GEORGE. But the grant, the charter to the Pacific railroads 
was confined to the Territories. 

Mr. VEST. The grant was from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean, without reference to whether it ran through Territories or States, 
and the Supreme Court in this case that I have before me gave their 
reasons for the legality of it: 

Although this road was a military necessity, there were other reasons active 
at the time in producing an opinion for its completion besides the protection of 
an exposed frontier. ere was a vast unpooped Sean ory tee tween the 
Missouri and Sacramento Rivers, which was practically worthless without the 
facilities afforded by a railroad for the transportation of persons and property. 
With its construction, the agricultural and mineral resources of this territory 


could be developed, settlements made where settlements would be possible, 
and thereby the wealth and power of the United States largely increased. 


I say, as a matter of course, that Congress has no right to incorpo- 
rate a railroad or canal company within the domain or limits of a single 
State; but when there are several States, if Congress comes to the con- 
clusion that it is necessary to build a railroad or a canal across this con- 
tinent and through States under the exercise of its power under the 
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commercial clause it has the authority. We have just passed a bill 
here to regulate freights upon railroads, the interstate-commerce bill, 
that received the ardent support of my friend from Mississippi. What 
is the difference, let me ask him, between regulating the freights and 
saying how the business of the railroad shall be done and giving an 
act of incorporation to individuals to build such a road? There is no 
difference in the power. It comes from the same grant in the Consti- 
tution. 

I want to call attention again to this report made by the Senator from 
Vermont. The Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Alabama 
have both been vastly exercised about the concession to Captain Eads 
and his associates from the Government of Mexico. It would seem to 
me a perfectly legitimate and conclusive argument upon this branch of 
the subject to say simply that the Government of the United States is 
not bound to the extent of one single dollar in any event in regard to 
this concession or in to this interoceanic ship-railway. I ac- 
cepted an amendment, in fact drew it myself, which provides that in no 
contingency shall this Government, directly or indirectly, become liable 
for one single cent; and I drew another amendment, which the Senator 
from Alabama offered and in which I concurred, that no treaty rights of 
the United States shall be affected by the construction of this railway 
or by this incorporation. How, then, isit possible that the Government 
of the United States can lose anything in any event under this conces- 
sion, or if this act shall be passed by Congress ? 

But is it not remarkable that whilst the Senator from Vermont criti- 
cises every line and syllable in this concession from Mexico, he reports 
in favor of a bill, and the Committee on Foreign Relations report unani- 
mously in favor of it, giving an act of incorporation to the Maritime Canal 
of Nicaragua without any concession at all? 

Mr. MORGAN. A treaty covers it. 

Mr. VEST. There is no treaty. That treaty failed of confirmation 
by the Senate of the United States. If it was so, why should this re- 

rt say ‘‘under any concessions or authority that the Republic of 

icaragua may concede to them ?’’ 

It seems to the committee— 

Says this report, after deciding in favor of the constitutionality of the 
incorporation— j 

It seems to the committee, therefore, that the least the United States can do is 
to authorize a corporation, composed, as it is believed the names mentioned in 
the bill do, of highly respectable and nsible citizens of the United States,to 

a corporation for the purpose of building this canal under any concessions or 
authority that the Republic of Nicaragua may concede to them. It will be no- 
ticed that the bill, as p: to be amended, provides rigorous security forthe 
due administration of the affairs of the corporation and for the prevention of 
the diversion of its funds to other purposes than those intended by the act, and 
that it also provides for the complete authority of Congress to amend or Pipe 
it as the panie good may require. It will also be observed that the bill as 
amended does not draw aan [eee the existence or extent of any supposed 
treaty obligation of the United States with any power. 

Looking, therefore, to the large benefits, not only the United States and the 
Republic of Nicaragua and her sister republics, but also to the commerce and 
intercommunication of the whole sisterhood of civilized governments on the 
globe, the committee recommends the passage of the bill, with the amendments 
pro „in the hope that the resources and enterprise of private citizens of 
our country may be enabled to accomplish this great work eyen if our Govern- 
ment i is not yet ready to Eaei S it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Where is the office of this company to be? 

Mr. VEST. There is a provision in this concession that they may 
have an office in New York. 

Mr. GEORGE. Where is it to exercise its powers? 

Mr. VEST. It proposes to exercise its powers in the United States 
and in Mexico, as a matter of course, to construct the ship-railway. 
The Maritime Nicaragua Company will exercise their powers in the 
United States and have an office in New York, and they also propose to 
construct a canal in Ni 
` Mr. GEORGE. What powers are to be exercised in this country? 

Mr. VEST. The power to open books, take stock, pass by-laws, and 
the general powers of a corporation. 

Mr. GEORGE. It has no other? 

Mr. VEST. I take it for granted that the main object for all prac- 
tical purposes of this association is to secure the carrying out of its le- 
gone results, to raise money, and that is to be raised in the United 

tates. It has already Said and spent $400,000, and is prepared to 
raise in this country $30,000,000 more by and among the incorporators, 
some of the wealthiest men in the United States and the largest ship- 
builder engaged in that kind of business possibly in the world; and 
yet the Senator asks me what it proposes todo in this country. It pro- 
poses to raise this money here; it proposes to get the means with which 
to build this ship-railway in the interest of the commerce of the world, 
and particularly in the interest of the commerce of the people of the 
United States. 

A zi HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question if he will 
yield. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask whether there is any objection to putting into 
this bill, as fhe Senator has drawn it, a minimum capital stock? I 
see that the bill as it is drawn, says the capital stock shall not ‘‘ exceed 
in the aggregate $100,000,000,’’ but it does not have any limit at the 
other end. It seems to me there should be some sum, $1,000,000 
$2,000,000, or any other sum which is to be paid in; or if the capital 
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stock were $20,000,000, asin the Nicaragua bill, that 10 per cent. should 
be required to be paid in. $ rS 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection in the world to such a provision. 
I did not, to be frank about it, draw this bill. It was sent tome by 
Captain Eads, and I introduced it at the time, supposing there would 
be no sort of opposition to it. Captain Eads has been before the Com- 
merce Committee for a number of years asking for a guarantee of 
$7,500,000. Mexico gave a guarantee of a portion of that amount on 
her own account. But there was so much opposition to that proposi- 
tion that finally he withdrew it altogether, and comes here simply ask- 
ing fora naked act of incorporation, with the express provision that 
this Government shall not be bound to the extent of one single cent, 
directly or indirectly; and yet obstacles spring up on every hand in 
front of this plain proposition; andit is urged here now most eloquently 
and vehemently that this American citizen, who is, to say the least, an 
engineer of eminence and a citizen of high repute, shall not be per- 
mitted to take the carrying out of this grand enterprise without any 
risk to this Government at all. 

The Senator from Vermont was most facetious in criticising the bill 
before the Senate as a unique bill; and yet what is the difference be- 
tween that and the bill which he reported from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations in regard to the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 
which provides that— 

Frederick Billings— 

And some five or six gentlemen— 


and all those persons who are or may be associated with them, and their suc- 
cessors, are hereby a body corporate under the name and style of the 
“Maritime Canal Company of Ni ” by which name said company may 
sue or be sued, may defend and be defended, in all courts of law and equity 
within the United States, may have a common seal, an nerally may have 
and possess the rights and privileges usually possessed by similar companies— 


And yet when the Senator came to that provision in the Tehuantepec 
ship-railway bill he tore passion into tatters, and his judicial and legal 
acumen was utterly shocked and horrified at giving any such power to 
any corporation! Here it is found in the bill he reported himself— 
usually possessed by similar companies, and may receive, purchase, hold, and 
convey such real estate and personal estate as may be necessary to carry into 
effect the pees of this act,and may do all lawful things to secure the full 
enjoyment of the powers, privileges, rights, benefits, and grants contained in 
any canal concession made or to be e to them, or those to whom they may 
succeed, by the Republics of Nicaragua or Costa Rica, or both ; and the principal 
office of said corporation shall be in the city of New York, and all legal process 
may be served upon said company by service upon the person who may at the 
time be in charge of said office, or upon the attorney of said company, whose 
name and address shall be certified by the president of the company; and such 
certificate shall be filed in the office of the Secretary of State of the United States. 

The Senator talks about a unique act of incorporation. Look at this. 
Here is this act of incorporation without a scintilla or sight of a con- 
cession from Nicaragua at all, not even a right of way or anything, and 
it provides that under any concession that may be granted hereafter 
this corporation shall exist. Suppose Nicaragua should hereafter de- 
mand absolute control over the canal when constructed, we bind our- 
selves to that in advance. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him and 
call his attention to articles 14 to 18 inclusive of the treaty of 1867 be- 
tween the United States and Nicaragua, which is available for the build- 
ing of a ship-canal across Nicaragua, and asserts the rights of citizens 
of the United States in connection with it, gives the guarantee of this 
Government of neutrality and protection to that line. The difference 
in the two cases, if the Senator will allow me to observe it, is this: 
That this has no concession. Ofcourse there is no concession, but there 
is a treaty right, whereas I contend that our rights under the scheme 
of Mr. Eads are also regulated by treaty; but I do not think the Sena- 
tor from Missouri believes that. In his estimate of it, without any 
treaty relation, it defftnds entirely on a concession, which is very ob- 
jectionable, I think, especially if we undertake to protect it, but the 
Nicaragua canal depends upon a treaty agreement between the two 
countries and without any concession to modify that in any form. 

Mr. VEST. Irrespective of any opinion I entertain about the Gads- 
den treaty, the Senator from Alabama has most vigorously and elo- 
quently argued for five or six hours that the Gadsden treaty gave to 
the citizens of the United States all the rights the citizens of Mexico 
had in transit over that isthmus. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have nodoubt of it. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. If that is so they are fully protected in 
the case of the construction of the Tehuantepec Canal. If the Gads- 
den treaty has any effect, that is an absolute protection as to the transit 
of American citizens. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not if we give it away by adopting the conces- 
sion. 

Mr. VEST. It is said that there are treaty stipulations with Nica- 

I have heard, it has been whispered—I do not say where—but 
it has been in the press of the country that the State Department is 
being urged now to conclude a treaty with Nicaragua with reference 
to this canal. I have heard, it has been published in the papers of the 
country, that Nicaragua demanded a loan of $4,000,000 from the peo- 
ple of the United States before they would give the right of transit by 
way of that canal. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to inquire whether he 
has ever read the treaty of 1867 with Nicaragua? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course that treaty was gone over and 
was in print before us here in a debate in which the Senator and my- 
self participated. 

a eee It is still in full force and gives every right that I 
spoke of. 

Mr. VEST. And yet we know that there is no concession to-day in 
existence from Ni to any corporation; and it is worth while to 
inquire here what is the pu of passing this Nicaragua act of in- 
corporation at this time. at is to become of a concession if here- 
after made? What is to be the result of it? Is this company to-be 
incorporated now in order to receive a concession that we must after- 
ward buy? Is this act of incorporation now proposed in this Congress 
in order that the corporators may negotiate for themselves a right of 
concession from Nicaragua, in order that we hereafter may negotiate 
with them for that thing? 

What is that concession that is mentioned in this act? What is it 
to be? I want to ask the Senator from Alabama if he has the treaty 
to which he refers, why does he refer at all to a concession to be after- 
ward obtained from Nicaragua? What is the use of giving a conces- 
sion’if he has everything by treaty stipulation? Does he not know 
from a public document laid but a few days ago on our tables here that 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica are engaged in a controversy in to the 
occupation of the San Juan River, and that a few weeks ago they agreed 
to leave it to the President of the United States to act as umpire be- 
tween them? Costa Rica comes in now and demands one-ninth of the 
proceeds of the tolls on this canal that is to be constructed, this canal 
in nubibus resting upon this magnificent lake of Nicaragua. 

When the company is created and the canal constructed, Costa Rica 
steps in and says: ‘‘I want one-ninth of the proceeds of this canal, or 
you shall not have the privilege of putting adam upon the San Juan 
River,” as long as from here to the Treasury Department, 51 feet high: 
and yet gentlemen talk about engineering difficulties at Tehuantepec ! 
There is no concession, there is a disputed boundary line between Costa 
Rica and Nicaragua to-day, and yet the sensibility of the Senator from 
Vermont, so anxious to protect the people of the United States, so 
hypercritical as to the concession made to Captain Eads is lacerated at 
the idea ofsuch a unique bill as that before us now, and he himself 
reports a bill to give an act of incorporation to five or six gentlemen 
who propose to construct a canal at Nicaragua without having any con- 
cession or knowing what its terms will be, with a disputed boundary 
line and the President of the United States to-day solicited to act as 
umpire between these rival South American states. What is the na- 
ture of that proposition ? 

Then let us weigh the sincerity of the Senator from Vermont when 
he attacks this concession made by Mexico, a neighboring sister republic 
to the United States. Does not every man know that a canal at Nic- 
aragua means an enormous navy competent to meet on the ocean the 
navy of our rival, Great Britain? Do we not know that to-day, accord- 
ing to Admiral Porter, we have but one single vessel that can go to sea 
in the event of war, the Dolphin? On the very day after that martial 
debate here, when we pelted Great Britain with epithets and undertook 
toclean out the British Channel, the Admiral of the United States, Porter, 
came out in a public letter and said that if we went to war we had but 
one yessel that could steam out of any port and last a minute on the 
bosom of the ocean. 

What would be the result if we went into the Nicaragua scheme to- 
day? As the Senator from Massachusetts has so well said, with the 
islands outside on the Caribbean Sea in the possession and ownership of 
Great Britain, it would mean that we must immediately build and put 
afloat a navy, a permanent navy equal to the great emergency that 
would then come upon us. Weshould be compelled to construct abso- 
lutely, to build and make a harbor at Greytown upon the Caribbean 
Bea, and a harbor at Brito upon the Pacific Ocean, dig them out, scoop 
them out of rock and sand, and build them from the beginning, from 
the foundation stone up. After we have done that and constructed this 
canal we enter the waters of Lake Nicaragua with its enormous em- 
bankment of 51 feet high, extending a distance equal to from here to 
the Treasury Department of the United States, with a lock, one single 
lock, a lift-lock of 53 feet with a gate 88 feet high. 

After we have accomplished all this we must then put afloat and 
wait for a conflict with the navies of the world such a navy as we 
never had and as exists alone to-day in imagination. The construc- 
tion of that canal, Mr. McFarland, an engineer officer of the United 
States, says, would cost at least $140,000,000. The construction of the 
canal is simply the beginning of the expense. We could not reach it 
with land forces. We should have to march down the isthmus, obtain 
the consentof Mexico to pass by Tehuantepec, and on down to Nicaragua, 
750 miles below, and there our troops would be in a tropical climate 
pes with tropical fevers, far from home, without any base of sup- 
plies. 

We are told by the Senator from Vermort that this proposition of 
Eads is a unique proposition, unheard of and unknown before in the 
annalsof America. The Senator from Alabama asked what the United 


States got, and the Senator from Vermont repeated the question. I 
believe this ship-railway can be built, but I am not here to discuss 
that question, because that is between the capitalists and Captain Eads; 
and we are notasked to put a dollar into it. If it is built, it is a con- 
tinuation of the coast line of the United States. Tehuantepec is at 
the upper extremity, or 1,500 miles of isthmus. 

It is exclusively upon the soil of Mexico, a sister republic, which, 
without using the phrase of ‘“‘ manifest destiny,” is bound to come 
under the dominant sentiments and institutions of the people of the 
United States. I have no doubt—I may not live to see it, and no man 
here present may live to see it—the time will come as certainly as this 
Government continues to exist that Mexico will become a component 
part of the territory of the United States. When the strain comes 
upon our institutions that will come when we must have more territory 
in order to escape from great and manifest evils, then the people of the 
United States will look for more territory, and they must inevitably 
look in the direction of Mexico and no where else. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is that part of this plan ? 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator asks me if that is partof this plan. Iam 

king for myself. Noman is responsible for my utterances. -I only 
she my own opinion. But I say now emphatically and distinctly that 
there is a vast difference between Nicaragua and Mexico geographically, 
as to the people, as to the institutions, as to the interests involved. If 
we construct the Nicaragua Canal, it means that we seek Nicaragua 
for better or worse; we are to protect her territory; we are to become 
the sponsors for her and for her institutions and for her interests. Mex- 
ico is allied to us by vicinity and with the finest climate and soil upon 
the face of the globe. It is only necessary to infuse into her people 
the business enterprise and activity of her neighbor on the north to 
make it the ideal republic of the world. 

Mr. President, I could weary the Senate and myself by reading the 
opinions of distinguished engineers as to the feasibility and practica- 
bility of the Tehuantepec ship-railway. Ido not think it pertinent to 
this discussion. I have allthe statements here at hand and could read 
them ad nauseam to the Senate. The best engineering talent in the 
world says that this project is entirely feasible. But itis not logical 
to bring that into this discussion, for the simple reason that we are not 
asked to believe that this ship-railway is practicable and feasible. All 
we are asked to do is to give this incorporation and risk the capital of 
this country and the world as to whether it will be invested in it or 
not. 

But I can not forbear noticing what has been said in regard to a por- 
tion of this route across the Tehuantepec Isthmus. It was said here by 
the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Alabama that the 
river was simply a part of the canalization that was necessary, and the 
Senator from Version declared that it was a swampy river, shallow in 
depth, that it would have to be dredged out and kept in that condition 
in order to be safe for navigation. I have in my hands, amongst a 
number of other works, Williams’ Isthmus of Tehuantepec, and this 
is the standard authority of the survey of that isthmus, and I may 
state parenthetically that I have here also at the command of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama and the Senator from Vermont the profile and in- 
strumental survey made lately of that isthmus, within the last two 
years. That survey and those profiles have been in the committee- 
rooms of the Committee on Commerce of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate for more than a year, entirely accessible and open to 
the i ion of anyone. The survey of Williams, which is the stan- 
dard authority on that subject—it has nothing to do with the ship-rail- 
way, which was not then thought of—says in regard to the Coatzacoalcos 
River, what I shall read. ‘The Coatzacoalcos River, permit me to say, 
has a bar at the mouth, which can be removed, as Captain Eads says, 
by the jetty system, and there is now 15 feet of water at low tide on 
that bar; but crossing the bar the ship would enter then into the 
Coatzacoalcos River proper, and would go up to Minatitlan, which is 
from 20 to 25 miles above the mouth of the river, where the works 
for the elevation and taking of ships out of the water are to be con- 
structed. Williams says: 

As soon as the bar is crossed, and the ascent of the river commenced, it widens 
and deepens, and at 7 miles from the Gulf the lead shows a depth of 40 feet," 
which is preserved for some distance. The least depth in the nnel below 
Minatitlan is 12 feet, and this may be carried nearly to the island of Tacas, 
michapa, The superior advantages offered by this stream as a safe and con~- 


venient harbor for ships early attracted the attention of the Spanish conquerors, 
Cortes, in his official dispatches to the Emperor Charles V, speaks of the ims, 
portance of this river as furnishing the best harbor to be found on the Gulf; 
coast of Mexico. In giving the results of a survey of the river, made by his 
order, he says: “They found two fathoms and a half of water at its entrance, 
in the shallowest part, and ascending 12 leagues, the least they found was 5 or 
6 fathoms.” 

These soundings were made in the year 1520, and give about the same depth 
over the bar at the mouth of the river which we now find, Thisis an important 
fact, as proving that the material of which the bar is formed does not change its 
position, and giving promise that any work for deepening the channel at this 
poiut will afford permanent results. i 


But the Senator from Vermont draws a graphic picture of a 3,000-ton 
ship passing over the Tarifa Heights and then plunging down a pre- 
cipitous descent to the laguna upon the banks of the Pacific Ocean. 
From this same authority I read a description of that portion of this 
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route, after crossing over what is called the three divisions and going 
down toward the Pacific Ocean: 


By aà mario cptaitng ox gap in these mountains, we descend suddenly from 
the elevated lands to the Pacific plains, which form the third or southern 
division. These plains average about 20 miles in breadth, from the base of the 
mountains to the Pacific coast, and descend on the meridians to the lagoons, at 
an inclination varying from 10 to 15 feet in the mile; thus forming, as it were, 
an immense inclined plane, with its side next the mountains, about 250 feet 
above the Pacific. Under these circumstances they present a remarkably smooth, 
even surface, with a uniform = slope tow: the sea. In some instances 
there are occasional isolated hills, which, rising abruptly, form a prominent fea- 
ture in the topography of this part of the country. The plains are traversed by 
eight rivers, which discharge the drainage of the southern slope into the sea. 
Seven of these rivers empty into the lagoons, which are connected with the sea 
by a narrow outlet, called the Boca Barra; the eighth, or Tehuantepec River, 
comes froma northwesterly direction, and passing through the city of the same 
name, discharges itself directly into the sea at the Bay of Ventosa, 


This is the precipitous descent so graphically described by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, while this engineer whose survey is considered the 
highest authority in regard to the typography of that country asserts 
that itis a remarkably favorable survey running down to the laguna. I 
may be permitted to say here that it is within engineering possibilities 
that the laguna may not be used at all, that the survey may not go 
out to the ocean itself, but to an arm of the ocean extending a number 
of miles further, to secure deep water in the vicinity of the entrance. 

I am not disposed, however, to go into these details. So much has 
been said about them that I can not resist the temptation of saying a 
few words in regard to the surveying difficulties that are met by the 

Canal. According to a published statement it appears that 
the Ni Canal has a width at the surface of the water for 7 miles 
of its length of 80 feet, and its depth for 46 miles is 28 feet, and the locks 
have a depth of only 29 feet. Its water width is 80 feet; its depth for 
46 miles—I think the statement of the Senator’s own engineer, Menocal, 
is 28 feet—with a depth to the locks, of which they are seven, accord- 
ing to the Senator from Alabama, of 29 feet. 

The Senator from Alabama ridiculed the idea that the war vessels 
of the United States in any contingency could pass over the Tehuante- 
pec ship-railway. He said that the largest tonnage of any ship to be 
a. over it is 6,000 tons and that we have not got a war vessel that 

oes not weight more. ‘The largest war vessel of the United States, I 
believe, is the Chicago, 6,800 tons, 800 more than the 6,000 tons which 
are to be given to the ships transported by Captain Eads. Since the 
Senator made this statement I have taken the pains to find out what 
the tonnage of our war vessels is. With a width of 80 feet, a depth 
of 28 feet in the main for 46 miles on the Nicaragua route and only 29 
feet depth of the locks, let us see how the war vessels of the world 
would pass through that. 

I have the nationality, name of vessel, width of beam, and draft. 
The Italia, width of beam 72 feet 9inches. That would give it 3 inches 
to spare in going through the Ni Canal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What country is that? 

Mr. VEST. Italian; taken from the records of our Navy Department. 
That vessel has a draft of 31 feet 2 inches, Italy also has the Le- 
panto; and this is instructive reading in two or three aspects to the 
Congress of the United States. Wearein the habit of hearing of Italy 
as the land of maccaroni and lazzaroni, but it seems she has a better 
navy than the United States has. The Lepanto has 72 feet 9 inches 
width of beam and a draft of 31 feet 2 inches; the Duilio has 64 
feet 9 inches width of beam and 26 feet 7 inches draft; the Andrea 
Doria, 65 feet 4 inches width of beam with a draft of 27 feet 2 inches; 
the Sardinia, 75 feet 6 inches width of beam and 28 feet 6 inches draft; 
the Sicilia has 76 feet 6 inches width of beam and a draft of 28 feet 6 
ees the Sardegna, 76 feet 2 inches width of beam, with a draft of 

eet. 

Now we come to our great commercial rival, England, because I say, 
Mr. President, if we build a navy on that account (and if we build the 
Ni canal we shall need one from the beginning) we must build 
one equal to that of England. That canal without a navy would be 
an elephant on our hands, more disastrous than any elephant ever 
heard of in this or any other country. We at least must have a navy 
composed of vessels as large as these foreign war vessels, in order to 
compete with them and protect our own property. The Sultan, be- 
longing to Great Britain, has a width of beam of 59 feet 4 inch, with 
27 feet 11 inches draught. The Inflexible has a width of beam of 75 
feet, anda draught of 26 feet 4inches. The Dreadnaught has a width 
of beam of 63 feet 10 inches, with a draught of 26 feet 9 inches. The 
Mek oe, 68 feet 6 inches width of beam, with a draught of 27 feet 

es. 

Now we come to Austria with the Tegethoff, width of beam 62 feet 
9 inches and her draught 26 feet 6 inches. 

These are some of the war vessels of the world with which we are to 
come in conflict in the event of a difficulty between the United States 
and the governments to which they belong. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They could not get through that canal very well. 

Mr. VEST. No, but what sort of ships could we pass through the 
canal? I believe it has been suggested here in debate that the only 
thing to do is to take them into Lake Nicaragua, and there have a 
grand naval spectacular performance for the edification of the people 
of the whole world; but to get at them for the purposes of protecting 
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the canal or the commerce of the United States would be as impossi- 

ble as for me to carry off this Capitol on my shoulders. With 7 miles 

cut through rock, according to the engineer’s report, with a deeper 

cutting than any known in order to make this canal, how long would 

any war vessel of the dimensions which I have read here to-day livein 

such a canal as that? How could it get throughit? It issimply im- 
ible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I never undertake to interrupt unless I get leave. 
May I ask my friend what would be the welght of these war vessels 
that he has named with their armament, &c., if they were laid up on 
one of Fairbank’s scales that are made at Saint Johnsbury, Vt. ? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know what their weight would be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would it not be 10,000 tons? 

Mr. VEST. I know that the weight of the Chicago, the largest ves- 
sel we have, with all her armament upon her, is 6,800 tons. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. These great one would be 10,000 tons. 

Mr. VEST. Captain Eads proposes to take a vessel of 6,000 tons 
from the Gulf to the ocean. The Mexican concession says 3,000 tons, 
but Captain Eads is willing to guarantee 6,000 to anybody who will put 
confidence in the enterprise. It is not a question between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the Senator from Vermont and Captain 
Eads, but between the capitalists, who are willing or not willing to put 
money into the project. Captain Eads is willing to say that he can take 
a vessel over with 3,000 tons, and if Mexico is willing to accept that it 
is a question between Mexico and Captain Eads and nobody else. 

The Senator from Alabama’s description of the Nicaragua route isso 
different from the published reports of Menogal and other engineers, 
that Iam constrained to notice it. He says that the San Juan River 
can easily be made navigable for vessels drawing 20 feet of water. This 
conflicts with the fact that the Nicaraguan Government has for several 
years attempted, but in vain, to obtain plans and make contracts for 
improving this river so that boats drawing 4 feet of water might navi- 
gate it without danger of being wrecked on the rapids, 

The Senator says that there are no obstructions at Nicaragua in the 
shape of heavy cuttings, whereas the engineer, in his statements, gives 
one rock cutting nearly 3 miles in length whose average depth is 149} 
feet and maximum depth 218 feet, and another whose maximum depth 
is 318 feet—considerably deeper than the depth of the greatest cut at 
Panama, if the Senator’s statement that it is 218 feet is correct. 

It seems to have been assumed all along by the advocates of the Nica- 
ragua canal that all the engineering difficulties lie in the way of the 
ship-railway, and that canal building for ocean vessels on the Nica- 
raguan Isthmus is a very easy and inexpensive work. After carefully 
comparing the statements of the engineers, I am rather inclined to be- 
lieve that the greater difficulties lie in the path of the canal, for in ad- 
dition to these which I have just mentioned are several others of still 
greater importance. 

The canal will require 7 miles of rock-cutting at an expense so great 
that the engineer, in order to get his estimates down to a low limit, 
was obliged to make this rough, rocky, and dangerous trough only 80 
feet wide at the surface of the water; that is about the width of the 
Erie Canal, which varies from 72 to 100 feet. Through this narrow 
trough, and through the scant amount of water it contains, he proposes 
to push a vessel 52 feet wide at 5 miles an hour. Why, sir, such a ves- 
sel at that rate of speed, could it by any expenditure of power be ob- 
tained, would not go 100 yards without taking a sheer and running 
into the rocky side of the canal and to certain destruction. The size 
of this ditch cut in the rock is only about two-thirds that of the Suez 
Canal, which is so congested with ships getting aground against the 
the sandy banks and obstructing the channel that it can, with the great- 
est difficulty, accommodate a traffic of less than 6,000,000 tons, 

Ifind that the size of the canal designed at Nicaragua is not one-half 
as large as the proposed enlargement of the Suez Canal, and yet the 
advocates of the Nicaragua Canal assert that it will accommodate easily 
12,000,000 tons; while at Suez it is necessary to make one twice ag 
large to accommodate 6,000,000 tons. 

Then, I am not so sure that the harbors at Nicaragua can be deepened 
and improved as easily as has beenstated. Thenaval engineer who made 
the plans seems to have done all he could to whittle down estimates, 
and in this has admirably succeeded. But when his estimates for im- 
proving the Greytown harbor on the Caribbean Sea is $1,766,625 and 
that of the Army Engineer, Colonel McFarland, who has much larger 
experience in such works, is $7,733,375, it may not be audacious for 
us to question the estimate of this young naval engineer. Bearing on 
this question I find the following very forcible remarks in one of the 
discussions on the canal: 


them into the Colorado River, which debouches into the sea through Costa Rica. 
When it is borne in mind that our have failed to n the channel 
into a single harbor along the whole sweep of our Atlantic and Gulf coasts, ex» 
cept the mouth of the Mississippi, the folly is a; t of intrusting to an ama- 
teur the design and estimates for a work as ult as that at Greytown, 
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But, Mr. President, I do not wish to weary the Senate with these es- 
timates. I have only been induced to go into this matter at all by the 
attacks made on the Tehuantepec ship-railway, when I repeat that the 
only question is between the capitalists who are willing to put their 
capital into it and the projector of the enterprise. 

I am not here as a militiaman in the service and at the use of Captain 
Eads, as the Senator from Alabama intimated. I know Captain Eads; 
I know what he has done as an engineer; I know to what respect his 
opinions are entitled. I confess that I am unable now to pass or give 
an opinion as to the engineering difficulties of this route which would 
be worth anything to the Senate or to any other body. Iam nota 

ractical engineer; but I say when we are offered a chance for an 
mian transit which is simply the continuation of the coast line of 
the United States, without one single dollar, without the possibility of 
one cent’s loss to the people of the United States, it would be a fatuity 
beyond my imagination if we rejected that chance. 

Why, Mr. President, what has been the result of the construction of 
the Suez Canal? It has brought Liverpool 2,500 miles nearer to the 
Indian possessions of England. I was struck the other day with a 
statement which I sawin the English journals officially that England 
to-day has constructed 15,000 miles of railway in her Indian 
sions and then the construction of the Suez Canal has given her 2,500 
miles nearer transit between Liverpool and India, where she pays her 
laborers 8 cents a day to raisewheat. Why should we not provide for 
shortening our route between our Atlantic and Pacific possessions? 
To-day we are passing wheat either around the cape 16,000 miles or 
across the continent 500 miles farther than by the Isthmus of Tehuan- 
tepec. Tehuantepec is 750 miles nearer to New York than Ni 
1,250 miles nearer than Panama. I am taking but one side; but when 
you double it, it makes a difference between Tehuantepec and Nica- 
ragua of over 1,500 miles, and nearly 2,500 miles difference between 
Panama and Tehuantepec. 

In addition to this, when it comes to the question of strategy and 
military defense, look at the difference. The Nicaragua canal would 
necessitate a standing army and astanding navy in order to protect it— 
simply to protect it in the event of a war witha foreign nation, and the 

under our protection. What would be the result? Our men 
would have to be carried in the face of the navies of the world to Nic- 
aragua, or pass by land through Mexico, across and along the isthmus; 
but in the event of the Tehuantepec ship-railway being constructed, it 
could be defended by troops marched directly through Mexican terri- 
tory. Whaton the other hand would be our position? Mexico to-day 
is building five railroads, one of them running south to Tehuantepec, 
and now in process of construction. Mexico holds out her hand to-day, 
begging us to go into this project and exercise a joint protectorate over 
it. The land forces of the United States could be sent in a few days to 
protect this ship-railway if it should be built. : 

Here is this great Mediterranean Seaof ours, which Commodore Maury 
told us was the Mediterranean of the whole world, with two straits 
only through which war vessels could come to attack this railway; one 
the Strait of Florida, the other the Strait of Yucatan; and with a com- 
paratively small navy we could protect ourselves on the Gulf portion of 
this ship-railway against the naval forces of the entire earth. 

Without expending a dollar we have a chance to construct this ship- 
railway. I know, Mr. President, when this project was first presented 
to me, with all my admiration of Captain Eads and my belief of his 
engineering skill and power, I received it with some degree of incredu- 
lity; but when I reflected upon the fact that I received with someincredu- 
lity his judgment and his propositions to throw a bridge of 525 feet 
span across the Mississippi River at Saint Louis, when I reflected that 
I had received with more incredulity his proposition to deepen the 
mouth of the Mississippi River, and when he told me that he could 
construct this ship-railway beyond a doubt and was willing to put his 
life and fortune upon it, I was willing to accept his assurance. I be- 
lieve to-day if he lives he will construct it by voluntary contributions 
upon the part of the people of the United States and the world. 

Have we any doubt that Mexico would make with us the proper 
treaty stipulation to pass our munitions of war and our armies across 
her domain? We have now upon our statute book a treaty with Mex- 
ico that permits our troops to cross her frontier to pursue hostile In- 
dians. Mexico knows full well her relations to the United States. 
Mexico to-day is anxious to induce American capital to engage in en- 
terprises in that country. Under a beneficent and statesmanlike rule 
the old prejudices growing out of the war of 1846 has passed away. 
An American sentimentis growing there rapidly and vigorously among 
nll the educated classes. Who doubts that Mexico would give us any 
treaty stipulation necessary? 

As a matter of course it was imperative that Mexico, in granting this 
concession, should protect her own territory and her own self-respect. 
She was bound to see that this corporation should be Mexican—Mexi- 
can in what? As to its right to the soil of Mexico alone. She gave to 
this company 2,700,000 acres of public land, she exempts it from tax- 
ation, exceptrevenue stamps, which the constitution of Mexico does 
not permit to be taken off in favor of any one. The constitution ot 
Mexico provides that no munitions of war or armies belonging to any 
foreign nation shall cross her soil without what is called a constitu- 


tional concession to that effect. Who doubts, after the Gadsden treaty 
and with the change in public sentiment among the educated classes 
in Mexico which we know exists to-day, that a treaty could be at any 
time Ronana about between the two countries that would give us all 
that we ask? 

I have no more to say in to this discussion than this: I have 
no doubt Eads is entitled to a place by the side of the great discoverers 
and inventors of the world. If Columbus had gone to Ferdinand and 
Isabella after all the long years of his hard exertions and of weary and 
incessant delay, and said to them, ‘‘ Your majesties, I ask notone dollar 
from your treasury, [ ask not one favor or gift; I ask from you simply 
the poor privilege of sailing to discover an unknown world and a pas- 
sage to the East Indies under your flag and that alone,” what would 
bavo posa thought of those sovereignsif they had turned him away and 
said ‘‘no’’? 

To-day this man, ridiculed, slandered, outraged as he has been by 
those who are unworthy to touch his shoes in point of talent and ge- 
nius, besmeared with all sorts of filth and slander—this man now, after 
engineering achievements which have commanded the admiration of the 
whole civilized world, comes and asks from this Congress simply the 
poor privilege of attempting to secure for us a transit which was the 
dream of Cortez, which has been within the mind of every American 
statesman worthy of the name, and to give it to us without money and 
without price. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am very anxious to reach a proper 
conclusion on this bill. I have reflected about it and given it as much 
attention as I could. Ishall vote for the bill, but I desire to say that I do 
not place the constitutional power of Congress to pass it on the simple 
gonna taken by the Senator from Massachusetts and by the Senator 

m Missouri. I regard the bill as simply giving to a foreign corpora- 
tion, essentially foreign in all respects—the work it is to do is foreign, 
and the right to do that work comes from a foreign government—I 
therefore regard this biH as nothing more than. giving the rights of hos- 
pitality to a foreign corporation within the jurisdiction of the United 
States. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN WyYcxK]. 

Mr. VEST. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. Thə 
provisions of this amendment, as I recollect them, are very extraordi- 


nary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Nebraska in- 
dicate where he wishes his amendment to be inserted ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. At the end of the second section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. . 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 2 it is proposed to add: 

That no certificate for stock shall be issued until the same shall be fully paid 
for in money at the par value of said stock, and the money deposited in the 
treasury of said company; and said company is hereby prohibited from return- 
ing or repaying any part of the money so paid. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask to modify the second part by substituting 
what will now be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

No bonds in excess of the amount of capital paid and received shall be au- 
thorized or issued until such paid capital shall amount to the sum of $10,000,000, 
and no bonds shall be issued or disposed of at less than par value. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have been waiting for as many days as this bill 
has been under discussion supposing the projectors of it would make 
some suggestion in the way of protection or security for persons, at least 
as to the amount of stock to be issued and the mode of its issuance, and 
also as to the amount of bonds to be issued and the security to the bond- 
holders; but from the committee and the projectors of the bill has come 
not even a suggestion, and as the bill stands as reported from the com- 
mittee, unless something shall be added by the Senate there is no re- 
straint or protection. There is a simple clause that they may issue 
stock and bonds not to exceed $100,000,000, without any suggestion as 
to the amount of stock which shall form a part of that $100,000,000, or 
the number of shares of stock that shall be subscribed, or how much 
shall be paid thereon. 

Now, is it possible, no matter whether it be a foreign corporation or 
for foreign purposes, that at this age of the world, with all the experi- 
ences in our own history and the experiences of other nations, we shall 
incorporate, set on foot and give life to a creation and impose no sort of 
conditions upon it? It is a startling proposition. What objection the 
Senator from Missouri may have to my amendment as now proposed I 
fail to see. : 

There was, at one time, a suggestion made, but not in the shape of 
a proposition from the committee, that they might subscribe for 
$10,600,000, I think, and pay 10 per cent. upon it, and that upon the 
payment of a million dollars they could proceed ad libitum, according to 
their own will, to issue stock and bonds for $99,000,000. But there 
is not even such a provision as thatin the bill, it seems. There is no 
requirement anywhere, either in letter or in spirit, although it has 
been conceded here in this Senate Chamber, that the great injury to our 
prosperity to-day has been the allowance of watered stocks and bonds 
until the whole nation is incumbered with a mortgage, without any 
consideration, of nearly $4,000,000,000. Yetit is proposed to do even 


worse than that in this bill, and to pass it withouta 
any portion of this money shall be paid in tash into 
the company. 

It is all idle to talk as gentlemen have talked, which is undoubtedly 
true, of the great excellence and high moral character of the incorpo- 
rators and the great wealth of some of them. The same could be said 
of all the projectors of railroads in this country. The same could be 
said of the organizers of the Union Pacific Railroad Company when 
they came here and Con bestowed liberally in bonds and money, 
and yet those men conducted the enterprise in such a way as to bring 
about scandal and credit mobiliers, and finally by their own unre- 
strained issue of stocks and bonds they brought disaster to the com- 


y. 

me are told to-day in the Senate Chamber that with a hundred mill- 
ion dollars indebtedness of these railroad companies we must be tender 
and careful through our laws, because otherwise the whole hundred 
millions will be lost to the nation. Yet those were men of character, 
they were men of moral excellence, they were men of genius, they were 
men of property. So with all the corporation system of this country 
which has entailed this enormous debt, upon which interest is extracted 
from the poore by extortionate and oppressive railroad charges. We 
not only have all that before us in the history of our own country, but 
` we have the history of France in her Mississippi scheme and others, 
and the history of England in her South Sea scheme and bubble, when 
her nobility, when her ministers, her chancellors of the exchequer and 
the treasury were all engaged in such projects. h 

There is no question of the geniusof these gentlemen and the esteem 
in which they are held; but shall we not protect commerce, and shall 
we not protect innocent persons who may be disposed to enter into this 
enterprise by inserting a provision in the bill to restrict the amount of 
stock which may be issued or the cash which may be paid upon it, or 
to restrict the amount of bonds to be issued and state the condition 
upon which they shall be issued? s 

Mr. CALL obtained the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to have an 
amendment read which may or may not meet the views of the Senator 
from Nebraska, but which I think is a sufficient protection? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri submits 
an amendment, which will be read for information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the incorporators herein named, or as many as they may choose 
from their number by a majority vote, shall have power to open books of sub- 
scription to the capital stock of said company at such places, within the United 
States or elsewhere, as they may elect, and receive all subscriptions to said 
stock. When not less than $5,000,000 of said stock has been subscribed and 10 
per cent. thereof paid in in cash, the said incorporators, or a majority of them, 
so authorized, shall call a meeting of the stockholders, to be held either in the 
city of New York, or in Washington, D.C. At least thirty days’ notice of said 
meeting shall be given by mailing to each stockholder a written or printed cir- 
cular calling his my ers to the same, and by publication in at least two of the 
daily newspapers haying general circulation in the city where the meeting is 
to be held. The stockholders present at said meeting, either personally or by 
proxy, shall elect a board of directors, who shall serve for such timeas may be de- 
termined by a majority of the votes castatsaid meeting, and who shall haye such 
powers as are conferred by the by-laws. The stockholders shall also at said 
meeting adopt by-laws Srey yep any or all of the matters mentioned in connec- 
tion with by-laws in section lof this act; and any of said by-laws may be al- 
tered, amended, added to, or repealed, at any time thereafter as, inthe opinion 
of the stockholders, the interests of the company may require. 

At said first meeting of the stockholders it shall be the duty of the incorpo- 
rators to deliver to the stockholders all moneys, stock-books, stock-certificates, 
property and effects held by them and belonging to said company ; and there- 
after all power vested in said incorporators, as such, shall cease and the stock- 
enc and their successors shall thereafter constitute the corporation hereby 
created. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri where 
does that appear in the bill? 

Mr. VEST. It is an amendment that I offer. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. At best that calls for the payment of $500,000. 
It is open to precisely the same objections that I have stated. That 
starts the corporation on its high road, having paid in only $500,000. 
That is the only modification, as I understand by the amendment, of 
the original proposition which we have been considering for a week or 
more. 

Mr. VEST. There are very few corporations with a capital of 50 


per cent. paid in. 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
CALL] has the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator from Florida to yield to me that I 
may make an announcement to the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to state that to-morrow afternoon at 3 o’clock 
I shall ask the Senate to consider resolutions of respect to the memory 
of the late Senator Pike. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, we have had a great deal of discussion 
here in regard to the power of Congress to make this incorporation, but 
it seems to me very clear that the only question in this matter is what 
we can do within our own territory. estly there isno power in this 
Government to enact any law which is to operate beyond the territory 
of the United States. The authority and jurisdiction which it has over 
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its own citizens exercised in a foreign country must be by the consent 
of that country alone. 

What does this act of incorporation propose? It proposes simply to 
give the right of succession in the United States, the right to own prop- 
erty, and to contract and be contracted with. Beyond all doubt that is 
competent to be done here. ‘ 

is question can not be tried by the objects it has in view or by the 
effect it may have upon property in a foreign country. We heré simply 
give the power of succession, the power to contract and be contracted 
with, the power to own real and personal estate, and that is confined 
to our own country; but those rights of property which are acquired 
abroad are represented by persons who are and always will be within 
the power and jurisdiction of this Government. To my mind that set- 
tles the question, the domicile of the corporation being within our con- 
trol. What other rights it may acquire abroad are matters that do not 
concern and can not be affected by the act of incorporation now asked 
to be passed. : 

But, Mr. President, it seems to me that we are doing great discredit 
to the intelligence and power and wealth of this people in neglecting 
to take advantage of any of the transits across the isthmus that may 
be practicable. Certainly there is no question that the necessities of 
the world demand not only that we should encourage, but that we 
should by actual appropriation of money, by actsof public policy create 
thistransit. I should greatly preferthat the Government of the United 
States undertake this work, and by its own sovereign power carry it 
into effect and establish a transit there either of its own authority or 
in concert with Mexico or with the other nations of the world; but 
now when the private enterprise of our citizens and the sagacity of 
great commercial men are applying to us foran ordinary exercise of the 
powers of legislation, that they may be associated together here inour 
own country, that the money they may contribute may be under their 
control in a convenient manner, that the right of succession may be 
given to them, it seems to me that there can be no possible reasonable 
objection to granting this act of incorporation. 

There is another view to be taken of the matter. I sympathize very 
much with the idea of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] 
that the commerce of the world should not be taxed for the fictitious 
and pretended use of money which is not used, that there should not 
be a false capitalization of any enterprise; and it derives great force 
from the fact that there are but one or two practicable transits across 
the isthmus. If the ideas of this great engineer shall be realized and 
this enterprise shall be effected it will be an actual power of taxation 
upon commerce as great as is possessed by any nation over its own prop- 
erty and its own people. 

In that point of view under ordinary cireumstances I should support 
any amendment looking to the condition that there should be no greater 
capitalization than the actual and reasonable and proper cost of the 
great enterprise that is attempted. Whether it should be done by re- 
quiring the stock to be paid in advance would be another question. At 
present, under the circumstances in which this enterprise comes to us, 
I am opposed to embarrassing it with any other considerations than aro 
absolutely necessary for the protection of the country and for the suc- 
cess of the enterprise itself. 

Looking to the eventualities of this great enterprise, a corporation 
like the East India corporation to be created here and which may grow 
to be a vast power, it being a transit which it may be necessary for the 
interests of commerce in this country to be controlled by the Congress 
of the United States, I submit to the Senator from Missouri whether it 
would not be wise to add these amendments to the act of incorporation: 

Sec. —. The power to alter, amend, or repeal this act of incorporation is hereby 
reserved to the United States. 

SEC, —. The Government of the United Statesshall have the right at any time 
to acquire the ownership and control of the property, of this corporation at such 
price as shall be ascertained bya fair appraisement of its value by appraisers 
one of whom shall be appointed by the United States and the other by the said 
corporation, and a third who shall be selected by the two appointed persons, 

To my mind these are proper conditions which should be attached to 
a corporation which has such great possible and even probable eventu- 
alities, and I shall submit them to the action of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

ro by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wycxk]. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Is not the suggestion of amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri as a substitute first in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not now in order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I should like to say in this connection, since the _ 
committee have shown the necessity of a little attention to the matter, 
that the proposition of the committee provides for a subscription of 
$5,000,000, and 10 per cent. paid, which would be $500,000; that is, 
the incorporators named are to meet together, not in Mexico, but they 
are to meet in New York or Washington. 

I will say to my friend from Florida [Mr. CALL] that this is an 
American corporation, and whatever neglect there may be will be charge- 
able to the American Congress. Whatever scandal may grow out of 
this transaction will be chargeable to the American nation. Theamend- 
ment provides that the corporators named shall meet in New York or 
Washington, not on the soil of Mexico; that there shall be $5,000,000 
subscribed, and there shall be 10 per cent., or $500,000, paid in; and 
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when that is done they are to give notice that there will be a meeting 
of the stockholders when they will turn over everything to the stock- 
holders. The act of incorporation is to secure the stock, and the cash 
paid goes to the stockholders, and then they are to have the power to 
make by-laws. 

I apprehend we have a right to look upon this as we look upon other 
incorporations. We have a right to adjudge to them the same high 
qualities, the same excellence, the same genius as other men, and also 
it becomes our duty to charge up against them the same passions and 
avarice and propensity to enrich themselves as other high-toned gen- 
tlemen who have gone into corporations have shown themselves to pos- 
sess. I take them in both aspects. We can not discharge our duty 
unless we give them credit for excellence and charge them with the 
infirmities of mankind. 

The amendment proposes that it shall all be turned over to the stock- 
holders. That is to be the end of it. They may go inand make their 
by-laws then, as all other honorable corporations, just as your Pacific 
railroad companies have done, just as your Wabash system did, just 
as your great railroad-systems in this country have done, in whose 
hands honorable, high-toned, money-making men—call them ingenious 
men, thrifty men—have gone in and made their by-laws, controlled by 
what? Not entirely by patriotism. 

The gentlemen who propose to put their money in this scheme do it 
not so much on account of high patriotism to benefit the great Ameri- 
can nation. We were amused with those stories, you remember. We 
were amused with that when we organized the Pacific railroad com- 
panies, and you remember how in both Chambers of Congress and 
throughout the whole country those patriotic men were lauded who 
were going to pay out their own private fortunes for the purpose of de- 
veloping the country; and what then? We have learned about that. 

We have a right to say the same precisely of these men. Captain 
Eads and his associates are not doing this for the benefit of mankind 
and the American Republic—not at all. They are doing this to ac- 
complish good in that direction, but the greater good is to make a suc- 
cessful venture for themselves. That is all there is about it in that 
sense. We take the experience of the past and we know that to be the 
case. It has been so on our own soil, and I have said it was so on 
French soil and on English soil. Mankind is the same all over the 
world. 

I supposed we had learned one lesson in this country, that organ- 
ized capital, that genius banded together, needed some restraining power, 
and it would seem impossible with all the experience of the past be- 
fore us that we should suffer such a bill to pass. 

The only requirement is that when $500,000 shall be paid into the 
hands of the stockholders then they shall make by-laws. What then? 
What is to prevent the issue of stocks and bonds as other high-toned 
corporations have done, and what is to prevent the issuing of stocks 
and bonds principally to the projectors of this enterprise? There is 
nothing in the bill to prevent it. 

I supposed we had reached at last a point where we could regulate 
that. We sought to apply such a restriction in the Senate to railroad 
corporations, as we all remember, railroad corporations that had been 
created by States; and when they undertook to invade and enter and 
lay their tracks through Indian Territory we have sought to apply such 
provisions to them. 

We create here a new charter. We set it afloat, parade it as an 
American charter; and yet with all the experience of the world and our 


own experience are we to open the door for these men, if they are so |. 


inclined at any time and ambition or greed or avarice shall happen to 
control them, as it has controlled good men all over the world, and 
give them the same opportunity to do what was done in France, what 
was done in England, what has been done in the Republic of America? 

If the proposition I submit is not correct, then adopt some proposi- 
tion that will be some protection, so that in the future we shall not 
be compelled to bear the scandals which have attached to some of our 
legislationin the past and to some of the highest toned business men I 
suppose that the Republic of America ever produced. 

Mr. HOAR. I give notice of a proposed amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri when that shall be offered. I un- 
derstand the amendment of the Senator from Missouri is not yet pend- 


ing. é 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not yet in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I give notice of an amendment now which I hope he 
will accept. In the seventh line of his amendment, after the provision 
that subscriptions to the stock shall be opened, is this provision: 

When not less than $5,000,000 of said stock has been subscribed and 10 per 
cent. thereof paid in in cash. 

I propose to strike out the words ‘‘ when not less than $5,000,000 of 
said stock has been subscribed and,” and to insert: 

When the Secretary of the Interior shall have certified that not less than 
$5,000,000 has been subscribed to said stock by responsible persons, and when, 

So as to read: 


‘When the Secretary of the Interior shall have certified that not less than 
$5,000,000 has been subscribed to said stock by responsible persons, and when 10 
per cent. of the same sha]! have been paid in in cash, 
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The effect of that amendment will be to require bona fide and responsi- 
ble subscriptions for the $5,000,000—persons certified to be responsible 
by a high public officer. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator inform the Senate why he puts in 
the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my statement, and then I will answer 
the question with great pleasure. 

That stands, as I understand, in law asa fund. If it isnot paid in, 
any creditor would have the right to compel its payment by a process 
in equity. The obligation is a fund for the debts of the company. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is, if you can find the stockholders. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; if you can find the stockholders. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts explain why 
he wants the Secretary of the Interior put in and the Government of 
the United States committed to it ? 

Mr. HOAR. The Secretary of the Interior is the officer of the Gov- 
ernment to whom such duties are commonly committed. He is the 
officer of the Government to whom the superintendence of railroads, so 
far as the Government has any interest in them, is confided. He has 
the railroad auditor of accounts, the Government directors of railroads, 
under his control and in his Department, and he seems to be the nat- 
ural person to deal with a railroad question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave not observed any feature of this bill hereto-, 
fore that connected the Government of the United States with it. I 
thought it was a private enterprise, and I can not understand why the 
Senator should desire to connect the Government of the United States 
with this private corporation. 

Mr. HOAR. There iz not a State in the Union which, in exercising 
the superintending power over corporations, whether they are merely 
joint-stock companies for purely private business, for owning and rent- 
ing real estate, or for manufacturing, that does not have its commis- 
sioner of corporations, ~or its State treasurer, or some other public 
officer certify to the lawful organization of the corporation, whether it 
is a private or a public corporation. If we wish to make provision that’ 
there shall be such a subscription it is proper to have some public 
oficer charged with the duty of seeing that it is a bona fide subscrip- 
tion, and that the subscribers are ible persons. I trust the hon- 
orable Senator from Missouri will accept the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I personally have not the slightest objection to the 
amendment. 

I wish to make a remark in reply to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Van Wyck]. Ido not ask for Captain Eads any immunity from the 
ordinary suspicion and from the ordinary restriction which attends 
every man who en in an enterprise of this sort. All I ask for 
him is that he be treated fairly and liberally, because he is, as all the 
world knows, surrounded with great difficulties in this enterprise, and 
he is asking very little from the Government except thisincorporation. 
That is all that he asks, 

The Senator from Nebraska proposes to put the most extraordinary 
restrictions upon this stock and the amount of payment. He asks for 
a payment of 50 per cent., which is unheard of as to an enterprise of 
this sort. In the Nicaragua incorporation bill (and we will all concede 
to the Senator from Vermont that he is not in the habit of drawing any 
loose provisions in the bills that he controls) we have this provision: 

That if stock to the amount of $10,000,000 shall not be subscribed— 


This is an amendment of the committee— 


In the amendment which I have offéred it is provided, in the first 
place, that this $5,000,000 of stock shall be subscribed and 10 per cent. 

id in, which it is true is only $500,000. That is the initiative. 

ow, I propose, and I read it for information, to offer an amendment 

which is identical almost with that which we find in the Nicaragua 
bill, with the exception of the term of years: 

Sec, —. That if stock to the amount of $10,000,000 shall not be subscribed, and 
10 per cent. thereof actually paid in, before the expiration of two years next 
after the passage of this act, or if the work of constructing said railway shall 
not be actually commenced before, and be in progress at the iration of four 

next after the passage of this act, the said corporation 1 be deemed to 
ve expired by limitation, and all its franchises and privileges shall be deemed 
to have absolutely ceased and become determined. 

With the exception of four years instead of two, this is identical with 
the provision in the maritime Nicaragua Canal bill, and I submit that 
that is enough.” 

Captain Eads ought not to be dealt with as an adventurer, as a mere 
speculator. He is putting the reputation of his whole life in this en- 
terprise. He is sixty-two yearsold. His character is certainly worth 
something to him. A man who stands as he does before the world to- 
day is putting his whole private fortune in this thing, and he is doing 
what to a man of a high sense of honor and of a sensitive disposition is 
more than fortune, he is inducing his friends, the people who have 
stood by him through all his wonderful career, to put their money in 
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on the faith of his participation in this en All I ask for him 
is that he shall be treated liberally, and in broad, eatholic spirit 
which is worthy of a great government in dealing with a distinguished 


Mr. EDMUNDS. My distinguished friend from Missouri is handy 
and happy in calling attention to the bill reported from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations as containing some clauses that he thinks, being 
forced to it, he would put into this bill, and one is the clause in respect 
of the paying in the subscriptions and paying in of money to the stock, 
actual money, which he has stated very fairly, being the ninth section 
of the bill reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations. What 
does he say to the sixth section? 

That no part of the capital stock paid in— 

As required by the ninth section— 
shall be atany time withdrawn or returned to the stockholders or in any manner 
diverted from the proper uses of the corporation. 

Bly agreed follows, which I need not read, for anybody who takes 

Mai dora be cas to oe th reported from the Commi 

oes he say to the tenth secti m the ttee 
on Foreign Relations? rd 

Sxc.10. That nothing int this act contained shall be held orconstrued toin any 
manner inyolye the United States in any pecuniary obligations whatever, other 
Joan in respect of the payment of tolls as provided in section 8 of this act, 

What does he say to the eleventh section as it is reported ? 

Sec. 1L. That Congress shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, or 
repeal this act when in its judgment the public good may require. 

What does he say to the distinction between the Nicaragua bill and 
this where the Nicaragua bill provides for treaty arrangements between 
the two governments, and the ion of the two governments in 
the construction of the work and their joint, effectual, influential man- 
agement of it through the corporation? There is the difference be- 
tween this scheme, supposing it were possible of accomplishment, as a 
matter of mere business, and the bill reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VEST. There area t many things in the Nicaragua bill 
which could not by any possibility be put in the Tehuantepec bill, for 
the reason that we have a concession, and the gentlemen in the Nica- 
ragua scheme have none. ‘They are to take whatever concession is here- 
after given them by Nicaragua. Hereis aconcession by which Mexico 
has given to Captain Eads certain privileges and demanded of him in 
return certain specific obli He had to take that concession or 
nothing. Ie got the best he could, and he is bound by that concession. 

' Mexico, in addition to 2,700,000 acres of land and exemption from 

taxation, is also loaning $1,250,000 a year to this enterprise out of her 

, and the United States is not paying a dollar. Thereis a pro- 

that Mexican goods and vessels, &c., shall pass over the 

rig at 25 per cent. less than those of other nations, and the same 

terms can be made with any other nation that extends aid to this en- 

terprise, but the United States gives no aid. Nota dollar is asked 

from this Government. Asa matter of course no such provision as that 
could be put in this bill. 

But in regard to the specific clauses spoken of by the Senator from 
Vermont I have drawn an amendment which I propose to offer at the 

roper time, but all these objections are made in advance. Ishall pro- 
pose to add to the bill: 

Src, — That nothing contained in thisact shall be so construed as to involve 
the United States in any pecun whatever other than the pay- 
ment of tolls as hereinbefore prov for. 

I propose at the proper time to offer that, so that there will be no 
obligation at all on this Government to pay a dollar. 

The Senator from Vermont asks me in regard to other provisions 
which I shall attempt to notice. He refers to section 11 of the Nica- 
ragua bill, which reads: 

at all es have the to alter, amend,or this 
E angen apa ens lena 

I have simply to say that I have an amendment drawn with those 
identical words in, with the provision that any equitable right of this 
company shall be considered. I put that clause in for the reason that 
these bonds are to be sold in the markets of the world, and foreigners 
po po erases ta seer provision in a charter given by the United 

States Congress as we would probably understand it. Capital is timid. 
There are great difficulties as an engineering project in the way of this 
enterprise. If we put in an additional provision that this act may be 
repealed at any time by the Congress of the United States, foreign 
capitalists might not feel inclined to put a million dollars upon a 
hazard of that sort, while they might be willing to risk Captain Eads, 
his integrity, his genius as an engineer. I submit that this Govern- 
ment and the stockholders would be just as well protected with the 
amendment as I have drawn it as with that which is found in the Nic- 
aragua bill now spoken of by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will my friend allow Sangre that point he is 


ar 


Certainly. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Nicaragua Canal gentlemen, who I suppose 
are quite as respectable as Mr. Eads, and more numerous than 

because there are more of Shoes thier caa san, bed iair bint Tatoedinced 


with the equitable clause that the Senator refers to init. The Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, unanimously I think, all of them believ- 
ing that the Nicaragua Canal was the thing for the safety, and w 

and promotion of the interests of the United States and of the Cen 
American republics in the commerce of the world, &c., in spite of our 
good wishes to those people, thought it necessary to the public interest 
to strike out their provision, which the Senator now wants to have in 
his repeal clause, ‘* but not in violation of the rights of the company 
considered in equity,’’ and to leave every corporation that is created by 
the United States wherever it may have the power, or not have the 
power, whatever it does, subject to the absolute and unqualified legis- 
lative jurisdiction of Congress. 

Now, the Senator is not content to take what the friends of the Nic- 
aragua Canal scheme and the friends of the people who wish to engage 
in that enterprise thought it necessary to impose upon them, but asks 
that there'shall be applied to the legislative power of Congress a limi- 
tation, to be determined by a court as between private persons, which 
I think my friend would not submit to in Missouri for a moment if it 
were proposed to his Legislature for any corporation whatever. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave stated what I thought would be the effect, and 
that is the only reason why I should wish to put in that clause. Asa 
matter of course it is within the sound judgment of the Senate to de- 
termine upon it. 

Mr. FRYE. Had we not better adjourn? 

Mr. VEST. Iam anxious to close thisdebate. I will stop speaking 
if it will facilitate matters. I just want to say that in section 6 of the 
Nicaragua bill there is nothing to which I object at all as to withdraw- 
ing any portion of the capital stock, &c. I have no disposition to di- 
vert any assets of this company to anything but the legitimate purposes 
for which the work is commenced. 

Mr. INGALLS. I movethat the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. I hope not. 

Mr. INGALLS. T supposed there was no possibility of finishing the 
bill to-night. 

Mr. VEST. I think we can get a vote. 

Mr. INGALLS. If it is the desire to proceed I have no wish con- 
trary to the desire of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Docs the Senator from Kansas insist 
on his motion? 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. VEST. Iwish to makea single remark. Iam notin the habit 
of asking any personal favors of the Senate, but Iam so situated that 
I am compelled to ask the Senate if possible to conclude this bill to- 
day and let it go through the Senate in some shape. It has been here 
now two weeks obstructing other business, and we can dispose of it in 
a very few minutes, I think. If an adjournment is taken it will have 

to be discussed over again, and new amendments will be suggested and 
oa debate may be interminable. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. With all due deference to my friend from Mis- 
souri, I suggest that after, as my friend seems to forget, a week or two 
was passed in a general discussion of the bill as to the great extent and 
powerof England and other nations of the earth, when we reach the 
point of maturing the proper details we are met with objection. 
Amendments are proposed here which are not understood, because my 
friend from Missouri did not understand fully the last amended por- 
tion which was read. I had changed the position, asking for 50 per 
cent. to be paid upon the stock belies the bonds shoeld be GPad, but 
I did require in one proposition that certificates of stock should not be 
issued until the stock wasfully paid up. If we were organizing a rail- 
road corporation here we would insist on putting such a clause in. 

That has been the source, as I stated before, of much of our finan- 
cial trouble to-day. There is no reason why we should organize a cor- 
poration and allow certificates of stock to be issued until the stock is 
fully paid. The sentiment of my friend from Missouri, which might 
be assented to by all here, as to the liberality which should be ex- 
tended to Captain Eads, is quite another matter. Captain Eads is not 
this whole corporation. Other men will take hold of this enterprise 
after awhile, as they have taken hold of all other corporations that 
have been organized. They do it for their own interest, and it is our 
duty to protect ourselves and protect innocent purchasers of the stock. 

I Bed moans that it could not be justified that stock should anywhere, 
by any concern, be issued until the full amount is paid before the cer- 
tificates are issued. My proposition is, that up to the extent of $10,- 
000, ,000 contributed, an equal amount of stock and bonds may be issued 
paripassu. Itisnot until $10,000,000of bonds are paid up that the cor- 
poration may issue bonds in excessof the stock. That is the proposi- , 
tion. Whois toobjecttoit? Captain Eads himself ought not to object 
toit? It is not Captain Eads’s private fortune, for he has no $100,- 
000,000 to construct this work. 

Before this is throngh it will be astock operation, and gambling stock 
operators will be interested in this matter. You leave it in the power 
of the stockholders without any restraint or check whatever when yeu 
require $5,000,000 to be subscribed and 10 per cent. paid. Your very 
bill authorizes the stockholders to decide that no more money need be 
paid on the stock than 10 per cent. When that is done and they have 
the power to do it, it is their interest to do it, tnd there is no restraint 
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on them, according to the proposition of the Senator from Missouri and 
the Senator from Massachusetts— you leave the power with them after 
they have paid the 10 per cent. on $5,000,000—they may passa by-law 
saying that no further payment need be required on that stock, and as 
soon as they issue stock beyond $5,000,000 they leave it with the stock- 
holders to say that only 5 per cent. or even less may be paid. I ask the 
Senator from Massachusettsif he considers at this day, with all the expe- 
rience we have had in such matters, that it is safe to intrust this power 
to any man, no matter how great he may be? 

Mr. HOAR. I will answer the question. I do not wish to detain 
the Senate more than a moment. IfI can have its attention one mo- 
ment I shall be pleased. 

I have given as much study to this matter of restraining corporations 
as I have to any legislative matter, and I am quite of the opinion in re- 
gard to domestic corporations, like banks, Jike home railroads, which 
are in danger of being hawked about in the stock market, and where 
widows and trustees with small credit may take their bonds in small 
amounts as an investment, that a very stringent provision that the 
debt shall not exceed the capital stock ought to be put in; but I think 
this is an exception. 

I think that a $50,000,000 enterprise, which must of necessity get all 
its credit from large bankers and brokers and investors who invest by 
the million and who will, with the aid of legal counsel, look clear to 
the bottom of the whole thing before they pay out their money, may 
be made an exception to this general policy that I have spoken of. I 
do not think any innocent or ignorant bona fide will ever be in 
the test danger of being wronged one cent, and I think it may be 
desirable, and desired by the capitalists who furnish the money, to do 
it in the form of a bonded indebtedness rather than in the form of be- 
coming stockholders where all their interests are subject to a vote of 
a majority of their associates, and they can not tell whom they will be 
in the future. 

So, then, if wesecure the genuineness of this operation by an actual 
payment of $500,000 and by a subscription of $5,000,000 from respon- 
sible persons, whose responsibility is certified to by the Secretary of the 
Interior, which subscription becomes a trust fund, according to the 
decisions of the courts, just as much as though they had paid out 
money left to those persons to be called in by trustees, it becomes a 
trust fund for all the creditors of this road. I think that that-is area- 
sonable and sufficient security for the public and for every person. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Allow me to ask the Senator if he thinks this 
enterprise is entitled to more liberality than the construction of the 
Pacific Railroad? 

Mr. HOAR. It is a very different enterprise. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. But does he think this should receive any more 
consideration than a project like the Pacific Railroad? Does he not 
know now the danger of loss that there has been and is to-day and will 
be in the future from the fact that Congress either neglected or were 
careless in the protection of the public when they organized the Pa- 
oo gn companies? The people of Massachusetts know how 

t 

Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. HARRISON in the chair). Mr. President, I 
have my purpose to vote for the incorporation of a company 
to try the experiment of building this Eads enterprise across the = 
mus of Tehuantepec. Idoit with as much cheerfulness as I shall vote 
for the Ni project; but, in my judgment, for the benefit of the 
project itself there ought to be a good many provisions inserted that 
are inserted in regard to every corporation created by Congress, and 
those ns Onai not to be inserted at this late hour of the day 
without some study and consideration. I therefore res y sub- 
mit to the Senator from Missouri whether it would not be better to 
have this bill recommitted. 

I do not desire to delay it a day or an hour, but in my judgment 
there onght to be provisions for organizing these incorporators, pro- 
viding for their meeting, for the opening of books and fixing the amount 
of the capital stock to be subscribed, the manner of subscription, the 
amount to be paid, how it shall be paid. These are matters which 
ought to be fixed by the law itself, and not by the power of the corpo- 
ration to create by-laws. Then there ought to be a provision in regard 
to the issue of bonds, whether they should be mortgage-bonds, their 
rights and liens, &c. 

It seems to me that this may be better done by recommitting the 
Dill to the same committee that reported it and is in favor of it, with 
a view to proposing these amendments. Then if the bill is reported 
back to-morrow morning, it would be better to have the amendments 
pass under the eye and scrutiny of a committee. I undertook, while 
in the chair, to write one or two provisions that I supposed everybody 
would be in favor of, but I did not like to do it in the hurry of this 
late hour. I submit to the Senator from Missouri himself whether it 
would not be better to let the bill stand over, without formal recom- 
mittal, with a view to having these amendments prepared. 

Mr. VEST. Ihavea easton of amendments, but the bill was at- 
tacked so vigorous] y—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it go over until Thursday morning. 

Mr. VEST. Theamendmentscan beread. I intended to offer them 
to meet these objections, 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as additional sections the 
POTRE 

SEC. —. shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, or re- 

1 this act gM its judgment the pu ead gpa ral ees. but not in vio- 
—_ of the rights of the company conside: in 
—. That the United States shall be entitled to ool. a representation on the 
board: of Niir. of said pont wos not, however, in any event exceeding two- 
ninths of its members, as may be provided for in any treaty hereafter made be- 
tween the United States and Mexico. 

Sec. —. That the principal office of the company shall be located and main- 
tained either in New York city or Washington, D. C., as said company may 
elect. Said election shall be made the company within six months next 
after the passage of this act, and no thereof shall be published in a daily 

newspaper in each of said cities at least once a week for four consecutive weeks 
immediately following the date at which said election is made. 

Src. —. TI the United States shall, upon payment of three-fourths of the 
customary ra and having first obtained the consent of the Government of 
Mexico, as provided in said concession, enjoy the use of said railway for the 
transportation of troops, munitions of war, mails, and property. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Let tlie amendments be printed and the bill go 
over until Thursday morning. I think it would be very unwise for 
this corporation not to have these provisions carefully framed, because 
wise and prudent men would want to know exactly the nature of their 
rights, the right to ae stock, its value fixed by law, not fixed by mere 

by-laws which can be changed. from day to day. 

It seems to me, if I was about to invest money in this enterprise I - 
should want all these provisions, whatever they are, laid out in the law 
with the certain probability that Congress would not do any unwisething 
to jeopardize or lessen the rights I had acquired by subscription either 
to bonds or stock. It seems to me that the Senator from Missouri and 
the Senator from Massachusetts, who are familiar with corporation leg- 
islation, could amendments that would be acceded to by every 
one, and there would be then no further difficulty in the bill. 
To attempt to frame these amendments to-night at 6 o’clock I think is 
an impracticable task. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that to-morrow is set apart for another 
dtity. If the bill goes over until Thursday with all the rights then 
that it has now, I think it can be finished in halfan hour on that day. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to know what rights it has. 
I have not heard of its having any rights, There are other bills before 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Jtis a special order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. There are Senators who donot intend to con- 
cede that it has any rights, and we do not concede anything and do not 
acquiesce in anything except to finish business as speedily as we can. 
I do not believe, for one, the bill ought to pass the Senate in the form 
that it is, because I look upon it not as a bill but as a treaty, a treaty 
that I never intend, for one, to acquiesce in or concur in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISON in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VEST. If we can not get through with this bill to-night, with 
the understanding that it remains the ial order and comes up on 
Thursday as the unfinished business, I have no objection to an adjourn- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it is the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. CAMERON. I give notice that I shall call up the bill to in- 
crease the naval establishment immediately after the morning business 
is concluded to-morrow. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before an adjournment is had, I should like to ask 
my friend from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] if we can not have an agree- 
ment about a vote on this bill. I suggest to my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] that we agree to take the vote some time to-morrow. 

Mr. . To-morrow is to be devoted to eulogies. 

Several Senators. After 3 o’clock. 

Mr. VEST. If the bill can be taken up to-morrow—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us agree to vote at half 2. 

Mr. VEST. If we take the bill up to-morrow at 1 o’clock—— 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall object to that. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to the bill going over until Thurs- 
day if it can be understood that it shall be taken up then at 2 o'clock 
and finished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri ask 
unanimous consent that the bill go over until Thursday and be the un- 
finished business at 2 o'clock on that day ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; and that we then sit the bill out then. 

Mr. GIBSON. The understanding being that the bill is to be voted 
upon on that day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Unanimous consent is asked. Does that 
imply that we agree to take the bill up on Thursday? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take it up at that time would, of course, involve taking it up. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not consent to this underany circum- 


Mr. BUTLER. It does not require any unanimous consent, 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I shall not object to the bill being taken 
apma the understanding that it does not imply that I agree to this 
under any circumstances. 
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Mr. VEST. Nobody asks the Senator to agree to it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. Let us have the understanding first. 

Mr. INGALLS. Itis understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 

position of the Senator from Missouri that this bill be the unfinished 

eats srr at 2 o’clock on Thursday. 

Mr. GIBSON. And be then finished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS] moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 16, at 12 
o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIV ES. 
TUESDAY, February 15, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
WILLIAM H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent the reading of so 
much of the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday as relates to the 
introduction of bills and resolutions was dispensed with. The re- 
mainder of the Journal was read and approved. 


GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS AT SITKA, ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Supervising Architect rec- 
ommending a renewal of the appropriation for Government buildings 
and wharf at Sitka, Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. . 

S. M. SMITH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in relation to the account of S. M. Smith, clerk 
of the circuit court at Columbia County, Wisconsin, for fees in Fox and 
Wisconsin River cases; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

STANDARD UNDERGROUND CABLE COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers upon 
the claim of the Standard Underground Cable Company of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., for cables laid in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

UNLAWFUL INCLOSURE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, in mse to a resolution of the 
House, an opinion of the Attorney-General relative to the unlawful 
inclosure of areas of public lands; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYES IN THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in response to a resolution of the House calling 
for a list of employés in the Geological Survey appointed under civil- 
service rules and employés not so appointed; which was referred to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting a letter from the United States marshal of Alaska, 
and recommending that provision be made for payment of expenses of 
United States marshals for the fiscal year of 1886 and prior years; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS D. MEARES, ADMINISTRATOR, VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact by the court 
in the case of Thomas D. Meares, administrator, against the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

MRS. M. E. WOOD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2997) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. M. E. Wood, which bill had been returned{from 
the Senate with the message that the Senate disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House and asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the House insist on its amendment and 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LAND GRANT TO NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2172) restor- 
ing to the United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern 

cific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, 
and for other purposes, said bill having been returned from the Senate 


with a message that the Senate further insist on its disagreement to the 
amendment of the House and ask for further conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses, 

Mr. COBB. I move the House insist on its amendment and agree 
to the further conference asked for by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ILLINOIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 367) to 
amend section 536 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to the division of the State of Illinois into judicial districts, and to 
provide for holding terms of court of the northern district at the city 
of Peoria, said bill having been returned with an amendment. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. The amendment of the Senate is merely 
formal, providing that all offenses heretofore committed shall be de- 
termined and tried under the laws as they were at the time of the com- 
mission of the offense. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment 
be concurred in. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 10793) making appropriations for the sery- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1888; which, with the amendments, was referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


SWORD OF CAPT. SAMUEL CHESTER REID. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution (S. 
R. 109) authorizing the President of the United States to accept in be- 
half of the United States the sword of Capt. Samuel Chester Reid, ten- 
dered as a gift by his son, Samuel C. Reid; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


BILLINGS, CLARK’S FORK AND COOKE CITY RAJLROAD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2778) grant- 
ing to the Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company 
the right of way through the Crow Indian Reservation. 

Mr. PEEL, The Committee on Indian Affairs of this House has re- 
ported favorably a bill substantially the same as this, I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate bill be considered at the present 
time. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD. I must object. 

The bill was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 

ALFRED Il, EMERY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 929) for the 
relief of Alfred H. Emery, said bill having been returned from the 
Senate with a message that the Senate disagreed to the amendment of 
the House and asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I move that the House insist on its amendment 
and agree to the conference. s 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint during the day the man- 
agers on the part of the House. : 

JAMES W. GOODRICH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following concurrens 
resolution, adopted by the Senate on the 12th instant: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be requested to return to the House of Representatives the bill (H. R. 5652) 
for the relief of James W. Goodrich. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection this resolution will be 
adopted. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

INDEXES OF CONGRESSIONAL REPORTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution, adopted by the Senate on the 14th instant; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 


printed the indexes to the compilation of House and Senate reports of com- 
mittees provided for in Public Resolution No. 24, first session Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. ScRANTON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

for three days, on account of important business. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. ` 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

3 bill (H. R. 3160) to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes; 
an 
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A bill (H. R. 6393) to authorize the Fort Worth and Denver City 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 10305) to increase the appropriation for the public 
building at Brooklyn, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 6976) to erect a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 7775) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Troy, N. Y. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced as managers at the conference to be held 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on House bill 10394, the 
Indian appropriation bill, Mr. PEEL, Mr. SKINNER, and Mr. PERKINS. 


PENSION TO MRS. MARY A. LOGAN. 


Mr. MORRISON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, according to the under- 
standing on yesterday morning I now ask to call up for further con- 
sideration the resolution to make Senate bill No. 3050, granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mary A. Logan, a special order for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up the resolution 
to whioh he has referred, and against which the point of order has been 
made. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Which is still pending ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand that there are several 
gentlemen who desire to discuss the question of order, and I will with- 
hold any remarks I may have until gentlemen have been heard. 

TheSPEAKER. If no gentleman desires to discuss the point of order 
the Chair will rule upon the question. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr, Speaker, just as I rose to discuss this ques- 
tion on yesterday I received a notice to retire for a conference commit- 
tee, and was in some confusion as to the history connected with this 
matter. That is my excuse this morning for obtruding for a few mo- 
ments further remarks upon the subject. 

I have gotten now the history of the rule, so far as-to fix the dates, 
and of certain rulings on the subject. I would be glad to have the 
Clerk read the paper which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No rule or order shall be changed, &c., without one day's notice. (Adopted 
November 13,1794.) 

Amend 13, 1822, by adding that no rule should be suspended except 
by a two-thirds vote. 

Amended April 26, 1828, by adding that order of business shall not be changed 
except by two-thirds vote. 

Mr. Blaine’s decision that amendments to rules could be referred on call of 
States and Territories. (Second session Forty-third Congress.) 

Mr. RANDALL’s decision that resolution to amend rules was in order as an in- 
dependent motion, (First session Forty-sixth Congress, May 28, 1879.) 

Mr. Keifer’s decision that proposition to amend rules was in order as privi- 

question for introduction, subject to motion to refer to Committee on 

Rules, (First session Forty-seventh Co $ 

Mr. CARLISLE’s d on same was in order as privileged question as no- 
tice. (First session Forty-eighth Congress, January 23 and 24.) 


Mr. HAMMOND. It will be seen that this Rule XXVIII originated 
as far back as 1794, when there was no Committee on Rules of the 
House. At that time anotlier pari of the old Rule CXLY, of which 
this rule was a portion, required notice to be given even of the intro- 
duction of bills. No bill could be acted upon in the House without 
this notice. There were various arrangements for giving notice as to 
the time when a matter was to be called up, because there were no 
committees to which such matters were referred prior to taking them 
up for action in the House. I allude to that only to emphasize what I 
said on yesterday, that this part of the rule had no force except as a 
limitation upon the time when matters could be considered. J 

The first thing which gentlemen seem to regard asan innovation upon 
the rule was when Mr. Speaker Blaine decided that a proposed amend- 
ment to the rules could come in on Monday on the call of States. But 
they went to the Committee on Rules. So Mr. RANDALL’s decision 
in the Forty-sixth Congress simply was that a motion to amend the 
rules was admissible as an independent proposition. That did not 
touch the question whether it was privileged when it came back or 
when anybody undertook to call itup for action. Soalso Mr. Keifer’s 
decision was on a proposition to amend the rules, holding that it was 
in order as a privileged question to give notice for introduction of pro- 
posed amendments subject to a motion for reference to the Committee 
on Rules. In other words, he held that a member might introduce the 
motion; that it was his right under the first clause of Rule XXVIII, 
which provided that no ruleshould be changed without a day’s notice 
to introduce his motion by way of notice. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman not state whether he did not also 
decide in that connection further that if the House refused upon that 
motion to refer the proposition to the Committee on Rules it was then 
before the House for action? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Perhaps he did. I do not remember, however. 

Mr. CARLISLE’s decision that the motion was in order as a privileged 


question as a notice simply applies to what I have already said in con- 
nection with Mr. Keifer’s decision. 

The point that was made with force by Mr. Crisp, of Georgia, on 
yesterday, that this was not a change of the rule, was considered in 
the Forty-seventh Congress, in the course of the debate upon which 
Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. BLACKBURN, and others participated. On the vote 
on that proposition the pose were evenly divided. There were three 
or four votes, and the Republicans all voted one way and the Demo- 
crats the other. But that was not this question. - That was upon a 
motion to change the rules which had been regularly reported by 
the Committee on Rules. Mr. Kasson introduced the motion, which 
went to the Committee on Rules, and they reported it back. The 
question presented there was whether the Committee on Rules could 
rightfully report a rule which selected a particular bill and declared 
what certain votes might be had and what certain others might not be 
had on that bill. 

In that gentlemen differed. But now we come down to this ques- 
tion, which is, when a gentleman has introduced as a matter of priv- 
ilege a proposed change of the rules and given his one day’s notice 
whether he can call it up as a privileged question. On that point we 
have another piece of very interesting history to which we desire to call 
the attention of the House. On the 18th of July, 1882, Mr. Pound,a 
Republican, called up what was known as the Pound rule, and he in- 
sisted that, having introduced it and given notice on a previous day, he 
had a right to call it up as a privileged question for discussion on that 
day. That was opposed by different members; and as I am very hoarse 
I will ask the Clerk to read the paris marked in the RECORD of that 
day’s proceedings. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


AMENDMENT OF RULES—ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. Pounp. As a question os painios under Rule XXVIII, and in pursu- 
ance of a notice given on yeste A desire to call up and move the adoption 
of the resolution which I ask the Clerk to read. Before the Clerk proceeds to 
read I ask the House to be in order and listen to the resolution, as the reports 
of the press were very misleading. 


+$ = = s 

Mr. Burrows, of Michigan. Ifthe J yar from Ilinois [Mr. ple gheger ees | 
will yield to me I will cite a rule under which I think the point of order shoul: 
be made. Rule XI provides that “all proposed legislation shall be referred to 
the committees named in the preceding rule;'’ and clause 41 of that rnle pro- 
vides that “all proj action touching the rules and joint rules shall be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules.” Now, this is proposed action in meas to 
the rules of the House, and the rule I have quoted is imperative that it shall be 
referred to the Committee on Rules, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will call attention to the first paragraph or clause of 
Rule XXVIII, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

" No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed with- 
out one day’s notice of motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended ex- 
cept by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, nor shall the ker en- 
ter a motion to suspend the rules except on the first and third Mondays of 
each month after the call of States and Territories shall have been completed, 
vere being given on the first Monday to individuals and on the third Mon- 

y to committees, and during the lastsix days of a session.” 

Mr. Rexp. I desire to suggest that the point of order shall be open to discus- 
sion, for if we are going to establish as a precedent, regen other things, that 
any member may offeran amendment to the rules and it will come up as a priv- 
ileged — the next day, without consideration by any committee of the 

it seems to me that we willestablisha precedent that will be very troub- 
lesome indeed. 4 s 


* + + * 
Mr. REED. Iapprehend that the two rules are pemer couant; and they 
allow any member 

aprivileged ques- 
tent with each 


p: 
` acted on the next day. If that should be held to be the correct con- 
struction of the rules it would certainly lead to very singular results, ` 


Mr. Bukrows, of Michigan. I take it that Rule XXVII, which was read by 
he Clerk, is simply a eral proposition or rule that "no standing rule or 
order of the House shall be rescinded or changed withouttone day’s notice.” As 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has said, I do not believe it confers upon 
= member of this House the right to give notice that on the following day he 
will move to change the rules,and then the question must come up as a privi- 
leged question. The porseraph of Rule XI which I have cited is im ive 
that ‘‘all proposed action touching the rules and joint rules shall be referred to 
the Committee on Rules.” This is pro; on in regard to the rules and 
orders of the House,and Rule XI sends it to the Committee on Rules. Any 
other interpretation would do away with the necessity for any Committee on 
Rules at all. We might abolish that committee at once, and any one who 
desires toamend the rules could ave notice to-day of a proposition to that rae 
or any half a dozen members could give notice to-day of such propositions, anı 
they would come up to-morrow morning as questions of privilege, and their 
consideration might occupy the entire session of the day and even more. 

Mr. Kasson. It is evidently in order to move to refer this proposition to the 
Committee on Rules. That committee having the gns to report at any time, I 
make the motion to refer it to the Committee on Ru es, i 


= 
Mr. Hammonp, of Georgia. Rule XI implies that all such propositions as 
these should be referred to the Committee on Rules, The only doubt that 
could be raised in that connection is the fact that Rule XXVIII says that “no 
standing rule of order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without one - 
day’s notice of the motion therefor,” 
ow, let us take Rule XI by itself. The gentleman may propose and have 
ref an amendment of the rules. The Committee on Rules may meet and 
report it back favorably within an hour, and it may be upon to the ex- 
clusion of all other business to-day. Rule XXVIII simply amends Rule XI in 
that particular by providing that while all matters in relation to a change of 
the rules must be referred to the Committee on Rules, and while the Committee 
on Rules may report at any time and have the privil of the floor at any 
time, there shall ban consideration of their report until one day’s notice has 
been given to the House. 
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Mr. Pourn. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as this is a new departure in the prac- 
tice of the House, and there seems to be a disposition to discuss the point of 
order at great len, and inasmuch as the time of the House is precious, I will 
assent to the motion that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Rules, 
hoping, but I fear hoping in vain, that it may be reported back at an early day, 
I will make that motion myself. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It will be seen that though this rule has been 
of force since 1794 the direct question now before this House, whether 
after a resolution has been merely introduced it may be called up asa 
privileged question at the pleasure of the introducer, had never been 
before then before the House; and then the argument from both sides 
of the House was so strong against its being privileged that the gen- 
tleman who introduced it voluntarily abandoned his effort to call it up 
as a privileged question, calling it a ‘‘new departure.’’ Again, for 
nearly one hundred years that rule hasstood. Through all those years 
members were anxious in every possible way to urge their measures 
before the House, and yet nobody can show where such an effort ever 
succeeded. ‘There are very few instances in which it was even tried. 
Perhaps the one I have referred to is the only one, and there the House 
peremptorily refused by acceding to the request to let it go to the Com- 
mittee on Rules because it could not be then considered. 

We should have no regard in this discussion to the immediate bill 
that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] seeks to bring up, 
namely, that pensioning Mrs. Logan. No particular measure should 
influence any gentleman’s view upon a question of construction of the 
rules. The whole question, when the rules are under construction, 
should be, what is the law of the case without regard to the interests 
of anybody? ‘These rules give us logical, regular procedure. In many 
particulars they are disagreeable. They prevent each of us from get- 
ting up measures which we would like to get up. But, on the other 
hand, if we enforce not our rules we would have nothing but chaos in 
the business of this House. 

I do not care to take up further time in argument. I felt that the 
blunder which I made yesterday in speaking of that debate as occurring 
in the Forty-seventh Congress ought to be corrected. I felt that in the 
interest of business and good order the real facts ought to be presented. 
I takeit for granted the Speaker himself has thoroughly examined this 
matter; and after the debate, with such light thrown upon his mind as 
may be produced by debate, we shall have a decision which will meet 
the approbation of the House. It is a great mistake to suppose that be- 
cause at particular times the harness seems to fit too tightly we had bet- 
ter kick out of the harness entirely. We may break the machinery and 
destroy its usefulness, 

Mr. DIBBLE. One of the questions which has been discussed in re- 
lation to the point of order now pending is whether a resolution of the 
kind that is offered involves a change of the rules. Rule XXVIII 
makes a distinction between a change of the rules and a suspension of 
the rules. It uses three words, the word ‘‘rescind,’’ the word 
“change,” and the word “‘suspend.’? Under the rules of the House 
a suspension requires no previous notice, but it requires a two-thirds 
vote; whereas a change of the rule requires one day’s notice under 
Rule XXVIII, the rules themselves marking the distinction between 
a suspension and a change. 

Now, what is a change of the rules? Is it requisite in order that it 
should be a change of the rules that it should apply to a whole class 
of subjects, that it should embrace the whole time of legislation? Not 
atall. Why, in the rules themselves ific days are set apart for 
specific pu the first Monday of the month, for example—and if 
it is competent to set apart a single Monday out of a month, and that 
is a rule, it is competent to set apart a Thursday or any other day of 
the week as wellas a Monday; sothat the fact of setting apart a specific 
day is not ey ea to the idea that it involves a change of the rule. 

Nor, Mr. Speaker, is it a change of the rules because it sets apart 
a time for one proposition rather than for a class of propositions. The 
change of the rules does not depend upon what is going to be con- 
sidered, but it depends on the displacement, the superseding of what 
is the regular order under the rules of the House. If a day is taken 
up by a single proposition that under the regular rules of the House 
would not be so occupied, itisas mucha changeas if that day had been 
taken up by a whole class of propositions, because if that single order 
had not been specially set for that day the rules of the House in their 
ordinary currency would prevail; and the disturbance of that regular 
routine is a change, and makes no difference whether it is one propo- 
sition or a class of propositions which causes the change. 

It was ruled by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] upon an 
occasion when he was in the chair, at the first session of this Congress, 
that a proposition to set apart a single day for the consideration of a 
certain class of business was a proposition to change the rules, because 
the adoption of the resolution would be, pro tanto, a change of the rules, 
What is the meaning of that ruling? If the setting apart of a particu- 
lar day for a certain class of business would be a change of the rule, 
what difference is there between that and the case of a proposition to 
change the order for that day? One may embrace a larger scope of 
business, but if one is, pro tanto, a change of the rule, upon the same 
reasoning the other must be a change of the rule also. 

Another point. It is contended here that the reference of a proposi- 
tion for a change in the rules to the Committee on Rules is peremp- 
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tory—that the rule directing such reference is mandatory—because the 


word used is ‘‘shall,’’ because it says that ‘‘all proposed action touch- 
ing the rules and orders of the House shall be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules.” Why, Mr. Speaker, the same expression exactly is used 
as to all references of business to the several committees of the House, 
In the beginning of Rule XI it is distinctly provided that ‘‘ all proposed 
legislation shall be referred to the committees named.” The word used 
is the same in both cases—the word ‘‘shall;’? and yet it is the common 
practice when a bill is introduced on the call of States and its regular 
reference, according to the opinion of the Chair, would be to a certain 
committee, for the House, on motion made for the purpose, to refer the 
bill to another committee by a majority vote. 

This, I say, is the common practice of the House, although the word 
“shall” is used in relation to all references to committees, just as it is 
used in relation to references to the Committee on Rules; and when a 
proposition to change the rules is submitted, the ordinary reference of 
which would be to the Committee on Rules, it would be perfectly com- 
petent, following out the analogy, for any member of the House to 
move, and for the House to resolve, that such proposition touching the 
ue should be referred to some committee other than the Committee 
on Rules, 

Suppose, for instance, the proposition were to strike ont from the 
rules of the House the provision which assigns one Monday in every 
month to the business of the District of Columbia. That would cer- 
tainly involve a change in the rules. Now, suppose that proposition 
were brought up here, would not the Chair hold that it would be per- 
fectly competent for the House, on motion, to refer the proposition to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia rather than to the Com- 
mittee on Rules? Therefore it will be seen that there is no peculiar 
virtue in the Committee on Rules more than in any other committee 
of this House, although, in fact, business of a certain character. is di- 
rected by the rules to be referred to that committee. 

Mr. Speaker, there is another matter to which I desire to call your 
attention and the attention of the House in connection with this gen- 
eral question. It has been held, time and again, that a report of 
the Committee on Rules establishing a special order for a given day is 
a privileged report. Where does it get its privilege? I fail to find in 
the rules of the House any express grant of such privilege to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. . There is to be found in the rules a pronao that the 
Committee on Ways and Means shall have the privilege of reporting 
revenue bills at any time, and there is a like provision with reference 
to the Committee on Appropriations as to reporting general appropria- 
tion bills, and with reference to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
in relation to the river and harbor bill, and so on. But not only is 
there no such privilege expressly granted to the Committee on Rules 
but up to a recent Congress there was no regular standing Committee 
on Rules. 

What, then, gives its privilege to the report of the committee? It 
is not given expressly by the rules; itis not due to any peculiar personal 
prerogative of the members of that committee, who are only the equals 
of the other members of the House. Therefore the pe must be 
given because, in the nature of things, it inheres in the subject-matter 
of the resolution. Only upon that ground can the uniform course of 
decision and practice be justified. Now, if in the very subject-matter 
of a resolution of that character there inheres this privilege, then the 
privilege as to that matter must be in all its phases regulated only by 
the provision that it shall not be sprung upon the House unawares, but 
that at least one day’s notice of it must be given. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, and I submit, that the case of the considera- 
tion of a Presidential veto is analogous. It was decided in the first ses- 
sion of this Congress (on the 29th of July last), and it has been the uni- 
form decision of this House, that a motion to discharge a committee 
from the consideration of a measure under the Presidential veto and to 
consider it in the House is in order as privileged matter. 

Why, Mr. Speaker? Because the constitutional privilege applies to 
it. Now, what does the Constitution provide? It says that after the 
veto has been received the House in which the measure originated shall 
proceed to consider and determine the question. Does that mean pro- 
ceed immediately? Does that give the question its privilege? Not 
at all; because it has frequently happened—it was done here two or 
three days ago—that a veto, instead of being considered immediately, 
has been referred to a committee. That is the course which has been 
taken with veto after veto. Consequently the privilege does not arise 
from any requirement of the Constitution for immediate consideration. 
Vetoes are referred to committees just as a proposition to change the 
rules is referred. It goes to the committee with its privilege. It has 
been held that you can moye to discharge the committee; and it is a 
privileged motion which the House is to decide by its yote—that you 
can call up the vetoed measure and discharge the committee without 
waiting for their report. 

I submit that the case here is exactly analogous. This is a matter of 
therules. The rulesare under thatconstitutional protection which says 
that a majority of the House shall constitute a quorum to do business. 
In doing business is involved the order in which the House shall 
transact its business. I would call the attention of the Chair and the 
House to the further fact that in the section of the Constitution in which 
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it is provided that each House may determine the rules of its proceed- 
ings, that case is stated in distinction from action of the House, which 
requires a two-third vote. We find stated succinctly in one section that 
“each House may determine the rules of its Tronco oA asia its 
members for disorderly behavior, and with the concurrence of two-thirds 
expel a member,’’ showing the consistency with the Constitution of that 
rule of theHouse which provides that a majority of the members shall 
decide all questions as to the priority of business, but without debate. 
This is really, Mr. Speaker, a question as to the priority of business; be- 
cause such a question may not mean simply the business of to-day; the 
rule certainly does not say so; but it may include the priority of the 
business of to-morrow as well. It is, as I said, a constitutional power 
of the highest order. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this power to determine the rules of its proceed- 

is a power which the House can not exercise in such a way as to 
preclude the House from exercising it de novo at its will by the voice 
of its majority. Suppose that on the first day of the session of this 
House a majority should determine a set of rules for the House, and 
should Jay down as one of them that ‘‘no rule herein adopted shall 
ever be set aside except by the unanimous consent of the House.” 
Would that rule bind the House forever? Would there be no way 
for the House to get out of that iron-bound position? Has not this 
House, assembled here to-day with its full powers, the same functions 
which it had at the beginning of the session when it adopted these 
rules? Has it not the same constitutional vigor? And isnot the con- 
stitutional privilege in any question of doubt to be supported rather 
than abridged by intendment? If there is any doubt whatever on this 
question as to the power of the House it should be construed liberally, 
not strictly, because a liberal construction tends toward giving to the 
House complete exercise of those powers which the Constitution has 
granted to it. . 

Again, Mr. Speaker, there was an instance the other day where the 
House had adopted an order involving a sweeping change of its rules. 
It was an order that the trade-dollar bill should be the special order 
for a certain day; that that day should be setapart for its consideration 
after the reading of the Journal; that no other business should be 
transacted until that question of the trade-dollar had been considered 
and disposed of. There was the order. Yet it was held by the Chair 

‘that, notwithstanding the order, it was competent for the House, then: 
and there, upon the question of consideration, to determine at the time 
and for itself, and notwithstanding its past action, whether it would 
then consider the trade-dollar biil or not. The Chair ruled without 
hesitation that although the order stated this particular bill should be 
considered to the exclusion of all other business, the House had not 
parted with its power to decide at the time what should be its order 
of business. The same ruling, carried out to its legitimate conse- 
quences, would give the House at any time, as a privileged question, 
control over the changes of its rules in other instances as well as in 
that. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me the point of order against 
the proposition now before the House is not well taken. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr.8 er, there is no question that this House, 
under the Constitution, is a law unto itself with reference to its own 
government. There is no doubt that the rule of law, that ‘‘acts of 
Parliament derogatory from the powers of subsequent Parliaments bind 
not,’’ is also applicable to this House. That being the case, the House 
is certainly always master of the situation. The proposition now be- 
fore the House, therefore, is not as to whether a majority of this House 
can change the rules or not, but it is rather a question as to whether 
the proposition before the House is a proposition to change a rule or a 
proposition to violate a rule; in other words, whether it is a proposition 
to change a rule or a motion to suspend the operation of a rule, 

The motion is that a day be set apart for a certain specifie purpose; 
and that motion being carried, it would not change arule, but would 
violate a rule. Therefore, in my judgment, this should be considered 
as a motion in the nature of a suspension of a rule; and if that is its 
nature it will require a two-thirds vote to adopt it. 

So far as I am concerned it is immaterial as to the precedents which 
have been established. It is practically a matter of constitutional right. 
If it is a proposition to change a rule the majority of the House can do 
it. If it is a proposition to suspend the operation of the rules—and I 
say a proposition to do a specific act outside the regular order is a prop- 
osition to suspend the rules—it will require a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, if this were an original question the 
position taken by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] 
would be tenable; but we have not one buta hundred decisions on that 
branch of the proposition in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Con- 
gresses, Where the point of order was directly made we have decis- 
ions from the Chair sustaining the Committee on Rules in bringing in 
a motion fixing a special day for the consideration of this bill. And 
the very fact the Committee on Rules brings in a proposition in- 
volves the idea it is a change of the rules, because unless it were a 
change of the rules they have no right to the floor. They come upon 
the floor of this House under the constitutional right given in section 
1, clause 5, of the Constitution to amend the rules, and unless they 
come amending the rules they do not come at all. 


Now, as has been mentioned by the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. DIBBLE], only two days ago this question upon that branch of 
the proposition was directly before the Speaker and before this House. 
There the Committee on Rules had adopted a resolution discharging the 
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of a Sen- 
ate bill in to the trade-dollar and devoted the entire day of Sat- 
urday to the consideration of that bill. When that resolution was up 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] made the point of order; 
and what was it? It was that prior to this day the House, by a two- 
thirds vote suspending the rules, had given the Committee on Labor the 
right to call up its bill at any time, The Speaker decided, although 
by a two-thirds vote the House had by prior order given the Committee 
on Labor the right to call up its bills at any time, yet acting on this 
change of rules made at a later day the majority of the House had set 
apart Saturday and gave it to the committee wanting to consider the 
Senate bill concerniag the redemption of the trade-dollar. 

Not only then but in innumerable instances has this question been 
before the House. On the 19th of July, 1876, the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. MORRISON ] presented a resolution ‘‘ that Tuesday next, after 
5 o’clock p. m., the day should be exclusively set apart for the consid- 
eration of bills for the construction of bridges,’’ and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], following the line of argument made by 
his colleague to-day [Mr. Brum], protested against it as not a change 
ofthe rules. The gentleman from New York í Mr. Hiscock] and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] took issue, and the question 
was there decided it was a change of the rules, and that the Committee 
on Rules had the right to report the resolution setting apart that day 
for the consideration of these measures. 

So I dismiss that part of it and accept the argument of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], that pro tanto this is a change of 
the rules, and being a change of the rules, it comes within the twenty- 
eighth rule on notice of one day to call the matter up. 

Gentlemen say it will be extremely inconvenient if we do this thing. 
One moment on that. If the argument of inconvenience is to rule this 
House, I stand in my place to declare any member on this floor can 
nullify the whole system of rules by simply uttering ‘I object” from 
day to day. We have a rule which, in Committee of the Whole House, 
authorizes the amendment of any appropriation bill, and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, or any other gentleman on this floor, under 
that rule, can offer ten thousand amendments and keep this House 
from now until next Christmas. 

But will it be said because that inconvenience will result in the over- 
throw of the order of business of this House it is not a binding rule? 
Certainiy not. There in black and white is the rule, and, however ab- 
surd the result which follows from it, it stands there a binding rule 
of the House. 

Mr. BRUMM. Could not that objection be overcome by not allow- 
ing one objection, but requiring a majority vote at all times? 

Mr. WILLIS. So long as it is a rule it is binding upon the House. 

Now I come directly to what seems the only point in this case, and 
that is whether there is only one way by which this House can amend 
its rules. I claim under the rules, and under the decisions, there are 
two ways, and one of these ways is through the Committee on Rules, 
and the other way is by giving notice at the desk as a privileged mat- 
ter and calling that up for the operation and action of the House on 
the following day. 

Now, what sense, what meaning, has the presentation of a notice ofa 
change of the rule except it be to give the House the right to vote di- 
rectly upon that proposition which they may not desire to send to the 
Committee on Rules? The Speaker of the House is its mouth-piece, 
and when a resolution is presented providing for a change in the rules 
he directs its reference to the Committee on Rules, not by virtue of any 
power inherent in himself but simply as the mouth-piece of the House. 
But the House could direct otherwise. Now, when a resolution fixing 
a day for the consideration of a special bill is presented, and a motion 
is made in this body that it be referred to the Committee on Rules, and 
the House by an overwhelming vote, say by the entire body of three 
hundred and twenty-five members, declares that it shall not be so re- 
ferred, where is that resolution? Where, I ask? The vote is taken 
and three hundred and twenty-five members, when the motion to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Rules is considered, vote ‘‘no;” 
where does that leave the resolution ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It remains on the table and will never be acted 
upon until so referred. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman says it remains on the table. Now, 
in answer to that I say the Speaker already, by permitting this 
notice, has declared this to be a privileged question, privileged not to 
be laid upon the table but for consideration. What sense would there 
be in the character of privilege which the gentleman from Illinois sug- 
gests that it may be presented to be laid upon the table? 

It is privileged either for reference or consideration, privileged by 
reason of this constitutional declaration, and privileged by the notice 
given; and as soon as the time fixed by the rule expires I claim that 
privilege continues and attaches to its consideration; and we can, when 
a vote declares that it shall not be sent to the Committee on Rules, it 
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being before the House, take such action with reference to it as we see 
proper. Any other rule would be an abdication by Congress of its high 
constitutional functions. If that is not the case, what results? 

As I said on de pep three men, constituting the majority of the 
Committee on Rules, may hold Congress by the throat and you can not 
overthrow the will of such an oligarchy by all the paner that you 
possess. That isthe necessary and logical result of the theory ad- 
vanced by gentlemen. Is that admitted asa correct doctrine? Is 
that either Democratic or Republican doctrine? Are we forced to such 
a strained construction of the Constitution? 

There may be three hundred and twenty-two members on this floor 
who desire a change of the rules, and yet, if through the Committee 
on Rules we can only make that change, then the whole of this over- 
whelming majority could be defeated. 

I submit, therefore, that this is a constitutional privilege; that hav- 
ing given this notice, it is the right of this Housemow to act upon it; 
and, Mr. Speaker, if there is the slightest doubt in the mind of the 
Chair as to whether this is a constitutional right plainly defined, I 
would most earnestly request that the House be permitted to decide 
upon its own prerogative. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the question presented by the point 
of order is one of so much importance that in undertaking to decide 
a it we should act without reference to any particular measure 
which we may desire to bring up or allow the consideration of any 
such preference to influence our vote. We are deciding a principle, or 
rule of action, affecting not simply the particular measure we may de- 
sire to bring up but also all other measures that may be in future 
brought up for consideration by the House. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the fundamental difficulty under 
which we labor in this matter, and which it is claimed will result in 
anarchy in this House, lies in undertaking toconsider a resolution set- 
ting apart a special and different time from that provided by the rules 
of the House, and a different manner for the consideration of a partie- 
ular measure, as a rule within the meaning of that term as used in 
parliamentary ee 

A rule is understood to be by all writers upon parliamentary law an 
established and regular form of procedure for the transaction of parlia- 
mentary business, or of a particular class of parliamentary business. 
Thatisarule. Tested by that, aparticular proposition or resolution pro- 
posing to take out of the operation of the rules the consideration of one 
particular measure to be considered at a different time and in a different 
manner from other business of that class, is not a rule but a special 
order, which, under the rules of the House, requires the concurrence of 
two-thirds of the House on a motion to suspend the rules. Any other 
conclusion than that must lead us into irretrievable confusion. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] has undertaken to 
save us from this trouble by claiming that under the provision of our 
rules which allows anindividual member to propose a notice of a change 
of rule and bring it up as a privileged question, while he may intro- 
duce such a resolution as a privileged matter it can not be brought up 
for consideration as a question of privilege. For myself I fail to see 
where the line of distinction between the privilege in this case is to 
come in. It seems to me if you allow that this is a rule, that then all 
the rest follows. But more than that: If the Committee on Rules of 
this House may report at any time a special resolution, which is a 
special order, simply setting apart a particular day for the considera- 
tion of a bill and pronioiny that that bill shall be considered in a differ- 
ent way from what the rules of the House provide, then I want to ask 
you, Mr. Speaker, why, the moment that report is made, some member 
upon the floor may not at once rise and move, if he can obtain the floor, 
and if the motion for the previous question be lost, to amend the report 
by providing that some other committee instead of the committee re- 
ported by the Committee on Rules may have the day, or some other 
time be set for consideration? 

Mr. WILLIS. That very thing was done in the last session. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely. And I do wish to say the moment you 
hold that a special order of this kind is a rule within the meaning of 
parliamentary law you rush at once, evenif you deny the second propo- 
sition, into that disorder of which gentlemen have spoken, every mem- 
ber of this House, if recognized, being permitted to rise and move to 
amend that order, although reported by the Committee on Rules. 

Now, it appears to me, for the orderly conduct of the business of this 
House, a special order of that kind, setting aside the rules of the House 
for the consideration of a particular matter, should not be held to bea 
rule but a special order requiring a two-thirds vote to secure its adop- 
tion, and that only rules applying either to all bills, or all bills of a 
class, should be allowed to come in in this way. Unless we commence 
right at that point upon the principle that itis only rules of this House 
that can be brought in and adopted by a majority we should at once 
secure all the anarchy and disorder which it seems to me would iney- 
itably flow from any such proposition as that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not know that I can add much to what I 
said yesterday on this point of order. I only wish to say one word. It 
is this: The argument that this is not a change of the rule does not 
apply in this case. The only proposition now pending is whether the 
pres Ge having decided that notice might be given on yesterday of the 
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introduction of the propeton the only question remaining to be de- 
cided is whether under clause 43 of Rule XI this proposition must now 
be referred to the Committee on Rules. That clause is as follows: 

All proposed action touching the rules and joint rules shall be referred to the 
Committee on Rules, 

There can be no question but this is a proposition touching the rules. 
It may not be a change of the rules. It may bea suspension or it may 
be an exception to the rules. But it certainly touches the rules of the 
House, and if it touches the rules of the House, which it certainly 
does, I insist that under this clause before it can be acted upon by the 
House it must be referred to the Committee on Rules. The other ques- 
tion having been determined, that alone remains for the Speaker to de- 
cide to-day. 

After the committee shall have reported upon the proposition then a 
gentleman may make the point that was referred to by the gentleman 
from Georgia | Mr. Crisp] yesterday, and that has just been discussed 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], as to whether it changes 
the rules or suspends them. But now the only question before the 
House is as to whether it must be referred to the Committee on Rules 
before this House can act upon it; and upon that point I fully concur 
in what was said by the gentleman from Georgia and in what was read 
from the RECORD as having been said by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has already decided in accordance with 
the practice which has prevailed in the House for a great many years, 
and in accordance, also, with several previous decisions on the subject, 
that a gentleman upon the floor has the right, under clause 1 of Rule 
XXVIII, at any time when the House was not engaged in the consider- 
ation of other matters, to give notice of a motion to amend the rules, and 
that this might be in the technical form of a notice or in the form of a 
resolution, the latter having precisely the same effect as a notice, and 
that it would lie over under the rule, This is the whole right conferred 
upon such propositions by clause 1 of Rule XXVIII; and it will be ob- 
served that even this right is not given in express terms, but exists only 
by implication. The rule reads: 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without 
one day’s notice of the motion therefor. 

Under that it has been held that inasmuch as this was the only 
method by which a proposition to amend the rules of the House could’ 
be introduced, it conferred upon a member the right to give the notice 
and have it lie over one day. 

Since that time, however, at the beginning of the present session of 
Con clause 1 of Rule XXIV was so amended as to include simple 
resolutions of the House among the others which might be introduced 
on Monday on the call of States and Territories; and it was contended 
yesterday that this abrogated or rescinded clause lofRule XXIV. But 
the Chair decided then, and the Chair still thinks decided correctly, that 
this amendment to the rule at the beginning of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, instead of abrogating or rescinding clause 1 of Rule XXIV, was 
cumulative and provided an additional method for the introduction of 
such propositions. Instead of taking away the method already provided 
for it added another, 

But the question now presented is quite a different one. All the 
right conferred by implication by clause 1 of Rule XXVIII has been 
exercised in the case now before the Chair; and if the proposition here- 
after has any further privilege it must be found either in some other 
rule of the House or in the nature of the subject to which the proposi- 
tion relates. No other rule of the House conferring such a privilege 
has been cited in debate, and the Chair is not aware of the existence of 
any. But it is said by gentlemen on the floor that inasmuch as the 
House has the power, under the Constitution, to make rules for the 
Government of its own proceedings, propositions to make or to amend 
these rules must be privileged for the same reason that propositions in 
relation to the right of a member to a seat on the floor and propositions 
relating to bills disapproved and returned by the President are priv- 
ileged. The power of the House to make rules is conferred by the Con- 
stitution in the following terms: 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members 
tad disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a mem- 

This power is plenary, and the Chair thinks that the power of the 
House to make rules prescribing the methods which shall be pursued 
in changing its rulesis just as absolute as its power to make rules to 
govern its proceedings in ordinary matters of legislation. To hold 
that the House may make rules binding upon its presiding officer and 
binding upon itself for the government of its proceedings in ordinary 
matters of legislation, but can not make rules prescribing the methods 
by which it shall change its rules, would certainly result in a very great 
and material abridgment of the power conferred by the Constitution. 
The House has made rules not only for the government of its proceed- 
ings in matters of legislation but also for the government of its pro- 
ceedings when it comes to change its own rules or to consider proposi- 
tions to change its rules. 

It is provided, first, in Rule XXVIII thatsuch a proposition may be fn- 
troduced by notice, and secondly, in the amendment to clause 1 of Rule 
XXIV that it may be introduced upon the call of the States and Terris 
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tories on Mondays. It is provided in clause 43 of Rule XI that “all 

roposed action ’’—there is no exception made—‘“‘ touching the rulesand 
oint rules shall be referred to the Committee on Rules.’ It may be not 
improper to repeat here that clause 1 of Rule X X VIII, as has beenalready 
stated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], has been in 
operation more than eighty years, and the Chair has not been able to 
find a single instance where it has been decided that a proposition 
brought before the House under that clause had any further privilege; 
but in every case, so far as the Chair has been able to find a decision 
upon the subject, it has been held that when the proposition came be- 
fore the House it was here subject to all the other rules of the House. 
And it may also be remarked that for a long time after the organiza- 
tion of Congress bills could be introduced only upon notice, but it was 
never decided, or even contended, that when so introduced they be- 
came privileged. The giving of the notice was a matter of right, but 
it conferred no privilege upon the bill itself when introduced. 

During the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress the present oc- 
cupant of the chair had occasion to decide this very question, and the 
Clerk will read what then occurred. The Chair will first state, how- 
ever, that on the 23d of January, 1885, Mr. Valentine, then a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Nebraska, introduced a resolution provid- 
ing that on and after a certain day the House should meet at a certain 
hour, and that it should be the duty of the Speaker to recognize gentle- 
men upon the floor fer the presentation of matters for consideration, 
which should be considered unless objected to by a certain number of 
members. On the next day the gentleman called up his resolution, 
as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has now called u: 
the resolution upon which the point of order is made; and the Cler. 
will read from the Journal what took place. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. VALENTI rivileged question, called up the following resolution 
submitted by Eton on yanerters asiri SE ar 

“ Resolved, That on and after Monday next the en of the House 
during the present session shall be at 11 o'clock day; that it shall be in or- 
der each day for one hour immediately after the reading of the Journal for the 
SpE to recognize such member as he may choose, alternating sides of the 

ouse and members, for the purpose of asking unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of such business as such member may select; but if, after 
the reading of the bill or resolution, ten members object to present considera- 
tion, the same shall not be considered: Apae That if consideration be had, 
five minutes shall be given for debate for and five minutes against such meas- 
ure, if asked by any member.” 

Mr. RANDALL made the pointof order that under clause 43 of Rule XI the said 
resolution must be referred to the Committee on Rules; pending which Mr. 
Valentine made the further point of order that the said question of order sub- 
mitted by Mr. RANDALL could not now be entertained, but should have been 
made on yesterday when the resolution was presen’ 

After debate on said point of order, the Speaker sustained the first and over- 
ruled the second point of order, on the ground that the resolution having been 
presented under authority of, and in conformity with, clause 1 of Rule Il, 
was before the House, subject to all other rules touching its consideration, and 
that, as the resolution was not presented on yesterday for immediate era- 
tion, the point of order as to such consideration by the Committee on Rules 
would be in order atany time before such consideration had been entered u 

The said resolution must therefore be referred, under clause 43 of Rule Xi to 
the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. On the 23d of January, when the resolution was 
first introduced, certain proceedings occurred which the Clerk will now 
read from the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Mitis. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that would change a 
rule of the House. 

Mr. McMruurs. I demand the lar order, 3 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded heretofore, but the 
gentleman from Nebraska stated that he rose to a privileged question. 

Several Memners, That is not a privileged question. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I admit that it is not privileged for consideration at this time, 
but must, under the rule, lie over until to-morrow. 


The Speaker. The Chair thinks that so far as regards the mere introduction 


of the resolution, either for the purpose of having it lie over one day, or for the 
90 iar of having it referred to the Committee on Rules, it is privileged; but 
not ‘ond that, 

Mr, VALENTINE. That is all that I ask for it, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will also ask the Clerk to read the rul- 
ing made on the next day. 


The SPEAKER. Rule XXVIII of the House aprons that— 

“No standing rule or order of the House ll be rescinded or changed with- 
out one day’s notice of the motion therefor,” &e. 

The Chair supposes that this notice might be given in two ways. A member 
might rise in his place and state that on the next day, or upon some succeeding 
day, he would propose to amend the rules in a certain way; or he might ae- 
complish the same purpose by presenting to the House a proposition to amend 
the rules in a particular way. And the Chair sup; that the question as to 
whether or not the point of order can now be made that this proposition must 
have its first consideration in the Committee on Rules depends upon the same 
consideration, no matter in which one of those methods the notice might have 
been originally given. 

Suppose a gentleman had risen on the floor yesterday and simply given notice 
under this rule that on to-day he would propose a motion to amend the rules, 
stating the character of the amendment, of course no question could then have 
been made that it must have its first consideration in the Committee on Rules. 
8o it was on yesterday when the gentleman from Nebraska presegted his propo- 
sition. It was a mere notice to the House under Rule II of a proposition 
to amend its rules, and the Chair thinks that the point of order, if it can be 
made at all,can properly be made to-day when the subject actually comes be- 
fore the House. = 

The next question is, whether these rules provide two different methods for 
their own amendment; that is to say, whether they provide two different meth- 
ods for bringing before the House for actual consideration a proposition to 
amend the rules. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks the two rules are 
not at all inconsistent with each other, but they very well stand 


A a 
until there has been one day’s notice given, either as 
the Chair, or by the presentation of the proposition itself; but the gi 


of that 
notice in either form does not seem to with the forty-third of 
Rule which provides expressly that it 1 be referred to the Committee on 
Rules. the Committee on Rules should make a report to the House of a 


roposition to amend the standing rules or orders of this body which had not 
bese referred tothem more than one day before the report was made, the Chair 
would have no hesitation in saying that the report must lie one day on the table 
before it could be considered. But when a proposition to amend the rules has 

n made in the House and referred tothe mittee on Rules one 

it is reported on, the Chair would have no hesitation in holding that 
then come up for consideration, because all the requirements of both these 
ouse in such lied with, 


its own rules, he is bound Be of them as they stand for the time being, and 
that this point of order can be made now and is well taken. 


stance be introduced, it must go to the Committee on Rules under 
Porky Foira anne A Enla Z The point of order is therefore sus- 
tain 

Mr. WILLIS. With a view to economy of time in another matter, 
I trust I may be permitted to ask a parliamentery question; and that 
is whether it would be in order pending this matter to move to refer it 
to the Committee on Rules with instructions? I make this inquiry in 
the interest of economy of time, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has always held that it is not compe- 
tent to move instructions upon the reference of a matter which has not 
been reported by a committee. Matters reported to the House bya 
committee can be recommitted with or without instructions under the 


rules of the House. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is a question I would like to 
ask: Does this refer the resolution with to the Logan bill to the 


Committee on Rules? 
TheSPEAKER. It does. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Several members called for the regular order. d 
The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the first busi- 
ness in order is the call of committees for reports. 


POLYGAMY. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Allow me to interrupt the call of committees by 
a privileged report, which I send to the desk, 

The SPEAKER. A conference report? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of 
the House to the bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to amend 
section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference 
to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved March 22, 1882. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, the recommendation of the confer- 
ence committee is in the form of a long bill. I suggest it is not neces- 
sary now to read that bill or the explanatory statement which is sub- 
mitted in accordance with the rule. Í ask that the report and the ex- 
planatory statement be printed in the RECORD of to-morrow morning; 
and I give notice that I shall call the matter up on Thursday next. 

Mr. EDEN. Let the bill be printed in the form in which it is to be 
presented to the House for action. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That is the form in which it will be printed in 
the RECORD; so that every gentleman will see the exact shape in which 
it is presented for action. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks that the confer- 
ence report and the accompanying statement made by the on 
the part of the House be printed in the RECORD; and he gives notice 
that he will call up the subject on Thursday next. Is there objection 
to printing in the RECORD as requested? The Chair hears none; and 
it is so ordered. 

The report and accompanying statement are as follows: 

The committees of conference on the di votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to Senate bill No. 10, entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’ approved March 
22, 1882,” respectfully report: 

That, having met, after full and free conference, have to recommend 
= do recommend to their respective Houses that the bill be amended as fol- 

OWS: 

1 tatives to 
EEA Gon, marl ta plate of Aue AOLE proposed DY tax Bates of TEENE, 
TAN iz be inserted, the following words be substituted, and that so amended, 

e : 

SEC. 1 That in any proceeding or examination before a grand jury, a 
justice, or a United States commissioner, or a court, in any prosecution 
bigamy, polygamy, or unlawful cohabitation, under any statute of the United 
States, the lawful husband or wife of the person acc’ shall by am peor 
witness, and may be called, but shall not be compelled to testify in TO- 
ceeding, examination, or prosecution ut the consent of the husbaset or 
wife, as the case may be; and such witness shall not be permitted to testify as 


to any statement or communication made by or wife to each 
yi ait i NTSC TNS, deemed confidential at com- 
mon law. 


Spo, 2, That in any prosecution for bigamy, polygamy, or unlawful cohabita- 
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tion, under any statute of the United whether before a United States 


States, 
commissioner, nudge a grand jury, or any court, an for any 
witness may ite e court, Aiao commissioner, without a previous 
subpæœna, compelling the immediate attendance of such witness, when it shall 


tion, to the commissioner, Har pete judge, or court, as 
the case may be, that there is reasonable ground ieve that such witness 


act shall 
tween a married man and a woman who is 
guilty of adultery. 

Sec. 4. That if any person related to another person within and not Verena | 
the fourth degree of consanguinity computed according to the rules of the ci 
law, shall marry or cohabit with, or have sexual intercourse with such other so 
related person, knowing her or him to be within said degree of relationship, 
the person so offending shall be deemed guilty of incest, and, on conviction 
thereof, shall be punished by imprisonment in the penitentiary not less than 
three years and not more than fifteen years, ! 

Seo. 5, That ifan unmarried man or woman commit fornication, each of them 
shall be punished by imprisonment not exceeding six months, or by fine not ex- 


00. 

Sno. 6, Thatall laws ofthe lative Assembly of the Territory of Utah which 
provide that prosecutions for adultery can only be commen: on the complaint 
of the husband or wife are hereby disapproved and annulled; and all prosecu- 
tions for adultery may hereafter be instituted in the same way that prosecutions 
for other crimes are. 

Sxo,7. Thatcommissionersappointed by the supreme court and district courts 
in the Territory of Utah shall possess and may exercise all Mapp sbi and juris- 
diction that are or may be or exerc by justices of the peace in said 
Territory under the laws thereo!, and the same powers conferred by law on com- 
missioners appointed by circuit courts of the United States. 

Sec. 8. That the marshal of said Territory of Utah, and his deputies, shall 
poe and may exercise all the powers in executing the laws of the United 

tates or of said Territory F posone and exercised by sheriffs, constables, and 
their deputies as peace officers; and each of them shall cause all offenders 
against the Jaw, in his view, to enter into recognizance to keep the peace and 
to appear at the next term of the court having jurisdiction of the case, and to 
commit to jail incense of failure to give such recognizance. They shall quell 
and mi or assaults and batteries, riots, routs, affrays, and insurrections. 

Sec. 9. That every ceremony of marriage,or in the nature of s marriage cere- 
mony, of any kind, in any of the Territories of the United States, whether either 
or both or more of the parties to such ceremony be lawfully competent to be 
the subjects of such 
cate stating the fact and nature of such ceremony, the full names of eactr of the 
parties concerned, and the full names of every officer, priest, and person, by 
whatever style or designation called or known,in any way taking part in the 

rformance of such ceremony, which certificate shall be drawn up and signed 

y the parties to such ceremony and by every officer, priest, and taking 
part in the performance of such ceremony,and shall be by the o r, priest, or 
other person solemnizing such marriage or ceremony filed in the office of the 
probate court, or, if there be none, in the office of the court having 
powers in the county or district in which such ceremony shall take p! for 
record, and shall be immediately recorded, and be at all times subject to = 
tion as other public records. Such certificate, or the record thereof, or a duly 
¢ertified copy of such record, shall be prima facie evidence of the facts required 
by this act to be stated therein, in any proceeding, civil or criminal, in which 
the matter shall be drawn in question. Any person whoshall willfully violate 
any of the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and shall, on conviction thereof,be punished by a fine of not more than $1,000, 
or by imprisonment not longer than two years, or by both said punishments, 
in the discretion of the court. D 

mar- 


y admissible 


. 11. the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Utah which provide for or the capacity of illegitimate children to in- 
herit or ‘to be entitled to any distributive share in the estate of the father of 
any such cor pron TE child are hereby disapproved and annulled; and no ille- 
gitimate child shall hereafter be entitled to inherit from his or her father or to 
Tteceive any distributive share in the estate of his or her father: Provided, That 
this section shall not apply to any illegitimate child born within twelve months 
after the ge of this act, nor to ariy child made legitimate by the seventh 
section of the act entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved 


March 22, 1882. 

Sec. 12, That the laws enacted by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Utah Nena inf iit rao upon probate courts, or the judges thereof, or 
any of them, in Territory, other n in respect of the estates of deceased 
penons and in respect of the guardianship of the persons and property of in- 

nts, and in respect of the persons and property of persons not of sound mind, 
are hereby disapproved and annulled; and no probate court or judge of probate 
shall exercise any jurisdiction other than in respectof the matters aforesaid, ex- 
ps as a member of a county court; and every such jurisdiction so by force of 
this act withdrawn from the said probate courts or judges shall be had and ex- 
ercised by the district courts of said Territory respectively, 

Sec. 18, That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States 
to institute and prosecute proceedings to forfeit and escheat to the United States 
the pro. corporations obtained or held in violation of section 3 of the 
act of gress approved the Ist day of July, 1862, entitled “An act to punish 
and prevent the practice of polygamy in the Territories of tlie Uni States 
and other places, and disap, roving an’ annulling certain acts of the Legislative 
Asembly of the Territory of Utah,” orin violation of section 1890 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; and all such property so forfeited and escheated 
to the United States shall be disposed of by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the proceeds thereof applied to the use and benefit of the common schools in 
the ry in which such propetty may be: Provided, That no building, or 
the grounds appurtenant thereto, which is held and occupied exclusively for 
purposes of the worship of God, or parsonage connected therewith, or burial 
ground, shall be forfeited. 

Suc, 14. That in any proceeding for the enforcement of the provisions of law 
c-means corporations or associations uiring or holding pro y in any Ter- 

ry of the United States in excess of the amount limited law, the court 
before which such proceeding may be instituted shall have power in asummary 
hein deanei the production of all books, records, pa: and documents of 
or ging to any trustee or person holding or controlling or managing prop- 
erty in which such corperation may have any right, title, or interest whatever. 
Sec. 15. Thatall laws of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, or of 
the so-called government of the state of Deseret, creating, organizing, amend- 


Seo. 11. T 


or ceremony or not, shall be certified by a certifi- f 


ing, or continuing the corpovation or association called Se rupaa Emigrat- 
ing Fund Company are hereby disapproved and annulled; the said corpo- 
ration, in so far as it may now have, or pretend to have, an. hig pat cacear pte 
hereby dissolved; and it shall not be lawful for the Legislative bly of 
Territory of Utah to create, organize, or in any manner recognize any such cor- 
poration or association, or to pass any law for the purpose of or operating to 
ooon the bringing of persons into the said Territory for any purpose 
whatsoever, 

Sec. 16. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States 
to cause such procmedings to be taken in the supreme court of the Territory of 
Utah as shall propor to carry into effect the provisions of the preceding sec- 
tion, and pay the debts and to dispose of the property and assets of said corpo- 
ration ing to law. Said property and assets, in excess of the debts and 
the amount ofany lawful claims established by the court inst the same, shall 
escheat to the United States, and shall be taken, invested, and dis: of by 
the of the Interior, under the direction of the President of the United 
States, for the benefit of common schools in said Territory. 

Sec. 17. That the acts of the islative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, 
incorporating, continuing, or providing for the corporation known as the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, and the ordinance of the so-called eral 
assembly of the state of Deseret in the Church of Jesus or 

now have legal force and validity, are 
said se so far as it ma: 


Latter-Day Saints, so far as the same ma 
hereby disapproved and annulled, and t 
now have, or po to have, any legal existence, is bi issolved. That it 
shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United es to cause such 
roceedings to be taken in the supreme court of the Torritory of Utah as shall 
proper to execute the foregoing provisions of this section and to wind up the 
affairs of said corporation conformably to law; and in such proceedings the 
court shall have power, and it shall be its duty, to make such decree or decrees 
as shall be proper to effectuate the transfer of the title to real property now 
held and used by said corporation for places of worship, and con- 
nected therewith, and burial grounds, and of the description mentioned in the 
proviso to section 13 of this act and in ion 26 of act, to the respective 
trustees mentioned in section 26 of this act; and forthe purposes of this section 
said court shall have all the powers of a court of equity. 

Src. 18. (a) A widow shall be endowed of the third part of all the lands 
whereof her husband was seized of an estate of inheritance at any time during 
the marriage, unless she shall have lawfully released her right thereto, 

(6) The widow of any alien who at the time of his death shall be entitled by 
law to hold any real estate, if she be an inhabitant of the Territory at the time 
of such death, shall be entitled todower of such estate in the same manner asif 
such alien had been a native citizen. 

(c) Ifa husband seized of an estate of inheritance in lands exchanges them 
for other lands, his widow shall not have dower of both, but shall make her 
election to be endowed of the lands given or of those taken in exchange; and 
if such election be not evinced by the commencement of proceedings to recover 
her dower of the lands given in exchange within one year after the death of 


| her husband, she shall be deemed to have elected to take her dower of the lands 


received in ex ge. 

(d) When a person seized of an estate of inheritance in lands shall have exe- 
cuted a mortgage, or other conveyance in the nature of mortgage, of such estate, 
before marriage, his widow shall nevertheless be entitled to dower out of the 
lands mo or so conveyed, as against every person except the mortgagee 
or ntee in such conveyance and those claiming under him. 

(5 Where a husband shall purchase lands during coverture, and shall at the 
same time execute a mortgage, or other conveyance in the nature of mo; Ñ 
of his estate in such lands to secure the payment of the purchase-money, his 
widow shall not be entitled to dower out of such lands, as against the mortgagee 
or grantee in such conveyance or those claiming under him, although she shall 
not have united im such mortgage; but she shall be entitled to her dower in 
such lands as against all other persons. 

or such grantee or those claim: un- 


N Where in such ease the mo: 
der shall, after the death ef the husband of such widow, cause the land 


m or so conveyed to be sold, either under a power of sale contained in 
the mo; or such conveyance, or Br vate of the decree of a court, if an 
surplus l remain after payment of the moneys due on such mortgage or 


conveyance, and the costs and charges of the sale, such widow shall neverthe- 
less be entitled to the interest or income of the one-third part of such surplus for 
her life as her dower. 

(g) A widow shall not be endowed of lands conve: to her husband by way 
of mortgage unless he acquire an absolute estate therein during the marriage 


riod. 
Pen) In ease of divorce arene, | the marriage contract for the misconduct of 
the wife, she shall not be endowed, 

Sec. 19. That hereafter the judge of probate in each san within the Terri- 
tory of Utah provided for by the existing laws thereof shall be appointed by 
the President of the United States, by and with the advice ang consent of the 
Senate; and so much of the laws of said Territory as vide for the election of 
such judge by the LOANS Assembly are hereby d proved and annulled, 

Sec. 20. That it shall not be lawful for any female to vote at any election here- 
after held in the Territory of Utah for any public purpose whatever, and no 
such vote shall be received or counted or given effect in any manner whatever; 
and any and every act of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah 
viding for or allowing the registration or voting by females is hereby annulled, 

Sec. 21. That all lawsof the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah 
which provide for numbering or identifying the votes of the electors at any eleo- 
tion in said Territory are hereby disapproved and annulled; but the foregoing 
provision shal! not preclude the lawful registration of voters, or any other pros 
visions for securing fair clections which do not involve the disclosure of the 
candidates for whom any particular elector shall have v 

SEC. 22. That the existing election districts and apportionments of Sein eens 
tation concerning the members of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Utah are hereby abolished; and it shall be the duty of the governor, Territorial 
secretary, and the board of commissioners mentioned in section 9 of the act of 
Con, approved March 22, 1882, entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of 
the Ravised. utes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other 
purposes,” in said Territory, forthwith to redistrict said Territory, and appor- 
tion representation in the same in such manner as to provide, as nearly as may 
be, for an equal representation of the peek (excepting Indians not taxed), be~ 
ing citizens of the United States, according to numbers, in said Legislative Assem~ 
bly, and to the number of members of the council and house of representativ 
res ively, as now established by law; and a record of the establishment o! 
S new districts and the apportionment of representation thereto shall be 
made in the office of thesecretary of said Territory, and such establishment and 
representation shall continue until Ponpes shall otherwise provide; and no 
persons other than citizens of the United States otherwise qualified shall be en- 
titled to vote at any election in said Nae pe k 

Sec, 23. That the provisions of section 9 of said act approved March 22, 1882 
in regard to registration and election officers, and the istration of voters, and 
the conduct of elections, and the powers and duties of the board therein men- 
tioned, shall auans and remain ©) ér until the ag emeas cogent therein 
referred to, to be made and en: b e ve Assembly i Terri- 
tory of Utah, shall have been made ann recs pra assembly and an have 
been approved by Congress. 

Sec. 24. That every male person twenty-one years of age resident in the Ter- 
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ritory of Utah shall, as a condition-precedent to his right to register or vote at 
any election in said Territory, take and subscribe an oath or affirmation, before 
the registration officer of his voting precinct, that he is over twenty-one of 
age, and has resided in the Territory of Utah forsix months then last andin 
the precinct for one month immediately preceding the date thereof, and that he is 
a native born (ornaturalized, as the case may be) citizen of the United States, and 
further state in such oath or affirmation his full name, with his age, place of 
business, his status, whether single or married, and, if married, the name of his 
lawful wife, and that he will support the Constitution of the United States and 
will faithfully obey the laws thereof, and especially will obey the act of Con- 
ay pore March 22, 1882, entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the 

aaa | tatutes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other pur- 
poses,” and will also obey this act in respect of the crimes in said act defined 
and forbidden, and that he will not, directly or indirectly, aid or abet, counsel 
or adyise, any other n to commit any of said crimes, Such sses pretne 
officer is authorized to administer said oath or affirmation; and all such oaths 
or affirmations shall be by him delivered to the clerk of the probate court of the 
proper county, and shall be deemed poe records therein. But if any elec- 
tion shall occur in said Territory before the next revision of the registration 
lists as uired by law, the said oath or affirmation shall be administered by the 
presiding judge of the election precinct on or before the day of election. Asa 
condition-precedent to the right to hold officein or under said Territory, the offi- 
cer, before entering on the duties of his office, shall take and subscribe an oath 
or affirmation declaring his full name, with his age, place of punasan ma ecg 
whether married or single, and, if married, the name of his la wife, an: 
that he will support the Constitution of the United States and will faithfull, pier 
the Jaws thereof, and especially will obey the act of Congress approved 
22,1882, entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised ites of the 
United States,in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” and will also 
obey this act in respect of the crimes in said act defined and forbidden, and that 
he will not, directly or indirectly, aid or abet, counsel or advise, any other os 
to commit any of said crimes; which oath or affirmation shall be recorded in 
the proper office and indorsed on the commission or certificate of appointment. 
All grand and petit jurors in said Territory shall take the same oath or affirma- 
tion, to be administered, in writing or orally, in the proper court. No person 
shall be entitled to vote in any election in said Territory, or be capable of jury 
service, or hold any office of trust or emolument in said Territory who s 
not have taken the oath or affirmation aforesaid. No person who shall have 
been convicted of any crime under this act, or under the act of Congress afore- 
said approved March 22,1882, or who shall a Roen or who shall asso- 
ciate or cohabit polygamously with persons of the other sex, shall be entitled 
to vote in any election in said Territory, or be capable of jury service, or to hold 
any office of trust or emolument in said Territory. 

Sxc. 25. That the office of Territorial supcrintendent of district schools created 
by the laws of Utah is hereby abolished; and it shall be the duty of the supreme 
court of said Territory to appoint a commissioner of schools, who shall possess 
and exercise all the powers and duties heretofore ee y the laws of said 
Territory upon the Territorial superintendent of district schools, and who shall 
receive the same salary and compensation, which shall be paid out of the treas- 
ury of said Territory; and the laws of the Territory of Utah providing for the 
method of election and appointment of such Territorial superintendent of dis- 
trict schools are hereby suspended until the further action of Congress shall be 
had in respect thereto. The said superintendent shall have power to prohibit 
the use in any district school of any book of a sectarian character or ise 
unsuitable. d superintendent shall collect and classify statistics and other 
information r ing the district and other schools in said Territory, Lens d 
their progress, the whole number of children of school age, the number who 
tend school in each year in the respective counties, the average length of time 
of their attendance, the number of teachers and the compensation paid to the 
same, the number of teachers who are Mormons, the number who are so-called 
gentiles, the number of children of Mormon parents and the number of children 
of so-called gentile parents, and their respective average attendance at school; 
all of which statistics and information shall be annually reported to Congress, 
through the governor of said Territory and the Department of the Interior. 

Sec. 26. That all religious societies, sects, and con; ions shall have the 
right to have and to hold, through trustees appointed by any court exercisin, 
probate powers in a Territory, only on the nomination of the authorities o 
such ety, sect, or Sonerogation: so much real property for the erection or use 
of houses of worship, and for such parsonages and burial grounds as shall be 
necessary for the convenience and use of the several congregations of such re- 
gious society, sect, or congregation. 

. 27. That all laws passed by the so-called state of Deseret and by the Ter 
islative Assembly of the Territory of Utah for the organization of mili: 
thereof or for the creation of the Navoo on are hereby annulled and de- 
clared of no effect; and the militia of Utah 1l be organized and fags aye in 
all respects to the laws of the United States regulating the militia in the Terri- 
tories: Provided, however, That all general officers of the militia shall be ap- 
pointed by the fovernor of the Territory, by and with the advice and consent 
of the council thereof. The Legislative Assembly of Utah shall have power to 
pass laws for organizing the militia thereof, subject to the approval of Con- 


gress, 
All of which is respectfully submitted, 
N. J. HAMMOND, 
E. B. TAYLOR, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


DETAILED STATEMENT OF CONFEREES OF HOUSE. 


The House conferees on the committee on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the Senate bill No. 10, being an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 
5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in reference to bi „and for 
other purposes,” approved March 22, 1882, beg leave to submit the followin, 
detailed statement, showing the effect of such amendments as have been 
to, with conference report herewith submitted. The House struck out all of 
the Senate bill after the enacting clause and substituted its own bill,and on 
that vote the conference was had. 

The bill as agreed upon by the conference committee differs somewhat in 
form from either the Senate or the House bills. It contains certain verbal 
changes which need not be explained. The material changes from the House 
bill are as follows: 

In section 2, line 7, before the word “oath,” the word ‘‘the,”’ and in line 8 the 
words ‘‘of at least two credible persons in writing” have been stricken out, it 
being thought best to leave to the court the quantum of evidence necessary to 
show the Soe of a witness to appear. In that section we also left out 
in lines 15 and 16 the words “before any commissioner, judge, justice, or court 


of the United States,” because as the witness was arrest ‘or immediate at- 
tendance on the court, it was thought best that he should enter into recogni- 
zance before that court for his appearance. 

To the ninth section of the House bill we added the provision of the Senate as 
to unlawful sexual intercourse between two married persons. This the House 
bill had not provided for, 


Section 11 of the House bill was left out, because it was deemed unnecessary, 

Section 13 of the House bill was left out, because, this being only an amende 
ment to a former statute, section 13 was unnecessary. 

Section 16 of the House bill has been amended by requiring the surplus of the 
pro of the corporations therein mentioned, not provided for in the bill, 
or to those entitled thereto by the courts, 1 be used for school pur- 
poses in said Territory. 

Section 17 of the House bill has been left out as unnecessary, the law now con- 
trolling writs of error from the supreme court in the cases of ‘bigamy or polyg- 
amy or of any offense under the act March 22, 1882, is not affected by this a 

Section 18 of the House bill has been changed by leaving out to all religious 
societies, sects, or con) tions so much real property for the erection or use 
of houses of worship, and for such parsonages as shall be necessary for their 
convenience and use, the title to be in trustees named by them. 

Section 21 of House bill, annulling legislation as to water, timber, or herd 
rights has been left out because the conference committee did not know the full 
possible effect of that section, and because it is believed that existing law fur- 
nishes an adequate remedy for any illegal act done in the premises. 

In section 22, House bill, the conference committee in section 1, which defines 
the terms “lawful wife,” believe it best to leave that matter to the courts. Sec- 
tions 26 and 27 of the House bill were so amended as to strike out all the au- 
thority therein granted as to the spenat of officers in said Territory ex- 
cept t aoe Tranders of feri Un wo) Notas se — eae the consent, of the 
Senate, uired to a ta probate ju each county. 

diig EEN = N. J. HAMMOND. 
E. B. TAYLOR, 


CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS. 


Mr. TUCKER (by Mr. HAMMOND), from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 10994) to authorize 
appeals from the orders of the circuit courts of the United States on 
motions to remand in cases removed from the State courts; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 8242 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. EDEN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
adversely the bill (H, R. 10251) to amend section 3242 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to the internal-reyenue laws; which was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL EXHIBITION. 

Mr. IRION, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a substi- 
tute for H. R. 10750, a bill (H. R. 11191) to encourage the holding of 
a national industrial exhibition of the arts, mechanics, and products 
of the colored race throughout the United States of America, to be 
held in the year 1888; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

House bill 10750 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

CHARGE FOR PASSPORTS. 


Mr. HITT, from the Committee on hata i Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 3014) to fix the charge for passports at $1; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

A. F. SAINT SURE LINDEFELT. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 8282, a bill (H. R. 11192) for the relief of A. F. 
Saint Sure Lindefelt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 8282 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely the resolution in relation to United States cavalry firing upon 
certain persons in the Indian Territory; which was laid on the table. 

FORT SNELLING RESERVATION. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 10296) ceding to the State of Minnesota 
the right of ion and occupancy of a tract of land within the 
military reservation of Fort Snelling, for the purpose of erecting and 
maintaining a soldiers’ home; which was laid on the table. 

CAMP DOUGLAS, 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 5183) granting a of the military 
reservation of Camp Douglas, near Salt Lake City, Territory of Utah, 
for cemetery purposes; which was laid on the table. 

ARMS, ETC., LOANED TO THE STATE OF OREGON. | 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8291) to credit the Territory of Washing- 
ton on the books of the Ordnance Department the sum of $12,387.57 
for arms and cartridges loaned the Stateof Oregon; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 8541) for the relief of Joseph De- 
mars; which was laid on the table. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, also re- 

back adversely the bill (H. R. 2712) for the relief of Hector F, 
helps; which was laid on the table. 
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JOHN JORDAN. 


On motion of Mr. HERBERT, the Committee on Naval Affairs was 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10159) for 
the reliefof John Jordan; andit was referred to the Committee on War 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, 
namely: 

A bill (H. R. 3249) to provide for the construction of a steam cruis- 
ing — of war, of 20 knots speed, by Charles G. Lundborg, of New 

ork; 

A bill (H. R. 9890) to provide for the construction of steel-clad rams 
without guns; 

A bill (H. R. 10393) for the construction of two composite steam 
vessels for the training service of the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 10546) for the = of John Ericsson’s Destroyer 
and ten enlarged steel vessels of the same type, for defending the har- 
bors of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 10760) to provide for the construction of a steam cruis- 
ing vessel of war of 20 knots speed; 

A bill (H. R. 10810) to further increase the naval establishment; 

A bill (H. R. 10902) to increase the naval establishment; 

House Miscellaneous Document 91, relating to the construction, 
equipment, and armament of vessels; 

House resolution in relation to an immediate appropriation of $50,- 
000,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Navy, for the construction, equipment, and armament of such new ves- 
sels of war as may be deemed necessary by him; and 

A memorial of Stewart Sanderson relative to marine rams. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, also 
reported, in the nature of a substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 
11193) to increase the naval establishment; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT JERSEY CITY, N. J. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6826) making an appropriation 
for extending and repairing the post-office building at Jersey City, N. 
J.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state hes the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SCRANTON, PA. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 3234) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a suitable building for a post-office and other Government 
offices in the city of Scranton, Pa., approved July 27, 1882; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. KINCAID. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2424) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Kincaid; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JANE BROWN DUNN. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
pee back favorably the bill (S. 2629) granting a pension to Jane 
rown Dunn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
MRS. MARY JANE CASE. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8737) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
Jane Case; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SUSAN E. ALGER. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 368) for the relief of Susan E. Alger; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA SHREEVE. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10706) granting a pension to Eliza Shreeve; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HUGH ROGERS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3131) granting a pension to Hugh Rogers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CATHERINE M. LEE. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2790) granting a pension to Catherine M. 
Lee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARIA HUNTER. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3218) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria Hunter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ARABELLA CODDINGTON. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2374) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Arabella Coddington; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ABBIE R. BROWN. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported the 
bill (H. R. 11149) granting a pension to Abbie R. Brown; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH C. GRINDLE. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Elizabeth C. 
Grindle; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

LAURA A. WRIGHT. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3260) granting a pension to Laura A. Wright; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HANNAH R. LANGDON. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported. 
back favorably the bill (S. 3220) granting a pension to Hannah R. 
Langdon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the tea Calendar, and, withthe accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. ; é 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely Senate bills of the following titles; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. 3135) granting a pension to Catherine E. Babcock; and 

A bill (8. 3146) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds, 


MILTON TEETER. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3106) granting a pension to Milton Teeter; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar,and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE F. ELLSWORTH. 


Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3107) granting a pension to Catharine 
F. Ellsworth; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARIA C. M’PHERSON. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2421) granting a pension to Maria C. Mc- 
Pherson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ELLEN NIGHTINGALE. 

Mr. LOUTTIT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7225) granting a pension to Ellen Night- 
ingale; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
MRS. MARTHA F. WOODRUM. 

Mr. LOUTTIT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 864) to grant a pension to Mrs. 
Martha Woodrum; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN K. LE BARON. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10258) for the relief of John K. Le 
Baron; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
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the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


RODERICK M’INTOSH. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 8419) to provide for the 
payment of the claim of Capt. Roderick McIntosh; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


P, DORAN. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably a memorial of P. Doran; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 6462) for the relief of Warren Mitchell; 
which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This completes the call of committees 
for reports. If there be no objection the Chair will recognize gentle- 
men who were not in their seats when their committees were called. 

There was no objection. 

MARTHA GRAY. ° 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10380) for the relief 
of Martha Gray; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY SMITH. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10089) granting 
a pension to Henry Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


SARAH E. M’CALEB. a 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5938) for the re- 
lief of Sarah E. McCaleb; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


MARY ANN DOUGHERTY. 


Mr. LOUTTIT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2868) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Ann Dougherty; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


CRUISE OF REVENUE STEAMER CORWIN. 


Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation a concurrent resolution for printing 
additional copies of reports of Captain Healy upon cruise of revenue 
steamer Corwin in the Arctic Ocean for the years 1884 and 1885; which, 
with the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering general appropriation bills. 

Mr, COBB. Before that motion is entertained I desire to present a 
privileged report, the report of a committee of conference. 

Mr. BELMONT. _Isitin order to raise the question of consideration 
on the report made by the gentleman from Indiana? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). Itis. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Copp] has the right to present the report of the 
conference committee and the House can then determine whether it 
will proceed to its consideration or not. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I trust the hour for the consideration of 
bills will not be set aside. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disa; ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all laws provid- 
ing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber 
culture, the laws authorizing the sale of desert lands, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference haye been unable to agree. 

THOMAS R. COBB, 
W. J. STONE, 
H. B. STRAIT, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. COBB. I desire in submitting this report to say — 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
BELMONT fhas raised the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was waiting to hear what 
motion the gentleman from Indiana was to submit. 

Mr. COBB.. I desire to make no motion, but I desire for a few mo- 
ments to discuss the contents of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the question of consideration has 
been raised. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I presume that will not be urged; there is not to 
be debate. s 

Mr. BELMONT. There will be debate if the consideration of the 
report is entered upon. Itis inevitable. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Irise to a question of order. Is it com- 
petent on a motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union to set aside the rule providing 
that there shall be a consideration hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now before the House 8 
whether the House shall proceed with the consideration of the confer- 
ence report presented by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would suggest on the question of order raised by 
the gentleman from Iowa that it has been ruled on several occasions 
that the motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union is in order after the call of committees for reports has been 
completed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the conference report? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 32, noes 42. 

Mr. COBB. Noquorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELMONT]. i 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 36. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw the point as to a quorum, and I withdraw 
the report for the present. 

Mr. BELMONT. I renew my motion that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering general appropriation bills, 

The motion was agreed to. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair, and resumed con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 10396) making appropriations for the 
diplomatic and consular service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BELMONT. I desire to ask if the word ‘Turkey’? has been 
inserted in line 26, 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. No motion was made for that pur- 


pose. x 
Mr. BELMONT. I move, then, to amend by inserting the words 
“Turkey, and the Argentine Republic ” in line 26. Thatisin accord- 
ance with the amendments under the point of order made the last time 
the bill was under consideration. 
The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


In line 25, after the word “‘ the,” insert “ A e Republic,” and in line 26, 
after the word “ Colombia,” insert “and Turkey; ™ so that it will read: 

“Envoys extraordi and ministers plenipotentiary to the or aad Re- 
public, United States of Colombia, and Turkey, at $7,500 each, $22,500,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Ministers resident and consuls-general in Bolivia, Corea, Denmark, Hayti, 
Liberia, Persia, Portugal, Siam, and Switzerland, at $5,000 each, $45,000 land the 
minister resident and consul-general in Hayti shall also be accredited as chargé 
d'affaires to San Domingo), 

Mr. BURNES. ‘The law fixes the salary of the minister to Liberia 
at $4,000. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Agent and consul-general at Cairo, $5,000. 


Mr. BURNES. The law provides a salary of $4,000. I make the 
point of order. : 

Mr. BELMONT. I shall not oppose the point of order which has 
already been sustained by the Chair, but I desire to say this is simply 
a repetition of a salary appropriated for several years past. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Chargés d'affaires ad interim and diplomatic officers abroad, $20,000. 


Mr. BELMONT. It will be necessary at this point to insert Liberia, 
which was stricken out in a former paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection that amendment 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will please send 
up his amendment in writing. 

Mr. BELMONT. The fact is this amendment will produce a new 
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class of office, a minister at $4,000. There is no such thing at present. 
Therefore I am at a loss to know where this amendment should be in- 
serted; there is no paragraph in the bill where it would properly come 
in. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to offer his 
amendment at line 45. 

Mr. BELMONT. I offer, then, this amendment: 

After line 45 insert the words “minister to Liberia, $4,000.” 

I ask the Chair to submit that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already submitted it and it has 
been to. 

Mr.BURNES. Isubmit the proposition, somewhat hesitatingly, with 
regard to the point of order upon the paragraph contained in lines 44 
and 45. The amount provided for in the statute does not authorize an 
appropriation of $20,000; but the current law does authorize that 
amount, the appropriation being $20,000. Prior to the first session of 
this Congress the appropriation was $12,000. This is an increase over 
miey appropriations, except that of the first session of this Congress, 
of $8,000. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, there is some limit to the propriety 
of points of order, it seems to me, and in this case I think the gentle- 
man from Missouri is mistaken. If the Clerk will read the section of 
the law upon which the appropriation is founded I think the gentle- 
man may be induced to withdraw his point of order. If he does not 
withdraw it I desire to say to some of my friends on this side of the 
Honse that they should remember there is a distinction between affirm- 
ative legislation and negative legislation, and while certain gentlemen 
have been most successful hitherto in negative legislation (and no one 
more than I appreciates the great service they have rendered the party 
by opposing unwise appropriations) it does seem to me that we are no 
longer a party of opposition, and that we must undertake some affirm- 
ative legislation. 

I agree, of course, that a check should be placed upon unwise expend- 
iture, and I knowof no more proper and effective method than that 
which has been pursued by the President of the United States in his 
recent veto message upon the dependent pension bill, for which I did 
not vote. The provision under consideration is made in direct pursu- 
ance of a recommendation received from the State Department. It is 
an appropriation in which the money is to be expended only in case of 
necessity. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield to me a 
moment I think I can perhaps facilitate business. 

Mr. BELMONT. I would rather not yield at this moment, but if 
the gentleman icularly desires it I will do so. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to believe that the 
point of order can not be sustained against this proposition, and there- 
fore I withdraw the point and move to amend the paragraph by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘twenty,’’ in line 45, and inserting ‘‘ twelve.” 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the House will not 
adopt that amendment. If itdoes we shall have simply a repetition of 
what has in previous years—a deficiency. The committee 
last year induced the House to appropriate this amount, simply to avoid 
a deficiency, and, for the first time in many years, there is no defi- 
ciency. Shall we cnt this item down now simply that we may be 
able to say that we appropriated $12,000, whereas in reality we needed 
$20,000, and must hereafter mo Fee to make up that amount? If 
that is to be the policy of the House, I am very much mistaken in hay- 
ing ee the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

URNES]. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, before this vote is taken I beg the 
indulgence of the committee for a moment, so that all may understand 
the proposition, so far at least as my objection to it is concerned. What 
is the appropriation for? It is for the payment of chargés d’affaires 
ad interim. Who are they and what are they? We have a minister at 
a foreign court who receives a full and adequate salary. That minister 
has ordinarily a secretary, called the secretary of legation, whose salary 
is provided by law, and who receives his salary. 

But, when the minister goes away from home he leaves the secretary 
as his chargé d'affaires, and then thesecretary becomes entitled to higher 

y, and this sum is appropriated to pay for the service thus rendered 

the absence of the minister. Now, the minister, in his absence, 
draws the full salary of his office, and the chargé d’affaires draws an 
additional ; 80 that we are paying two individuals for the same 
service at the same time. I wish to add further that in the Forty- 
eighth Congress we had practically come to the conclusion that this 
whole appropriation ought to be abolished and that the practice ought 
to be ignored; but, as there were occasions when probably some ap- 
propriation under this head might be needed, we finally concluded to 
compromise rather than to abolish the appropriation entirely, and de- 
termined to make the appropriation $12,000, although the judgment 
of probably a majority of the House was in favor of entirely abolish- 
ing it, inasmuch as it ignored a proposition of legislation and of gov- 
ernment, which ought always to be recognized, namely, that no two 

should receive pay for doing the same work at the same time. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think my friend is mistaken. The chargé d’af- 
faires, in the absence of the minister, is not entitled to his pay as sec- 
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retary of legation, but he is entitled to 50 per cent. of the minister’s 
pay. ‘The reason this appropriation is put at $20,000 is because it is 
utterly impossible to determine in advance what vacancies may occur 
in the missions by reason either of absence or death. For instance, 
the missions to Turkey, to Vienna, and to Berlin are temporarily vacant 
to-day, and other missions may become vacant, and when that occurs 
the secretary of legation is required to perform the duties of the min- 
ister. 

But during that time he receives no salary as secretary of legation. 
If only a few vacancies should occur a smaller appropriation might be 
sufficient; but it may be that more vacancies will occur, and in that case 
there should be a sufficient fand at the disposal of the Department. So 
much of the fund as may not be used will be turned into the Treasury. 
I do rot see that anything further need be said unless it be proper that 
the section of the Revised Statutes relating to this subject be read. I 
ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 1685. For such time as any seeretary of legation shall be lawfully author- 
ized to act as chargé d’affaires ad interim at the post to which he shall have 
been apprees he shall be entitled to receive compensation at the rate allowed 
by law fora chargé d'affaires at such post; but he shall not be entitled to re- 
core for such time, the compensation allowed for his services as secretary of 
legation. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I move to strike ont the last word. 
I fully concur with my friend from New York that this is an appro- 
priation of great importance, and should not be stricken out, for good 
and cogent reasons. Under the law asit now stands ourministers abroad 
are entitled to a leave of absence each year. In their absence some 
one must discharge their duties. Their responsibility devolves upon 
the secretary of legation. This appropriation is necessary to provide 
for the meager salary of the secretary, who only receives half the 
amountof his chief during the latter’s absence. Not only so, but it is 
often the case that we have no ministers at foreign courts, and the 
duties must devolve on secretaries of legation. As my friend has re- 
marked, such is the case at the present time in Turkey, and I will 
add has also been the case for two years at Austria. 

This is no new appropriation, but has been provided for in similar 
bills for many years. Surely itcan not be the purpose of a Democratic 
House, through a narrow and contracted policy of economy, to impair 
the efficiency of the foreign service when we have the control of this 
Government for the first time in the last twenty-five years. It is not 
economy to run the Government on such a narrow schedule. We have 
been so long in opposition, it seems to be difficult for many to realize 
the importance of our foreign service or to appreciate its importance and 
responsibilities. Some deference should be shown to the recommenda- 
tions made by the Department when under the control of such an able, 
capable, and efficient Secretary as is nowatits head. It isacheap repu- 
tation which secures success at the expense of the public good. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I moveas an amendment to the amend- 
ment to strike out the last two words. The proposa amendment in 
the amount granted to pay secretaries of legation during the time when 
they are serving as sanie ERGS ho a cues gir what sock api 
special contingent fund, contro la y the discretion of the 
retary of State; for a minister can not A A himself from his post, 
leaving a secretary to act in his stead, unless by authority of the head 
of the service. If you distrust the Secretary of State, if you think 
the De ent of State will give to a minister permission to absent 
himself from his post for the mere purpose of putting money into the 
hands of a subordinate, then you should limit this appropriation with 
great strictness. But in the history of this country I have never known 
a Secretary of State who had so little of the confidence of the country 
and who was so feeble in purpose that the Congress would not believe 
him desirous of success, faithful to his trust and himself, and earnestly 
seeking to have an honorable and vigorous administration of his own 
Department. 

As tothe duplication of salaries to which reference has been made by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurNxs], that may sometimes take 
place. Often it does not. I have known the mission to Russia to be 
vacant for a year—filled temporarily by a man at half the minister's 
salary, acting aschargé ad interim. ‘The case is the same to-day, as the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] has stated, in regard to 
Turkey, where the minister’s place is vacant and the salary stopped, 
while the pay of the secretary of legation as secretary is also stopped, 
and he is being paid, as youmay say, half rate as minister while doing 
the work of minister. One fact might be stated which does not occur 
from an inspection of the legislation which has been read. 

The duties of a secretary, when acting as chargé, if. he is a man of 
self-respect, if he is a man who properly appreciates the responsibilities 
and duties with which he is charged, involve necessarily larger expend- 
iture than he incurs when he is merely asubordinate. Unless he would 
do that for which his countrymen would despise him, because he would 
show an exceptional penuriousness that would make those about him 
sneer at our country belittled by its representative, he is constrained to 
expend more than he would ordinarily as a mere secretary of legation. 
It may be that the $12,000 indicated by the amendment is sufficient 
to pay the amount that would accrue as pay of chargés at all the lega- 
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tions during the coming yore, cee is expected that it will be more, 


and may be near $20,000. vigilantly and honestly 
guarded by an able head, may keep the expenditure within that limit 
of $12,000; but if so, and we should have appropriated $20,000, the 
$8,000 will simply. be turned back into the . We ought to ap- 
propriate the $20,000 asked for, and if it is not rightly expended we 
know whom to hold responsible for the extra 


vagance. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of this | 4, 


opportunity to dissent from some of the views entertained by my dis- 

ingui friend from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] with reference to our dip- 
lomatic service. When ing on this bill some days ago, he said 
it would be better to abolish our diplomatie service than to humiliate 
the officials engaged in it; and that my position was in the interest of 
the rich men, and among them my speech would be most loudly ap- 
planded, or words to that effect. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have never been accused of any such selfish- 
ness as would make me desire to turn all the offices of this country 
over to the rich. I have great regard for the poor, for I was once poor 
myself. [Laughter.] But, sir, I do here and now wish to emphasize 
my protest against the position taken by the gentleman from Filino is 
and others in support of this bill that large salaries must be paid to 
our ministers abroad to enable them to fulfill the social requirements 
of these positions as they might be fulfilled by rich people or the rep- 
resentatives of other governments. In other words, they want Con- 
gress to appropriate money to enable them to put on rich men’s airs. 

The rich can spend their money as they please, but I deny that itis 
the duty of Congress or of the people of this country to pay salaries to 
their officials to enable them to live in extravagance simply because 
rich people of the representatives of other governmentsdo so. I think, 
sir, that one of the great evils of the times in which we live is the idea 
entertained by a great many people, especially officials, that a person, 
because he holds a public position, must have such salary as will en- 
able him, in sustaining the dignity of that position, to spend money 
like the rich. 

I think, sir, that many of the diplomatic positions might be either 
abolished entirely or consolidated withont serious detriment to the pub- 
lic service. The gentleman talks about the mission of our foreign min- 
isters being a mission of peace. I do not think, sir, that the peace of 
this country is seriously threatened from any source, and less abroad 
than at home. The best peace measures we can adopt is to strengthen 
our Government in the hearts and affections of our own people; and 
the best way to do this is to show them by our acts that the Govern- 
ment is run with special reference to their interest, and notin the special 
interest of the office-holding class. Engraft this upon their under- 
standing, and you will have done more toward keeping the peace than 
your diplomatic corps is likely to accomplish. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. ( 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the question pending. 

Mr. HITT. I withdraw the pro forma amendment which I sub- 
mitted. 

Mr. BELMONT. I renew it. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel called 
upon to answer the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. I only 
ask the Clerk to read the passage I have marked to show this is 
no new question. He may or may not care what might be the recom- 
mendation of the present Secretary of State, but this Secretary of State 
whose rt I ask to have read was Edward Livingston, Secretary of 
State to President Andrew Jackson in 1833. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ministers are considered as favorites, selected to enjoy the pleasures of foreign 
travel at the expense of the people, their places as sinecures,and their resi- 
dence abroad is a continued scene of luxurious enjoyment. Their exertions, 
embarrassments, their laborious intercourse with the governments to which 
they are sent, their anxious care to avoid anythingthat might, on the one hand, 
tive just cause of offense, or to negleet or to abandon the rights of their country 
or its citizens, on the other, are all unknown at home. 

Even the merit of their ence, from which, at least, the reward of 
honor might be derived, is hid in the archives of the Departmentand sees 
the light; and, except in the instances of a successful negotiation for a 
minister returns to his country, after years of the most laborious exertion of the 
highest talent, with an injured, if not a broken fortune, his countrymen ig- 
norant of his exertions, and undervaluing them, perhaps, if known. On the 
whole there is scarcely an office of which the duties properly performed are 
more arduous, more responsible, and Jess fairly appreciated that of min- 
ister to a country with which we have important commercial relations. Y: 
there is some reason to believe thatappointments to them are sometimes eagerly 
sought from the same false ideas of the nature of the employment. To these 
mistaken ideas, more or less prevalent, may be traced many ofthe evils which 
rare spemees and still operate injuriously upon the interests and reputation of 

¢ country. 

At home the head of every subordinate burean attached to any of the Depart- 
roents has an office and a messenger, and clerks, and fire, and stationery, and 
lights, and every convenience for carrying on the business entrusted to him. 
This is as it should be. But to represent the dignity of the country, and on scant 
salary to transact its most important concerns abroad, we aman whom 
we provide with none of these necessaries for the transaction of his business, 
we force him to do all the drudgery of the office with his own hands, and either 
to live in some obscure place, where his countrymen blush to find kim fixed, 
when, after some difficulty, they have discoyered his tavern residence; or, at 
the expense of his own fortune, to provide what is necessary for the interest 
anddignity of the Government. The usual answer to these representations is 
that, notwithstanding all these inconveniences, candidates are always found 
eagerly seeking these appointments, 


But it must be remarked that these candidates are of two kinds, First, men 


ecessary expense. 
Itis ible there may be exceptions; but they are certainly very rare. If the 
miteston is useful 


[Here the hammer fell. ] š 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I see the committee is 
still meeting the opponents of the increase in this appropriation with 
the views of the Secretary of State. A great deal has been said in this 
debate about his opinions and recommendations. Now, the Secre- 
tary of State is no doubt a highly respectable gentleman. I have noth- 
ing to say against him, but so far as I know or am informed, in the dis- 
charge of the duties which devolve upon him in his exalted position, 
he has exhibited no such superior ability as, in my opinion, would re- 
quire me to surrender my own conviction of public duty to follow his 
recommendation. 

Mr. NELSON. This is the Secretary of State to Andrew Jackson— 
not the present Secretary of State. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I do not care what Secretary of State 
advises the support of official dignity at public expense, I do not he- 
lieve init. My opinion is that a man’s dignity is not measured by the 
money he has or spends. The lavish expenditure of money by public 
officials may procure for them in some quarters a sort of prestige they 
could not otherwise acquire, but the true dignity pertaining to official 
station can not be purchased with money, but must have for its basis 
those traits of and heart that result in duty well formed and 
make the world and honor good and great men wherever found. 

Mr. BELMONT. Would you a that to members of Congress? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. To the great majority I would; others, 
I am sorry to say, must depend for their dignity and position on their 
money. Away, sir, with this idea that the dignity of a position is 
measured or determined by the amount of money its occupant expends! 
That is one of the false ideas that I wish to combat in the consideration 
dt a n. te aration epee ty good deal about th 

T. gentlemen have a to say about the 
salaries paid by other nations to their diplomatic corpsand of the vast 
sums of money lavished upon them by their governments to support 
their official dignity. And these same gentlemen insist that we must 
appropriate sufficient sumsof to enable our representatives abroad 
to livein something of the same style as the diplomats of other nations. 
Why should the American people want to imitate or pattern after any 
other people on God’s green earth? 

An American citizen, as the representative of this Government, need 
not ape or imitate anybody. The fact that he represents this Govern- 
ment, that is the admiration of the outside world and the pride and 
glory of every American, with conduct on his part and reason- 
able expenditures, is enough to support the dignity of any of our rep- 
resentatives abroad. 

These governments to which the gentlemen refer us are founded 
upon theories altogether different from ours. Theirrulers are born to 
official station and inherit their right to rule, and the official classes 
are supposed to be better than the people they rule and represent. But, 
sir, it is our pride that we do not do things in this country like other 
nations. Our office-holders are public servants, and because men reach 
high and honorable positions they are no better by reason of that than 
the people from whom they come and by whose grace they hold their 
positions, 

Mr. Chairman, of all the disgusting things to me in our American 
system this tendency to ape and imitate the nobility and aristocracy 
and snobbery of other countries is the one with which I have the least 


et | patience. This disposition on the part of some of our people, which I 


am sorry to say seems to be growing in some quarters as individual 
wealth increases, is far more threatening and dangerous to our best in- 
terest and future welfare than any possible want of dignity that is 
likely to afflict our representatives abroad by reason of not having 
princely salaries from the Government. I wish, Mr. Chairman, I had 
more time to devote to this particular phase of this discussion. This 
effort to pattern after foreigners is, in my judgment, the worm in our 
chestnut. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELMONT. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendmen’ 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 
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The question was taken; the committee divided, and there were— 
ayes 28, noes 76. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SALARIES SECRETARIES OF LEGATIONS. 
Pack og sehen pert eS Berlin, China, Japan, London, Paris, and St. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
salary of the secretary of legation in China is provided for in the pres- 
.ent bill at $2,625, while in a subsequent paragraph of the bill the sal- 
ary of the interpreter is fixed at $3,000, thus dividing the salary fixed 
by law for the two offices, which may be held by one person, into two 
The law provided that the office of secretary may be held by 
an interpreter and limited the salary for the service at $5,000. Now, 
by the division which this bill proposes the salary, in place of being 
$5,000 for the two, is fixed at $5,625. The aggregate appropriation is 
$625 more than the law authorizes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New 
York on the point of order. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, the office to which the gentleman 
from Missouri refers is, I suppose, fixed under the law of 1856, and this 
provision here is simply a repetition of what has occurred in diplomatic 
and consular bills for several years passed. 

As to the salary of the interpreter, I will ask the Clerk to read this 
letter, addressed to me by Mr. Cox, of New York, during the last month. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the communication. 

The CHAIRMAN (interrupting the reading). The Chair does not 
think that this bears on the point of order. 

Mr. BELMONT. It appears to me that it does. 

Mr. BURNES. Ido not think the gentleman from New York has 
understood the proposition. 

Mr. BELMONT. I understood it perfectly. 

Mr. BURNES. The letter the gentleman sent up to be read has ref- 
erence to the interpreter at Constantinople, not to the interpreter and 

of legation in China. 

Mr. BELMONT. My object was to impress upon the House the ne- 
cessity for these interpreters in the East, and I know of no better tes- 
timony than that of our late minister to Turkey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York must confine 
himself to the discussion of the question of order. 

Mr. BELMONT. I ask for a decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Second secretaries of the legations in China and Japan, who shall be Ameri- 
can students of the Jangasee of the court and country to which they are ap- 
pointed respectively, and shall be allowed and requ’ , under the direction of 
the Poa of State, to devote their time to the acquisition of such language, 
at $1,800 , $3,600, s 

Mr. HOLMAN. This, I believe, is a new provision. 

Mr. BELMONT. Itis nota new provision. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on it. 

Mr. BELMONT. It was contained in last year’s appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true, but it is not provided for bylaw. I 
find that in the former legislation, where the salaries were fixed and 
which went into the Revised Statutes of the United States, there are 
three second secretaries provided for—in France, Germany, and Great 
Britain; those are the only ones. And in the act of 1879 the same are 
provided for: 

For the salaries of second secretaries of legation in Great Britain, France, and 
Germany. 

In the act of 1879, as well as in the act of 1856, there are only three 
second secretaries provided for. I concede it may be that in the last 
appropriation bill provision was made for second secretaries of the 
legations in China and Japan, but that does not change the law. 

The point I make is that there is no law authorizing this expendi- 
ture, no law creating these offices of second secretaries at Japan and 
China. It has been so repeatedly held that an appropriation bill does 
not change the law if it is simply the current appropriation from year 
to year that it is hardly necessary to discuss that subject. I content 
myself with sending to the Chair the two statutes showing that no 
such officers are provided for by either of the statutes which are recog- 
nized as the basis of the consular system. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think the House should be made aware of the 
result of the strict application of this rule. If it is to be followed all 
the way I admit, that many offices which have been created 
since 1879, for which salaries are here simply repeated, will be either 
abolished or greatly reduced in compensation. 

I have a list here of offices, some of them created since 1879, and ap- 
propriations made for them in certain cases by the committee of which 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] isa member. In case the 
rule is applied all the way through and the bill is made to conform to 
the act of 1879, Ecuador would have to be changed from a consul-gen- 
eralship at $3,000 to a consulate at $1,000, Panama from a consul-gen- 
eralship at $4,000 to a consulate at $3,000, St. Petersburg from $3,000 
to $2,000, Mexico from $2,500 to $2,000. And the following consulates 
must be reduced in rank and amount: Hong-Kong from $5,000 to $4,000, 


Belfast from $3,000 to $2,500, Leith from $2,500 to $2,000, Smyrna from 
$2,500 to $2,000, Jerusalem from $2,000 to $1,500, Palermo from $2,000 
to $1,500, Apia from $2,000 to $1,000, Southampton from $1,500 to 
$1,000, and Ceylon from $1,500 to $1,000, while the following consu- 
lates to which consuls have been og yee by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate would have to be abolished altogether, not bein; 
provided for in the act of 1879: Nottingham, $2,500; Sydney, $2,000; 
Maracaibo, $2,000; la Grande, $2,000; Crefeld, $2,000; Teguci- 
galpa, $2,000; San José, $2,000; Managua, $2,000; San Juan del Norte, 
$2,000; San Salvador $2,000; Manila, $2,000; Amherstburg, [$1,500; 
Antigua, $1,500; St. Stephens, $1,500; Malta, $1,500; Guadeloupe, 
$1,500; Aix la Chapelle, $1,500; Paso del Norte, $1,500; Puerto Ca- 
bello, $1,500; Para, $1,500; Sivas, $1,500; Mozambique, $1,000; Nuevo 
Laredo, $1,000, and Piedras Negras, $1,000. 

In other portions of the bill the House, to maintain consistency and . 
to conform to the act of 1879, ought to strike out the appropriation for 
the secretary of legation to Turkey. The envoys extraordinary to 
Central America and to Colombia should each be ministers resident; 
instead of ministers resident and consuls-general to Portugal, Den- 
mark, and Switzerland there should only be a chargé d’affaires to each 
of those countries; instead of a minister resident and consul-general at 
Siam there should only be a consul, at $3,000 instead of $5,000; and 
the minister resident and consul-general to Lisbon, at $5,000, should 
be a consul simply at $2,000. 

I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the application of this rule must 
prove to the House that much necessary legislation is utterly impos- 
sible while it is maintained, and there must be with a view to that leg- 
islation some change in the rules of the House. I offered on the 14th 
of June last an amendment to cover just the difficulty. I proposed to 
amend section 4 of Rule XXIII by inserting, after the word ‘‘harbors,’? 
in line 4, the sentence which I have italicized: 

In Committees of the Whole House business on their Calendars shall betaken 
up in r order, except bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bills, 
bills for the improvement of rivers aa ae and | bills for vorgan 
of, or retrenchment of expenditure in, an inch o; legislative, executive, or 
e Abeita of rop: onrumank which Shall peed precedence, &c. á 

I merely call attention to this proposed change in the belief that when 
Congress reassembles this matter of rules will force itself upon the at- 
tention of members. And I do not know any better illustration of the 
necessity for a change than the manner in which it is found possible for 
a few gentlemen to destroy the whole work of a committee, as we see 
here to-day. So far as I am concerned in representing that committee, 
I shall take occasion to offer the amendments to the bill, as the occasion 
arises, in conformity with the points of order raised and decided. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to submit to the Chair that this para- 
graph is not subject to the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Indiana. It is true no such clause is to be found in the act of 1856 nor 
in the act of 1879, but it is the creation of a new office on an appropri- 
ation bill since that time. It can not be said there has been no legis- 
lation on any other appropriation bill since 1879, The distinction is 
this: It is not the increase of a salary that was fixed by that act, but 
it is the creation of a new office with a salary attached to it on an ap- 
propriation bill since that time. 

Tt does not undertake to change the salary that was fixed by that law. 
The legislative clause in the appropriation bill of 1879 designated the 
amount of the salaries for different officials and declared that those 
should be their fixed salaries from that time forward, butit did not say 
anything about second secretaries of legation at China and Japan, and 
it does not prohibit any such office from being established. Therefore 
this is equivalent to a legislative clause, and entitled to the same respect 
when it came into the bill last year or the year before as the legislative 
clause in the act of 1879. It is the establishment of these offices with 
salaries fixed, and is not in violation of any provision of the law of 1879. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think my friend misapprehends therule, It has 
to be shown affimatively that there is a law creating the office or au- 
thorizing the expenditure to make it in order on an appropriation bill. 
My friend takes the reverse on that proposition as true—that if there is 
nothing in the law prohibiting the creation of the office or the increase 
of the salary then it is in order. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. But the office was established in the bill of last 


ear, 

7 Mr. HOLMAN. It was established before that. Ithink it was first - 
provided for in the appropriation bill of 1884—’85, and it has been in the 
appropriation bills ever since. But, Mr. Chairman, I am not quite 
certain whether I ought to press this point of order, and I wish to call 
the attention of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] (who has 
studied this question much more closely than I have) to this sugges- 
tion. The purpose apparently in view is to educate young men from 
time to time at each of these missions and to enable them to familiarize 
themselves with the language and manners of the country. 

It had occurred to me that there were no real duties to perform, and 
that the only benefit of a public character that could result from these 
appropriations would be the affording toa few young men connected with 
the diplomatic service an opportunity to become acquainted with the 
customs, the system of government, and the language of the countries 
to which they might severally be accredited. 

Our relations with China and Japan being now so close, the inter- 
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course between those nations and our own being so t and so con- 
stant, so many of our merchants going to locate and remain in the 
leading cities of those countries, it seemed to me scarcely possible that 
the facilities offered in this way to a few young men could be of any 
public importance; and it was upon that ground that I submitted the 
point of order, but I am not certain that it may be possible that in this 
instance the offices were properly provided for in the appropriation 
bill, and I feel inclined on that account not to press the point of order. 
5 The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the point of or- 
der? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I renew it. I remember, Mr. Chair- 
main, that when the present rules of the House were under discussion 
the = from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] offered an amendment 
which I thought most appropriate in view of the fact that an admin- 
istration has just come into power that had been chosen partly, at 
least, upon the idea that the number and the salaries of officers were 
too t. The rule being that new legislation upon peal rpc 
bills was prohibited, the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAan] was a proposition to exempt the Committee on Appro- 
priations from the operation of that rule in cases where offices were 
sought to be abolished or salaries reduced. 

I remember distinctly, sir, that that amendment impressed me very 
forcibly, and that I voted for it and thought it ought to have been 
adopted by the House, especially in view of the circumstances under 
which the Democratic party had come into power and into control of 
the national administration. That amendment was voted down; and, 
sir, if we can not reduce the number of offices, or reduce the salaries 
of those who are in office, I, for one, propose to enforce the rule as it 
stands in cases where an attempt is made to increase the number of 
offices or the salaries of those who are in office. 

On Saturday last, in discussing a point of order, my distinguished 
friend from North Carolina [Mr. Cox], for whom I have the very high- 
est regard, stated that in some previous remarks which I had made 
upon this bill I had attacked his State, because I spoke of the chinca- 
ra and huckleberry pickers and tar-boilers of North Carolina. Mr. 

i , I did not intend to attack the State of the gentleman. Far 
be it from me to do so, for there are associated in my mind with the 
name of North Carolina and with the name of North Carolinians many 
pleasant and hallowed recollections. The gentleman can not raise a con- 
troversy with me by praising his State; it is a grand State. But, sir, I 
did not understand that in speaking of the poverty of some of the peo- 
ple living in that State I was making an attack upon the State or upon 
those people. Why, sir, it is no crime in my State to be poor, and I 
trust that it is no crime in North Carolina either. 

But yesterday I saw in the public press a statement that there were 
people living in North Carolina, right under the nose of the grand 
jury, and living there for thirty years, in the most abject poverty, who 
had never been indicted forit. Sir, in the remarks of mine to which 
the gentleman referred there was no reflection upon his State. We 
have, sir, many poor people in Mississippi, and some of them the best 
people in the world at that. I simply spoke of the burdens of the 
people that we represent upon this floor, and gentlemen mistook my 
meaning if they understood me to argue that all the officials of this 
Government should be brought on a par with those people in the mat- 
ter of compensation or income. The idea I intended to convey was that 
when we vote away money that is given in part by such people we 
should only take what is reasonably necessary. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to state his decision. This 
question has been so frequently ruled upon heretofore, and uniformly 
one way, that the Chair conforms, without hesitation, to the previous 
rulings, and sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Secretaries of the legationsin Austria, Brazil, Italy, Mexico, Spain, and Turkey, 
at $1,800 each, $10,800. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, the secretary of legation at Constan- 
tinople, as fixed in this bill, is $1,800. Under section 1675 of the Re- 
vised Statutes the salary should be 15 per cent. of that of the minister, 
which would be less than $1,500. U 

Mr. BELMONT. I do not desire to contest the ruling of the Chair 
on the point of order; but I have only to say that this item is a repeti- 
tion of the appropriations hitherto made for a number of years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Secretaries of the tions in the Argentine Republic, Belgium, Chili, Corea, 
Netherlands, Roumania, Servia, and Greece, Peru, Sweden and Norway, Switz- 
erland, and Venezuela, at $1,500 each, $15,000. 

Mr. McCREARY. I raise a point of order on this section; and in 
support of the point I will read the third subsection of Rule XXI: 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuation of approp jon for such a panna works and ob- 
ag as are already in progress; nor any provision ging existing law 

in order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto, 


The paragraph just read by the Clerk is new legislation, never em- 
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braced heretofore in the diplomatic and consular’ appropriation bill. 
There is no Jaw justifying this provision. 
Mr. BELMONT, Under the present ruling of the Chair I do not 


dispute the correctness of the view suggested by my coll e on the 
committee, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. These 
are new provisions with the exception of Chili and Peru. eir pur- 


pose, I think, might as well be stated to the House. At the outset of 
this discussion the gentleman from Missouri spokeof cases where there 
were vacancies in the office of minister and the duties were performed hb; 
the secretary of legation. The idea contemplated bY the paragrap 
now under consideration is that each of these ministers should be pro- 
vided with a secretary of legation, so that in case of a vacancy in the 
office of minister, caused either by death or leave of absence, there might 
be some established means of diplomatic communication. An incident 
lately occurred in which, very much to the detriment of our interests, 
there wasno secretary of legation to perform the duties after the minis- 
ter had returned home. In that case the diplomatic correspondence 
was carried on by courtesy through the English minister. I refer to 
the case of Persia. Itis certainly very unfortunate for this country if 
we are compelled to seek the assistance of diplomatic agents of a foreign 
power in order to carry Sep our eee: The papes of e 

egislation proposed in this paragraph, ough it may be amenable 
to the point of order which the gentleman from Kentucky has raised, 
is to avoid such an unfortunate condition of affairs with reference to 
the interests of this country. I will not detain the House longer on 
this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
Clerk will read the next paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


SALARIES INTERPRETERS TO LEGATIONS. 

Interpreter to the legation in Turkey, $3,000; interpreter to the legation in 
China, $3,000; ini reter to the legation in Japan, $2,500; interpreter to the 
legation and consulate-general in Persia, $1,000; interpreter to the legation and 
consula: neral in Co $1,000; interpreter to the legation and consulate- 

meral in ok, Siam, $500; $11,300. But no person drawing the salary of 
nterpreter as provided shall be allowed any part of the salary appro- 
priated for any secretary of legation or other officer, 

Mr. BURNES. I make the point of order that in this paragraph 
there is, in violation of the law of 1879, an increase in the appropria- 
tion for the in to the legation at Bangkok, Siam. The appro- 
priation should be $500 instead of $800. In the same ph there 
is an increase for the interpreter to the legation in Turkey; but this 
increase being authorized by the law of 1879, no point of order can be 
made against it. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think the gentleman who raises this point of or- 
der should at least consider the reason for the increase. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the point of order might apply to 
the entire provision. I believe this is an office created by an appropri- 
ation bill. 

Mr. BELMONT. DoI understand the gentleman to say that the 
point of order applies in the case of Turkey? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The interpreter to the legation in Turkey is ex- 
pressly provided for by law at $3,000, but the provision in reference to 
Siam is not in the former law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CLERK-HIRE AT LEGATIONS. 
Clerks at the legations in London and Spain, each at $1,200, $2,400. 


Mr. BURNES. I make the point of order that the provision for a 
clerk for the legation in London is new legislation, and isnot authorized 
by law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is its first appearance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES FOREIGN MISSIONS. 


For the purpose of enabling the President to provide, at the public expense. 
all such stationery, blanks, record and other books, seals, presses, flags, an: 
signs as he shail think necessary for the several legations in the transaction of 
their business, and also for rent, postage, telegrams, furniture, messenger sery- 
ice, clerk-hire, compensation of cavasses, p d mans, and porters, in- 
cluding compensation of interpreter, guards, and Arabic clerk at the consulate 
of Tangier, and the compensation of dispatch agents at London, New York, and 
San Francisco, and for traveling and miscellaneous expenses of legations, and 
for printing in the Department of State, $105,000, 


Mr. BURNES. I makea point of order against the paragraph just 
read. I wish to call particular attention to the law on this subject, to 
be found in section 1748 of the Revised Statutes. Whatever authority 
there may be for this appropriation rests upon that section, which de- 
fines the objects for which these appropriations may be made. Let me 
read the section: 


The President is authorized to provide at the public expense all such station- 

, blanks, record and o! books, seals, presses, flags, and erom hry he shall 

think n for the several legations, consulates, and commercial agencies 
in the transaction of their business. 


Of course, sir, so far as concerns an appropriation for any one of the 
items here enumerated, the point of order can not be sustained; but I 
wish to call attention to the items of expenditure which this bill pro- 


1794 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 15, 


pm to authorize, when there is no law sanctioning such expenditure. 
ag must say some of them seem tome to be extraordinary. Letme 
it: 
For the purpose of enabling the President to provide, at the public expense. 
presses, flags, and 
ions in the transaction of 
essenger serv- 
snd’ EALA PIAT ai tos conmnlats 
Bi Witacioan an be Catalina sia mien EPan ot Lean Sai 
for printing in Aan temita ot State, $105,000, y 
« I should say by subsequent legislation appropriation for rent and 
postage isauthorized, but all the other items are unauthorized and are 
most extraordinary. 

But when you take the provision as an entirety, I beg to submit to 
my learned friend he might as well have made this appropriation of 
$105,000 by saying $105,000, to be expended by the Secretary of State 
for the general welfare. [Laughter. ] 

So far as it relates to ‘‘ telegrams, furniture, messenger service, clerk- 
hire, compensation of cavasses, guards, dragomans, and porters, in- 
cluding compensation of interpreter, guards, and Arabic clerk at the 
consulate of Tangier, and the compensation of tch agents at Lon- 
don, New York, and San Francisco, and for traveling and miscellane- 
ous of legations, and for printing in the Department of State, 
$105,000,” that all of this appropriation can be expended for the sole 
item of printing in the Department of State. Every dollar of this ap- 

ropriation can be expended by the dispatch agents at London, New 

Fork, and San Francisco. Every dollar can be expended for the com- 

ition of interpreter, guards, and Arabic clerk at the consulate of 
gier. 

This is not an appropriation. This is simply a fund given to a high 
official to expend at his pleasure. I have as much respect for that dis- 
tinguished gentleman as any member on the floor ought to have, but I 
will never consent, so far as I am concerned, to an indiscriminate ap- 
propriation of money to be used according to the sweet will of any offi- 
cial, be he high or low. 

I would call attention in connection with this proposition to the 
printing in the Department of State. Will my friend from New York, 
when he comes to reply—and I see he is anxious to do so—will he tell 
me whether or not the Secretary of State already under current law 
has not found it necessary, in view of the fact the common, plain print- 
ing office was insufficient to do the work of his Department, although 
competent for the printing of the representatives of the people, although 
competent for the confidential printing of the Senate, although compe- 
tent for the printing of the two bodies of Congress—I trust the gentle- 
man from New York will answer me whether, notwithstanding all this, 
the Secretary of State has not found it necessary to establish a printing 
office in the Department of State, a special printing office of his own, 
with all necessary appointments, for the purpose of doing the printing 
which he does not trust to the common printing office, whether such 
an office has not been provided? 

I have no doubt the Secretary of State will expend the money hon- 
estly, but the wr aah pce ai of the people can never afford to stand up 
and say they will authorize any man to expend the people’s money for 
a purpose for which no previous law has been enacted. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman apply his point of order after | 


the word “signs, ™ in line 92? 

Mr. BURNES. Iapplyit to all after the word ‘‘ postage,’ in line 94. 

Mr. BELMONT. ‘The gentleman from Missouri has said this is an 
extraordinary provision, and he has read the items with great impres- 
siveness, and yet it is nothing more than a simple repetition of last 
year’s appropriation. There is absolutely nothing new in this para- 
graph. It provides for the contingent expenses of foreign missions, 
and that is all. An appropriation has been annually made for this 
purpose for many years, even before my distinguished friend from Mis- 
souri was a member of the House. 

Out of the appropriation rent has been paid, and postage and tele- 

and it has been used for other purposes, 

Why, last year, for the first time, a detailed statement was given in 
the bill of the purposes to which this contingent fund might be ap- 
plied, to meet the views of the First Comptroller of the Treasury, who 
objected to an appropriation in bulk, and at his suggestion the list of 
objects to which the contingent fand had hitherto been applied was 
set out in the bill. 

As far as the printing in the State Department is concerned, a great 
deal of the printing for that Departmentis done at the public printing 
office, but it seems to me there is no reason why the Government should 
not provide the necessary facilities to do this printing in the Depart- 
ment, for the purpose of keeping certain communications secret for a 
time. There have been communications sent to the present Committee 
on Foreign Affairs upon an important question now pending, and their 
printing, as well as the printing of certain important dispatches, was 
performed in the State Department, where it ought to have been done. 

This is last year’s ision, a very useful one; and so far from giv- 
ing the Secretary of State any latitude in this respect, it is enough to 
say that he has always had greater latitude until last year, when these 


items were enumerated, and which we now simply repeat in this bill. 
There is nothing new, or extraordinary, or strange about it. 

Mr. HO. . Mr. Chairman, I wish to have the ear of the gen- 
tleman from New York for a moment, and I hope the Chair will ob- 
serve the point to which I ask to call his attention. All of the pro- 
visions of this bill, under the rules of the House, relate to the foreign 
service of the Government. The contingencies of the State De 
ment stand upon a separate footing altogether, just as those of the 
other Departments stand, as my friend well knows, and yet, strangely 
enough, under the rules of this House, in a bill having relation to the 
foreign service of the Government, a portion of the contingencies of the 
State Department are provided for. I trust my friend from New York 
will explain how that occurs. 

The matter, of course, went with the estimates to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and of course the Committee on Appropriations con- 
sidered the subject of the proposed contingency of establishing a print- 
ing office for the first time in our history in the State Department. It 
underwent a very careful examination, and the proper committee of the 
House determined, upon such investigation, that there was no necessity 
for the establishment of that new printing office; and the result was 
that the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill was re- 
ported to the House with that provision omitted. Could any member 
of the House, whether he belongs to the Appropriations Committee or 
not, be held responsible for letting a provision like this go through— 
such an extraordinary provision; for who would have thought of look- 
ing in such a place for it? 

Would he not have looked in any other bill and ted to find such 
a provision rather than in this bill? The result is that $105,000 is 
proposed to be semopciatet by the bill, and can be expended, all of it, 
right here in the State Department. 

Mr. REED. It can not be expended but once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will informally rise. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr, CLEMENTS haying taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Sympson, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
without amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to provide for 
printing the third annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 

The message further announced that the Senate di to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the following 
titles, and requested a conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes thereon, and had appointed managers on the part of the Senate as 
follows, namely: 

On the bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade- 
dollar—Mr. JONES of Nevada, Mr. MORRILL, and Mr. Beck; and 

On the bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Alpheus R. French—Mr, 
SAWYER, Mr. BLAIR, and Mr. SABIN. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 2929) to divide the State of Missouri into 
two judicial districts, &c., and requested a conference with the House 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. WILSON of Iowa, and Mr. 
EVABTS as managers on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives to the bill H. R. 
10394 (the Indian appropriation bill), and had appointed Mr. Dawes, 
Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. CALL managers on the part of the Senate. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. One word further, Mr. Chairman. The Chair will 
observe that the Revised Statutes are lying before him and that chapter 
3 of this bill and the section to which the gentleman from Missouri 
called attention has the following title: ‘‘ Provisions common to diplo- 
matic and consular officers.’’ 

Isubmit to the Chair that this appropriation stands upon a somewhat 
different footing from the ordinary appropriation for contingencies, in- 
asmuch as the permanent law has expressed the purpose for which the 
President may expend money in the nature of contingencies. It may 
be used for many of the purposes named here; for instance, for stationery, 
blanks, recérd and other books, seals, presses, flags, and signs. That 
would terminate the provision of the general statute. There is no ex- 
penditure of money for the other purposes enumerated. 

But the gentleman from Missouri, in view of the fact, I presume, 
that there have been appropriations made by way of contingencies for 
rent and postage heretofore, does not make the pn of order upon 
these two items, but simply upon the residue of the paragraph, which 
is not enumerated in the law; and while the most of these might be 
contingencies for the foreign service under ordinary circumstances, 
they can not be contingencies under the present rules of the House, so 
established by legislation as to justify an appropriation of money. In 
other words, the affirmative law excludes the attempt to appropriate 
beyond the purposes enumerated under the general law. This is more 
apparent when you come to consider that not only are the contingen- 
cies here for the foreign service beyond that authorized by law but 
they are contingencies for the State Department at home, with which 
this bill has nothing to do. 
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Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman from Indiana states that under 
these contingencies we may provide for rent and postage; but he de- 


Mr. HOLMAN. What I said was that the point of order was not 
made on those two items. 

Mr. BELMONT. But the gentleman denies that the necessities of 
foreign intercourse include telegrams. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman mistakes my statement. I deny 
that the law authorizes any such expenditure. 

Mr. BELMONT. Where does the law authorize postage and ex- 
clude telegrams ? 
Does the gentleman not concede those are not em- 


Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] was 
so kind as not to include rent and postage in his point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Missouri did not make the 
point of order on those items, because they have been provided for from 
time to time. 

Mr, BELMONT. Then it simply depends on the good will of the 
pukana from Missouri what items shall be included. Itseems tome 

this—I was about to say absurd and narrow rule—is to be applied at 
all itshould be applied in full. It should not depend on the kindness 
of the gentleman from Missouri that rent should be provided for our 
foreign service or postage while he stops at telegrams. And I submit 
to the Chair if the view of the gentleman from Indiana is correct we 
should strike out the provision for rent, the provision for postage, and 
all the rest. I think we ought to be consistent in this matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How about the printing? 

Mr. BELMONT. As to the printing, I suggest that is only for our 
foreign intercourse. It is only the printing of dispatches which require 


secrecy. À 

Mr. HOLMAN. May I ask how the gentleman from New York came 
to take the contingencies of the State Department under his charge? 

Mr. BELMONT. I willanswer the gentleman in this way. I think 
itis notorious—and certainly the course of this bill has poraa it—that 
the Committee on Appropriations as now constituted is hostile in every 
sense to our foreign service. I do not know but some gentlemen be- 
lieve we might get along without foreign service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We might get along very well without our diplo- 
matic establishment, but our consular system ought to be encouraged 
in the highest degree. 

Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman from Indiana acknowl that 
he is in favor of getting along, as he says, without the diplomatic 
service, although the greatest authority on international law, Mr. 
Wheaton, says that ‘‘international assent to the system for a long pe- 
riod of time has given to the custom the force of an obligation upon 
all civilized powers, and it can not be abandoned without the assent 
of nations.” 

Mr. WILSON. May Iask the gentleman from New York why he 
interprets the action of two gentlemen who are members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as the action of the committee ? 

Mr. BELMONT. I have only heard from those two gentlemen. 

Mr. WILSON. They speak so far as regards this bill as members of 
the House, not as members of the committee. 

Mr. BELMONT. Iam glad to hear that statement. As to the ne- 
cessity of diplomatic service—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires the debate to be confined to 
the question of order. 

Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman from Indiana asked me why the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs undertook the management of this pro- 
vision. I reply, it must be known to the House how hopeless it is to 
establish through the Committee on Appropriations anything useful to 
our diplomatic service. 

eae CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule on the point of 
order. 

Mr. BURNES. Before the Chair makes his ruling I desire to make 
a correction. I find the law does not include rent and postage for the 
missions abroad, but it includes rent and postage for the consulates 
abroad. Therefore rent and postage for these missions are not allowed 
under existing law. 

Mr. BELMONT. Iwould like to ask if under therules of the House 
it is possible to practically abolish a mission for which an appropria- 
tion has been made by refusing to appropriate forrent? I mean tosa 
that the purpose of the gentleman seems to be, while he can not abolis 
Į mission or refuse to appropriate the salary, to withdraw the appro- 
priations for purposes necessary to keep up the mission. 

Mr. BURNES. That is the fault of the law, not of the member who 
makes the point of order. « 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is not responsible for any consequence 
of the rule. He has simply to decide the questions of order submitted 
tohim. It is conceded there is no authority of law for an appropria- 
heap covering these items. The Chair, therefore, sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. REED. How much is leftof the section? Will the Chaircause 


- 


the Clerk to read the section as it now is, that the committee may know 
what is left? As I understand, there is not even postage left. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled out the matter on which 
the point of order was made. If any correction is necessary it can be 
made by amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG. I call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
unless there is a change made in the amount appropriated at the end 
of the paragraph the whole $105,000 are left for three or four things at 
the head of the paragraph after the bulk of it has been stricken out, 
Certainly if there is any sense in striking out any portion of this para- 
graph the sum appropriated should be reduced pro rata. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, in deciding on a point of order, has 
nothing to do with the consistency of what is left. 

Mr. BELMONT. May I ask what is the effect of the ruling on this 
paragraph? I trust the whole section will be stricken out if we are to 
go on in this way. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only the portion is stricken out which was cov- 
ered by the point of order. 

Mr. BELMONT. How much is that? 

The CHAIRMAN. Allafterthe word “‘ business,” in line 94, down 
to the word ‘‘State,’’ in line 101. Unless there is further amendment 
to be offered the Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

Mr. BURNES. In view of the fact that the bulk of the paragraph 
is out, $105,000 having been appropriated in all, I move that for the 
few remaining items the amount be decreased to the amount usual in 
such cases, $75,000. 

The question was taken on the motion; and there were—ayes 19, 
noes 53. 

Mr. NELSON. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thepoint being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will designate the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON ] 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] to act as tellers. 

Mr. NELSON. I make that point, Mr. Chairman, simply because 
when I make a point of order Ido not want the Chairto snub me, and 
if I can not be recognized on that I propose to make up for it in this 


way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s reference to the Chair is mis- 
taken. The Chair had no such intention. All in favor of the amend- 
ment will pass between the tellers. 

Mr. NELSON (before the count was completed). I withdraw the 
point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is withdrawn. The 
Chair wishes to say to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] 
that if there was any seeming want of courtesy toward him it was due 
to inadvertence, and the Chair regrets it very much. 

Mr. NELSON. Iaccept the statement of the Chair, and am very glad 
to hear that. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Erection of buildings for legation, court-house, and jail at Tokio, Japan, upon 
ground offered to the United States by the Government of Japan, $25,000. 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the at- 
tention of gentlemen to the correspondence of the State Department 
on this subject. In December, 1884, the United States minister, Mr. 
Hubbard, said that— 

His Im Japanese y’s Government desired, in token of their friend- 
ship for United States, to make a in perpetuity to the United States of 
America of 5 acres, or more, in land, for legation purposes, in the central 
of this city (Tokio), and near to the new imperial palace now being erected. 
The estimated value of the land proposed to be given is $25,000, or more. The 
location will be all that could be desired. 


In a second dispatch, he further says that— 


Five of the foreign powers, to wit, Great Britain, Germany, Italy, Russia, and 
China, now own and occupy legation buildings and grounds in Tokio, and Aus- 
tria-Hun, holds a grant of und therein, and will, it is understood, erect 
legation buildings thereon in the ensuing year, and I have no doubt the other 
foreign powers will, at no distant day, own legation grounds and buildings in 
this city. I do not doubt that it will be a wise economy, and greatly promote 
our Sree interests as well, to accept the generous offer of this govern- 
men 


In a communication of the 2d of October, 1885, Mr. Hubbard further 
says: 

This offer of the Japanese Government is still a standing offer, and awaits the 
action of our Government. * * * It may be well to remark in this connec- 
tion thatall the other treaty powers have accepted, Jong ago, similar gifts of land 
from Japan, and have legation court-houses, jails, and residences for their 
ministers and staffs, 

And Mr. Secretary Bayard requests us to take such action as may se- 
cure this donation to us. I will remind the gentleman that we have 
paid within the last ten years $34,000 for rent for suitable accommoda- 
tions for our legation purposes. Whereas if we should now erect such 
a building as is provided for by this bill we would save in a like period 
at least $14,000. 

Pretermitting, therefore, all respect we may have for the high au- 
thority of those who. make these recommendations, I submit to the 
gentleman as a mere business proposition that he should not oppose the 
appropriation or raise a point of order against it. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have already raised the point of order. 
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Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I did not so understand you, and 
oe you will withdraw it. Indeed I do not consider it subject to 

point, 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no law authorizing the expenditure, 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. No; nor is there any Jaw required. 
It is simply a temporary appropriation fora permanent purpose. There 
in no law for or against it, but it is a matter addressed to the wise dis- 
cretion of this House, which should be accepted when it is remembered 
bes it A the only means for securing a suitable plat for the purposes 
indicated. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, in response to what has been said 
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox], I wish to inquire 
of him if it is the policy of this Government to accept donations from 
foreign powers by which, as a matter of course, we are to be brought 
under obligations to them, 

So far as I am concerned, I am opposed to any such policy, and I 
am opposed to a bill which tolerates any such proposition as that. If 
this Government wants a site for a legation in Japan, or in any 
other country, whether it costs $25,000 or $100,000, this Government 
is able to pay for it, and I am very glad that my colleague on the com- 
mitttee raised this point of order. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I shall not resist the point of order, 
but I think that the question of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
TAULBEE] should be answered. There is a precedent in the case of 
Tangier, where the United States accepted a gift of consular premises 
from the Emperor of Morocco in 1822, and has since made appropria- 
tion for their repair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the merits of the proposition is not 
in order. The question is to be disposed of on a point of order. The 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Repairing and improvement of the legation premises at Bangkok, Siam, the 
ae with the ground on which it stands, being the gift of the King of Siam, 


Mr. McCREARY. I raise the point of order on that paragraph that 
it is in contravention of clause 3 of Rule XXI. 

The point of order was sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For expenses which may be incurred in the acknowledgment of the services 


of masters and crews of foreign vessels in rescuing American seamen or citizens 
from shipwreck, $4,500, 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, the amount authorized by the stat- 
ute for this purpose is $4,000. The object is simply to enable the Sec- 
Te to give a little more ex 
heroic deeds. I make the point of order upon the paragraph. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, this restores the appropriation 
that was made from 1882 to 1886, inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri will please send 
to the Clerk’s desk the statute to which he refers. 

Mr. BURNES (after a pause). I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To meet the necessary expenses attendant upon the execution of the neu- 
trality act, to be expended under the direction of the President, pursuant to the 
requirement of section 291 of the Revised Statutes, $15,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

To enable the President to meet unforeseen emergencies arising in the diplo- 
matic and consular service, and to extend the commercial and other interests 


of the United States,to be expended pursuant to the requirement of section 
291 of the Revised Statutes, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. BURNES. The committee, I trust, will recognize the distinc- 
tion which I make when I call attention to the fact that the paragraph 
just read embraces a cumulative or duplicating appropriation, and 
further, is subject to a point of order, there being no law authoriz- 
ing it. It will be observed that in the paragraph appropriating 
$15,000 this appropriation is stated to be ‘‘ pursuant to the require- 
ment of section 291 of the Revised Statutes.’ That section has been 
considered in this House upon several occasions, and it has been ap- 
propriately denominated a section authorizing a fund for a secret serv- 
ice. Now, the subsequent section appropriates $50,000 for the same 
purpose, under section 291. In order that the House may have the 
whole facts, I desire to make an explanation, and I am not here to de- 
feat legislation of any character, but simply to give the facts. 

At the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress the House deter- 
mined not to appropriate for this secret service, the appropriation for 
that purpose being refused by a vote of the House or the committee. 
At the second session of that Congress it was believed that, as great 
changes were made in the foreign service, large expenditures would fol- 
low for those changes, and that consequently the President ought to 
have some fund from which he could defray those expenses, There- 
fore, in the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress, when the com- 
mittee was not restricted as under the present rules, but was authorized 
to legislate, this section was adopted, ‘‘to enable the President to meet 
unforeseen emergencies arising in the diplomatic and consular service,’’ 
os erer Eug relating to the appropriation of $15,000 was left out of 

e bill. 


Now, the t bill appropriates not only the $15,000 for the secret 
service but the $50,000 which in the second session of the Forty-eighth 
Congress was intended to stand in lieu of the other provision for meet- 
ing the that might attend these unforeseen emergencies in the 
service. submit, therefore, that, on a point of order, this paragraph 
Tona go out; and I put it simply on the ground of its being cum 

ve. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, these two provisions were con- 
tained in last year’s appropriation bill. I remember well that the 
gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BuRNEs]}, when he had this bill in char; 
found great objection to what he called the ‘‘secret-service fund;’’ 
and at that time a provision of this sort was excluded in the House. 
The Senate, however, being, as usual, compelled to correct such unfortu- 
nate mistakes as are sometimes made on this bill in the House, re- 
stored the provision; but in order that this prejudice against what is 
called a ‘‘secret-service fund’? should be overcome the second po 
ceo was adopted in the House under the direction of my friend from 

issouri, 

Both sections are founded upon section 291 of the Revised Statutes. 
They are not cumulative in the least degree. The first section pro- 
vides for what is known as the ‘‘ neutrality fand.™ Itis a necessary 
fund, and has been appropriated year after year, excepting the year 
when this bill was in charge of the gentleman from Missouri. It is 
necessary that our neutrality should be observed; and there has never 
been any question as to the usefulness of the fund, As showing that 
this provision is in order, I will simply refer the Chair to section 291 
of the Revised Statutes. The succeeding paragraph of the bill is also 
founded upon that statute in this sense, that the expenditure is made 
upon the voucher of the President; but the purpose of the fund, as can 
be at once understood by reading the ph, is a different one. 
e provisions are not cumulative, and they are authorized by existing 
aw. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SALARIES CONSULAR SERVICE—CLASS 1, 
ZOREC eral at Havana, London, Paris, and Rio de Janeiro, at $6,000 each, 


Mr. BELMONT. I move to amend by striking out in line 170 the 
words ‘Class one.” Their insertion is a clerical error, there being no 
longer any consuls at $4,000 coming within that class. 

The amendment was 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Consuls-generalat Calcutta, Kanagawa, Panama, and Shanghai, at $5,000 cach, 


pensive gifts by way of recognition of | $20,000. 


Mr. BURNES. The law provides that the salary at Kanagawa shall 
be $4,000 and at Panama $3,000. I make a point of order on this 
paragraph. x 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the discussion upon the point of order 
in the general debate, the Chair was troubled somewhat as to the rule 
relating to the schedules containing the salaries of consuls and chang- 
ing their classification. Observing what had been the practice on the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, where classifica- 
tions somewhat similar to these are frequently rearranged, the Chair 
thought the analogy indicated that the same practice which had been 
so often applied in that bill to the classes embraced therein might be 
applied here. It was a very important question; and the Chair felt 
bound to recur to the original rule with its various amendments in order 
that he might ascertain, if possible, whether there was not some more 
certain way of reaching the truth than by analogy. The Chair there- 
fore begs the attention of the committee in the first place to the rule 
in the Twenty-fifth Congress, which had obtained from 1820. The Chair 
will cause that rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No appropriation shall be reported in such general appropriation bills, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the Congressional Globe, second session 
Twenty-fifth Congress, volume 6, page 235, will be found the record 
of an amendment to this rule with the debate thereon, The Clerk 
will read from the proceedings of March 13, 1838, as embraced in that 
volume. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Cambreling asked the House to take up the proposed amendment of Mr, 
Briggs to the sixty-third rule of the House, which was toadd thereto the follow- 


ing: 

f Unless in continuation of appropriations for such publie works or objects as 
are already in progress, and for the usual contingencies for carrying on the sey- 
eral Departments of the Government,” 

The motion of Mr. Cambreling being agreed to, - 

Mr. Phillips moved to strike out the word “usual,” which was accepted by 
Mr. Briggs as a modification, and the amendment of the rule was agreed to by 
two-thirds. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘This rulewas changed in the Forty-fourth Con- 
re anit ee Chair will cause the Clerk to read it as it was proposed 
y Mr. Cox. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


AMENDMENT OF RULES—APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. Cox. The Committee on the Rules have directed me to report, in response 

to. a resolution of the House, the rowing amendment to the rules: 
“That Rule No. 120 be so amended after the word ‘ progress’ be stricken 

out and there be added the following: 

“* Norshall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto, changing ex- 
pr awh law, ees oe Seer being germane tothe subject-matter of the bill, 

retrench expenditures. 

If there be no objection to this rule, I will call the previous question. 

Mr. Kasson, Is this reported for immediate action? 

Mr, Cox. It is presented as the report of the Committee on the Rules. 

Mr. Kasson. I object to its being acted on without debate and consideration 
of the clauses to which the proposition refers. 

Mr. Hoar. I rise to a question of order. Iraise the question whether this is 
in obedience to any resolution of the House. 

Mr, Cox, I will say to the gentleman that a resolution embracing a proposi- 
tion of this kind was sent by the House to the Committee on the Rules, 

Mr. Hoar, I think we are entitled to have that point determined by the 


The SPEAKER. According to the understanding of Sa Chair, the Journal 
shows that an amendment of this kind was o by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLmAxN] and referred to the Committee on xine Rules with a di- 
rection to report at an early tiy: This report is a response to that reference. 
Mr. BURCHARD, of Illinois. I would like to haye Rule CXX read as it now 


stands, 
z Clerk read as prt ER a tion bills, or be 
~“ No appropriation shall be reported in such general appropriation or 
in order as ar amendment thereto, for any nditure aoe k previouely author- 
ized by law, Sunde in ———- of appropriations for such public worksand 


objects as are already ot a, aero as ar, the contingencies for carrying on the 
several departments of 


Mr. Cox. KON EAE to rY the paragraph which in nthe Digest im- 
mediately follows this rule, z an in DEANT ON to a portion of the rule 
which e committee J Sao thon Bagh gai rma at 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wil the construction which 
has been placed on this by Sceviow Are m the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Tt has been decided that under this rule it is not in'order to propose an amend- 
ment to a general appropriation bill which changes an existinglaw. But it was 
also decided that the latter branch of the rule not only permitted amendments 
increasing salaries, but was framed for that very purpose.” 


The CHAIRMAN. It appears the provisions for contingencies for 
carrying on the several Departments of the Government up to that time 
had been one under which salaries had been increased. That provis- 
ion was expressly repealed. There was left, therefore, only ‘‘ works or 
objects in progress,” which fps. ps related to public buildings, with 
the qualification added by the amendment of Mr. Cox, of New York, 
just cited, permitting legislation when germane which should retrench 
expenditures. 

In the Forty-sixth Congress that rule was amended, and it appears 
as modified in the following language: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex- 
isting law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of 
the bill, shall retrench expenditures ay fag the reduction of the number and pep 
of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the soe DONAN S 
person paid out of the Treas of The United States, or by the Teduastion E of 
amounts of money covered by the bill: Provided, That it shall be in order fur- 
ther to amend such bill upon the ned of the committee having jurisdiction of 


the subject-matter of such amendment, which amendment, be germane to 
the of porden m of the bill, shall retrench expenditures, teene 


The CHAIRMAN. At the beginning of this Congress that rule was 
changed, and now reads in this form. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. No appro) 

a R at miia eiaa War eiga Gesa pana ack eerie taal 
by law, unless in continuation of sppropristion for such pabilis works and 

Objects as are already in progress; nor 8 any provision changing existing 

law be in order in any gen appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN. This rule, therefore, leaves the question clear 
that there can not be any legislation proposed to an appropriation bill 
except as it relates to such public works and objects as are already in 
progress. And the consideration of the clause for carrying on the con- 
tingencies of the several departments of the Government, and the fact 
that it relates to salaries, discloses the purpose of the House to exclude 
from the appropriation bills any proposition increasing or reducing 
salaries at all. Whatever ‘‘ works in progress’? may mean, it certainly 
does not mean anything relating to salaries of Government officials, 

Therefore, the Chair sustains the point of order, and will exclude all 
propositions increasing salaries of persons in the consular and diplo- 
matic service when the question is raised. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that under 
the rulings of the Chair a vast number of changes must be made from 
page 8 down to the middle of page 17; and therefore I would 
to the Chairman and to gentlemen on "the other side who have ed 
attention to the necessity for these changes whether it would not be 
better to read over the changes already made in order that the bill may 
be made to conform to them. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think we can easily arrive at the result the gen- 
tleman seeks by reading the bill by sections and making the amend- 
ments which are necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Consu ral at Berlin, Ecuador, Halifax, Honolulu, Mexico, M 
Ou Petersinirg: ot $4,000 cosh, BAUN, aie ta: 


Mr. BELMONT. I move to strike out, in line179, the word “ Ecua- 
dor” and insert it in line 182, the accordingly. 

Mr. BURNES. I trust the gentleman will yield to Sit an ob- 
servation. I would su that in striking out a word he also name 
the line in which it will be placed subsequently. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would that the regular way 
would be to strike out, when you reach the point where it is, and in- 
sert it afterward by amendment where it ought to be. 

Thegentleman from New York moves to strike out the word ‘‘Ecua- 
dor” in line 179. 

Mr. BELMONT. And also the word “‘ Halifax.” 

Mr. McCREARY. And ‘‘Mexico,’’ in line 180. 

Mr. BURNES. And “St. Petersburg,” in the same line. 

Mr. BELMONT. I do not know that my friends need be so anx- 
ious about the proposition to amend the bill. I can take care of it my- 
self. If the Chair will ize me in this matter I can perfect the 
bill as we go along without any confusion. 

The CHAI . The gentleman from New York has charge of 
the bill, and the Chair will certainly recognize him for the necessary 
amendments which the ruling will necessitate. 

Mr. BELMONT. Then I move to strike out, as I have said, ‘‘ Ecua- 
dor ” and ‘‘ Halifax,’’ in line 179. 

The amendment was to. 

I now move to strike out ‘‘ Mexico” and “St. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Consuls-general at Constantinople, Frankfort, Matamo: Rome, and Vien 
at $3,000 each, $15,000, = ia a 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to insert—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The s of onder 1e ee now for the purpose of 
avoiding waiving it if this paragraph shall be passed over, I wish to 
make this ion, therefore, to the gentleman from New York to 
enable him to proceed with the bill without interruption: That it be 
understood the point of order is pending upon the increases in all these 
consulates, and the gentleman can then go on and perfect the bill and 
the point of order be reserved to be determined hereafter. 

Mr. BELMONT. I am perfectly aware of the increases here, and 
have no desire to avoid the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands, then, the point of order 
is withheld. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order with the understand- 
ing that it may be made upon all the increases in these consulates. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to insert in line 182 the word “ Ecuador.” 

The amendment was agreed to 
` Mr, BELMONT. Also, in line 183, to insert the words ‘‘St. Peters- 

urg. 

Mr. BURNES. I make the point of order that St. Petersburg is lim- 
ited by law to $2,000. 

Mr. BELMONT. It should go in line 183. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. BURNES. On page 398 of the Supplement to the Revised 
Statutes it is provided that the salaries of the consuls-general at St. 
Petersburg and Mexico shall be fixed at $2,000. This is the law of 
1879. 

Mr. REED. Would it not be a good idea to refer this bill back to 
the committee to perfect it? 

Mr. BELMONT. There is no difficulty about perfecting the bill 
here, 

I accept the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri as sug- 

by his point of order, and ask that the words ‘‘St. Petersburg’? 
inserted in their proper place. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman, then, withdraws his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BELMONT. I do. 

I move that the word ‘‘ Matamoras’’ be stricken out of lines 182 
and 183. 

The amendment was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I wish to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the paragraph just read providing for the salaries of the con- 

eral at Constantinople, Frankfort, Matamoras, Rome, and 
Vienna, at $3,000 each, $15,000. Now, Matamoras is stricken out, and 
$15,000 is left in. 

Mr. BELMONT. The clerk makes the necessary corrections in the 
footing. 


Mr. MILLIKEN, 
others. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consul at Liverpool, $6,000. 

Consul at edeg gba $5,000.. 

Mr. BURNES. I see we must assist our friend occasionally. The 
law provides that the salary at Hong-Kong shall be $4,000. I make 


I suppose it was left in to be divided among the 
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the point of order, therefore, upon the in the bill which fixes 
that salary at $5,000, and refer to the i adi enoir ai sc Revised Stat- 


The Clerk as read as follows: 


Class 2, at $3,500 per annum : 

Riran, Republic; Consul at Buenos Ayres, 

Mr. BELMONT. I move that the words ‘“‘Buenos Ayres,” in line 
190, be stricken out. 

Mr. Chairman, when we come to the classification of these consulates 
it will greatly facilitate the committee to make the transfer from one 
class to another. For instance, the ‘‘words Buenos Ayres’’ should be 
stricken out here and put in their proper place in alphabetical order. It 
belongs properly to class 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would suggest to the gentleman from 
New York that it is likely to result in confusion if the clerks are not 
allowed to proceed in the usual way to make these amendments. 

Mr. REED. Wouldit be in order to move that this bill be referred 
to a committee on revision? 

The CHAIRMAN, It would not. 

Mr. REED. We could have the assistance of the gentleman from 
Missouri in perfecting it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is not in order. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] has the floor. 

Mr. BELMONT. What I suggested just now seems to be perfectly 
satisfactory to the gentleman from Indiana. It appears to me the 
Clerk will have no difficulty in making those transfers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say in reference to various sug- 
gestions that haye been made that it will be impossible for the clerks 
br oe yy record correctly unless the paragraphs are read in consecu- 

ve order. 

Mr. BELMONT. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 189 and 190, strike out Free sare ot + nem Consul at Buenos Ayres,” 
and insert those words in class 4, after li 


The CHAIRMAN. The class to which the amendment proposes to 
transfer those words has not yet been reached. 

Mr. BELMONT. This method would very easily carry out the pur- 
pose of the committee. 

Mr. REED. Such is the very complicated nature of these amend- 
ments that I think it would be well for the committee from time to time 
to rise and report thatthe House may be advised what is being 
done. I merely make the suggestion. 

Mr. BELMONT. ‘The gentleman from Maine need not worry him- 
self about it. 

Mr. REED. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to say again it is not in order 
to amend a paragraph untilit has been reached. The Chair also makes 
this statement because he is informed by the clerks that the usual 
method of proceeding must be observed in order to keep the record 


correct. 

Mr. BELMONT. Then I move to strike out the words ‘‘ Argentine 
Republic: Consul at Buenos Ayres.’’ 

e CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. REED. The amendment is a proposition to strike out. I hope 
the Chairman will explain where that leaves the bill. This is getting 
somewhat complicated. 

Mr. BELMONT. Ido not think it is necessary to give any expla- 
nation. 

The question being taken, the Chairman stated that the ‘‘ayes”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I call for a division. 

Coe again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 38, 
noes 41. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was disagreed to 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this proposition has been negatived? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose it was understood by the Chair the point 
of order was regarded as pending to all these propositions; but asa 
matter of convenience the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] 
was to make the motions as to these consulates in the order in which 
they occurred. The point of order was reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand. The bill is 
being considered by paragraphs as they are reached. There is nothing 
pending, and the Clerk will read. 

a HOLMAN. I think the point of order should be considered as 

ng. 
E aseni members called for the regular order. 

Mr. BELMONT. I do not want to take any advantage. The point 
of order should be considered as pending, and I think my friend from 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 15, 


Indiana is perfectly correct. There is only the difficulty raised by the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. Precisely. The gentleman from New York declines 
to explain, and leaves the House in absolute darkness. 

Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman from Maine is only repeating what 
I have seen here so often, and asks for an explanation for what must be 
clear to him. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from New York never saw this until 
the consideration of this bill has been reached. 

Mr. BELMONT. I quite understand the gentleman’s purpose to 
confuse an already rather confused matter. But I do not think he 
nes any explanation from me about it. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman is prevented by something more 
than his will from giving explanations. 

Mr. BELMONT. I do not think itnecessary to expiain what must 
be clear to him and to this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Belgium: Consul at Antwerp. 


Mr. BURNES. I make the point of order. The bill provides a sal- 
ary for this consul of $3,500 when the law provides a of $2,500, 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to amend. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order is raised. Is there any quese 
tion on the part of the gentleman from New York as to the law? 

Mr. BELMONT. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the point of order 
shall be considered as applying to all these increases. 

Mr. REED. I want to understand how this matter is. DoI un- 
derstand the Committee on Foreign Affairs are to move to strike out, 
and if that fails, the gentlemen representing the Committee on Appro- 
priations are to throw out the item on a point of order? Is that the 
request of the gentleman from Indiana? This seems to be a double- 
action method of economy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis a very safe action. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. Heasks unanimous consent that the point of order 
shall be considered as pending on all increases of salary in the bill. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BELMONT. I desire to submit the motions in every case in 
conformity with the rulings of the Chair. The Chair has in every in- 
stance ruled against every increase of salary; and unless gentlemen 
should, as the gentleman from Maine has sought to do, endeavor to con- 
fuse this matter further—— 

Mr. REED. That is not necessary after the gentleman from New 
York has explained it. 

Mr. BELMONT. I propose to submit the motion in every case as 
it is reached in accordance with the rulings of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Hasthe gentleman an amendment to offer now? 

Mr. BELMONT. I move that ‘‘Antwerp’’ be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has already gone out on a point of order. 

Mr. REED. Where does that leave Antwerp? 

Mr. BELMONT. Itis to be inserted further on. 

Mr. REED. Oh, it is to be put in by and by. 

Mr. BELMONT. Exactly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consuls at Amoy, Canton, Chin-Kiang, Foo-Chow Hankow, Ningpo, and 
Tien-Tsin. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to strike out Ningpo, in line 195. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

France: Consul at Havre. 


Mr. BURNES. I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to strike it out, 

Mr. LONG. I understand that the point of order has been reserved 
upon all these items, 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection was made to the request for that un- 


derstanding. 
Mr. BURNES. This goes out on the point of order. If the gentle- 
man wishes to insert it at some other place that is another matter. 
Mr. BELMONT. That should be done. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Great Britain: Consuls at Bradford and Manchester. 

Mr. BURNES und Mr. HOLMAN made the point of order; whick 
was sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Brazil: Consul at Pernambuco, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order. 
Mr. McCREARY. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order is reserved, however. 


1887. 
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Mr. McCREARY. I reserve the point of order as to the salary al- 


lowed the consul at Pernambuco. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was 
being discussed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] on 
the 10th instant,he filed at.the close of his remarks certain tables and 
comments without reading them, by which he undertook to show that 
the tables which I had previously submitted were erroneous. I desire 
to say that after the most careful investigation I am satisfied that the 
tables submitted by me are correct. Table No. 1 presented by me is 
an exact copy of the table contained in the report accompanying the 
bill, and can not be disputed. The criticism of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BELMONT] of table 2 is wholly untenable. 

In estimating fees collected at certain consulates he counted the whole 
amount collected in certain consular districts instead of ing him- 
seif to the amounts collected by each consul. For instance, the fees 
collected by the consul at Cardiff in 1886, as shown on page 17 of the 
Fifth Auditor’s Report, and as stated by me, amounted to $288. The 
fees collected in the consular district of Cardiff, as stated by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT], shown on page 31 of the 
Fifth Auditor’s Report of 1886, amounted to $1,720.50; but they were 
derived as follows: Cardiff, $288; Llanelly, $105; Newport, $275; Swan- 
séa, $1,052.50. 

These items make a total of $1,720. Thus the gentleman counts not 
only the fees collected by the consul but also those collected by the 
three consular agents. 

The bill increases the salary of the consul at Cardiff from $2,000 to 
$2,500, and provides for the first time a consul at Swansea, with a sal- 
ary of $1,500. There is nothing in the bill or report to indicate that 
the consular agencies at Llanelly and Newport are abolished, 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, my colleague on the committee is 
perfectly correct in saying that I took my statement from pages 31 to 
35 of the Fifth Auditor’s report, and that was the proper thing to do 
in making the estimate. My colleague simply took, in the case of 
Cardiff, the amount of fees collected by that office, but the consular 
officer over a consular district is entitled to a portion of the fees of the 
feed consuls under him; and therefore in making the estimate for con- 
sulates the committee and the State Department adopted this course. 

Mr. McCREARY. I can not yield any further, Mr. Chairman. I 
would not say anything at this time; but the tables and the comments 
which the gentleman putinto the RECORD without reading seemed to 
demand that I should make an explanation. I hold in my hand the 
annual report of the Fifth Auditor to the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and I have examined every 
one of the consulates referred to by the gentleman from New York, 
and I find the same mistake made by him all the way through. He 
counts in his tables the amounts collected by the consul by the 
consular agents of the district, when I simply referred to the fees col- 
lected by the consul. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. McCREARY. I can not yield now. 

As to table 3 he makes the same mistake. The amount of fees 
given in the table as collected in 1886 was taken from the Fifth Audi- 
tor’s report of the fees collected in each of the consulates named. In 
refutation of this, the gentleman from New York stated the fees col- 
lected in the consular districts controlled by particular consuls named. 
In the Dusseldorf district, for instance, there was collected $2,575, but 
only $1,827.50 of this sum was collected at the Dusseldorf consulate; 
and the consul being a feed consul, that sum represented his annual 
compensation under the fee system. This bill gives him a specific sal- 
ary of $2,500. 

The balance of the fees were collected by an agent at Essen, who 
was compensated out of hiscollections. The interests of commerce de- 
mand the continuance of this agent at Essen, and there is nothing in 
the bill to indicate that he will be discontinued. In the Barranquilla 
district the gentleman from New York makes the same mistake, and 
counts the fees of the whole consular district instead of the fees of the 
consul at Barranquilla. The same mistake is made by him as regards 
every place named in his table. 

On page 20 of the report Reichenberg is shown to be a consular 
agency with compensation in 1886 of “$1,000 against fees collected 
amounting to $4,123. That it has been made a fee consulate since the 
fiscal year 1886 does not appear from the last report of the Auditor, 
nor was the contrary stated in the table which is criticised. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I think this House will do well to examine, if it has opportunity, into 
this table. 

I desire to explain to the House that in estimating the salaries, in 
order to reach a proper equalization, when you place a feed consul in 
the salaried class you must take the amount of fees collected in the 
district. My colleague on the committee [Mr. McCrEARY] does not 
seem to appreciate the point that the consul receives not only the fees 

. coming directly to him, but also a part of the fees from the subagents 
or officers under him. They send a part of their fees to the : 
but a portion goes to the consul himself. Take the case of Prague and 
Reichenberg. Under the proposed bill the consul at Prague receives a 


salary of $2,500. But the moment you put the present feed consul at 
Reichenberg 350 s salary you withdraw so much from the salaried 
consul. My from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] understands this case 
perfectly well; and I have no doubt there are other gentlemen on the 
floor who have had communications from these consuls. It seems to 
me my friend from Kentucky should go a farther in his exami- 
nation of this report of the Fifth Auditor. . would not then say I 
had made a mistake any more than he would say that the Department, 
in making these estimates based upon that very principle, had made & 


e. 
Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I go by the Fifth Auditor’s re- 


port. 

Mr. BELMONT. What page? There are so many tables and so 
many pages that an examination is very confusing. The gentleman I 
think got the wrong tables. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the gentleman from New York will look at 
page 31 of the Fifth Auditor’s report he will find a statement show- 
ing the character and amount of fees collected in consular districts 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886. He takes his statement 
from that portion of the report in order to show the whole amount col- 
lected in that consular district. 

Mr. BELMONT. That is right. 

Mr. McCREARY. In doing so he commits an error. When I had 
the honor to address the House I referred simply to the fees collected 
by each consul, not the fees collected in each consular district. 

Mr. BELMONT. But you do not estimate the full amount of fees 
collected. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the gentleman will take, for instance, Cape 
Town, on page 17 of the Fifth Auditor’s report, it will serve as an illus- 
tration of what I am saying. The gentleman in his table fixes the 
amount collected at Cape Town at $1,019.50. 

Mr. BELMONT. That is right. 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘That is the amount collected in the entire con- 
sular district. I said in my remarks that the amount collected at 
Cape Town was $325. I now read from a statement of the consular 
fees collected in 1886, as shown by the Fifth Auditor’s report: 


ARAN spss EE ERA AEE NEE E AARE EE NE 1,019 50 
The error which the gentleman commits is in adding together the 
amounts collected in the entire consular district, when I referred only 


to the fees collected by the consul at Cape Town. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] made the same mis- 
take in fixing the fees collected at Pernambuco. The Fifth Auditor’s 
Report for 1886 shows that the fees collected by the consul at Pernam- 
buco for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, were $973.50, but the 
gentleman from New York alleges that the fees amounted to $1,604, 
which he obtains as follows: 


Total....ccrsocssoses So sedenscesoneneey we 
In thus counting the fees of the whole consular district he makes a 


mistake and does me injustice, for I alleged that the consul at Per- 
nambuco collected, in fees, $973.50, yet the bill proposes to increase 


1,601 00 


sessersesssessesseeenesstsen: . Wee eee Henn ees paesone senses teeensres 


his salary from $2,000 to $3,000. 

The gentleman in his remarks undertook to show that my conclu- 
sions were erroneous, and I am therefore compelled to refer to these 
matters. 

Now, I call his attention to other mistakes made by him. In his 
speech of February 10, published on page 1729 of the RECORD, he says: 
‘* Fees now retained by officers, to be hereafter paid by salaries, $120,- 
000.”” In the report accompanying the bill under consideration written 
by him, page 5, he says that the fees collected by the officers whose 
positions it is now proposed to fill by salaried consuls amounted during 
the last fiscal year to $153,000. Here is a difference of $33,000 between 
his -and his report. 

Mr. BELMONT. ‘The 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. 
ing this bill, says: 


tleman does not understand me. 
ELMONT, in his printed report accompany- 


The total consular Increase...........cseceeseeesssessnssssessersseseesseesesaceesersesensee 8274, 880 
From this again should be deducted, on any fair computa- 
tion, proportion of fees now collec! and retained for sala- 

ries, rent, and other expenses of consular officers hereafter 
gain to Treasury from increased collections.....,...... 150,000 

270, 000 

Leaving net cost of consular changes proposed.........++0 aver ee E 

Dip TOT CRBS seaccococecoverses sponevansisoe eee cops: eves sessesesssee — 50, 500 

55, 380 


1800 
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In his speech, page 1729 of the RECORD, he submits the following 
table: ; 
As shown in the report, the total increase in the dipomatie service (in- 

cluding the cost of] ion buildings for Japan and Siam) is........... ~ $50,500 
‘The consular increase is (on the face of the appropriations)...... $274, 900 
Less fees of consular agencies abolished, as in 

appendix to estiMates........ sesse cccccseseeerssseeseeeenseeeoses $10, 400 
Leas fees now retained by officers to be hereafter paid 

PIF BAIATI ON, va ET E E E E S ESA 120,000 a 


Leaves the total cost to the Treasury. «» 40,900 


I do not admit that the conclusions in these tables of the gentleman 
are correct. His item of $150,000 ‘‘estimated gain to the Treasury 
from increased collections’’ isa mistake and without foundation. I 
submit his tables simply to show that there is a difference of $14,480 
between the total increase as presented in his report and as presented 
in his speech. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to strike out the last word. I do not de- 
sire todetain the committee. If my colleague felt compelled to justify 
his first tables I do not think it should have led him to the conclusion 
that I had made a mistake. ; 

Mr, McCREARY. I only refer to it to show you that you do some- 

‘times make a mistake. 

Mr. BELMONT. There is no mistake made by me. I took the 
whole amount of fees collected by a consul because the gentleman from 
Kentucky was using those fees as a measure of the importance of the 
position; but he simply took the fees to which the main office was en- 
titled, without reference to consular agents within the jurisdiction of 
that office, which should be taken into consideration when measuring 
the importance of the consulate by the fees collected. It was for that 
reason I said the gentleman from Kentucky was mistaken and had con- 
sulted the wrong tables. 

As to the estimates presented in the report of the committee, refer- 
ence to that report will show that the estimated net increase for the 
consular service was a little over $4,000, and for the whole bill about 
$54,000. The difference between that amount and the sum of $40,000 
which I mentioned in debate is explained by the fact that in the dis- 
cussion I deducted the decrease of actual compensation of consuls by 
the abolition of offices, and this deduction was not specifically set out 
in the report, though it was incidentally referred to. It is quite true 
the report states the amount of fees returned to the Treasury from feed 
officers is $153,000. Of this $153,000 the consuls retained $120,000. 
wes Bose not turn in the full amount, but only retained $120,000. 

I have no doubt my colleague will persist in his opinion, but I merely 
wish the House to understand the method the committee have pur- 
sued and the manner in which the estimates have been made at the 
Department of State, and the basis upon which my tables printed in 
the RECORD rests. 

My colleague is mistaken in taking a table which shows the amount 
received by virtue of fees alone, and does not take into consideration 
the agencies which contribute to the amounts consuls retain. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What per cent. do those above a thousand dollars 


t? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY. It isso clear to my mind I will not say more. 
I insist upon my point of order as to Pernambuco. Three thousand 
dollars is appropriated in the bill when the law only authorizes $2,000. 

Mr. BELMONT. In view of the lateness of the hour I move the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the Chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, had according to order, had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 10396) making appropriations for the diplo- 
matic and consular service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. : 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BINGHAMTON, N. Y. 


On motion of Mr. MILLARD, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union was di from the 
further consideration of a bill (H. R. 10731) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Binghamton, N. Y.; which was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a suitable site, and 
cause to be erected thereon, in the city of cay rarer in the State of New 
York, a substantial and commodious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for 
the use and accommodation of the post-office, internal-revenue offices, and 
United States courts, and for other Government uses. The site and the building 
thereon, when completed according to plans and specifications to be previously 
made and approved by the rerama 4 of the E rerea shall not exceed the cost 
of $150,000; and the site purchased 1 have the bui peg Bere to bese wo 
from fire in adjacent buildings by an oj space of at feet, includin 
streets and alleys; and for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $50,000 


ropriated, out of any moneys in the 
af be ‘expended under the direction of the 


hereby 

s Secretary ‘Treasury: 
Provide Emini yeke of said sum shall be nded until a valid title to said 
site be y in the United States, and the State of New York shall cede 
to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the 
United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the 


administration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any ciyil 
process therein. 


The report (by Mr. WILKINS) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Publio Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
House bill 10731, leave to submit 


Treasury not onaran appro- 
o 


Binghamton, N. Y., is the county seat of Broome County, and is a rapidly 
wing and prosperous city. The census of 1880 showed the population to be 
7,315. The census taken in latter part of 1885 or the first of 1886 showed the 


Chenango Valley Railroad. The cit many large 
ro a al of 1 prod 


Broome, Chenango, Delaware, teago; and Tioga. 
enue for the year 1885 in this division were $252,819.23; for the year 1886, $310,- 
254.40, of which sum $266,979.17 was collected at Binghamton, A bill passed the 
House at the last session establishing a United States court at Binghamton. 
The general term of the supreme court of the sixth judicial di pein 
ten counties in the southern and central part of the State, has n held at 
Binghamton for many years. Its law library, consisting of many thousand vol- 
umes, including the and United States reports, is located at Binghamton., 
From the annual report of the Postmaster-General, showing the receipts of 
more than seventy-five post-offices where there are vernment buildings, it 
poe the annual postal revenue of nearly one-half of these offices is less 
an that of the post-officeat Binghamton, The importance of the city, its rapid 
wth and prosperity, the accommodation of the post-office and United States 
nternal-revenue offices, all require the erection of a suitable Government build- 
ing st Binghamton, 


our committee therefore recommend the passage of bill H, R. No. 10731, 
which accompanies this report. 


The SPEAKER. Thereisa clerical error which should be corrected. 
“Have” should be “‘leave.’’ 

There was no objection, and the correction was made. 

Mr. MILLS. It seems to me the amount in the bill is large consid- 
ering no court is held there. 

Mr. MILLARD. The House has passed a bill establishing a court. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And oneof the reasons why a courtisnot held there 
is because there is no accommodation. The court now has power to 
assign a term for that place. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A messsge from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nouaced that the Senate had appointed Mr. SAWYER (in place of Mr, 
CHACE, excused) as a member of the committee of conference on the 
part of the Senate upon the bill (H. R. 8346) authorizing the employ- 
ment of mail messengers in the postal service. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WISE. I demand the lar order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have a privileged motion I desire to submit, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to call up the notice which I gave on yesterday 
with reference to the bill (S. 194) toaid in establishment and temporary 
support of common schools, and ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. That will be done. 

Mr. ELY. Iask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, and the 
Chair will proceed to execute the order of the House. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, MISSOURI. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 2929) toamend the act dividing the State of Missouri 
into two judicial districts, and to divide the eastern and the western 
districts thereof into divisions, establishing district and circuit courts 
of the United States therein, &c. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent that the House non-concur 
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in the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference requested by the 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
Bugnes, Mr. CULBERSON, and Mr. WADE. 


MRS. M. E. WOODS, 


The SPEAKER announced as managers on the part of the House at 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (8. 
2997) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Woods, Mr. LovERING, Mr. 
PINDAR, and Mr. ConGER. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The Committee on Enrolled Bills reported that they had examined 
and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles, reported severally 
as follows, when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

By Mr. McRAE, the bill (H. R. 367) to amend section 536 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the division of the 
State of Illinois into judicial districts and to provide for holding terms 
of court in the northern district at the city of Peoria; 

By Mr. FISHER, the bill (H. R. 4308) to regulate steam engineer- 
ing in the District of Columbia; and 

y Mr. NEECE, the bill (S.-531) to provide for the erection ofa pub- 
lic building at Lafayette, Ind. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MILLS (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of John Shelton, for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Monthly Meeting of Friends of Lin- 
den, Iowa, for the early passage of the bill (S. 355) providing fora tri- 
bunal of national arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of Iowa, 
for the passage of the bill (S. 2362) to promote the political and com- 
mercial prosperity of nations—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Polk City, Iowa, for the early passage of the bill (S. 2362) to promote 
the political and commercial relations of the American nations—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions from the Fine Stock Association of 
Nebraska, favoring the Miller bill for the suppression of pleuro-pneu- 
monia—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Resolutions of Admiral Farragut Post, No. 
52, Grand Army of the Republic, of Enfield, N. H., condemning the 
President’s veto of the so-called dependent pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of settlers upon the portion of the Great 
Sioux Reservation in Dakota, known as the Crow Creek Reservation 
that relief be granted by the speedy consideration of the bill (S. 52) 
for the opening to settlement of a portion of the Great Sioux Reserva- 
tion in Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Memorial of Admiral Farragut Post, No. 52, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Enfield, N. H., resolutions in favor of 
the dependent pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of the Women’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Delaware and of Greely, Iowa, urging the passage of 
Senate biil 2362—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Resolution of the Geraldine Club, of New York 
city, opposing the so-called extradition treaty with Great Britain—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Memorial of the American Forestry Congress, 
relative to timber lands, &c.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of William M. Bowen and 107 others, 
citizens and voters of Hocking County, Ohio, in favor of the passage of 
an act repealing the limitation on the payment of arrearages of pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of the American Forestry Congress—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the Geraldine Club, of New 
York city, opposing the so-called extradition treaty with Great Britain— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of Mrs. F. E. Fuller and Mrs. W. H. 
Perkins, president and vice-president of the Women’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Scranton city, and of Mrs. Mary D. Clark and Mrs. Fidelia 
Clarke, president and vice-president of the Women’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Plymouth County, Iowa, for the passage of the bill 
(5. 2362) to promote the political and commercial prosperity of the 
American nations—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Wilkin Thomas, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, asking reference of his war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Resolution of the house of representatives 


of Illinois, in favor of the bill to pension indigent soldiers over sixty 
years of age—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers relating to deficiency in the appropri- 
ation for a road to the national cemetery at Natchez, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WHE : Petition of Joseph B. Johnston, of Madison 
County, Alabama, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of Richard Jackson, of Charlestown, Jef- 
ferson County, West Virginia, for an invalid pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Of 75 citizens of Berlin, Mass. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of 100 citizens of Port Royal, Pa. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Of 164 citizens of Hill’s Grove, Pa. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Of 140 citizens of Grand Haven, Mich. 
ied Mr. FORNEY: Of T. J. Walker and 31 others, citizens of Atalla, 


By Mr. GEDDES: Of 200 citizens of Norwalk, Ohio. 
By Mr. HAYNES: Of 210 citizens of Rochester, and Stratham, N. H. 
By Mr. PRICE: Of 95 citizens of Hudson, Wis. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 16, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM INDIANA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents what purport to 
be the credentials of Hon. David Turpie, elected a Senator from the 
Siale of Indiana for six years from the 4th of March next, which will 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

THE STATE OF INDIANA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 


In pursuance to the eeens of section 18 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, I, Isaac P. tie € governor of the State of Indiana, do hereby cer- 
tify that the ca st of said State assembled in joint assembly at 12 o'clock 
meridian on Wednesday, the 2d day of February, 1887, pursuant to adjourn- 
ment, to elect a Senatorin Congress, to serve for a term of six yea: 
ing on the 4th day of March, 1587; that the Hon. David Turpie, of the State of 
Indiana, received 76 votes, being a majority of the votes of all the members of 
said joint assembly, and a majority of all the members elected to said Legisla- 
ture, all the members elected to said Legislature being present and voting; and 
the said David Turpie was declared duly elected Senator in Congress, to repre- 
sent the State of Indiana in Congress for the said term of six years, commenc- 
ing on the 4th day of March, 1887. 

n witness whereof I have hereunto set ay hand and caused to be affixed the 
seal of the State, at the city of poems ponai is 9th day of February, in the year 

e State, and of the independence of 
the United the one hundredth and eleventh. 
ISAAC P. GRAY, 


Governor of Indiana. 


The above and foregoing is the certificate, and the signature thereto atiached 
the genuine signature of i Toate P. Gray, governor. 


CHARLES F. GRIFFIN, 
Secretary of State. 
To Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
President of the Senate of the United States of America. 
Mr. HOAR. I movethat that paper be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 
The motion was agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented apetition of the council and 
house of representatives of the Territory of Idaho praying for the ap- 
pointment of an additional justice in Idaho; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a letter from the secretary of the Territory of Ari- 
zona, transmitting a petition of the Legislative Assembly of Arizona 
in reference to the Navajo Indians; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a memorial of the council and house of represent- 
atives of Montana, remonstrating against the abolition of the office of 
surveyor-general in the Territories; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the memorial of Joseph C. Straughan, United States 
surveyor-general Idaho Territory, remonstrating against the abolition 
of the office of surveyor-general in States and Territories containing 
deposits of the precious metals; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of C. C. Tilley and other residents 
of Lewiston, Me., in favor of an international court of arbitration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of Theo. D. Kanouse and 
others, constituting the executive committee of the Grand Lodge of the 
Independent Order of Good Templars of Dakota, praying favorable con- 
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sideration of the bill (S. 1579) granting to the people of the District of 
Columbia the rightto determine by ballot whether intoxicating liquors 
may hereafter be manufactured or sold in that District; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHENEY presented resolutions adopted by the Admiral Farra- 

t Post, No. 52, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New 

pshire, in favor of the passage of the so-called dependent relatives 
pension bill over the President’s veto; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Merrimack County 
(New Hampshire) Pomona Grange of Patrons of Husbandry, in fayor 
of the passage of the bill to create a department of agriculture and 
labor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10093) for the relief of Elizabeth Glassbrener 
and Mary Glassbrener, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2319) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret B. Todd, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill tS 3190) granting a pension to Robert H. Sturgess; and 

A bill (S. 1246) for the relief of W. A. Lemaster. 

Mr. SAWYER, frém the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1753) for the relief of Mathew 
H. Fulton, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3266) for the reliefof Lacon R. Tillman, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
947) for the relief of the American Grocer Association of the City of 
New York, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10419) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, to report it with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, accompanied by a written 
report. Iask that the amendment and the report be printed. Ide- 
sire also to give notice that I shall ask the Senate, after the conclusion 
of the es Baap to-morrow, to take up and pass the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report and the proposed sub- 
stitute will be printed, and the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 159) granting an increase of pension to Abby J. 
Slocum, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1336) granting.a pension to Jennie H. Cogill, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2445) granting a pension to Charles W. Holland, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(5. 2564) granting a pension to Eleanor S. Lawson, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 752) granting a pension to James Smithpeter, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9143) granting a pension to Dr. Sabin Stocking, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3642) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Cramer, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3310) to regulate the compensation 
of watchmen in the Executive Departments of the Government; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


ill (S. 3312) granting a pension to Mrs. Isabel George; 
ill (S. 3313) granting a pension to Walter E. Jaquith; 
ill (S. 3314) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Tate; 
bill (S. 3315) granting a pension to F. N. Gray; and 

bill (S. 3316) granting a pension to Anderson G. Pittman. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 
Mr. COKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


A bi i & saa) granting a pension to James Noyes; 


NEW EDITION OF SENATE MANUAL. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be prepared, under the direction of the Committee on 
Rules, a new edition of the Senate Manual; and that 1,000 copies of the same 
be printed and bound for the use of the Senate. 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 


Mr. EVARTS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections the testimony taken by that committee in the investigation ordered 


by the Senate into the charges contained in the memorial of S. A. Hackworth, 
and others. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2929) toamend the act dividing the State 
of Missouri into two judicial districts, and to divide the eastern and 
western districts thereof into divisions, establish district and circuit 
courts of the United States therein, and provide for the times and 
places for holding such courts, and for other p agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BURNES, Mr. CULBERSON, and 
Mr. WADE managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 2997) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Woods, 

to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LovERING, Mr. PrN- 
DAR, and Mr. CoNGER managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 10731) for the erection of a public building in the city of Bing- 
hamton, N. Y., in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 367) to amend section 536 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to the division of the State of Illinois into 
judicial districts, and to provide for holding terms of court of the north- 
ern district at the city of Peoria; 

A bill (H. R. 4308) to regulate steam engineering in the District of 
Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 531) to provide for the erection of a public building at La 
Fayette, Ind. 

ALLEGED OUTRAGES IN TEXAS. 


Mr. CAMERON. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3286) to increase the naval establishment. 

Mr. HOAR. The resolution offered by me yesterday, which went 
over, should first be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, but the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] yesterday, which comes over under objec- 
tion, is in order and takes precedence. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on alert Sane grog Elections, or the subcommit- 
tee of said committee who were autho: to inquire into certain alleged 
transactions in the State of Texas, be further authorized and directed, with the 
powers heretofore conferred spos them, to aues whether there has beenany 
attempt by the United States district attorn for the western district of 
or by the marshal of said district, or any of h i boven to interfere with or ob- 
struct said investigation, or to obstruct or intimi witnesses for whom sub- 
poenas have been issued by the authority of the Senate to appear before said 
committee and to report the facts and what action ought to be taken by the Sen- 
ate in the premises. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. COKE. I propose an amendment to the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas offers an 
amendment, which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the resolution the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That before said invest: on commences said officers shall have 
notice of the same, and the right to have witnesses summoned in their defense, 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment creed by this Senator from Texas. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose there is no doubt that any committee of the 
Senate authorized to investigate a question affecting an individual would 
give that individual notice of the same, and an opportunity to summon 
witnesses if they were needed. It seems to me such an amendment is 
almost an affront toa committee. I hope the amendment will be voted 
down. 

Mr. COKE. Iam not opposed to the investigation proposed in the 
resolution, although I can say to the Senator from Massachusetts and 
to the Senate that the information upon which it is based is absolutely 


false. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator will permit me to state that it is in part a 
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Mr. COKE. Ihave no objection to the investigation, but I do desire, 
in justice to the parties to be investigated, that they shall be notified 
of it and have an opportunity to summon witnesses in their defense, as 
is provided in the amendment which I have offered. 

The simple truth of this matter is that on last Monday week the first 
Federal grand jury that has been convened in that judicial district, 
since the alleged disturbancein Washington County, met, and the district 
attorney and the court determined to investigate the charges that had 
been made in the public press. Out of some twenty-five witnesses sum- 
moned for the prosecution here it happened that five were taken to 
Austin by legal process to testify before the grand jury. They left 
Brenham in the morning and reached Austin, and the district attorney 
and the court were apprised there of the fact that they had been sum- 
moned to Washington. They were immediately discharged and re- 
turned that evening to Brenham, and are now here. e 

That is the whole of it. That is the basis of this resolution. It is 
extremely unjust, Mr. President, to these gentlemen to be thus ar- 
raigned before the Senate of the United States, and itis at least as lit- 
tle as ought to be granted that they should have process for witnesses 
in their defense and that they should have notice of this investiga- 
tion. 

I hope that the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. The marshal who summoned these witnesses reports 
that after they were summoned to appear before the Senate commit- 
tee they were summoned by a United States officer to appear at Austin, 
Tex., before the grand jury, some two months having expired since 
these alleged outrages and no action having been taken, although the 
district attorney was informed of them within a few days by an ex- 
press complaint. The marshal who summoned them applied to the 
deputy of our Sergeant-at-Arms to find out the names ofthe other wit- 
nesses he was going tosummon. Those persons then having been sum- 
moned, and saying that they were under a prior obligation to appo 
before the Senate committee, that officer seized them and took them 
to Austin—arrested them, as I am instructed. The witnesses who had 
reached Washington were summoned here to go to Texas forthwith— 
two of them, the petitioners. 

Day before yesterday the Attorney-General of the United States, Mr. 
Garland, inclosed to me for my information a telegram from the dis- 
trict attorney desiring him to have the witnesses who were summoned 
here held to appear in Texas. That may have been perfectly legiti- 
mate and proper and well intentioned, but it looks on its face like an 
attempt to intimidate and frighten these gentlemen. At any rate, that 
is the information which I have, and it is impossible for me to believe 
that the Senator from Texas is right when he thinks it is false, espec- 
ially as the Senator thought the information on which the original res- 
olution was based to be false. 

But, Mr. President, no committee of which I am a member, or of 
which any member of this body is a member, on either side, in my 
judgment, would even make an investigation as to the personal con- 
duct of anybody without giving the person accused notice and an op- 
portunity to bring evidence in his defense, and to attach such a proviso 
as this to a resolution was never heard of before. 

I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to lay on the table is 
not debatable. 

Mr. MAXEY. I know it is not debatable, but I ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts to withdraw it for a moment. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course I will withhold the motion if the Senator 
from Texas desires to speak. 

Mr. MAXEY. The officers complained of in the resolution, the 
United States attorney and the marshal, are esteemed in the State of 
‘Texas to be worthy anduprightmen. Ibelievethemtobeso. I never 
heard of a charge against either of those men, political or ‘oe 
until now, and these charges are, in my judgment, without the slight- 
est foundation in fact. I court a thoroughinvestigation. All I want 
is that these gentlemen have reasonable notice of the nature and char- 
acter of the charges, so as to prepare their defense. 

I believe it important, and in accordance with the principles of eternal 
justice, that the amendment offered by my colleague should be adopted. 
‘The Senator from Massachusetts does not gainsay the proposition that 
these gentlemen should be informed of the charge whereof they stand 
accused to the end that they may prepare themselves to meet the 
charge; but he insists that the committee will not refuse to give this 
notice, and that therefore the amendment of my colleague is not nec- 
essary. 

Mr. President, when a grave charge has been brought against a 
public officer in the Senate of the United States that oficer has aright 
to the necessary process that he may be enabled to defend his char- 
acter, He has a right upon every principle of justice and every prin- 
ciple of law, biblical law, common law, civil law, and every other law, 
to be heard. 

All that my colleague asks is that the other side shall be heard. We 
have the er parte statement of self-constituted accusers, but we have 


not heard what these gentlemen have to say. I-venture to assert that 
when they have the opportunity of meeting these charges they will 
come out without a stain upon their character. I, therefore, think the 
amendment offered by my colleague ought to be adopted. 
Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts further withdraw his motion to lay the amendment on the table? 
Mr. HOAR. I wish to send up two tel to be read, and then 
I will withdraw it so as to allow the Senator from Texas to 
Mr. COKE. The amendment is necessary, Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to allow the telegrams which have been sent to the desk to be read ? 
Mr. COKE. Certainly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The telegrams will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUsTICE, Washington, February 14, 1887. 
Sm: The Attorney-General directs me to send you for your information the 


accom: copy of a telegram just received from Mr. Kleberg, attorney of 
the Unites States or the western district of Texas, in relation to the Was! - 
ton County outrages. 

Very respectfully, 


CECIL CLAY, Chief Clerk, 
Hon. GEORGE F. Hoar 
Chairman of the Commilice on Privileges and Elections, 
United States Senate. 
[Telegram.]} 
AUSTIN, TEX., February 14, 1887. 


Have chairman committee on Washington County outrages wire me names 
of important Government witnesses who refuse to return to Texas, and hold 


them until subpenaed. 
RUD. KLEBERG, 


Uniled States Attorney. 
Hon. A. H. GARLAND, 
Attorney-General Uniled States, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. COKE. That telegram was sent by the district attorney for the 
purpose of compelling the attendance of all the witnesses who are here 
before the grand jury at Austin. Itis an act of duty on the part of the 
district attorney which he is performing actively and energetically, and 
yet it is made here a ground of complaint against him. 

Now, sir, the reason why I offered the amendment and why in my 
judgment it ought to be adopted is that the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections are already examining witnesses with reference to the 
alleged outragesin Washington County, Texas. Those witnesses should 
not be examined as to the charges contained in the resolution until the 
parties have been notified and have had an opportunity to have witnesses 
summoned in their defense. It is to prevent that, and to give to these 
gentlemen an opportunity to defend themselves, that I offered the amend- 
ment. 

So far as Mr. Rankin, the marshal, and Mr. Kleberg, the district at- 
torney, are concerned there are no better men in Texas or in Massa- 
chusetts than they are. They areas far from trying to intimidate wit- 
nesses or to obstruct the Senate in its investigation as the Senator from 
Massachusetts would be, 

I have no objection to the proposed investigation into the conduct of 
these gentlemen. I know that they are right and have doneright. I 
know that nothing can be brought against them. I doclaim, however, 
Mr. President, that the Senate should adopt the amendment that I have 
proposed in order that the justice may be done them of allowing a de- 
fense against the charges before they are investigated and reported to 
the Senate. : 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator now observes that he moves this amend- 
ment in order to prevent the Committee on Privileges and Elections or 
their subcommittee from committing a gross injustice by condemning 
aman without a hearing. No such order by the Senate in advance to 
a committee, not to do a great injustice, was ever heard of in practice. 

Whether this be, as it seems to me, an attempt to intimidate these 
witnesses from testifying by holding out to them such penalties as that 
community Iam afraid know too well how to inflict upon people, or 
whether it be in the course of duty, the committee will ascertain after 
hearing the parties. 

I renew my motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. COKE. Theresolution of the Senator from Massachusetts makes 
new parties to an investigation already proceeding. ‘The object of my 
amendment is to prevent any investigation under the resolution now 
proceeding before the Committee on Privileges and Elections until the 
gentlemen have had an opportunity to be notified and to produce their 
witnesses. 

I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that he 
strike out the following words from the resolution: 

Or the subcommittee of said committee. 

The subcommittee investigating the subject of outrages in Texas 
will have a great number of witnesses to examine. This matter is en- 
tirely different; it affects the official conduct of United States officers, 
and I do not think that additional duty ought to be imposed upon the 
subcommittee. We ought not to be called upon to investigate every- 
thing that is occurring or that has occurred in Texas. 
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Mr. HOAR. The committee may make changes in the subcommit- 
tee from time to time as may be convenient. 

Mr. EUSTIS. This is a suggestion by a vote of the Senate that the 
subcommittee now acting shall take up this matter. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, he will see, I think, that 
there is nothing in his suggestion. Under the original resolution of 
the Senate any subcommittee that the committee appoint are armed 
with the power of the full committee, so that it may not be necessary 
when you are merely taking testimony that the whole nine should be 
present. That subcommittee may be changed from time to time. If 
the Senator from Louisiana should happen to be called away he could 
call in the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] or some other member 
to act upon the subcommittee. The resolution simply uses this lan- 
guage in order that it may not compel the whole nine to be constantly 
present. It is the usual form of the Senate inordering such investiga- 
tions. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I understand that the committee can appoint a sub- 
committee; of course it has the power to do that. Butif the resolution 
is adopted as it is worded, the subcommittee now in existence may be 
ealled upon to go into this investigation at once and so confuse the in- 
vestigation which is now pending with the one which is proposed, 
whereas they ought to be, in my judgment, entirely distinct. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave no doubt the committee will so treat the subject. 

Mr. EUSTIS. ‘Therefore the objection made by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CoKE] would be obviated in that sense, and the subcom- 
mittee now in existence would not have the power to at once engage in 
the investigation in regard to these Federal officials. 

Mr. HOAR. I adhere to my motion to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. The 
Senator from Massachusetts moves that the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Texas lie on the table. 

Mr. COKE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Pie ‘os and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] who is temporarily out of the 
Chamber. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’? 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called). 
As was stated by the Senator from Indiana, my colleague [Mr. JONES, 
of Arkansas], is paired with him. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote ar 

Mr. CULLOM (when the name of Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, 
was called). The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] is 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom] on this 
question. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL]. I should vote “nay” 
if he were present, 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative), Iam paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], and therefore with- 
draw my vote. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were present. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—30., 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Blair, Evarts, Me! jan, roma 
Bowen, Farwell, Manderson, eller, 
Cameron, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
Cheney, Hale. Morrill, Williams, 
Conger, Hawley, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
NAYS—22. 
ae gustis, mie peas 
eorge, organ, ’ 
Blackburn, Gorman, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Butler, Hampton, ury, Wilson of Md. 
Call, H: Vance, 
ke, Kenna, est, 
ABSENT—H. 
Allison, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Brown, Fair, McPherson, s 
Camden, Gibson, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Chace, Gray, Miller, Sabin 
Cockrell n, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Stanford. 


So the amendment of Mr. CoKE was laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. COKE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Pied * he and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if he 


were present. 
Mr. KENNA (when Mr. CAMDEN’s name was called). My colleague 


[Mr. CAMDEN] is paired on all questions with the Senator from Cali- 


fornia [Mr. STANFORD]. 
Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
I announce “again 


Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called), 
my pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES]. If he were 
present, I should vote “yea” and he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my 
vote. I am paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I 
should vote ‘* nay’’ if he were present. 

Mr, MORGAN. Iam with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
AldPich, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Blair, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Bowen, Farwell, Manderson, Spooner, 
Cameron, Frye, iller, ‘Teller, 
Cheney, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
Conger, Hawley, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hoar, Palmer, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Platt, 

NAYS—19. 
Beck, Coke, Harris, Vance, 
say Eustis, Kenna, Walthall, 
B burn, George, Maxey, Whitthorne, 
Butler, Gorman, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Call, Hampton, Saulsbury, 

ABSENT—27. 
Allison, Fair, Mahone, Sabin 
Brown, Gibson, Mitchell of Pa, Sewel, 
Camden, Gray, Morgan, Stanford, 
Cockrell Je f Arkansas, pay Voor 
A ones of Ar) oorhees, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Ransom, Williams. 
Dawes, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideras- 
tion of the bill (S. 3286) to increase the naval establishment. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Pennsylvania to allow me to call 


up— 

Mr. CAMERON. Ifthe Senator from Florida will wait a few min- 
utes I will give way, but I prefer to have the bill started and get it 
under way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is now under consideration, 
and the pending question is on the amendment of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. STANFORD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CAMERON. Iwill say the same to the Senator from California. 
I ask him to wait a few minutes until we get the bill fairly started. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California ad- 
dresses the Chair. 

CO-OPERATION IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. STANFORD. Iask that the bill (S. 3022) to encourage co-op- 
eration and to provide for the formation of associations in the District 
of Columbia for the purpose of conducting any lawful business and di- 
viding the profits among the members thereof be taken from the table 
vA a view to its reference to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. STANFORD. Mr. President, the bill which I have introduced 
(S. 3022) provides for the association and organization of individuals 
with or without capital. It gives no exclusive privileges, and is in- 
tended only to aid the natural right of association. 3 

In a large sense, civilization itself rests and advances on the 
principles of tion. The industries, the thoughts, the great 
ideas which produce vast and beneficial results, find their full develop- 
ment in association. Thus the discoveries in art and in science are dis- 
tributed or availed of; and they inure to the benefit of the whole 
commtnity—often to the whole civilized world. 

So the organization of individuals for a common purpose gives the 
strength, the capacity, of the ablest to all in the association. The 
weakest, and the one of the least capacity, is brought up in advantages 
to the level of the best. The result of this association is to bring the 
individuals of the association closer to the entire fruits of their united 
industries. With a greater intelligence, and with a better understand- 
ing of the principles of co-operation, the adoption of them in practice 
will, in time, I imagine, cause most of the industries of the country to 
be carried on by these co-operative associations. The co-operation of 
individuals in kindred pursuits would have the effect of furnishing, from 
their variety of labor, continuousemployment. Thus a combination of 
men could even do farming—rendering for hire their services to the 
farmers—and might find that continuity of labor so important to the 


The Chair hears no objection, and 
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laborer and conducive to the maximum power of production which arises 
trom constant employment. 

A country’s prosperity must always mainly depend upon its power 
of production. This is to be brought about by the most intelligent 
direction and application of labor. Abundant illustrations might he 
given to show that the value of the labor of an individual, like the 
wealth of the country, will depend upon the power of production. 
The most notable example of this is to be found in the production of 
wheat in Egypt, in India, and in America. Wheat is raised in all 
these conntries to compete in the same market—England. The com- 
pensation to the laborer on the banks of the Nile is a red radish; in 
India, about five cents a day. In my own State, California, the har- 
vester receives $2.00 per day—forty times as much as his competitor 
receives in India. Now, these comparatively high wages could not be 
paid except upon a comparatively large production. The man in Cali- 
fornia receives forty times as much for aday’s labor as a manin India; 
or the wages of one man in California equal those of forty men in 
India. And yet he competes successfully hecause he avails himself of 
the genius of inventors—cuts and threshes and puts into a sack a 
hundred pounds of wheat for a cent and a half. 

And so in every other field of labor the compensation will always be 
in proportion to the production. The earth yieldsabundantly, through 
labor, to supply the wants of mankind. Her yield of supplies for the 
necessaries, the comforts, the elegancies, and the splendors of life are 
only measured by the amount of intelligent labor that is applied to the 
cultivation of the soil, to the workingof mines, of quarries, and of forests 
and their products; and if there is want among the provident and in- 
dustrious it must be for the lack of the intelligent direction and appli- 
eation of labor. How far these wants may be supplied by legislation 
is a problem; but I believe much aid may be given. 

In the history of nations, want of the commonest necessaries has 
been therule. Hitherto governments have been founded in force, main- 
tained in force, and the principal thought has been to increase the 
force, or to so organize it as to preserve the government. Hence the 
large standing armies of Europe to-day. The theory of our Govern- 
ment is that it was instituted for the benefit of the people; that there 
are inalienable rights—rights which are superior to constitutions and 
laws, securing the individual in his rights of liberty, property, and the 
pursuit of happiness, even to the extent of commanding the support of 
every other citizen in the whole country. These great principles, se- 
curing the freedom and the rights of the individual, insure to us for- 
ever a free government so long as the intelligence of the people is ade- 
quate in appreciating the principles upon which their government is 
founded, Hence we need no great standing armies to overawe and 
menace the people; and our time and thoughts can be directed to their 
general development and to improvement in their condition. 

It is in the hope of strengthening and developing the intelligence and 
the productive power of the individual without capital, or with but 
little, that I have introduced this bill, believing it to be one great step 
toward attaining the highest possibility of abundance of the necessa- 
ries and comforts of life for every industrious and provident indi- 
vidual. 

I believe that co-operation will bring out the highest capacities of 
those engaged in it. It will impart to each individual the stimulus of 
knowing that he or she may enjoy the full fruits of his or her skilland 
energy in their calling. - In those countries where there is the most 
intelligence there is the greatest use made of labor-aiding machinery; 
and where this labor-aiding machinery is used most, as in our own 
country, there the compensation of the laborer is the largest. Even 
in Evrope those countries that make most use of labor-aiding machinery 
have the best compensation for their labor. ; 

Occasionally there is evidence of apprehension that labor-aiding ma- 
chinery may deprive the laborer of the demand for his services; but 
any apprehension of that kind must readily disappear with the reflec- 
tion that the wants of humanity are as boundless as the intelligence 
and capacity to conceive. With the ignorance of the Digger Indian 
there are few wants; no intelligence to conceive, and the demand for 
the labor supply of others is of the most limited kind. The more in- 
telligent the people the greater are their wants, and with those in- 
creased wants the greater the demand for labor; and, in the universal- 
ity of labor, the greater the capacity of individuals and communities 
to make exchange of their productions. 

I have the hope and the faith that the principles of our Government, 
of our great bill of rights, as set forth in the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, will yet pervade the whole civilized world; and as these ideas 
are adopted, and as they expand into the control of governments, so will 
disappear great standing armies; non-producers will be changed into 
fruitful producers, adding to the comforts and happiness of humanity. 
Then the principal attention of the governments will be directed toward 
developing the arts of peace and making humanity more happy. 

In proposing the passage of a law of this kind, there is in it only an 
extension to persons without capital of the provisions that have existed 
heretofore in the laws provided for the association of those with capital. 
There is no invasion of the principles of association which have, hap- 
pily, done so much inthe development of the resources of our country 
and proyed such a stimulus to its industry. 


The principle of co-operation of individuals is a most democratic one. 
It enables the requisite combination of numbers and capital to engage 
in and develop every enterprise of promise, however large. Itistheab- 
solute protection of the people against the possible monopoly of the few, 
and renders offensive monopoly,and a burdensome one, impossible. The 
only possible monopoly with these laws in existence is one of benefi- 
cence, and to the extent that the wants and conditions of the people 
can be better supplied than by any other means. So far, only, can 
there be a monopoly in our country under these laws of co-operation. 

One of the great advantages of association of this kind is that in case 
of disagreement, death, or failure of individuals, the organization goes 
on; and in this respect it is freed from the disadvantages of an ordinary 
partnership. Besides, the diverse capacities of the different individ- 
uals, whatever they may be, unite to make upa great whole of strength 
and of large capacity. 

One of the difficulties in the employment of women arises from their 
domestic duties; but co-operation would provide for a general utiliza- 
tion of their capacities and permit the prosecution of their business with- 
out harm, because of the temporary incapacity of the individual to 
prosecute her calling. And if this co operation shall relieve them of 
the temporary incapacity arising from the duties incident to mother- 
hood, then their capacity for production may be utilized to the greatest 
extent. 

Very many of the industries would be open to and managed as well 
by women in their co-operative capacity as by men. The moral influ- 
ences of co-operation are very great. All in the organization are inter- 
ested in the welfare and good conduct of every other member. All the 
good influences of the whole are brought to bear in favor of the indi- 
vidual, and all the individual members unite to make the whole most 
powerful for the accomplishment of results. 

Mr. President, I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 3286) to increase the 
naval establishment is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
the pending question being on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, there is not, to-day, one single sea- 
port from Portland, Me., to Brazos Santiago, from Sitka to San Diego, 
defensible. There is absolute necessity, in my judgment, for the de- 
fense of our seaports. 

I am not only in favor of building naval vessels adapted to the de- 
fense of our seaports as well as for war on the high but for the 
establishment of seacoast batteries, for torpedoes, for ever? instrumen- 
tality necessary to place every seaport in the United States in a defens- 
ible condition, . 

I know this will cost money, and much of it; but if there be any 
truth on earth in the old maxim ‘‘in time of peace prepare for war,” 
we are in a condition now to apply that maxim and to place our sea- 
board in comparative safety against the attack of any nation of the earth 
in the event of war. 

We have an overflowing Treasury; all efforts to stop the inflow by 
tax reduction have so far proven futile, and weare asked to waste money 
day after day in useless expenditures—monuments, statues, every con- 
ceivable thing in which money can be thrown away. We have got in 


-the habit of throwing it away to get it out of the Treasury and into cir- 


culation among the people. It is but a few days ago that we voted 5 
per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of public lands in the State of 
California that have been accumulating there ever since that State was 
admitted into the Union, which has no more right to that amount than 
have all the rest of the States of the Union, becan e the land belonged 
to the United States, all the States having like interest. 

In every way that can be conceived of we are wasting money. Here 
is a purpose, a wise purpose, a purpose to defend this country from 
any attucks that may be made from any quarter whatever, and the 
amount is not appalling to me. Wasteful, useless extravagance is ap- 
palling tome, and ought to be to every one, but money, however great the 
amount, wisely and economically expended in providing for the com- 
mon defense has no terrors for me. 

Mr. President, the great trouble with some public men is that they 
ask the question of themselves, not is the measure right, but will it be 
popular? The question for us to-day is, Isit right to place the seaports 
of the United States in a defensible condition? We can get up an army 
in sixty days without any difficulty with the splendid volunteer com- 
panies we have all over the country. We have an intelligent and en- 
lightened people, and there is no difficulty whatever in improvising 
armies on short notice, but you can not improvise ships on short notice, 
you can not erect the necessary fortifications and batteries on the sea- 
coast on short notice. 

These things require time; and now with an overflowing Treasury, 
when there is a necessity for getting the surplus money in the Treas- 
ury out into circulation among the people for wise purposes, and when 
tax reduction is successfully resisted, there never was a better time, 
in my judgment, to begin the establishment of a navy. 


Oa ee ase yeti ae ee See aad 
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What nation ever became a first-class power without a navy? It is 
true that by unwise laws, which appear to be impregnably fortified on 
the statute books, the merchant marine of this country has been driven 
from the high seas, and that there is but little n: ty for the protec- 
tion of the merchant marine by a navy because of this fact; but it is 
to be hoped that the time will come when the American flag will again 
float over American ships, and then there will be a need for a navy to 
protect that commerce upon the high seas. Sooner or later the eyes of 
the people will be opened, the scales will fall from their eyes, and pro- 
tection will be a thing of the past; and when that happy day comes, 
and navigation laws enacted abreast with the spirit of the age, the 
American merchant will come back and come to stay. 

But there is now a present pressing and immediate necessity for sea- 
coast.defense, for a torpedo system, and for naval vessels which can act 
in concert with them for the protection of our seaports. 

Is it for the defense of the dwellers on the seacoasts alone that I 
speak thus? At every seaport in the country is the wealth not only 
of the seaboard but of all that vast country back of it. The cotton of 
Texas, the wheat of the West, the grain of the West and Southwest, 
the wool, the pork, the beef, all these find their way to the seaboard, 
and there they are exposed.to attack, in warehouses near the wharves, 
in the situation most exposed to attack, and in the event of an attack 
by a foreign foe upon our seaports, not only does the wealth of the cities 
themselves go down but also the accumulated products of the interior 
States. It is humiliating that a great country like this, which holds 
herself not only abreast of but the foremost of the nations of the earth, 
should be subjected to the risk of the destruction of her principal cities 
by a third-class power, because they have a navy and we have none. 

I shall, therefore, vote for the measure, and vote for it with great 

leasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALDRICH in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I offer another amendment, In lines 9 and 10 of sec- 
tion 1, to strike out the words ‘‘before either of said cruisers shall be 
accepted by the Government;’’ so as to read: 

That the President is hereby authorized to have constructed, by contract, ten 

steel cruisers, with such armament for each as the Navy De 
ment may deem suitable, each of said vessels to have a maximum speed of not 
Jess than 20 knots over the measured mile, such speed to be exhibited under 
such test or tests and conditions as the Navy Department may impose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend, after line 14 of section 1, by in- 
serting: x 
to be available during five years from March 4, 1887. 

So as to read: f 

The cost of all said cruisers, in the aggregate, complete, exclusive of arma- 
ment, shall not be more than $15,000,000, which sum is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be available dur- 
ing five years from March 4, 1887. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ee Now, I offer the same amendmentin section 4, to 
add to it: 

To be available during five years from March 4, 1887. 

So as to read: 

Sec. 4. That for the armament of the vessels hereinbefore led for the 
sum of $4,800,000is hereby appropriated out of any money in Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to be available for five years from March 4, 1887. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 
an PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the passage of the 

E 

Mr, VEST. Is that the bill of the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. No; when this bill is finished I propose to take up the 
other bill covering the other branch of the subject. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I should like to inquire the condition of the bill. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania reported the bill which is now under 
consideration. The Senator from Maine amended it by making reduc- 
tions of so much for every quarter knot under 20 knots, and there is no 
limit down to 15, 16, or 17 knots an hour. The Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. WHITTHORNE] said he desired 19 knots an hour, but I under- 
stand the bill as now perfected by the amendments fixes no limit as to 
the number of knots per hour. 

Mr. CAMERON. Except the penalty. That is the only limit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 

KANAWHA AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. KENNA submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill R. ) granting to the Ohio Cen- 


tral Railroad Company the right to e ae track gee pe poh was States lock and 
dam property in the great Kanawha Valley, State of West Virginia, having met, 
after fulland free conference have agreed dand do 

their res; ive Houses as follows: 

That House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In line 
2 of the Senate amendment, after the word “shall,” insert the following: “If the 
Secretary of War, in his discretion, require it;”. and the Senate agree to the 


same, 
O. D. CONGE 
JOHN E. KENNA, 
WARNER MILLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
TIMOTHY E. TARSNEY, 
CHARLES F. ORISP, 


Managers on the partof the House, 


recommen: recommend to 


The report was concurred in. 
INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr, HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to consider Senate bill 
3288, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3288) to provide for the in- 
crease of the naval establishment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That for Leip fe ned of increasing the naval establishment 
of the United States, the sums of money hereinafter named are hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be ex- 

nded by the President, in the exercise of his discretion, upon plans and speci- 

cations to be furnished by the Navy Department. 

For the construction of heavily armored vessels or armored floating batteries 
or rams, to be used for coast and harbor defense, $10,000,000, 

For the construction of light-draught gunboats, suitable for interior water 
ways and canal service, $1,200,000; said gunboats to be completed and tested 
wien twelve months from the date of the signing of any contract for their con- 
struction. 

For the construction of torpedo-boats of the highest attainable speed and effi- 
ciency, $600,000; said torpedo-boats to be completed and tested within twelve 
mon from the signing of any contract for their construction. 

For torpedoes and torpedo appliances, to be operated from naval vessels, float- 
ing batteries, or rams, $800,000, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment, to add the following as a new section: 

Sec, 2. That for the armament of the vessels hereinbefore provided for the 
sum of $3,000,000 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. To follow out the action of the Senate on the other bill 
just passed, I offer the following amendment as a new section: 


Sxo, 3. That the material used in all the naval structures provided for in this 
bill, and the armament for the same, shall be furnished and manufactured in 
the United States, and all contracts made for their construction shall be under 
the provisions of the act of August 3, 1886, entitled “An act to increase the naval 
establishment,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer the same amendment I offered to the other 
bill. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa submits an 
amendment, which will be read. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be as a new section covering the whole bill. 


Mr. ALLISON. It is. 
The amendment of the Senator from 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Towa will be read. 
een CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section to the 


Š aq co pie apero pions made by this act shall be available during 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BUTLER. Imovetoamend in line 9 of section 1, after the word 
t vessels,” by inserting the words ‘‘for sea-service;” so as to read: 
For the construction of heavily armored vessels for sea-service or armored 
Pone batteries or rams, to be used for coast and harbor defense, ten millions 


Mr. HALE. I can not consent to that. I see what the Senator is 
seeking to accomplish. While I might favor by itself a measure such 
as he seeks to accomplish, it is not incorporated in this bill. 

The essential feature of the large appropriation in this bill is for 
coast defense, for armored vessels, or for batteries or rams or torpedo- 
boats, and I do not propose that the Secretary of the Navy shall go to 
work constructing the great heavily armored ships that cost from five 
to eight million dollars. I want him limited to such vessels and other 
structures as can be used for harbor defense. Under this bill any ves- 
sel or any other structure may be made that can be used from one har- 
bor to another, but I am not willing to change the purpose of this bill 
by leaving it in‘such a way that the entire leah ar might be ex- 
hausted for one or two great ships to go to sea. at is why I oppose 
the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, we have heard so much about coast 
defenses and defenses for the harbors that it seems to me the Senate 
and Congress of the United States are in danger of going too far on that 
subject. I am willing to go as far as any Senator on this floor to pro- 
vide the necessary defenses for the harbors of our coast, but I do sub- 
mit to my friend from Maine and to the Senate that the Government 
of the United States would be put in a very awkward predicament 
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if in case of trouble we should be confronted by a large and powerful 
navy of armored war-ships owned by a foreign government. 

It is very well to have the fast cruisers we have provided for; it is 
very well to have a certain number of rams, or floating-batteries, or 
monitors, or torpedoes, or destroyers, or whatever you choose to call 
them, for coast defense; but this Government certainly is not going to 
leave itself in a position simply to defend its coast nons T andra 
whatever of meeting an enemy on the high seas. That is y the 
condition in which this bill and the bill we have just passed leave us. 

I agree entirely with Admiral Porter, Admiral Rodgers, and other 
distinguished officers of the Navy that the Government ought to have 


- perhaps seventy or eighty thousand tonsof vessels of the class we have 


provided for in the bill we have just passed; but I am certainly misin- 
formed if those gentlemen are not equally anxious that the Navy should 
be provided with from six to a dozen heavily armored war-ships of the 
most improved plan. 

I know perfectly well that it has been said that a great many of the 
ships built by England, and Italy, and France, and Germany, and Russia 
have become obsolete, but it seems to me that this Government ought 
to be up to the position taken by foreign governments in the construc- 
tion of naval vessels. 

For myself, I do not attach so much importance to what is commonly 
called sea-coast defense. It has been stated again and again that we 
must expend $200,000,000 for the erection of permanent forts of steel 
or of masonry. Why, sir, the experience in the last civil war demon- 
strated beyond peradventure that there is not a harbor, or an inlet, or 
a creek, or a bay on any coast of the United States that can not be 
reasonably protected within thirty days after the troops are ed 
there. Weare talking about building permanent fortifications and rams 
and floating batteries, without a single gun to puton .hem. There is 
nota gun to-day in the possession of the Government of the United States 
that any ordnance oflicer would advise to be erected upon any fort that 
might be built, unless it be one of those which have been recently built 
in the navy-yard at Washington. I undertake to say with some little 
experience, not in the fabrication of guns but in the use of them, that 
they can manufacture as good cannon in the navy-yard here as can be 
made in the world; and I believe that the 10, 8, and 6 inch guns that 
are being made there now, and some of them completed, will compare 
favorably with those of any other nation on the of the earth. I 
would prefer, if I had my way, that a large sumof money, much larger 
even than that we have provided for, should be appropriated for the fab- 
rication of improved artillery. 

The coast defenses will take care of themselves, and any officer can 
erect earthworks upon any of the harbors except, perhaps, the Narrows 
of New York and some other places, within thirty days, certainly 
within two months, erect forts practically impregnable to the highest- 
power guns known to mankind. The experience in the last war de- 
monstrates and proves that. There was Fort Sumter, that was prac- 
tically untenable long before it was knécked down. There was Bat- 
tery Weitzel, and there were other outworks on the seacoast of my 
State that were actually strengthened by bombardment. I am, there- 
fore, opposed to appropriating so much money for what are called sea- 
coast defenses, and not one dollar for the building of ships of war to go 
upon the high seas to meet an enemy wherever he may present himself. 

Mr. President, what would be thought of a general with the 
conduct of military operations who would fortify himself, without any 

paration to mobilize his forces to meet an enemy in the field? That 
is practically what is proposed here. An adversary with whom wemay 
have trouble is going to do exactly the opposite of what we designate. 
One of the first principles of naval warfare and tactics is to do exactly 
the opposite of what your enemy wants you to do. If a fleet were 
resent off the coast of New York, or of Delaware, or of South Caro- 
Tina, we have not a vessel to go 10 miles from the shore to meet him. 
We have already provided for the completion, I believe, of four moni- 
tors; we have provided for the building of quite a number of fast 
cruisers, and I am quite willing that a certain proportion of this money 
shall be appropriated to building floating batteries or rams orarmored 
vessels for coast defense exclusively; but I do insist that whilst we are 
preparing to build a navy we ought atleast to make some provision of 
war vessels, strictly speaking, to operate upon the high seas, 

Mr. President, as I have stated, we have made reasonably fair prog- 
ress in the building of what are known as cruisers to run down an 
enemy’s commerce. I confess that that is not a very high order of 
naval warfare, rather a kind of bushwhackiug arrangement. My 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] stated yesterday that we 
should prepare this cavalry of the seas. A government would be ina 
bad condition that had nothing but cavalry to goon the high seas. The 
general would be in a bad way on land that had nothing but cavalry 
with which to meet his enemy. Hence it is that I have offered this 
amendment, leaving it distinctly with the President and the Secretary 
of the Navy to appropriate a part of this money in the building of the 
most improved war ships that modern science has invented, and we 
shall never have a navy until we do it. 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] suggests that this 
would involve an increase of the appropriation. I am quite willing to 
do it; Iam willing to double it for that purpose. But we can never 
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have a navy worthy of the name, in my opinion, until we have pre- 
pared not less than ten of the very best war ships that modern science 
and modern talent and modern methods have suggested. 

I want, while we are preparing ourselves for the future, to do so upon 
a basis which will at least command the respect of the civilized nations 
of the earth. ‘The mere erection of floating batteries is not enough, and 
about them I confess very frankly I have not a very high opinion, be- 
cause they, too, were tested in the late war, and were not found to be 
very efficient even for seacoast defense. Rams served a certain pur- - 
pose; the monitors served a certain purpose; butin discussing any future 
naval controversy that we may have it will not be safe to compare this 
Government in that controversy with the controversy that the United 
States Government had with the seceding States. The navy then was 
improvised, and in the then situation and condition of things it was a 
very strong one; but it must not be forgotten that the confederate gov- 
ernment not only had no ships, but had no facilities or means for pro- 
curing or providing them, and therefore a wooden gunboat or a wooden 
frigate or a wooden steamship was about as good, practically, as an im- 
proved ironclad; but when we come in conflict with any of the great 
nations of the world with the improvements in naval construction, we 
shall find a very different condition of things. 

I saw at Newport two years ago the best ships of the American Navy, 
seven of them; and whilstthere one of the British ships of war, the South- 
ampton, I think, came into the port. The committee of which I wasa 
member inspected her from top to bottom, and I was informed by the 
admiral that that was only one of the second-class war ships of Great 
Britain; and yet, sir, that admiral would have wanted just about one 
hour to place himselfin position in the open sea tosink every ship that 
the American Navy had there. We at least ought to have some ves- 
sels that would bear a fair comparison with the second-class ships of 
Great Britain. 

Whilst Iam in favor of this bill, I submit that my amendment ought 
to be adopted, because under it the Secretary of the Navy might be 
justified and authorized in expending a part of this money in building 
at least one of the best war ships that can be built in this country. 

Mr. COKE. How long is the life of an iron or a steel-clad ship? 

Mr. BUTLER. I suppose that the life of an iron or steel-clad ship 
would depend very much upon circumstances. I am not prepared now 
to state definitely how long the oldest of the ironclads of Great Britain 
have been in existence, but if a wooden ship would last as long as some 
of the wooden ships of the American Navy have lasted, I do not see 
why an iron ship should not live quite as long. 

Mr. FRYE. A wooden ship outilasts an iron ship. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am advised by Senators who are better informed 
than I am that a wooden ship would outlast an iron ship. Iam not 
prepared to answer definitely what is the life of an iron ship, because 
it is comparatively a modern invention. I suppose it is impossible to 
determine as yet; certainly the iron vessels have not worn out so far. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina desires 
that the United States shall have as a part of its naval establishment a 
fleet of great armored ships, such as certain European powers have 
spent in the last fifteen years hundreds of millions of dollars for. 

The history of the building and the trial and the use of these great, 
enormous naval ships is a most interesting history to read; it is a his- 
tory of experiment; it is a history of lavish expenditure; itis a history 
of scores of vessels being built, tested, and tried, and abandoned as use- 
less, The monitor pattern was tried, and exhausted millions upon mill- 
ions of dollars. The entire belted ship was tried; the y belted 
ship was tried; armor from 8 inches to 16 inches, and even greater, has 
been tried; and while this has been going on from time to time and 
this money has been expended the United States has waited and watched 
these experiments and sayed its money. Undoubtedly to-day England 
and France and Italy and Germany and Russia, and Spain to some ex- 
tent, have these poe modern ships, such as the Senator from South 
Carolina desires, r than any they have produced heretofore, and 
very efficient ships. If the world shall ever see a great naval conflict 
that shall in its proportions and in its influences bear some relation to 
the great naval battles of the years past—to the Nile, , and 
other great sea fights—these vessels undoubtedly will be found the most 
efficient, the most destructive, the most death-dealing; and I do not 
say that in a proper place, upon a bill covering such a feature as the 
Senator from South Carolina desires, I would not support a proposition 
to build perhaps half a dozen such ships as he wants; but halfa dozen 
such ships as the Senator desires, which shall put our navy in what he 
terms a respectable attitude compared with other great powers, would 
cost from thirty to fifty million dollars. These great structures have 
cost and are costing from five to eight million dollars each, 

Already in the bill passed by Congress Jast year, which is now the 
law of the land, we have provided for the building ot two heavily 
armed ships, and the Secretary of the Navy has that authority and to 
the extent of the limitations fixed in the act of Congress of August 3, 
1886, he may go on and try and build such structures as these, 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt my friend for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. - 
Mr. BUTLER. Isit at all certain that the experiments which this 
bill contemplates in the way of floating batteries, rams, and armored 
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vessels for coast defense, may not turn out to be ineffectual in the - 
ress of science and the improvement of naval construction; and if h 
argument is good in regard to the larger war ships, it ought to be equally 
. good as applicable to the very ships he provides for in the bill. 

Mr. H. I was coming directly to that. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will permit me a moment farther, 
I wish to put the question to him, and to all Senators who think as 
he does, whether it is not to be regarded as rather a humiliating posi- 
tion for the Government of the United States, one of the great nations 
of the earth, to depend upon the experience or the experiments of other 
nations for information in the construction of warships. Isubmit that 
this Government is just as able, just as well qualified, just as com- 
petent, just as much in duty to its citizens bound to expend a reasona- 
ble amount of money by way of experiment, because as he stated awhile 
ago there is no doubt abont the fact that some of these large ships have 
been found to be ineffectual. I want, for one, to put this Government 
upon terms of equality, at least, with the other nations of the earth, if 
we are going into the matter of building a navy, or to abandon the 
effort. I therefore would like to submit the question to the Senator 
from Maine, if he does not concur in the opinion that this Government 
ought to spend a reasonable amount of money by way of experiment. 

Mr. HALE. I am first for security, safety, defense at home. After 
that has been secured, as I have said, I may be willing to join the Sena- 
tor in favoring measures that shall build up for the United States some of 
these great heavily armored, platedships. As I said before, the bill of 
last year provides for two of them, and the Secretary of the Navy has 
gone to work upon them, and in time we shall have those two. At the 
proper time we may add to that numberand expend the money and so 
put ourselves on some equality with the other nations of the world in 
reference to our naval armament. 

But the distinctive feature of this bill is the protection and defense of 
our great cities, our coast-line, the Atlantic, the Gulf, and the Pacific; 
and the structures provided for in this bill, I may say in answer to one of 
the questions urged by the Senator from South Carolina, do not involve 
the risk of spending money for nothing, that is involved in the more 
elaborate structures that he desires. These are more simple; the laws 
and rules applicable to them are better understood. A floating battery 
armed with heavy guns and enabled by its machinery to attain a high 
rate of speed, lying low in the water, is a simple construction that may 
be made this year as well asanother year, and will cost very little money 
compared with the great ships that the Senator from South Carolina 
desires, 

Thereis another feature in this bill. I do not profess any great knowl- 
edge on this subject. Indeed, I think investigation into this subject 
tends to teach a man that he really does not know very much about 
it. There is not much knowledge that can be demonstrated init. But 
I have great faith in another feature that is in this bill for harbor de- 
fense, and that is the ram; somebody has called the ram a fort built 
on the ocean. It is simple in its construction. It is inexpensive. You 
need propulsion, ponet: and when you drive against any ship, I do not 
care what it is, of the best of the navies of the Old World, when you 
drive the prow of the ram into that ship you sink that ship. A ram is 
not exposed largely. She cannot be reached. She drives out day or 
night unnoticed, and if she strikes the hostile force she sinks it. Her 
construction is cheap. I know that certain minds of the oint that 
have turned their attention largely to this subject, some very bright 
and intelligent men who have been studying and making experiments, 
believe that for harbor defense the ram is the best that is provided for 
in this bill. Then the torpedo-boat, with all modern appliances, and 
the torpedoes and other appliances may be very destructive as worked 
from naval ships. Al of these come strictly within the domain that 
I seek to confine this bill to, and that is defense, not aggression, not 
craft that shall sail out upon the waters of the globe and offer battle 
with the navies of other powers, but for our protection at home. 

As I said once before, I am for that first, and after that for a great 
armament of armored ships. We are proceeding this year and in the 
legislation of the years past carrying out these two features. The fast 
cruisers shall ply upon the sea at swift rates, making it dangerous as a 
preventive for other nations to engage in war with us, because their com- 
merce would be our prey; and then at home, if a fleet should be brought 
here for the p of bombarding our great cities and laying them 
under contribution, that we shall have here such enginery, such naval 
structures as shall be able to meet them and beat them off and scatter 
them and make it unsafe for them here. 

Mr. BUTLER. Just there again, may I ask the Senator from Maine 
how far he supposes one of the structures provided for in this bill would 
pursue a hostile navy? 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to pursue her under this. If we drive 
the hostile navy off we have accomplished the purpose of this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. With the present high-power guns in the British 
navy, and the Italian navy, and the French navy, they could lie off the 
oy, of New York 10 or 12 miles and bombard certainly the city of Brook- 


yn. 

Mr. HALE. I expect that everything which is built under this bill 
will be able to operate in water from six, eight to ten miles within 
reach of the guns. = 


Mr. BUTLER. Experience heretofore has been that a floating bat- 
tery can not get outside the harbor. 

Mr. That depends on how it is made. It has to be made 
for this very purpose, and I put into the bill the words that the Sena- 
tor requires, “‘ heavily armored vessels,” so that the Secretary is given 
the discretion as to the kind of a naval structure he shall make. It 
may include a vessel for harbor defense. But I ask the Senate now in 
its action not to amend this bill so as to extend its scope, because if 

ou do that you must add to the appropriations. Twoshipssuch as the 
tor from South Carolina desires would exhaust every dollar that 
is provided for in the bill; one ship of the greatest, heaviest, and most 
formidable kind would almost exhaust it, and if the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina carries, he must certainly follow it by 
moving that ten or fifteen millions more be added to the amount of the 
appropriation here, and I do not desire that this amount provided for 
in this bill shall be taken up in that way. 

I have a large mass of figures, statistics, that I have had arranged 
and prepared and have studied upon this subject, showing what other 
nations have done in just this line; but I seethatitis nearly 20’clock, 
and I believe the Senate wants to pass the bill, and I refrain from tak- 
ing any more time. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I believe that I am within the 
bounds of strict historical accuracy when I say that there is no great 
war-ship belonging to any of the principal naval powers of this earth— 
England, France, Spain, or Italy—which has been constructed ten years 
that is not to-day antiquated ané practically worthless. The struggle 
has been, in the first place, to cover a ship with an armor that no pro- 
jectile could penetrate, and then to invent a gun that would throw a 
projectile which no armor could resist. And so the contest has been 
going on between guns and armor until to-day the 110-ton gun which 
is now mounted on the English ship will penetrate 35 inches of solid 
armor, and the result is that the ship must be loaded beyond the pos- 
sibility of flotation in order to offer any security whatever against ex- 
isting poema 

We have had, Mr. President, for many years this clamor for the ap- 
propriation of enormous sums for the construction of a navy for sea- 
coast defenses; but I think the students of naval science and of gun- 
nery for the last fifteen years will be satisfied that it has been the part 
of wisdom in the United States Government to allow these powers to 
try these costly and futile experiments, while we have been enabled to 
save our money and avail ourselves of the results of their experience. 

The bill before us is vague in the extreme. The second paragraph 
provides: 

For the construction of heavily armored vessels or armored floating batteries 
or rams, to be used for coast and harbor defense, $10,000,000. 

How many are to be constructed or under what plans they are to be 
constructed the bill makes no statement of. But I wish respectfully 
to submit, as we are dealing with the problem of seacoast defense at 
this time, that that problem never can be solved by the construction 
of anavy. Atthe mouth of the Gulf of Mexico four foreign powers 
have naval stations, Great Britain, France, Spain, and Denmark, and 
such is the curvature of our coast from the northernmost line of Maine 
to Galveston, on the Gulf of Mexico, that there is not a single one of 
our harbors or seaports or great commercial cities that can not be 
reached in four days from the naval station of England in the Wind- 
ward Islands. They can assemble their fleet and can reach any port 
upon our coast from Portland, around by New York, Boston, Baltimore, 
Philadelphia, and Charleston, to Galveston within four days; and there- 
fore we can not defend our seacoast by a navy unless we have one of 
sufficient magnitude at every vulnerable point strong enough to resist 
any force that can be assembled to assault it. 

So I do not agree with the theory of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
that this problem of seacoast defense is to be solved by the construc- 
tion of an extensive navy, especially in view of the fact that, with the 
new invention of dynamite shells to be thrown from mortar-like guns 
so that they will describe a peripheric curve in the atmosphere and fall 
upon the deck of any battery or ship that may be constructed, armor 
in the immediate future is to be rendered practically worthless. 

I hope, therefore, that the Senator from Maine will confine himself 
and confine the efforts of the Senate in these matters, not to the con- 
struction of these great, unwieldy, useless floating batteries that must 
be confined to harbors, and that, there, will be practically useless for 
the purposes of defense, but to what he has expressed to be his opinion, 
the construction of a swift force of naval structures that shall prey 
upon commerce, as he describes it, in case of a foreign war, and defend 
our seaports against the similar force of rams, &c., that can be brought 
against it. 

We have been appropriating money in the last few days, so far as 
the Senate is concerned, like wealthy men who care not how they give, 
millions upon millions, not for tribute, but for defense. I hope that 
we may pause in our headlong career long enough to have some definite, 
palpable, and tangible information either from the Senator from Maine, 
or from the Senator from Iowa, who is the great financial authority of 
this body, how much money there is in the Treasury, and how far this 
will affect the surplus about which there is so much agitation; and I 
shall be glad now before being called upon to vote these fifteen or 
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eighteen millions in addition to what we have already appropriated for 
fortifications and for swift cruisers, if the Senator from Iowa would 
state how long this fountain of Pactolus will afford the golden stream 
that will be necessary to meet the appropriations that we are making 


by unnumbered millions. If the Senator from Iowa has studied that 
matter, I wish he would enlighten us now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, Ihave watched, as undoubtedly the 
Senator from Kansas has, the progress of the appropriations respecting 
coast defenses and the improvement of our naval establishment and so 
on; and wehave in theSenate voted to appropriate, as the Senator from 
Kansas says, with some degree of liberality to these objects; but I think 
not in such a way as to alarm the country in any sense or so as to inti- 
mate that we are extravagant in these appropriations, 

The difficulty with these appropriations has been, as the Senator 
from Kansas knows, that for many years we have practically made no 
p either in the matter of guns, or fortifications, or a naval estab- 
lishment. Efforts have been made in prior years for that purpose, but 
they have met with severe opposition not only in-this Chamber but 
elsewhere; and I think it is a source of congratulation to the Senate 
and to the country that those who sit on the opposite side of this Cham- 
ber have at this period in our history come and associated themselves 
with us in practical unanimity with reference to the necessity of some- 
thing in the way of fortifying our coast, and in the re-establishment 
and rejuvenation of our Navy. 

I have looked at these bills with some care, and although they are 
drawn, necessarily perhaps, so that great and most extraordinary dis- 
cretion is left in the hands of the President of the United States and 
his subordinate, the Secretary of the Navy, yet I do not see how it is 
possible to throw around the President or the Secretary of the Navy 
stringent rules and requirements with reference to the expenditure of 
this money. 

These bills, as I understand them, are bills in sequence as it were. 
In the first place the Committee on Coast Defenses have brought in 
bills looking to the establishment of manufactories in our own country 
that will have the ability to manufacture the armor, and the and 
the ships that are proposed in these several bills. Why is this? It is 
impossible, as we know, either in this Chamber or the other Chamber 
to secure the of bills looking to the importation of Ships already 
built or to the importation of the large amount of material that enters 
into the construction of ships. Therefore the first appropriation in the 

te, if I am correct—and if I am incorrect the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] will correct me—in the two bills that were 
passed by this body a few days ago, provided for the expenditure ulti- 
mately of $21,000,000; butin the nature of these expenditures they can 
not be made within five years. So then that is an appropriation sub- 
stantially of about $4,000,000 per annum for the next five years looking 
to the establishment of manufactories that will be able to produce the 
steel ingots which are necessary to the production of this armor and 
these heavy guns. 

Then we have provided for two gun factories, one a naval establish- 
ment and the other an establishment for our Army, these gun factories 
to take the raw material which is supposed to be fabricated by these 
immense steel establishments and convert them into guns, tis 
my understanding. So I say to the Senator from Kansas that in my 
judgment it will not be possible in the next fiscal year under the first 
two bills, the bills reported by the Committee on Coast Defenses, to 
expend more than $4,000,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Take this bill before us now. Should it pass Con- 
gress at this session with the second clause unamended providing for 
the construction of heavily armored vessels or armored floating bat- 
teries and rams to be used for coast and harbor defense, $10,000,000, is 
not that amount specifically appropriated and withdrawn from the 
Treasury as a charge upon the existing resources? 

Mr. ALLISON, I will answer that. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam not talking about annual expenditure; that is 
another proposition. The Senator says the expenditure will necessarily 
be distributed over a number of years. My point is that this isa direct, 
specific appropriation of so much money, that is a charge upon the re- 
sources of the Treasury no matter when it is met. 

Mr. ALLISON. The money appropriated in this bill is not segre- 
gated from the vast volume that is in the Treasury, and not one dollar of 
itcan be used until a contract is made by the President of the United 
States for its expenditure. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg to say to the Senator from Iowa that the point 
made by the Senator from Kansas is met by the very amendment the 
Senator from Iowa offered to this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am coming to that. What is this appropria- 
tion? Take the first item. It is ‘‘for the construction of heavily 
armored vessels or armored floating batteries or rams.’ Although the 
words “‘heavily armored” are not included in the second designation, 
I have no doubt that that is the intent and purpose, because if we are 
to build either floating batteries or rams in order to successfully de- 
fend our harbors they must be heavily armored. Now, I venture the 
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statement that under the bill honestly administered it is not possible 
to expend one single dollar of that $10,000,000 in the next fiscal 


year. 

Why? Because we have provided in this bill that all the materials 
that go into these heavy floating batteries shall be constructed of Amer- 
ican material and be of American manufacture, and there is not a man- 
ufactory of steel in the United States to-day that can constructa steel 
plate which will be sufficient to cover these steel batteries here sug- 
gested and proposed. Therefore the bills that haye been proposed by 
the Committee on Coast Defenses must first come into play, whereby 
we shall have the immense steel plants which will enable us, in our 
own country, to fabricate the great steel ingots from which these plates 
are rolled. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I interpose a word of explanation in the same 
line? Sixteen million dollars of the $21,000,000 appropriated is to be 
given to the rough parts of steel for guns and armor as delivered; and 
the preliminary work of preparing the plant is such that it is not ex- 
pected that any considerable quantity can be delivered under a year 
and a half, so that $16,000,000 of that will not begin to go out until a 
year and a half after the of the bill, probably. 

Mr. ALLISON. So that although this appears to be an appropriation 
in the present, it is really an appropriation for the future. 

Now, why is it that it seems to be wise and necessary to make these 
appropriations at thistime? Itis because American manufacturers, as 
I understand (and I am merely repeating now what has been repeated 
often before in this Chamber and in the documents that lie upon our 
tables), will not invest the money necessary to constitute the plant which 
will enable them to produce this immense steel armor and these ingots 
for great guns, unless they shall have contracts that will extend forward 
one, two, three, four, or five years. 

So really these appropriations, although they are apparently appro- 
priations for the current fiscal year, yet are appropriations which in their 
intent and purpose are appropriations which are to extend over three, 
four, and five years. I have here now the two bills, The amount appro- 
priated in the bill which we this morning reported from the Naval 
Committee by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] appro- 

riates, as I have it, $19,800,000 in its totality. This bill appropriates 
$i 4,500,000. I believe that a fair, reasonable, prudent expenditure of 
this money will require five years of time before it shall be withdrawn 
from the Treasury, and it was for that reason that I offered the amend- 
ment I did offer. i 

I offered the amendment providing that this money should be avail- 
able fora period of five years. If that amendment had not been adopted, 
under the existing state of the law every dollar of this money would 
be covered into the Tréasury at the end of two years from the date of 
this appropriation. It will be an average expenditure of only $7,000,- 
000, in round numbers, and then add the average expenditure of four 
or five million dollars under the bills proposed by the Coast Defenses 
Committee, and you have an annual diture under all these ap- 
poeu of only $12,000,000, having a double purpose of re-estab- 

ishing our navy upon the ocean if that shall be the effect, and also con- 
tributing somewhat to our coast defense, whereby the great cities of our 
country will, in some measure at least, feel themselves more securely 
protected. 

I do not believe, in further answer to the Senator from Kansas, that 
under these bills, taking them one and all, there will be expended to 
exceed $10,000,000 in the next fiscal year. 

It might as well be said that we were making extravagant appropri- 
ations if the Committee on Appropriations were to come in here with 
a sundry civil bill covering five years of time and $100,000,000 of 
money. Why, gentlemen would say, how extravagant the Senate has 
become; here is a sundry civil bill that used to embrace $20,000,000, 
but this year we find it embracing $100,000,000, and therefore the 
Senate is trying to get rid of the surplus! No such motive, as I un- 
derstand, is covered in this bill. It is for the purpose of making ex- 
penditures which both sides of the Chamber believe are necessary for 
the protection of our commerce on the ocean and for the defense of our 
harbors. Whatever portion of these appropriations is not expended, 
will not, in my judgment, materially affect the question of the surplus, 
so-called, which is now in the Treasury. 

I will say to the Senator from Kansas, as I said the other day, that 
on the first day of July of this year we shall have paid every dollar of 
debt that we can pay. We shall still have in the Treasury, with all 
these expenditures made during the next fiscal year, from $50,000,000 
to $60,000,000 more money than we can use unless we buy up the un- 
matured bonds of the United States. 

So then, as far as these bills have gone, in my judgment they do not 
materially affect the question of what shall be done in the future with 
the surplus in the Treasury, and the Senator from Kansas will bear in 
mind that each day and each year that we progress there will be pour- 
ing into the Treasury money from which these expenditures will be 
made, because this is not only a constantly recurring expenditure, but 
we have a constantly recurring income at the rate of $1,000,000 per day, 
so that this bill of itself would only take fifteen days of the income of 
the United States upon the present basis of income. 
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Then, Mr. President, whilst I think these bills might more carefully 
scrutinize the expenditure of the money, yet in their very nature we 
are obliged to impose upon the President a very large discretion in this 
expenditure, to trust to the officers of the Navy, to those who have 
given their lives to the study of this question, its expenditure in an 
honest and fair way. 

I think—and I will say it now, because I may not have an opper- 
tunity again—one of the difficulties in our pathway is that these naval 
officers and the Department of the Navy constantly insist that they 
shall make the plans for our vessels. My opinion is that we should 
secure better vessels if we put the responsibility of making plans both 
for hulls and engines upon the constructors of the vessels, and say to 
them, ‘You produce us a vessel that will go 19 or 20 knots an hour 
with a certain amount of power and a certain space for armament, and 
then we will pay you the contract price.” But we seem to have pro- 
ceeded upon another plan and scheme in these bills, and I am not suf- 
ficiently familiar with our duty in that respect to propose amendments 
to them. 

So, Mr. President, I think with reference to these appropriations thus 
far they do not materially affect the question of what is known as the 

lus in the Treasury. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate more 
than a few minutes, and simply to say a few words not in reply to 
what has fallen from the Senator from Iowa, but in confirmation of 
what he has stated. 

Whilst I vote for this bill and other bills locking to the establishment 
of a navy for the United States Government, the question of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury is not one of the elements in the consideration at 
all. It is perhaps fortunate that we have plenty of money; but I do 
not hesitate to say if it is established—and nobody seems to doubt that 
that fact is established—that we are in need of a better navy, I should 
vote for that appropriation if there was not a dollar of surplus in the 
Treasury. If every single dollar provided for in these various bills 
were necessary to be raised by taxation, I should vote for them. Ido 
not know in any part of this country anywhere, North, South, East, 
or West, where there is a question about our requiring a better navy. 

Two or three years ago when I had the honor to serve on a commit- 
tee with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] he well remem- 
bers the absence of information not only in Congress but all over the 
United States as to the capacity of this country to produce steel. My 
friend remembers perfectly well that was the condition of things; and it 
was only after a very searching and thorough investigation on the part 
of that committee that we arrived at the fact that this country was 
quite competent and capable of producing as fine steel as can be pro- 
duced in the world. I think one of the results of that inquiry estab- 
lished that fact. 

Now, sir, as that Senator said so pointedly and truthfully the other 
day, it will be impossible for this Government to itself in a con- 
dition of defense unless the Congress of the United States places at the 
disposal of the Executive Department money enough to justify men in 
this country in preparing the plant for the manufacture of steel. No 
sensible business man is going to put up a large ex ive plant unless 
he can see far enough ahead of him in regard to his financial arrange- 
ments as to justify such an expenditure. Therefore, I think that it 
is of the very greatest possible consequence, whether we have a surplus 
in the Treasury or not, that this money should be appropriated in order 
to enable this country to put itself in a condition of defense against all 
the world. As to the amount of money to be expended, that is another 
question. My own opinion is that these appropriations are not too 
large. The money is not to be taken ont of the Treasury in one year, 
or in two years, or perhaps in five years; but Congress in appropriat- 
ing these large sums, if it should do so, advertises to the world that the 
Government of the United States is going forward in a careful, pains- 
taking, business-like way to prepare for the construction of a respect- 
able navy. I therefore repeat that the question of the surplus in the 
‘Treasury was not an element in my mind in the consideration of these 
bills; and I say that if there was not a dollar of surplus I should vote 
for them when it is established, as I have no doubt it is, that we re- 
quire these ships. So it is not a matter of great consequence to me 
whether there is a surplus in the Treasury or not. If we need the 
money this Congress ought to appropriate it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not propose at this time to enter 
at length into the discussion of the subject of coast defenses, although 
this bill provides in part for a system of defense recommended by the 
board on fortifications and other defenses; and a general discussion of 
the subject wonld be pertinent, but I feel that after the remarks which 
have been made by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
something ought to be said in regard to the urgency and importance of 
defending our coasts. 

I think the Senator is mistaken in his views as to the necessity and 
urgency of fortifications and in regard to the necessity of suitable 
foundations to receive the guns when they are made. It ought not to 
be necessary at this late day when the question of the importance of 
fortifying our coast has been urged upon the attention of Congress from 
year to year by the Secretaries of War in their annual reports, has 


been thoroughly examined and reported upon by committees of both 

Houses of Congress, has been examined and reported upon by boards 

which have been created by acts of Congress—— 

Phat BUTLER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him just 
ere? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator from Oregon understand me as be- 
ing opposed to fortifying our sea-coast? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will say to the Senator that I understood him to 
state in substance that he thought it was unnecessary to make these 
large appropriations for fortifications on our sea-coast; that we could 
improvise, in case of war, sufficient foundation for large guns if we had 
them. That I think is probably a correct statement. 

Mr. BUTLER, That was my proposition. 

Mr. DOLPH. It would seem to be unnecessary after all the exami- 
nations and reports we have had on this subject, after the recommen- 
dations we have had from our committees, and from those in authority, 
and when almost the entire press of the country is urging upon our 
attention the importance of defending our coast, for me to urge its im- 
portance upon the Senate of the United States. 

All our commercial cities upon both sea-coasts, the Atlantic and 
Pacific, upon the great lakes, and upon Puget Sound, uré to-day ex- 
posed to destruction or equally ruinous tribute in case of a foreign 
war. We have not asingle seaboard town upon either coast but what 
could be captured by a gunboat of a third-rate power. We have nota 
single fortified port upon either coast into which our shipping engaged 
in coastwise and foreign commerce could repair for safety in case or 
war. The board on fortifications and other defenses enumerated twenty- 
seven seaboard cities at which, in their opinion, defenses were most 
urgently needed, and they did not include in that enumeration a large 
number upon both coasts and not a single city upon the great lakes or 
upon Puget Sound. 

Mr. Tilden, in his memorable letter to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives concerning sea-coast defenses, estimated that twelve 
seaport cities upon the Atlantic and Pacific coasts contained a pop- 
ulation of 5,000,000 souls and destructible property of the value of 
$5,000,000,000, and in a recent article by Captain Greene on our sea- 
coast defenses, in Scribner’s Monthly for January, he estimates that fif- 
teen of our cities contain destructible property of the assessed value of 
$4,000,000, 000. 

Now, for the protection of all this vast amount of property, as has 
been stated here we have not a single war ship, we have not a single 
fort that is ofany value as a defense, we have not a single gun for our 
fortifications. All the great powers of Europeare fortifying their coasts 
and by forts and turrets protected by the most approved armor, and 
are creating navies of modern war ships armed with the most power- 
so bare that have yet been made. 

r. BUTLER. Right there may I ask the Senator another ques- 
tion? If we had those forts and not a single gun in position would 
the Government of the United States-—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I will get through ina few moments. I promise not 
to enter into a lengthy discussion. I will come to that directly. 

Mr. BUTLER, I have no objection to the Senator proceeding as 
Jong as he pleases, but if it is disagreeable to interrupt him I will not 

o 


80. 

Mr. DOLPH. Wait and see if I do not come to the point suggested. 
A war cloud hangs constantly over Europe, and every now and then 
we have complications with foreign countries that remind us that we 
can not always hope that the peace we have so long enjoyed will con- 
tinue forever. Great Britain to-day possesses a fleet of gunboats which 
Ihave seen estimated somewhere at one hundred and eleven that upon 
a few hours’ warning could be sent up the river Saint Lawrence and 
by the canal around the Saint Lawrence Rapids and by the Welland Ca- 
nal to the great lakes to destroy our great cities and our extensive com- 
merce there. 

As has been said, Great Britain from her fortified harbors and naval 
stations at Halifax and Bermuda could in a few hours send her great 
war ships, armed with forged steel breech-loading rifles, throwing pro- 
jectiles weighing a ton or more a distance of ten miles and upward, to 
destroy the principal cities along our Atlantic seacoast; and at Vic- 
toria on Vancouver Island she keeps constantly from one to three war 
ships convenient to the commercial cities along the Sound and upon the 
Columbia River, and within forty-eight hours to the wealthy and pop- 
ulous city of San Francisco, She has recently ordered, as has been 
stated in the public press of this country, twenty Armstrong 80-ton 
guns for her fortifications at Vancouver Island, to frown on our defense- 
less coast just across the straits of Juan de Fuca, and she has notified 
the Canadian Pacific Railroad Company to be ready to transport them 
with other war material across the continent in April next. 

Even Chili possesses a war vessel that could anchor outside the Golden 
Gate at San Francisco and destroy the city, or, ignoring what we call 
forts there, our structures of brick and mortar and sand, armed with 
antiquated smooth bore cast-iron guns, insufficiently mounted and out 
of repair, steam unharmed up to the wharves of the city and under 
penalty of destruction lay the city under tribute, to be paid out of the 
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private funds in her banks or out of the public funds in the subtreasury 
there. I clipped, a few days ago,—— 


Mr. MAXEY. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon in connection 
with his argument respecting the condition of our seaboard 
that the cotton, the grain, all the products of the interior which are 
found in the great cities of New York and so on, are in warehouses 
near the wharves, and therefore in the most ex, condition to an 
attack by a naval vessel of any other portion of these seaports, and the 
destruction of them would be the destruction of a vast amount of 
property owned by people far in the interior and removed from the 
seaboard. 


Mr. DOLPH. I called attention to that matter in some remarks I 
made on the fortification bill when it was under discussion at the last 
session. The accumulations of all our manufacturing and agricultural 
products are in the seaports and subject to capture and destruction, 
and the capture or destruction of one of these seaports would derange 
all our internal commerce. 

But to return to San Francisco. I clipped from a San Francisco paper 
a few days since an imaginary description of an attack on San Fran- 
cisco by two of the armored vessels of Great Britain. I ask that it be 
read. It will be interesting at this time as something that is quite 
possible if not probable. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Lieutenant Greble, of the artillery, Mayon an attack on San Francisco by two 
British ironclads, the Benbow and the Collingwood. The Benbow has two 16- 
inch 110-ton breech-loading rifles and ten 6-inch breech-loaders in broadside. 
The Collingwood has four 12-inch breech-loaders and six 6-inch breech-loading 
rifles in broadside. Both commanda range of some eight to nine miles. The 
*ommanding officer demands the surrender of the city. The demand is refused. 
Twenty-four hours are allowed for the departure of the women and the chil- 
dren; then the two angs take upa position inside the bar, south of Point Lobos, 
within seven miles of the city hall, “Suddenly a roar is heard,followed by an- 

er and another; soon the screech of the shells is followed by the crash of 
falling buildings; fire breaks out in a hundred different places; the fire depart- 
ment is helpless; the socialist and anarchist revel in the wholesale destruction, 
and strip and burn the buildings which the shells have spared; the whole city 
is or. fire; men are looking ont to save themselves, leaving their agen to 
the mercy of Providence. San Francisco, the pride of the Golden is de- 
stroyed, and the enemy has a foothold on American soil which it will cost many 
lives to recover. A city with 233,000 inhabitants, $245,000,000 of perty, 800 
steamers or sailing vessels in its harbor, and vast interests of kinds is 
dead, or so stricken that it will take years and years to nurse it back to its pres- 
ent prosperity. i 


Mr. DOLPH. DoSenatorslikethepicture? As I have said, the real- 
ization is possible, and I might say I think truly probable. What is 
true of San Francisco is true of every commercial city along our entire 
sea-coasts and upon the great lakes. 

Thetruth is that to-day the United States is under heavy bonds to keep 
the peace with all the world. ‘The defenseless condition of ourcoastsand 
our unprotected commerce guarantees that in our intercourse with other 
nations we will observe the rules of courtesy and international law; nay, 
more, they place us at a humiliating disadvantage in any such contro- 
versy. In any such controversy we must be constantly. reminded that 
discretion is the better part of valor. I say this without underrating 
our power and our resources and the courage and the patriotism of our 
people. 

It has been said, and I repeat it, that with our great resources and 
our means of internal commerce and the patriotism and the courage 
of our people we could hurl the combined armies of the world from our 
shores; but in the mean time, in a contest with agreat naval power, our 
great commercial cities would be exposed to destruction, our commerce 
would be swept from the face of the seas, our internal commerce would 
be deranged, and every industry of the country would be paralyzed. 
Such a condition of affairs is not creditable to the American Congress. 
To allow it longer to continue is criminal. 

I do not understand that there is anything in our relations with for- 
eign countries at this time to make the question of coast defenses more 
urgent than it has been heretofore. It has for years been urged upon 
our attention. I do not fear a rupture with Great Britain. If the 
friendship of the two nations is not sufficient to prevent war and com- 
pel a resort to arbitration in case of national differences, if war or peace 
with Great Britain depends as it does with other nations upon motives 
of self-interest, still there is no danger of war with Great Britain. She 
is under as heavy bonds to keep the peace with us as we are with her, 
and while we might not be able to meet her ina naval conflict upon 
the great seas with her great iron ships, as was intimated by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], we would soon be able to 
provide vessels of speed and power enough to sweep her commerce from 
the seas; and we could, with but a few hours’ warning, occupy her pos- 
sessions upon this continent with an invincible army. We would come 
out of the struggle able to make her pay for the cost of the war and for 
the damages she had done; we would come out with the vigor of youth 
in a condition to rapidly recuperate from our losses, while she would 
come out of the conflict with great loss to her commerce and the loss 
of her possessions upon the American continent. 

We have provided, so faras the Senate could do it, for securing metal 
for the construction of guns and for their manufacture. One of the 
bills for that purpose reported from the Committee on Coast Defenses 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] as it passed the Sen- 


ate, contained an 


ropriation for the purpose of providing founda- 
tions. I will read that isi 


provision. It is as follows: 


Sec. 4. That for the p of construction of fortifications and other works 
of coast defense, in acco) ce with the recommendations of the board on for- 
tifications and other defenses, appointed by the President of the United States 
under the provisions of the act of Con; approved March 3, 1885, $5,000,000, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, is hereby appro- 


This sum might be used, should the bill pass the House, for the float- 
ing batteries and for torpedo boats, the construction of which is au- 
thorized by this bill. It might be used, and probably would be used, 
by the Secretary of War for foundations for guns when they are made. 

I should like to say to the Senator from South Carolina, were he in 
his seat, that in the opinion of experts it will take quite as long to 
provide the foundations for the batteries of great guns necessary for the 
defense of our coasts at it will to provide the steel for their manufacture 
and tomanfacture them. The idea that batteries of guns weighing one 
hundred tons and over can be placed upon a sand-heap or in a sand-pit 
and there operated is not warranted by the investigations which we 
have made and the recommendations which we have had. The em- 
placements for guns and other structures for forts must be of solid ma- 
sonry, able to withstand the great strain and weight of the guns. At 
the mouth of the Mississippi River we must adopt floating batteries for 
defense, because suitable foundations can not there be obtained on ac- 
count of the sandy condition of the soil. So at San Francisco Bay we 
must have for a complete defense floating batteries to go out and meet 
the enemy at sea, for, as I have said before, the city of San Francisco 
may be shelled from the sea. 

This bill proposes an appropriation for the construction of floating bat- 
teries. By floating batteries is not meant great ships of warsuitable for 
sea-service, but vessels of less draught and less speed and less capacity 
for storage, more heavily armed and carrying heavier batteries than any 
ships of war of other nations that can be sent against them. The ob- _ 
ject of having them of light draughtis so that when pursued by asuperior 
force they may get nearer to the shore than the enemy can safely go and 
escape destruction, The object in providing for them heavier arms and 
heavier batteries than any ships likely to be sent against them is obvi- 
ous; it is that they may be able to successfully meet any and all enemies. 
They ought to be confined to the ports for the protection of which they 
are designed. Two batteries of thischaracter are recommended for the 
Err E and three for San Francisco Harbor. 

As has well said by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS], it 
is impracticable to defend our coasts by great war-ships alone. The 
board on fortifications and other defenses that twenty-seven 
ports urgently needed to be defended at the present time. Suppose 
Great Britain should send ten or fifteen of her great war ships to at- 
tack our coasts, and we had ten war vessels able to cope with them. 
Suppose those ten vessels were stationed at the port of New York. 
How would we know that the attack was to be made on New York? 
Suppose the attack was made on Baltimore, or Charleston, or Portland, 
Me. It can be seen at once that it would be impracticable to defend 
against an attack at an unex point by so small a number of 
ships. In order to effectually defend our coast by a navy alone we 
must have a fleet for every principal port upon both coasts equal to 
any] probable fleet of the enemy that could be sent to attack any one 
of them. 

For one, I am not in favor of entering upon the work of the con- 
struction of grat armored ships until we have provided fortifications 
and other defenses for the protection of our coasts. I would rather see 
the mony expended for this purpose and in providing cruisers of great 
speed, ciently armed, to prey upon the commerce of our enemies in 
case of war—commerce-destroyers, if you choose to call them such. 

Mr. President, I do not care to extend my remarks. I think the im- 
portance of the coast defenses was underrated by the Senator from South 
Carolina. We have already, so far as the Senate may do it, taken steps 
to secure guns. We have already, so far as the Senate can do it, taken 
steps for an appropriation to secure the foundations. ‘This bill is sim- 
ply a supplement to the bills which passed the Senate after having been 
reported from the Committee on Coast Defenses, and I hope it will be 

without the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina. 

I should like to submit a letter from the Chief of Engineers, which 
was sent to me by the Secretary of War with his indorsement ata time 
when I had offered an amendment for an appropriation of $10,000,000 
to the fortification appropriation bill of last session, showing his rec- 
ommendation for the expenditure of that appropriation if made, I 
submit it without reading as part of my remarks, and ask that it be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair), The Chair 
hears no objection, and the letter will be printed in the RECORD. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

OFFICE oF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES Army, 
Washington, D. 0., May 22, 1886, 
Sm: I have the honor to state the objects to which the sum mentioned in Sen- 
ator DoLPx’s proposed amendment to the House bill for fortifications should, in 
my opinion, be devoted; and beg leave to suggest that a copy of this communi- 


be sent to Senator DOLPH, 
Assuming that the armor for the defenses will be provided in another bill, 
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which has been reported in the Senate, I think that the whole of the ary oa 
ignated to be appropriated in the amendment to the fortification bill should 

pa devoted to masonry and earthworks to receive the armor and guns, as fol- 
ows: 


WOR THQ. 5 ORR EE BANOE E A E E O A ERN $3, 300, 000 
For San Francisco.. in 3,000, 000 
For Boston... 0-00 1, 200, 000 
For the lake ports. 900, 000 
For Hampton Roads. 900, 


For New Orleans... 


The appropriation should not be limited to the end of the fiscal year June 30, 
1887, but should endure until expended, because it will require time to make 
ions for these constructions, 


JOHN NEWTON 


Hon, WILLA» ©. ENDICOTT, Chief of Engineers. 
Secretary 


of War, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] 
Yas drawn a very lurid and deplorable picture of the condition of our 
ships and of the lamentable condition of our Navy; but the question 
before the American people to-day, in view of all these declarations 
and all the excoriations administered to Congress from time to time by 
the public press, is, whose fault is it that this condition of affairs is 
ow upon us? It is customary in the public press to deplore the inef- 
ficiency of Congress and to deprecate the fact that Congress is not will- 
ing, with an overflowing Treasury, to appropriate money for the pur- 
pose of defending our seaboard and building ships suitable to cope with 
those of foreign nations in a naval war. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] has congratulated the coun- 
try that we have economized in the way of large guns and armored 
vessels until other nations have blazed the pathway and have invented 
engines of war and floating armaments of which we can now take ad- 
vantage by reason of their prowess. It may be thrashing old straw, 
but I want to remind the Senate and the country to-day that there is 
not in the history of the civilized world a page of maladministration 
equal to that of the Navy Department of the United States since 1865. 
It is not the fault of Congress that our shores to-day are defenseless 
and that we have no ships upon the ocean. It is not the fault of Con- 
gress that Admiral Porter of the United States Navy, our highest naval 
authority, says that we have to-day but one single war vessel that can 
go to sea safely, and that isthe Dolphin. It is not the fault of Con- 
gress that to-day our seaboard cities could be powdered to ashes by the 
armored vessels of foreign nations, even those of Chili and of Italy. 

So far from having been economical in naval expenditures, we have 
expended since 1865, after the close of the war up to the last year, 
$419,512,058.17 for naval pu I have here a tabular statement 
from the Navy Department, year by year, of this enormous expendi- 
ture. It is as follows: 


; 


7 
Year, | ` 5 Amount, 


$43, 235, 662 00 $14, 958, 035 61 
31,074, 965 90 17, 664, 958 25 
26, 270, 426 39 14, 827) 854 14 
19, 862, 613 29 13,536, 521 23 
22, 206,591 64 15, 686, 671 66 
19, 867,529 36 15, 024, 316 33 
21,729, 924 53 15,291,169 33 
23; 730, 815 89 17, 293, 167 47 
30, 859, 347 46 16,021, 461 52 
21, 400, 055 43 aera 
18, 919, 970 69 419,512,058 17 


I know that the stereotyped reply will be made in answer to these 
statistics, “Oh, yes; we were compelled to keep up a navy of officers 
and men,” the fact being that we have had here upon the streets of 
Washington, year after year for twenty years, naval lamp-posts, com- 
manders and captains and lieutenants, without a ship and without a 
suilor and without a gun, this enormous naval establishment of men and 
officers with no navy and withno place for them to go, many of whom 
never saw salt water, except at a watering place, for years at a time. 

If a British minister were compelled to stand with his budget in the 
Parliament of Great Britain and make such an exhibit as the Navy De- 
parsons of the United States has made from 1865 to 1885 he would 

pursued out of his place by the execrations of the whole English 
people. I repeat there is not a more shameful page of maladministra- 
tion in the history of the civilized world. Here is a letter from the 
present Secretary of the Navy, dated May 25, 1886, which is without a 
in the history of the administration ofany Department of this 
or any other civilized government: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 25, 1886. 


Sr: Replying to your telegram of this date I have to say that there were three 
hundred and twenty vessels of all classes on the Navy list in January, 1866, in- 
cluding those being built, laid up at the several stations, and those in commis- 
sion for service. During the previous year (1865) three hundred and forty-nine 
vessels were disposed of by sale,and twenty-six lost or transferred from the 
Navy to owners or to other branches of the Government, 


There are at ton the list e -seven vessels of all classes, including 
those being built laid up, and those pagent Py for service, and of these only 
anenaye are considered serviceable. 
ae 4 W. ©. WHITNEY, Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon, A. M. Dockery, 
+ House of Representatives, 


Out of eighty-seven upon the roster of the Navy Department there 
are thirty-seven only that could go to sea at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does that include everything? 

Mr. VEST. It includes everything. The whole naval force of the 
Government to-day, out of eighty-seven vessels on the roster, is thirty- 
seven fit for duty. To recapitulate, in 1866 the Navy consisted of 
three hundred and twenty vessels. Notwithstanding a total expendi- 
ture of $419,512,058.17, of which $90,000,000 was expended for the 
construction and repair of vessels, there ure to-day out of eighty-seven 
vessels only thirty-seven that are fit for service on the ocean. I say 
that exhibit is without any parallel in the history of maladministra- ~ 
tion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Senator figures showing the expenditures 
on account of the Navy from the inauguration of the Government 
down to the close of the war? 

Mr. VEST. No; I have only the annual expenditure from 1866 to 

1885. 
Mr. GEORGE. I desire to say, if the Senator will allow me, that some 
two or three years ago, when these matters were under discussion, the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK], not now in his seat, made a state- 
ment of this sort, which, so far as I remember, was unchallenged, that 
since the war a larger sum had been spent for naval purposes in the 
United States than had been spent from the inauguration of George 
Washington down to the end of the war, or the beginning of the war, 
I have forgotten which. 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt that isthe case. Ihave not theslight- 
est doubt of it, because $420,000,000, without going into the figures, I 
have no sort of question would exceed the wholeamount expended from 
the beginning of Washington’s administration to the commencement of 
the war. Four hundred and twenty million dollars have been spent, 
and to-day we have but one single vessel that could last a half hour upon 
the ocean in a naval conflict with the most inferior naval power of the 
world, and out of eighty-seven vessels upon the naval roster there are 
fifty of them that can not go to sea at all. 

I said some two years ago, I believe, upon this floor, in a debate with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who has charge of this bill, that 
if he would then bring in a bill to appropriate $50,000,000 for our sea- 
board defenses and for five armor-clad vessels to defend our ports, I 
would vote for it. Yet, after all these intervening months, when this 
lamentable condition of affairs has existed for twenty years, on Febru- 
ary 12 last, these two bills are reported from the Naval Committee and 
brought before the Senate. Ido not attribute any sinister design to 
the committee, but why is it that almost at the close of the session we 
are now confronted with an expenditure for fortifications and a Navy 
of $71,000,000, originating in the Senate, and these bills are to be 
thrust upon the House of Representatives in the very last throes and 
agonies of an expiring session. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, informs us that even with these expenditures 
there will be $50,000,000 or $60,000,000 of surplus in the Treasury in 
the next year, which we can only apply to the purchase of bonds at an 
enormous premium. Thatis just exactly what the people of the United 
States complain of to-day; it is that we are now making hot haste to 
spend in every conceivable form the surplus in the Treasury and not tak- 
ing one dollar of taxation off the people of the United States. It would 
seem to a man not suspicious that there is a deliberate attempt here to 
spend in every sort of fashion in these last days of the session millions 
upon millions of dollars in order that we afterwards may be confronted 
with a proposition that there is no necessity for reducing taxes. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] alluded to the hot haste 
with which we were now expending millions of dollars upon every 
conceivable scheme and project. With the spirit of expenditure now 
abroad in this Chamber we would put an Aladdin’s lamp in the hands 
of a receiverif this session could last two weeks longer. 

The Senator from Iowa says that this money is not to be expended 
in a single year. No; it is like the $77,000,000 to be expended under 
the Blair bill. The money is appropriated to be paid out of the Treas- 
ury in annual installments. What business man would enter into 
obligations to expend $10,000 or $20,000 in the next two or three years, 
and not calculate that amount of expenditure in his business and make 
provision for it? When we appropriate this $71,000,000 to be expended 
in futuro, as we appropriated $77,000,000 under the Blair bill, what is 
the effect and result of it? It is that we must prepare our finances to 
meet these expenditures hereafter, and those appropriations must enter 
into the financial exhibits and calculations of the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But, Mr. President, if my friend will pardon 
me—— 


1887. 


oe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield? 
~ Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is this difference to be suggested, that, dif- 
fering from a personal obligation of a man who enters into contracts, 
Xc., which he can not recede from without the consent of the other 
side, all these appropriations are of course subject to be stopped by 
Congress whenever the public exigency requires it, 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; but we understand, those of us who have been 
here even an inconsiderable time, that whenever such an act of appro- 
priation is once passed through Congress we then invariably, when we 
attempt to curtail the expenditure, are met with the cry, ‘‘Oh, you 
pledged the public credit, and these States or these recipients of the 
bounty of the Government have anticipated it and made arrangements 
to receive it.” We ought not as wise statesman, we ought not as 
trustees for the people, to incur these liabilities with the idea that here- 
after Congress may be called upon to go back upon its own action, to re- 
pealitsown laws. We should look this thing in the face now, squarely 
and emphatically. If we propose now, in the last days of the session, 
to incur liabilities to the extent of $71,000,000, all I ask is that we 
may know more in regard to the details of that expenditure, that we 
may ascertain exactly how this money is to be expended. Although 
Iam a member of the Democratic party, no provision in this or any 
other bill that gives unlimited discretion to the President or the head 
of adepartment will induce me at this time to enter upon the expendi- 
ture of this amount of money for any purpose whatever. 

These bills ought to have been brought here before. The country 
has been in this deplorable condition for twenty years; and yet the 
party which had control of the Government for the largest portion of 
that time, nearly all the time control of both branches of Congress and 
the Executive, have allowed this condition of things to go on with an 
expenditure of $420,000,000, and now, knowing that the other branch 
of Congress is in possession of the Democratic party, they come here 
with this appropriation to be thrust upon the other House, and if it be 
there rejected, then to say to the country, ‘‘Weattempted to provide a 
ayy, but we were prevented by the House of Representatives from 

oing so. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri has made 
this same speech about the extravagance of the Navy Department in 
years past, every year since I have been a member of the body. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; and I intend to make it. 

Mr. HALE. And I have endeavored to answer it, to my best power 
and p . Ishall not go much into that now. 

The Senator says that the Republican ziot is responsible because 
the Navy has not been rebuilt, and that it has been in power and ought 
to have done it. Of those twenty years the Republican party has only 
had the power for eight years. During all the rest of the time, under 
Republican administrations, under advice and suggestions from Repub- 
lican Secretaries of the Navy, under special messages sent in by the 
Presidents of the United States, the Republicans of the Senate and the 
Republicans of the House have endeavored to rebuild the American 
Navy. Measure after measure has been reported here setting this pro- 
ject afloat, trying to build new ships under the rules of construction 
of modern ingenuity and modern device, and ever and always the 
Senators upon that side of the Chamber, with hardly an exception, and 
the overwhelming force of the Democratic House of Representatives at 
the other end of the Capitol, have thrown themselves crosswise and 
athwart that enterprise and have prevented it. The spectacle is wit- 
nessed to-day that notwithstanding the Republican party has lost con- 
trol of the administration of the Government, yet, for patriotic p 
and for the national security and defense, it is in favor of voting liber- 
ally, and perhaps lavishly, sums of money for this purpose, lodging the 

wer in a Democratic administration, giving it to a Democratic Pres- 
ident and a Democratic Secretary of the Navy, in opposition to the at- 
titude of the Senator and his party in the years past; and the criticism 
now comes up that it is not guarded enough, and we are taunted be- 
cause this has come in too late when we are proffering to the Demo- 
cratic administration large sams of money, millions upon millions, to 
protect the country and secure its safety and prosperity. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, do I understand him to 
say that from 1865 to 1885 his party only controlled the Government 
for eight years ? 

Mr. HALE. It only controlled the entire power of the Government 
for eight years of that time. 

Mr. VEST, With the exception of two years the Senate has been 
all that time under the control of the Republican party, and never in 
that time has there been ‘a day when the Senator from Maine could not 
have introduced this identical bill at any period of the session. 

Mr. HALE, During all this time, excepting the years I have stated, 
appropriations originated in the House of Representatives, and upon 
every bill that has been brought from the House of Representatives re- 
lating to the naval establishment the Senate has put on propositions to 
secure the defense and safety of the country by additional appropria- 
tions for building up the naval establishment and providing for the for- 
tifications of the country. Last year, upon the subject of fortifications, 
the Senate passed a bill, which it has passed again this year, providing 
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for a plant that should be able to create forgings and armored plate, 
and the House of Representatives entombed it. They never even gave 
it decent consideration; and the bill to-day is in conflict before a con- 
ference committee of the two Houses. There never has been a time, 
excepting the years I have excepted, when the Republican party was 
able to pass any of these projects. Now, as I have said, it comes for- 
ward with the power in the hands of gentlemen upon the other side, 
and it is criticised. 

I wish to say one word more. Iam not going to take up time, for I 
wish to get the bill through if I can before 3 o’clock. This old story 
about the extravagance of the Navy Department in years past has been 
gone over again and again. The $420,000,000 which the Senator says 
have been expended in twenty years have gone to maintain the naval 
establishment. Out of that not more than $60,000,000 have been ap- 
propriated for repairs and construction. It is a smaller sum than any 
other nation which begins to approach this in magnitude has spent in 
these years past. The Senatormightas well arraign us for extravagance 
in expending during those years $500,000,000 for the Army when we 
have not to-day so big an armyas we had twenty years ago. He might 
as well arraign a man for expending money in extravagance when using 
it in household expenses. You can not maintain a government, you 
can not keep up the personnel, you can not keep up the yards and docks, 
you can not keep up all the bureaus of the Department, without ex- 

nding every year from $10,000,000 or $15,000,000 to $20,000,000 or 

,000,000, and that should not be charged to the naval establishment 
so far as its ships go, any more than it should be charged to the Army. 
That is the answer to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? It is well enough to be 
accurate to a slight extent as we go on. 

Mr. HALE, I thought so when the Senator was talking. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave before me now a statement from theSecretary of 
the Navy in which hestates that over $90,000,000 have been expended for 
the repair and construction of vessels during the twenty years from 1865 
to 1885. I recollect very well that the Senator from Maine made the 
statement in debate before in regard to this very subject, some two ses- 
sions ago, that only about one-twentieth part of this expenditure had 
been for ships and repairs; but, the truth is, not more than one-fifth has 
been ed upon ships and repairs, as shown by the report of the 
Navy Department. 

Mr. HALE. Taking the Senator’s figures, how much does it amount 
to per year? Less than $4,000,000 a year upon old wooden ships, de- 
cayed, going to pieces, which had to be rebuilt—which had to be kept 
afloat. The Democratic House would not let us build new ships, and 
we did not want the American flag to go off the seas, we did not want 
the waters of the globe to be unvexed by an American naval ship, and 
we had to what we had and rebuild what we had and put the 
money into these old hulks. It is a masterpiece of good management 
that so many of these ships have been kept afloat as they have been 
re years past, instead of mismanagement. I shall not take any more 

me, 

Mr. HAWLEY. One or two statements haye been made in the 
course of the debate that are somewhat calculated to mislead perhaps. 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], for example, remarked that 
of the vessels in Europe constructed ten years and more than ten years 
ago all were antiquated and of no possible use now. That is a great 
mistake. There is no fighting ship of any grade that is absolutely 
worthless, and certainly all the leading navies of Europe have many 
ships built six, eight, ten, fifteen, or even twenty years ago which are 
exceedingly powerful, and will altogether overpass anything we can 
offer against them, either in the way of ship or coast defenses. 

I wish to correct a misapprehension under which some gentlemen 
labor; it is this, that those who insist that there must be an extensive 
manufacture of powerful steel guns of the best modern description think 
our old cast-iron guns are useless and are to be thrown away; that we 
depreciate their value. Not at all, sir. They were good in their day; 
they are good of their kind now; they are valuable for harbors of shal- 
low draught. So the old-fashioned 10-inch Columbiads will be a very 
powerful gun still against one of the lighter unarmored vessels. Many 
of our harbors can be defended with old converted rifles and old smooth- 
bores. But those are not the places where an enemy would care to come. 
What are we to do in from 18 to 30 feet of water against the powerful 
ironclads and the magnificent modern rifies? It is against those we 
are to defend, and we are not seeking in these bills to defend against 
them on the o sea in the waters of the Atlantic, or to contest there 
on the sea with them, but to defend the points at which they will aim, 
and that is to be done to the very best advantage by heavy floating bat- 
teries and by the rams from which I think the Senator from Maine does 
not expect too much. I believe they would be among the most formid- 
able vessels—highly armored, some of them well plated in front, and 
without a single gun, or torpedo, or Gatling gun even for defense, noth- 
ing but boats moving at the rate of 12 or 15 miles an hour, and weigh- 
ing, if you please, not more than 1,000 tons each, if built of steel. 

Let me correct another misapprehension. The Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] said that in six months or three months or in 
one month, with no strong defenses anywhere at the entrance of the 
harbors, innumerable ready hands would pile up sand and drift. The 
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modern rifle will go through from 30 to70 feet of sand. He oy ibe 
we have not the guns to defend them. That is true, but the bill 
we have passed here is one that will start the work; it will make a be- 
ginning in the work of manufacturing the best modern guns of all de- 
scriptions. ; 

The casual expression was used here, and has been used often in the 
newspapers, that some of the modern vessels with magnificent rifles 
and long range, could stand off and shell some of our cities ata distance 
of eight or ten miles. That is a wide misapprehension. There is no 
ship floating in the world that can afford to put her guns at an eleva- 
tion of more than ten or twelve degrees, and they do not get their 
greatest range under an elevation of twenty-nine degrees. If they put 
it at much greater elevation the recoil in firing off the gun would smash 
any ship that was ever built. ‘They have to make the upper deck as 
strong as they make the sides to defend against the great shock: Thear- 
mored batteries proposed by the bill, while they are not expected to travel 
rapidly about the harbor, taking position according to the necessity of 
circumstances, can be built so broad and so strong, with so much dis- 
placement over so wide a space that they can make a considerable ele- 
vation, and they are superior, except in speed, to any of the fighting 
ships abroad. 

I think these two bills of the Senator from Pennsylvania and the 
Senator from Maine are procéeding in precisely the right direction, and 
we shall find if we pass these bills the War and the Navy Depart- 
ments ready with innumerable plans upon paper adapted to the best 
modern ideas for proceeding to expend this money honestly and faith- 
fully I have no doubt, as I am bound to believe. I, with the greatest 
cheerfulness, welcome the opportunity of placing this money in the 
hands of the Democratic Administration, because during the fourteen 
years since I first entered Congress I have heard every successive Re- 
publican Secretary of the Navy denounced and villified beyond human 
endurance for doing it, and year after year the Republicans never failed 
to challenge investigation, invited it, and threw open the door and 
opened the books and dared men to put their hands on corruption. We 
have had the investigations, and they have resulted in nothing; they 
have blown by in thin air; no crime or shame has been cast by any 
one of them. It has been impossible to devote any considerable sum 
of money to the building of new ships, and we have taken the old ones. 

I welcome the patriotic language of the Senator from South Carolina. 
It is the beginning of a new day in the history of the country. I re- 
joice to hear him say that if there were not a single dollar left in the 
Treasury he would be willing to vote these bills and impose new taxa- 
tion in order to meet them. It is the first good opportunity we have 
had during eight of the ten years, including this current year in the 

just about to expire. During eight of those ten years the 
House of Representatives has been in the control of the Democratic 
party. It might have originated scores of measures for the good of the 
country. It has never, however, passed over to us so much as the 
sketch of a tariff bill. It takes these bills and others of the sort and 
puts them in the Tomb of the Capulets. It buries them under acom- 
plication of rules and a complication of malignant hatreds and opposi- 
tions that render it almost hopeless to expect that these or any other 
bills shall go through so long as the country permits the House of Rep- 
resentatives to be Democratic. That is the substantial trouble with 
us, that there is a spirit of determined obstruction and opposition else- 
where than in this body. Here, Iam happy to say, there is scarcely 
a voice raised against anything like a reasonable, even if it be a very 
liberal, proposition to defend the country. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I, of course, do not want to interfere with the Senator 
from New Hampshire, but I think we may have a vote and get this 
bill out of the way in three minutes. 

Mr. CALL. I have an amendment that I desire to propose. 

Mr. BLAIR. If there are to be amendments offered discussion will 
follow. : 

Mr. HALE. Then I give notice that I shall try to call the bill up 
to-morrow, after the routine morning business. 


DEATH OF SENATOR PIKE, 


Mr. BLAIR. Isubmita series of resolutions, and ask that they be 
now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
submits for adoption a series of resolutions, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 


R , That ap 
nag may be paid to the character and distinguished public se: of 
e 


Senator, 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to 
E, Tak ce su national isk of FEDE $0 th of the d 
t, as an io e mem è de- 
ceased, the Senate do now adjourn. ne 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, once more the Senate is reminded that 
the great startling fact in life is death. 

I have moved this resolution of respect for the dead and of condolence 
to the living because the nation has lost a patriot and a statesman; the 


community a citizen wise, trusted, and efficient; the family a model 
in all the domestic relations, whose loss is crushing as it is irreparable, 
and the Senate a member faithful, able, and beloved. 

The late Senator Pike was a man of great natural powers, the archi- 
tect of his own fortunes, who from an humble though honorable be- 
ginning made his way by constant progression to the highest and most 
responsible stations in life. 

Few men did more of hard honest work than he, both in the prep- 
aration of his vigorous mind for the chosen arena whereon his youthful 
ambition determined to fight out the great combat to come, and also 
in the stern struggle of more than forty years which constituted his 
active professional, business, and public career. 

Eminent in many things and with versatile qualifications for the serv- 
ice of society, he was pre-eminently a great lawyerand always devoted 
himself to his profession in marked preference to other pursuits. 

In its active practice he found an opportunity for study and disci- 
pline which largely made up for the deprivation of that more liberal and 
broader preparatory education upon which he entered, but the comple- 
tion of which circumstances denied to him. 

Perhaps the bar of New Hampshire never has been surpassed in 
ability and high professional character. 

From the organization of her government until the present time, with 
less than 10,000 square miles of territory, and even now not more than 
400,000 people within her jurisdiction, she has constantly exhibited a 
wonderful galaxy of bright particular stars in that profession which 
has written almost every line in the legislation of freedom everywhere, 
and in this country, at least, has ever been true to the cause of the op- 
pressed against arbitrary power. Her Sullivans, for three tions 
the great masters of forensic disputation which they elevated by the 
highest forms of logic and eloquence; Jeremiah Mason, the profoundest 
American master of the common law, and by the Great Expounder of 
the Constitution himself admitted to be the most formidable antagonist 
he had ever met; the two Websters, Daniel and his brother Ezekiel, un- 
equaled, perhaps, save by each other, and certainly unsurpassed in the 
profession to which they belonged; Jeremiah Smith, the great chief-jus- 
tice of our early history, whose name will live always in the memury of 
the profession and no less in the affectionate regard of the people of our 
State; Ichabod Bartlett, quick-witted, brilliant, versatile, yet profound; 
Noyes and Thompson, the tutors of Webster, whose high character 
and attainments were the models in the effort to imitate and equal 
which he necessarily became great; the Bells, who by families and 
generations were pre-eminent in every branch of law, in literature, and 
in statesmanship; and in later times, within my own memory, a plen- 
itude of illustrious names of whom the time would fail me to speak, 
whom I saw and heard and revered in my younger years, and whose 
high character and surpassing abilities have grown in my estimation 
as larger experience and wider observation of men have forced com- 
parison between them and others who in all parts of the country, on 
the bench and at the bar, have worthily upheld the dignity and admin- 
istered the high trusts of the profession of law. 

It was when a mere boy toiling on a hard hillisde farm, yet fall of 
sup and dreamy aspirations, that on one occasion when called 
from my labor to that most picturesque and beautiful of American vil- 
ages, Plymouth, N. H., which rests like a crown of on the banks 
of the Pemigewassett, that I timidly entered the old court-house and 
there first saw among his brethren at the bar, Hon. Austin F. Pike, 
whose decease is the mournful occasion of these commemorative cere- 
monies. 

In those days the courts were schools of instruction. Every trial, 
even if the subject in controversy was trifling in character or in value, 
was fully attended by the people. It was a favorite saying of Chief-Jus- 
tice Bell that there are no small cases. This is true. Every trial is a 
contest between principles which has for its object the discovery of 
truth and the administration of justice. Nothing is the law but the 
right, and a decision which involves but a penny or the slightest wrong 
to the person may become the precedent which controls millions or upon 
which may depend the liberties and lives of unnumbered citizens in 
future times. 

In the absence of lectures, entertainments, and diversions, the peo- 
ple thronged to these judicial contests, and there, at least far more than 
at the present day, they learned the laws of the land. To my youth- 
ful imagination those lawyers and judges seemed a higher order of be- 
ings, and never since, even after I became an humble member of the 
fraternity, have I been able to divest myself of a feeling of deep rever- 
ence for the bench as a seat of judgment and as the highest earthly 
personification of the work of the great Lawgiver and Administrator ot 
justice to the universe, while every member of the court who does his 
duty seems to me to be clothed with a direct authority in the discharge 
of the highest functions assigned to men. 

Thus, nearly forty years ago, I first saw Mr. Pike engaged in the 
active duties of his profession. He was then a young man of medium 
height, of well-knit though rather delicate frame for one reared upon 
a New Hampshire farm, with a fine head, an intellectual but resolute 
expression of coun and an appearance of steady activity, both 
of body and mind, which made progress continually like the advance 
of time, 
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Ten years afterwards I made his acquaintance and have known him 
well during the lifetime of a generation, and until my entrance upon 
public life, with the exception of a few years’ interruption by the war, 
in constant observation of and frequent association with him in the 
practice of the profession. 

Mr. Pike was born in Hebron, Grafton County, New Hampshire, 
October 16, 1819. His father was Uriah Pike and his mother was 
Mary Page. The town is one of those places among our mountains 
which language cannot describe in their full and everlasting beauty, 
but which no child who is born there can ever forget or cease to love 
any more than he can become indifferent to the mother who bore him. 

The parents were hardy, intelligent, upright and industrious farm- 
ets, with several children, living upon one of those hard old farms 
which seemed to be the natural scene of toil, yet so located amid the 
eternal beauties of the heavens and of the earth, and so tempering the 
rough struggle upon their rocky bosoms for existence, that happy is 
the child who is born to tug thereon for nutrition both of body and 
mind. 

Young Austin was a studious, thoughtful boy, who worked wearily 
on with the rest through the years of childhood and early youth to as- 
sist in the joint effort of the family to obtain a livelihood. Up to the 
age of fifteen years he had no advantages in the way of education in 
books, save in the common district schools of the town. 

Subsequently he attended a year each the academies at Plymouth, 
N. H., and Newbury, Vt. I have heard him describe the great diffi- 
culty with which by manual labor and by teaching school in the win- 
ter he defrayed his expenses by his own work. By great effort he 
prepared himself for college, but when ready to enter the Sophomore 
class his health broke down in consequence of the severe strain, and 
his dream of a liberal education vanished away. No one, unless he 
has experienced the same disappointment, knows how life is ever after 
adesolation. Speaking of his early struggles for intellectual discipline 
and advancement, he said, not long before his death: ‘‘ To aid in ob- 
taining the little education I got, my parents were able to afford me 
little more than my board and clothes, but I always had their hearty 
good wishes, their constant and tender encouragement,’’ Parents and 
children like these have made their State and their country illustrious, 
and while they survive the empire of free institutions is secure. 

At the age of twenty-two years he entered the office of Hon. George 
W. Nesmith, of Franklin, N. H., as a studert of the law, and in that 
prosperous and influential town he dwelt the remainder of his life. 

Judge Nesmith was the early and life-long personal friend of Mr. 
Webster, his most wise, sagacious counsellor, beloved and trusted by 
him until his death. 

An able and learned lawyer, a highly cultivated and liberally edu- 
cated gentleman, he was and is the very model of anhonest man. His 
love of justice is the strongest element in a character of exceptional 
symmetry and strength. Beloved and trusted as no other man has 
been in our State for more than two whole generations of active life, 
Mr. Nesmith still survives to mourn for and to eulogize the man who 
forty-two years ago began the study of his profession under the care of 
so fit a master. 

He was quick to observe and to commend the diligence, intelligence, 
and perseverance of the young man who thus entered upon active life. 
In three years Mr. Pike was admitted to the bar. He at once exhib- 
ited the qualities of an active, studious, diligent, and faithful practi- 
tioner and gave evidence of the prominence which he afterwards at- 
tained. He became a partner with Judge Nesmith, his instractor in 
the law, and afterwards the senior member of a firm with Hon. Daniel 
Barnard, now attorney-general, and when that firm dissolved, with Hon. 
Isaac N. Blodgett, now of the supreme court of the State. Continu- 
ing the active practice of his beloved pursuit when health and duty 
would permit, in the later part of his life, he associated with himself 
his son-in-law, Frank N. Parsons, esq., who, when health failed, as- 
sisted him greatly to carry the heavy burdens of professional and pub- 
lic life. 

He was wedded to the law. It was impossible for him to be di- 
vorced from it. He loved it and its practice with a love that never 
faltered and a devotion which never wavered. I never knew a more 
diligent and assiduous student and practitioner of the profession. 

He was early active in political life. He represented the town of 
Franklin in the Legislature of 1850, 1851, and 1852; and again in 1865 
and 1866, during which last two sessions he was speaker of the house. 
He was a member of the State senate in 1857 and 1858, and was presi- 
dent of that body the latter year. Three years he was chairmanof the 
Republican State committee, and he was a delegate to the memorable 
first Republican national convention which nominated General Frémont 
for the Presidency. He represented the second Congressional district 
in the Forty-third Congress, and in 1883, after one of the most extra- 
ordinary struggles known in American political life, all the conflicting 
and embittered elements of his party harmonized in his election to the 
Senate of the United States. He took his seat in this body December 
3 of that-year. His term would have expired March 3, 1889. 

Political parties, and the country also, might oftener than they do 
feel grateful to that man who, by his admitted strength, elevation, and 
censpicuous fitness of character, presents to them a suitable candidate 


for harmonious and successful concentration in times of factional bitter- 
ness and distraction. z 

In private business affairs he was very successful, and he held many 
important positions of personal trust. 

Mr. Pike was twice married. His first wife was Mrs. Elizabeth Far- 
ley, of Andover, Mass., step-daughter of ex-Governor Berry, the war 
governor of New Hampshire, who still survives rich in the love and 
honor of his fellow-citizens, and especially of the surviving soldiers of 
the State. This lady died in 1848, after only two years of married life, 

In the year 1850 was consecrated his marriage with Miss Caroline 
White, daughterof Thomas R. White, esq., of Franklin. Of this union 
were born three children, now surviving. Edward E. Pike, who resides 
in Hebron amid the scenes of his father’s nativity and to which he re- 
tained a never-failing attachment; Mrs. Parsons, the wife of his law 
partner, and Miss Leila F. Pike, who resides with her mother in the 
home of their bereavement. 

Iwill say nothing of the sacred and tender relations of his domestic 
life except that they were of the most fortunate character. To those 
who have known the strength of mind and the loveliness of the nature 
of Mrs, Pike during their residence in the capital of the country or 
during these many years of happy wedded life in the State which they 
both honored even as it delighted to honor them, words of commenda- 
tion or-even of officious sympathy are as needless as they would be un- 
availing to her in the impenetrable gloom that has fallen upon her life— 
a gloom which defies all earthly consolation and which nothing can 
illumine save the light of love shining from the benignant countenance 
of her covenant God. She knowsher refuge and her strength, and rests 
secure within that fortress which is higher than us all. 

Mr. Pike’s service in the Senate was performed under many disad- 
vantages by reason of the brevity of its duration and the physical 
weakness and suffering of which he was the victim during almost its 
entire period. But it is still true that the public records bear testi- 
mony to a degree of fidelity, industry, and capacity which would have 
been honorable to any man in good health and in complete command 
of all his powers. 

We know that nowhere else does real ability count for so little as 
during the early years of membership in this body; nowhere else does 
long service merely count for so much. But during the brief service 
of Mr. Pike he demonstrated that there were few, if any, stronger mem- 
bers of the legal profession in the Senate, which certainly contains 
some members unsurpassed in legal ability and that exalted personal 
worth which is the indispensable accompaniment of supreme legal 
power—for conscience is as essential as intellect to the great lawyer— 
than was my quiet, unpretentious colleague who gave his rare and full- 
ripened mind to the difficult and vexatious work of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia and of the Committee on Claims. 

The high appreciation in which he was held by the Senate was de- 
monstrated by his appointment to the chairmanship of the last named 
committee, on its reorganization two years after his service began. 

Tf Mr. Pike could have lived and could have been possessed of the 
full measure of his real powers until the close even of a single term, I 
believe that he would have written a conspicuously honorable record 
for himself and for his State in the annals of the Senate. 

As it is, we have reason to be proud of the much that he did and that 
it was done so faithfully and so well under circumstances when most 
men would have done little or nothing at all. That which might have 
been is not undone because of any fault of his, but by reason of ob- 
stacles beyond the force of human endeavor, the supreme decrees of fate, 

In the summer season of 1885 a mountain shower poured down its 
flood, which ran violently through the street in front-of the premises 
of Mr. Pike, in the village of Franklin. From the impulse to put his 
own hand to the work which was so natural to him, he hastened to turn 
the stream into asafer channel. Thesudden and violent exertion either 
occasioned a new hurt or developed a latent weakness of the heart, and 
perhaps of surrounding organs, from which he never recovered. 

That terrible form of disease known as angina pectoris (heart agony), 
of which died the lamented Sumner, and many other distinguished men, 
fastened its unrelenting clutch upon the issues of life, and for him in this 
world there never more was hope. Everything that mortal skill on the 
part of physicians, or endurance on the part of the patient, or anxious, 
loving assiduity on the part of friends, or devout reliance upon a be- 
nignant Providence could accomplish was done, but withoutavail. All 
the while declining, ofttime in the throes of most excrutiating torture, 
he labored on, smiling at pain and impending death. With him duty 
was the supreme consideration, and during his last session bere—the 
first of the Forty-ninth Congress—he often seemed to me to be digging 
his grave with one hand while he wrought with patient industry and 
perfect nerve for his fellow-men with the other. He seemed superior 
to the uttermost pangs of disease and to the most terrible afflictions of 
fate. His soul power was certainly wonderful, and sometimes it awed 
me with a sense of the preternatural and sublime. 

I never admitted to him any but cheerful anticipations, but it was 
easy to see that the hard sense which erred not when he judged the case 
of others was true in its teachings to himself. He may at times have 
hoped that he was deceived, but he never really believed it. He ex- 
pected to die, to die instantly and without the slightest warning; yet 
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still he worked and labored on. All must remember how for the last 
few weeks he was with us in the spring of 1886, his face whitened and 
his step faltered and his voice grew weak, and the appeal of unspeak- 
able agony looked forth from his deep dark eyes. He was entering the 
valley of the shadow of death. 

I can never forget the time when he came to my desk and putting 
his hand on my shoulder said: 
“ Biatr, I’m going home. 
pair with me, and we leave to you to say when it shall be done. 

going to the mountains; perhaps it will do me good.” 

I bade him good-by, and God speed. He replied to me cordially; 

tly we pressed each others hands. He wearily through the 
door and I never'saw his living form again. And so the stricken Sen- 
ator and his noble wife left the city for that peaceful village in the 
North hoping against hope for respite, not for full restoration. The 
sweet and invigorating influences of his native climate, the new leaf 
and the song of birds in the spring time, the thrill of renewed inter- 
course with old friends and with familiar associations seemed for awhile 
to really strengthen him, and from time to time I heard of his supposed 
Pasolini until I flattered myself that his life might be spared even 

‘or years. í 

Exacting engagements prevented my visiting him, when suddenly, 
while in a distant State, I read in the telegraphic column the news of 
his instantaneous death. 

Walking in the fields with a friend, he raised his arm and, pointing 
to a monument, he said, ‘‘ The boundary is there.’’ Instantly he had 
passed beyond the boundary of life and was in the unmeasured realms 
of eternity. 

O, tell us men, angels, gods, what was it that happened then? But 
he was ready, and sleeps in the hope of a joyful resurrection. 

Senator Pike died at his home in Franklin, N.-H., on the 8th day of 
October, 1886. He was buried with the highest honors of the nation 
and of the State amid the lamentations of the people among whom he 
had lived and by whom he was loved so well, on the banks of the Mer- 
rimack, just where the cold and dancing waters of the Pennigewassett 
unite with those of the peaceful Winnepisaukee to form that wonder- 
ful stream which, while like all things of beauty it is a joy forever, is 
also, by its perpetual and blessed industry in the service of mankind, 
an appropriate type of his laborious and useful life. 

In conclusion, I may briefly say of our departed friend that in the 
practice of his profession he was able, faithful, and successful. He was 
true to his client and true to the court. He had in a high degree the 
qualifications of a great judge, but though often proposed for judicial 
station he remained at the bar from choice. In political life he was 
broad, statesmanlike, and patriotic, free from partisan bitterness and 
the petty planning and plotting for personal or party advantage which 
are sometimes devel in the practical working of our form of gov- 
ernment. He saw things in their larger relations and loved every inch 
of the national soil, and every citizen of the United States. 

As a husband and father he was pure and affectionate, a very model 
in domestic life. In private intercourse few men were more pleasant 
or instructive, and young men invariably found in him a wise and 
sympathetic adviser and friend. He never forgot the intense struggle 
by which his own career had become victory, and he was full of sug- 
gestion, encouragement, and hope for those whose success depended on 
the same hard conditions upon which his own had been achieved. 

He was a strong and trusted factor in all the affairs of the commun- 
ity and of the State, and has gone to his grave amid the sorrow and 
benediction of that people who knew him longest and therefore loved 
him best. 

The nation has need of such men always and never more than now. 
His death at the opening of what I believe would have been a long and 
most valuable public service had his life and health been spared, is an 
affliction io the whole country, and the Senate may well pause even in 
the rapidly waning hours of the session to pay to his memory this 
tribute of honor and of love. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, there is nothing that I can add to 
what my distinguished friend from New Hampshire has said of Senator 
Pike; and to all that he has said of him, from my knowledge of that 
gentleman, I most cordially agree. 

Senator Pike was an illustration, a type, an example of that New 
England rural life which has made New England society in respect of 
its order, its liberty, its observance of law, what it is. He was a man 
of the people. No college or university education gave him the lead 
above his fellow-men, but the common school and the common rural 
life of a well-ordered and self-respecting farming and rural community 
made him what he was by nature and by education, and gave him the 
just force that he had in all the public affairs to which he was called; 
not the brilliant orator, not the ambitious politician, not the amazing 
and scheming statesman looking sometimes for impossibilities and 
visionary things, but the sober, well-ordered, straightforward repre- 
sentative of a pope of whom he was one, of which he was a pure ex- 
ample, and of which he was of course a true representative. 

When that same perpetual fountain that made him such as he was 
aud what he was shall have extended to every part of the continent 


Brother GEORGE has kindly agreed to 
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that the United States has to do with, and every other part of it I may 
say, there will be of course precisely the same result—communities in- 
dustrious, intelligent, moral, religious, self-respecting, and respecting 
ak other body and people. So I think that to commemorate in this 
sad, but in one sense glad, way his life and services, is to pay a tribute to 
that pure republicanism and that pure democracy out of which I think 
alone can a republic subsist, of which he gives us such an example. 

When I stood on a mellow afternoon of a brown October day at the 
side of the open grave that was to receive his body, I could not help 
thinking of what Iam now saying, what a type and example he was, 
merely that, and that is ever so much, of that system of social order, 
and of social government, and of social Jaw which appeared in all the 
communities where he was born, and where he lived, and where he died, 
an example that might be imitated everywhere as the best possible 
for human government on the earth. The pure democracy of the 
town meetings that he attended, the common school education of every 
one of the boys and girls of the communities in which he and his father 
had lived, the diversification of employment, the farmer supporting the 
manufacturer, the manufacturer finding a market for the farmer, every 
operation of social industry, every operation common to all of social 
education and progress, every sect of religious society, every liberty of 
opinion, every equal respect for law, existed as a type and an example 
and as a progress in that community. If it were so everywhere, the 
number of laws we should be asked to would be small indeed. 

So, Mr. President, as I say, I can add nothing to what my friend 
from New Hampshire has stated of this man. A true, earnest, faith- 
ful, patan industrious representative of the body of a people whom 
he did represent has left us, and so I speak not as regret and sorrow 
for him, but only as regret and sorrow for ourselves that he has gone 
from us, 

But words, like tears, on such occasions are almost idle; we do not 
know what tearsor words mean; but we have faith, as my friend from 
New Hampshire has said, that there is something in the hereafter that 
will open our eyes to wider and better possibilities, 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, it was but a few months since that 
upon the far-off Pacific a people mourned for one they had delighted to 
honor, and in this Chamber we were assembled in sadness and sorrow 
to pay the last tribute of respect to the memory of one of our number 
who had been called to go the way of all the earth. Since then once 
and again the great enemy of the human race has sent his unerring 
darts into our midst and stricken down the representative of a State, 

Following with startling suddenness the death of him we mourn to- 
day came the announcement of the death of the patriot, soldier, and 
statesman, Logan, and again the land was filled with mourning and this 
Chamber was the scene of the outward demonstration of a grief which 
could find no adequate expression in words. 

Human aid and human solace terminate at the grave or we would 
haye gladly borne him upward upon a nation’s outstretched hands, 
We would have accompanied him, and with the blessings of millions 
and the prayers of millions commended him to the divine favor. 

The personal relations between Senator Pike and myself wereof the 
most pleasant character. Entering the Senate at the same time, be- 
longing to the same political party, elected under similar circumstances, 
of the same profession, and both being upon the Committee on Claims, 
where we were frequently thrown together, our acquaintance soon 
ripened into a personal friendship, which was strengthened by an addi- 
tional bond of sympathy when, upon his return to the capital at the 
opening of the Forty-ninth Congress, I learned that his health was so 
impaired that his death might be expected at any moment. 

I shall not attempt to give a biographical sketch of Senator Pike. 
That duty has already been ably and well performed by another. His 
biography is a repetition of the history of a majority of the eminent 
men of this country. It is the oft-told story of persevering indus 
overcoming all obstacles and securing for its possessor professional emi- 
nence and political honors. 

Of his record in this body I can speak, because I had an opportunity 
to know what it was. With his work as a member of the Committee 
on Claims I was ially familiar. To that committee he proved to 
be a valuable acquisition. His legal acquirements, his experience, and 
his industry enabled him soon to master the questions of national and 
international law which are involved in the consideration of many of 
the claims before Congress, and gave him great facility in sifting the 
truth from the ex parte and often unsatisfactory testimony submitted 
in support of such claims. 

His reports from that committee bear the evidence of painstaking 
care, indefatigable industry, and ripe legal learning. As a member of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, also, his learning and his 
experience as a lawyer were especially valuable. Many of the import- 
ant measures reported from that committee during the Forty-eighth 
Congress were reported by him. 

In the Senate he was always earnest, diligent, unobtrusive, inde- 
pendent, tenacious of his own opinion, and devoted toduty. His work 
was without ostentation, not calculated for show, but was of practi- 
cal value to the Senate and to the country. 

Such men are not always estimated at their true worth. Earnest, 
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faithful, practical, honest work is quite as necessary, not only in this 
body but everywhere, and quite as valuable to the nation and the world 


as genius. But, in my judgment, politics was not his true field of use- 
fulness. His qualifications, his habits, and his tastes, better fitted him 
for another calling, that in which by diligent attention and unremitting 
application he had arisen to eminence—the profession of the law. 

The halls of justice, largely removed from the influence of public 
opinion, where the unbiased mind can sift truth from error in accordance 
with just and fixed rules, indifferent to results, was the field in which 
he was best calculated to succeed. We all know with what forti- 
tude, notwithstanding the critical condition of his health, he assumed 
the arduous duties of the chairmanship of the Committee on Claims at 
the opening of the Forty-ninth Congress. He only left his post when, 
late in the session, his physicians prescribed for him absolute rest. 

Even then, that his work might be completed as far as possible, he 
sought and obtained the consent of the Senate to take up for consider- 
ation, before his departure, the bills reported by him from the Commit- 
tee on Claims. He left this Chamber for the quiet of his New Hamp- 
shire home, no doubt with the consciousness that he left it forever, and 
all of us, I think, who were acquainted with the circumstances of his 
case, believed it more than probable that he would never return. 

It is to human ambition and the restless activity it produces that the 
world is chiefly indebted for its progress. 

Man is placed upon the earth for action. Toil is decreed as the lot 
of every son of Adam. Every one has duties to perform in the world 
in sec the comfort and happiness of his fellow-men and exalting 
the destinies of the race; hut as we approach the close of life by a wise 
provision of nature there is less of activity and more of contemplation, 
the soul gradually begins to relax its hold upon those things which in 
early years absorbed our attention and called forth our energies, from 
the struggles and contentions of life, and is attracted nearer to the 
author of its being. 

Such, it appeared tome, was the case with our lamented brother when 
he left the National Capitol last spring. He seemed to be aware that the 
activities of his useful life were drawing to a close, and looking backward 
without regret and forward without fear, he calmly set his house in 
order for the expected summons which was to call him from the scenes 
of earth’s activities. 

We can not, if we would, draw aside the veil and follow him into the 
sacred precincts of his New Hampshire home, and picture the alternate 
hopes and fears, the constant solicitude, the fearful apprehension of 
the wife and the daughter, the fortitude and serenity of the husband 
and father, and at last the not unlooked-for but sudden coming of the 
grim messenger. 

How impressive the lesson of this hour! 
sọ will it shortly be with us all. 

Nature on every side with ten thousand voices proclaims in unison 
with the revealed word that ‘‘it is appointed unto man once to die.” 
The decreeis universal and irrevocable. Neither talent nor station will 
exempt us; worldly things can not aid us; human love can not succor us. 

The boast of heraldry, the paap ofpower, 

And all that beauty, all t wealth e’er gave, 
Await alike the inevitable hour. 

The paths of glory lead but to the grave. 

Many of us are in the afternoon of life and are descending into the 
shadows of the evening, a few more years—possibly days—of toil, of 
struggle, and vicissitude and our labors will have been ended and 
“ Life’s fitful dream ” will be over. 

The angel of death appears to be constantly hovering over the Na- 
tional Capitol, his darts fly swift and thick into the ranks of the na- 
tional representatives. Since the adjournment of the Forty-eighth 
Congress we have been called to mourn the death of the Presiding Offi- 
cer of this body and three of our number, and nine times has the fell 


As it is with our brother, 


destroyer entered the House of Representatives and stricken a member | "8 


from its rolls. We do well to pause to-day in the midst of the activi- 
ties and contentions of life to contemplate death. It becomes us to 
come to such contemplation with subdued voices and bated breath as 
if in the immediate presence of the ‘insatiable archer.” 

I never look upon the face of the dead or sit in the house of mourn- 
ing or stand by the open grave, but the thought “‘ what shadows we 
are, and what shadows we pursue,’’ comes to me with overwhelming 
force. How transitory, how unsatisfactory are the prizes for which 
men so earnestly strive. Empty are the rewards of ambition—wealth, 

wer, renown, what are they when a man stands face to face with 

eath? Baubles, which amuse for a season, as children are amused by 
to; 
How at that time the tired and unsatisfied spirit turns from all these 
things which excite our passionate ambition, and from the unceasing 
turmoil, the restless strife, the desperate struggle for existence, the 
elashing of interests and purposes, the discontent and miseries of the 
race, to seek something more satisfying and more enduring. 
Whatislife? A bubble floating on that silent, rapid stream ; 
Few, too few, its progress noting, till it bursts and ends the dream, 


If the soul is not immortal, then indeed is death, which rends asun- 
der earthly ties, strips us of our earthly possessions and sends us naked 
out of the world as we came intoit, a great calamity. But is the 


grave the end of man? ‘‘Shall we go hence, and be no more seen?’ 
No; we may be comforted with the reflection that ‘‘ Death is nothing 
but the middle point between two lives, between this and another.’’ 

Faith looks beyond the grave and inspires within us a hope of im- 
mortality. The word of God proclaims that ‘‘Blessed are the dead 
which die in the Lord: they rest from their labors, and their works do 
follow them ;”’ ‘‘For we know that if our earthly house of this taber- 
nacle shall fail, we have a building of God, a house not made with 
hands, eternal in the heavens.” 

Our own intuitive consciousness and the almost universal belief of 
mankind are in accord with theScriptures in asserting that the soul of 
man shall survive the tomb. The poet has given expression to this 
consciousness of immortality in the following lines: 

Oh! listen, man! 
A voice within us speaks that startling word, 
“ Man, thou shalt never die!” Celestial voices 
. Hymn it into our souls: according = 

e angel-fingers touched, when the mild stars 
Of morning sang together, sound forth still 
The song of our great immortality ; 
Thick clustering orbs, and this our fair domain, 
The tall dark mountains, and the deep-toned seas, 
Join in this solemn universal song. 

Oh! listen ye our spirits! drink it in 
From all the air! "Tis in the gentle moonlight; 
‘Tis floating ’midst day's setting glories; Night, 
Wrapped in her sable robe, with silent step 
Comes to our bed, and breathes itin our ears: 
Night and the dawn, bright day and thoughtful eve, 

time, all bounds, the limitless expanse, 

As one vast mystic instrument, are touched 
By an unseen living hand, and conscious chords 
Quiver with joy in this great jubilee. 

The dying hear it; and as sounds of earth 
Grow dull and distant, wake their passing souls 
To mingle in this heavenly harmony! 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I can not, without doing vio- 
lence to my sense of the proprieties befitting this solemn occasion, sit 
by the side of this vacant chair without. offering my slight tribute to 
the memory of the genial man who was my nearest neighbor from the 
time we entered the Senate together, nearly four years ago. 

He left his seat in this body during the busiest days of the last ses- 
sion of Congress, and his parting words will ever live in my memory. 
He told me of the severe illness at his home prior to his return to his 
official duties, and of his apparently fruitless efforts to regain his health. 

He spoke of the wearing work incident to his position as chairman 
of the Committee on Claims, and how much his inability to respond to 
the numerous demands made upon him harassed him. His conscien- 
tious devotion to duty showed itself in his strongly expressed regret 
that he must leave the only place where it could be performed, in pur- 
suit of what he feared was the unattainable. I urged him to leave, say- 
ing that in the more healthful air of his native State he would prob- 
ably recover and soon be himself. He said he must go home for rest 
and quiet, but had little hope for recovery. Reaching out his hand to 
grasp mine, his final words to me were ‘‘ Good-bye, brother.” It was 
with him the usual form of expression. The fraternal word came nat- 
urally to his kindly lips and was expressive of his generous nature. 

During the Forty-eighth Congress I was a member of the Claims Com- 
mittee with Senator Pike and know with what pai ing industry 
he did the work that devolved upon him. He handled the law and 
the facts incident to each case referred to him with the skill and ana- 
lytical power of an ienced and thoroughly trained lawyer, im- 

ing his fellows with the assurance that when he came to make his 
report it could be relied upon, and as a rule his conclusions could be 
safely followed. 

His was a most kindly nature, leading him to aid the claimant when- 
oe it was possible to do so without doing violence to his sense of 

ight. 
His opinion once formed, he was tenacious of it; not lacking in that 
element of conviction that must lie at the base of intelligent and con- 
scientious action. 

He had all an honest man’s hatred of shams, and the only evidence 
of irritation I have ever seen exhibited by him, was when some proof 
of insincerity was apparent. 

I came to have a very great respect for the quiet and unobtrusive 
man, who frequently gave in undertone to me, his neighbor, argument 
and reason for the faith within him that would, if spoken aloud, have 
commanded the attention of the ‘‘ listening Senate.” 

Evil could never have been attractive to such a man as Senator Pike. 
He seemed to feel with Marcus Aurelius, ‘‘ Whatever one may do or 
say, it is necessary that I should be a good man. As the emerald 
might say, ‘ Whatever one may say or do, I must remain an emerald 
and retain my color.’ ”’ 

Those who knew him in the domestic circle and in his professional 
life have spoken of the many evidences showing him to have been 
truly good. I will not speak of him except as I knew him here dur- 
ing the brief time we were thrown so closely together, and my only 
desire in speaking at all comes from my high respect for the qualities 
that remain to me as a fragrant memory. É 


Only the actions of the just 
Smell sweet and blossom in the dust. 
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The final end of all to our deceased friend came in such form that 
we might wish our death to be like his. Much of opportunity for 
preparation for the dread ar prime a gradual weakening of the physi- 
had mental powers, and then ‘‘ the end all here.” 
, Shelley well describes it: 
First our pleasures die—and then 
as hopes and then our fears—and when 


hese are dead, the debt is due, 
Dust claims dust—and we die too. 


But unlike the author of Queen Mab, who saw nothing beyond the 
grave, and to whom death was an eternal sleep, our friend believed, 
with all the strength of an earnest, honest nature, in the soul's im- 
mortality. 

The ‘‘pleasing hope, the fond desire,” the trusting belief, helped him 
through all his life and permitted him to look upon death as 


The great world’s altar stairs 


That slope through darkness unto God, 2 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, upon occasions like this, 
When thoughts 
of the last bitter Bow come like a blight 
and sad images 


or the stern agony and shrouded pall 
And breathless darkness and the narrow home 
Make us to shudder and grow sick at heart— 


All human ambition sinks into insignificance, the rivalries and re- 
sentments of active life are forgotten, and our thoughts turn to the ques- 
tion of the patriarch, ‘‘If a man die shall he live again?” 

The one characteristic that distinguishes us from all the rest of ani- 
mate creation is our belief in and our hope of immortality, And if 
after having implanted within us— 

This pleasing hope, this fond desire, 
This longing after immortality, 


This secret dread and inward horror 
Of falling into naught— 


We are indeed to come— 


To be a brother to the insensible rock, 
And to the sluggish clod which the rude swain 
Turns with his shovel, and treads upon— 


Then the implanting this aspiration in our hearts and minds was a 
cruel mockery. If indeed this is the end it were better that we had 
been as the ox. 

But in the language of the great Apostle to Agrippa, ‘Why should 
it be thought a thing incredible with you, that God should raise the 
dead?” In all ages among those created in God’s own image this 
hope has been universal. Our bat-like inability to see what a bright 
light reveals does not prove that it does notexist. A wider and 
vision will reveal to us that what to us seems ‘‘disorder is order not 
understood.’ Such are the paradoxes of nature that in our weakness 
the brightest light serves but to blind us, and darkness may serve to 
widen our comprehension and reveal glories never dreamed of before. 

ight, when our first nt ; 
Face fom torent Divine, and Y pr ries 
Did he not tremble for this lonel frame, 
This glorious canopy of lightand blue? 
Yet ‘neath a curtain of translucent dew, 
Bathed in the rays of the setting lame 


Hesperus with the host of ven came, 
And, lo! Creation widened in man's view. 


Who could haye So such darkness lay concealed 

Within thy beams, Ò sun! or who could find 
Whilst fly, and leaf, yh insect stood revealed, 

That to such countless orbs thou mad’st us blind! 
Why do we then shun death with anxious strife? 

If light can thus deceive, wherefore not life? 


The ages have given no higher or nobler expression to the hope of 
that hereafter which is hidden from us now by life and no expression of 
a firmer trust in Him who watches the sparrow’s fall than the trium- 
phant words of the patriarch: 

I know that my Redeemer liveth, and that he shall stand at the latter day 


upon the earth: 
And though, after my skin, worms destroy this body, yet in my flesh shall I 


see God: 
n ai I shall sce for myself, and mine eyes shall behold, and not another. 


If, in the great beyond, in that existence which I like to think of as 
“the sweet bye-and-bye,’’ the eternal I Am shall judge us by our 
actions here, by our dealings with our fellow-men, Mr. Pike will have 
nothing to fear. 

My acquaintance with him began with this Congress. While we came 
from widely separated sections of our common country and differed on 
many questions of governmental: policy, I had been'a member of his 
committee but a very short time before his gentle manners, his uni- 
formly courteous demeanor, and his constant and delicate attentions to 
the wishes and feelings of others, had attached me warmly to him. 

In the discharge of the trying duties of chairman of the Committee 
on Claims I never saw him exhibit the least impatience or heard him 
turn away a claimant except with kindness. 

A devotion to duty was a strong characteristic of the man, and he re- 


mained at his post of duty during the last session of the Senate long 
after the increasing heat admonished him that his health required that 
he should seek the rest and invigoration which he could find alone in 
his New England home. 

Fully conscious of his condition he looked calmly and fearlessly for- 
ward, and seemed to desire nothing so much as to be found in the dis- 
charge of his duty when the expected summons came. 

Surrounded by the hills he loved so well, near the beautiful village 
where his home was, he sleeps his last sleep; and I as his friend lay 
this last tribute upon his grave. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have not that facility of speech nor 
that acquaintance with elegant phraseology which will enable me to pay 
a beautiful or elegant tribute to the memory of our lamented friend 
Austin F. Pike; but I can pay to him, which if he could take note of 
these proceedings he would greatly prefer, an honest, sincere, and will- 
ing one. 

Mr. President, I have not had a very long acquaintance with the de- 
ceased Senator. I can only speak of him as I knew, whilst we were both 
members of this body. 

I knew nothing of his early history, and have not learned anything + 
of it except what I have heard his colleague in this body say to-day in 
the elegant and forcible address which he has just made. I can there- 
fore add nothing to what has been said as to the events of his life. 

We were both at the same time members of the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. Pike first impressed me as a kind-hearted, polite, and generous 
man who felt kindly to his fellow-men and desired the happiness and 
comfort of those by whom he was surrounded. His gentle manner, his 
kind disposition soon won my respect and then my confidence and af- 
fection. I never knew a man who on so short an acquaintance so com- 
pletely captivated both my head and heart. 

Observing, Mr. President, Mr. Pike and his services in this Chamber, 
I will say that the discharge of his duties as he performed them re- 
quired a high order of talent, a clear head, and a sound judgment. Ob- 
serving the discharge of his duties asa member of the same committee, 
I discovered that he was an able, a well-trained, and a well-read law- 
yer. I found also that he had a very high capacity of grasping the 
truth from conflicting and reget evidence. I found also that 
he was careful and painstaking in preparation and investigation, and 
conscientious in the discharge of his duties as a member of that com- 
mittee. I think that after his service for a very short term upon that 
committee he succeeded in winning not only the and kind feel- 
ing of every member of it, but also gained their entire faith and confi- 
dence in the correctness and integrity of his conclusions. 

Mr. Pike, as I saw him and knew him, could not be classed with 
that very few who are considered by the world as the great Senators of 
this body. He belonged, thongh, to a class of Senators upon whose 
fidelity to duty, whose patience and care in investigating questions 
coming before the committees to which they belonged, depend in a very 
large degree the successful 1 tion of this body. 

I remember to have noticed Mr. Pike’s career as a member of this 
body with a little more than the interest which a mere stranger of an 
opposite political party would be supposed to feel for one with whom 
he is broughtin contact. Mr. Pike came to the Senate from the North- 
east, from a State bordering on Canada; I came from the Southeast, 
from the Gulf, and yet in the social intercourse, and the Senatorial and 
official intercourse which I had with him as a member of this body and 
as a member of the committee to which I have alluded, I never felt but 
that he might have come from Mississippi or I from New Hampshire. 

I regarded him in his political affiliations as a firm, a conscientious, 
and consistent Republican; but he wassingularly exempt from the bit- 
terness of partisanship and ‘from that asperity which grows out of polit- 
ical contests. I felt toward him something in this way, that, except 
upon pure party questions, I had assoon consult him and confide in his 
judgment and advice as that of any member of this body. 

I have stated my impressions of Mr. Pike. I will not moralize upon 
this occasion or upon the event which weare now observing. Iwill cnly 
add that as far as my observation extended—and it was long enough and 
careful enough to let me understand him—I ed him as an hon- 
est, an able, a diligent, and a patriotic Senator. I were to talk longer 
I could not say more in his praise than Ihave. I his death as 
a loss to the Senate and to the country, and I feel that it was a per- 
sonal loss to myself. 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the usage of the Senate, by which 
when death shall have set its seal upon the life of any of our associates, 
we are gathered as it were around the new-made grave to express with 
res and affection the feelings and views which we entertain of our 
departed friends, however frequently it may engage our attention should 
never be permitted, and is never permitted, to become common-place 
or to cease to be impressive. It is impossible that an association that 
has been attended with mal and personal esteem for departed 
associates can be suffered to end without some proper recall to our minds 
of what it is about him that has endeared him to us, and to us what 
our relation is to that common and solemn fate that has severed him 
from us as it shall sever all of us sooner or later from our associates. 
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I had not the good fortune to be personally acquainted with Mr. 
Pike until I met him on the floor of the Senate on my access to the 
lace which I occupy and have filled now for almost two years; but I had 
own of him as a lawyer and as a citizen of the State of New Hamp- 
shire; and as my summer home on the banks of that beautiful river 
that divides Vermont from New Hampshire has made me, as it were, 
a part of that community, it was not as a stranger that I met him, or 
as a stranger that he was so good as to meet me. And thus this brief 
period of less than two years of our association in the Senate seemed to 
start at once upon a familiar and recognized footing. 

We New Englanders, from the narrowness of our territory, and from 
the greatness even, as we look at it, of our combined States, being so 
small as compared with some of the single States of the Union, are apt 
to feel a closer association and to pass over the boundaries of the States 
more readily than those who are more completely satisfied in the great- 
ness and distinction of their individual State. 

Mr. President, when we say that Mr. Pike was born and lived and 
was reared and died in the ordinary condition of New England life, with 
the value of those common possessions that we all there enjoy and that 
by him they were worthily lived up to, we speak of a life that has, 
from beginning to end, found nothing about it that was not in its cir- 
cumstances and in its traits that which we might claim as the proper 
outgrowth of the institutions in which we have been reared and in 
which he lived to the end of his life. And when I thus speak of these 
circumstances and conditions of the life of our deceased friend and of 
the lives of the survivors that I see about me representing those States 
of New England, I do not speak of it as at all of an inferior condition 
of life. If admitted the brilliancy, if admitted the distinction that be- 
long to more conspicuous communities are wanting, it does not lack any 
of the essential and substantial qualities of manhood and of patriotism 
and all that share in the greatness of American institutions and Ameri- 
can prosperity and American fame, which after all find their basis in 
the individual qualities of the common people of the United States. 

Nor, Mr. President, is it an insignificant course of life to have begun 
only with the same start with all one’s neighbors, and they with us 
enjoying the same advantages, and that one should come as Mr. Pike 
came to do, step by step through an honorable profession to the possession 
of the confidence of his neighbors, and then to a share in the political 
life of his own State, and finally by the general consent and approval 
of his fellow-citizens to receive this crowning distinction of being a 
member of this Senate. It is not by fortune, nor is it by any incon- 
gruity that this life has thus grown up and thus been graced and hon- 
ored. While it can not come to all, yet it can come to none but by 
qualities of mind, by labors of life, and by the heartfelt affection and 
respect of a community that thus his life is to be filled out. 

Nor, Mr. President, is it arightful view of a life that was circumscribed 
in early years, as that of Mr. Pike was, to speak of those circumstances 
asin our American system of society a disadvantage—as thereby having 
missed some of the opportunities of education and to have been required 
from the outset to be frugal, and careful, and industrious, It is from 
these beginnings and by these trainings that character and life are filled 
out; and it would be nearer the truih to say that when affluence and 
all the opportunities which life can furnish to the rich are provided 
for the young career in public life, in public service, in public distinc- 
tion, all these can less easily be attained. How many are there of 
these who fall by the way? How often have the harder course of in- 
dustry in early life and the frugal virtues that are thus required led to 
success in reaching the goal, while many have fallen by the way under 
these affluent and brilliant circumstances who might have triumphed 
but for these disadvantages? 

That Mr. Pike wasa distinguished lawyer there is no doubt; and that 
he earned from the beginning and enjoyed up to his death complete 
possession of the confidence of the community in that profession there 
is no doubt. And when we add the fact that in this second and, if you 
please, larger arena of political distinction his course was of the same 
manly nature, how can we fail to recognize that he is entitled in the 
fullest sense to all the honor and to all the respect that we can pay 
him? And when our meed is given that here he was without any re- 
proach, and that he was the equal of all in the soundness of his judg- 
ment, in the purity of his conduct, and in the and esteem of 
his associates, we pronounce acredit to a life that needs no greater dis- 
tinction. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, one week ago we met to pay our last 
tribute to a colleague who for many years had been brought out in bold 
relief by the calcium light of continuous high position. We spoke then 
not in terms of adulation or extravagant eulogy. His services were 
great, his life was pure, his aspirations lofty. 

To-day we meet again to pay deference to friendship, to merit, and 
to death, and lay our last offerings upon the tomb of another who has 
been called from earth. 

These men represent two types who, each walking well the path he 
trod, met finally here and then went onward to a common lot. 

On one were focalized the rays from a million firesides, His lot had 
thrown him amid stirring events, and the elements in him had made 


him the point of the wedge which split opposing forces. The other 
reached the same goal by less brilliant but not less meritorious methods. 

It is not given to all nor is the theater presented to achieve the double 
distinction of military and forensic success; yet in all that composite 
growth we call society the less brilliant is often as deserving and no 
less hardly won than the other. Each man was a type of different 
forces which, uniting, blending, and modifying each other, have har- 
moniously worked for the welfare of their country and mankind, Gen- 
eral Logan was a o modi regulated, and guided by the civ- 
ilization of thechurch, theschool-house, andthetown meeting. Senator 
Pike, a product of that civilization, was the steady and conservative 
force born of two hundred and fifty years of love of liberty, of frugal 
living, of prevision of and provision for the future. The rigid exac- 
tions of his conditions and traditions have for their result the survival 
of the fittest in such men as he. 

Born in a State fruitful in great men, he became early identified with 
the beautiful valley of the Merrimac, immortal in history and resonant 
with song. 

He sprang from that stock which for two and a half centuries had 
battled with adverse circumstance. He drew nourishment from a soil 
which had been ground out by frost and tempest and sunshine from 
under the feetoftheyears. Hecame, possibly, ofablood which had con- 
secrated the turf of Fort Erie and which gave its uame to the lone sen- 
tinel which keeps its watch over the foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains. 
He came of that stock which overwhelmed Baum at Bennington and 
harried Burgoyne to his final discomfiture at Saratoga. He came from 
that stock which poured its resistless stream through the gorges of the 
Alleghanies, carrying with it a new civilization of which the corner- 
stone was the equal rights of man. 

His lot was cast mid less exciting scenes than his clansmen who went 
forth to new enterprise and new homes; but the part assigned to him in 
the parent hive was just as essential and contributed just as much to 
that great result which we call country. In looking over a sketch of 
his life, I find he was painstaking, truth-loving, and never-tiring in the 
part assigned him. 

Living in the same town where he commenced his career, he 
through the usual gradations of public trust—always one step er 
on, till he reached the highest honor his State could confer, without a 
stain upon his character, and, I believe, without a blemish on his soul. 

To me, Mr. President, such a life as this is the poetry of sustained 
effort. Many men have done brilliant things, like Alvarado or Alonzo 
de Ojeda. In those cases the glamor and the romance attaches to the 
act, and not to the individual. But when a man for fifty years goes out 
and in before his neighbors in atown where he is known to all, and we 
find him always advancing in places of trust, with intermissions, per- 
haps, but never retrograding in the public esteem, we may safely say 
that this man is an entity, that he has integrity of mind and heart, 
that he is a solid fact, that he has filled his place, that the world has 
been better for his having lived. His life is a compound and a erys- 
tallization of a thousand efforts, a thousand aspirations, a thousand 
defeats, blending and transmuting all things into an ultimate and en- 
tire success. 

Such a character, I believe, was Senator Pike’s. 

We entered the Senate together, and possibly there arose between us 
a community of feeling born of that coincidence. I often talked with 
him. I observed his industry, his painstaking methods. The consci- 
entious habits of a lifetime followed him here and attended him in 
any task assigned or assumed. 

As I look back upon our intercourse I believe the night which has 
since overtaken him was then casting its shadow across his pathway, 
and that he recognized the portent. 

I handed him one day a metrical version of an old Scandinavian 
myth, which told of a city with fair towers and crennellated battle- 
ments wherein no one ever died. He read it with great interest and 
found consolation, it seemed to me, in the fact that endless living did 
not and could rot satisfy the cravings of the human heart; that even 


there 
One and another who had been concealing 
The cre of life’s long thrall, 
Forsook their pleasant places and came stealing 
Outside the city wall; 


Craving with wish that brooked no more denying, 
So long had it been crossed, 

The blessed possibility of dying, 
The treasure they had lost. 


Daily the stream of rest-seecking mortals 
Swelled to a broader tide. 

Till none were left within the city’s portals, 
And graves grew green outside. 


Addison tells a story of a dwellerin Bagdad, who having a vision saw 
a bridge projected from a cloud on the hillside to a mist on a corre- 
spondingacclivity. Beneath flowed a deep, dark, and turbulentstream. 
The bridge rested on an hundred arches; the first seventy were firm and 
intact; the last thirty were crumbling and unsafe. An innumerable 
multitude was continually emerging from the cloud and struggled and 
jostled each other on the bridge. In the bridge were numberless 
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traps, and through them the wayfarers kept falling to disappear in the 
stream beneath. A few kept on till they reached the last thirty arches, 
and and wilh trembling step faltered along amid the crumbling stone, only 
g by their utmost efforts the inevitable plunge into the tide 

ea 

This was a picture of human life. 

‘t Alas,” said the beholder, ‘‘how is man given away to misery and 
mortality; tortured in life and swallowed up in death.’’ 

The good genius who had attended the dreamer told him to turn his 
eyes down the stream and there where the cloud had lifted he beheld 
innumerable islands decked ‘‘in living green.” Their like ‘‘the eye 
of man had not seen, nor the heart of man conceived.” Moving about 
in radiant apparel amid fountains and flowers, under translucent foli- 
age which transmitted the light but intercepted the heat, he recognized 
many of those whom he had seen upon the bridge. 

The good genius said these islands, more in number than the sands 
upon the shore, are the abode of good men afterdeath. Is death to be 
feared that will convey thee to so happy an existence? Think not man 
was made in vain who has such an eternity reserved for him. 

Itisa pleasant thought to me, Mr. President, and a consolation when 
I mourn our colieagues who have joined the many whose memories are 
dear to me that they have gone as pioneers to that undiscovered country 
and that when-we fall through the bridge or slip from the broken arches 
into the stream beneath to reappear, with God’s help, on the islands of 
the blessed we shall not be received as strangers, but as longed-for and 


expected guests. 


Mr. CHENEY. Mr. President, it is with a saddened heart and 
under some embarrassment that I rise in this distinguished presence 
to add a closing word expressive of my regard for the late honored 
Senator from New Hampshire, whose loss from this deliberative body 
we all so deeply deplore. The State which he so ably represented, and 
the sister States which recognized his eminent worth, are sorrowful 
over the Providence that has taken away from us a full rounded man- 
hood, so nearly complete in its human attributes as was that of the late 
Hon. Austin F. Pike. The sudden termination of an uninterrupted 
friendship of over thirty-five years is a personal loss that I sincerely 
mourn. 

My colleague and others have made full reference to his early life, and 
I will speak of him only after he had struggled successfully with his 
many adversities-and entered upon the active duties of his profession. 
The venerable Judge Nesmith, the warm friend and peer of the late 
Daniel Webster, was quick to perceive the well-balanced mind of his 
young law sudent. With a large and lucrative practice already estab- 

ished he clearly saw the importance of securing efficient aid in caring 
for its rapid extension. After Mr. Pike’s admission to the-bar, at the 
age of twenty-six, he became the partner of Judge Nesmith and so con- 
tinued for a period of years. The law firm of Nesmith & Pike was 
justly regarded as among the most eminent in the State, and a young 
man was deemed fortunate who could gain admission into this office for 
legal training and study. 

Through a brother of mine, the late Charles G. Cheney, esq., of Pet- 
erboro’, N. H., a law student in this office, it was my privilege to learn 
of the rare combination of manly qualities Mr. Pike possessed, among 
which was the tender care he had for his students, his desire to ex- 
cite an interest in their studies, and his solicitude for their advance- 
ment. His successful life, his recognition by his fellow-citizens, and 
final election to this honorable membership, found quick response from 
me in words of tulations. 

In political life he never occupied any doubtful position, but was 
always a gallant and conservative leader, unyielding only as impelled 
by the sound reasoning of a clear brain and an honest heart. Before 
he was elected a member of the Forty-third Congress he had respec- 
tively filled the offices of the speaker of the house of representatives and 
the president of the senate in the New Hampshire Legislature. Prior 
to his election to the United States Senate he had been offered the po- 
— of judge in our supreme judicial court, but declined to accept this 

onor. 

Rarely does it occur in human existence where the exit from the 
finite to the infinite leaves impress of honors so complete and of a life 
so useful. His earthly record revealed the wise purpose of human ex- 
istence, and the divinity in man was made manifest by the void leftin 
the aching hearts of weeping friends, ‘The culmination of life’s posses- 
sions had been reached when— 


+ +œ * his great Creator drew 
His spirit, as the sun the morning dew. 


So sudden was his death that his life had passed away without even 
the ministering hands of his wife and family. We approach tenderly 
and solemnly into the presence of the inanimate forms of our friends, 
but are comforted with the hope that the spirit, although not visible, 
is yet near. We offer our words of sympathy to the hearts most sadly 
bereft, ourselves remembering ‘‘how brittle is the thread of life,” 
and as we linger by the shore of the ‘‘shadowy river” a sublime faith 
in our Heavenly Father lifts the dark cloud, and with clearer vision 


we see the ‘‘beckoning hand” urging us on to the final reunion in the 
heavenly home, 

Mr. President, I moye the adoption of the resolutions introduced by 
my colleague. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions. 

The resolutions were adopted unanimously; and (at 40’clock and 38 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Feb- 
ruary 17, at 12 o’clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 16, 1887. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rer. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D., as follows: 

Almighty God, as the Members of this House have now gathered to 
pay the last tribute of respect and affection to the memory of a man 
who for so many years filled a large place in the public eye both in the 
field and in the Senate, and wrought with such indomitable energy 
and courage, whose hand was ever unstained by pelf, we pray Thee 
to impress upon us all the shortness and uncertainty of human life, and 
the fleeting nature of earthly honors and dignities! Help us to see that 
a man’s true rewards in life are found in his own soul, self-enfolding 
the large results of experience, magnanimity, courage, heroism, purity 
of purpose; and that thus, and thus alone, we can attain glory, honor, 
immortality, eternal life. So teach us to number our days that we 
may apply our hearts unto wisdom. We pray through Jesus Christ, 
our Lord, Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SUBSTITUTE EMPLOYÉS, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in answer to a resolution of the House in regard to the 
employment of substitutes in that Department; also transmitting to 
the House the number of such substitutes, their compensation, &c. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask that this communication be printed in the 
RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What is the document referred to ? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of it. 

The title was again read. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to printing the communication 
in the RECORD? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I ask for the reading of the communication. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to have it read be- 
fore it is referred. 

The communication was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Thecommunication and accompanying documents 
will be referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to move, in connection with 
that reference, that the committee be instructed to report back, by bill 
or otherwise, within one week, 

The SPEAKER. ‘That motion would require unanimous consent. 

i Mr. TAULBEE. Then I ask unanimous consent to submit the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. STORM. I object. 

Mr. TAULBEE. 1 rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. What procedure is n to give the House 
the benefit of the facts in Te case for which the Home h has been labor- 
ing for more than a year? 

The SPEAKER. The Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service can report its conclusions. 

Mr. TAULBEE. But I undertake to say that this letter does not 
contain the facts called for by the resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. Itis not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the Committee for such ac- 
tion as it may see proper to recommend to the House. 

DEFICIENCIES FOR ALLOWED ACCOUNTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Fourth Audi- 
tor transmitting supplementary estimates for deficiencies in appropri- 
ations required to pay adjusted and allowed accounts under exhausted 
appropriations for the present fiscal year and prior years; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MOUTH OF COLUMBIA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, with inclosures, a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, recommending the acquisition of land for use in connection with 
the improvement of Yaquina Bay and the mouth of Columbia River, 
Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1821 


LUCIUS J. SEALS VS. UNITED STATES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the finding of fact in the 
ease of Lucius J. Seals against the United Statess which was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, 


REDEMPTION OF TRADE-DOLLARS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill S. 199, with 
House amendments disagreed to by the Senate, accompanied by the 
following message; which was read: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED si Sg ct eal bps ete 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendments of the House of 
sentatives to the bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoinage of the trad a 
lar, and ask a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. Joses of Nevada, Mr. MORRILL, and Mr, Beck be the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House insist on its amendments, 
and agree to the conference requested by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order will be made. 

ae was no objection. 


ALPHEUS R. FRENCH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill S. 1582, with 
House amendment, disagreed to by the Senate, accompanied by the 
following message; which was read: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 15, 1887. 

Resolved, That the Senate goon op to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. 1582) fe pe for dhe rel Sarze of Alpheus R. French, and ask a con- 
ference with the House on t isagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. SAWYER, Ste BLAIR, and Mr, Sastry be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the House insist on its amendment, and 
agree to the conference requested by the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. GROUT, by unanimous consent leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House the testimony in support of 
House bill granting a pension to Mary J. Partridge without leaving 
copies, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND FORFEITURE. 


TheSPEAKER. Yesterday morning the Chair laid before the House 
a message from the Senate informing the House that that body had 
insisted on its disagreement to its amendment to what is known as 
the Northern Pacific Railway bill and requested a conference. Upon 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Copp] the request was 
agreed to. The Chair finds, upon examination of the records, that this 
action was premature, as the conferees on the part of the House had 
not yet made a report on the subject referred to. If there beno objec- 
tion, this order will be rescinded to be renewed hereafter when the re- 
port comes in. 

There was no objection. 


EULOGIES ON HON. WILLIAM T. PRICE. 


Mr. CASWELL, by unanimous consent introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res, 261) for the printing of certain eulogies delivered in Con- 
gress on the late Hon. William T. Price; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Asa portion of this day is set apart for 
eulogies, I demand that the regular order shall begin now. 


RIGHTS OF AMERICAN FISHERMEN. 


Mr. BELMONT. I desire to make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. I am instructed to report back the bill 
(S. 3173) to authorize the President of the United States to protect 
and defend the rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, 
American trading and other vessels in certain cases, and for other pur- 

with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and to move 
that the report be reprinted and recommitted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks to have the 
bill and amendment and accompanying report printed and recom- 
mitted, the committee having leave to report at any time. In the ab- 
sence of objection that order will be made. 

Mr. BELMONT. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs to give notice to the House that this, which is a privileged matter, 
will be called up for consideration by the committee on Wednesday 
next immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. RICE, by unanimous consent obtained leave to file the views of 
the minority, to be printed with the report. 


VENEZUELA CLAIMS. 


Mr. RICE. I desire to makea privileged report from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. I am instructed by that committee to report back 
mia a favorable recommendation the resolution which I send to the 

esk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That the pemetary af Cate ba ee to Nrin SS T 
copies of correspondence with claimants against the alg get heey a 
Enon pines Cia paarina of She Jotas eee ec sot rolata ao 
rot gp ty oh ea stipulations of the treaty of 1866 with 


ment. And also of any correspondence with the Government Voue- j 
zuela in respect to same Ma heretofore communicated to this House. ~ 
The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
——— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROPERTY OF AMERIGANS DESTROYED AT ASPINWALL,. 


Mr. RICE. I present another privileged report from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 12, 1887, 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to inform the House of Rep- 
resentatives, if not P senarma with the public interests, what action, if any, 
has been frei by the cheese FOr of State to protect the interests of American 
citizens whose destroyed by fire caused by insurgents at Aspin- 
wall, inthe Uni States of. Colombia, in 1885, and to transmit to this House all 
correspondence with the Colombian Government relating thereto, 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RICHARD B. RIANS. 


Mr. SWOPE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2519) g -anting 
an increase of pension to Richard B. Rians, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu 
of the words “twenty-five” insert " thirty-five ; ” and that the Houseagree tothe 


same, 
JOHN A. SWOPE, 
E. H. CONGER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
FEENS SAWYER, 
JAMES F. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. SWOPE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the reportof the committee 
of conference be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SWOPE moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 


report was ado; ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 

ports. 
ORGANIZATION OF THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8757) for the organization of 
the Territory of Alaska, and to provide for the establishment of a civil 
government therefor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 7, YAKIMA COUNTY, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. PERRY, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7857) to validate an act 
of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ADAM L. EPLEY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, re- 

ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1924) for 
the relief of Adam L. Epley; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom panying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS A. OSBORN. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2553) for 
the relief of Thomas A. Osborn; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


THE BATTLE OF BENNINGTON. 
Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported, asa 
substitute for H. R. 10208, a bill (H. R. 11195) relative to the Revolu- 
tionary battle of Bennington; which was referred to the Committee of 
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the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R.10208) was laid on the table. 

Mr. NEGLEY, from the Committee on Military nitag ett ok as 
a substitute for H. R. 9990, a bill (H. R. 11196) granting right of way 
and other privileges to the Hampton and Old Point Railroad Company; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 9990) was laid on the table. 


ESTATE OF C. M. BRIGGS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 3828) for the- relief of the estate of C. M. 
Briggs, deceased, with a recommendation that the amendment of the 
Senate thereto be non-concurred in, and that the conference asked by 
the Senate be agreed to. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
iret Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

SWORD OF CAPT. SAMUEL C. REID. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 109) authorizing the President of the United States to accept the 
battle-sword of Capt. Samuel Chester Reid, late of the private armed 
brig General Armstrong; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WOODY. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 10335) to increase the pension 
of James Woody; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. WINANS, by unanimous consent obtained leave for Elias Shaffer 
to withdraw certain papers filed in support of his application for increase 


of pension. 
LEWIS ROBACKER. 


Mr. STORM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11197) 
granting a pension to Lewis Robacker; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the hour for 
the consideration of bills called up by committees at 12 o’clock 
and 33 minutesp.m. The call rests with the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Interior Department. 

EMPLOYES IN GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to resume 
the consideration of the bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency of the 
General Land Office. 

The motion was to. 

The House ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (S. 2877) 
to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office. The pending 
question is on the motion to report the bill back to the House with a 
recommendation that the enacting clause be struck out. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. On that question the vote was taken, and 
the negative side was in the majority. The point of no quoram was 
asi ut I understand that the gentleman who made that point with- 

ws it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point that no quorum voted withdrawn? 

Mr. STEELE. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further count being insisted upon, the noes 
have it; and the motion is not agreed to. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I now move that the committee rise and 
report the bill back to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 68, noes 33. 

Mr.-GOFF. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, and Mr. Gorr 
were appointed. 

ox tellers et to make the count. 

uring the count, the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, there Soie Gi be no quorum, 
I submit that it is the duty of the Chair to order the roll to be called. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Members are voting very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers have not made their report. 

Mr. STEELE. Donotthe rules require that the roll shall be called ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Notuntil we make our report. Members 
are voting very well. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not decide whether a quorum has 
voted or not until there is a final report. 


Mr. GOFF. A “final report’? has been made; the last two mem- 
bers who voted were to the Chair. 

Mr. WEA of Iowa. It takes two to make a “‘final report.” 

Mr. STEELE. I move a call of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is customary to con- 
tinue the count by tellers as long as members manifest a disposition to 


vote. 

Mr. STEELE. I move a call of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is notin order; the tellers have not 
made their 


Mr. STEELE. Then I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is notin order pending the division 
now being taken upon the proposition that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. Then I move to lay the bill on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. STEELE, Must we wait allday foraquorum? I will inquire 
of the Chair how long we must wait for a quorum? 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule fixes no time, but as long as members 
continue voting it is not usual for the Chair to order a call of the roll. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. A quorum has now voted. 

Mr. GOFF. ‘‘ It takes two to make a final report.” [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the tellers report ayes 131, 
noes 33. The ayes have it; and the committee determines to rise and 
report the bill favorably to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union having had under consideration the 
bill (S. 2877) to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office, had 
a him to report the same back with a recommendation that it 

o pass. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. “I call for the previous ‘question on the 
third reading of the Senate bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House take a recess until 20’clock 
this afternoon. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon the motion that the 
House take a recess. s 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 23, noes 94. 

Mr. PERKINS. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. WEAVER of Iowa 
were appointed. 

The tellers proceeded to make the count. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I ask unanimous consent to have published in the 
RECORD a resolution of the Illinois Legislature. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. PERKINS (during the count). Mr. Speaker, I understand there 
are eleven minutes remaining to this committee. I ask that those 
eleven minutes be given to the next succeeding committee, and that 
we now proceed with business. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I prefer that the vote continue; I trust 
that we may have a quorum. 

The SPEAKER (at 1 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.). The hour for 
the consideration of bills called up by committees has expired. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. COBB submitted the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United States 
certain of the lands ted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to re- 
store the same to settlement,and for other purposes, haying met, after full and 
free conference haye been unable to agree, ns O0 


H. S. VAN EATON, 
L. E. PAYSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


E 
F. M. COCKRE 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, perhaps it will be well for me to make a 
statement to the House in regard to the conference report. 

It will be remembered by the House we passed a bill during the last 
session forfeiting all the Northern Pacific land grant west of Bismarck. 
About that time the Senate this bill. It came over to the House 
and was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. The com- 
mitteee struck out all after the enacting clause of the Senate bill and 
inserted the bill which had passed the House. 

Now, the difference between the two bills I will state briefly. The 
House bill, as I have said, forfeits all of the grant west of Bismarck, 
amounting to about 36,000,000 of acres. The Senate bill, which was 
amended by the House, forfeited that portion of the grant west of the 
Cascade Mountains, or so much of that portion not covered by the road 
at the passage of the bill; in other words, all not coterminous with 
the completed road at the date of the passage of the bill. And it pre- 
tends to forfeit that portion of the grant from Wallula Junction down 
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to Portland. That is the portion of the grant which the company never 
intends to earn in any form, a line running south of the Columbia River. 
This grant is north of the Columbia River, and if they should construct 
a road so as to earn, so to speak, that portion of the grant north of the 
Columbia River from Wallula Junction down to Portland, they would 
have two roads, one on each side of the Columbia River, running parallel 
with each other from a given point to another given point. That is 
the Senate bill. 

Therefore it does not, in point of fact, forfeit any land except that 
portion of the Cascade branch west of the Cascade Mountains, which 
amounts to about three and a half millions of acres. 

The committee of conference insists that bill ought not to pass. 

There are other provisions which I might call attention to for a mo- 
ment. It confirms to the purchasers of the company or to those who 
may have contracts with it, or those who may have in possession lands 
which were originally granted by the bill creating the corporation—it 
confirms to parties now claiming them in any way the possession of 
such lands east of Wallula Junction to the extent of the entire purchase 
by companies or individuals. West of that this bill of the Senate pro- 
poses the title from the railroad company to the purchaser shall vestin 
the purchaser to the extent of 320 acres to each individual. We believe, 

‘haps, thatis wrong. But, howeverthat may be, the question at issue 
is whether this Congress will forfeit three and a half millions of mount- 
ainous land and leave thirty-two millions unforfeited, which in jus- 
tice should be forfeited, and which this House declared by more than 
four to one should be forfeited. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Does not the Senate bill confirm 32,000,- 
000 acres to the railroad company ? 

Mr. COBB. That is the end of this grant if the Senate bill should 


pass. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. COBB. I move the House insist and ask for a further confer- 
ence. 
The motion was a; to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers of said conference on the part 
of the House Mr. Copp, Mr. VAN Eaton, and Mr. Payson. 


WIDOW OF JOHN A. LOGAN. 
Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, presented the following; which 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 
Engrossed joint resolution No. 3. 


Whereas General John A. n was one of the most began ne volun- 
teer soldiers in the late war for the preservation of the Union, and rendered sig- 
nal service to the Republic both in war and in ce: Therefore, 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Indiana, That our Senators be 
instructed and our Representatives be requested to support and do all that they 
honorably can to secure the passage of the bill now pending in Congress to 
grant a pension to the widow of John A. Logan. 

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate be hereby instructed to forward to 
each of our Senators and Representatives a copy of this resolution. 


I, Webster Dixon, principal secretary of the senate of the State of Indiana, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of joint resolution 
No. 3 as adopted by the senaté and house of representatives of the State of In- 
diana January 13, iss7, 

WEBSTER DIXON, 
Principal Secretary Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I demand the regular order. 

‘Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the further consideration of bills under thespecial order, 
the object being to reach the pleuro-pneumonia bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 66, noes 
26. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, and Mr. HATCH were appointed tellers. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I would be under obligations ifthe Chair 
would appoint somebody else to act as teller. I do not care to act asa 
teller when the point is made that no quorum has voted on a proposi- 
tion to take up and considera public proposition of importance like this. 
If the gentleman from Ohio wants to delay the business of the House 
and the country he has it in his power to do so by such motions. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think we have much more important 
business for consideration than this. 

Mr. HATCH. Yes; provided somebody brings it up. No business 
has been called up, but still the gentleman seeks to delay this bill by 
such objections. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This is worse than no business. 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw the motion. 

TheSPEAKER, The regular orderis the unfinished business, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3) to prevent the claim of the war taxes under the act of March 5, 
1861, and acts Apa epski thereof, by the United States as a set-off against States 


having claims against the General Government, 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was before the House 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] had the floor for 
thirty minutes. If he desires to go on now it is proper that he should 


have the floor for that purpose. If not, I do not see any good reason 
for taking up the bill in the sixteen minutes remaining of the time of 
the Horse until it begins the execution of the order heretofore made 
for the eulogies. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. As the hour of 2 o'clock is set apart for 
eulogies, I move that the House take a recess until that time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask the gentleman to waive the motion for a mo- 
ment while I suggest a matter on which I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent, and to which I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I demand the regular order. à 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

The motion was to; there being on a division—ayes 41, noes 
19; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m. ) the House took 
a recess until 2 o’clock p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House at 2 o’clock resumed its session. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President in writing was communicated to the 
House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The message announced the approval of House bills of the following 
titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 1280) to authorize Frank W. Hunt to erect and main- 
tain a ferry across the Missouri River at the military reservation of 
Fort Buford, Dak.; and 

A bill (H. R. 10056) granting to the Saint Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the Indian 
reservations in Northern Montana and Northwestern Dakota. 


DEATH OF SENATOR LOGAN. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the resolu- 
tions of respect for the memory of the late Senator Logan passed by 
the Senate and transmitted to the House. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory 
of John A. sl a Senator from the State of Illinois, and a distinguished 
member of body, business be now suspen: , that the friends and associ- 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I now submit for present consideration 
the resolutions I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
John A. , late a Senator from the State of Illinois. 

Resolved, t the business of this House be suspended that appropriate hon- 
ors may cyte the memory of the deceased. 

Resolved, House be directed to transmit to the family of 
the deceased a copy of these reso! 


lutions. 
That as an additional mark of respect to the m 
couse’ this House do now adjourn. ano Eo de: 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. There are a number of gentlemen who 
have expressed a desire to speak or to print remarks upon this occasion, 
and in their behalf I ask unanimous consent that permission be given 
generally to print, and also to extend remarks which may be delivered 
on this subject in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, Logan is dead, and we, his 
friends, comrades, colleagues, and admirers, have gathered here to-day 
to bear testimony to his worth; to stop for a few moments beside the 
new-made ve, as if were, and cover with flowers his last resting 
place. Nations have stood with uncovered heads in respectful honor 
of men whose werks and deeds have been as nothing compared to ’s. 

For almost thirty years his official acts and personal doings have 
formed a considerable portion of the woof and warp of our country’s 
history, and for the last twenty-five years there has scarcely been a 
day, and along the whole line hardly a point, where the form, the voice, 
the footprints of Logan could not be seen, heard, and recognized. 

That was a self-made man is, in a certain sense, true; butif 
by the term ‘‘self-made’’ any one understands or intends to convey 
the idea that he was born within the dark, cheerless, comfortless val- 
ley of poverty, ignorance, and lowly social position, he was not self- 
made, His father, Dr. John Logan, was a polished, cultivated, edu- 
cated physician, surgeon, and gentleman of large means for the day and 
frontier country in which he lived. He occupied the highest social po- 
sition, and was frequently honored by his people by elections to the 
State Legislature and other official positions. General Logan’s mother 
belonged to one of the best families of the South, being a sister of Lieu- 
tenant-Governor and Judge Jenkins, formerly of Virginia, recently of 
Illinois. 

While the old home was not a palace, it was comfortable, ample in 
size for the family, friends, and belated traveler passing that way. It 
was the rendezvous for the gentry, the politicians, and the best people 
of that country, who always found a welcome around the bountiful and 
hospitable board of Dr. Logan. Amid such scenes and surroundings, 
John Alexander Logan was born and reared. Schools and colleges 
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were few and far between in Southern Illinois in those early days, and 
therefore an education was difficult to obtain. In educating and pre- 
paring himself for the conspicuons positions, both civil and military, 
occupied for so many years by him, he was indeed self-made. 

Logan was a born warrior, full to overflowing with military genius, 
spirit, courage, and dash. His military record in the Mexican war was 
creditable and honorable for one of his years, but it was during the war 
of the rebellion that his military ardor and genius blazed forth in peer- 
less splendor and glory. As colonel of the Thirty-first Illinois Regi- 
ment, he was almost worshiped by his officers and men; as the com- 
mander of a brigade, division, corps, and army, he was the central sun 
of all his command, and stood in their estimation as the invincible com- 
mander, the irresistible leader. 

At the battles of Fort Donelson, Champion Hills, Vicksburg, Ray- 
mond, Resaca, Kenesaw Mountain, Peachtree Creek, Decatur, Atlanta, 
and Jonesboro’ he led his forces always to victory. He was the most 
magnetic, romantically dashing soldier I ever saw upon the battlefield. 
Who of those who witnessed it can ever forget the picturesque splendor 
of his appearance and bearing as he dashed down the line as the new 
commander of the Army of the Tennessee, just after McPherson fell on 
that terrible 22d day of July, 1864. 

The impetuous Hood had launched his forces upon our lines with 
the fary and power of an Alpine avalanche; McPherson the chivalrous 
had fallen; a half-defined panic seized our men, and they began falling 
back, ily, almost doggedly, at first; but with fast-expiring courage 
and rapidly increasing speed they shrunk before the eager onslaught 
of the enemy. Just then Logan came tearing down the line at full 
speed. He was superbly mounted upon a powerful black stallion, a 

nuine charger, a war horse indeed; his long black hair floated out 

ike a banner, his fearless eagle eyes were two flaming orbs, his face was 
as dark as the front of a storm cloud, and his voice was like the battle- 
blast ofa bugle. Instantly the retreating, half panic-stricken soldiers 
changed front, reformed their line of battle, fixed bayonets, and followed 
Logan in an irresistible charge against the enemy, driving them in con- 
fusion from the field. 

At the battle of Raymond it became necessary to change the position 
of a battery of artillery on the field. In moving to the new position 
the battery had to pass over a portion of the field where quite a num- 
ber of the dead of both armies lay. Logan halted the battery, and 
while in full sight of the enemy and under fire, dismounted and helped 
with his own hands to tenderly remove the dead bodies, both Federal 
and confederate, from the road where the cannon had to pass. 

Such chivalry, such magnanimity, such tenderness in the fire, shot, 
storm, and very hell of battle, has never been surpassed, nor equaled 
since the days of Bayard, Sidney, and De La Hay, of each of whom, and 
Logan, it could be truthfully said, ‘‘ He was without fear and without 
reproach.” Since the war he has been, and ever will be, regarded as 
the ideal volunteer soldier by his old comrades wherever dispersed. 

Logan was a born leader in civil, as well as in military life. Asa 
nisi prius lawyer he stood in the front rank of the profession, even be- 
fore he entered Congress the first time. As a member of the Illinois 
Legislature he was chairman of the judiciary committee of the house. 

In Congress, both in the House and Senate, his position and works 
have been so important and conspicuous for almost a quarter of a cen- 
tury that the country and the whole civilized world must be familiar 
with them. 

He was a partisan, both in religion and politics. While not a con- 
spicuous member of the church, he had a firm hold on his religious 
opinions, and believed with all his heart in the Christian religion and 
the doctrines and creed of the Methodist Episcopal Church. Nothing 
would stir his wrath more quickly or effectually than a sneer or gibe 
at the Christian religion. 

And so in politics. While originally a Democrat, when brought face 
to face with and being compelled to choose between a National Govern- 
ment or a confederation of States, he at once unhesitatingly chose the 
National Government, rejecting the idea that this Government was a con- 
federation of sovereign States, and at once became a Republican of the 
most pronounced type. He had the courage of his convictions and be- 
lieved with all his soul in republicanism and in the idea that “ this is a 
Government of the people, by the people, forthe people.” While tly 
maligned and much abused and misrepresented by his political one. 
nents, he was honored and beloved by his old neighbors and friends 
without regard to politics. 

Few men have held so many hearts in the hollow of their hand as 
did John A. Logan. He was the most conspicuous political figure in 
the West, if not in the country; and in Illinois the vacancy caused by 
his death can never be filled. 


His smile will ne’er a cheer comrade’s heart, 
Nor voice fall sweetly on the aor ear 
Of listening multitudes. The nobler part 
Is his. ith boundless trust, faith pure and clear, 
He rests within the bosom of his Lord. 


Farewell to thee, or to that which dies; 
But to thy name and beigas impérishable fame 
We can not say farewell, ithin our hearts their 
A memory of thy glorious deeds and name 
ch alone with death can die, 


lies 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I am deeply sensible 
that no words of mine can add to the name and fame of General John 
A. Logan; and yet, coming as I do from the State in which he had his 
birth, and which at the time of his death he so ably represented in het 
Senate, and having for so many years had the honor of his acquaintance 
and friendship, I can not, in justice to my own feelings, permit this oc- 
casion to pass without paying some tribute, however humble it may be, 
to his memory. My first acquaintance with John A. Logan began in 
1840, when we were yet but boys. His father, Dr. John Logan, whom 
I well remember, and mine, were in that year members of our State 
Legislature, and we accompanied them to Springfield, the then new 
capital of our State, where we first met and formed an acquaintance 
which a little later became intimate, and finally ripened into a friend- 
ship which continued uninterrupted and unbroken to the day of his 
death. 

I remember John A. Logan as a member of our State Legislature in 
1853, and again in 1857, when he was a member of the house and Ia 
member of the senate. He was then an intense, an ardent Democrat, 
and I was first a Whig and then a Republican. But, however we dif- 
fered politically, our personal intercourse was always pleasant and 
friendly; and no man could know Logan without respecting him for 
the strength of his character and for his frankness and his manliness. 

In 1853 he must have been, if not the youngest, among the youngest 
members of the State Legislature, and yet he was a leading, prominent 
member of the house of representatives; took an active part in all 
the proceedings, and exhibited at that early day the same characteris- 
tics which in the last twenty-six or seven years of his life made him one 
among the most conspicuous figures in our national affairs; that is, he 
was earnest, enthusiastic, fearless. He had opinions and the courage 
of his convictions, and he maintained them with an ability which I 
know made his then political friends regard him as one of the most 
promising young men of the State. 

Logan was a member of the Thirty-sixth and also of the Thirty- 
seventh Congress. But in 1861, before the expiration of his second 
term, he resigned his seat in Congress, went home to Illinois, raised a 
regiment, and entered into the military service of his country for the 
preservation of the Union. He served in the Thirty-sixth and in the 
Thirty-seventh Congress with ability and distinction. The distin- 
guished member (Judge KELLEY) who sits before me served with him in 
the Thirty-seventh Congress, and can speak more accurately of his 
public service at that time than I can. But in1861, in the last month 
of that memorable Congress which closed with the inauguration of 
Abraham Lincoln as President, Logan uttered these patriotic words: 

I have been taughtthat the preservation of this glorious Union, with its broad 
flag waving over usas the shield of our protection on land and sea, is paramount 
to all peacanse platforms that ever have ex’ or evercan exist. I wouldto- 
day, if I had the power, sink my own party and every other one with all their 
platforms into the vortex of ruin, without Tonig a sigh or shedding a tear, to 
save the Union, or even to stay the revolution where it is. 

This was the language of sublime patriotism, and if Logan had ut- 
tered no other words but these in that Congress they would of them- 
selves have entitled him to the highest distinction as a noble citizen 
and a true patriot. 

I was, Mr. Speaker, of Southern birth, and I loved my native land 
as a man ought to love it. But I loved this great Republic better if 
possible than I loved my own life; and knowing John A. Logan as well 
as I did, with his strong political and party prejudices, I can never 
forget how my heart warmed towards him when I heard of the noble, 
patriotic stand he had taken for the Union and for the flag of his 
country. Up to that time we had been politically opposed to each 
other. But from that on until I stood by his bedside, on that sad and 
deeply distressing 26th day of December, and saw him pass away, I 
never ceased to love and honor him. 

I shall not attempt on this occasion to follow General Logan at length 
in all his brilliant and wonderful career after he entered the Union 
Army in 1861. Nor is it necessary for me to do so, for his military 
service at least is well known to all persons who admire great deeds 
and love and honor the glory of their countrymen. The story of the 
many memorable marches, battles, and campaigns in which Logan 
ticipated and won a glorious distinction and a name that will live for- 
ever fill the brightest pages of his country’s history, and will be re- 
peated by the children of the Republic, I trust, when all who now live 
shall have passed away. 

Logan was in the meridian of life when he entered the army in 1861, 
He had served with some distinction as a soldier in the war with Mex- 
ico, and was not therefore altogether without experience in military 
life, and at once on again entering the military service of his country, 
animated as he was by the loftiest patriotism, he displayed such marked 
ability and such high soldierly qualities that his fame was assured in 
the very first battles in which he participated. We can not well think 
of Belmont, of Henry, and of Donelson without associating the name 
of Logan with them. At Donelson really the first great victory of the 
war was won; and Illinois certainly had her full share of the glory of 
that victory. Every patriot in the Jand, and especially every citizen 
of Illinois, should ever feel a just degree of pride in remembering the 
names of Grant, and Wallace, and McClernand, and Logan, and Oglesby, 
and Morrison, and Ransom with all the other brave and gallant sol- 


diers of Illinois who helped to fight the battle and win the victory at 
Donelson. 

Well might the governor of Massachusetts congratulate the governor 
of Illinois on the gallantry of her troops in giving to the country the 
first great victory of the war. And, Mr. Speaker, Logan was a con- 
spicuous figure in the battle of Donelson; and it was there he shed his 
first blood in defense of the Union and the flag of his country. Butat 
Corinth, at Port Gibson, Raymond, Jackson, Champion Hills, and Vicks- 
burg, at Rocky Faced Ridge, at Resaca, and all the memorable battles of 
the Atlanta campaign; on the march from Atlanta to the sea, and up 
through the Carolinas to Bentonville, N. C., where I believe he fought 
his last battle of the war for the Union; and wherever this brave, 
lans patriotic soldier went at the head of his command, he upheld 
and defended the flag of his country, with a heroism and a patriotism 
absolutely sublime. 

At Goldsborough, N. C., I met General Logan for the first time dur- 
ing the war; I called on him at his headquarters, and received from 
him a cordial and pleasant greeting. But I was strongly impressed 
with the wonderful change which I found in him since I had last seen 
him. He was changed in his manner. He had none of the rollicking 
air of his earlier years. He had manifestly grown with his great op- 
portunities. The great responsibilities which had rested upon him, 
first as commander of a regiment, then of a brigade, then of a divis- 
ion, and finally of an army corps, in the field, and engaged in active 
military operations, had developed in him ahigher, better, and nobler 
manhood. The fearful scenes through which he had passed had given 
him more sober views of life. There was nothing of profanity or 
frivolty in hisconversation. He spoke of the wonderful War through 
which we had been passing, and which, as Richmond was then in our 
occupation, he fondly hoped would soon be over. He expressed the be- 
lief that we would emerge from under the dark cloud of war stronger 
and better as a nation and a people than ever before. 

It was a pleasure to me to hear him speak so hopefully of the future 
of our country, for in the courage of his great soul he saw no serious 
obstacles in the way of our future national greatness and glory. There 
was no pride, no pomp, no ostentation in his manner; and I was deeply 
gratified to see that he bore the high rank and distinguished honors, 
which he had fairly won by his own gallantry, with becoming modesty. 
And I can say to-day, Mr. Speaker, that I left his headquarters at that 
time with a feeling of pride in John A. Logan as a citizen of the State 
of Illinois, which has never diminished in all the years that have fol- 
lowed. 

Mr. Speaker, Logan was a great soldier. He was not only a soldier 
of great courage, but he had great ability to command men; and he 
fairly won for himself every promotion he received, from the begin- 
ning to the end of the war, by his valor, his ability, and his patriot- 
ism. He richly deserves the reputation so universally accorded to him 
of being the great volunteer general of the Union Army, And from 
the time he drew his sword in defense of the Union until he sheathed 
it at the close of the war, when peace was restored and the Union 
saved, there was no stain, no dishonor upon it. He served honorably 
and faithfully in whatever capacity he was placed, and by his soldierly 
bearing in every battle he fought he inspired in his men a confidence 
and courage which repelled all thought of defeat. How many old sol- 
diers I have heard say to me, ‘‘ We always felt safer and better when 
we knew Logan was near.” 

Was ever any general more beloved, more idolized by his men than 
was Logan? And did ever any general love and honor the soldiers who 
fought under him, and I may say all soldiers who followed the flag in 
defense of the Union, than did John A. Logan? I think I can safely 
say No! in answer to both these questions. He was at all times 
and under all circumstances the soldier’s friend. He was their friend 
during the war, whether in the camp, on the march, or on the battle- 
field. And ever since the war he has been their friend. In his active 
military service, marching and moving from State to State, none knew 
better than he how much of suffering, how much of exposure and hard- 
ship soldiers had to endure in fighting the battles of their country. 
He knew how they had impaired health and periled life itself to save 
the Republic, and at all times and on all occasions, when proper to do 
#0, he insisted that justice should be done the soldier, and I believe 
that his death produced a more profound sorrow in the hearts of the 
old soldiers of the country than that of any other man who has died 
since the war, unless it may have been the death of that great soldier, 
General Grant. 

But it is not for the military service of General Logan alone, glori- 
ous as that has been, that we should honor his name. I have spoken 
of his service in civil life before the war. But since the war he has 
represented the State of Illinois in Congress, either asa member of the 
House or theSenate, continuously from 1866 to the day of hisdeath, with 
an intermission of two years, and always with great ability and fidel- 
ity. No man has ever been more faithful to public duty than John A. 
Logan. He has been true to every trust confided to him, and is en- 
titled to quite as much distinction for his energy and industry, his 
integrity and ability in the councils of the nation since the war as he 
was for his heroic courage, his gallantry, and his patriotism in the mil- 
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itary service during the war. John A. Logan was one of the most un- 
tiring, energetic, industrious, fearless men I have ever known in publie 
life. I have often wondered how he accomplished so much work as he 
did, for but few, if any, of our public men have taken a more active 
part in all our apportant national legislation in the last twenty years 
than . And yet he loved his friends devotedly, and when I have 
called upon him I found him erally surrounded by a house full of 
acquaintances and friends; when he found time or opportunity to 
prepare himself so well as he did for his public duties was to mea 
mystery. 

But Logan wasin many respects a remarkable man. Henevershirked 
either duty or danger. He never approached public questions or pub- 
lic duties limpingly or haltingly. On thecontrary, he met them boldly 
and without hesitation. He was as quick to form an opinion as he was 
frank to express and bold to defend it after it was formed. He wasa 
man of positive character and convictions, and always asserted himself 
in whatever position he was placed, if it was in the performance of a 
public duty; but it was without arrogance or an assumption of self- 
importance. It has been said that he was ambitious to be President, 
mes iy if he was it was an honorable ambition, and many of us who knew 
him best and honored him for his great deeds believed that his distin- 
guished services both in civil and military life fairly entitled him to 
that honor. But he was manly and honorable in his ambition, and was 
never a trimmer nor time-server; he never dodged or tried to dodge 
any question nor avoid any responsibility for fearit mightaffect his Presi- 
dential aspirations. Hewas always a true man, and you knew exactly 
where to find him and what to depend upon. 

It has been said that Logan was not without bis faults, and so he 
was not. If he had been he would not have been human. But hehad 
as few of them as most of men. Some say that he was impatient at 
opposition, and that this was a weakness of his character. I know, Mr. 
Speaker, he was sometimes impatient at opposition; but I have attrib- 
uted it to the earnestness of his nature, the absolute honesty of his 
convictions, and a strong belief that he was in the right, and it was 
difficult for him to understand why others could not see the matter in 
the same strong light in whichhe saw it. And this impatience of oppo- 
sition was not always an evidence of weakness, but often of strength 
of character. Whatever faults, however, General Logan may have had, 
he certainly had great yirtues, and many noble qualities both of head 
and heart. He was a loving, devoted husband, a kind, affectionate 
father, a generous, true friend, and an honest, manly man. 

But he has left us. This man of wonderful activity, of untiring en- 
ergy and industry, of earnest patriotism, of heroic courage and distin- 
guished ability—this illustrious citizen, soldier, and Senator has gone 
out from among us to return no more forever. He has left us, as many 
of us who kn@w him best and loved him most believed, before he had 
reached the zenith of his usefulness, and when we hoped higher honors 
were yet in store for him. 

Mr. Speaker, I stood at the bedside of John A. Logan when he was 
dying and saw him pass peacefully away. And the scene, one of the 
most affecting and I may say deeply distressing I ever witnessed, can 
never be obliterated from my memory. To see this strong man, this 
friend and brother, this distinguished and much-beloved citizen and 
Senator of my own State, struggling with that enemy of our race to 
whom we must all sooner or later surrender, and to witness the deep 
anguish, the bitter grief of his heart-broken wife and children, filled my 
heart with an inexpressible sadness, with a depth of sorrow never felt 
before in the death of any public man, however distinguished. And 
to-day my heart, and I trust all our hearts, go out in tenderest sym- 
pathy for that noble woman, his grief-stricken widow, and her chil- 
dren, who sit under the shadow of a great sorrow. 

Mr. Speaker, we shall miss Logan in the councils of the nation. We 
shall miss him in the State which gave him birth, and where he filled a 
large place in the hearts and affections of the people. General Logan 
has been greatly beloved and honored by the State of Illinois, and in 
return he has shed honor and renown upon the State by faithful and 
honorable service, and by the luster of his great deeds. And to-day 
we deplore his death and mourn his loss as a calamity to the State and 
to the entire country. But he leaves behind him a brilliant record, a 
noble example, and a name and fame which will live forever. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, a great citizen who filled high pub- 
lic stations for more than a quarter of a century has passed away, 
and the House of Representatives turns aside from its usual public du- 
ties that it may place in its permanent and official records a tribute to 
his memory and manifest in some degree its appreciation of his lofty 
character and illustrious services, 

General Logan was a conspicuous figure in war, and scarcely less con- 
spicuousin peace. Whether onthe field of arms or in the forum where 
ideas clash, General Logan was ever at the front. 

Mr. Speaker, he was a leader of men, having convictions, with the 
courage to utter and enforce them in any place and to defend them 
against any adversary. He was never long in the rear among the fol- 
lowers. Starting there, his resolute and resistless spirit soon impressed 
itself upon his fellows, and he was quickly advanced to his true and 
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rightful rank of leadership. Without the aid of fortune, without the 
help of influential friends, he won his successive stations of honor by 
the force of his own integrity and industry, his own high character and 
indontitable will. 

And it may be said of him that he justly represents one of the best 
types of American , and illustrates in his life the outcome 
and the possibilities of the American youth under the generous influ- 
ences of our free institutions. 

Participating in two wars, the records of both attest his courage and 
devotion, his valor and his sacrifices for the country which he loved 
so well, and to which he more than once dedicated everything he pos- 
sessed, even life itself. Reared a Democrat, he turned away from 
many of the old party leaders when the trying crisis came which was 
to determine whether the Union was to be saved or to be severed. He 
joined his old friend and party leader, Stephen A. Douglas, with all 
the ardor of his strong nature, and the safety and preservation of the 
Union became the overshadowing and absorbing purpose of his life. 
His creed was his country. Patriotism was the sole plank in his plat- 
form. Everything must yield to this thought; every other considera- 
tion must be subordinated to it, and he threw the whole force of his 
great character at the very outset into the struggle for national life. 
To him no sacrifice was too great, no undertaking too dificult, no 
charge too desperate, no exposure too severe, no siege too hazardous. 
He commanded, Mr. Speaker, on the battle line, and never ordered his 
men to go where he would not lead. His skirmishers were never so 
close to the enemy’s guns as to keep him away. He was every inch a 
soldier, dashing and fearless, often exposing himself unnecessarily 
against the earnest protests of his commanders and his comrades. 

Wherever the fire was the hottest, wherever the line was most ex- 
posed, wherever the danger was most imminent John A. Logan was 
always to be found. He seemed the very incarnation of soldierly valor 
and vigor. Belmont and Donelson, Champion Hills and Vicksburg, 
Missionary Ridge and Lookout Mountain tell the story of his lofty 
courage, of his martial qualities, of his genius to command and of his 
matchless heroism, as these great battles tell to all mankind the dread- 
ful cost of liberty and the price of nationality. 

Great and commanding, however, Mr. Speaker, as were his services 
in war the true eulogist of General can never pass unnoticed the 
important services rendered immediately preceding his enlistment and 
afterward in arousing an intense, a deep, a profound love for country 
and a strong and lasting sentiment for the cause of the Union not only 
in his own State, but in every one of the Northern States; and the full 
measure and influence of his prompt action and courageons stand at 
that time never can be estimated. His patriotic words penetrated the 
hearts and the homes of the people of twenty-two States. They in- 
creased enlistment. They swelled the muster-rolls of States. They 
moved the indifferent to prompt action, they drew the doubting into 
the ranks of the country’s defenders. 

His first election to Congress was in the year made memorable by the 
debate between Lincoln and Douglas. In the presidential contest of 
1860 following he was the enthusiastic friend and supporter of Douglas. 
But the moment secession was initiated and the Union threatened he 
was among the first to tender his sword and his services to Abraham 
Lincoln and to throw the weight of his great character and resolute 
soul on the side represented by the political rival of his old friend. He 
resi, his seat in Congress to raise a regiment, and it.isa noteworthy 
fact that in the i district which he represented more sol- 
diers were sent to the front according to its population than in any 
other Congressional district in the United States. Itisa further sig- 
nificant fact, that in 1860 when he ran for Congress as a Democratic 
candidate, in what was known as the old ninth Congressional district, 
he received a majority of over 13,000; and six years afterwards, when 
at the conclusion of the war he ran as a. candidate of the Republican 

in the State of Illinois as Representative to Congress at large, the 
same old Ninth district that had given him a Democratic majority of 
13,000 in 1860 gave him a Republican majority of over 3,000 in 1866. 
Whatever else these facts may teach, Mr. Speaker, they clearly show 
onething, that John A. Logan’s old constituency approved of his course, 
was proud of his illustrious services, and followed the flag which he 
bore, which was the flag of the stars. 

His service in this House and in the Senate almost uninterruptedly 
since 1867 was marked by great industry, by rugged honesty, by devo- 
tion to the interests of the country and to the whole country, to the 
rights of the citizen, and especially by a devotion tothe interests of his 
late comrades in arms. 

He was a strong and forcible debater. He wasa most thorough mas- 
ter of the subjects he discussed, and an intense believer in the policy 
and principles he advocated. In popular discussion upon the hustings 
he had no superiors, and but few equals. He seized the hearts and the 
consciences of men, and moved great multitudes with that fury of en- 
thusiasm with which he had moved his soldiers in the field. 
high tribute to any man, it is high tribute to John 
A. Logan, to say that in the House of resentatives where sat Thad- 
deus Stevens, Robert C. Schenck, James G. Blaine, and James A. Gar- 
field, Henry Winter Davis, and William D. Kelley, he stood equal in 
favor and in power in party control. And it is equally high tribute 


to him to say that in the Senate of the United States, where sat Charles 
Sumner and Oliver P. Morton, Hannibal Hamlin and Zachariah Chand- 
ler, John Sherman and George F. Edmunds, Roscoe Conkling and Jus- 
tin Morrill, he firmly divided with them the power and responsibility 
of Republican leadership. No higher eulogy could be bestowed upon 
any man, no more honorable distinction could be coveted. 

It has been said here to-day, Mr. Speaker, that John A. Logan was 
a partisan, that he was a party man. So he was. He believedin the 
Republican party; but while he believed in the Republican party, its 
purposes and aspirations, he was no blind follower of caucuses or 
of partisan administrations. The world knows how loved his 
old commander, General Grant. He loved him with a simple faith; 
he had been his friend in all his active years; he had presented his 
name for the first time to the Republican National Convention in 1868, 
as the candidate of the then dominant party for the Presidency of the 
United States, and he had stood by him and supported him with his 
utmost energy in every subsequent contest that he made for that great 
office. But, loving Grant, he had yet the independence and the cour- 
age to dissent from his judgment and his policies on more than one 
memorable occasion, and I recall one such occasion now, Mr. Speaker, 
which can not be remembered by any of us without enhancing our ad- 
miration for the dead Senator. 

It was when the contest between President Grant and Charles Sum- 
ner was at its height; it was when the party caucus had decreed that 
the veteran statesman of Massachusetts, the apostle of freedom, must 
be deposed from the chairmanship of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of the Senate, a position he had so long and with such marked 
distinction filled, a position for which he was eminently qualified by 
education, ability, and experience. John A. was one of four 
Republican Senators who uttered earnest and emphatic protest agai 
that action, and his grand utterances on that oecasion should 
membered, for they are worthy of the hero of a hundred battles. Here 
are his words: 

Twelve years ago, when I came to Con; „I differed with the Senator from 
Massachusetts in my political opinions. had always recognized him as aman 
of great ability, as a man of sterling integrity and sey ay Yet I had no sym- 
pathy whatever with his political views. But I was attracted toward him in 
my sympathies and feelings because of the fact that I stood many times in this 
Chamber and saw him stand like a Roman senator and hurl away the curs of 
slavery as they snapped and snarled at him. I many times ngine nn disperse 
them in debate on the floor of the Senate. I learned then to admire him, al- 
though I did not fully agree with him, He then, sir, led the army of liberty in 
this country. He was its leader in the Senate, its leader eve here; as its ora- 
tor, as its advocate, as the man who adyanced opinions, as the man “who went 
far in advance and beckoned to others to come forward with him and give lib- 
erty to all the people of this country. During the terrible war through which 
we have he wasone of the great leaders in the Sena Through all our 
trials and difficulties, through our misfortunes and our triumphs, he stood at the 
head of the men in favor of liberty inthe ope When this istration came 


into power he still, as the great debater, as the greatstatesman in the land, 
at the head ofall. 


So General Logan spoke of Clfarles Sumner; and, so feeling, he could 
not consent to witness the humiliation of him who had stood on the 
advanced outpost of liberty and aroused public thought and quickened 
oe conscience in favor of freedom for allmen. His sense of justice 

as very strong and very deep; his convictions of fair play were of the 
kind that made him the prompt and ready defender of those who were 
to be dealt with unfairly. He wasalways an open adversary; henever 
fought under concealment; he never fought in darkness or in ambush 
he was always direct in his methods, whether in war or in peace, ae 
‘*the path of his thought was straight like that of the swift cannon-ball, 
shattering that it may reach, and shattering what it reaches,” 

Mr. Speaker, he was not only quick to defend Charles Sumner, but 
he was as prompt to defend his old comrade and leader, General Grant, 
when a little later he was unjustly (as Logan believed) attacked in the 
Senate, and the warp and woof of the thought of his defense both of Sum- 
ner and of Grantisexactly the same. He puts the defense of both upon 
the ground of what they have done for their country. In defense of 
General Grant he opened with this simple but pathetic inquiry: “What 
has the tanner from Galena done?™ And then, answering his own 
question, he said: 

He has written his history in deeds which willlive jeter as pensare dipped 
gg nny oa SE Oey pair pani raea F written, 

The history of that man is worth something. It is valuable. Itis nota his- 
tory of glittering generalities and declamation in speeches, but it is a history of 
greatdeeds and great things accomplished for this country. 

He reviewed his brilliant achievements at the head of the Western 
army, and said : 

General Grant was then bronght to the Army of the Potomac, He made a 
success, he won the battle, victory perched on our banner, we succeeded, slavery 
was abolished, and our country saved. 

The man who had done all that, Logan declared, was worthy to be 
commended, not condemned. Then he made a most telling appeal to 
his associates to stand by the great captain who, at the head of a million 
of men, had made perpetual the best government in the world. 

Mr. Speaker, General ’s military career, standing alone, would 
have given him a high place in history and a secure one in the hearts 
of his countrymen. General Logan’s legislative carcer, standing alone, 
would have given him an enduring reputation, associating his name 
with some of the most important Jegislation of the time and the century, 
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But united, they present a combination of forces and of qualities, they 
present a success in both careers almost unrivaled in the history of 
men. He lived during a period of very great activities and forces, and 
he impressed himself upon his ageand time. To me the dominant and 
controlling force in his life was. his intense patriotism. 

It stamped all of his actsand utterances and was the chief inspiration 
ofthe great work he wrought. His book, recently published, isa master- 
ful appeal to the patriotism of the people. His death, so sudden and 
unlooked for, wasashock to hiscountrymen and caused universal sorrow 
amongall classes inevery partofthe Union. Noclasssodeeply mourned 
his taking away as the great-volunteer army and their surviving families 
and friends. They wereclosely related tohim. They regarded him as 
their never-failing friend. He had been the first. commander-in-chief 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, and to him this mighty soldier or- 
oisin, numbering more than fourhundred thonsand, wasindebted 

‘or much of its efficiency in the field of charity. 

He was the idol of the army in which he served—the ideal citizen 
volunteer of the Republic, the pride of all of the armies, and affection- 
ately beloved by all who loved the Union. 

Honored and respected by his commanders, held in affectionate re- 
gard by the rank and file, who found in him a heroic leader and de- 
voted friend. He advocated the most generous bounties and pensions, 
and much of this character of legislation was constructed by his hand. 
So in sympathy was he with the brave men who risked all for country 
that he demanded for them the most generous treatment. I heard him 
declare last summer, to an audience of 10,000 people, gathered from all 
sections of the country, at the annual encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic at San Francisco, that he believed that the Govern- 
ment should grant from its overflowing treasury and boundless re- 
sources a pension to every Union soldier who was incapable of taking 
care of himself, asserting with all the fervor of his patriotic soul that the 
Government was unworthy of itself and of the blood and treasure it 


cost to save it which would permit any of its defenders to become in- | 


matesof the poorhouses of the land, or be the objects of private charity. 

Mr. Speaker, the old soldiers will miss him. The old oak around 
which their hearts were entwined, to which their hopes clung,has fallen. 
The old veterans have lost their sturdy friend. The es of the 
United States has lost one of its ablest counselors, the Republican 
party one of its confessed leaders, the country one of its noble defend- 
ers. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely sympathize with the 
State of Illinois and the entire country in the loss to the public coun- 
cils of General John A. Logan, whose valor and skill upon the battle- 
field were supplemented and rounded out. by a career of great useful- 
ness in the House of Representatives and in the Senate of the United 
States. 

He was achild of the people, and he received at their hands almost 
every honor that could be appropriately bestowed. He was a fair and 
complete illustration of the justice and the resulting strength of our 
form of government, in this, that it gives to the worthy and industri- 
ous citizen an opportunity to reach the highest positions known to the 
laws. 

The records of our public men are the indications of the destiny of 
our country, either for weal or woe. They represent the moral height 
to which the people grew in their time. They are examples for the 
study of the generations which are to follow them. 

Therefore, when a man like John A. Logan passes off the scene, it is 
our grateful duty to recall every act of his which, whether in the field 
or in the forum, was characterized by deep conviction and by un- 
doubted moral and mal courage. 

The full story of his life will be told in truthful and loving words by 
the members of the Illinois delegation and by his political friends on 
this floor; but-I can not refrain from expressing this brief tribute of my 
respect to the memory of a public man who deserved so well of his 
country. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, whoever pays a proper tribute to the 
memory of General Logan must write the history of the country dur- 
ing the late war and the years succeeding. 

With Lincoln, Grant, Sherman, and Thomas he was a factor—and not 
the least in the settlement of those questions which determine the fate 
of a nation, ay, of a civilization. 

Southern Illinois was mainly peopled by immigrants from the South- 
ern States. It was natural that they should bring with them the sen- 
timents of the section from which they came. The p ing senti- 
ment was one of sympathy with the South and its institutions. 

Logan was born and nurtured in Southern Ilinois, and it was nat- 
ural that he should be affected by the sentiments and prejudices of his 
surroundings. 

In early manhood he became a leader among his fellows. Hewasa 
soldier in the Mexican war; latera member of the EEOSE FESE 
In 1860, at the age of thirty-four, he was elected for a term to 
the National House of Representatives as a Democrat. 

The greatest popular leader in the ranks of the Democratic 
a generation immediately preceding the war was Stephen A. 


for 


Logan was his admirer, supporter, and trusted friend; he gave him 
most earnest support in the contest in 1860 for the Presidency. The 
session of Congress immediately preceding the inauguration of Lincoln 
was one of the most eventful and, it then appeared, most disastrous in 
the history of the country. The secession of one or more Southern 
States was of almost weekly occurrence. Fear, uncertainty, and panic 
were abroad in the land. There seemed to be no thoroughfare leading 
to the preservation of the Union. 

An effort by force to preserve the Constitution and enforce the laws, 
seemed certain to not only involve the United States in a war with the 
seceding States, but also to light the fires of civil warfare throughout 
the North. Especially was the danger imminent fh the West, and 
more especially in Southern Illinois and Indiana. 

It was even suggested by the mayor of New York that that metropo- 
lis should secede and form an independent city. 

The blood of the people had not cooled between the time of choosing 
Presidential electors in the fall of 1860 and the inauguration of Lin- 
coln on the 4th of March, 1861. 

Many Democratic partisans claimed that the Union was destroyed by 
the secession of States; that there was no power under the Constitution 
to preserve the unity of the Republic by force, and even if such power 
existed, it would be wicked to use it. Some Republicans pronounced 
in favor of allowing ‘‘the wayward sisters to depart in peace.” 

The people were anxiously asking what will Douglas do, and what 
will be the position of Logan? Many Democrats expected them to take 
grounds against Lincoln’s administration, and against the use of force 
in ing the Union. Douglas, just before his death, made that 
series of most effective speeches—the last one in Chicago—in which he 
gave President Lincoln and the Government his hearty and unreserved 
support. with entire devotion to the country, united with 
him. To them there were only two parties, one for, and the other 
against, the preservation of the Union. 

When Douglas died Logan took his place as a leader, entered the 
army, and did not lay down his arms until the war closed. At the 
commencement of the war, through the efforts of Douglas and Logan, 
the North was saved from the ravages of civil warfare within its borders. 

is universally acknowledged to have been the greatest voluu- 
teer general of the late war. In effectiveness of service to the Republic 
history will accord him an equal meed of praise with any oficer, either 
regular or volunteer, in the late war. The Army is trained in 
the profession of arms; it is set apart from the mass of the people; its 
methods are arbitrary; in the very nature of its constitution it is with- 
out entire sympathy with the people. It is the element of force, to be 
set in motion after all other agencies have failed. 

Our people boast that our principal reliance is upon a citizen soldiery 
for the defense of the Republic. Such an army, a block of the peo- 
ple, called from the ordinary avocations of life, retains the hopes, fears, 

rejudices, and sentiments of the people at large, from which it is taken. 
With such an army public opinion is all-powerful. 

Logan not only proved a great general in the field, but by placing 
his fingers upon his own pulse was enabled to count the heart-beats of 
the whole people. 

The people recognized that he was one of them. They gave him 
their confidence; to confidence they added respect, and to respect love. 
These he retained until his death. 

He was a friend of the people, and the people were his friends. Lo- 
gan was criticised for his devotion to the well-being of his companions 
inarms. He felt that the country could not give them too high a meed 
of praise. He was convinced that the liberty of the citizen—his se- 
curity in the rights of property—in short, the very existence of the Re- 
public itself, was owing principally to the sacrifices, the bravery, the 
patriotism of the soldiers of the late war. He believed that gratitude 
and asound public policy alike demanded that the United States should 
be liberal in contributing to the support of those who were disabled in 
the line of duty, and in caring for those who are now disabled and de- 

t. 


Time, no doubt, will demonstrate that in this policy he was correct, 

After the close of the war he was twice elected to Congress as Repre- 
sentative at Large, and three times as Senator from the State of Illinois. 
Nature made him a leader, and he did lead—in civil as well as in mili- 
tary life. 

His death is the nation’s loss. His record is the nation’s inheritance. 
He molded events in great crises. His achievements are examples of 
the value of ability when coupled with convictions. Whatever he did 
he did with all his might. His life will bea healthy incentive to 
action to the millions who are to follow after him. 

Logan dead will bea potent factor for good when those people who 
drift without convictions, priding themselves upon their culture in lieu 
thereof, are dead and forgotten. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the time accorded me—ten 
minutes—is much too brief to enable me to even glance at the history 
which records the grand achievements of the illustrious dead in honor 
of whose memory we are met. John A. Logansleeps with his fathers. 
The final audit of his life’s account has been made up. 

The record discloses nothing that invokes the charity and shield of 
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the maxim which constrains us to ‘‘speak nothing but good of the 
dead.” No friend of the deceased need with pen or speech paint an 
ideal man and call it His name and fame will stand the test 
of searching scrutiny conducted in the light of truth. That Logan 
was a leader among men is conceded. That he occupied a position of 
commanding influence among his associates in public life and in ag 
station can not be questioned. To whathe owed his position as a leader, 
what elements in his make-up gave him commanding influence, may 
not be so generally recognized. 

He was astrong man morally and mentally. Notintellectually great 
nor yet equipped with that rich store of mental furnishing supplied by 
the Sods which enables some of lighter mental caliber to pass cur- 
rent before the world as profound thinkers, ‘‘menof pith and moment.” 
Logan was born and reared on the frontier. 

The strong qualities that made him a man of mark, a citizen of con- 
trolling influence, were inherent, were God-given, not acquired. 

They were not the result of training in the schools, nor yet due to an 
overmastering intellect. If upon these arsenals alone he had been com- 
pelled to rely to equip himself for the contests in which he was to en- 
gage, he might never have risen above the dreary level of plodding 
medi 7 

Along tha highway of his public career, as in the walks of private 
life, he daily met men who were in the matter of sheer intellectual en- 
dowments his superiors, but such men too often present what Logan 
did not, a mere accumulation of intellectual power, uncoupled, and 
seemingly not capable, by reason of some lack, of being coupled to use- 
ful purpose or great employment. As has been said, in the inventory 
of his mental outfit there could not be found that wide range of learn- 
ing gathered in the schools which men on every side of him could boast. 

In fact he was constantly criticised by gentlemen the thin and wasted 
soil of whose intellects had in the schools been cultivated to exhaustion 
and were of depth so shallow that an idea that had strength and vigor 
enough to require a tap root would sicken and die, and where only the 
pinks and pansies that tend merely to grace and beautify the field of 
thought and action could be sprouted. 

Let it not be inferred that he despised or was indifferent to ripe 
learning. Far fromit. In just appreciation of its advantages Logan 

ve to his children the opportunities of collegiate training which the 

lines of the frontiersman denied to their father. I only meant to 
say he held in merited contempt mere pedantic criticism from that— 


Set of dull, conceited hashes 
Who confuse their brains in college classes, 
* Go in sterks and come out asses, 
Plain truth to cy eres 
And hope to climb the steep Parnassus 
By dint o’ Greek. 


In judging of men he was accustomed to scratch through the veneer- 
ing that studied polish may put on, and ascertain the true quality of 
the family timber. 

No, sir, Logan could not justly claim great intellectual superiority. 
He had not the grace and accuracy of diction which may be acquired 
in the halls of learning. 

What made this man a leader of men? What gave him influential 
prominence throughout the country? It was, I submit, due in the 
main to the inherent qualities of heart he ; his uncompro- 
mising devotion to what he conceived to be duty. With him, between 
right and wrong there was no middle ground. Between right and 
wrong there could not consistently with the high obligations of duty 
be any compromise. In him there was found coupled with the un- 
selfish and unequaled zeal of a Covenanter Calvinist, if you please, the 
chivalric bearing of a cavalier. 

He was of the material of which martyrs are made. If a sense of 
duty required, he would have suffered at the stake with John Rogers. 
And by the same token he might not have been seriously troubled at 
the taking off of Servetus. John A. Logan’s highest ambition was to 
be right. His stubborn and inflexible will anchored him immovably 
to his convictions. Hence he never drifted and never wavered. 

It was never necessary to run the courses and measure the distances 
of his political career in order to fix his position. Once establish the 
base-line of right and you could find Logan. 

To what, to him, was duty he was as constant as a fixed star to its 
course in the heavens. 

Up to 1861 he was a Democrat in the strictest partisan sense. The 
Democratic party was the agency through which all great good to our 
country was to be worked out. 

The party horizon came down all around him—he could not or did 
not appear to see beyond it. Then came a time when that too narrow 
range of vision was extended. The veil that obscured the more en- 
larged view of portentous events was lifted by the conflict of 1861. 

Logan stood for the first time to contemplate what stubborn adher- 
ence to party lines meant. He saw portending in the near future a 
Constitution overthrown and defied, the Union dismembered, a Gov- 
ernment disrupted and destroyed. 

From that moment love of party was swallowed up in love of country. 
His duty to him at least was clear. The integrity of the Union, the 
supremacy of the Constitution, the acknowledged sovereignty of the 


flag were henceforth to him above all else. With what uncompromis- 
ing zeal, unselfish devotion, and undaunted heroism he served the 
cause of his country in the field and in the councils of the nation is 
known to all his countrymen. In that service, as in all else, 

refused to surrender his convictions for one moment. His stubborn ad- 
herence to his own or sometimes made him a disagreeable dis- 


putant. He would be inclined to consider the soundness of his judg- 
ment and weigh correctness of his conclusions unless the integrity of 
one or both was called in question. That done, with him discussion 
was at an end; thereafter his yielding in any degree was im ble, as 
he deemed the slightest concession might be construed into admitting 
a trace of excuse for asserting that any motive other than the highest 
good controlled his action. 

The Calvinistic faith of his mother, the stern integrity of his father 
blending in the son fitted him for a leader, and made him a man whose 
influence could not but be healthful. He would have been Moreau at 
Hohenlinden, but was incapable of being Moreauat Dresden. He would 
have led at Malvern Hill, and marched toward the sound of the cannon 
and the rising dust of battle at Bull Run. 

He was ambitious to be President, but in the pursuit of that worthy 
ambition he never practised thesmall arts of the demagogue nor resorted 
to the tricks which mere political expediency suggest. Such an ex- 
ample and illustration of worthy political ambition may not be without 
its use at this time. 

These, in my judgment, are the crowning glories of Logan’s char- 
acter: That in all his course he sought ‘‘ to walk in the light.” In- 
flexible adherence to duty, as that duty was revealed to him. Incor- 
ruptible integrity in every field of action, and in every employment. 
Unselfish devotion to country and friends, 

These attributes of his character shine more resplendent now that 
he walks no more among us. 

He seemed not to have lived the time allotted to man, But if his 
last ambition was not gratified, it can truly be said that his fondest 
hopes were realized in having lived to see the supremacy of the flag 
established and recognized throughout all our borders, the Union re- 
stored, and the Republic he so loved and served occupying the proud 
position of ‘‘ first among the nations of the earth.’’ 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the nation lingers by the 


grave of Logan! His funeral sermon has been preached in the pres- 
ence of the people and by his coffin, but that was not eno for his. 
memory. Every church, every post of the Grand Army of the Repub- 


lic, the United States Senate, the House of Representatives, nearly 
every home and every heart in this great land have offered tributes to 
the memory of this mighty fallen chief. 

Weeks have passed since the bells of the nation tolled him to rest, 
and yet the people remain uncovered. 

It is no common man whose fall shocks sixty millions of people. 

I come to the sad duty of this hour not to speak for others, but to 
render the heart offerings of a comrade and a friend. 


A GREAT SOLDIER. 


We first naturally think of General Logan as a soldier. So strong was 
he at every post of duty that history must hesitate to pronounce upon 
him as the greater soldier or the greater statesman. 

Though not trained toarms, he wasa greatsoldier. The volunteers 
with one voice claim this. The leading generals of the country, those 
schooled for war, admit it. ; 

He fought as one who ever kept in mind the great cause that called 
him to the field. 

If true of any man, it can be said that danger and death had no 
terrors for Logan, 

Restless when the enemy was afar, he became eager and fired by the 
approach of battle and a consuming whirlwind when the charge was 
sounded. 

His presence drove fear from the hearts of the soldiery. He wasin- 
spiring, fearless, conquering. 

The tumult of battle and the roar of cannon made him the impe- 
rial personification of a great fighter. 

In thinking of Logan as a soldier, forget not his greatest attribute. 
Not for ambition did he draw his sword, but for his country and all 
his countrymen. 

A GREAT STATESMAN, 

But few men combine the qualities of a great soldier and a great 
statesman—Logan was both. The courage and wisdom needed for a 
great statesman are of a higher order than the courage and wisdom 
needed by a great commander. It requiresa higher, mightier courage 
to face and control a sweeping Niagara of popular thought than it does 
to fuce death or command an army of men. Logan was one of the few 
men of his time who combined both essentials for these high trusts. 
Most statesmen, like some generals, follow their forces. The great 
statesman, like the great general, must lead. On any field Logan was 
“a born leader of men.” On both fields he kept close to the people. 
He was earnest, approachable, courtly, chivalrous. He was intellectual, 
thoughtful, studious, and independent. He was tenacious, stubborn, 
untiring, honest. He wonld strike back if attacked, and strike at once, 
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and his blow would be remembered. He was sensitive as a child, but 
generous as a mother. He was eloquent and profound. His range of 
vision and sweep of thoughttook in the whole country. He was astrong 
* partisan, but a stronger American. He had peers as a statesman, but 
not one that could look down upon him. 


A MAN OF THE PEOPLE. 

He was a man of the people in an eminent degree. His devotion to 
them was assincere as was their love for him. He was too big a man 
to be cramped or disturbed by the arbitrary laws of society, as made 
up of the rich and those who tall of the ‘‘ family ” and ‘“‘blood;” but 
he was most at home with those of simple manners, free from the con- 
ventionalities that grow like weeds about the homes of wealth. 

Seldom did wealth support the career of Logan. It was the people 
who followed him from obscurity to the Senate. 

Bat few men come out of the trying, cruel, searching conflict of a 
national campaign stronger than when they enterit. This John A. 
Logan did in 1884. When nominated, his party knew him to be strong 
with the people, but the great strength and popularity that he devel- 
oped was a surprise to his party. In the moment of his defeat he was 
greater than he who wore the laurel. 

It was in the country at large as in my own State in 1884. His 
sage through Iowa was a triumphal march, and his pathway gard ta 
traced by the surging, shouting masses of the people. 

The historians will tell of General Logan and of Senator but 
the living will remember him as the ‘‘ Black Eagle,” ‘‘ Black Jack,” 
and ‘‘ Honest John.” 

He was an open, honest, brave, powerful tribune of ‘the people. He 
was one of the great-commoners of his time. 


THE, SOLDIER'S FRIEND. 


He was a warm, true friend of the old soldier. No soldier from any 
part of the Union with a just claim for help ever appealed to him in 
vain, He knew, and never forgot, what they had done and suffered for 
the country. The fact that the money centers, most benefited by his 
comrades’ blood, were daily turning a colder face and a tighter hand 
to the old veterans, enraged him. God grant that his holy indignation 
may survive him! He resolved all doubts in favor of the soldier, and 
entertained no doubts for the helpless ones that the dead comrade left 
with his country. 

Asa powerful, kind, untiring friend of his old comrades he had no 
equal, and no man can wear his mantle. 

You need not seek a burial spot for John A. Logan. He is buriedin 
and can not be removed from the warm, loving hearts of his old com- 
rades in arms. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the pen of history can only do justice 
to so great a record as that which John A. Logan has bequeathed to 
his country. We can pay on an occasion like this only a brief tribute 
to his memory. Other gentlemen have spoken not only of the public 

- record in civil life but of the great military career of this distinguished 
citizen in very fitting language. I can not permit this occasion to pass 
without at least adding a word to the record of this memorial service 
in honor of the dead statesman and military chieftain. 

John A. Logan came into this Hall as a member of the House at 
one of the most anxious periods of our history, the beginning of the 
Thirty-sixth Congress. 1t was a period of disquietude, a vague and 
undefined belief was stealing into the minds of all men that the tre- 
mendous issue which for half a century statesmanship had held sus- 
pended was demanding a decision in a voice too loud and imperative to 
admit denial. The hour of revolution was at hand! While not tak- 
ing an active part in current business of the House, John A. Logen dis- 
played from the beginning qualities and powers that gave promise of the 
great career in civil and military life which he was destined to complete. 
The State of Illinois was then represented in the House and Senate by 
an unusually able body of men. Stephen A. Douglas and Lyman Trum- 
bull were Senators; Washburn, afterwards so distinguished in this House 
and later as our minister to France during the war between France and 
Germany; Lovejoy, the greatest of the anti-slavery leaders of the North- 
west. MceClernand, Farnsworth, Fouke, Kellogg Morris, and Robinson, 
were his colleagues in the House—a very strong body of men. All of 
them were either then men of national reputation or afterwards achieved 
distinction in civil or military life. McClernand, Farnsworth, and Fouke 
won distinction in the Union Army; and yet with such colleagues John 
A. Logan was a striking feature of the House from the time he took the 
seat where my friend [ Mr. EDEN] now sits. His manly deportment, 
the fire and vigor of his occasional remarks, the resoluteness of his pur- 
pose a3 expressed in every gesture of his hand and tone of voice, com- 
manded attention and gave promise of a great career if the occasion 
speak anise; and of honorable distinction under any conditions of hu- 
man life. 

John A. Logan entered this Hall in the flower and vigor of youth, 
in a house composed largely of young men, but four of whom, two from 
the South and two from the northern section of the Union still retain 
seats on this floor, he wasa prominent actor in the House from the begin- 
ning, he was the highest type of a strong, positive, rugged, fearless, man, 
whose opinions were absolute convictions, controlling and mastering. 


As a politician and partisan he neither gave nor asked quarter. He had 
been educated in aschool of politics where devotion to the Union of the 
States and the Constitution of the United States was paramount to all 
else; and impressed with the belief that the Union could only be main- 
tained by guaranteeing to every State of the Union the absolute and 
exclusive right to control its own domestic institutions, he resented with 
fiery in tion any intermeddling of the citizens of one State with 
the local institutions of another, and saw in the ascendency of his own 
political party the only safety for the Union of the States. To him the 
Union of the States was the fortress of free institutions, and at every 
hazard it must be maintained. 

He never hesitated in the expression of his political opinions, and they 
were not modified during his service in the Thirty-sixth or the 
short called session of the Thirty-seventh Congress, which met on the 
4th day of July, 1861, and yet, I think, it was manifest when Congress 
met in the month of December, 1860, that if what all men feared, and 
yet no man expressed, should fall upon the country, the horrors of civil 
war, that the force of opinion which had committed him, in common 
with the great party of the North with which he was then identified, 
to the policy I have mentioned would impel him, if war only could 
maintain the Union, to accept the appeal to arms without hesitation 
whatever might be the result. If the Union could not be maintained 
by the sweet influences of , it must be maintained by war. 

He would have erred the Union by compromise, by concessions— 
he indorsed cordially, as I believe, not simply by his vote, but cor- 
dially and earnestly, the declaration submitted to the House by John 
J. Crittenden on the 22d day of July, 1861, declaring the objects of the 
war, and did not modify his views upon that subject during that ses- 
sion of Congress, and before the next session he had entered upon his 
great career in the Union Army. But ‘‘ war legislates’’? and remolds 
and revolutionizes panua opinion. Great public disorders which shake 
the foundations of government have a mighty mastery over the opin- 
ions of men. I am satisfied that General Logan did not at any time 
hesitate in his devotion to the Union, hostile as he was to the princi- 
ples of the great party which obtained control of the Government in 
1860. No matter what party was in power, he was for the Union. 

A mag as nela in this Capitol in the month of December, 1860. 
Most of the ts of the Senate and House from the northern sec- 
tion of the Union were present, to discuss the pending perils of the coun- 
try. John A. Logan and, I think, all of his colleagues were present. 
Opinions were freely expressed. When it came to the question of what 
should be done in the event that the Union should be threatened, and 
the calamity of war came upon us, one of the most outspoken cham- 
pions of the Union was John A. Logan. He did not hesitate in the 
declaration of his opinion. In any emergency, whatever should be the 
result to the institutions of the States, the Union must be maintained. 
Yet he spoke as a Democrat, with no attempt to conceal his hostility to 
the party soon to enter upon the control of the Government. 

When at a subsequent period he became convinced that the Union 
could not be restored with African slavery, that its continued existence 
would be ultimately fatal to our free institutions, he freely avowed his 
opinions. He returned to this House after the close of the war firmly 
impressed with the belief that every vestige of slavery should be wiped 
out and that the policy of the party which controlled the Government 
during the war could alone secure the peace and safely of the Union, and 
with Teen Sead adhered to the fortunes of that party up to the 
hour of his death. 

I believe General Logan, while a member of the House, and before he 
resigned his seat here to take command in the Army, did not make a 
definite expression of opinion on the questions of the pending war. Per- 
haps no opportunity occurred when his views could be definitely ex- 
pressed; but I think I am justified in saying that General Logan fully 
accepted the views of his political friends of the North, and stood by 
them while he remained a member of the House and before entering 
the Army, and that the school of*politics in which he was educated and 
the principles of public policy he had adopted led him and them to but 
one result—the Union must be maintained, if not by peace, by the dread 
alternative of war. 

General Logan and all of his Democratic colleagues of the Thirty-sixth 
Congress were devoted friends of Stephen A. Douglas. They accepted 
his political views without question. They stood by him without fal- 
tering. They had come into the House through that great contest, to 
which reference has been made, between the two great leaders, ponge 
and Lincoln. When war became inevitable it is well known that Mr. 
Douglas promptly gave assurance to his great and successful rival then 
President of the United States that in a war for the Union the admin- 
istration should have his undivided support. It was also in perfect har- 
mony with General Logan’s opinions and character, and his devotion to 
that great statesman, that he should espouse with his whole soul the 
cause of the Union. General Logan was a man in many respects of the 
same with Mr. Douglas; both were devoted friends of their country, 
firm, confident, and fearless. When war was inevitable, the declaration 
of Mr. Douglas of his purpose to stand by the Union at every hazard 
thrilled the country and animated his friends. General Logan and most 
of his immediate associates adopted at an early moment the same patri- 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


It has 
It is of itself a 


Logan 
his earlier relations to public life. While it may not be claimed 
perhaps that in intellectual power and attainments he is to be classed 
as one of the great statesmen of our country, yet there were qualities 


great and co 


in 


of true greatness in General Logan that can not be questioned, his 
achievements, both in civil and military affairs, make him a great char- 
acter in our hi . Therugged, fearless, positiveness of his character, 
his indomitable strength of will, his manly integrity, made him a great 
man. He had the qualities that gather large bodies of men around a 
leader. His friendships were strong and warm. He did not shrink 
from his enemies. No man ever had more devoted friends, or those 
who would make greater sacrifices to advance his interests. 

In the judgment of the present generation General Logan has made 
a great record both in civil and canst fm in statesmanship as well as 
in the field, that judgment, we may confidently believe, will be confirmed 
by impartial history. He will occupy a large space in the history ofour 
country. To the generations that are coming he will be a grand type 
va American manhood. His name, a synonym of patriotism and 

nor— 


One of the few, the immortal names, 
That were not born to die. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, in the language of the resolution 
now pending, the ordinary business of legislation is suspended that the 
friends and associates of the deceased Senator, John A. Logan, may pay 
fitting tribute to his public and private virtues. In the brief time al- 
lowed it will be impossible to even allude to the many important acts 
of his busy and eventful life. Much has been said in the press, in the 
Senate Chamber, and in public meetings held all over the country since 
his death in refer ence to his character and public services. I feel that 
Ican scarcely add anything of interest on this occasion. 

I saw him for the first time in January, 1857, just thirty years ago. 
He was then a member of the house of representatives of the State of 
Illinois, and I was a student at Illinois College, at Jacksonville. I had 
visited Springfield to witness the inauguration of Gov. William H. 
Bissell. When I entered the legislative hall, the youthful and im- 

tuous Logan was speaking. He at once arrested my attention. I 
Kova never forgotten the scene. There was great interest manifested, 
and party spirit ran high. He seemed to move upon his political foes 
as if charging an enemy upon a field of battle. His speech occupied 
two days in delivery, and in severity of language and vehemence of 
manner excelled, perhaps, all other efforts of his life. He was one of 
the leaders of the Democratic party in the Legislature and had been 
selected by his friends as the orator for the occasion. 

Governor Bissell had been a prominent Democrat, but had differed 
with his party on the Kansas and Nebraska bills: he became the can- 
didate of the Republicans for governor, and was elected. He was a 
man of great ability, and his candidacy had resulted in a political cam- 
paign of sa orate pe acrimony and bitter invectives. The heated 
discussions before the people were carried into the Legislature. When 
the motion was made to print 20,000 copies of Governor Bissell’s mes- 
sage, Logan moved to amend so as to provide for printing but half the 
usual number. The debate lasted more than a week, and was one of 
the most memorable ever witnessed in the State, which is noted for 
great political contests. 

The body was Democratic, and Logan’s motion prevailed. From that 
time forward his reputation as a party leader was established. During 
the thirty years which have elapsed he has occupied a prominent posi- 
tion in State and national affairs. He passed at once from the arena of 
State politics to the councils of the nation. He was elected a Repre- 
sentative in Congress from the ninth Congressional district in 1858, re- 
ceiving 15,878 votes while his opponent, David L, Phillips, received 
but 2,796. The political contest of that year, 1858, was one memora- 
ble in the history of Illinois, and provoked the liveliest interest through- 
out the whole country. 

It was during this campaign that the joint debates between Abraham 


Lincoln. and Stephen A. Do occurred, the result of which was the 
re-election of Douglas to the te and the election of Lincoln in 1860 


to the Presidency of the United States. In this great contest Logan was 
a conspicuous figure and one of the staunchest supporters of Senator 
Douglas. In 1860 Logan was acandidate for re-election and his grow- 
ing popularity was evinced by the increased vote he received, namely, 
20,863, while his opponent received but 5,207 votes. He resigned his 
seat in Congress in 1861, and entered the army as colonel ofan Illinois 

men 

y regular promotions for gallant and meritorious conduct he reached 
the rank of major-general. His military record is one of the most 
brilliant of the late war. Had he been educated at West Point and 
thus relieved from the prejudice which existed in the r Army 
against volunteer generals, there is little doubt that he would have 
risen to the chief command of the Army. But he did not need the 
training and learning of West Point to make him a soldier. He was 
a born soldier. His practical training asa soldier in the Mexican war, 
and his careful study of military history and the science of war had 


peculiarly fitted him for a great military leader. He could not only 
command men, but he could obey the commands of his superiors. He 
believed in military discipline. 

When General Sherman denied him the command of the Army of the 
Tennessee before Atlanta, a position which his skill and bravery had 
won for him, he cheerfully submitted and urged his friends to makeno 
complaintsor protests. Ican not follow him in all his battles during the 
long and eventful war. Sufice it to say that he shrank from no hard- 
ship, he feared no danger, he falteredinnothing. Beloved by his men, 
and respected by his fellow-officers, he won the admiration of the people, 
and his memory will be cherished by his countrymen for all time to come. 

He was a careful student of military history. Those whose pleasure 
it was to converse with him were struck with his wonderful fund of in- 
formation in regard to the events of the war. He could readily point 
out the positions of the opposing forces in every battle during the late 
war. He could give the numbers and regiments engaged in every im- 
portant battle, and indicate the casulties on eitherside. He frequently 
conversed after the close of the war with the leaders in the confederate 
army, and notably with General Longstreet, with whom he was on in- 
timate and friendly terms. The last book he ever read was the Me- 
moirs of General Lee. Much of these Memoirs was read to General 
Logan by his secretary during his last illness. He never failed to de- 
tect an error and point it out at the time. He read military history 
with the liveliest interest. In his investigation of the Fitz-John Porter 
case he carefully read and reread every scrap of testimony, every re- 
port, and all contemporaneous history, in order to completely master 
the subject. 7 

After the close of the war he was againre-electedas a Representative 
in Congress, serving in the Fortieth and Forty-first Congresses. He 
was three times elected United States Senator from the State of Illi- 
nois, and had served not quite two years of his last term when he 
died. His career as a statesman is scarcely less brilliant than that as a 
soldier. His was a busy life. Whether in war or in peace, he was 
always doing something. His energy and power of endurance were 
wonderful, The amount of mental labor which he performed was 
enough to wreck the stoutest physique. In his Congressional duties he 
was untiring and ever vigilant. His co ndence was enormous, but 
he managed to give attention to every demand upon him. ; 

The soldiers of thelate war had in Senator Logan a most faithful and 
devoted friend. They never appealed to him in vain. They seemed 
to look to him forall general and special legislation in their In 
his death they lost their ablest advocate and truest friend. 

I leave to others more in sympathy with his political views than my- 
self to speak more at length and more appropriately of his public rec- 
ord. I desire to refer briefly to his private virtues. 

He was a most devoted husband and father. His home was his place 
of greatest happiness, He was kind to his wife, indulgent to his chil- 
dren, and devoted to them all. His domestic life was a model of sim- - 
piony. Freed from the cares of official duties, he hastened to his 

ome, always to receive the greetings of a beloved wife and happy chil- 
dren. His greatest enjoyment was at his own fireside, surrounded b 
his family. Here he lost all of the cares of the world, laid aside ail 
the vexations of political contests, shut out the pomp and circumstance 
of official station, and gave himself up to domestic affairs. He spent 
his evenings at home. He rarely visited the clubs or places of public 
amusement, His family, his library, and fireside were more attractive 
to him than the pleasures of the outside world. 

General Logan’s devotion to his mother and family was a marked 
characteristic. Inheriting his father’s warm heart and dauntless cour- 
age and his mother’s unbending dignity, singleness of purpose, and 
untiring energy, he was the embodiment of the finest qualities that 
go to make up a truly noble character and one worthy of emulation. 
His father had so high an opinion of his genius and ability that he 
said in his will that he left “John nothing, as he knew he would suc- 
ceed in life and carve out his own fortune.” And right well did he 
fulfill the predictions of his father. His powers of endurance were 
marvelous; his sympathies easily touched. 

Once during Grant’s administration among the numbers calling one 
morning for help from General Logan to procure situations, &c., was 
a little boy about fourteen years old. Upon General Logan saying to 
him, ‘‘My boy, what can I do for you?’ he replied, ‘‘General, I am 
a soldier’s orphan, and I wish to get anappointment either as midship- 
man at Annapolis or a cadet at West Point.” The general inquired, 
“Who have you to indorse you? I know nothing about you.’ The 
boy answered, “‘I have only my father’s record in the war and my 
widowed and good mother. But, general, if you will do this I will 
surely prove worthy. Iam going to succeed or die.” 

The general told the boy to meet him at the White House the follow- 
ing morning, and it is needless to add the boy got his appointment, and 
is now an officer inthe Army. The boy’s vim and honesty won the 
general’s confidence and sympathy. 

Again, one morning a young girl presented herself with the numbers 
that came every morning during General Logan’s whole officiallife. She 
said: ‘‘General, I come to you without one single thing to support my 
statements, and depending solely upon your kindness and sympathy; 
but Iam desperate. My mother is dying of consumption; she formerly 
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worked in the Printing and Engraving Bureau for the support of her- 
self, my little brother, and myself; but she has been lying for weeks 
near death, and we havepawned almost everything to get her medicine 
and food. I must do something, frail as I am, and I you to help 
me. I could not see my mother die and not have made this effort to 
help her. She could even die contented could she know that I had 
something to do to earn something for brother and myself.” 

The ’s great eyes filled with tears, and he told her to go to the 
Printing Office the following morning and he hoped he could get the 
Public Printer to give her work. It was done, and that frail girl has ever 
since earned an honest living for that brother and herself, having laid 
away that sainted mother soon after obtaining her position. Among 
the first floral tributes laid upon Logan’s bier bore the modest card of 
that grateful girl, who feels that in Logan’s death the best friend of the 
unfortunate had gone to his reward. Aggressive, intense, and relent- 
less in the discharge of every duty, justice was so ground in his nature 
that it could not be warped by partisanship. His magnanimity was 
one of the finest traits in his character—ever ready to forgive and even 
forget an injury. Trustful and sincere in all his friendships he was 
frequently called upon to regret the bad faith of those he trusted, In 
such cases he grieved as if death instead of treachery had robbed him 
of his friend. 

There was nothing honorable he would not do to serve those who 
had befriended him. But when those whom he had befriended turned 
upon him or betrayed him his mortification knew no bounds. Noth- 
ing seemed so base to him as ingratitude. This he felt as “‘ the most 
unkindest cut of all.’? It was to him ‘“‘more strong than traitors’ 
arms,” and “‘ quite vanquished him.’’ Always true to others, he ex- 
pected and exacted fidelity in return. 

Much has been said in reference to General Logan’s courage. His 
courage was never questioned. It was prompted by honor and prin- 
ciple, and not born of brute force, as exemplified in the ence 
and his conduct when challenged to fight a duel by a member of this 
House a few years ago. He did not feel called upon to accept the 
challenge in order to prove his courage; but, regarding the code duello 
as a relic of barbarism, he treated the challenge with deserved contempt. 

He was sensitive to public criticisms. His last days were rendered 
unhappy and his ailments undoubtedly aggravated by newspaper as- 
saults upon his motives and official conduct. 

When one reads the eulogies pronounced upon his life and character 
by his colleagues in the Senate, it is almost incredible that such a man 
as Logan had been so recently subjected to such cruel assaults as were 
from day to day published by newspapers having large circulation and 
great powers for inflicting wrong and blasting reputations. 

In the Senate, on the 9th instant, his colleagues, who are best able to 
speak of his true character and worth, bore testimony to his publicand 
private virtues. 

Senator CULLOM, of Illinois, said: 

Mr. President, few men in American history have left so positive an impress 
on the public mind.and so glorious a record to be known and read of all men as 
has General . The pen of the historian can not fail to write the name of 

n as one prominently identified with the great movements measures 
which have saved the Union and made the nation free and great and glorious 
within the last thirty years. 

Like Lincoln, his heart and hands were ever for the people. He came up 
from the ranks of the people, believed in the purity and integrity of the masses, 
and was always ready an enger to speak for them. He was a true republican 

rmly in republican government. He despised tyranny in an Bong 


forms wherever he found it. He was always true to his convictions and 
friends, and no power or influence could induce him to forsake either. 


Senator MORGAN, of Alabama, said: 


He was a true husband, a true father, a true friend, and when that is said ofa 
man, and you can add to it also that he was a true patriot, a true soldier, and a 
true statesman, I do not know what else could be grouped into the human char- 
acter to make it more sublime than that. 


Senator EDMUNDS, of Vermont, said: 


His was the gentlest of hearts, the truest of natures, the highest of spirits, that 
feels and considers the weaknesses of human nature and who does not let 
small things stand in the way of his onerous friendship and affection for those 
with whom he is thrown. And so in the midst of a career that had been so 
gabe ea Gid a ko! ye) public ft di and Rena, Cae ambitions rho 
ust powers toa yet longer life of great usefulness, he disappears from 
Sonne us—not dead—promoted, as I think, leaving us to mourn, not his de- 
parture for his sake, but that the value of his conspicuons ae, the strength 
of his conspicuous experience in public affairs, and the wisdom of his counsels 
have been withdrawn. : 


Senator MANDERSON, of Nebraska, said: 

He originated the ever-beautiful Memorial Day and constantly its ob- 
Servance. It was a revelation to many that this sturdy soldier sho ve con- 
ceived the poetic idea that the graves of the Union dead sh ould receive their 
yearly tribute of flowers. The thought was born of his love for them. There 
was much that was refined beneath the bold, frank exterior, 


‘The bravest are the tenderest, 
The loving are the daring. 
A friend who knew him well writes of him : 
“ His domestic life was an exquisite idyl. It was fragrant with faith and ten- 
derness. It was a poem whose rhythm was never marred.” 


Senator ALLISON, of Iowa, said: 


He never knowingly did an injustice to his associates, and if he found that he 
had so unconsciously, he was swift and ready to make reparation, He 
was conscientious in the d of his public duties. 


In his death the nation has lost one of its ablest counselors; his comrades in 
the army one of their most ardent and deyoted supporters; we in this Chamber 
a val co-worker and friend. 

Senator HAWLEY, of Connecticut, said: 

He was he was frank, he was tender. Possibly that will sound 
strangely to man: — who did not know him as we did. He had as tender 
a heart as en ese doors. He was one of the bravest men physically and 
morally that ever caper Ho we a ee Eare great volunteer soldier. ao 
was an nan r. patriotism was unsurpassed 
bier in erae b ere TRESE CT 

Senator SPOONER, of Wisconsin, said: 

He will live, sir, in the hearts of men until the history of his time shall have 

utterly a . With each returning May, wherever there is a soldier's 
grave—and where is there not a soldier’s grave?—the people now living and 
those to come after us will remember the name of Logan, the patriot, soldier, 
orator, statesman, and will bring, in honor of his memory, the beautifal 
flowers of the springtime and the sweet incense of praise and prayer. 


Senator CocKRELL, of Missouri, said: 

Asa husband and father he was devoted, faithful, tender, loving, and warmly 
a tive of the boundless love and undying devotion of his noble wife and 
dutiful children. Asa member of the Meth Episcopal Church he was “not 
ashamed of the gospel of Christ; for it is the power of God unto salvation to 
every one that believeth.” 

The name, the fame, the life, and the illustrious and successful achievements 
of General are now the common heritage of our great country and peo- 
ple, and will be cherished and remembered by the present and coming genera- 

ns. 


Senator FRYE, of Maine, said: 
Mr. President, there is not a Senator within the sound of my voice, and there 


are Senators here who have served in the councils of the nation many years 
with John A. , who ever knew him to hesitate or waver in or shrink from 
any expression of opinion as to any subject under consideration, who ever knew 


him to avoid a vote, who ever sus; him of taking any account whatsoever 


of what effect his words or his acts would haye upon his own personal or po- 
litical fortunes. There is nota Senator within the sound of my voice who, when 
Logan had expressed his opinions, the result of his convictions, ever dreamed 
that he was not entirely, faultlessly sincere in the expression. 

Senator PLUMB, of Kansas, said: 


Logan fought his own way, won his own victories, made his own fame secure. 
Scrutinizing the list of those who, gejon 3 from comparative obscurity, have 
contributed noblest service to the Republic and made ves a record 
for ee ee name of Logan will be found written not far below those of 
Lincoln and of Grant. 
Senator SABIN, of Minnesota, said: 


An inserutible Providence has removed a great and good man, and the mem- 
ories which cluster about his name as a member of this body are so fresh and 
personal that we can scarcely realize the great loss which this Senate and coun- 
try has sustained ; but his useful life and shining example are left to guide the 
feet of coming generations. 

Senator PALMER, of Michigan, said: 

Amid the many heroic figures which stand out on the luminous 
of the past quarter of a century none will be regarded with more aff nand 
interest than that sturdy and intrepid form portrayed in silhouette, clear cut 
and pronounced in its outlines as in its mental traits. 

y the State which has borne such a citizen. Thrice SEA people 
ee Soe ee ve him a in the valhalla of her 
roes for the encouragement and insp: on of the youth of the future. i 

Senator FARWELL; of Illinois, said: 

General Logan was the bravest of soldiers, an able statesman, and an honest 
man, 

No higher tribute can be paid to man than this, and this is the offering which 
I bring. The late President of the United States, General Grant, said to me 
that he conld never forget General Logan’s great services to his country.. In 
battle always brave, never faltering, always ready. 

He is who serves his country And shall we not class him as 


Such are the tributes paid Senator Logan by those who knew him 
best. Such testimonials coming from honorable Senators representing 
all sections and political parties, will form the aggregate judgment of 
his times and fix the estimate in which he will be held by future gen- 
erations, 

One would have supposed that a Senator from a great State, who had 
been prominently before the public for thirty years, and whose charac- 
ter, as set forth by his Senatorial colleagues and associates, was well 
known to the country would have been free from the ordinary abuse 
and reckless denunciation which is so frequently heaped upon those 
who are less known and less appreciated. But not so. 

In this land of ours which boasts the freedom of the press as one of 
the chief characteristics of our free institutions there are those who, 
for the sake of publishing sensational matter, or to gratify disappointed 
ambition, or revenge imaginary neglect are ready to assassinate the 
characters of the purest and the best of our public men. But such as- 
saults only serve to attract attention to the baseness of their authors, 
and can no more damage the character of a man like Logan than they 
could fix a stigma upon Lincoln or upon Washington, the father of his 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, nothing can be said to add to the fame or greatness of 
our departed friend. His work is done. His race is run. He sleeps 
the sleep that knows no waking. But his works will live after him. 
Adown the pathway of time coming generations will read of his deeds 
of courage, of his devotion to the public weal, of his love for his mother, 
his wife, his children, and country, and wonder as the years glide by 
whether they will ever behold his like again. i 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Logan will be regarded as the most striking 
figure of our civil war. He was the greatest of the Union volunteers. 
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As such he willstand in history. As such he will be eulogized to-day. | ment between the North and South, which time would only embitter, 


His eulogy perhaps would come more fittingly from his comrades in 
arms, of whom there are many in this House. But his fame belongs 
to all of us; and each of us who knew him, either in the Army or in 
civil life, may well desire to pay a tribute to his memory. 

It might not be appropriate for me to attempt to analyze his char- 
acter as a military commander. That he was great in tactics or strat- 
egy, I know too little of tactics and stra to say, and it may be that 
his military career does not afford material enough to enable evena 
military critic to judge whether he would have been a great comman- 
der in the sense in which Cromwell and Napoleon were great. His 
military fame will rest and rest securely on other grounds. 

He was the loved and trusted volunteer leader of volunteers. The 
citizen soldiers of the Northwest, enlisted in a war for the preservation 
of the Union, were ready to follow him to the death, because they knew 
that his courage, like theirs, was neither contempt of life nor disregard 
of danger, nor thirst for mere military glory. It was the courage of 
patriotism, not less ardent because thoughtful, which places the life of 
the citizen at the service of the State in peace as Well as in war, and re- 
gards military service only asa part of that larger service which the 
citizen owes at all times to the Republic which shelters him and his 
children. 

Macaulay, speaking of the famous army of the Long Parliament, 
says: 

These persons, sober, moral, diligent, and accustomed to reflect, had been in- 
duced to take “p. arms, not by the pressure of want, not by the love of novelty and 
license, not by the arts of recruiting officers, but by religious and political zeal, 
mingled with the desire of distinction and promotion. The boast of the soldiers 
was, as we find it recorded in their solemn resolutions, that they had not been 
forced into the service, nor had enlisted chiefly for the sake of lucre; that they 
were no janizaries, but free-born Englishman, who had, of their own accord, put 
their lives in jeopardy for the liberty and religion of England, and whose right 
and duty it was to watch over the welfare of the nation which they had saved. 

Such, in the main, were the volunteers of our civil war, and such, 
in a high degree, were the regiments of the Northwestern States, who 
made up the famous Fifteenth Corps. They were more effective, per- 
haps, as a military force under the command of Logan than they would 
have been under a merely professional soldier. They recognized in him 
not merely an accomplished commander, but a fellow-citizen anda 
friend, whose hopes, feelings, and purposes accorded with their own. 
As they knew that he would spare neither them nor himself in the 
service of the Union, so they knew that he would expose them to no 
unnecessary danger, or sacrifice their lives to his own military ambi- 
tion. Therefore it was that after his troops had come to understand 
his character as a commander, a regiment under his lead seemed some- 
times to become a brigade, a brigade seemed to have the strength of a 
division, and wheresoever Logan thought it his duty to lead, fifteen 
thousand thinking bayonets were ready to follow. 

History will take no leaf from the laurels which Logan won in the 
civil war, because he was reluctant to believe that civil war was neces- 
sary. No man can impugn his patriotism because at the time when 
others were preparing for the conflict which they saw was inevitable 
Logan still hoped against hope that some form of compromise might 
yet take away the bitter cup from the lips of the nation. 

Wendell Phillips said, in April, 1861: 

Civil war is a momentous evil. It needs the soundest, most solemn justifica- 
tion. I rejoice before God to-day for ony word that I have spoken counsel- 
ing ce, but I rejoice also with an especially profound gratitude that now, 


the first time in my anti-slavery life, I speak onder the Stars and Stripes, and 
welcome the tread of Massachusetts men marshaled for war. 


It was not given to allin those dark days to look through the rising 
clouds of civil war and see in the clear light beyond the slaves enfran- 
chised and the Union stronger than before by the removal of the great 
cause of difference between the sections. 

It was not given to Logan to see this. To him also civil war was a 
momentous evil, and he did not see in civil war, as Wendell Phillips 
did, a possible solution of the slavery question. ‘Till the clash of arms 
actually came, till the exultation and humiliation of a great battle had 
inflamed all hearts, he thought he saw only a minority of secessionists 
at the South and a minority of abolitionists at the North striving to 
kindle their own frenzy in the hearts of the great majority of Union- 
loving men in both sections of the country. 

You gallant Unior men at the South— 

Said he— 
who are standing against a fierce and bitter storm, if nothing be done to calm 
it, and you are hurled over the precipice into the deep, yawning gulf of disunion, 
for your heroic stand in this fearful crisis histo: wil immortalize your names, 
and your children will read with illuminated faces the faithful sketch of your 
patriotic devotion to your country. 

Perhaps we must admit that, for months after the fall of Fort Sum- 
ter, Logan doubted whether the Union could be restored by force of 
arms. He had said so in Congress: 

The enforcement of the law at the point of the bayonet will not cement this 
Union again, it will not make us friends, nor will it settle the slavery question. 

He probably did not believe that the North would endure the sacri- 
fices of a long war; nor did he believe that the rebellion would yield 
without a desperate struggle. 

To him, therefore, the actual clash of arms between the Union and 
the rebel forces seemed to mark the beginning of an eternal estrange- 


Influenced as he was by forebodings, felt at the same time by thou- 
sands of others in all sections of the country, it was not to be ex 

that he should have given a cordial support to the war policy of the 
Lincoln administration. 

But the time came when Logan’s attitude toward the administration 
of Mr. Lincoln and his war policy changed as if in the twinkling of an 
eye. It was by no elaborate course of reasoning; it was by a sudden 
flash of insight that he saw that the war was inevitable, and that the 
North was resolved. He saw, he understood, he obeyed, as unhesitat- 
ingly as did the apostle to the Gentiles when he beheld the great light 
a shove on the way to Damascus and heard the voice crying ‘Saul! 

ul! 

He stood one morning in Washington and saw the regiments from 
the Northwestern States, his own section of the country, march by 
him on their way to the front to take part in the impending battle of 
Bull Run. The sight struck home upon his heart and his understand- 
ing like a revelation from Heaven. The volunteers of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota made him think, perhaps, of the volunteers of Illinois, then 
far to the front in the Mississippi Valley. Perhaps he thought of the 
Mexican war, and the gallant part which his own State had borne in 
it; of Shields at Cerro Gordo; of Bissell and Hardin, and the steady 
valor of the Illinois line when they faced an enemy for the first time 
on the plateau of Buena Vista. 

In these raw troops now marching by, fresh from the farms of Wis- 
consin and the lumber camps of Minnesota, he saw the loyal North in 
arms resolved to maintain the Union, and he now knew, for the first 
poo. that the only way to enduring peace must he hewed with the 
sword. 

He saw his own duty also. He could thank God, as Wendell Phil- 
lips had, for every word he had spoken counseling peace, but his heart 
told him that henceforth the only place of honor and duty for him, the 
only place where his spirit could be at. peace with itself, would be in 
the camp, or on the march, or in the line of battle with the volunteers 
of Illinois. 

He did not hesitate. To restore the Union. He put upon the hazard 
not only life and fortune as others did, but what was perhaps far more 
to him, his darling popularity. 

He went into his district. He made as bravea charge upon the prej- 
udices of Southern Illinois as he ever made upon the confederate lines. 
He made his people see what he had seen on that July morning in 
Washington, that the safety of the great Republic, the freedom and 
happiness of millions yet unborn, in the South as well as in the North, 
must be ci by the dreadful path of civil war. 

Thus the first service which Logan rendered in the war for the Union 
was fe victory won by his eloquent tongue before he had drawn his 
sword. 

The very men— 


Said General Grant— 
who at first made it necessary to gora the roads of Southern Illinois be- 
came the defenders of the Union. F district, which at first had promised to 
give such trouble to the Government, filled every call made upon it for troops 
without resorting to the draft. That Congressional district stands credited at 
the War Department to-day with furnishing more men for the army than it was 
called upon to supply. 

I shall not try to recount Logan’s military services in the Union cause 
during the next four years. There are many others in this House more 
competent than I to recall the history of those stirring events, of which 
they were themselves a part. Let me, however, speak of that one of 
his many victories, the glory of which, brighter and more enduring than 
mere military renown, he does not share with any man, or regiment, or 
army corps, It was the victory which he won over his own feeling of 
disappointment and personal wrong when the command of the Army 
of the Tennessee was taken from him. He had served with that army 
from Belmont to the Atlanta campaign. He had risen through all 
grades from colonel to corps commander. He had taken command of 
the army, as General Grant reminds us, in the midst of a hotly con- 
tested battle. His glance, his voice, his magnificent bearing had in- 
fused courage and discipline into dispirited and retreating troops. 

Under the influence of his personal presence they became steady in 
an instant. A few minutes more and they were moving to victory like 
one of Cromwell’s brigades, with the precision of machines, and the 
wild fanaticism of crusaders, At Logan’s call they pressed forward to 
avenge McPherson’s death with such impetuous fury that eight thou- 
sand of the enemy’s dead and wounded were left upon the field. 
had fairly won the right to command the Army of the Tennessee. en 
this command, so fairly won, so eagerly desired, was taken from him, 
merely because he had received his military training at the rude hands 
of actual war, and not amid the sheltered walks and trim lawns of a 
military academy, his patriotism faltered indeed, but it did not fail. 
He was tempted to resign fromthe Army. What West Point graduat 
could have blamed him if he had done so? But he was true to him- 
self and to the Union he had sworn todefend. Perhaps he remembered 
the words he had spoken in 1862: 


I have entered the field to die if need be for the Government, and never ex- 
pss to return to peaceful pursuits till the object of this war of preservation hag 
en accomplished, 
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He returned to the command of his army corps. By his indefatiga- 
ble zeal in a subordinate position, he gave a living example of that doc- 
trine of military fidelity which, mgny years afterward, he tvas to urge 
so eloquently in the Senate, that neither personal dislike nor 
disappointment could excuse a subordinate officer either for disobeying 
orders or for slackness in obeying them. 

Of Logan as a legislator I have no time to speak. Faithful as he 
was to all his public duties, it is not as a legislator that he will be re- 
membered. He accomplished much in Congress; but if he had accom- 
plished more, his fame would still rest on his military record; and his 
military record, for this generation at least, is written not only in the 
annals of the campaigns in which he took part but in the hearts of tens 
of thousands of surviving volunteers of the war who have so long looked 
up to him as the bright exemplar of their own patriotism, the record 
of which they will hand dowrfas an honored heritage to their children 
and their children’s children. ; 

One trait of Logan’s character has attracted the attention of all who 
met him in public or private life. He was asincereand devoted friend 
of his friends, and he was not the secret enemy of any man. Open, 
straightforward sincerity in word and action was such a prominent 
characteristic of his demeanor toward friend and enemy alike that we 
may not unfairly apply to him the description which Clarendon gives 
of the great Duke of Buckingham: 

His kindness and affection to his friends was so vehement that it was as so 
many marriages for better and worse, and so many leagues offensive and de- 
fensive, as if he thought himself obli to love all his friends and to make war 
upon all they were angry with, let the cause be whatit would. And it ean not 
be denied that he was an enemy in the same excess, and prosecuted those he 
looked u as his enemies with the utmost rigor and animosity, and was not 
easily induced to a reconciliation. And yet there are some examples of his re- 
ceding in that icular, And in the highest passion he was so far from stoop- 
ing to any dissimulation whereby his displeasure might be concealed and cov- 
ered till he had attained his revenge (the low method of courts), that he never 
endeavored to do any man an ill office before he first told him what he was to 
expect from him, and reproached him with the injuries he had done, with so much 


genera, that the person found it in his power to receive further satisfaction 
the way he would choose for himself. 


When a great man dies in the maturity of his intellectual powers, 
before he has even reached the threshold of old age, we are apt to de- 
plore not merely our loss, but his own. We are apt to regret as a loss 
to him as well as to ourselves the many years of usefulness and com- 
parative comfort which he might yet haveenjoyed. The feeling is not 
alwaysareasonableone. Who can tell whether Logan’s old age would 
have been a happy one? Some men there are, like Washington at 
Mount Vernon, like Jefferson at Monticello, who, after a life of active 
participation in public affairs, can quietly withdraw from the current 
of events, and spend their declining years in private life, watching 
the gradual decay of bodily strength and mental vigor with thesame 
calm resignation, and even with the same sober happiness, with which 
they watch the lengthening shadows at the close of a summer day. 
Such an old age is not the common lot of public men. It is ible 
only toa few. We can not be sure that it would have been ’s 
lot, had he been spared to live out his three score years and ten. 

His life almost from boyhood had been one of political activity. 
Would he have been content, like Washington, to resign life’s active 
duties at the inexorable bidding of advancing age? He was not sure 
even of bodily health. The fatigues, the wounds, the exposures of the 
war had begun already to tell upon his constitution. For him, perhaps, 
it is better as itis. Hisdeath is our loss rather than hisown. Better, 
perhaps, for this keen, ambitious spirit to pass from life in the full ma- 
turity of his mental powers; his career not yet completed; the Jast and 
brightest goal of his ambition still before his eyes and almost within 
his reach. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, integrity is the basic principle of all 
moral character—integrity in its broadest sense, integrity of thought, 
integrity of word, integrity of deed. 

Laborious industry is the indispensable condition of all success 
which is honestly achieved. 

No less an important element in human tness is courage. 

Not merely that valor which asserts itself in the presence of danger, 
nor that fortitude which enables us to suffer and endure, nor that reso- 
lution which falters not at difficulties, nor yet that heroism which 
despises danger and overrides what to the more discreet and timid 
seems insurmountable barriers, but rather that rarest of all virtues 
among men, that moral courage which prompts the upright man to 
sacrifice public favor, to accept defeat, to undergo humiliation, and even 
public censure if n , in obedience to fhe dictates of conscience 
and in the discharge of public duty. 

My personal relations with General Logan was limited to a passing 
acquaintance and a few meetings on matters of public business. But 
I Ara parauagon from all I knew of him that he possessed all the qual- 
ities I have mentioned and to a pre-eminent degree. 

At a time when others holding similar positions of honor and trust 
lived sumptuously and grew rich General Logan kept his frugal and 
simple ways, and finally died comparatively poor. 

In high stations of public trust, when others were falling on all sides 
entangled in the meshes of public scandals and besmirched by improper 


connection with corrupt legislation and doubtful enterprises, General 
Logan steered clear of all questionable transactions, and finally be- 
queathed to his family that which is better than riches, the splendid 
legacy of a good name. 

That he was indefatigably industrious, zealous, and scrupulously 
faithful in the di of every public duty those who knew him 
best cheerfully attest, and this I believe to have been the key-to his 
great success. 

Few men are born great. The truest, the safest, the wisest are the 
plodders. Ido not believe General Logan was either brilliant or in 
any sense what the world calls a genius. But he was more; he was a 
great worker, an honest thinker, and a courageous actor. No man ever 
doubted his courage, moral or physical. His public record will show 
separations from his party and friends on many public questions and 
a dogged pertinacity in the maintenance of his convictions against all 
odds, and even in defiance of public opinion. 

He was by nature self-reliant, but circumstances had wrought no 
small work in the formation of his character. He had grown up and 
lived his whole life in the great West, that part of our country the 
wonderful development of which can scarcely be comprehended, a de- 
velopment which it required courage, industry, endurance, patience, 
and self-reliance to work out. 

General was a prominent actor amid all the busy struggles 
and changeful stages through which this great section passed from its 
infancy until his death ‘Ye had imbibed its vigorous spirit in his 
youth, and it was his strength and his support while he lived. He 
reflected its great energies and marvelous resources in his simple, in- 
dustrious, and abstemious habits, his powerful frame, his great endur- 
ance, and determined resolution. 

That great section of our country gives to history no better specimen 
of its productions than General Logan. Open, frank, without finesse, 
his methods were direct, and his purposes unconcealed. He was ambi- 
tious, but it was a laudable ambition guided by patriotism and inspired 
by a desire to benefit his fellow-men and promote the welfare of his 
country. I knew nothing personally of his domestic relations. 

Of the story of his early love, his marriage, and the beautiful domes- 
tic life that followed, others have spoken and are better qualified to 
speak. I have ventured to speak only of his personal characteristics 
and his private and public worth. All understand his public services, 
extending through a long, eventful, and honorable public life. 

These belong to history and are the proud heritage of his country 
which he served and honored and which in turn honored him. 

It is difficult to determine whether his greatest achievements were 
in war or in peace. They were greatin both. His long and honorable 
career is a tribute to our institutions and an honor to our marvelous 
civilization. His life furnishes a bright example for the ambitious 
Rig of the Republic. He went out from among us in the prime of 

is usefulness and in the zenith of his influence and power. 

In the great State of Illinois his place will not be easily filled. In 
the councils of his y he will be missed. In the Senate of the 
United States he will be long remembered. In the hearts of the citi- 
zen soldiery of the Union he is already enshrined. 

Mr. Speaker, I esteem it a privilege, as it is a pleasure, to unite in 
paying this last tribute of respect to his memory. 


Mr. ROWELL... Mr. Speaker, with no hope of adding anything to 
what has already been said in the way of correctly delineating the char- 
acter of General Logan, I am still unwilling to let this occasion pass 
without paying my tribute to his memory. It was my fortune to serve 
under him during the war of the rebellion for more than a year, and in 
the same army—the Army of the Tennessee—for a much longer period. 

In that fiery furnace of war, which tries the metal of which men are 
made, I learned to believe in him; not alone in his wonderful leadership 
as a soldier, but as one who loved his country above all other earthly 
things; who knew no divided allegiance, and who counted no sacrifice 
too great when made in defense of the flag which typified American 
liberty and unity. 

Since the return of peace I have been one of those who believed in him 

as a political leader—as safe in council as he was heroic in war. The 
ways of Providence are mysterious; we submit to them because we 
must. Believing in a higher wisdom than that of men, we are ready to 
say it is best when our cherished hopes are crushed, our most earnest 
purposes thwarted. 
I have felt that the annals of Illinois and her connection with the 
grandest and saddest periods of our national history would not be com- 
plete until the greatest of our volunteer soldiers should be called to the 
chief magistracy of the nation, and so complete in that great office the 
triumvirate, Lincoln, Grant, Logan—each with his own peculiar great- 
ness—lIIlinois’s contribution to the world’s great names “‘ that were not 
born to die.” 

It has seemed to me that the grand army of volunteers would never 
be fully honored and rewarded until the whole nation should do them 
homage by electing tothe Presidency their recognized chieftain. But 
Providence has ordered otherwise, and we bow in humble submis- 
sion, still protesting that one page of our history remains incomplete 
and must ever so remain. t 
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From early manhood Logan was inspired by honorable ambition to 
deserve, and to take by so deserving, high rank among men. 


For more than thirty years his name has been a part of the public 
history of his native State and for nearly as long of the nation. He 
has received honors, military and civic, above most men, but forall the 
honors conferred upon him by a grateful and appreciative people, he 
has returned to them more than measure for measure, many fold, in 
faithful and efficientservice. Weare and must ever remain his debtor, 
not more for what he has accomplished than for the beneficent influence 
of his example which remains for the living and for other generations. 

General Logan was a man of convictions. He had no half beliefs. 
With untiring industry he sought for knowledge, and was content with 
nothing less than all that could be known about the great questions 
upon which he was called to act. Having reached a conclusion, it be- 
came to him truth itself, it possessed him and impelled te action. No 
man ever walked in the pathway pointed out by his own logic more 
firmly than he, regardless of consequences to himself. 

With unbounded faith in popular government and in the wisdom 
which abides in the sober second thought of the people he had a pro- 
found contempt for the spirit of demagogy which trims for every pass- 
ing breeze and seeks to make personal capital out of the ebullitions 
of passion, the temporary crazes which affect our poor human nature. 
Double dealing was impossible to him. He had no thoughts which he 
feared to utter, no purposes he cared to conceal. 

He was ever ready to give and take hard blows in open and honor- 
able contest. He never fought in ambush, nor sought success by con- 
cealment of his purpose where fairness demanded openness and candor. 

A faithful friend and an uncompromising foe, heattracted strong friend- 
shipsand invited bitter enmities. Hotand hasty in temper, he would al- 
ways go more than half way in reconciliation. A strong partisan by 
nature, yet he would not remain silent when he thought his party as- 
sociates were going wrong. A native of Illinois and loving his native 
State and her people with a passionate love, yet in public life he was 
an American citizen, too large a man to be hemmed in by State lines 
either in thought or service. 

Among the soldiers of the ‘‘Grand Army” he was ‘‘Comrade’’ Lo- 

It was a comradeship of personal regard, of strong and endear- 
ing friendship, born amidst scenes of danger and death, made sacred 
by the memory of the fallen, and cemented by his eyer-watchful care 
of their interests in all his public life. 

For four long, eventful years he had been to them the ideal leader 
nearest to the rank and file. In all those years, to him and to them, 
there never was but one ending possible. And that ending, the suprem- 
acy of national authority over all the United States, an undivided na- 
tion, freedom’s heritage and home. 

There has ever been an abiding faith among his comrades that what- 
ever others might do he would never apologize for the part that he and 
they took in that great struggle, and he neverdid. But they knew he 
was as generous as he was brave, and they have held up his hands with 
ready sympathy and hearty support in all his efforts to help rebuild the 
places laid waste by war, to restore everywhere a love for the Union, 
to secure to all the people the fruits of and honest industry, 
and the individual rights which belong to every citizen of the Republic. 

To his soldiers his death isa personal bereavement which others can 
not fully appreciate. I can not dwell upon it. I dare not attempt to 
lift the veil which shuts out the public from this personal sorrow. 
Their leader in life, his death makes no vacancy for other leadership. 

Dead! No longer standing in the Senate a representative of all that 
was best and bravest, a voice comes from his tomb, the voice of com- 
mand, always with them, bidding them to remain faithful sentinels 
on the watch-towers of American liberty. 

‘The death of General is especially mourned by Western soldiers. 
The young men of the great West who sprung to arms at the first note 
of impending war formed the nucleus of that great division of the Army 
known as ‘‘the Army of the Tennessee.” That army was almost ex- 
clusively composed of the men of’61 and ’62 from the West and North- 
west. It was the army that won the victories which made Grant com- 
mander-in-chief and Sherman his chief lieutenant. With that army 
the knightly McPherson won his triumphs and rode to his death. 

With that army was all of General Logan’s service from the begin- 
ning to the end of the war. The injustice which kept him from be- 
ing its commander after McPherson fell gave him also the opportunity 
of showing to the country how great he could be in unselfish patriotism. 

At Belmont and at Fort Donelson he gave token of the future great 
commander. But it was in that remarkable campaign in the rear of 
Vicksburg, when Grant cut loose from his base, and by a series of 
brilliant battles and victories, equal to any Napoleon ever won, forced 
Pemberton within the works at Vicksburg and finally compelled his 
surrender, that General Logan became the idol of his men and proved 
himself worthy to stand with Sherman and McPherson, safe on any 
field and equal to great occasions. 

Thenceforth where Logan led his soldiers followed with implicit faith. 
Remembering Raymond and Champion Hills, from that time on they 
followed Logan into battle with full faith in a victorious ending, The 
war over, he remained their leader still. 

I speak as a member of that old Army of the Tennessee—glorying in 


its volunteer hero; rejoicing in all his successes in the field, at home, in 
per Souma; and in yonder Senate Chamber; mourning his too early 
eath. f . 

While Logan has been the leader of his party in Ilinois for many 
years he has never been a party dictator. He never resorted to the 
petty ways of the mere politician. Believing in the righteousness of 
his cause, he was always ready to give a reason for the faith that was in 
him. He knew his position, feared no rivalries, and trasted the peo- 
ple. Ability, integrity, courage of conviction, and indomitable will 
made of him a leader worthy of a great party. Letothers speak of his 
failings and foibles if they will. For me they are buried in his grave, 
and Logan, the hero and the statesman, only remains. 

Pure in public and private life, honest in thought as well as deed, 
he has left to mankind an example worthy of emulation; tothe nation, 
his untarnished name and fame—best of legacies. 

The Christian gentleman, the stalwart man, the tender husband, and 
the loving father has gone from our midst forever. His spirit has 
crossed the dark river to the presence of the Omnipotent in whom he 
trusted. His work is ended. 

Be it ours to emulate his patriotism, to be watchful guardians of his 
good name and fame, and to cherish that Union of States and that uni- 
versal liberty for which he died. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Speaker, in the full vigor of his life, in the 
rounded fame of achievement, and in the high career of his distin- 
guished office John A. Logan has heard the Master’s call. 

Yonder, in the Senate Chamber, we saw him when here we met in 
December last, stout of heart, and stout of frame a—figure militant, 
foremost in the lists, his eye kindling with the fire of exultant life; and 
now he lies with folded hands across his breast, and his white face 
turned heavenward awaiting the opening of the mystery ‘‘ when this 
corruptible shall put on incorruption, and this mortal shall put on im- 
mortality.” 

I envy not the feelings of the man who does not ‘‘ mourn with those 
who mourn” the strong man stricken in his prime, the fearless chief, 
the father, the husband, the statesman, the friend, whose life was to so 
many the source of prideand joy and satisfaction. And with those 
who knew him best and loved him most, I bow my head beside the 
bier of Logan. 

It is not for me to assume that I am the person to attempt critical 
analysis of his character or the recital of his achievements, nor do I con- 
ceive indeed that the time has yet arrived when calm-browed history 
may assign to him the exact place to which he was entitled in the ranks 
of America’s great men. 

Descended through both ancestral lines of Scotch-Irish stock, he inher- 
ited the frank, ardent, pertinacious, and courageous elements of char- 
acter which have made that sturdy strain, wherever planted, foremost 
in adventurous enterprise and hardy undertaking. A partisan by na- 
ture, and living in times and situations that made partisans of the cold- 
est bosoms, we can not yet behold him in an atmosphere calm enough 
and clear enough to draw his lineaments with precision. But through 
the smoke of conflict and the haze of passion, there was that in Logan 
so distinctive that his commanding features will never be mistaken for 
anothers; and there were elements of his character and of his perform- 
ances which made him worthy the respect and admiration of all, whether 
they be counted as his friends or foes. 

Born myself under and following a different star from that which 
guided his footsteps, and living my life in opposition to most of the 
ideas which he pressed to the front with all the ardor and vigor of his 
dauntless nature, my standpoint has not been such as to make me the 
suitable eulogist of his deeds or render me capable of becoming his im- 
partial judge. But whatsoever may be the standpoint from which we 
contemplate his remarkable career we can not look upon him otherwise 
than as a man singled out from his fellows by conspicuous traits, and 
by those traits which are universally acknowledged and honored as 
chiefest among manly virtues. 

As said of him in the Senate Chamber by one who confronted him in 
the first and last battle which be fought, he was marked by ‘ din- 
dividuality and striking characteristics.” And by another not less his 
opponent in the forum and the field: ‘‘No braver man ever lived, and 
the Almighty Creator endowed him with many other and great vir- 
tues. 

No glint is given as in these words alone of his long, varied, and 
brilliant services; but they constitute an epitaph chiseled by the hand 
of truth upon the marble tablet of enduring memory, and they will 
live as the unaffected tribute of sterling men to one who was himself a 
sterling man and leader of men. 

The reason that *s name is so universally honored lies in the 
fact that he lived his life in the light, and had no cause to fear the light. 
In his character and in his record there are no dark mysterious phases. 
In an era fertile in the production of distinguished men, and that 
brought men to the front according to the strength that was in them, he 
stands upon a-pedestal high and erect, a clear cut, magnificent individ- 
uality, purely American in its type, heroic in its mold, marked by the 
masculine lines of power in thought and power in action, bespeaking 
the will to do, eloquent of the soul to dare. 
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Did heaccomplish much? Yes; he possessed a robust mind, heknew 


that a straight line was the shortest distance between two points, and 
he went that line, ‘‘ horse, foot, and ” from to object. 
He was a tireless worker, difficulties and dangers did not deter him, 
and he has left behind him lasting memorials of his work with sword 
and tongue and pen. 

Was he a great orator? Yes; not in the grace of classic art, not in 
the polish of rounded period, but in the earnestness of his utterances, 
the cogency of his thought, and in the power to persuade, 

Was he a great soldier? Yes; great in the personal prowess of the 
brave knight who faces those not less brave with valor that does not 
hesitate or flinch from the encounter, and great in abilities to inspire, 
marshal, and lead hosts to battle. 

Was he beloved by his soldiers? Yes; he was thoughtful of them, 
he was reckless of himself, and he fought in front of them. 

Was he a great political leader? Yes; he believed.in his own side, 
and espoused it with enthusiasm; he stood upto it with fidelity whether 
it won or lost; he never took two sides at the same time, or wabbled 
between them; he was strong in council; steady in the conflict, and 
powerful before the people. 

Was he respected by-his opponents? Yes; even though they thought 
that he was severe in his judgments and bitter in his expressions, they 
sincerely respected him, because they realized that in him was the 
upright, fearless spirit that said its say and did its deed, and left to 
God the consequence. They respected him because he was candid and 
outspoken, and did not wreathe his sword in myrtle boughs. They re- 
spected him because they knew he did not carry political hostility 
into private relations; because he was often kind and generous to his 
political opponents, as I personally know and am pleased to testify, 
and because he never prostituted his public place to private gain. 

So high is honesty among the virtues that it condones all errors of 
judgment. So splendid is courage that when it stands by honor’s side 
it makes the man seem god-like. 

The man who has been laid by loving hands to his final rest was 
honest and he was brave, and mankind will henor his name and mem- 


ory. 

Mr. Speaker and Representatives, those of us whose middle life is 
abreast of the living day have witnessed scenes as stirring as ever 
blotted history with blood, and as decisive as any that ever turned its 
currents, We have seen brothers fall by brother’s hand, States upset 
with anarchy, the flames leap over lovely fields and stately cities. 
Then out of chaos and misery and death and ruin we have looked up 
again to the boundless heavens where the sun shone new risen. 

Down in Richmond by the James we have seen the men of Boston 
wreathing with garlands the statue of Stonewall Jackson. Away in 
theShenandoah Valley, where tongues of fire once licked the clouds, we 
have seen Federal soldiers amidst the Confederate graves upon the 
heights of Winchester, strewing them with flowers, and on bended 
knees offering prayers for peaceful home and happy country. Amid 
such scenes as these the people of the land have felt their hearts new 
opened; and I thank God that the miracles of war which American 
co accomplished, and the miracles of material progress which 
have filled the wilderness with happy and industrious populations, are 
now to be crowned with that miracle of divine love working through 
the hearts of men that makes us feel the tie that binds to common hu- 
manity and common country. 

With humble spirit I commune with you to-day who pronounce 
blessings upon the dust of him who was a chief amongst your chief- 
tains, and who won by his valorous hand and upright heart the honors 
paid him by the people. 

If errors he committed, may the good God forgive them. His vir- 
tues they were many and they were great. May they live forever, the 
well-spring of pride and inspiration to all his countrymen. To his 
memory, honor. To his ashes, peace. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, on the last evening he was in the 
Senate Chamber I conversed with John A. Logan. í 

His business with the world was done. 

I recall his face now, a noble image of the intrinsic Logan, as we 
here to-day speak of his pilgrimage through life. 

Sixty years of life, a brief section of swift-flowing time, but in it for 
true, hard labor and valor of action there has been none truer or 
braver than he. 

A farmer boy, at school in Southern Illinois; before manhood, a 
soldier in our battles with far off Mexico eager for glory, ing honors. 
A lawyer, a prosecuting attorney, and yielding to his bent for politics, 
a member, a leader in the Illinois Legislature. 

At thirty-two, a Democratic member of this House, elected and re- 
elected as a Representative of the States-rights party. In his place here, 
true to it, until convinced that loyalty to party was disloyalty to the 
Union, when he closed his desk, left his seat, though not mustered in, 
fell in line with a regiment marching over the Potomac yonder, and 
fought for the Union in the first battle as a private soldier. 

Then, doing manifold victorious battle as he went along, he emerged 
at the triumphant close of war from among a million voluntecrs the 
foremost, the ideal volunteer soldier. 


In the whirlwind of the passing time we saw him at Donelson charg- 

ing at the head of his decimated regiment and grievously wounded. 
At the close of the siege of Vicksburg we his Great Captain de- 

clare that Major-General Logan was fitted to command an independent 


army. 

Before Atlanta, when McPherson fell in the early morning light, we 
beheld astride his black horse Black Jack Logan, leading an army to 
victory, pointing the way from Atlanta to the sea. 

At the grand review on yonder Avenue we saw him commanding the 
Army of the Tennessee. 

While his hand was still familiar with the sword-hilt, while the 
habits of the camp were still visible in his port and swarthy face, he 
was returned to his seat in this Chamber, a man who knew in every 
fiber, who, with heroic daring, had laid it to heart, that it is good to 
fight on the right side. 

On this floor, and in the Senate, whither he was soon called, and twice 
returned, his first care was for the Union volunteers, their widows and 
orphans. ‘The wounds on his own body, the grievous pain he endured 
with proud reticence for a quarter of a century, only served to remind 
him of those who with him, or like him, suffered, hungry or athirst, in 
heat or snow, the marches without rest, the nights without sleep, the 
fevers or pestilence gathering over an army in slumber, or the night- 
watches in rain that froze as it fell, as well as the wounds in battle. 

He was thus the nearest, best friend of the volunteer, the peer of the 
highest officer, a brother to the humblest soldier, the sponsor of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, the founder of ‘‘ Memorial Day,” 

L Faults and prejudices he had, but he was always loyal to truth and 
uty. 

Frank, impetuous, decisive, honest, he advocated his convictions witlr 
a scorn of mal consequence, in peace as in war, whether as a man- 
ager of theimpeachmentof President Johnson, defending Senator Payne, 
condemning General Porter, legislating for the reconstruction, or labor- 
oaar the education of an enfranchised race. 

e manliest of men, a marvelous leader of the people, a famous, 
popular orator, a great general, a statesman. 

Unsullied he bore his crowding honors worthily in public life, and 
rejoiced in the sweet contentment of an almost ideal home life. 

The friend of Lincoln and Grant, with their greater names posterity 
will associate Logan’s heroic face, painted now, as on the azure of 
eternity, serene, victorious. 

God grant that the light he leaves behind him may illumine the path 
of those who may serve our country in her need for generations to come. 


Mr, WEAVER,- of Nebraska. John A. Logan dead; no, not dead! 


There is no Death! What seems so is transition; 
This life of mortal breath 

Is but a suburb of the life elysian, 

Whose portal we call Death, 


The noble traits of character of John A. Logan have been indelibly 
stamped upon the hearts of the American people. 

His whole life as warrior and statesman was dedicated to giving full 
force and significance to that affirmation of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, ‘‘ That all men are created equal; that they are endowed by 
their Creator with certain inalienable rights; that among these are 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.’’ 

When that mighty effort for the destruction of constitutional liberty 
had well nigh sapped the foundations of this Republic; when weak 
and wavering men, to avoid the terrible consequences of war, were 
willing to make concessions looking to the separation of this Union, 
then it was that John A. Logan, rising above all considerations of party 
policy, inspired by a patriotism and love of country as fervent as that 
Which moved the heart of William Wallace to strike mightily for free- 
dom when he believed that the tyrant had invaded the dignity of his 
home and that black treachery was torturing away the freedom of his 
countrymen, then it was, I say, that this great warrior and statesman 
breathed upon the discontented and wavering elements of his own party 
utterances of such pure and patriotic devotion to his whole united 
country as will make his memory as lasting and imperishable as the 
Republic itself. 

e noble traits of his character in his devotion to his country were 
made more conspicuous because of his life-long affiliation with a party 
that was now engaged in a war for the destruction of the Union and a 
dedication of one part thereof to human slavery. 

Before the bugle blast of war had called any of our country’s defend- 
ers to the field, but when every movement of the discontented elements 
attested to the fearful truth that civil war with all its dire consequences 
was about to test the national bond, upon this floor, in February, 1861, 
John A Logan said: } 

I have been taught that the preservation of this glorious Union, with its broad 
flag waving over us as the shield of our protection on land and sea, is paramount 
to all parties and platforms that ever have existed or ever can exist. I would 
to-day, if I had the power, sink my own party, and every other one, with all 
their US poser neers into the vortex of ruin, without heaving a sigh or shedding a 
tear, to save the Union or even to stay the revolution where it is. 

This was but a patriotic declaration before the clash of arms, but in 
confirmation of his entire consecration and devotion to the preservation 
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of the Union we have only to let impartial history bear witness. Not 
content to serve his country in the Halls of Congress, away from the 
e and danger of shot and shell, this brave man rushed into the 
thickest of battle. i 

Where Logan went victory perched upon the Stars and Stripes. He 
was the inspiration, and his soldiers foliowed him into battle with a 
spirit of confidence and determination that knows no defeat. 

From whatever cause that may be assigned by the faithful chronicler 
of events, yet no one will ever attempt to gainsay that where John A. 
Logan went there was victory, there was fighting. He was one whose 
presence meant a contest, a struggle to the death. Let Belmont, and 
Donelson, and Vicksburg, and Corinth, and Champion Hills, and other 
battlefields attest to the truthfulness of this allegation. 

In that contest for the preservation of the nation—for right against 
wrong, for freedom againstslavery, for all that was good and pure and 
noble against all that was wicked and wrong and oppressive, wherein 
from the beginning of the contest to the close more than two and one- 
half millions of citizen soldiers placed their lives upon the altar of their 
country in that contest—we do know that John A. Logan was the great- 
est volunteer soldier, the greatest commander taken from civil life. 
He was the recognized leader of that great army of volunteer soldiers, 
and from the close of the war has been the defender and champion 
of the cause of the common soldier in the Congress of the United 
States. 

The defenders of our common country whose valor has been attested 
upon a hundred battlefields have lost their greatest friend, and our 
country has lost a great warrior and pure statesman. 

_ John A. Logan has been in the public service, almost continuously, for 
more than thirty years, and during all these years of faithful service 
his conduct has been so pure that not even a suggestion of corruption 
was ever associated with his name. 

His mission in life was not a struggle for the accumulation of gold; 
he sought not to pacify his conscience with the gilded bubble of wealth; 
he neglected not the elements of intellectual and’ moral greatness for 
the sordid and perishable things of time. His whole life was dedi- 
cated to his country, to human rights, to making more firm and last- 
ing the foundations of this Republic. He has woven his name in his- 
tory with illustrious and praiseworthy deeds. 

Oh, that we had more in the public service! More whose 
every thought and every effort were given to the discharge of public 
duty; more who sought no opportunity from public position to secure 
ill-gotten gains to the detriment of the gen public; more who come 
to high public place because the public demand their service and not 
because the place is made the subject of barter or to serve some special 
interest. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, when on the 26th day of Decem- 
ber Jast the intelligence was flashed across the land and under the seas 
that John A. Logan was dead, to millions of men it came with a sense 
of personal loss and bereavement. 

There were men among us of greater learning than he, men more 
famous in statecraft, more profound in the law, more eloquent as ora- 
tors, and some few greater as soldiers; but I greatly doubt whether 
among the sixty millions of people in this Republic there was one other 
man whose death would have touched the hearts of so many persons 
with a feeling of individual loss as did the death of Logan. 

This isa phenomenon worthy of our study. Here was a man who 
was neither learned, nor polished, nor rich, noraristocratic; but he had 
made himself felt across this great continent and his name familiar 
among all English-speaking people. 

Whatever other traits he may have possessed or may have lacked, he 

was a forceful man. Wherever he came throughout his whole life 
men became conscious that a new force had entered into the problem 
to be solved, a force that was positive and could not be ignored. 
_ His was a masterful nature that bent circumstances to his will, and 
vrought men around him to work with him and for him. It is given 
to but few men in a generation to become so positive a force among his 
fellow-man as was. 

I said ‘‘as Logan was;’’ I might have said as Logan is; for character 
does not die with the mortal frame, and his character, his influence, 
and his achievements have entered into the forces that are developing 
our national and individual life. 

There seems to be an epoch in the formative stage of all new states 
favorable to the growth of strong men. 

I was struck recently, in reading the life of Abraham Lincoln, with 
send remarkable group of men that sprung up in the early history of 

ois. 

When the seat of government was first removed to Springfield there 
were found at that young capital at one time Lincoln, whose name stands 
second to nonein American history; Douglas, the Little Giant, Lincoln’s 
aires ose for the Presidency; Davis, justice of the Supreme 
( Senator and acting Vice-President; Browning, Senator and Cab- 
inet officer; Trumbull, Senator and jurist; Baker, Senator and gen- 
eral; and Shields, general and three times Senator from as many dif- 
ferent Commonwealths. 


It was while all these men were still upon the stage, and, in fact, in 
the v rime of their early manhood, that Logan first appeared in 
political life, in 1852, as a member of the Illinois Legislature. 

He was an admirer and became a follower of Stephen A. Douglas. I 
am impressed with the belief that in many respects his character was 
more largely formed upon that of Douglas than of any other man. 
They had the same strong, dominant will, the same cou. and fear- 
lessness in following out a conviction, the same pugnacity and per- 
sistence in fighting their contests to the finish. They were alike ex- 
ceedingly forceful among men, and natural leaders. Under the influ- 
ence of the example of such men as I have named Logan the 
career which was to be so potential for his country and for humanity. 

A character is the product of all the forces that enter into it, and the 
first great formative force is heredity. Logan was of Scotch-Irish de- 
scent, a very sturdy and very vigorous stock, which has given us some 
of the strongest men that have blessed our country. 

The next great mold of character is the influences of childhood and 
youth. Logan was born upon a farm in the comparative isolation of 
a newly settled region. His mother was of Scotch descent and pos- 
sessed those strong traits for which that people are distinguished. 

The men around him were of the large, strong, generous type that 
develops upon the frontier, and he inevitably partook of the spirit of 
the boundless prairie and the freedom that has never felt the fetters 
and constraints of ted humanity in cities. 

Just as he was emerging from youth came the war with Mexico, and 
a combination of patriotism with the spirit of adventure drew him 
into the ranks of the army in that struggle. It was a mere episode in 
his life, but it was an index to the character of the coming man. 

Then came thestudy of the law, and at the age of twenty-six we find 
him in the Legislature of his State, from which Lincoln had but four 
years before graduated into the halls of Congress. 

After being again elected to the Legislature in 1856, Logan, in 1858, 
was himself elected to Congress, at the age of thirty-two, where he 
commenced that public career which only ended when, on the day after 
the last Christmas-tide, he laid all his honors and burdens down. 

Meanwhile a new force and influence had come into his life. In 
1855 he had married that devoted woman who thenceforth and through- 
out his life became his herjer and his good genius. We may notspeak 
more of her here. What his life would have been had he never met 
Mary A. Cunningham it would be impossible to guess, butit is safe to 
say that it would have been less useful and less illustrious than it 
was. ' 

It was here in Washington that his real career began and his real 
character shone forth. The nation was already entering the penum- 
bra of the dread eclipse of war. 

The chill and shadow of the coming event was already upon the 
hearts of the people. 

Born, as he was, in Southern Illinois, a promontory, as it were, of the 
free States projecting far down into the gulf of slavery, and peopled 
largely with settlers from the adjacent slave States, his whole political 
education was in sympathy with Southern views, and it was natural, 
almost inevitable, that he should ally himself with the party which had 
been the champion of Southern institutions. The great contest of 1858 
between Lincoln and Douglas had been already fought, and the same 
political wave that carried Douglas back into the Senate swept Logan 
into the House. 

While serving his first term here the whole country was startled and 
shocked by John Brown’s raid upon Harper’s Ferry. It was a declara- 
tion of war by one man. It was a small affair in itself—just a fanati- 
cal old man and a few devoted followers hurling themselves to death 
upon the jagged rocks of a continent of wrong, but it was the flash of 
the meteor bursting from obscurity, lurid for a moment, then plung- 
ing down to darkness and deeper night; it was the low grumble and 
jar of the earthquake which tells that the ‘‘ sure and firm-set earth ”’ 
is swimming beneath our feet. 

Old John Brown was summarily tried, convicted, and hanged, but 
his scaffold became the scene of exaltation of a grand self-immolation 
for the uplifting of lowliest man. 

John Brown’s body lay moldering in the ground, 
But his soul went marching on. 

It marched to the South and it marched to the North, and every- 
where it was a gleaming sword summoning the nation to the death- 
struggle of Freedom and Slavery. 

We said that the only question was between Union and disunion, 
but we knew in our hearts that the issue was broader than that—that 
the real issue was freedom or slavery, and the hour had come for the 
nation to choose, 


Once to every man and nation comes the moment to decide, 

In the strife of Truth with Falsehood, for the good or evil side ; 

Some cause, God’s new Messiah offering each the bloom or blight, 
Parts the upon the left hand, and the sheep upon the right; 

And the choice goes by forever 'twixt that darkness and that light. 


Perhaps few men were ever more strongly attached to a party than 
Logan was to his, but when it came to a question between party and 
country he knew no such thing as party allegiance. 
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The first shot that cleft the stillness of Charleston Harbor as it 
boomed across the bay against Sumter, severed the last tie that bound 
him to a party he had loved and labored for until he had reached one- 
half the allotted age of man. In the fierce heat of his patriotism every- 
thing that might hold him back from supreme devotion to his country 
was burned away—utterly consumed. 

He at once resigned his seat in Congress, and returned to his State, 
that those who had looked to him as their political oracle might hear 
his rallying voice, and be held firmly to the causeof the Union. With 
all the force and intensity of his nature he summoned his old political 
friends to the standard of his country, and a short time saw him at the 
head of a volunteer regiment, the Thirty-first Illinois. 

It is no part of my purpose to follow him through the annals of the 
war. It isasplendid record of patriotism, devotion, courage, and mag- 
nificent leadership. 

Belmont, Donessa Corinth, Champion Hills, Jackson, Raymond, and 
Vicksburg witnessed his valor and took reflected luster from the gleam 
of his sword. 

Resaca, Kenesaw, Atlanta, and Jonesboro’ are linked with his fame, 
and in large owe their glory to his prowess. 

He never elbowed his way to promotion, but promotion came to him 
almost of necessity. 

The eagle of the colonel gave way to the star on his shoulders after 
Donelson, and that again was replaced by the double stars of the major- 
general, and these were but imperfect indices of his growth. 

As a soldier he was the very impersonation of intense energy. Men 
followed him because they had no choice but follow him, 

He was first of all intensely patriotic; he was as brave as patriotic, 
and as magnanimous as he was brave. 

He the confidence of his superiors, and the enthusiastic 
Tove of his soldiers. 

Of his return to Congress“After the war and his career here for almost 
twenty years, I have not time to speak. Others have done that far 
better than I could. But during the four years that I knew him here 
it seemed to me that his life as a Senator and statesman was but the 
projecture into another sphere of the traits that made him the splen- 
did soldier that he was—intense patriotism, unlimited courage, strong 
virile force, honesty that was unassailable, devotion to duty that took 
little account of consequences to self. 

My acquaintance with General Logan n almost immediately on 
my arrival at the capital. The first business brought before the com- 
mittee on which I had the honor to serve was the case of Fitz John 
Porter; and in that connection I was at once brought into contact with 
General Logan. I was deeply impressed with the earnestness of his 
conviction and the intensity of his feelings, and his utter loathing of 
what he believed to be a betrayal of trust. As he would speak of it 
his indignation would flame up, his form would seem to prea and 
his eye would flash as if with the old light of battle, and I could im- 
agine how he would have ridden down the line as he did at Peach Tree 
Creek, with his black hair streaming on the wind and his battle-blade 
flashing before his rushing battalions. 

Does any one doubt that Logan was great? No one but a great man 
can fill a continent with his name, can hold a great commonwealth in 
his grasp, can bind unknown millions to him who have never seen his 
face, so that his loss shall seem to each a personal bereavement. This 
Logandid. But he is discharged the service of this life—mustered out 
for promotion. 

Mr. Speaker, the devoted patriot, the brave soldier, the courageous 
statesman, the unsoiled Senator, the devoted husband and father, the 
soldier’s friend, the peerless yolunteer—he shall walk with us here no 
more. 

The tender flowers we laid upon his coffin on that last, sad day of 
the old year have long since withered, and their fragrance passed away. 
Neither their loveliness nor their perfume had power to hold him back 
from the dissolution of mortality nor from the corruption of the grave. 

And so with our eulogies to-day. They will fade with the passing 
hour. ‘The world will little note nor long remember what we say 
here, but it can never forget what he did here.” 

If his fame depended upon this fleeting breath of eulogy it would not 
be worth the having. His name may save our words from utter obliv- 
ion, but all our praise will not prolong his memory by a single day. 
His fame rests securely in the nation that he loved and helped to save, 
in the millions of hearts that he taught the priceless lesson of patriot- 
et en the thousands of homes that he made brighter and happier by 

is life, 
His voice is silent in your council hall 
Forever; and whatever tempest lower, 
Forever silent. Even if they broke 
In thunder, silent; yet remember all 
He spoke among you, and the man who spoke, 


Who never sold the truth to serve the hour, 
Nor paltered with eternal God for power. 


Mr. WILSON. I can not speak of General Logan with the kindling 
glow of personal friendship, or even of political sympathy, that has been 
the inspiration of many tributes to-day. I knew him but slightly in 
the occasional contact of public life, and not at allin the intimate rela- 


tions pe viseld life. To me he was only what what he was to the great 
body of his countrymen—a fellow-citizen, a distinguished fellow-citi- 
zen, who, in all the paoa covered by my memory of political affairs, 
has been a positive figure in the arena of American politics. To give 
a sketch of his life, however brief, would be to tread a path many times 
trodden already, and I possess no fund of personal reminiscences from 
which, on an occasion like this, a speaker may appropriately fill in the 
soft and delicate traits of character, unseen in its general outline. 

I must, therefore, speak of General Logan, simply as the clear-cut and 
distinct figure that has so long been familiar to the American people, 
for I think no one will deny that he stood out with an individuality 
all his own, even in that small class of public men to whom public serv- 
ice isa steady and unbroken career, and not, asit is to most of us, merely 
a parenthesis in some othercalling. What was the trait in General 
Logan's character that drew and fastened to him as a permanent pos- 
session the favor of his fellow-citizens ? 

Not a broad and thoughtful statesmanship, for while there is a grow- 
ing conviction that in this respect he was underrated, still he was not 
prominent as the author of public policies or of great party measures; 
nota great power in Congressional debate, nor in magnetic oratory before 
the people, although he was strong in both; not the unquestioned in- 
tegrity that passed with clean hands through all the temptations and 
opportunities of place and power, for this was shared by many others 
among his colleagues both living and dead; not party leadership or ar- 
dent party zeal that loved the fray and was happiest when in the thick- 
est of the fight. Concede to him all these traits, some in the fullest, all 
in a respectable measure, and we must still look beyond them for the 
chief source of General Logan’s hold upon the favor of his countrymen, 
the warm attachment of friends, the hearty respect of enemies. 

The cap-stone and crowning virtue of his character was its brave and 
bag singleness, Men saw his robust virtues and admired them; 
they likewise saw his faults and forgot them, because he wore them 
both upon his breast. They believed him to be just what he seemed 
to be, nothing more and nothing less. He did not walk the stage in the 
mask of an actor. 

And thus, Mr. Speaker, he had grown upon his countrymen as one 
who might fitly use as his own the words which Homer puts in the 
mouth of the hero of his Iliad. 

For I hate with perfect hatred, 

Hate him like the gates of hell, 


Who within him one thought harbors 
While his lips another tell. 


This rare and noble virtue was the key to General Logan's hold on 
public favor, and his ever-widening popularity. 

But, Mr. Speaker, General was not only, and perhaps not 
chiefly, known as a civilian and Senator. When the seed of discord 
planted, or, rather should I say, consciously and helplessly left in our 
Federal Constitution by its framers, had, before the lapse of a single 
century of national existence, under the forcing heat of the slavery 
struggle, burst into the blood-red flower of civil war, General Logan 
was among the first, and most eager, to take part in the conflict. Of 
all the men that went forth from this Capitol, to range themselves on 
the one or the other side in that Titanic struggle, of all the men that 
entered either army from civil life, he came back bringing the greenest 
laurels and having achieved the most unfading glory, and, in the more 
than twenty years that have since elapsed, the luster of that martial 
glory added much tohis power and influence in the councilsof his party 
and of his country. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a noteworthy fact that in the memorial services, 
one week ago in the Senate, no heartier tributes were offered than those 
which came from men who had met him, not only in the hot contests 
of partisan strife, but in the fiercer combats of real war. They were 
sincere tributes of manly men toa manly man. Ah, Mr. Speaker, we 
glory in our material greatness, our unequaled empire, with its sixty 
millions of freemen, our growth in wealth, the dazzling sweep of me- 
chanical invention, our cities, and railroads, and telegraphs; but, sir, 
let us remember that after all the man is greater than all these, the 
man is more than the city, more than the railroad or steam-engine, 
more than the electric telegraph. 

No prouder boast was ever made than that of the old Ithacan, when he 
said that his little island was ‘‘a rough, wild, nurse land, but its crops 
were men,” 

Was there anything in his life more manly and more pathetic than 
the prayer that mingled so often with the dying breath and dying 
thonghts of the successful warrior, when at Mount McGregor, he, too, 
surrendered to a warrior stronger than himself that prayer for the com- 
plete return of harmony and good feeling among his once divided coun- 
trymen? When after centuries of stubborn contest the strife between 
the two orders at Rome had finally ceased, the strife that so often threat- 
ened to dissolve the state and quench foreverits rising star; and plebeian 
and patrician, turning from the bitterness of the past and remembering 
only its glories, joined in the career of greatness that has as yet no coun- 
te in history, the old warrior Camillus vowed a temple to Concord, 
and a Jater generation of Romans built that temple, whose remains are 
yet seen in the forum, 
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spiration, such: an injunction, avow? And will not some gener- 
ation yet to come, it may be sooner than we expect, a generation freer 
from the passions and prejudices of the strife than we dare to be, build 
a temple to Concord, and in it place the marble statues of Grant and 
Lee, of Stonewall Jackson and Thomas, of Hancock and Stuart, of 
Hood, and Logan, and others not named, some yet among the living? 
Then, when future generations of American citizens shall view that 
temple, though they may possess a higher civilization than we enjoy, 
a greater material prosperity, and a wealth and invention beyond the 
vista of ourimagination, yet, ifthey are worthy of the heritage we trans- 
mit to them, and equal to the responsibilities and duties which are 
theirs, they will stand uncovered in that presence and exclaim: ‘‘We 
have much that our fathers had not, we know much that our fathers 
knew not, but in this august company who can deny that their crops 
were men. 


Mr. RICE. Mr. Speaker, I bring a tribute from Massachusetts and 
place it reverently on thegraveof Logan. He had not, I believe, adrop 
of our blood in his veins; I do not know that he was ever within our 
borders excepting once or twice briefly in transit. His manners, his 
method of thought and speech, his political ideas, were not always by 
any means in accord with ours, yet I venture to say this soldier and 
statesman of the West, at the time of his death, held the first place in 
the hearts of the soldiers and common people of Massachusetts, who 
are her chiefest pride. 

Few men in this age and country combined in so marked degree the 
characteristics which go to make up personal popularity. His massive 
frame, his glowing eye, his splendid strength, his undaunted courage 
would have made a hero of him at any time in any land. He would 
have ‘‘held the bridge” with Horatius, ‘‘in the brave days of old;’’ 
he would have led, amid clashing swords and the wild warriors 
who came down from the north to the sack of Rome; he would have 
couched lance in battle or in tourney with the toughest of Froissart’s 
knights. Asa patriot soldier he was bravest among the brave. At 
Belmont, at Donelson, at Vicksburg, at Atlanta, he led where any 
dared to follow. He never dodged a bullet or turned his face from 
the front. Had he been called to do it, he would have scaled Wagner 
by the side of Shaw, or have kept his saddle, as Lowell did in the 
valley, after his death wound, to lead one more charge against the 
breaking but still stubborn foe. 

To these splendid physical traits he added a self-culture, a coolness 
of judgment, and a power and quickness of comprehension which 
made him a consummate general. At the first signal from Manassas 
he marched out of Washington as a common soldier with a musket on 
his shoulder. Four years later, the war all over, he rode back in tri- 
umph a major-general at the head of the proud Army of the Tennessee. 
Had this been all when he died a grateful nation would have kept 
vigil at his bier, for a mighty man had fallen; the beauty of the land 
lay dead in her high places. 

But this was not all. By the sword peace had been won, but peace 
as well as war was to have work and triumphs for Logan. For more 
than twenty years he served in Congress, making his way by force of 
will, by clearness of judgment, by appreciation of popular instincts, 
and by honesty of purpose and action in such a degree that at his 
death his fame as a Senator was scarcely eclipsed by his old fame as a 
soldier. 

Logan was born poor and died poor. Perhaps he never knew the 
grinding poverty through whieh Lincoln and Webster and Garfield 
passed, but he had to make his own way in the world and earn his own 
bread. He was not much versed in the learning of the schools, but he 
learned readily with his eyes and ears, and few men in the Senate knew 
how to use the gg Sac more correctly and effectively. Had 
he been born rich, he been trained in the curriculum of the uni- 
versities, he could never have been Logan. Notdown from the heights, 
but up through tribulation and toil and suffering come the leaders of a 
free people, the founders, the guardians, the saviors of free institutions. 
Wealth is a good thing; we all want it; education a better; all should 
seek it. But wealth and education in these days have their dangers. 
The gilded youth who dawdle out their little lives in the clubs and 
streets of city life either die unknown and unseen or are rudely jos- 
tled when they come in contact with the actualities of life. Let them 
take thought they be handica: by what ought tohelp. Only 
hard work of hand and of head will make Logans. Unless a halt is 
soon called in wasteful extravagance, in servile imitation of foreign cus- 
toms, in selfish living, the time will come when it will be easier for a 
camel to go through a needle’s eye than for a rich man to find a seat in 
the high placesof popularconfidenceand trust. Logan—the poor man, 
the hard-working man—was full of popular sympathies. Asa general 
he always cared for his soldiers; as a legislator the humblestand poor- 
est were the ones he strove first to serve. He never cringed to the 
wealthy and powerful that thrift might follow fawning. He was a true 

tleman, not in the ways of the courtier, or refined in the 
, peetene ATT Had he lived inthe daysof chivalry he would not 
very much have graced his lady’s bower, or have sung very softly trouba- 


dour lays under her lattice, but he would have leaped into the lions’ 
den or the raging whirlpool to win and wear her glove; he would have 
faced any odds in defence of her honor. Bluff, hearty, honest, he never 
sought to conceal, and he could not deceive. 

Logan wasamanlyman. He knew hisown merits, and that they were 
not always fully recognized and rewarded; but he accepted what came 
to him, not always, perhaps, quite patiently, but with no abatement 
of patriotic ardor and effort. ‘‘Greater is he whoruleth his own spirit 
than he who taketh a city.’ This fiery, passionate man could control 
Rcgutlig meena Stetson al apk wie ble Mook nox ollie 

rgetting none of the duties of a , While hi was boiling 
with the excitement of a common soldier in the fierce joy of battle. 
He could and repeatedly did accept the second place when he felt that 
the first was his by right. 

All his life he was a public man. From law, from all private busi- 
ness, he turned away. He was not ashamed to seek and hold office. 
In youth, clerk of courts, member of the Legislature, member of Con- 
gress, the army, and then he was legislator and statesman to the end. 
He did not consider it a mean ambition to striveto gain favorand dis- 
tinction in the public service. I do not believe that he was ashamed 
when called a politician, or that he thought it a thing for which to 
apologize that he sought to be true to his friends and to help those to 
offices for which they were fitted who had helped him to rise. I pre- 
sume he felt that a man who is willing to do honest work has as good 
a right toseek it in public service as elsewhere, and that he deserves 
credit rather than ridicule and hostile criticism for being willing to ac- 
cept and perform the duties of public office. 

He gave his whole life to these duties; not its dregs, not what was 
left after he had achieved success in a profession, or a fortune in trade, 
but accepted as long as he should live comparative poverty, hard work, 
obloquy, the abuse of rivals, and the misrepresentations of those who 
were incapable of comprehending his character and his aims for the 
privilege of serving his country in the manner he had chosen. I de- 
clare his life to have been quite as worthy and honorable as that of 
the men who follow their own selfish pursuits and sneer at politics and 
politicians while they busily ply their muck-rakes to make their piles 
of dirty wealth a little larger. All honor and praise to the man who 
is ready to give to his country a life of hard and honest work, and is 
not ashamed to be pointed at as an office-holder and politician for so 
doing. Let the young men of the country be encouraged by the exam- 
ple of Logan and learn that there is no higher ambition than to fill 
worthily positions of public trust. 

Logan was astrong man. He never counted his friends or his foes. 
He knew his own position, and if he could not win others to it he was 
ready to defend it alone. 

He is dead—dead in the maturity of his strength and the plenitude 
of his powers—but his example lives. He has won a high place in 
our national Pantheon; his name will live in history; his memory is a 
precious to those whom he has left behind him. Is this all? 
Has the strong man utterly passed away? Stands he no longer as a 
tower of strength for refuge and defense? Notso. Itcannot be, The 
bugle-call should not sound “‘lightsout’’ athistomb. His lightisnot 
out; though invisible to us, it still shines. Somewhere in the infinite 
realm of immortal life the great spirit still lives, clad in the panoply of 
a rich and well-improved earthly experience, ready for such service at 
any time and anywhere as opportunity shall offer and Omnipotence 
appoint. 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, again ithas become our duty, as itis 
our pleasure, to add a tribute of respect to the memory of a great public 
servant—one whose name has long been engraven upon the history of 
this country. We have put aside the business of the day that we may 
bear testimony to his great worth and excellence. 

John A. Logan was neighbor to the people of my State. He was 
loved and esteemed by them asif he had been one of their number. 
His great public service had brought him in contact with them, and, 
in fact, with the people every where in the Northwest, where he spent 
the most of his life. He had learned their wishes, and had ded 
in a way that met their approval. In one sense we are but creatures 
of the present hour; it is but a question of time for most men to pass 
away even from the memory of their contemporaries, but such was not 
the destiny of John A. Logan. He lived for a better p and he 
will live on, while millions pass behind the veil to be heard of no more. 

God gave Logan a talent and foree of character seldom found among 
men. 

Born in humble he passed h the school of experience on 
his upward journey. He thus learned to feel the great wants and ne- 
cessitiés so essential to the happinessof the common people. His self- 
education taught him lessons not easily forgotten. The life he led in 
ae oe gave him much of his strength and popularity among 
his fellows. 


Every country must have its leaders. The cares of state rest upon 
official but principle and sentiment are nursed and crystallized 


heads, 
by those unburdened with official work or cares of state, 
A country like this, where gather people from every nation of the 
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obe, uniting under one flag, with one object in view, which is the 
‘ormation of a government for their mutual protection, must have lead- 
ers—men who advise, direct, and command for the common good. 

Logan was a natural leader, both as asoldierand asa statesman. He 
had few equals in either sphere, and still lessin the twocombined. It 
is difficult to determine in which character he excelled most. But in 
either he served his country nobly and well. 

As a soldier he was fearless, and he was as gallant as he was brave, 
as generous as he was firm. 

In the House of Representatives, and afterwards in the Senate, he 
was the author and advocate of measures of great national interest. 
He took front rank as a legislator, always advocating whatever he be- 
lieved to be right and for the interest of the people. If he erred, it 
was an error of the head and notof the heart. 

When the late war broke out he was not politically identified with 
the administration then in power. He was not in harmony with the 
party that had its conduct and responsibility. But his love forthe old 
flag that had once led him to victory, his devotion and loyalty to the 
country that had given him birth, lifted him far above party, its ties 
or prejudice. It was enough for him that his country was in peril. 
ee party could suppress the rebellion was the party of John 


‘The memories of his youth when he marched with the old flag to the 
capital of Mexico revived his love and devotion for his country, and 
again he was found in the front ranks of our Army. Hewentnotas a 
stranger to battle but with a practical experience that well fitted him 
for the occasion. We had generals, trained in the arts of war, men of 
experience, educated for the purpose, men with commissions and arms 
already in line. But these were not snflicient. Our country called for 
volunteers. With them and the millions behind them, everthing was 
possible; without them, nothing. General Logan was the representa- 
tive of that element. He was early in the field. Thousands followed 
him, and the Union Army wasswollen to enormous proportions. These 
were the soldiery that saved the Union; without them it could never 
have beensaved. It matters little whether Logan was always right or 
seldom wrong, the ends which he accomplished hide from view the man- 
ner in which they were accomplished. His military career was a suc- 
eess, and history will record him as a great leader of men. 

When the war was over he turned again to the pursuits of civil life, 
but could not long remain a student of his own affairs. Hesaw before 
him a disordered Government and a suffering people, a people who had 
claims upon the country they had saved. He obeyed the summons 
that sent him to thenational capitol. Here he madea record of which we 
are proud, a record that places him beside the great commanders whose 
names will be fostered and revered by generations yet to come. 

As an orator General Logan had few superiors. His force and logic 
gave emphasis to his easy flow of language, and he carried conviction 
with marvelous success. He was industrious, a close student, and deep 
thinker. Fearlessly he approached his subject and pressed it upon his 
hearers with great force and eloquence. 

For many years he has been the acknowledged friend of the Union sol- 
dier. The man who had spent his vigor and was wasting away or who 
was wounded or maimed found in him a most earnest advocate. He 
treated them as the wards of the nation. His sympathetic heart felt 
the sacrifice they had made that our country might live. He believed 
in them and in their patriotism when they risked their lives and went 
to the field. He would have placed the strong arm of the Government 
about them and stayed them up in their declining years. For these 
men his liberality had no limit. 

The year which has just passed has laid to rest some of the grandest 
men of ourtime. The angel of death has selected from the wisest and 
the best. Amongthem no one will be mourned more than the man of 
whom we speak to-day. He was known and read of by all men, by 
the and the old. In every State, in every city and town the 
name of John A. Logan is dear to those who love their country and its 
defenders, 

His death carries sorrow and grief into the homes of the millions, and 
they join us to-day in these words òf praise. 

His great service as a soldier in two wars, his distinguished ability 
as a statesman, his power and eloquence upon the rostrum, his devo- 
tion to the poor and the suffering have made him conspicuous and dear 
to the American people, and he will be remembered and loved by them 
as the great soldier statesman by generations yet to come. 


Mr. O'HARA. Mr. Speaker, the man who so conducts the order of 
his life that when the summons come, bidding him join the majority 
beyond, and leave vacant his chair at the family board, the social circle, 
or the nation’s council where he was wont to be met, as to leave be- 
hind him indelibly impressed upon his age marks or traits of charac- 
ter worthy of em that man has not lived in vain; the world and 
his fellows are benefited by his being, and such a life may fitly be said to 
belike unto “‘a tree planted by the rivers of water that bringeth forth 
his fruit in his season, whose leaves shall not wither,” and whom no 
evil can befall, whether he be alive or dead. 

Sir, when the history of our times shall come to be written by the 


just and impartial historian the order of a life as I have just described 
will be accredited to the late General John A. . 

To-day the House of Representatives pauses and for the time being 
sets aside the work of legislation that must for weal or woe affect the 
living, and with bowed heads and hearts filled with sympathy face the 
stern realities of death, and recognize that a great light has gone out 
from among the nation’s counsellors, no more to raise his voice in de- 
fense of right, or lift an arm to strike a blow in behalt of justice and 
protection to the weak and humble poor, who from every city, village, 
and hamlet in the land bewail his loss, and join with us at this hour 
in placing to his memory from the storehouse of thought ointments of 
sweet-smelling savor, mingled with fragrant flowers, plucked from the 
garden of kindness, sown by the noble deeds of him whom they called 
friend. Sir, my acquaintance with the late Senator Logan was not 
such an one as would entitle me to speak of his many great and noble 
qualities as father, husband, or friend, or soldier. This I leave for 
those who enjoyed a place in his social circle, and whose contact with 
him in everyday life gave them the opportunities to speak as they have 
of him in that regard. 

Hence in the brief remarks that I shall submit I will speak of the 
illustrious dead from that portion of hisJife that shines forth with such 
effulgency as to strike the admiration of all, whether friend or foe. Sir, 
if there was any one trait of that strong character that ap stronger 
than the other it was his great love for his country and the deep and 
abiding faith that his country was destined by God himself to be 
that country in which liberty in its broadest and most comprehensive 
term should find its greatest fulfillment. It was, sir, this love of coun- 
try that made him search after truth, and when found, according to the 
lights before him he disregarded party tenets or dictation; yea, even 
the counsel of friends if they in the least appeared to jar with what his 
reason and his heart to be for the interest of his whole coun- 
try. He may be charged by those who are accustomed blindly to fol- 
low leadership or to look only upon the surface for results of being 
sometimes harsh and impetuous with those who did not agree with 
him. Yet,sir, such, ifthey would delve deep for causes and effects, will 
find that such a nature as his, accustomed to reach results by direct 
reasoning with truth, avoiding ingenious methods, could have no pa- 
tience nor tolerance for that sophistry which would endeavor to make 
the worst appear the better reason; and having himself a strong and 
determined will, abject submission to the will or dictation of others 
when in conflict with what he believed right could not be understood 
or appreciated by him. 

No greater example of love for one’s country can be found than Lo- 
gan’s patriotic act when he exchanged a seat upon this floor for a com- 
mon soldier’s lot amid the stern realities and severity of camp life when 
the well-being of his country was threatened, the Union endangered, 
and sound to arms for the right was heard all over the land. How 
well he kept that pledge he then made let the answer be given by 
the fifty-two well-fought battles in which he was successfully engaged 
from July 21, 1861, to April 26, 1865. Deeds like these will live in 
song and story and be recounted when and wherever the bards or his- 
torians gather to recite noble deeds for the emulation of the youth of 
this or any other land. Next to General Logan’s great love for his 
country was his love and veneration for his comrades in arms, a love 
and veneration so pure and holy that it blessed both him that gave 
and him that received, so that when the dread summon came that bade 
that noble soul sunder the golden chord of life and leave its cerements 
of clay, to put off mortality and put on immortality, every one of his 
late comrades in arms felt that not only their great volunteer leader 
had crossed the river invisible to mortal view, but also that a friend, 
an advocate, and, yea, almost a father, had been taken from them. 

Can storied urn, or animated bust, 

Back to its mansion call the fleeting breath? 
Can honor's voice provoke the silent dust, 

Or flatt’ry soothe the dull cold ear of death? 

Mr. Speaker, this ceremony is not solely in honor of the dead, for 
neither *‘storied urn nor animated bust;’’ but, sir, it is that the les- 
son of this noble life, ended so suddenly, yet filled with honor and use- 
fulness, may be emphasized and adorned as far as we are able to em- 
— and adorn it; thaf the same love of country, love for one’s 
ellow, may be held up as a noble example to those who may come 
after us, and that posterity may know that the American Republic has 
and can produce heroes equal to if not surpassing in valor, fidelity, 
and patriotism the fubled heroes of ancient Greece or Rome. With 
full measure the lesson comes to us that— 

a o! wer, 
are ret Ar aeiia gave, 
Await alike the inevitable hour; 
The paths of glory iead but to the grave. 


Mr. GOFF. Mr. Speaker, we honor ourselves in honoring the mem- 
ory of John A. Nothing that we can say or do to-day can add to 
nor detract from the renown of our distinguished dead, for it is no less 
than fame ims it, and it could be no greater than it is. Those 
who knew him well will cherish their recollections of him through life, 


and the nation in whose interests he lived, for whose supremacy he con- 
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tended, will, in chiseled marble and enduring bronze, cause him to 

with lips that will movo not, yet talk, to those who loved him 
in life, who sincerely mourn him in death, and to millions innumerable 
of those who, coming with the generations yet unborn, will honor his 
patriotism, his honesty, his sterling worth, and will worship at the 
shrine of human liberty, at which he knelt with all the earnestness of 
his grand manhood. 

Mr. Speaker, General Logan was the idol of the citizen soldiery of 
the war for the Union, and he was worthy of their admiration, for he 
was as grand as his cause and as true as steel. It is not disparage- 
ment to our grand galaxy of volunteer heroes to say that among the 
many he was the one. As the magnificent image of the Christ-God, in 
the great cathedral of Monreale, dominates the immensity of the build- 
ing, as Pallas ruled supreme in the Parthenon, and Zeus in his Olym- 
pian temple, so does the name of Logan alone transcendental stand 
among that throng of heroes, dominating as with a single impulse the 
hearts of those who, neglecting all pursuits, abandoning all professions, 
leaving home, wife, children, all, of every creed and all parties, marched 
under the banner of the Union ‘‘into the very jaws of death” and 
tasted of the bitter dregs of the cup of sorrow and of pain in order that 
republican institutions might not perish from the face of the earth. 

General Logan lived in an eventful period and died in the fullness of 
his glory. He was an active participant in the memorable struggles 
that will render the ninteenth century famous in battle and in history. 
He was no in the strife, but he was always to the front with 
the banner in his hands, He was determined in his purposes, sincere 
in his convictions, and grand in his achievements. Contending for re- 
publican government, he lived to see the Constitution of his country 
cleansed of impurities and firmly established on the eternal principles 
of truth and justice. He was adevotee at the shrine of human liberty, 
and he lived to see all men free. He believed in the education of the 
people, and he lived to see his country blessed with the grandest sys- 
tem of free universal education that a propitious Providence has ever 

rmitted the children of men to enjoy. ith all the earnestness of 

is impulsive nature did he love the starry banner of our independence, 
the emblem of our nation’s power, and he lived to see it typify, at last, 
all that is great in human action, all that is grand in human thought. 

It is not laudation for us to say that in all these stirring scenes and 
wonderful he played a leader’s part and that he stamped his 
strong individuality on these pages, so grandly written in the book 
of our history. It is but common justice for us to concede it. 

He is dead; he has gone. It seems but yesterday that he was here, 
that we welcomed him with the cordial greeting he always received, 
and to which he was always entitled, and now the places that have 
known him so long and so well will see him not again forever, and yet 
he will live here for all time. He will be with us, Mr. Speaker, while 
we tarry, and he will stay after we have gone. His is one of those 
illustrious lives that death can not destroy. 

Loving husband, kind father, honored statesman, grand soldier, true 
friend, honest man, may your sleep in the quiet city of the dead be the 


rest of those who, 
Sustained and soothed 
By an unfaltering trust, approach their grave, 
e one who wraps the ry of his couch 

About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams, 
and may the boundless mercy of the lowly Nazarene, who gave us the 
precepts of your true and Christian life, and who, as the Christ King, 
washed all your sins away, save you to the eternal glories of the 
heavenly kingdom; that such a life and such a death as yours proclaim 
must be. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, we come to pay tribute to the mem- 
ory of John A. Logan, whose name has rung through the world and 
won its meed of praise. 

Living men may contemplate his character and draw from it lessons 
of purest virtue and loftiest patriotism. His whole career was a bright 
example of unselfish devotion to duty. 

Indeed the Republic drew profit from his life. In centuries to come, 
amid the grandeur of its power and the unclouded splendor of its re- 
nown, the historian of our country will point to Logan as one who did 
much in his day to save the Republic from death. 

Sounding words can not tell the strength of mind, the physical cour- 
age, the daring and fortitude that made up his character. When heled 
our flag to victory and gave to glory and to fame the fields on which 
armies struggled, when amid the carnage of the hour he rode along 
his line, suffering with pain from bleeding wounds, inspiring his troops 
with his own brave spirit, until like a restless wave they swept away 
every obstacle, the selfish and ungenerous may have spoken unkindly 
of him, but now that he is beyond the reach of ambition the man does 
not live who would have the name of John A. Logan forgotten. His 
is a name that the world will not willingly let die. He needs no splen- 
did arches of victory, no monumental pile pointing toward heaven and 
covered all over with the story of his deeds to perpetuate bis memory, 
for he is enshrined in the hearts of the people, there to remain as long 
as a sentiment of justice is felt ora cord of sympathetic virtue vibrates 
in a human heart. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, death with equal pace knocks at the 
palaces of the rich and the cabins of the poor. 

So often, and oh ! how sadly, has this Congress been reminded of the 
uncertainty of human life in the removal of members; and how many 
conspicuous in national affairs have been taken in a few brief months! 

Chief among them all was he whose death has occasioned this meet- 
ing. It is held not as an exhibition of personal grief or sadness, but as 
a formal recognition of, and a sincere tribute to, honest worth, toduty 
well performed; due in justice to his memory; coming from those who 
knew him in his public career, the record of which will prove an in- 
centive to emulation to those who are left and are yet to come. 

The time, therefore, taken in the pause in the hurry and bustle of 
the business of legislation, in stating estimates of the character and 
eulogies—considerate always, if not tender and loving—of departed 
brothers is not unprofitably spent. 

Mr. Speaker, General Logan was my friend, and I perform asad duty 
to the memory of one whose good will and confidence was so prized in 
his lifetime by me when I attempt to add a single leaf to the garland 
of tribute which shall be rendered to him and his memory this day. 

I am aware too, sir, that nothing that we say or do here will add to 
the sense of the appreciation of the American people of General Logan, 
of his excellent character, his splendid record as a husband and father, 
a citizen, a soldier, a statesman, a friend. 

The task of giving the details of his wonderful military career I leave 
to those who know from personal experience its history and its success, 

The fortune of assignment in these ceremonies absolve me from the 
Lady grad of reciting the successes of his civil life, as these have been so 
well stated by those who have preceded me, and further reference would 
be only repetition. And so I speakof himas my friend; as I knew him; 
as he impressed himself upon me; as a man whose life was devoted to 
the public good, as it was spent almost wholly in the public service. 

His chief characteristic to me was his earnestness in whatever he was 
engaged. His devotion to his friends was conspicuous for its intensity. 
His love for the soldiers of the civil war—his companions in arms— 
was best evidenced by his labors for their interests and by their affec- 
tion for him. His affection for his State was as that of the Roman for 
tthe city of seven hills.” Duty, honor, and integrity were active 
principles in his daily life, and he squared his conduct by their require- 
ments. In his affections he was generous and ardent; his bravery, his 
courage was always conspicuous; true in his nature and of gentle heart, 
and magnanimous in all his dealings. 

Patriotism with him was more than a sentiment; it was a deep-seated 
principle. 

Love of country, its institutions, its Constitution, and its laws, was 
his inspiration from the days of his early manhood. 

To insincerity he was a stranger; to him conviction carried with it 
tho sense of duty to follow it; and with his bravery, his frankness, no 
one was ever in ignorance as to his position on any question. To such 
a degree was this carried that at times his tion in his party was 
hazarded by fearless assertion of his ideas of right as opposed to those 
of mere temporary policy or expediency. 

His support of friend or measure was never half-hearted or grudging, 
and his opposition was always earnest, vigorous, and determined. 

He was generous to a fault; though of strong will, sometimes re- 
garded as stubborn and imperious, yet this grew out of the intensity 
of his nature, and was always subordinated to his keen sense of right. 

General was a born Jeader. He was endowed by nature with 
all the attributes and qualities for such a position, believing that his 
party was right because its principles and policy were so largely 
shaped by him, with his energy and dash, his vigor and earnestness, 
his intellectual power and breadth of mind vested him with the right, 
as well as the ability, to command the following which he had in our 
State as well as in national affairs. 

He had the aggressiveness which always comes from a true courage. 

Not gifted with the arts of the mere rhetorician, yet the masses of 
the people were always deeply moved and largely controlled by his 
earnest appeals; he had an eloquence which always accompanies in- 
tense convictions, and which always made itself felt where smoother 
phrases would have failed. 

His intensity and devotion to his own party, leading to his vigor- 
ous assaults upon the other, made him often the target of calumny, 
but all shafts of slander fell idle and harmless, injuring only the orig- 
inators. 

He was above them all; the slanders of political campaigns ended 
with them; no friend was ever weakened by them; he rested then, as 
now, above them all, ‘tin the eternal sunshine of a perpetual fame.’’ 

He was ambitious; he was stimulated by the success which he at- 
tained, because deserved, to reach the highest position of honor and 
trust in the nation; and his friends cherished the confident hope that, 
had his life been spared, he would have attained that. 

His life was a success. Born of the common people, without early 
advantages of education or scholarly association, earning su ve 
promotions by the favorof the people, with their confidences and trusts 
he reached the Senate of the United States, the highest point in politi- 
cal preferment in the nation but one. 
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He died the deserved possesser of these honors and left his family 
that best of heritage, a reputation untarnished, an integrity unim- 
ired, and a feeling on the part of the whole people that the loss in 
is death was one common to all. 
Of him it may be truly said: 
Divinely gifted man, 


Whose life in low estate began, 
And on a simple village green, 


Who breaks his birth’s invidious bars, 
And grasps the skirts of happy chance 
And froast the blows of circumstance, 

And grapples with his evil stars ; 


Who makes by force his merit known, 
And lives to clutch the golden keys 
‘To mold a mighty State’s decrees, 

And shape the whisper of the thronc; 


And moving up from high to higher, 
Becomes, on fortune’s crowning slope, 
The pillar of of a people’s hope, 

The center of a world’s desire. 


Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, the heart that would not be sad and 
the eye that would not be dim while memory in its many forms clus- 
ters around the dead patriot, soldier, and statesman in whose honor the 
a Representatives are to-day assembled must be hard and dry in- 
Amid grief so deep and so universal no words of mine can fitly por- 
tray the sorrow of the volunteer soldiers of the war for the mainten- 
ance of the Union over the Pah pric loss of their grand chieftain. 
The heart speaks loudest when the lips will not move. 

John A. Logan was regarded as national property. His genius, his 
virtues, his great services in peace and in war, were esteemed a part of 
the inheritance of the whole people. Bold and direct in his opinions 
and action’, however they were sustained or combated, he was never- 
theless admired by all for his great abilities as he was honored and re- 
spected for his purity of character. His fame was national, and his 
loss has been felt as national. The whole country, not only his State 
which loved and honored him, mourns over his sad death. The evi- 
dences of genuine sorrow in all sections of our country, when his de- 
mise was announced, indicates a strong national sympathy, a bond of 
union which political differences can not weaken, much less destroy. 

General Logan was at the top among the great heroes of the Union 
during and since the war; he won immortality on the field and in the 
forum; he had impressed himself upon the age, and he is missed as a 
shining light extinguished in the darkest hour of the night. 

Mr. Speaker, ‘‘ the chevalier of the army of the West, without stain 
and without reproach, John A. Logan, was the son of an Irish rebel of 
78.7? It has been said that he was of Scotch ancestry, but this isa 
mistake. General Logan himself, at the reception given in his honor 
by the citizens of Virginia City, Nev., on his return from the last na- 
tional encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic held at San 
Francisco, in answer to a question in relation to his ancestry, publicly 
declared that there was not a drop of Indian blood in his veins, that 
his father was a pure Irishman, and that although his mother was born 
in the State of North Carolina, her father and mother were both pure 
Irish. Dr. John Logan, General Logan’s father, was very active as 
the associate in Ireland of Wolfe Tone and other Irish rebels in the or- 
ganization of the United Irishmen of ’98, and on account of this ac- 
tivity he was forced to leave the land of his forefathers and come to 
this country. Dr. Logan and the other Irish rebels of ’98 were in- 
spired by the noble deeds of patriotic Irishmen in our Revolutionary 
war. 

The fame and the glory of their countrymen, Jeremiah O’Brien and 
General Sullivan, Commodore Barry and General Pickens, General Stark 
and the Rutledges, Charles Carroll, of Carrollton, and Anthony Wayne, 
Sergeant Jasper and General Richard Montgomery, General Knox and 
Charles Thompson, and many others, was upon the lips and deep in the 
hearts of the ’98 men at home, and the Irish blood, so freely shed in 
America’s battles for liberty, had taken root upon Irish soil. And so 
it was that John A. Logan inherited from his Irish father that love for 
the Union, patriotism, and devotion to civil liberty which made him 
famous among Americans, and which, at the outbreak of the recent war, 
naturally led him to declare for ‘‘the preservation of this glorious 
Union,” and impelled him to shoulder his musket and to fight for 
"Liberty and Union” to the finish. 

I shall not recount the splendid story of his life. His deeds in war 
and in peace have gained for him imperishable renown. 

I, myself, the son of an Irishman, may be pardoned for refering to 
General *s ancestry, and to the part the race from which he de- 
scended took, not only in our Revolutionary struggle, but also in our 
Jate terrible conflict forthe Union. As Andrew Jackson fought at New 
Orleans, McDonough at Lake Champlain, Shields and Rielly in the 
Mexican war, so did the Irish regiments, the Irish brigade, and the 
Irish legion, perform deeds of valor unsurpassed in the recent war. 
Who among the surviving veterans of the Union can ever forget Logan 
and Phil. Sheridan, Harney and Mulligan, Phil. Kearney and Hayes, 


XVILI——116 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1841 


Baker, French, McCall, Corcoran, Meagher, and thousands of other 
gallant Irish and Irish-American soldiers who fought and died that the 
nation might live. Alas, John A. Logan, the foremost general of vol- 
unteers, is dead. I think I can hear some comrade say, ‘* Would that 
he had fallen on the battlefield with the flag he loved so well waving 
over him, and the shout of triumph ringing in his ears.” No; his task 
at the close of the war was only half finished. He has since bravely 
fought on other battlefields, and in the press of the continued conflict 
he conquered peace, prosperity, and happiness for his country. His 
journey from the cradle to the grave is done. 

Brave, gallant, honest, noble-hearted Logan tenderly loved the 
boys in blue. Beloved leader, faithful, steadfast friend, they will 
never forgetyou. Veterans of the Union Army, and old soldiers of the 
Mexican War, it is manly to weep and to mourn over the grave of 
General Logan, for you have lost your most devoted, your most pow- 
erful friend and advocate in the councils of the nation. 

He it was that originated the beautiful memorial services over the 
graves of the soldier dead. Crippled veterans and stalwart soldiers, 
aged mothers—ye, whose sons were sacrified upon the country’s bat- 
tlefields—broken-hearted widows, comrades of the Grand Army and 
Loyal Legion, sons and daughters of the Boys in Blue, upon each ob- 
servance of that day gather the most beautiful, the most fragrant flow- 
ers of May and deck the grave of John A. Logan. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the death of General Logan has suddenly 
removed the greatest of the volunteers who survived. The shock of 
surprise and sorrow was scarcely greater here, where we suddenly 
missed him from each day’s action, than it was throughout the whole 
country, so closely was he knit to the hearts of tens of thousands who 
watched from day to day all that he did—and he did more than other 
men all the time. His abrupt taking off in the midst of greatest ac- 
tivity was something akin to falling in battle; for there was no sign of 
coming “Phe decaying strength in his thick jet-black hair, his keen 
eye, and his powerful frame that stood four-square to all the winds 
that blow. He was, as he looked, a hearty man, of sturdy, tenacious, 
Scotch-Irish stock. He drew his blood from positive, independent 
characters, both father and mother. 

The surroundings in which his youth was passed tested and devel- 
oped thesequalities. Hewasofagood family. The le and events 
where he lived were much like those around Lincoln, and the two men 
had many qualities in common, owing largely to their similar surround- 
ings. One was an aversion to all affectations. Directness and sim- 
plicity in action, directness in expression marked both these men. In 
all their utterances quotations, however pretty and tempting, rarely had 
a place; and in their action, from first to last in their long careers, each 
step was determined by an independent and singularly clear judgment. 
Discipline of mind had been attained, not in the great academies, but 
in the intensity of application to affairs, to the problems of daily exist- 
ence that from the inning insured success in the constant struggles 
of life. They were hard students, learning the lesson of each day per- 
fectly to apply it at once to action. 

Logan commenced his life in the fashion so common to ambitious 
young men in our country—studying law and soon striking off into 
politics. Within a year from the time he commenced studying law he 
was so practical a politician, and so successful, that he was elected 
county clerk. Still working at the law, studying for awhile in the 
Louisville University, and still diverging into politics with each op- 
portunity, he reached the Legislature when just past his twenty-fifth 
year, and then for awhile became prosecuting attorney. There are 
several gentlemen on this floor who can remember well the reputation 
he so rapidly gained as a dashing, aggressive criminal lawyer—the un- 
tiring energy with which he tried a case. He soon became one of the 
Democratic leaders in the Legislature, and, still a young man, in 1859, 
came to this body. ` e 

I vividly remember him at that time when, I believe, he was the 
youngest member of the Illinois delegation, full of strength and youth, 
and of a hearty defiant nature, always ready for work, quick to help 
in a measure with all his might, and prompt to meet blow for blow 
with all his zeal and force in every contest. Logan did not then take 
as wide views of public questions as in after life, but what he saw he 
saw in complete clearness, and in his devotion to his political views, 
accepting all their consequences with a boldness and sincerity that 
looked like audacity. He had both moral and physical courage, and 
he quickly showed it after he came here in that stormy Congress. It 
was a turbulent time, foreshadowing the bloodier strife soon to come. 
He was an intense , a Democrat of the strongest partisanship 
in that angry time. Suddenly when the attack was made upon his 
country and the Union was in danger, he changed squarely. 

Think how mueh such a strong nature had to give up and overcome 
in his own heart when he abandoned his party and rushed in with 
those whom he had not only opposed, but really had often detested. 
And this he did, not by halves, but throwing away everything aton 
devoting his whole being to his country. It was a noble and exal 
patriotism in a soul, tried and purified by a great inward straggle 
and then grandly consecrated to his country. In that memorable 
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there were many instances of men who developed great qualities before 
unknown to themselves. It is profitable now, in these prosaic days of 
politics, that ran on lower lines and colder questions when some of the 
chief party differences are matters of calculation, to refresh our spirits 
by recurring to that heroic epoch when the shock of conflicting motives 
liberated the electricity of life and revealed the recesses of men’s bet- 
ter natures. 

Then he became altogether a soldier. He had a natural aptitude 
for fighting. When hardly more than a boy he had had a dash of mil- 
itary life in the Mexican war, where he acquitted himself well, and, 
short as was the time he served, rose rapidly to honor and rank. In 
the greater war that followed he was utterly absorbed and devoted to 
the cause for which he fought. He had no other thought. He quit 
his seat in Congress and went out as a citizen volunteer to share in the 
fight and the disaster of Bull Run. He hurried home and raised a regi- 
ment and plunged into the struggle. From the first fight at Belmont 
he was in the clang of arms, through marches, skirmishes, sieges, battles; 
advancing, retreating; defending, attacking, as perfect a type of the 

t and successful soldier as ever lived. His strong frame and un- 
unted spirit were not subdued or broken by exposure, exhaustion, or 
the wounds five times received in battle. Pressing on continuously and 
upward, he rose higher in command with each battle and campaign 
until he ran the whole scale of military glory which he had begun a 
citizen without uniform, and from which he emerged a corps com- 
mander. 

His soldiers admired him with an enthusiasm that grew with the war 
and his glory. They followed him with trusting confidence and they 
loved him, then and always after. His warm heart answered in gen- 
erous sympathy this affectionate admiration from his thousands of sol- 
diers, and this was why he never for a moment forgot them or their 
interests in all his public life through the more than twenty years that 
have passed since the war. All the world knows with what eloquence 
he pleaded their cause on this floor and in the Senate. Patiently and 
persistently he contended for them in a hundred parliamentary strug- 
gles over bills which concerned them. He pressed with passionate 
earnestness the claims of the broken soldier, and the debt owing to him 
by that nation which was so rapidly forgetting him in its hurry to 
greatness and riches. And when their Senator comrade died the sol- 
diers lost a friend whose devotion to them nothing but death could 
diminish. There has been sorrow in the countless homes of soldiers, 
especially in the Northwest. 

Every member from that region who sits about me has been touched 
by the letters we constantly receive from constituents referring to the 
loss of Logan.. Their sorrow is akin to the anguish felt in his own 
family, by that silent fireside, where the honored lady who shared his 
labors and his triumphs now weeps through desolate days and nights 
for the beloved husband so suddenly stricken down. 

He was a plain and approachable man. ‘The soldier class 
him as a great captain, and they loved him because of his simple way 
of life. Poor in purse but rich in manly qualities, they felt that he was 
like unto them; that they could go near him as a comrade; that he 
understood their troubles; that he appreciated their services and their 
sacrifices; that their story never grew old to him though the war was 
over long ago. 

He was as bold and successful a manager in politics as in war. His 
political campaigns were always ive. He had strong beliefs. 
His principles were clear to his own mind, and he pressed them with 
vehement eloquence, meeting controversy half way by fearless attack. 
‘When assailed he always turned his defense into a fierce assault. He 
was a most effective stump orator. As early as 1858, in that famous 
campaign, led, on either side, by Lincoln and Douglas, and so fruit- 
ful of great consequences, he was one of the best speakers in the State, 
His voice was so powerful then, and for ten years afterwards, that it 
reached the est limits of the enormous gatherings that always as- 
sembled when the people heard that Logan was to speak. His posi- 
tive and direct style and vigorous, plain went straight to 
men’s minds, He had a rollicking humor at times, and often, es- 
pecially in his speeches during and after the war, a fiery rush of pas- 
sionate appeal that swept great audiences into stormy enthusiasm. 

In counsel with his party he inspired confidence by his own confi- 
dence, and also by his caution and his boldness combined. He knew 
Illinois politics even to the details of each county, and gradually be- 
came the leading spirit in the Republican party there, whom all con- 
sulted. The success that followed him like destiny through so many 
struggles confirmed his supremacy. When he died he was the repre- 
sentative Republican of that great State. 

There was one specially manly trait in his character which all the 
politicians in Illinois knew full well, his devotion to the interests of a 
friend. No matter whether he was present to push his cause or not 
Logan did not forget him. He was not vindictive enough to remem- 
ber his anger long after a contest with an opponent, but he was care- 
ful, even tenacious, in remembering a friend who had done or suffered 


for him, and never failed to watch over all that concerned him. 
The minor features and details in the long story of his life and its 
work will gradually lose some of their interest as those who have known 


him pass away with advancing time. But there are some immense 
facts which will last in history and preserve his name through many 
centuries, keeping it fresh in the knowledge of men. 

First. The great service he rendered to his country as a soldier in 
the most critical period in the life of the Republic. 

Second. His incessant labors as a legislator for over thirty years in 
behalf of every measure that he believed to be for the elevation of all 


the people. He made a mistake sometimes, but as soon as he discov- 
ered it he promptly changed and frankly avowed it.. His whole life . 
was progress. He wanted to see the children of the poorest man edu- 
cated. He encouraged love of country and care for those who suffered 
for it. He strove to build up and develop every interest and every in- 
dustry that would tend to make the lives of men comfortable, intelli- 
gent, and happy. He gave in his own life an example of spotless in- 
tegrity as a public man. He was full of ambition, has nothing in it 
was sordid or venal. His ambitions were all noble. He gave the best 
years of his life to the cause of free government and human liberty. 

Looking back to-day over his splendid career, cut off when he was in 
his highest usefulness, every one feels the great loss the nation suffered 
on the day when that incompleted life was abruptly terminated. There 
seemed many years before him still to serve the country he loved so 
well with his great powers matured by long and varied experience. 

But it is over. His work is done. Thestory of Logan’s life will il- 
lumine the brightest pages of our history, and the fruits of his incessant 
labors, all devoted to his country and his fellow men, and known to all 
the world, will preserve his name and perpetuate his influence beyond 
his life through all the long hereafter. 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr, Speaker and Representatives, it 
gives me pleasure to unite with you in this Hall to do honor to.the 
memory of the distinguished soldier and statesman who was recently 
stricken down in the pride of manhood and in the midst of usefulness. 
I discharge this duty the more cheerfully as it is a manifestation of 
that broad and comprehensive patriotism which underlies the Ameri- 
can character, and, in the presence of misfortune, unites us as one. 
We are all citizens of a great and glorious country, having common 
hopes and aspirations, And while it is still in early manhood and 
with material resources by no means developed, far surpasses in its 
accomplishments all similar creations of the past. We should and do 
appreciate the blessings and unusual advantages we here enjoy, and it 
is the inspiration arising from the freedom of our institutions and the 
ee of our people that made possible the successful career of John 
Seldom in history do we behold illustrious examples of success 
achieved through individual efforts in more than one special calling, 
and thus is made more emphatic the blended triumphs we in him be- 
hold. Without the heritage of fortune or the prestige of an illustrious 
name, John A. Logan ory S the loins of the people; he claimed 
leadership among men, and by industry, integrity, and high resolves 
the ranks were open to him; he marched to the front, and held his po- 
sition until the last dread summons came, A man of strong 
unyielding disposition, and fearless in the assertion of his convictions, 
he wasan adversary not willingly to be encountered. He was too much 
of a partisan to suffer the betrayal of his party into the hands of those 
who would seek its advancement by questionable means and ambigu- 
ous methods. When he believed it necessary to assert the right and 
expose the wrong, his blows fell as unrelentingly on the head of a party 
friend as on that of a political adversary. To maintain a political 
leadership under such circumstances required commanding talents and 
distinguished virtues. 

By the adjustment of his garments to suit the popular eye, by the 
adaptation of his language to catch the popular ear, and by or 
manner to win the multitude Cicero succeeded in securing applause for 
beautiful orations; but the impression was transient. Not so with 
Demosthenes, the Athenian, He labored under a natural impediment 
of speech which welling thoughts commanded to be overcome; and 
when he arose to address an audience they bent upon his words, their 
passions were aroused, and they cried out, ‘‘ We will march against 
Philip; we will conquer or die.’ While I do not compare the subject 
of these ceremonies as a debater to this matchless orator, yet there was 
a resemblance between them. was without the adventitious aid 
of a polished education by which to express his thoughts, yet he drove 
directly to his subject, and never despaired so long as there was hope of 
success. Upon the battlefield, as in the forum, there was similarity of 
action. 

A volunteer soldier, he looked not so much to the method as to the 
object to be accomplished. He wielded not the high-tempered scimi- 
tar of a Saladin, but rather the trenchant, two-edged sword of Rich- 
ard the Lion-Hearted. That one of his ardent, sanguine tem 
ment should have presented only the dark side of his political shield 
to the Sonthern people after the close of our unrelenting and protracted 
civil war was not unnatural. It was felt by usin the South that he 
did not a iate the sincerity and magnanimity of our professions 
of patriotism, which we knew were honorable and patriotic. Between 
those who dared and suffered upon the ensanguined field there was no 
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estrangement, no personal bitterness. Too many were the deeds of 
fraternal kindness rendered upon battle-fields and in prisons, by those 


on either side, ever to be forgotten. 

I well remember that amid the terrible carnage at Chancellorsville, 
when the woods were fired by the discharge of artillery, as the wounded 
Federal soldiers were in danger of being subjected to the most agoniz- 

death by burning, others saw as well as myself men from the con- 
federate picket-line rush out under the fire of the foe and rake away 
the combustible leaves from around those disabled by their own shot. 
I also remember soon after the close of this bloody drama, when the 
‘í pestilence that walketh in darkness and the destruction that wasteth 
at noonday’’ was desolating some of the fairest cities of the South, 
the generous people of the North promptly brought material aid and 
ministering hands to alleviate, if not to stay, the terrible scourge. 
- Between such soldiers and such people there could be no enduring 
enmity. The grand soldier of the South made possible the grand sol- 
dier of the North, and their achievements are the common heritage of 
our commoncountry. In this contest brother wasoften arrayed against 
brother. They spoke a common language and were of a common origin. 
The mistakes of the earlier part of the war as to each other’s 
had been dissipated upon many bloody fields. They knew that this 
war was not of their own seeking, and being over, desired toreturn to 
their father’s house, there to remain in peace, It was natural, therefore, 
they should view with resentment the acts or declaration of any pub- 
lic man seeming to question their good faith or impugn their motives. 

The strong character and vehement nature of General were 
such as made him prefer to accomplish his ends by force rather than 
through the suggestions of clemency. This was the side of his char- 
acter which was presented to the Southern people, who, while they had 
confidence in his integrity and believed that as a public man he would 
fulfill every promise with the utmost fidelity, yet it inculcated feelings 
of resentment in the minds of those who had not been brought into 
ase nine teal raki h al d f the feelings 

n writing an i e was not always considerate o. i 
of those to whom he was opposed in the war. Yet while they would 
have preferred to applaud his magnanimity toward the vanquished, 
they are not strenuous to condemn the natural impulses of his ardent 
nature. 

By his maternal side he was descended from a strong and patriotic 
family of my own State, and in appearance and manner partook of their 
hardy and impassioned nature. Whether following the fortunes of his 
great leader, Stephen A. Douglas, before the war, or battling for the 
cause of the Jaion, oras a stalwart Republican in later days, he was al- 
ways a fearless and vigorous fighter. Many goe had emigrated from 
the South to Southern Illinois who during the early stages of the war 
bitterly opposed the coercive measures of the North. In their ranks 
were found many who had been the most active and zealous political 


friends of General The sacrifices which at the call of his coun- 
try sundered these ties of friendship left their ineffaceable im on 
his character. He burned his ships behind him and turned face 


toward those who shared his fortune upon the tented field. 

In public life he was recognized as the great advocate and friend of 
the Union soldier, and his efforts in their behalf apotheosized him as 
their great political leader. My personal acquaintance with him was 
limited, and I speak only from impressions entertained by those among 
whom I live. From Southern Representatives with whom he served 
in Congress I have heard of his liberality, sincerity, and honesty in 
dealing with Southern men and measures, and I was gratified to know 
of this phase of his character. ‘‘ Passing away” is the superscription 
written above the heads of all those who once wore the blue and the 
gray. Ina few years the long roll will be beaten to summons hence 
all the survivors of this grand martial array. 

When they are gone the flowers will bloom as sweetly, the sun shine 
as brightly, the silent watchers of the night move on as serenely, and 
the world prove as joyous as it was intheir youth. Why, then, dwell 
upon the past, with its hardships and resentments, when our hopes and 
fears are now mainly with the future ? 

In conclusion I place this garland upon the tomb of General Logan, 
and will add this, though he walked amid temptations his character 
was stainless, and that while he served his country faithfully he died 
poor. It is pleasing to reflect that in the hearts and abundance of his 
appreciative countrymen his family are not forgotten. 


Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise at this time to pronounce 
any formal or extended eulogy on the life, public services, and private 
virtues of John A. Logan. The time allotted for the delivery of eu- 
logies in this Hall by his colleagues in Congress is so limited, and so 
many gentleman have spoken and so many still desire to speak, that 
further elaborate discourse at this time would be inappropriate. 

Bat, Mr, Speaker, extended eulogies in this place are unnecessary to 
perpetuate the national name and fame of John A. Logan, Others 
may die while members of this National Legislature whose services to 
their constituents and their co may better be preserved and main- 
tained in the future by the es of colleagues and the records of 
these bodies than otherwise. It is not so, sir, with the fame and re- 
nown and virtures of the great man we mourn to-day. 


Mr. Speaker, we, his colleagues, can do but little toward uphold- 
ing or the fame or glory of him whose reputation for ex- 
alted patriotism, untarnished honor, unswerving courage, and for all 
the public and private virtues have already become watchwords with 
the great mass of the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, the story of John A. Logan’s life will be told and 
dwelt upon, and told again, on all fitting occasions in the future all 
over this country. They will be specially recited in orations delivered 
before the associations of the Grand Army of the Republic, which he 
founded and loved so much. His comrades of the Grand Army, all of 
whom acknowledge him as their greatest and most valued friend, will 
memorialize his name and recite his virtues in fraternity and loyalty 
so long as a sufficient number of them remain on earth to pay honor to 
those who have gone before. The great body of the American people 
who recognized John A. Logan as their statesman, champion, and 
friend will te his name and virtues in bronze and marble long 
after his contemporary colleagues, comrades, and friends shall have 
followed him to the grave. 

And, Mr. Speaker, when some future Homer shall write the epic 
poem of the nineteenth century and give a narrative of the heroic period 
of the American Republic, John A. Logan will appear as one of the 
heroic in that drama, 

Mr. Speaker, I knew General Logan perhaps more intimately than 
any of the members of this House outside of his colleagues from the 
State of Illinois. I have known him well for over twenty years. I 
knew him in the Army before that, when Iserved in the Army of the Ten- 
nessee in the Atlanta campaign. He has done me many favors. He 
has several times visited me at my own home. I have conversed with 


-him alone many summer evenings, in the cool air of Colorado, upon 


the topics he had most at heart in this life, until I not only admired 
and honored him, for every American did that, but I learned to love 
him. Loving him as I did, I consider it one of the happiest privileges 
of my life to have spent the last night on earth by the bedside of my 
great and dear friend, assisting what little I could to smooth his last 
journey over the dark river from the known to the unknown. 

Mr. Speaker, if proving more than equal to the greatest emergencies 
that can arise in life; if succeeding to the command of a great army 
when its commander had fallen on the field and it was in confusion and 
suffering reverses, and by the very force of his genius and personal valor 
turning defeat into victory; if, when the passions of thousands of men 
were raging to and fro in the balance, throwing himself into the midst 
of these turbulent masses and by the power of his unconquerable spirit 
in action controlling and guiding them into the paths of right and duty 
are the acts that characterize greatness, John A. Logan was a great 
man. 

Mr. Speaker, I have seen John A. Logan under the most trying cir- 
cumstances in which it pleases Providence to place poor mortal man, 
I have seen him upon the dreadful field of conflict, where the 

of the wounded and dying, the thunder of artillery, the crash of rifled 
cannon balls through the trees of the forest, the whiz of musket bullets, 
and the loud yells of the apparently, and for the time being, victorious 
enemy made it seem a pandemonium indeed, his piercing black eye 
penetrating the field of carnage, his streaming black hair waving in 
the very wind of bursting shells with a coolness and personal gallantry 
that made him seem more than mortal, that brought order out of 
chaos and wrested victory from defeat. 

Sir, I have seen him again anu weet him grappling with his po- 
litical enemies on the field of debate upon this floor in 1868, when 
the old charges were made and reiterated that he had sympathized with 
armed movements against his country in her time of need, and he 
threw these back into the teeth of those who made them with 
such patriotic in tion and eloquent invective that he silenced his 
ss a ad and canie out of the debate triumphant. 

. Speaker, I have seen him again in the social intimacy of his own 
and of my own home, where neither war nor debate excited his manly 
serenity, telling anecdotes for theamusement of all around the domestic 
circle; anda nobler, kinder hearted, more patriotic, courageous, or hon- 
orable man than John A. Logan never lived. He was one of the great- 
est statesmen and the greatest citizen soldier of Americas, 

Mr. Speaker, many have denied that John A. Logan was a t man. 
Some because in the heat of debate he sometimes articulated lan 
which was not perfect, when tested by the strict rules of verbal criti- 
cism. Others said he was not great because he was not learned and 
accomplished in belles-lettres, and others because he was unlearned in 
the arts and sciences. 

Mr. Speaker, great acquirements, learning, and accomplishments in 
such things never made a great man. If, while General Logan was 
battling to overcome the hardships of pioneer life his time had been 
spent poring over books in Eastern colleges; if, when the war with 
Mexico broke out and he was twenty years of age his own taste or am- 
bition or that of his parents had sent him to seats of learning in Ger- 
poss to be filled with all the knowledge that books and professors 
could impart, instead of going to the battlefields of his country; if, 
during the years in ing between the Mexican war and 1858, when 
he was elected a member of this House from Southern Illinois, his 
time had been divided between reading polite literature, traveling in 
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Europe, visiting art galleries, and mixing in the a ree society, and 
the remainder of it only devoted to the profession of the law in some 
large city, it is certain he never would have rendered the great serv- 
ices to his country in her time of need which his countrymen now uni- 
versally acknowledge; and he never would have died universally 
mourned as the champion and friend of the American people. He 
never would have passed down to history as one of the statesmen 
and the greatest American citizen-soldier of his time. As that brill- 
iant orator and staicsman from Virginia, John Randolph, of Roanoke, 
once said in this House: 


The talent for government lies in two things, sagacity to perceive and the de- 
cision to act. Genuine statesmen were never made by such training. * * * 
Let a house be on fire and you will soon see in that confusion who has the tal- 
enttocommand, * * * Who believes that Washington could write as good 


a book or report as Jefferson, or make as able a as Hamilton? Whois 
a judge as Lord 


there that believes that Cromwell would have made as good 
Hale? No, Mr. Speaker, these learned and accomplished men find their proper 
place under those who are fitted to command and to command them among the 
rest, * è * Great logicians and great scholars are for thas very reason unfit 
to be rulers. Would Hannibal have crossed the Alps where there were no saas 
with elephants, in the faceof the war-like hardy mountaineers, and have carri 
terror to the yery gates of Rome if his youth had been spent in poring over books? 
“Are you not as ed,” said a philosopher, to one who was born to rule, “Are 
you not ashamed to se hig upon the flute?” There is much which becomes 
a secondary man to know, much that it is necessary for him to know, that a 
first-rate man ought to be ashamed to know. No head was ever clear and sound 
that was stuffed with book-learning. * * * After all, the chief must draw 
voon his subalterns for much that he docs not know and can not perform him- 
se 


Mr. Speaker, the eloquent statesman and orator of Virginia has here 
shown inastrong light the reasons why John A. Logan was a great man, 
notwithstanding he was not a learned and accomplished man in the 
common acceptation of the term. 

In his domestic relations General Logan was one of the happiest and 
most fortunate of men. In the early days of his manhood, I may truly 
say in the beautiful language of another: 

He found in the wilderness of this world one without whose participation his 
bliss would have been joyless; but in whose sympathy even his sorrows could 
find a charm; whose smile has cheered his toil; whose love has pillowed up all 
his misfortunes; and whose angel spirit has guided him through darkness and 
danger and despair amid the world’s frowns and the friend’s perfidy and been 
more than friend and world and all to him, 

The influence of this beautiful domestic relation over him was great. 
That influence modified his stern and ardent nature in many of the 
other relations of life. I attribute to this influence somewhat the 
reason that during his bitterest, and what may have been said his most 
ambitious, contests in life, he never lost sight of the domestic, social, 
and other interests of the American people at the moment of his great- 
est triumphs. For home, afterall, is where those delicate feelings are 
to be cherished which give to society its most attractive charms; and 
here must those affections take root which spread their tendrils abroad 
and embrace the whole family of man. 

We are told of Agamemnon, who sacrificed his daughter to war-like 
ambition; of Virginius, who with his own hands could slay a daughter 
to produce a political revolution; of Cato, who divorced or took back 
his wife as public affairs seemed to require; but the age in which these 
men were considered great was not characterized by the purity of con- 
jugal relations and those domestic ties of social intercourse which lie at 
the very foundation of our Government by the people. In these an- 
cient heroes there may be much to admire, but little that we can love. 
For, as has been said: 

What more d than the prospects of a man who knows not the endear- 
ments of domestic life. He may have all the sterner virtues. He may have 
power. He may be tricked out with all the magnificence of wealth, elevated b 
the dignity of office, or respected for es and learning; but what is all th 
worth? hat is his greatness? It is like the ag ces of his own mar- 
ble monument, Travelers look with awe and pass it by in silence, for itcontains 
no record of those acts of private kindness and domestic virtues upon which 
men love to dwell. 

Mr. Speaker, if John A. Logan’s life had been without the influence 
of these domestic charms he would not be so universally regretted by 
all the American people; and American history will point to this por- 
tion of his life as one of the bright examples to be followed by those 
Americans who wish to be universally admired and mourned by the 
people of their country. 

Mr. Speaker, John A. Logan was a great orator. His speech was 
very eloquent. This distinction has often been denied to him. It has 
been said that his rhythm was not finished and harmonious; that his 
rhetoric would not stand the test of literary criticism; that some of 
his strong and rugged apostrophes and illustrations did not suit the 
taste of the accomplished schools of oratory or eloquence. In a certain 
sense this may be true. But, Mr. Speaker, the true object of elo- 
quence is to persuade, and of oratory to produce conviction. When 
we test the speeches of John A. Logan, delivered on public and impor- 
tant occasions, by their results, we can not deny to him the distinction 

. of being a great orator and an eloquent man. 
Mr. Speaker, as has been said by Webster: 

True eloquence indeed does not consist in pap Itcan notbe brought from 
far, Laborand learning may toil for it, but they will toil for itin vain. It must 
exist in the man, in the subject, and in * * The graces 
taught in the schools, the y ornaments and studied contrivances of speech 
shock and di men when their own lives and the fate of their wives, their 
children, and their country hang on the decision of the hour. Then words have 
lost their power, rhetoric is vain, andallelaborate oratory contemptible. * * + 


the occasion, * 


patriotism ; Th 

dion, cutranning: te Gaduetions of login toe high pespost, tne arse rosie: 
the dauntless spirit speaking on the tongue, ing from the eye, informing 
every feature and urging the whole man onward, right onward, to his object. 
This is eloquence; or rather, it is something greater and higher than all elo- 
quence; it is action, noble, sublime, God-like action. 

Mr. Speaker, are not these words of one of the great masters, whose 
eloquence and oratory adorned and influenced both Houses of Congress 
forso many years, specially applicable to the oratory of John A. Logan? 
Have we a man in this generation who, at critical periods in our coun- 
try’s history, at times, sir, when the fate of our country was at stake 
and ‘‘ the die seemed to spin somewhat doubtful,” threw himself into 
the breach with a more dauntless spirit, with a more firm resolve speak- 
ing on his tongue or beaming from his eye and urging him on witha 
more sublime and God-like action than John A. Logan? It is matter 
of history that at such times he changed the opinions and convictions 
of thousands of men by the power of his oratory. © 

Mr. Speaker, ask that greatest chieftain and man of his time, U. 8. 
Grant, whether Logan was an orator, and he would tell you that in 1861, 
when he, Grant, was organizing thenew recruits of Illinois into regiments 
at the State rendezvous, and on account of a misunderstanding with 
them about the term of enlistment a large number of them were threat- 
ening to go back home when asked to swear in for three years, and 
were in a state of mutiny, he applied to Logan for advice as to how to 
control them. said, speak to them, reason with them, and ap- 
peal to them. ‘The great silent commander replied: ‘‘I can not speak 
to them, I never made a speech in my life; won’t you speak to them?”’ 
“Certainly,” said Logan. The recruits were collected together on the 


parade ground, and Logan appealed to their patriotism, their courage, 


-| their pride, and manhood and duty to their country in such an eloquent 


and impetuous manner that the cheer soon rang out, and the cry of 
“Union and freedom’ floated upon the evening air, and those, a short 
time before, mutinous recruits all enlisted for three years or during the 
war, and this was the result of the oratory of John A. Logan. 

Mr. Speaker, many said Logan was ambitious; that he sought the 
highest prize in the gift of the American people. And why should he 
not? Had not he who had done so much to preserve the Union of this 
Republic and its free institutions; who had spilled his blood upon her 
battlefields and spent over two-thirds of his manhood days in her serv- 
ice a right to aspire to the Chief i y? Yes, Mr. Speaker, 
Logan was ambitious, But who will sny that his ambition ever caused 
him to swerve one iota from his convictions of duty and his principles 
under any circumstances whatever. 

The contemporaries of the great triumvirate of eloquence and states- 
manship, Webster, Clay, and Calhoun, often charged each of them with 
deviating from some of their former convictions to avoid opposition 
from the people in their ambition for the coveted prize. 

Mr. Speaker, here is where John A. ’s character and convic- 
tions stand forth in bold relief in the political history of this country. 
For, whatever may have been charged against other aspirants for the 
Presidency, whether occupying seats in the Congress, or if out of Con- 
gress writing es and letters on every promising occasion, no one 
would presume to intimate that Logan ever evaded any public ques- 
tion, ever avoided even expressing his convictions boldly in debate upon 
any pending measure, or that he ever tried toride upon the crest of the 

pular wave or trimmed his sails to a temporary or other breeze toaid 
in sailing into the Chief Magistrate’s harbor. 

Mr. Speaker, he has passed away, and we poor mortals can do nothing 
more than mourn his loss and revere and keep the memory of his many 
virtues for our own bright example. No American has died in this 
generation who will be so universally missed by all classes and condi- 
tions of men as John A. Logan. The Grand Army of the Republic 
soldiers will miss him when endeavoring to obtain their rights. The 
statesmen will miss his cool and unfaltering intrepidity in the sup- 
port of measures for the good of our country. The great mass of the 
poopie will miss and mourn him when their rights require courageous 

efense. 


Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, the eloquent tributes to the memory 
of General Logan recently pronounced in the higher branch of Con- 
gress, as well as similar eulogies delivered to-day by my respected col- 
leagues of the House of Representatives, admonish me that no words 
of mine can add to the measure of profound grief expressed for the loss 
of so true, tried, and honored citizen of the American Republic. But, 
sir, I would be derelict to the constituency which I have the honor to 
represent, recusant to the impulses of my own heart,and unmind ful of the 
many acts of disinterested kindness received from the late distinguished 
Senator from Illinois, did I fail to testify my brief but humble appre- 
ciation of his worth, not only as a statesman and wise counselor, but 
as a Man among men. 

I have not awaited the hour of his death to praise John A. Logan, 
for it was my fortune to know him, perhaps not intimately in the social 
sense, but measurably as we were brought into contact and collision 
in the various political conflicts in Illinois. He was a foeman worthy 
of the foeman’s steel, but withal generous and considerate in the hour 
of victory, submitting to defeat without murmur or complaint. My 
respect for John A. Logan augmented into admiration when the grand 
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spectacle was presented of his graceful submission to the will of the 
majority expressed adversely to his election to the Vice-Presidency in 
November, 1884. 

What most commanded my respect for General Logan, and doubtless 
the respect of others, was his entire freedom from pride of place, and 
kindness with which the humblest and plainest citizen was uniformly 
received by him, and not only by him but by his good wife, his help- 
meet and staff, and by every member of the Logan household. 

His methods were the very essence of plainness and unostentation, 
and as we all know from personal experience that public men are im- 
portuned frequently beyond the pale of endurance, yet rarely, if ever, 
did General Logan, impetuous as was his nature, permit himself to 
manifest impatience or annoyance when thus besieged. There were 
none so poor, so lowly, or so obscure but who could find their way freely 
to his presence. 

Ingratitude, that superabundant vice of political life, from the stings 
of which but few, if any, public men are free, gave General Logan the 
greatest pain. Himself a grateful man, never forgetting a kindness 
and holding himself always on the alert to repay a hundred fold, he 
was keenly sensitive to ingratitude from persons he had befriended, 
and he befriended many. ‘Those who are familiar with political events 
in the State of Illinois and elsewhere will doubtless recall many pro- 
nounced instances wherein General Logan was made to suffer grievous- 
ly at the hands of pretended friends, who should have been the very 
last on earth to turn against him. Even when this wrong was laid 
upon his very threshold, he imously held his peace. 

In General Logan’s composition, as it seemed to me, the qualities of 
physical and moral courage were happily blended. His integrity of 
pores could not be successfully questioned, and I have noticed that 

e vastly preferred to perform acts of kindness even to enemies than to 

unish them. His sense of justice was acute to a d , and the real- 
ization that he had been unwittingly unjust wounded him greatly. It 
frequently requires great courage to remedy an injustice, but General 
Logan never shrank from or avoided what he conceived to be his duty 
in this F 

I have often instituted a comparison in my own mind of like traits 
of character possessed by General Logan with some of those of Samuel 
Adams, of Revolutionary fame. I can well imagine that had Logan 
been a member of the Continental Congress, when that body declared 
the colonies free and independent of England’s domination, he would 
have boldly proclaimed with Samuel Adams: 

I should advise persisting in ourstruggle for liberty, though it were revealed 
from Heaven that nine hundred and ninety-nine were to perish and only one 
of a thousand were to survive and retain his liberty! One such freeman must 


more virtue and enjoy more happiness than a thousand slaves; and let 
m propagate his like, and transmit tothem what he hath so nobly preserved. 


Like Samuel Adams, John A. Logan combined in a remarkable man- 
ner those qualities of firmness and aggressiveness that qualify a man to 
be the asserter of the rights of the people. Like Samuel Adams, he 
was superior to pecuniary considerations, and proved his cause by the 
virtue of his conduct. Like Samuel Adams, the service he rendered 
his country in the national councils was not by brillianey of talent or 
profoundness of learning, but through resolute decision, unceasing 
watchfulness, and heroic perseverance. 

General Logan’s military achievements are written in living light 
upon the pages of history. I was not a soldier, for it must be remem- 
bered the various pursuits and necessities of life do not permit all to 
follow to the tented field; but when a mere youth, serving apprentice- 
ship at the trade of ship-carpenter and working at repairs upon the 
Federal gunboats at Cairo and Mound City, my eyes were eagerly 
strained toward the Federal lines where Grant, Logan, Mulligan, Mor- 
rison, Henderson, Rowell, Black, Thomas, Plumb, Carr, and other 
loyal sons of Illinois, heading their columns of brave men were up- 
holding the cause of the Union at the peril of their lives. 

From my own personal knowledge I am enabled to state that General 
Logan deeply sympathized with the efforts made, not only at the pres- 
ent period, but in days gone by, to free Ireland from the yoke of op- 

ression, to secure equal application of British laws and afford that 

nd a benign and friendly government, rather than afilict her with the 
curse of landlordism and visit endless outrages upon the Irish people 
without even the pretense of remedy or the confession of injustice. It 
was but natural that the Irish blood coursing in his veins should find 
outletin sympathy for his kindred; but, apart from this, had he derived 
the source of life from any other nationality, his generous heart would 
have gone out to the weak and oppressed, vainly appealing to tyrants 
for home rule, and surcease from persecution from absentees who, own- 
ing the fruitful lands of the Irish isle, lived riot elsewhere upon the 
sweat and toil of its wretched and dependent farm-peasantry. 

John A. Logan was not the man to learn without emotion and indig- 
nation of women and children starving at the wayside of Irish roads, 
evicted from their humble homes, their cow and pig, their beds and 
bedding, seized by the constabulary on warrants of distress for rent they 
could not pay because of failure of the crops. He drew broadly the 
line of demarkation between free America, where the honest settler is 
provided, through humane laws, with a homestead on the public do- 
main, and the endless horrors of tenant life in Ireland, to which the 


English Government persistently closes its eyes and denies every rea- 
sonable proposition of amelioration. 

General Logan entertained the profoundest admiration for the patriot 
Robert Emmett, and I have heard him say that it was a marvel howa 
youth of but eighteen years could have so stirred Ireland to the very 
core by the enthusiasm of his eloguence; Emmett, who at the early age 
of twenty-three, a martyr to the cause of Irish independence, met no 
mercy at the hands of the English Government and perished on the 
scaffold, convicted of high treason, notwithstanding the nobility of his 
demeanor at the mockery-trial, and which evoked the pitying admira- 
tion of even those who clamored for his execution for the alleged benefit 
of example, 

Does any one in this age suppose that the blood of Robert Emmett 
or the suicide of Theobald Wolf Tone to escape the scaffold have been 
forgotten and yielded no harvest? England may have ignored the elo- 
quence of Richard Lalor Shiel, of Waterford, vindicating in the House 
of Commons the Irish people from the aspersions of Lord Lyndhurst, 
but General Logan admired Shiel’s impassioned appeal for justice to 
Irishmen and memorized the closing words of his peroration: 

The blood of England, Scotland, and of Ireland flowed in the same stream 
and drenched the same field. When the chill morning dawned their dead lay 
cold and stark ther; in the same deep pit their bodies were deposited; the 

m corn of spring is now breaking from their commingled dust; the dew 
ls from Heaven upon their union in the ve. Partaking in every peril, in 
the glory shall we not be permitted to participate! And shall we be told, asa 


requital, that we are estranged from the country for whose salvation our life- 
blood was poured out! 


When Logan died Ireland lost a firm friend and warm sympathizer. 
A great American has fallen in the very plenitude of his usefulness, 
and the Republic mourns the loss, as it has mourned the loss of other 
patriots gone before. The earth that entertained him at his birth, fed 
and all along his life sustained him in the performance of his duty, now 
that he has abdicated by the rest of nature, like a gentle mother, 
embraces John Alexander Logan within her lap, and protects his mor- 
tal remains until the hope of resurrection shall be realized and the di- 
vine promise of a life beyond the grave fully redeemed. ‘‘ The body 
returns,’’ saith the Scripture, ‘‘ to the earth from whence it came, and 
the soul to God that gave it.” 

His death was tranquil, surrounded by family and friends, and lov- 
ing hands bore his body to the tomb. For this great boon we should 
be thankful. His widow and children know that the nation shares its 
deep grief with them, and to that extent only we can give them earthly 
consolation. Our friend died as he had lived, honored and respected, 
not alone by the people within the broad boundaries of the American 
Republic, but by man and woman in all lands where liberty or the 
hope of liberty throbs within their bosoms. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. 8 er, ‘‘ dust to dust and ashes to ashes” is 
decreed to all. Yet notwithstanding this common mortality, it has, 
since the morning stars first sang together, been the habit of our race 
to pay tribute to the honorable and chivalric dead, and with profound 
respect and sincere sorrow do we pause in the busy activities of life, sus- 
pend the business of this Chamber, and in saddened cadences laurel 
with rhetorical offerings the grave of one the world respected, the na- 
tion honored, the people loved, and patriots mourn, General John A. 


Logan. 

It was in this Chamber that John Alexander Logan first became 
known to the people of this country, and it was from this Chamber that 
he went as a volunteer to fight in the first battle of Bull Run, asit was 
from this Chamber that he went to the capital of his native State and 
tendered his services to its governor that he might be enrolled as a de- 
fender of his country against the war of treason and rebellion just pre- 
cipitated upon it by his late political associates. It required indomit- 
able courage, sincere patriotism, and intense unselfish love of country 
to prompt toall this. But these were the distinguishing characteristics 
of this son of Illinois, and how we from the prairies of the Great West 
recall the sensations of that day. 

How our hope was enkindled, our patriotism encouraged, our en- 
thusiam strengthened, our spirits revived, and our cheeks made to glow 
with new faith and animation, as we learned that John A, Logan was 
strong enough to strike down the prejudices that surrounded him, the 
traditions that hampered him, the political affiliations that had domi- 
nated him, and with a mailed hand and matchless eloquence declare 
for his country, her institutions, and her people. 

That period of strife is only recalled that we may speak of the grand 
achievements of this illustrious man. 

From his first enlistment until the last gun was fired he was the in- 
carnation of war. War to him was a terrible, a cruel reality, but that 
lives might be spared, peace secured, and tranquility restored, he would 
make war with the heaviest guns, the strongest battalions, the best 
equipped divisions, and prosecute it with all the energy and earnest- 
ness that could be given to human organizations. Time will not per- 
mit me to speak of his military record and achievements as I would 
like, and yet it is a story known to all. 

But when the belching of cannon ceased, when victory crowned our 
arms, and peace was restored to our bleeding country, it saw General 
John A, Logan crowned by the plaudits of the people the greatest vol- 
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unteer soldier of the Republic. He did not get atall times that recog- | As citizen, as lawyer, as soldier, as legislator, as statesman and or- 


nition from his superiors in authority that he thought his distin- 
guished services deserved; but he never sheathed his sword in discon- 
tent, he never refused in a spirit of insubordination to execute the 
orders of his superiors, and he never in the face of the enemy refused 
to give battle, or to contribute by his heroic presence and splendid 
bearing to the cause of his imperiled country, and the success of the 
Union arms. 2 

In every council his voice was for battle, and in every battle his 
strong arm, brave deeds, and impetuous words were for victory. 

Many there are in this House who will recall that day in front of 
Atlanta when the impetuous Hood hurled his gallant forces against the 
Union lines. No more memorable contest occurred during the war. 
McPherson had fallen and Logan was in command of the Army of the 
Tennessee, and against his command came the almost irresistible legions 
of Hood, determined to break the Union lines and to crown their efforts 
with a victory that would carry consternation to the Union forces and 
give hope and relief to the beleagured city of Atlanta. 

Never did men fight with more try, and never were men re- 
pulsed with more daring and heroism than was witnessed that day on 
that now historic field in the State of Georgia. : 

On both sides of their rifle-pits our boys struggled for the victory, 
and hatless, fearless, impetuous, and invincible, their beloved com- 
mander shared with them the danger, and by his magnetic presence 
and intrepid bearing was to them “‘an inspiration, a prophecy, and a 
success. ’? 

But it has been said that Logan was a political soldier. Is that to 
his detriment? Is it not rather to his credit? Shall it ever be the 
settled policy of this Republic that no man shall be honored with mil- 
itary rank at a time of war and of great national peril, except those 
who have been trained to the profession of arms and educated at the 
military schools of the country? 

As was so well said in the Senate Chamber last week by the distin- 
guished Senator from Connecticut: 

He was classed asa political general. I donot know that it was altogetheran 
unfriendly remark. © was, sir; he had the honor to bea political general. It 
was a political war, and he was asstrong in one field of battle asthe other. The 
political generals did double duty. The anxiety during some of the great days 
of those four years was not that the soldiers of the Union would be unable to put 
down the rebellion in due time, but that the voters at the ballot-box might put 
down the war too early; and some of the political combats won by Logan and 
others at home were as useful to the cause of the Union as the triumphs of Vicks- 
b and Gettysburg. Baker, matchless as an orator, chivalrous and lovely in 
battle, was a political general. Garfield, giving promise of great generalship 
by an unconguerable industry and energy, and a brilliant courage in the face of 
the enemy’s guns—Garfield, obeying what was almost a command, went from 
the Army to Congress. Frank Blair, with the trumpet tones of his voice and 
the quiver of his uplifted finger, was worth a corps of soldiers in his influence 
over Missouri, and he was a political general, 


At the close of the war when the armies of the Republic were dis- 
banded and martial strife had ceased, General Logan returned to his 
home. But there was no repose for him. By divine right he was a 
leader of men. At the forum, in the council chamber, and upon the 
hustings it was his imperial right to lead as well as upon the field of 
conflict and carnage, and after a short respite from public duties he 
was returned to this Chamber as the representative at large from the 
State of Illinois, and from that time on until the day of his.death he 
was one of the most distinguished figures in our political history. 

At all times aggressive and impulsive, he had the courage of his 
convictions. It can not be said that his character was without fault or 
criticism, but let it be recorded to his eternal honor that under all cir- 
cumstances and to all classes he was an honest man. Sincere in his 
convictions, he despised shams and false pretense, and the glamour of 
hypocritical professions never deceived or captivated him. 

Persistent in purpose and tireless in endeavor, by his indomitable 
will-he overcame obstacles, converted embarrassments into opportuni- 
ties, and made barriers but stepping-stones to greater things. 

He was the first commander of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
and was the first to suggest the beautiful custom of strewing with the 

t flowers of spring the graves of our heroic dead. Every man 
who wore the blue was his comrade. For them his labors were inces- 
sant, and the statute-books of this nation attest his constant devotion 
to their best interests, and to the best interests of those that were wid- 
owed or made fatherless by that merciless contest. He could never 
forget those who shared with him the weary march, the bivouac fires, 
the evening meal, the sanguinary engagements, and the glorious ac- 
complishments that finally brought victory to our banners and peace 
and prosperity to our borders. For them, in his judgment, the coffers 
of the nation should be opened, and for them his heart ever warmed in 
fraternity, charity, and loyalty. 

Mr. Speaker, few men in American history have left such an im- 
p of their individuality upon the public mind and such a bril- 

iant record of grand and glorious achievements as General John A. 

Coming from the ranks of the people, he believed in the good sense 
and honesty of the masses, and his heart and were ever for their 
good, He wasa firm Republican and believed in the genius and in- 
stitutions of our republican Government, and tyranny in all forms and 
in all countries found an inveterate hater in him. 


ator, as husband, father, and friend, we honor him, and his glory is a 
part of the resplendent and imperishable history of our country. 

On the last day of the old year, with muffled drums and drooping 
flags, General John A. Logan was laid to rest. It was a raw, cloudy, 
December day, and the snow Jay white on the country hills and crunched 
under the feet of the walkers in the streets of the city. A dull, gray 
sky hung overhead and at times the winter rain poured in ing tor- 
rents upon the ground. All nature seemed touched with sympathy at 
the nation’s loss, and joined in the tears and sobs of the mourning mul- 
titude. He had died the Sunday before, and how fitting that this closing 
scene in the soldier’s life should come with the close of the year. John 
A. Logan and the old year went out together. That dark but hand- 
some face, that manly bearing, will be seen no more on this side the 
“ dark river ” to whose cold tide we are all hastening. 

But his memory will endure as long as the English language, and 
the remembrance of his great deeds will be as imperishable. Honest, 
incorruptible, and true, tender as a woman, brave as a lion, trusting as 
a child, his life toits ending withoutstain and without reproach. 

In that beautiful home overlooking our capital city, where he hoped 
to spend so many happy hours, sits the widow in weeds and mourning. 

A vacant chair, an empty uniform, medals of honor, and souvenirs 
of affection tell of the loved one who was, but comes no more. 

In her desolation how vividly is recalled her constant devotion to the 
dead we honor. At home, abroad, in the field, in the forum, here, 
everywhere, she was his encouragement and almost constant companion, 
and the story of her services in the rude hospital on the banks of the 
Cumberland, in nursing back to life him who lay bleeding and exhausted 
from wounds and exposure received and endured on the field of Don- 
elson, is a grand tribute to this truly American woman. 

And with her tears and sobs are mingling to-day the tears and 
lamentations of hundred and thousands of the comrades of the late 
war, who, appreciating the services of General Logan in their behalf, 
mourn his death as a personal bereavement, and a loss to the country 
that is irreparable. And when the voice that called him hence shall 
summon those from whom it gave him grief to part, may they join him 
in the world of rest and peace— 


Where no storms ever beat on the glittering strands, 
And the years of eternity roll. 


Mr.PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, in one of his most brilliant lectures 
delivered during the time of our civil warat the University of Cambridge, 
Goldwin Smith, speaking of that splendid Puritan corps known as the 
Ironsides, which Oliver Cromwell organized and disciplined, uses in sub- 
stance this language: ‘‘ That splendid yeomanry, with high hopes and 
convictions of their own, who conquered for English liberty at Naseby, 
at Worcester, and at Marston Moor, in their native England, are now seen 
no more. Here they have left a great, perhaps a fatal, gap in the ranks 
of freedom.” ‘‘But,’’ he adds with something of pride and enthusi- 
asm, “under Grant and Sherman they still conquer for the good old 
cause.’? 

And what, sir, is that good old cause? Do we not know that it is 
the cause of Liberty against Slavery? That it is the cause of freedom 
against privileged usurpation? 

‘That splendid yeomanry’’ which the historian thus eulogizes, trans- 
ferred over sea, became the fathers and founders of this great Republie 
of the West. The heart and core, as we know, came from England. 
It was reinforced from Scotland and from Ireland. In later years it 
has welcomed German and Scandinavian auxiliaries. When the time 
came to sever the political connection between the colonies and Great 
Britain, a hundred years ago, it was the yeomanry, informed and in- 
structed by Franklin, and Samuel Adams, and Thomas Jefferson, and 
led and disciplined by Greene, and Wayne, and Washington, who won 
the independence of these States and established this Union. 

And when, in 1861, the storm of civil war “ blackened all our hori- 
zon,’’ it was the yeomanry, we know, who furnished the volunteer sol- 
diers who filled the ranks of the Union Army, and in the most desper- 
ate of campaigns, in the direst civil war of all time, by their persistence, 
and steadiness, and valor, carried the starry flag to victory and saved 
to the cause of civil liberty and forthcoming generations this land of 
our love and devotion, and by universal consent first of these volun- 
teers was John Alexander Logan! ‘To-day we pause in this forum from 
our accustomed work, where he was once a living force and where his 
resonant voice was, in former years, wont to be heard, to do honor to 
his memory and to mark our estimate of the powers and merits of this 
man. : 

It is difficult for me, as I doubt not itis to all his old comrades, to 
think of Logan dead. He hadso much virility, so much of real man- 
liness, such pluck and brave persistence, that heseemed to be endowed 
with a kind of perennial youth. And so I doubt not he will always 
seem—for his fame will not die—to those multitudes who in the long 
years to come shall read the deeds of this splendid gentleman and stout 
soldier of the Union. 

By the common consent of all his old comrades, and by the acquies- 
cence of all who were not his comrades, and never saw him with the 
blaze of battle in his eyes, he was the typical and ideal volunteer sol- 
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dier of the Union army during those four tremendous years when the 
stern question was, should the Republic live or die. 

Mr. Speaker, John A. believed with the faith which makes 
heroes and martyrs that in the maintenance of the Union, in the integ- 
rity of its territory, and in the complete ascendancy of its Constitution 
and laws were bound up, not alone the interests and welfare of one 
part of the nation, but the rights of all American citizens, the birth- 
right of untold millions yet unborn, the triumph of republican liberty 
throughout the world, and, as a necessary sequence, the best results 
and fairest fruits of Christian civilization. 

He believed, as did the Union volunteers, in the rights of all men, be- 
cause they are men, and not ‘‘dumb, driven cattle; and he knew, and 
his comrades knew, that the victory ought to be, and, in the providence 
of Him who raises up and pulls down nations at his will, would be, the 
victory of North and of South alike; thatit would, in its final beneficent 
results, be the common heritage and common glory of their own, and of 
the children and children’s children of those then ‘* wearing the gray,” 
who were arrayed in civil strife against them, but for whose 
courage and stalwart energy in a most mistaken cause they felt a stern 
respect and admiration like that which, in the great Russian campaign, 
the Cossacks of the Don felt for Marat, the great cavalry leader of France! 

In this faith, when the day of wordy debate was past, when 
patchwork compromises would no longer do, when the dread question 
was put, Shall slavery or freedom be master on this continent? Logan 
made his decision. We all know his antecedents. We all know 
how loth he was to take up arms against his brethren. His mother 
was born at Nashville, almost in sight of the Hermitage. But the de- 
Cision had to be made. He resigned his seat on this floor. He spoke 
with a tongue of fire to the yeomanry of his district and his State. 
He rallied around him a regiment. With his thousand comrades in 
arms he swore to maintain, to preserve, and to protect the Constitution 
of the United States, and he went forth to the dangers of uncertain war 
animated by the very spirit in which the angel of freedom speaks in 
the magnificent language of Whittier: 

Then Freedom sternly said, i“ I shun 


No strife nor pang beneath the sun 
When human rights are staked and won. 


I knelt with Zisco’s hunted flock, 
I wal in Toussiant’s cell of rock, 
I walked with Sidney to the block. 


The Moor of Marston felt my tread, 
Through Jersey snows the march I led, 
My voice Magenta’s charges sped.” 

It was to maintain, not to disintegrate; to preserve, not to destroy, 
that Logan donned his country’s uniform of blue. With reluctance, 
and almost with heart break he took up the gage of battle. He knew 
what war is.. He knew its horrors, and all its blighting curses. But 
he was a man of the people. He was simply and always one of the 
plain people on whom Abraham Lincoln always relied. 

Always affable, always approachable, careless of mere form for form’s 
sake he would brook no disobedience of orders or dereliction of duty. His 
courage, which rose highest when dangers multiplied, was known to the 
humblest soldier in his command, and in the old Army of the Tennessee 
he was more to us than a Chevalier Bayard, for we always felt that in 
Logan we had not only a tand splendid general, but we had a 
comrade and a friend, tender and helpful, and true as well as brave and 
daring. Around the camp fire we called him ‘‘ Johnny,” or ‘ Black 
Jack.” But it was by way of endearment—as an expression of attach- 
ment and confidence. 

He was ever king of hearts. His comrades loved him because they 
could not helpit. And, sir, ever since the war-drum has ceased to beat 
he has been enshrined in the very hearts of the old soldiers of the Union. 
We loved him as we really loved no other great soldier of the war, and 
we know how he loved the boys in blue in return. 

On the 3d of July, 1863, at Vicksburg, between the lines, it wasmy 
fortune, as it was of thousands of others, to see the meeting of Grant 
and Pemberton when the terms of the famous surrender were agreed 
to. Accompanying his great commander was Logan, then in the prime 
and very flower of his magnificent manhood. His long, black hair, 
how itshone in that sunlight! 

I seem to see him to-day as he then stood on that open ground in 
the clear light of that hot July sun. His every unconscious pose and 
movement seemed instinct with his character and heroic purpose. And 
so, sir, he will ever stand out in the clear perspective of history. Ashe 
stood that day, out against a background of clear blue sky, the ob- 
served of all who saw that scene, so forever—fit comrade of his chief- 
tan Grant— 

Let his great example stand 
Colossal, seen of every land, 
To keep the soldier firm, the statesman pure, 


Till through all lands and through all human story, 
‘The path of duty be the way to glory. 


Mr. HAYNES. Mr. Speaker, if I were asked what element in Gen- 
eral Logan’s character I most admired, I should answer his constancy 
and his consistency. It was his high distinction to be generally recog- 
nized an the most illustrious example the war reduced of the ci 


soldier as distinguished from the pypfessional; and when the great 
citizen armies disbanded and turned their faces so joyfully to their 
homes and the its of peace, he maintained an equal distinction 
as the soldier’s friend in the legislative councils of the nation. To the 
day of his death his course was such as commended him to his old 
comrades as a champion who never swerved and never weakened in 
defense of their rights and their interests. As a soldier he won by 
bravery and skill the plaudits not alone of those whose cause was his 
cause, but of those against whom his efforts were directed. 

There is in the hearts of brave men who with their lives in their 
hands battle for their convictions a chord which vibrates with admira- 
tion and respect, and even with a sort of affection, for those among 
their opponents who deal the hardest blows in honorable warfare. 
Such a man was Logan the soldier, and itis a matter of common knowl- 
edge and observation with those of us who wore the Union blue that 
our regard for the manly, soldierly qualities of our fallen chief was 
shared in an almost equal degree by those who wore the confederate 


manly | gray. 


As he commanded the admiration of his comrades in war, in peace he 
won their love and their affection. On the battlefield he was their 
trusted leader. In the council halls he was their steadfast champion 
and friend. As a Senator he came to be recognized as the great pillar 
of strength upon which they confidently leaned, and it wasa confidence 
which never was misplaced. Probably no one man had so great a part— 
certainly not a greater—in shaping, directing, and urging the legislation 
of the past twenty years in the special interest and for the relief of the 
soldiers of the Union and their dependents. 

In the first years of returning peace to stand by the soldiers was only 
to float with the popular tide. The national heart was overflowing 
with gratitude toward those who with songs and hosannas brought the 
wayward sisters back to their seats by the national altar, Those were 
the days when the pulse was still beating with the exhilaration of close 
contact with mighty deeds and great achievements. It was not in the 
course of nature that the open generosity which characterized those 
years should long continue. Itcould not be otherwise than that grad- 
ually selfish considerations should assert themselves; that we should 
with greater pertinacity dwell upon the cost, and more frequently in- 
sist that ‘‘we can not afford it.” 

With the growth of that sentiment which now stands appalled at 
the magnitude of our pension-list. and which shudders at every effort 
to extend it, General Logan’s devotion to the soldiers’ interest asserted 
itself in renewed efforts in their behalf. Oftener than otherwise the 
pencil of the venomouscartoonist when using him as asubject cartooned 
his efforts in behalfof the soldiers. But it was by this sign that a mill- 
ion men hailed Logan as a worthy leader, stood by him, swore by him, 
and attached themselves to him by bonds of affection which gave him 
a personal following such as but few of our public men have ever been 
able to boast. 

When the tidings of his unexpected death was flashed over the coun- 
try it brought mourning to the humble home of many a soldier to 
whom Logan was known only by name and by reputation. A million 
of these, who never met him, who never saw him, felt that they had 
suffered a personal loss which could never be replaced. It is a proud 
record that Logan has left as a soldier. It will be quoted that after a 
long public career he leaves a name unstained even by a suspicion of 
dishonor. But there will be no prouder monumentto his memory than 
the love and affection which so long as life shall last will dwell in the 
hearts of those who were his comrades in the war which assured the 
perpetuity of the Union and the grandeur of our common country. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, it did not seem like Logan to die. 
That well-knit frame, piercing eye, and elastic step, all spoke of life 
and vigor, and added years of activity. But even as we looked with 
admiration upon his strength and vitality, the conquerer came, strength 
became weakness, and life was death. 

Ah, well, the years sweep swiftly on; 
Death's sickle does not, may not, rest, 
And shall not re the brave, the best, 

For any prayer, for any moan, 

And to-day we cease for a little while from our wonted labor, and 
sinking all that would separate us, stand animated by one thought 
and one fraternal feeling before the tomb wherein lies all that is mortal 
of a brother who has preceded us by but a few short days, God alone 
knows how few, to the other shore. 

Others have spoken of his early life and its trials and triumphs, of 
his deeds of valor as the citizen soldier, and his long and brilliant career 
as a statesman. Mine the lot for a few brief minutes to speak of 
him as an orator and a scholar. To those whose fortune it was to hear 
him in debate or upon the platform it is not necessary to say that 

was an orator in the highest and best sense of the term. 

He did not use the tricks or cultivate the cheap devices of the mere 
declaimer. Life was too earnest for him, and his time too short for 
this. He had the best of all attributes of the orator, an intense con- 
viction of the truth of his utterances, and an earnestness of manner 
born of that conviction. He spoke because he had something to say, 
and which he believed needed to be said. What he believed he be- 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 16, 


lieved with all the intense earnggtness of his nature, and he uttered it 
with equal intensity and earnestness. However much a listener might 
differ from him in sentiment, that hearer always felt that Logan was 
sincere. 

This it was which gave him such power as an orator. This it was 
which enchained the attention of his fellow Senators and thronged 
the halls where he spoke. The world will always listen to an earnest 
and sincere man. Rhetoric and grace and sweetness, rounded period, 
and swelling peroration, all these please the ear, but Logan hurled rug- 
ged truth, in impassioned utterance, atthe mind and conscience of his 
hearers. He did not stop to parley, but thundered out his thought 
and moved straight upon the enemy’s works. A debate was with him 
no dress-parade, but a battle as real and earnest for the time being 
as any he had helped to win as a soldier beneath his country’s flag. 

And yet when the occasion came he could be gentle as a child an 
tender as a woman. Leta comrade fall by the way and no tenderer 
or kinder voice spoke his virtues than the voice of Logan. 

than one year ago, standing beside the tomb of his great leader, 
Grant, he uttered these words: 

Friends, this noble man’s work needs no monument, no written scroll,in 
order that it may be perpetuated. It is ewe than the dome of St. Paul’s, 
loftier than St. Peter’s, it rears itself above the Pyramids, it soars beyond the 
highest mountain tops, and it is written in letters of the sunbeam across the 
bluearch that forever looks down upon the busy tribes of men. 

was a scholar. Born far from the culture of city and school, 
reared amid the surroundings of a new home in the then far West, he 
heard in his boyhood days the ruder forms of speech often incident to 
the frontier. Later he profited by the culture of the schools, yet some- 
times when warmed in debate or carried away by his earnestness, he 
would momentarily forget that culture and relapse to the speech he 
learned in his boyhood days. ; 

This was not often nor to any great extent, but slight as it was it 
was eagerly seized upon by those who would rather wound a proud and 
sensitive spirit than miss an item, and it was sent out to the world as 
his habitual custom. This was cruel and unjust. I personally know 
that it caused many a pang not only to his heart but to the heart of his 
noble and loving wife. 

Logan was a scholar. Go to the library in yonder lonely home. 
Look over the volumes which fill itsshelves. The best thought of an- 
cient and modern times is there. The treasures of Greek and Roman 
stand side by side with the gems of German, French, and English litera- 
ture. His books were read, studied, mastered. No idle ornaments 
these. Daily companions of the master werethey. No delight so keen 
atter his years of activity in camp and field as to sit surrounded by these 
mighty minds and hold deep converse with them, and as the years 
rolled by their influence was shown more and more with each success- 
ive utterance, until his great ‘‘oration at the tomb of Grant” showed 
how ripe a scholar he had become. 

Human utterances pass away with the occasion and are forgotten. 
Here and there one survives and into the world’s treasure- 
house of thought. That oration of his will live. It contains the seeds 
of immortality. None but the mind of a scholar could have conceived 
it, and wrought it into form with its wealth of illustration and allu- 
sion. As he calls upon the Pyramids of Egypt, the Tombs of Mexico, 
the Sculptures of Yucatan, and the Mounds of North America asmute 
witnesses of man’s yearning after immortality, we think with what a 
wealth of effort these material structures were wrought, and forget 
the years of patient thought and unwearied study which qualify a 
mind to give to the world an immortal thought. 

That patient thought, that unwearied study was his. Shall his work 
survive the coming centuries? The pyramid builder moldered into 
dust almost ere history began, and his work yet stands. So, too, the 
child rescued from ‘‘the marshes of the Nile’’ has left his impress on 
thirty centuries of mind and thought. A yearning for immortality, a 
desire to leave an impress upon the thought of his age, seems to have 
been upon Logan as he penned that oration, and it will take its place 
among the works the world will not let die. 

But time hastens, and no word more may beallowed me. That busy 
brain is stilled, but somewhere in the broad universe of God that 
spirit lives. One famous to-day, standing by the open grave of a be- 
loved brother, could only grope in the dark for some faint glimmerings 
from the other shore. George Eliot, as her mighty brain turned to 
things celestial, could only breath a despairing wish to join the ‘‘ choir 
invisible,” but to the clearer faith of Logan the life beyond was real, 
and in that faith he crossed the river. The battle is over and the sol- 
dier is at rest. God be thanked for his life. God be praised for such 
rest. 


Mr. WARD, of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, where duty and veneration 
eombine, even funereal sadness is made lighter and less sad. In com- 
mon with the Senate, this House owes to the nation and to mankind 
the duty of recording its estimate of a departed public servant. Asa 
fellow-citizen of the same city and State it becomes my duty to speak 
of the merits of our departed Logan. His demise leaves a felt vacancy 
in the Senate Chamber, where the drapery of sorrow woefully speaks 
the loss to that body. 

Not less significant were the nation-wide acknowledgments of that 


loss echoed back to these Halls in the chimes of funeral bells across this 
continent. The North tolled their bereavement; the South rang out 
the same sad dirge, and the clanging was repeated from East and West. 
Such a man’s death is the nation’s loss, and each citizen singly deplores 
it. The bank of human friendship is invincible in its strength of de- 
posit; but its great assets were lessened when John A. Logan was re- 
moved to a higher sphere. 

There is an immortality beyond this life. The power of a great 
mind, the success of a superior human intellect, can not be buried in 
death, and Logan will live forever in memory’s world. Upon our 
own and the actions of coming generations his living influence is and 
will be shown. The tracery of his character has become interwoven 
with the nature of this generation, and can not die while our Republic 
exists. Hisstern personality has stamped itself upon much of ourabler 
legislation. 

As we look upon his desk at the other end of the Capitol; as they wait 
in vain his coming to the Senate Chamber; as we tearfully acknowledge 
that at his family gathering ‘‘there is one vacant chair,” we are forced 
to say Logan is dead; but other proofs bid us declare the influence of 
his life still burns and beats in the pulses of his surviving fellow-citi- 
zens. 

As a private soldier in the United States Army in the war with Mexico; 
as one of that army’s best staff officers; as a colonel, and finally major- 
general, in his country’s cause for the suppression of the rebellion, the 
same marked characteristics governed General Logan—a stern sense of 
duty that would admit of neither compromise nor hesitation in per- 
formance. 

At the beginning of the war the Republican idea in full had not been 
completely developed. It was an evolution from the conflict of two 
antagonistic opinions. An idea in government had yet to be worked 
out. The idea of Hamilton and the idea of Jefferson, formulated, as 
each believed, in the Constitution, were never appreciated by the peo- 
ple of the different sections of this Union—that of a centralized Gov- 
ernment supported by independent local commonwealths called States. 
The problems of States-rights and National Government were involved 
and had to be satisfactorily adjusted. 

In that adjustment General Logan could see that it was Union or no 
Union, fragmentary existence or a great nationality, and his sword 
flashed quick for Union, and flashed in triumph for the great and 
grand cause. The end which he sought was an undivided Union and 
universal freedom. He threw himself far into the battle, and never 
saw the rear until peace smiled over the Union restored and freedom 
re-established. 

If we scan the whole life of John A. Logan—his mature years—those 
years which other men devote to the business of acquiring fortune, he 
consecrated to his country on bloody fields and in legislative halls, in 
the dual service of soldier and statesman. In a long career of useful- 
ness and distinction in civil life, he most efficiently aided in those 
measures of reform legislation that do credit to this country. At the 
close of the war, worn and torn by the strain of battle, without stop- 
ping for rest, he threw all his strength into the breach the war had 
made between the sections to heal it by his statesmanship, and when 
death closed his eyes he was a poor man. 

His civil services began in 1849 as clerk of his county court; he served 
his people in the Illinois Legislature in 1852, 1853, 1856, and 1857, and 
served in the Thirty-sixth, Thirty-seventh, Fortieth, and Forty-first 
Congresses, and in the United States Senate from 1871 to 1877. Again 
he obeyed the people’s call and was returned to the United States Senate 
in 1879, and was re-elected in 1885, where he was found busy whan the 

t summons came, ‘‘Cease from labor.” 

It would appear difficult to add to this lifetime of public service. 
When the boy had barely merged into the man he left home and its 
comforts, profession and its ambition, to enter the United States Army 
as a private in the war with Mexico. Again with his loyal fellow- 
citizens he volunteered to defend his country against internal enemies. 
He served throughout that war, starting in as colonel, coming out as 
major-general. His work was done amid the smoke and iron hail of 
Belmont, Donelson, Shiloh, Vicksburg, Lookout Mountain, Atlanta, 
and in the march to the sea. 

By the brilliancy of his movements, by the chivalry of his conduct, 
he unconsciously made himself the ido] of American soldiery. The 
peer of the highest, the friend of the humblest in the land, John A. 
Logan was a model American citizen. He was a statesman whose pur- 
ity of character prevented his being a mere politician. Firm in his 
political convictions, as he was in all his opinions after due considera- 
tion, he was also as invincible a warrior in the arena of politics as when 
a soldier in the field of actual war, and as cowardice was impossible to 
him in the latter, so neither was he unjust or malicious in debate, 

Successful or defeated, he came out of his public contests without 
the shadow of malice or revenge. In private life his character was as 
unspotted as in public. His integrity was never impugned, his mo- 
tives never questioned, or his conduct charged with darkness. The 

symmetry of his daily life left not a single angle upon which 
could hang the frosty breath of slander. The shafts of envious or ma- 
licious traducement struck harmlessly against that character or fell 
broken from its adamantine surface. 
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Viewing such a character in all its rounded grandeur, I may close 
my remarks by holding that character up as a picture-lesson to the 
young men of our country. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr Speaker, when a few weeks ago, in the sol- 
itude of my own home, bowed down by a great personal sorrow, the 
news of the death of John A. Logan flashed over the wires, I could 
not but feel that another personal grief had come to my heart. For 
every man in this nation who loves liberty and loyalty and law loved 
him in whose memory these words of eulogy are being spoken to-day. 

It was not my good fortune to intimately know General Logan, yet 
when I came to Washington in December, 1885, it was my privilege to 
bring a letter of introduction from one of his warmest personal friends, 
and I shall never forget the warmth of the greeting then received, or 
the kind request, frequently afterward repeated as we casually met, 
to visithim at his home. That pleasure was still in anticipation when 
death so suddenly removed the noble man and brave soldier, and car- 
ried to that household the darkness of desolation and the overwhelm- 
ing grief of crushed and bleeding hearts. 

ut it was not necessary for one to personally know him to gain a 
knowledge of his character and attributes. His record is written on 
every page of the history of his country, especially since the troublous 
times commencing in 1860. When the nation needed brave men to de- 
fend it Logan threw all his energy, strength, and heroism into the 
scale and came out of that terrible struggle with a record for bravery 
and military skill equal at least to that of any man who fought on 
either side. Rapidly rising from a private to major-general, he was 
the pride and glory of the men whom he commanded. 

His battles were nearly all victories, and in them he was a conspicu- 
ous figure, inspiring his men by deeds of daring unexcelled in the mil- 
itary history of the world. What wonder that he was the idol of the 
veterans of our late war! What wonder that the common soldier, re- 
ealling the events of that great conflict, tarned to John A. Logan as 
his best friend! What wonder that wherever soldiers con ted— 
around the camp-fire and at their reunions—the mention ry pees 
name was always greeted with manifestations of delight! And surely 
this record alone—the love and honor of the men who left home and 
loved ones to do brave battle for the Constitution and the Union—is 
enough to immortalize the memory of one of the greatest generals of 
modern times. : 

But Logan was not only a great soldier—he was equally a greatcivil 
leader. Examine the long record of his public life, and not a blot is 
on the page. Earnest, aggressive, and eloquent, his words always re- 
flected honest convictions and high purposes. The arts of the dema- 
gogue were unknown to him, the tricks of the mere politician were an- 
tagonistic to his ideas of public duty. Asso many have testified to-day, 
he loved truth for truth’s sake, and despised pretense and shams of 
every kind. Loyal to his country, he was equally loyal to his convic- 
tions on all public matters, and wherever the finger of duty beckoned 
he followed fearlessly and triumphantly. 

In every department of life—whether as soldier, legislator, coun- 
selor, or friend—in the Army, ‘in the Senate, or anywhere among his 
fellow-men, he was the circle of profound respect and loving admira- 
tion, while in the sacred precincts of his own home he was the light, 
the joy, and the inspiration, and the deep and overwhelming grief that 
to-day sweeps over the heart of the loving companion of his life-work 
is, after all, the most eloquent tribute that can be paid to his memory. 

Logan was a great man in the best meaning of that word. He was 
both physically and intellectually strong. He towered above the 
masses as some great tree towers above its fellows. 

In my own State, on a lofty mountain peak, is the perfect face of a 
man, formed by the rocks without the aid of human intelligence or 
human effort. Tourists from distant lands come to gaze upon ‘‘ the great 
stone face,” and go away with feelings of awe and admiration. It is 
a grand face—grand in its dignity.and its impressiveness—a face that 
haunts one in after years, and tells the story of nature’s grandeur and 
glory. And so, too, there are men who tower to the mountain tops of 
human experience and acquirement, and look down upon their fellows 
in the valleys below. Such aman was Logan—a great, strong, noble 
soul—a natural leader of men, and utterly incapable of the petty 
meannesses that mar so many lives. 

But, notwithstanding his greatness, for him ‘‘life’s fitful fever ” has 
ended. His ambitions, struggles, anxieties, disappointments, and tri- 
umphs are all equally at rest. Were it not for the greatness of his 
achievements it might be said that— 

Wealth i 

What es & č ena aa TE, 
For the lease of life runs out inan hour, 

And Death stands ready to claim his due, 
Sounding honors or heaps of gold, 

Where are they all when all is told? 

But for a man like Logan, who left a legacy of good deeds and hon- 
orable ambition, death only emphasizes the greatness of his life and 
adds increased luster to his name. And so long as humanity honors 
real worth and noble endeavor, the name of John A. Logan will be a 
cherished memory in the heart of every true citizen of the Republic. 


Mr.PLUMB. Mr. Speaker, the of human life flows on cease- 
lessly, its tide never ebbs, the springs that support it are as unfailing as 
that great fountain of purity and love which constitutes the soul of the 
Universe, the Infinite Father of usall. To us whoare but infinitesimal 
drops in the eddying flood of humanity the death knell of our fellows 

ings fitting occasions on which to fathom, if possible, the deep mean- 
ing and the true object of the miracle of our existence. 

The fell destroyer comes to all ranks and conditions and hurls his 
fatal shafts at loved ones in the humble cottage and in the lordly man- 
sion. No position or place can enable us to elude his summons when 
the appointed hour has fully come, 

Since the commencement of the present Congress twelve members in 
both branches have joined the ‘‘silent majority,” and it is that we who 
remain may pay proper tribute to the memory of the last of these, Gen- 
eral John A. Logan, United States Senator from Illinois, that this hour 
is set apart. 

Mr. Speaker, it is but a few weeks since Senator Logan sat in his hon- 
ored seat in the other end of the Capitol in his accustomed health and 
in the full possession of that mental vigor with which he wasso richly 
endowed; but, alas, he can never again occupy that seat; the funeral 
cortege has followed his mortal remains to the grave, and the nation 
is in mourning. From the sparkling waters of the Aroostook to the 
murky Rio Grande Del Norte, from the everglades of Florida to beyond 
the Olympic Mountains to far-off Alaska, there is no city or town, and 
scarce a rural neighborhood, where the thoughts and emotions of peo- 
ple have not been profoundly moved by the event we are here to con- 
template. 

Representatives, I appeal to you, what better use can we who for the 
present are intrusted with official power make of the present occasion 
than toseek here and now most earnestly for the secret of the dead Sen- 
ator’s stronghold on the confidence and affection of the American 
ple? This seeking can not be successful without a broader view 
any single life can furnish. 

General Logan lived in a period of our national history replete with 
remarkable events—a period in which men in public life encountered 
those crucial tests that not only developed characters, but decided 
whether they were to live in the hearts of their countrymen as bene- 
factors of the race, or, on the contrary, to be either entirely forgotten, 
or remembered only to be execrated. In the brief time allotted me I 
will only allude to a few of these tests as applied to General Logan, and 
these only to show that had he failed to perceive the right, or lacked 
the courage of his convictions, the name that is now on the lips of all 
would not be known to-day, nor his memory fondly cherished by sixty 
millions of people. 

.Returning from the Mexican war, in which it was but natural that 
one full of intellect, courage, ambition, and physical strength, as was 
young Logan, should enlist, we find him entering at once into politics, 
an active member of the dominant party, receiving promotion at its 
hands, first to the Legislature of his State, and then to Congress— 
ready and anxious to enter upon any work which promised to him 
political success, 

At the period of which I am now speaking the storm which had been 
gathering for a quarter of a century was ready to burst upon thecoun- 
try. coln, who up to this time was opposed by , had been 
inaugurated President. The slave power thus beaten at the polls and 
defeated in its avowed purpose of extending the curse of slavery to 
every acre of our territorial domain, to the end that their darling insti- 
tution might be made the corner-stone of the Republic, had already 
begun to move in open rebellion. 

The great political party from which Logan had received recognition 
and place, although stunned and shocked by the proposed rebellion, 
was still the champion of slavery; the infamous doctrine of secession 
for the sake of slavery had no defender outside of the party of which 
he was a member, and it was under such conditions that the real qual- 
ities of John Alexander Logan were first putto the crucial test that was 
to settle his political career. 

The shock of the rebellion revealed young Logan to himself; it found 
him a politician, it made him a statesman. The new light that shone 
upon him ‘‘ was above the brightness of the sun,’’ and in it he saw as 
never before the fell purpose of the ‘‘ Great Conspiracy ’’ and the dire 
consequences of its success. His eagle eye scanned the conflict as if it 
were a raging battle, and his mind was made up. To him liberty and 
union were one and inseparable, and on their perpetuity must advancing 
civilization depend; without them, he could see no hope for “liberty 
enlightening the world.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is easy for us now to look back upon this trying hour 
and in the light of history see that it was easy to ignore party and 
stand by the flag; but, sir, I can well understand that to cut loose once 
and forever from the ties that had bound young Logan (then but about 
thirty-two years of age) to his political associates, and to consecrate him- 
self frum that hour to the flag and to freedom, was to try him as by fire. 
The occasion was just such a one as was in its nature calculated to call 
into exercise those qualities of mind and heart that have made Senator 

a conspicuous figure in our national history. It was his ability 
to perceive what duty demanded and courage to do it that made him 
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what he was. This, sir, is the key-note to his character, this the secret 
of his power, this the pathway that led him to renown. Having chosen 
the true path in that trying hour, let us see how faithfully he fol- 
lowed it. 

He knew full well that crushing the rebellion meant the emancipa- 
tion of the negro and his elevation to citizenship, but he felt that it 
was right, and he dared to enlist all his powers to accomplish that end. 
He knew that rebellion such as that waged for the preservation of 
humanslavery by a government based solely on the idea of man’s right 
to freedom was a crime, and he never failed to denounce it as such. 
He knew that the true patriot would give his life, if need be, to his 
country; and without hesitation or delay he entered the service, wasa 
true and gallant soldier, an able and successful commander, always 
ready to lead his men where duty called, whether to shelter and rest 
or to fighting and fatigue. Logan never turned his back on the foe in 
the fight, upon an opponent in debate, nor upon a friend anywhere. 
In all these things he was right, and dared to stand there because it 
was right, 

When the rebellion had been crushed, and Logan was once more in 
his place in the councils of the nation, he met each question that arose 
in the trying work of reconstruction in the same way that he decided 
to change his political course—by choosing what was right, and goin 
straight forward to accomplish it. . 

He was the soldiers’ true friend, because he knew that the nation 
owes to the army of the Union a debt that it can never pay. With 
him it was no sham affection, it was a comrade’s love for comrades, 
and in every speech and vote in Congress, and elsewhere, he never 
failed to make his for the members of the Grand Army effective 
for theirgood. For thesoldier, whether officer or private, who through 
either cowardice or insubordination failed to obey the orders of his 
superiors, he had nothing but earnest condemnation which no influ- 
ence could induce him to withhold. 

He was for protection for the sake of protection, and because the 
principle is a right one it had his support. 

He was for giving national aid to the cause of common-school educa- 
tion, believing that illiteracy is the natural enemy of free institutions 
and that its obliteration at whatever cost would be a saving of money 
to the nation. He believed that the enfranchised negro by being edu- 
cated would better discharge his duties as a citizen, and with it would 
vindicate his right toa recognition as a peeramong his fellow-men. It 
was by his especial championship that the bill now before this House 
to aid the common schools in the States and Territories was amended 
by an appropriation of $2,000,000 for the erection of school-houses 
wherever the colored people are too poor to erect them, so that all may 
secure the priceless boon of a common-school education. 

His firm adherence to the right went with him into social and family 
life, and in these relations won for him the highest meed of praise. He 
knew full well that the heart of a true woman naturally furnishes to 
man a rich soil, which needs only his cultivation to insure ample re- 
turns in all that is needed to make home happy, and all this he enjoyed 
in abundant measure, an example to which all good citizens can point 
without exciting in any the blush of shame. 

Mr. Speaker, if my time would permit I would touch briefly upon 
more of the acts of the great soldier and statesman that go to show that 
he owed his proud position as a public man to his fearlessness in doing 
whatever he thought to be right, but I must forbear. 

Sir, the State which I have the honor in part to represent on this 
floor has furnished her full quota of the illustrious men who have been 
great actors in the period in our national history to which I have be- 
fore referred. That grandest of Presidents (Lincoln) and that greatest 
of captains (Grant) both matured their manhood as citizens of Illinois, 
but Logan, worthy to have been the Chief Magistrate of the nation, 
the great volunteer general of the war, whose name and memory will 
be linked with Lincoln and Grant as long as history shall be read, 
Illinois proudly claims as her son. 

Whatever may be the conclusion of the philosopher or the faith of 
the Christian as to the life to come, we can never again look upon the 
manly form of John Alexander Logan. His voice, so often raised in 
defense of the integrity of the Union and of universal freedom, will 
never more be heard in this Capitol; the people of the United States 
who have so often been moved by his earnest appeal will never greet 
him again with their hearty cheers; the veterans of the Union Army 
who loved him so well can never again rend the air with their shouts at 
his appearance; but he can not be forgotten. 

Let monuments be erected to his memory, let orator and poet chron- 
icle his worthy deeds; but when the marble no longer depicts to our 
eyes his manly figure, when eloquence and song can no longer charm 
us with the recital of his noble qualities, coming generations will speak 
of his worth and be influenced by his example. 


Mr. JACKSON. Mr. S: , I regard it as eminently fit and appro- 
priate that Congress should in this formal manner place upon its records 
the testimony of the living to the worth, virtue, and high character of 
the man who was so recently one of its most distinguis' members. 
But John A. Logan, to whose memory this House has ceased its ordi- 


nary business and strives to pay a sincere and heartfelt tribute, was 
much more than a distinguished Representative or Senator in Congress, 

He was a man who in a life half a score years shorter than the 
Psalmist’s alloted time, demeaned himself so well as citizen, as volun- 
teer soldier, as commander of regiment, brigade, division, corps, and 
army, as legislator in these Halls that I am ata loss to say in which 
position he did most to gain that pre-eminence he so justly holdsin the 
hearts of his countrymen. 

His was an active life that from early manhood down to within a 
few days of his death scarce knew a day’s repose. Endowed with a 
strong constitution and unusual vigor of body and mind, he might, so 
far as we can judge, with ordinary labor in the usual walks of life have 
lived to a good old age. 

But he had a brain and will that would not endure rest and quiet, 
and he literally ‘‘ wore his life away ’’ as a prominent actor in the stir- 
ring, eventful, and, I may say in part, fearful and terrible times in 
which his lot was cast. It was his fortune to live in an age in which 
the greatest events of modern times have transpired. We do not, per- 
haps, fully realize that we have ourselves been eye-witnesses and, in 
part, humble participants of the most important part of our country’s 
history. No matter how grand or glorious a future lies before us, to 
the generations yet to come, the history of our country for the past 
thirty years must for all time be the most interesting and important to 
the student and patriot.. During all this time the record of the life and 
services of John A. Logan is so blended with the history of our country 
that they are inseparable. 

Tt is not that in every quality of mind or capacity for service he ex- 
celled each and all of his associates, but it is because in every posi- 
tion he has occupied, from the lowest to the highest, he has acquitted 
himself as one of the best representative citizens of his age. Since the 
death of Grant, the great chieftain whose soul went up to God from 
Mount McGregor, no citizen of the United States was so well known as 

His name was in very truth a household word throughout 
the land. His every act was open to inspection and criticism. How 
honestly, how wisely, how modestly he has borne himself in every 
condition and under every circumstance let history answer; yea, more, 
let those who were from time to time his opponents be his judges and 
his reputation is safe. 

He will be remembered as a progressive statesman, who was prompt 
to recognize the high responsibilities and duties that came in his day 
upon this nation. He strove to garner the fruits of the war, that com- 
ing generations might enjoy the benefits of the heroic sacrifices that 
were made to save the Government. He was a sincere advocate of the 
rights of labor, a friend of law and order, and consistently demanded 
the protection of all American industries from foreign pauper compe- 
tition. 

Of his success as a leader in times of peace and in the broad field of 
true politics I leave others to speak more at length. 

As has already been well said here to-day, he sat in this hall with 
Thaddeus Stevens, James G. Blaine, and James A. Garfield, and was 
accounted their equal in party control; thatin the Senate of the United 
States he divided leadership with Charles Sumner, Oliver P. Morton, 
Roscoe Conkling, and John Sherman, and but few men have ever lived 
in our country who had so many enthusiastic, devoted followers who 
hoped to see him the Chief Magistrate. 

It was my fortune to serve for four years as a soldier in ihe Army of 
the Tennessee, of which General Logan was from the first a prominent 
leader, and at last its commander, and I know I speak the general 
sentiment of the soldiers of that army when I join in deep sorrow and 
with full and overflowing heart to pay a tribute of honor, friendship, 
and love to his memory. The Army of the Tennessee was successively 
commanded by Grant, Sherman, McPherson, Howard, and Logan, It 
has always been the boast of those who served in it that it never had 
a commander that was not a success and never had one removed except 
to be given a higher command. Yet it was as a subordinate and later 
as a successor to such distinguished and never-to-be-forgotten men that 
Logan won and maintained the high place he holds in the confidence 
and esteem of the soldiers of that army. 

Long before he became its commander he was as well known to the 
men of the Army of the Tennessee as either Grant, Sherman, or Me- 
Pherson. I do not mean to say he was superior to either of them. 
But he was areal soldier, a man of immense force and power, who had 
the confidence of the army, and I can recall more than one occasion 
when his presence on the field under fire was, in my judgment, worth 
‘t more than athousand men.” Thereis, perhaps, nosoldier who served 
in that army but who can recall incidents of the camp, the march, and 
the field in which Logan was prominent and with which he will always 
associate his name. 

It would be a pleasure to here recount the battles, marches, and cam- 
paigns in which he took a prominent part, but time will not permit. 
To do so would be but to repeat the greater part of the story of the four 
years’ gallant and heroic service of the Army of the Tennessee. That 
story is a well known part of our country’s glorious history. It em- 
braces Belmont and Donelson, Shiloh, Corinth, and Vicksburg, Look- 
out Mountain, and Missionary Ridge. It includes the terrible cam- 
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ign from Chattanooga to Atlanta, with its weeks of unceasing battle, 

escribed by a private soldier in a letter to his wife as ‘‘the battle 

of May and June,” the March to the sea, with Savannah, Bentonville, 
and Raleigh. 

But the four long years of war ended. ‘‘Glad was our army that 
morning’? when we heard the joyful news that Johnston had surren- 
dered. Peace had come at last and visions of home and loved ones were 
before us. 

Soon the grand review followed at Washington, where the veteran 
armies of the Union were accorded a triumph unequaled in history. 
Then the Army of the Tennessee, under the command of General 
Logan, moved to Louisville, Ky., preliminary to its muster out of ser- 
vice. I hold in my possession now, as one of the most valued memen- 
toes of the war, the order from General Logan directing me to proceed 
with my regiment to the State where it was organized, to muster it 
out of service and send the men to their homes. 

It is the wonder of the world that immense armies of veteran soldiers 
like we had at the close of the civil war could be disbanded at once, 
and that men inured to long service in the field would make peaceable, 
industrions citizens. Butitshould beremembered that Logan andthe 
soldiers he commanded entered the Army not for military glory, nor for 
love of the profession of arms. The alarm of war found them citizens 
busily engaged in the employments that many years of peace made 
possible in our beloved country. The threatenings of wicked men to 
destroy the Government had so long fallen unheeded upon their ears 
that some said this people lack the courage and the manhood to resent 
an insult or defend the heritage of their fathers. 

But when the first blow was struck by traitor hands, and the Chief 
Magistrate called the citizens to arms, how changed? Then it was 
that the farmer boys left their homes, the mechanic his shop, the stu- 
dent his books, organized themselves into companies and regiments, ten- 
dered their services as soldiers to their country, and marched to the 
front with an enthusiasm and a determination that astonished the 
world. Nor was it an enthusiasm of the hour, to be chilled by the 
first reverse or defeat. It was a settled determination, born of the 
belief that they were right and their enemies were wrong. It was a 
firm conviction that underlying the contest was a great moral princi- 
ple, and, appealing tothe god of battles for his support, they went forth 
to fight for their country as their highest duty. 

No wonder that such soldiers as these, when the rebellion was de- 
stroyed and the Government was saved with the blot of slavery effaced, 
laid down their arms, went to their homes, and became the best of citi- 
zens, 

We yet see how uncomplainingly many of these men bear the twinge 
and pain of wounds received in battle, which each year grow more se- 
vere, and pass their declining days with broken health and suffering 
with diseases contracted in their severe service. 

It has been said here to-day, as itis often said elsewhere, that Logan 
was the highest type of this class of volunteer soldiers; that he was 
the personification of that host of patriotic young men who left homes 
and pleasant vocations at the call of their country. I think there is 
much truth in this, and that it is one of the highest honors that can be 
accorded to him. But I think there is too much weight given to the 
idea that he attained his popularity among soldiers because he was a 
volunteer officer as distinguished from officers who had been educated 
at West Point. 

The Army of the Tennessee had for commanders Grant, Sherman, and 
McPherson, all regulars, and the surviving soldiers of that army, much 
as they love and cherish the memory of Logan, would not ask me to say 
here to-day that as a soldier and commander in the field he stood higher 
in their esteem than either of the three others I have named. 

I consider that Logan’s conduct and services since the war had much 
to do in giving him the pre-eminent place he undoubtedly holds to-day 
in the hearts of the surviving soldiers of the Republic. After the war 
he remained in full sympathy with them and has represented them 
aay and fully in Congress and wherever they needed a spokesman 
or friend. 

He took great interest in all associations of soldiers; was an active 
member of the Grand Army of the Republic, and was justly esteemed 
as a Tepresenative both in public and private life of that fraternity, 
charity, and loyalty on which the order is founded. He died from the 
effects of wounds received in battle and from disease contracted by ex- 
posure in the service. In this respect he is a representative of that 
vast host of soldiers who came home disabled and broken in health, 
whose lives are shortened by the service they gave their country. 

How it must have grieved the generous, noble heart of Logan to see 
such men as these neglected by the Government they had saved and 
denied the assistance that just laws would have given them. 

Not for himself did he demand additional laws to do justice to the 
soldiers of the country, for he denied himself a pension he so justly de- 
served and could have readily obtained, only that he might better serve 
his more unfortunate comrades. 

When he died the disabled soldier and his dependent relatives lost 
not only their best but ablest friend. But. he is gone from earth, and 
his body is laid to rest among his kindred in the land that gave him 
birth. A nation mourns his death. He has joined that grand army 


of patriots whose lives went out in the shock of battle or wasted away 
in hospital or prison pen. Henceforth he stands as a representative of 
the fallen. 
On Fame’s eternal camping ground 
Their silent tents are spread, 
And Glory guards with solemn sound 


The bivouac of the dead. 
. He died not of age or lingering decay. ‘‘ His eye was not dim, nor 
his natural force abated.” Within a few days of his death he was en- 


gaged in active work. We can recall his appearance almost like those 
who fell in the field, whose lives went out in their young manhood. 
It is a pleasing thought that we always recollectthose who went to the 
army and came not back again as young and full of hope and high re- 
solve. They are our ‘“‘immortals.’? They never grow old, To their 
friends and kindred the fallen are ever young, and in memory live on 
in perpetual youth. 

Such be the recollection of him we mourn to-day. 

Logan was honored in his death by municipal and civil organizations, 
by army societies, and Grand Army posts as few men have ever been. 
From all over this broad land came resolutions of sincere condolence 
to the afflicted family. 

Each year hereafter on memorial day, in every cemetery, church- 
yard, and God’s acre throughout our country, where a soldier’s grave 
is made green, there will be a wreath for him, In every neighborhood 
where they meet to ‘‘bedeck the soldiers’ graves with flowers and be- 
dew them with tears,” when they give a double portion to the little 
mound that represents those who sleep in distant or unknown graves, 
some one ‘‘most loving of them all” will strew the flowers in mem- 
ory of the man who instituted this beautiful ceremony. 

The credit of inaugurating this custom is all due to John A. Logan, 
who, as commander of the Grand Army, issued this beautiful and now 
historic order: 


The 30th of May, 1868, is designated for the purpose of strewing with flowers 
or otherwise decorating the graves of comrades who died in defense of their 
county during the late rebellion, and whose bodies now lie in almost every 
city, village, and hamlet churchyard in the land. In this observance no form 
of ceremony is presented, but posts and comrades will, in their own way, ar- 
sange To fitting services and testimonials of respect as circumstances will 
perm: 

We are organized, comrades, as our regulations tell us, for the purpose, among 
other things, “ of preserving and ne those kind and fraternal feel- 
ings which have bound together the soldiers, sailors, and marines who united 
to suppress the late rebellion.” 

‘What can aid more to assure this result than cherishing tenderly the memory 
of our heroic d who made their breasts a barricade between our country 
and itsfoes? ‘Theirsolkdier lives were the reveille of freedom toa race in chains. 
and their death the tattoo of rebellion’s tyranny in arms. We should uard 
their graves with sacred vigilance. All that the consecrated wealth of the na- 
tion can add to their adornment and security is but a fitting tribute to the 
memory of her slain defenders, Let no wanton foot tread rudely on such hal- 
lowed grounds. Let pleasant paths invite the going and coming of reverent 
visitors and fond mourners. Let no vandalism of avarice or neglect, no ravages 
of time testify to the present or corny generations that we have forgotten as a 
people the cost of a free and undivided Republic, 

other eyes grow dull, and otber hands slack, and other hearts cold in the 
solemn trust, ours shall keep it warm as long as the light and warmth of life 
remain to us, 

Let us then, at the time appointed, gather around their sacred remains and 
garland the passionless mounds above them with the choicest flowers of spring- 
time; let us raise above them the dear old flag they saved from dishonor; let us 
in solemn presence renew our pledges to aid and assist those whom they 
have left among us, a sacred charge upon the nation’s gratitude—the soldiers’ 
and sailors’ widows and orphans. 

It is the p of the commander-in-chief to inaugurate this observance 
with the hope that it will be kept up from year to year while a survivor of the 
war remains to honor the memory of his departed comrades, He ea y de- 
sires the press to lend its friendly aid in bringing itto the notice of comrades 
in all parts of the country in time for simultaneous compliance therewith, 


Give him the honor he so feelingly, so eloquently claimed for his 
comrades, and let us be proud we are such a nation and have such ex- 
amples among our people as the life and services of John A. Logan. 

Others have spoken of his domestic life better than I can do. He 
wasa kind father, a loving husband, and a sincere Christian; a man 
whose pure and exemplary conduct in private added additional luster 
to his distinguished public record. But his course on earth is finished; 
all we can say of him now is: 

Close his eras his work is done; 

What to him is friend or foeman, 
Rise of moon or set of sun, 
O 

Trust him to the hand that made him; 


Mortal love weeps idly by, 
Christ alone has power to aid him, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, why is the gavel silent on 
the desk, the labors of this House suspended, and debate stilled in these 
Halls, and this presencein attendance? A great man has fallen, John 
A. Logan has been called to rest, and we are met to review his life’s 
work and recount his virtues. 

General Logan was a true type of the struggling, courageous, frone 
tiersman of the West. Endowed with asplendid physique, courage, 
energy, and a strong will, he was well equipped for the boisterous voye 
age of life on which he was launched. He was a typical American, 
A self-made man, he started a poor boy and lived and died a poog 
man. 
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He imbibed from the wide-stretching prairies surrounding his hum- 
ble home broad views and the true idea of freedom. He was a man 
possessed of profound convictions and of unbending will if he believed 
he was in the right. All his personal and intellectual qualties were 

tive. 

In debate he was direct, intense, fearless. Bold in the assertion of 
his convictions, impetuous in their vindication, he scorned evasion 
and despised hypocrisy. 

In the performance of duty he took no account of results and feared 
no consequences. He was familiar with all the weapons of debate, and 
he at times wielded the gentle power of persuasion, the convincing force 
of logic, and the strong blows of ridicule, often sweeping before him in 
a tempestuous outburst of eloquence all opposition to the high resolves 
and earnest convictions of his mighty soul. 

If he lost anything by neglected education his great genius supplied 
the defect. He always had his armor on, and Logan, either in the 
forum or on the battlefield, was ever ready for the rencounter. 

He was the advocate of liberty and the devoted friend of the human 
race, He loved his friends with unswerving fidelity and never de- 
serted them. He was a friend of truth, and hated treason whether 
against his country or his friend. 

He sought to preserve the Union and maintain the Constitution; he 
was the advocate of the universal freedom of man. He labored to re- 
store and amity between the sections of our country, and per- 
formed his full share in healing the animosities engendered by the 
war. He sought to cherishindustryand protectlabor. Heencouraged 
the settlement of our vast domain and the development of our re- 
sources, He came from the humbler class and his sympathies were 
always with the poor and the sons of toil. He was from them and one 
of them. 

Along the highway over which our country and people have jour- 
neyed during the past quarter of a century John A. Logan may be seen 
and traced. If he was your antagonist, he was an open one, scorning 
to attack by stealth or fight from ambush. He struck his blows in 
front and in daylight. Ready to forgive and forget a slight or insult 
done him, he was as eager to repair an injury done another. 

Wherever he was found he was stolid, sincere, intense, firm, honest, 
and courageous. If he was a brilliant figure in the political arena, he 
was none the less so in the military. It mattered little to Logan 
whether on the field of battle or in the Halls of Congress; whether con- 
ducting his troops at the assault of Donelson or maintaining a debate 
in the Senate of the United States; whether managing a great Presi- 
dential campaign, or leading his army through Georgia; whether ca- 
ressing his loved ones at home, or enduring the privations of army life; 
whether trudging along the ranks as a private soldier, or riding his 
charger at the head of his cas 

When our civil war burst like a terrible tempest upon the nation 
Logan buckled on his sword, rushed to battle and never halted until 
slavery was dead, freedom reigned triumphant, and the union of all the 
States secured. As resistless against the foe as an avalanche rushing 
headlong from Alpine heights to desolate the plains below he com- 
bined the desperation of Charles XII with the generosity of a Cæsar. 

See General Logan and his troops storming the battlements at Vicks- 
burg, first to break down the enemy’s stronghold and lead the advance 
into the captured city; and as long as the *‘ King of Rivers” flows by 
those bluffs will the heroism of and his men be remembered. 
The memorable assault he led at Kenesaw will be remembered while 
that mountain stands on its foundations of granite. But he appeared 
most conspicuous on July 22, 1864, in front of Atlanta. The confed- 
erate General Hood made a desperate assault on the Union forces to 
free himself from the iron grasp of Sherman. In this engagement the 
army of the Tennessee was driven back, and General McPherson, its 
commander, fell. 

Logan at once assumed command. He found the troops fatigued and 
dispirited, the enemy enthusiastic and exultant in their temporary vic- 
tory. 

a Cannon to right of them, 

Cannon to left of them, 
Cannon in front of them, 
Volley’d and thunder'd. : 

Logan appeared upon thescene. He aroused the energies of his men 
for battle, cheered the despondent, and rallied the faltering. With 
head uncovered, his long black hair flying over his shoulders as he gal- 
loped hl; foaming charger along the line, he looked the impersonation of 
Mars. His voice was heard above the din and clangor of battle shouting 
to his men, ‘* Be brave and fear not; let your watchword be McPherson 
and revenge.” 

His troops caught the spirit of their commander, and hope and con- 
fidence assumed sway; they sprang into the conflict, rashed upon the 
enemy, and in an hour’s time regained all that had been lost and turned 
threatened defeat into a glorious victory. It was this Ajax of the Army 
of the North who saved that day. The heroic deeds of General Logan 


in this battle will not be forgotten while the name of Atlanta is spoken 
by the children of men. 


Although he had not the benefit of a military education, yet he rose 
to the highest rank ever held by a volunteer officer in our country, 
and he is justly entitled to the name of being the greatest general of 


ve urolantaee army of the Union. He served his country because he 
oved it. 

During his military life he suffered much and endured much, was 
torn and mangled by shot received in action, yet he declined to receive 
a pension to which he was justly entitled. His services were not 
rendered for bounty, nor was his patriotism to be measured by dollars 
and cents. That his life was shortened by his exposures, sufferings, 
and wounds there is no room to doubt, but a mighty, patriotic people 
will cheerfully give to his disconsolate widow that pension which her 
husband declined while alive. 

Mr. Speaker, although I had but a limited acquaintance with this 
great chieftain, yet I knew him as I saw him at the head of his troops 
in Tennesseeand Georgia, and as I read him in the history of the times. 
He was the idol of the volunteer soldier, who loved him for his untir- 
ing devotion to their cause in peace as much as for his leadership in 
war. 

Logan had a heart that never ceased to beat in sympathy and respect 
for the soldier that fought by his side, and to those heroic men who 
battled against him he held out the hand of a generous foe. 

In peace he had no fortune but his genius, courage, and faith; in war, 
no friend but his valor and sword; yet wesee him measuring arms with 
men of experience, rank, and power, and write his name high on the 
escutcheon of fame, leaving the world better for having lived in it. 

He is dead; dead to his State, but he lives to the nation; dead to the 
family, but he lives to every lover of freedom on the globe. 

Where he will be buried is not yet determined. A dozen cities ask 
for the honor of giving a resting-place to his ashes; and I venture to ex- 
press the wish that one place suggested for interment may be adopted, 
that is Arlington. The place is so fitting, the surroundings so much in 
harmony with his great life. 

In sight of the sacred urn at Mount Vernon an army of his dead com- 
rades bivouacked around him, overlooking the capital of that nation 
he labored so much in peace to build up and suffered so hard in war to 
maintain. There may he rest in peace, where the vine and the wild 
rose will entwine their gurlands over his grave; where the gentle even- 
ing breeze, through the sad pines, may sigh a dirge to him, and the 
historic Potomac murmur a requiem as it hurries on to the sea. 

This great man will not be forgotten. His name and deeds are en- 
rolled in the history of his age and he lives in the affections of a patri- 
otic people. Hewill be remembered while liberty has a shrine and free- 
dom a votary. His name will be cherished until the clouds forget to 
replenish the springs, the fountains to gush, or the rills to sing. 

In ages hence his lofty deeds will uhe acted o’er in the nations yet 
unborn and accents yet unknown.” 

Mr. Speaker, from the tears which this day fall on the bier of Logan 
the patriot, warrior, and statesman, there springs a rainbow ning 
heavens giving hope and promise of the immortality of the Repub- 

C 

Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois. I move the adoption of the resolutions, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DUNHAM). The question is on the 
adoption of the resolutions. 

The resolutions were adopted unanimously; and in accordance there- 
with the House (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of the Charles A. Vogler Company 
and others, of Baltimore, praying for repeal of internal taxes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of Charles Stoughton, relative to the im- 
provement of Harlem River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papers relating to the claim of William H. Wort- 
ham, of Madison County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of 67 citizens of Townshend, Vt., praying 
for the enactment of a bill providing temporary aid for common schools, 
to be disbursed on the basis of illiteracy—to the Committee on Edaca- 
tion. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of Mrs, Rowena Sharp and Gn array Rogers, 
of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, favoring the passage of the bill (S. 2362) to 
promote peace between nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of the Owen Roe, Sarsfield, Garry Owen, 
Garaldine, Hamilton Rowan, and James Stephens clubs, of New York 
city, declaring against the ratification of the new extradition treaty 
with Great Britain—to the same committee. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Petition of Hastings Post, No, 513, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Horicon, N. Y., in favor of the passage of 
the Edmunds-Tucker Mormon bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of citizens of Louisiana, for national aid to 
education—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of S. Hopkins Emery, relating to the Yellow 
Stone Park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Vail, and of Dunlop, Iowa, for the passage of the bill (S. 2362) 
to promote the political and commercial prosperity of the American nae 
tions—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. NEAL: Petition of William Robinson, of Monroe County, 
Tennessee, to have his claim referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of the Geraldine Club, of New York 
city, against the so-called British extradition treaty—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: Affidavitof Thomas C. Copeland, favoring bill for 
relief of W. R. Copeland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of the Hudson (Wis.) Rod and Gun Club 
and Game Protective Association, urging the passage of Senate bill 
2436—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of the administrator of the estate 
of Luckett Davis, deceased, late of Rutherford County, Tennessee, for 
AE of his case to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Nancy Alvey, of Litchfield, Ky., 
for a widow’s pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of Emily V. 
Glover, of Orleans Parish, and of Isaac Bloone, of New Orleans, La.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: Petition of the Geraldine Club of New York 
city, against the so-called extradition treaty with Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 17, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ANNUAL CONSULAR REPORTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State sero y ars yin Si 
annual reports of the consuls of the United States on the trade and 


foreign countries. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 16, 1887. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
compliance with section 194 of the Revised Statutes, a list of clerks and 
other persons employed in the Treasury Department. The communi- 
cation will be printed, and the accompanying list will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing to ascertain whether it will be necessary to 

rint it. 
> The PRESIDENT pro temporelaid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an increase of the ap- 
propriation for furniture and repairs of certain public buildings; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
y He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a letter írom the Secretary of the poser 
relative to the necessity for the establishment of an additional 
agency; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Oai 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also luid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a letter from the governor of Washington Ter- 
ritory with a memorial as to the payment of $4,168.77, expended during 
the anti-Chinese disturbances in Seattle; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the president of the Mississippi 
River Commission relative to the improvement of that river; which, 
with the accompany ne Pepers, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a petition of the common council of Plaquemine, 
and one from citizens of the town of Plaquemine and Iberville Parish, 
Louisiana, praying that part of the money appropriated for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River be expended at those places for the 
protection of the bank; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 10731) for the erection of a public buildi 
city of Binghamton, N. Y., was read twice by its title, and 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Legisla- 


in the 
erred to 


ture of Wisconsin; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


Memorial to Congress ask an annual appropriation for the support of agri- 
por de OE DEENIIGHE AANO. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 
—_ memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, respectfully rep- 


resen 

That the interest of agriculture would be greatly pi ame by the establish- 
ment of agricultural experiment-stations in OONAN with the agricultural 
schools founded under the act of 1862 providing for the endowment of agricult- 
ural colleges: Therefore, 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this Legislature that the bill now pendin; 
before the House of Representatives, and known as Senate bill 372, sponge 
— a 000 annually to the agricultural colleges of the several States and 

for the coabitshinest and maintenance of agricultural experiment-sta- 
‘ieee should become a law. 

Resolved, That duly authenticated copies of this memorial and NE be 

transmitted to the President of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Repre- 


sentatives, and to each of our Senators and Representatives in the Congress of 
the Uni States. 
GEO. W. RYLAND 
President of the Senate, 
T. B. MILLS. 
Speaker of the Assembly, 


STATE or WISCONSIN, 
Department of Slate, ss.: 
To all to whom these presents shall come: 


I, Ernst G. Timme, secretary of state of the State of Wisconsin, do hereb: 
certify that the poregoing as been compared by me with the original in this of- 
on bar rer the same isa true and correct copy thereof, and of the whole of 

o 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 

seal, at the ca] one in the city: of Madison, this 14th day of February, in the year 


of our Lord 1 
[SEAL] ERNST G. TIMME, 
Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin; which, on motion of Mr. SAWYER, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


Memorial to Congress to ay all unappealed awards and judgments grow. 
out of damages ca: by the Fox and Wisconsin River improvement, ing 
To the honorable Senate arid House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Whereas by an act of Congress of the United States entitled, “An act to aid in 
the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers in the State of Wisconsin,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1875, by which, among other things, it is provided that in case 
any land or other property was then or should thereafter flowed or injured 
by means of any part of said works of improvement theretofore or thereafter , 
constructed, for which compensation was then or should thereafter me le- 
gally owing, the amount of such beg trys should be ascertained in the 
manner provided by the laws of the State of and 

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United ‘eaten = the supreme court of 
the State of Wisconsin have by their decisions seen the ity of the 
pg oawening orleare be: oa socal th Xer A H rt; acia 

creas a number o ers and other owning prope: A 
cent to the waters of the Fox and Wisconsin hap who hh ch 
count of such Sy Aree having caused their damages to be anecsced } pele 


to March 1, A. D. 

Whereas the Congress of the United States recognizing the liability of the 
United States and the Lior ger Ue mone ery oo es above referred 
to, passed an act August 4, 1886, propriating sufficient money to pay the 
awards and judgments then existing ull; 

Whereas other owners of lands w hes haye been damaged by ereg op Sp 
Fox and Wisconsin Rivers and whieh ati have caused their damages to be 
a a a pronica oye law, and which still remain unpaid; Therefore, 

the State of Wisconsin respectfully memorialize your hon- 

A body that you make an appropriation to pay all Tunappealed awards and 
f | Judgments which are now or may hereafter be rted to you by the Attor- 
ney-General of the United States, growing out of caused by the Fox 
and Wisconsin Rivers improvement. 

Resolved, Kg a duly authenticated copy of Sys memorial and resolution be 
transmitted to the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House with the 
request that they lay them before their respective Houses, and also a copy to 
each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

GEO. W. RYLAND, 
President of the Senate, 
T. B. MILLS, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
STATE OF WISCONSIN, 
Department of State, ss 
To all to whom these presents shall come : 


un that ie. fi ing bas bes é neor as a ein tun AIMA i prin rel 
that the forego’ m com yme w 2 oi n this o 
pen = the same ue true and correct copy thereof, and of the whole of such 
origin 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal, at the capitol, in the city of Madison, this lith day of February, in tue year 


of our Lord 1887, 
[eear.] ERNST G. TIMME, 
Secretary of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a letter from the secretary 
of the Territory of Arizona, transmitting a memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of Arizona; which was referred to the Committee on Publie 
Lands, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows : 

MEMORIAL. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 

Your memorialists, the Fourteenth Legislative cried of the Territory of 

Arizona, beg leave to represent to your honorable bod 
That the e greater part of the public lands of this Tertiary are desert lands, 
wich in their present condition, are of no benefit to the National Government, 


the Territory, nor the 


settler. 
That there is every Teo babiiiy that water necessary for irrigation could lee 


by means of artesian wells, and that thus large tracts of these lan 
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useful, enriching the Territory and furnishing desirable homes for 
thousands of citizens ; piae parner iaa oe tects t, andthe 
t are not sufficient to invite private capital t 


inducements gobs held ou to try the 


experiment, has refused or to make any appropria- 
tions in this direction for our benefit, and that Territory, pesam fo. its needs 
these lands in the 


and wants, can better judge what laws are necessary to place 
hands of bona fide settlers; wherefore your petitioners respectfully ask that a 
bill be passed by your honorable body ceding these lands to the Territory of 
Arizona in such way that the Territory may be enabled to offer them to bona fide 
settlers who shall cause artesian water to flow thereon. 

Resolved, That our delegate to Congress be, and he is hereby, instructed to use 
all honorable means to bring this subject to the earnest and favorable considera- 


tion of Congress. 
And be it further That the secretary of the Territory be, and he is 


resolved, 
hereby, requested to cause to be a three copies of this memorial and 
> transmit the same; one to the President of the Senate, oneto the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, and one to our Delegate in Congress. 


A. CORNWALL, 
President of the Council. 
porwr to the oor February 8, 1887. 
ro ‘ebruary é 
a a C. MEYER ZULICK, Governor. 


Mr. HOAR. I present resolutions of the Massachusetts Legislature 
in favor of coast defenses and the building of anavy. I suppose the 
resolutions should be read; they are very brief. 

The resolutions were read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


CoMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTs, 1887. 
Resolutions in favor of coast defenses and the building of a navy. 


‘Whereas the people of this Commonwealth, realizing the defenseless condi- 
tion of the seaport cities and towns, not only of this State but of the whole 
country; and realizing, further, the incalculable loss that would befall these 
cities in the event of a war with a foreign power; and h 

Whereas the navy of the country is totally inadequate, in such an event, to 
render substantial aid, either in the defense of our cities and harbors or in pro- 
tecting our commerce upon the high seas; and 

Whereas this condition of our defenses assumes importance to Massachusetts, 
from the fact that the capitol of the State, together with its archives, are on the 
seaboard and liable to bombardment and destruction: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Senate and House of Re mtatives of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts in general court assembled do most respectfully and earnestly 
u upon Congress the appropriation of liberal sums for the purpose of coast 
defenses and for the building of a navy that will command the confidence of our 
own people and the respect of other nations. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted to the Senators and 
Representatives in Congress from this Commonwealth. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 14, 1887. 


Adopted, Sent up for concurrence, 
£ EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 


Senate, February 14, 1837. 
E. HERBERT CLAPP, Clerk. 


EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Justin Winsor, librarian of Har- 
vard University, and other citizens of Massachusetts, praying for a modi- 
fication of paragraphs 660 and 759 of the existing tariff relating to the 
importation of books, maps, and charts for scientific institutions; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of Joseph Battey and 
83 other citizens of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
provide in some way for a convention of American nations, the object 
of which shall be to discuss and agree upon a permanent high court of 
arbitration in which the civilized world may be represented, and to 
which may be referred those disputes that have usually led to war. I 
move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented 15 petitions signed by 2,591 busi- 
ness men and other residents of Washington, D. C., praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill to incorporate the Washington Cable Railway Company; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented nine ponio of citizens of Washington, D. C., 

raying for the passage of bill to incorporate the Washington Cable 
Railway Company; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of San 
Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on 
raisins; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I present the petition of Charles W. 
Denton, of Oregon, with accompanying affidavits, praying for a recon- 
sideration of the bill for his relief. I move that all the papers relating 
to the case be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and that they be 
referred, together with this petition, to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. A 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of- Michigan, representing 7,000 citizens, praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill (S. 1579) granting to the people of the District of Colum- 
bia the right to determine by ballot whether intoxicating liquors may 
hereafter be legally manufactured and sold in the District; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Adopted in concurrence, 
A true copy. Attest: 


He also presented the petition of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Socorro, N. Mex., praying for the appointment of a court or commission 
to adjust the title to the unconfirmed land grant on which the city 
stands; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by the New York 
Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring the passage of a substitute 
for the fortification appropriation bill now being considered by a con- 
ference committee; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented two petitions of Grand Army posts of Kan- 
sas, praying for the passage of the dependent relatives pension bill over 
the President’s veto; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of J. E. Purvis Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Livingston Manor, N. Y., praying for the passage 
of the anti-Mormon bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to 
whom was referred the bill (S, 3025) to extirpate contagious pleuro- 
pneumonia, foot-and-mouth disease, and rinderpest among cattle, and 
to facilitate the exportation of cattle and the products of live-stock, 
and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3317) to enable Indian tribes 
to bring suits in the tribal name in the courts of the United States in 
certain cases; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (S. 3226) 
to determine the liability of the United States under the law for dam- 
ages to the property of citizens of the United States sustained in the 
depredations of Indians; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3304) to authorize the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cher- 
okee, Creek, and Seminole Nations of Indians, respectively, to lease 
lands within their respective boundaries for mining p and to 
validate leases heretofore made for said purposes by the proper author- 
ities of any of said nations, reported it with amendments, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2629) for the relief of William M. Morrison, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the petition of George N. Quintard and George E. Weed, 
assignees of John Roach, praying compensation for work done by order 
of the Navy Department under a public exigency requiring an increase 
of dimensions of the iron frame or hull of the monitor Puritan, and 
for the care, towage, wharfage, &c., of the Roanoke, submitted a re- 
port thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 3318) for the relief of George 
N. Quintard and George E. Weed, assignees of John Roach; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire to say that Ido not concur asa mem- 
ber of the Committee on Claims in that report. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar and the report will be printed. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill. (S. 3280) to authorize the construction of a bridge over.the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo., reported it with 
an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 8978) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee 
River at or near Sheffield, Ala., and for other purposes, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3057) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine 
and settle the accounts of certain States and the city of Baltimore grow- 
ing out of moneys expended by said States and the city of Baltimore 
for military purposes during the war of 1812, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT ON EUROPEAN RAILWAYS. 


Mr. CULLOM. Some time last year the Select Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce asked Mr. Simon Sterne, of New York, who was then 
going abroad, to make an investigation of the relation of the govern- 
ments of Europe to the railways of those countries; which he has done, 
and he has made his report to the Secretary of State. The select com- 
mittee instructed me to ask the Senate to print the document as a sep- 
arate document, so that it may be in a form where we can look at it 
hereafter, as I think it contains valuable information relating to the 
subject that we have had under discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois, from the 
Select Committee on Interstate Commerce, reports in favor of printing 
the report, the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A report to Hon. Thomas F. Bayard, Secretary 
of State, on the relations of the governments of the nations of Western 

to the railways, by Simon Sterne. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the order 
to print will be made. 
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RICHARD B. RIANS. 
Mr. SAWYER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill S 2519) an 
increase of pension to Richard B. having met, after full and confer- 
case Dave agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

. ‘That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the word “twenty-five,” insert “thirty-five;" and that the House agree to 


the same, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
JAMES F. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
JNO. A. SWOPE, 
E. H. CONGER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


POLYGAMY AND AFFAIRS IN UTAH. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimons consent to have printed in bill 
form, for the convenience of Senators, the bill as agreed upon by the 
House and Senate conferees respecting bigamy, polygamy, and other 
things, inasmuch as if the matter should come over from the House of 
Representatives to-day, I should ask the Senate to go on immediately 
with it to-morrow morning, and I thought it would be a convenience 
instead of reading it in the RECORD, where it has been printed, that it 
be printed in bill form, so that every Senator could have it on his desk. 
I ask unanimous consent that it be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill (S. 10) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’’ be 
printed in bill form as agreed upon by the committee of conference. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isuggest that it be printed so as to show the amend- 
ments made by the Senate and the bill as finally agreed upon by the 
committee of conference, so that we may know exactly what the change 
in the status of the bill has been between the two Houses and in the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would be extremely difficult, because the 
House amendment was one entire amendment, which struck out the 
whole of the Senate bill and inserted the body of the bill of their own, 
which contained, to be sure, about nine-tenths of the Senate bill in 
word and in form, but it was a total bill. Ithinkif it be printed in 
the form I suggest that Senators who have the old Senate bill before 
them will see exactly where the differences are, which are very few 
indeed. 5 

Mr. INGALLS. The differences between the House and the Senate 
were so radical that I think it is of great importance that they should 
appear, if possible, in print. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can be done this way (unless there is a suffi- 
cient print now, and that may not be necessary), to print the Senate bill 
as it passed the Senate and the House amendinent as it passed the House, 
and then the print I suggest in addition. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. ‘That will meet the Senator’s point. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be printed in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 5r there be no objection, the several 
bills will be printed as requested. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 3319) granting right of way and 
other privileges to the Hampton and Old Point Railroad Company; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (S. 3320) to create a naval re- 
serve of auxiliary cruisers, officers, and men from the mercantile marine 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3321) to authorize 
and to appropriate money to pay the cost of drilling wells over 3,000 
feet deep in every State and in seven Territories, and to give all profits 
and the valuable minerals found in such wells for school purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted an amendment intended to be p 
by him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAHONE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, 
with the accompanying petition, to lie on the table. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 
That W, G. Ford, administrator of the estate of John G. Robinson, 


have leave to withdraw the papers in respect to said claim from the files of 
Senate, on 


Ẹ 


the condition imposed by the rules. 


REPORTS OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 


Mr. BOWEN submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House pce aay priyad 
rinted at the Government Printing Office 6,000 copies of any matter 
the Bureau of Eth re g to researches and discoveries 
with the study of the North American Indians: Provided, 
shall apply only to matter now on hand or collected during the fiscal year end- 
June 30, 1858; the same to be issued in parts, and the whole to form an an- 
nual volume of bulletins; 2,500 copies of which be for the use of the House 
of Representatives, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,500 copies for 
the use of the Bureau of nology. 
Src, 2. The sum of $3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the 
printing and binding of the aforesaid annual bulletins is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


PRINTING OF ‘‘ FLAGS OF ALL NATIONS.” 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House concurring), That the “ Flags of all Nations,” 
proreza by order of the Secretary of the Navy by the Bureau of Navigation. 
inted, and that 3,000 additional copies be printed, of which 800 copies shali 
be for the use of the Senate, 1,200 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Navy Department, for issue to vessels 
of the Navy, and for sale at the cost of paper and printing, in accordance with 
section 432 of the Revised Statutes. 


CLAIMS AGAINST FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution, which was read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into the matters presented in the message of the President of February 14, 1887, 
relating to an agreement concluded between the minister of the United States 
at Madrid and the Spanish minister of state for the settlement of claims grow- 
ing out of occurrences at tiago de Cuba in regard to the persons of the ofi- 
cers and crew and ap ip of the steamer Virginius; and also inquire into 

resen in the message of the President of January 29, relat- 
made by the arbitrator in the cases of Antonio Pelletier and A. 
ublic of Hayti, under an agreement made between 
Secretary of State of the United States and the minister plenipotentiary for the 
Republic of op dated 24th May, 1881. 

And that sai ttee inquire and report whether the United States has 
any and what power or rightful suiioniy to interfere in any way by legislation 
to control or $ niobe of the matters in dispute or in question between thé par- 


ties interested in said agreements ively. 

2. That said committee plin Siaa and report what action is uired, in 
their opinion, to be taken by the Senate or in each of said matters 
in the event that the Senate or Congress shall decide that the United States have 
any duty to perform in respect thereof, and that said committee have leave also 
to report by resolution or bill such measures as will carry into effect the conclu- 
sions at which they shall arrive. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Letthat resolution be printed and lie on the table 
until to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be printed and lie on the table. 
REPORT ON INTERNATIONAL SHEEP AND WOOL SHOW. 
Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was : 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
rinted,to correct an error in Public Resolution No. 28, ap) August 4, 1886, 
,000 additional copies of the Report of the Commissioner of Agriculture on the 

International Sheep and Wool w held in Philadelphia, Pa., in September, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask consent to have the concurrent resolution 

The printing resolution specified a number of copies for the 

ouse of Representatives and the Senate, &c., and at the end the 

number given was not as great as the number of those specified. It is 
a mere verbal correction, and I ask that the resolution be adopted. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to. 
HOURS OF SESSION. 


Mr. CALL. F offer the following resolution, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration: 

Resolved, That for the remainder of the session the Senate will convene at I1 
po ote ary BOA TIN a recess of one hour, will continue in session until 9 
o e m, 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie over under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will lie over. 

SAINT DOMINIC’S CHURCH. 


Mr. VANCE. There is lying on the table a bill (H. R. 10799) for 
the relief of Saint Dominic’s Church, in the District of Columbia.. I 
move that it be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
` The motion was agreed to. 


DEPENDENT RELATIVES PENSION ACT. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to reconsider the vote by which the petitions 
presented by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] praying for the 
passage of the dependent relatives pension act over the veto of the 
President were laid upon the table. I wish merely to say a word upon 
the subject.. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts 
submits a motion to reconsider the vote indicated by him. - The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has the floor upon the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Kansas just now presented two pe- 
titions of certain Grand Army posts, praying for the of what 
is known as the dependent relatives’ pension bill over the veto of the 
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President, and I wish to take this opportunity, while that subject is 
before the Senate, to call the attention of the country to one single fact 
alone in connection with the chief argument which is brought against 
that rage ery that is the alleged extravagant expenditure for this par- 
ticular object which it will occasion. 

‘I have obtained from the treasurer of the State of Massachusetts a 
statement of the State aid paid by that State to soldiers and their 
families during the last twenty years, by years. ‘This State aid is paid 
out under the most careful supervision of very careful and economic 
officers. I have never heard a claim in any quarter of Massachusetts that 
there were any recipients of that bounty from the State of Massachusetts 
who were not persons iu actual need, and a need caused by the loss of 
health or of the life of the head of the family in the service of the 
country. It does not include bounties, it does not include gratuities, 
it does not include anything except the simple provision for the need 
of soldiers and soldiers’ widows and households occasioned by the war, 
and a need not supplied by the existing pension lists of the nation. I 
should like to have the statement read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The statement will be read, there 
being no objection. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


State aid paid to soldiers and their families by Massachusetts. 


Paid by the 


Gomon. Paid by cities 
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and towns, 


Year. 
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Paid by the Commonwealth during war (to 1866) ........rsessesssssesreesee $8, 254. 
Paid by the Commonwealth since 1865 .......ssss...... $10,006,013 94 
Paid by cities and towns since 1865.......s.sssresmssssssrss 504, 952 76 

10, 510, 966 70 


Total paid in Massachusetts ........sssscesessrseesssess ressos soecossesoeseso 18, 765, 299 78 
Estimated for yenr 1886 i. c.ccsessosecccsissecccccscsteveses -accscsoacsencase véeeses'ee\ ove 375,000 00 


Mr. HOAR. It will be seen that the State of Massachusetts, which 
is less than one-thirtieth in population of the people of this country, a 
State where opportunities for employment, opportunities for assistance 
from neighbors and friends are certainly as good and probably better 
than in nearly every other American State, has paid out upwards of 
$19,000,000 in the n economic supplementing, for the needs of 
soldiers and their widows, of the provisions of the national acts. That 
would make a sum, if carried out through the country in the same pro- 
portion, of at least $600,000,000. Itseemsto me that that table is the 
most emphatic answer to the claim on the part of the Executive that 
the increase of the national burden $75,000,000 or $100,000,000 of the 
present pension list is extravagant or unnecessary. 

I now move that the petitions lie on the table. 

F The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider is with- 
rawn. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its’ 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2519) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard B. Rians. 

The message also announced that the House further insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United States cer- 
tain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes, 
agreed to the further conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. COBB, Mr. 
Bich agri and Mr, PAYSON managers at the conference on the part 

e House. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 3288) to provide for the increase of the naval establishment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate, 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to makea statement tothe Senate. Yes- 
terday morning I gave notice to the Senate that I should move to take 
up for consideration the river and harbor bill immediately after the 
conclusion of the morning business this morning. The Senator from 
Maine has moved now to take up the naval establishment bill. The 
report of the Committee on Commerce, to accompany the river and har- 
bor bill, has not been returned from the Printing Office, and without 
the presence of the report I shall not insist upon taking up the bill; I 
am not prepared of course to go on with it. I wish to give notice now, 
in view of the fact that unanimous consent was given to take up the 
bill in regard to the Eads ship-railway and this naval bill to-day, and 
owing to the absence of the report, that I shall call up the river and 
harbor bill to-morrow morning immediately after the close of the morn- 
ing business. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Maine to allow me to call up a 
Senate bill. It is very important that it should go to the House with- 
out delay. It is a bill to establish a port of entry at Tam It will 
not provoke any discussion, and it is a matter of great public import- 
ance. 

Mr. HALE. I have been appealed to by so many Senators to give 
way that I have been obliged to say no to every one. The naval bill 
is nearly completed; it was almost passed last evening; and if we can 
go on with it now it can be ended very quickly, and then the business 
appropriate to the morning hour, or whatever may be called up from 
the Calendar, will naturally come up. Ishall not bein the way of any- 
body more than a very few minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before we pass from the river and harbor bill, I 
wish to make a suggestion to the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce. This bill, I see, is reported back with a single amendment in 
the nature of a substitute, but this amendment embraces nearly all, if 
not all, the items in the original bill. I think if the Senator from Min- 
nesota would have a print of this bill made, which would show the al- 
terations and changes made in the House text, it would be of great con- 
venience to Senators. I have endeavored to make those alterations 
appear on my bill, but I find it a matter of some moment. I think if 
bret pony could do it, it would greatly facilitate the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In reply to the Senator from Iowa, I desire to 
say to him and to the Senate thata bill in that shape has already been 
prepared and will be laid on the tables of Senators to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam glad of it. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3288) to provide for the increase of the naval establish- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator from South Carolina is absent from the 
Chamber, and desired me for him to withdraw the amendment, saying 
that he did not wish in any way to oppose or obstruct the passage of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment being withdrawn, 
the bill will be reported to the Senate, if no further amendment be pro- 


posed, 

Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment, which I ask may be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Src. —. That the President of the United States shall establish at Pensaco 
Fla., and Norfolk, Va., and at the Brooklyn navy-yard, and at the Mare Islan 
navy-yard,in California, plants of the requisite machinery and implements forthe 
construction of the steam vessels provided for in this which shall be leased, 
on reasonable terms, to be fixed by the President of the United States, to persons 
whose contracts shall be sopros by the President of the United States for the 
construction of such vessels, That one or more of the vessels provided for in 
this act shall be constructed at each of the navy-yards provided for in this act, 
That $1,000,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the parcas and 
erection of the plants and implements for the construction of such vessels, 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this bill, like all the other bills which 
have preceded it from the Committee on Naval Affairs, of which there 
have been several, providing for the construction of naval vessels dur- 
ing my term of service, is subject to this objection: Although the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Navy and the President of the United States are 
given by the bills the control of this money to a certain extent, still in 
the condition of business in the country these expenditures are necessa- 
rily confined to a very small area of the country; in fact they will 
benefit but very few persons of large means concentrated in particular 
localities. If this bill shall be approved and become a law, it might 
properly be said to be a bill for the benefit of a few individuals rather 
than a bill to construct naval shi 


The discretion which is given is very large. We have no informa- 


tion and nothing upon which to predicate an intelligent vote as to what 
kind of naval defense is best to be adopted at this time, as to what 
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character of armored vessels shall be built and will be most available 
for the defense of the country. ¢ 

The Committee on Naval Affairs has not given us any information on 
this subject. The Senate might properly have expected someintelligible 
information from them on a subject of national importance, but we 
have not a word from them or from the Senator reporting the bill, and 
sg same performance has been repeated every session since I have been 

ere. 


The suggestion that has been made, I believe in the New York Herald, 
of a mixed commission of civilians of scientific attainments and practical 
knowledge and naval officers who can take into consideration this sub- 
ject and report to Congress the best and the most approved method of 
defense, I have no doubt would elicit general approval throughout the 
country. 

There is no indisposition in any portion of the country to expend or 
to support a policy of expenditure of liberal amounts of money for a 
proper and approved method of defense of our coasts; but the question 
is, whocan intelligently vote what that shall be? This bill givesan 
absolute discretion as to the character of armored vessels or coast bat- 
teries, with the amount of money that shall be expended, to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. While I am in favor of very large discretion to ex- 
ecutive officers, and a strict responsibility on their part, I think there 
is, perhaps, some force in the objection that we should have some in- 
telligent idea of what is required before voting these large sums of money 
for this purpose. 

But whatever method shall be adopted, whether we shall vote now, 
as I am not unwilling to do, this sum of money to be expended in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, thinking as I do, that a far 
better method can be devised, and that it is subject to the objection 
that the entire expenditure of this money must be in the present state 
of business in our country in the hands of a few or for the benefit of 
a few individuals and a few localities, I shall offer an amendment to 
the bill. I have no idea that it will receive any consideration or ap- 
poA the expenditures proposed by the committee seem to have 

more in the interest of a few individuals of large means than for 
the public service. When they realize the idea that the expenditures 
of the Government should be made for the public good, we may hope 
to have bills which will meet the approval of both Houses of Congress 
and of the people. This policy divorces the favorable opinion of the 
country in its widespread and distant regions from the support of a 
proper policy of naval defense; but if plants were established in the 
different localities where vessels might be built in the different navy- 
yards, either under the contract system or under the Government, it 
would not only benefit those particular regions by the expenditure of 
the money, but it would also bring to the support of the Government 
in this policy the favorable opinion of the people in those localities, 
and it would no doubt enlist a degree of talent and of ability and in- 
terest in the development of a ald og system throughout the whole 
extent of this country which would be advantageous to the public 
service. I am opposed to this constant neglect of the people and the 
constant favor shown to those who control large means and great estab- 
lishments. Letus do something to give the people of moderate means 
a chance to take hold of these works, 

For that reason, Mr. President, I think it would be a wise policy for 
the Government to establish the proper plants in different localities at 
the different navy-yards which could be used for that purpose. Take, 
for instance, Pensacola, in Florida, which has the finest harbor of any 
port upon the Gulf, which isin more immediate contiguity to inex- 
haustible sources of iron capable of being made into the finest steel—in 
Alabama, and where every facility of nature and of art can easily and 
cheaply be concentrated for the construction of these vessels. Why 
should it not be done there? Is the absence of money, the plant, the 
capital, an objection? Wouldit not bewise in the Government to give 
an opportunity for that large body of the citizens of the United States 
who have not money, whose resources are limited, to combine and ex- 
hibit their skill and their capacity in the construction of these vessels ? 
Ican see no objection toa wise public policy which will allow the Govern- 
ment to afford that assistance which it can easily give and economically 
give, towards the construction of these vessels in these different localities; 
and for the purpose of having a vote upon it, and in order that the 
great expenditures of this Government may be distributed and dis- 
persed throughout the country with some degree of fairness, I have 
offered this amendment to this bill. Iam prepared, Mr. President, 
for an ungracious reception of this amendment. I realize how little 
sympathy exists with some members of this body for the ideas that 
promptit. Nevertheless I am confident that this system will have to be 
adopted before any adequate system shall be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I hope this amendment will be voted down. It com- 
plicates the bill very greatly, changes its whole purpose and sentiment. 
I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments, 
made as in Committee of the Whole, were concurred in. 
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The Senator from Maine moves to 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read 
the third time. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, shall the bill pass? 
Mr. VEST. On that I for the yeas and nays. 
acne yens and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e roll. 


Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs]. If he were present, I do not 
know how he would vote, but I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER]. If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER]. If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should 
vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—46, 
Aldrich, Dolph Tugalls, latt, 
Allison, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Blackburn. Evarts, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Blair, Farwell, McMillan, Sherman, 
Bowen, Frye, Manderson, ner, 
Brown, George, Maxey, ‘althall, 
Call, Gorman, Miller, Whitthorne, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell of Oreg., Will 
Cheney, Hampton, organ, Wilson of Iowa, 
Conger, H n, Morrill, Wilson of Md, 
Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, 
Dawes, Hoar, Payne, 

NAYS—7. 

Coke, umb, Van Wyck, Voorhees, 
Jonesof Arkansas, Vance, ‘est, 

ABSENT—23. 
Beck, Colquitt Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
Berry, Edmun . McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Fair, ne, Sewell, ' 
Camden, Gibson, Mitchell of@a., Stanford, 
Chace, Gray, Ransom, Teller. 
Cockrell, Harris, Riddleberger, 

So the bill was passed. 


DISTRICT SUITS BY FOREIGN EXECUTORS, 


Mr. HARRIS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
dar will be stated. 

The bill (H. R. 7596) to enable foreign executors and administrators 
to sue in the District of Columbia, and for other p was an- 
nounced as firstin order; and the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider it. 

It provides that any person or persons to whom letters testamentary 
or of administration have been or hereafter may be granted by the 
proper authority, in any of the United States or the Territories thereof, 
may maintain any suit or action and prosecute and recover any claim 
in the District of Columbia, in the same manner as if the letters test- 
amentary or of administration had been granted to such person or per- 
sons by the proper authority in the District; and the letters testa- 
mentary or of administration, or a copy thereof, certified under the 
seal of the authority granting the same, shall be sufficient evidence to 
prove the granting thereof, and that the person or persons, as the case 
may be, hath or have administration. Thesupreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia may, upon petition of any one interested, require 
from such person or persons the security now required by law in like 
case from a resident administrator or executor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY NEAL. 


The bill (H. R. 8597) for the relief of Henry Neal was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Henry Neal 
of $120, as compensation for services rendered by him as an employé of 
the House of Representatives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 
Mr. MAXEY. Order of Business 1642, being the bill (H. R. 4841) 
to change the eastern and northern judicial districts of Texas, and for 
other purposes, was informally passed over. I ask thatit be nowcalled 


up. 
Tihe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Woulditnot be better to go through 
first with the call? 

Mr. MAXEY. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT. Was not that a bill passed over without prejudice un- 
til the Senator from Texas should return? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Chair suggested that on ac- 
count of thetime consumed in going back it would be better to continue 
the call and then go back to the bill alluded to by the Senator from 
Texas, to which suggestion he yielded. 


The first House bill on the Calen- 
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STABLE FOR HOUSE OFFICES. 


The bill (H. R. 10091) for the construction of a stable for the use of 
the horses and wagons for the use of the offices of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was announced as next in order. 
ae Iask that that bill go over to the other part of the 

endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar under the ninth rule. 


COURTS AT MISSISSIPPI CITY. 


The bill (H. R. 10040) to provide for holding terms of the United 
States courts at Mississippi City, Miss., was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause, and to insert: 

That a term of the circuit and district courts of the United States for the 
southern district of Mississippi shall be held at Mississippi City, in said district, 
on the third Monday in February and on the third Monday in August in each 
year; and the clerks of said courts shall each appoint a deputy clerk to reside 
at said Mississippi City, who shall haye the powers may by law be exer- 
cised by his principal; and the marshal of said district shall appoint a deputy 
marshal to reside at said Mississippi City, and who shall have the powers of 
the other deputy marshals in said district, 

Mr. GEORGE. I offer an amendment, and I will explain that the 
bill as it passed the House provided for a separate division of certain 
counties; the Judiciary Committee at that time were opposed to a sep- 
arate division, and struck that out and provided for courts to be held at 
Mississippi City simply. Since that time the Judiciary Committee 
have changed their policy on that subject and agreed to several bills 
which provide for separate divisions. I have prepared an amendment 
which is an exact copy of one bill reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary in another case, with some verbal amendments, and I offer 
that as a substitute for the committee’s amendment. I send it to the 
desk. The Senate will notice that section 6 has been added in pursu- 
ance of a policy recently adopted by the Judiciary Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro fmpore. The Senator from Mississippi offers 
an amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lieu of the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, it is proposed to insert: 

That the counties of Hancock, Harrison, Jackson, Marion, Perry, and Green, 
being a pas of the southern judicial district of Mississippi, shall be known as 
the southern division of said district; and circuit and district courts for the 


transaction of business pertaining to the persons and property in said southern 
ion shall be held at Mississippi City on the third Mondays of February and 


divisi: 
August in each beet 

Sec. 2. That the said courts to be held at Mississippi City as provided in section 
1 of this act shall be f shall exercise all the powers and jurisdic- 
w possessed or exercised or which may hereafter be ted to orexercised 
ctnow held at Jackson ; and all laws 
and defining how suits against persons or located or found 
in judicial districts 1 be bro Fp mercy tec nergy sigan govern the bring- 
ing of suits in said division; and all of 


ing to the court at Mississippi City, to make out and certify 
a copy of the and p in such suit, and 
the deputy clerk of the big og court at Mississippi City, who shall enter said 


cause on his docket, and the same shall be proceeded with as if it had been 
originally brought in said court, The fees for such transcript shall be paid by 
the party apply for the same. 

Src. 4. That the marshal and clerks of said southern district of Mississippi 
shall aj nt , who shall reside at Mississippi City, and act as ma: 
and clerks of courts in place of their principals. 


Sec. 5. That the United States shall not be at any expense in providing for a 
building or room for the holding of said courts in Mississippi City. 

Sec. 6. That the grand and yaar jurors empaneled in either of said courts shall 
act as grand and petit jurors for the other court held at the same term and place. 

Mr. INGALLS. This bill was referred originally to the Committee 
pn the Judiciary, by whom it was considered with great deliberation. 
I do not violate confidence in saying that it was a subject of very con- 
siderable discussion in the committee, and that its members were not 
united even in the amendment that was reported; and now amid un- 
paralleled confusion in this Chamber that renders it impossible to hear 
what is read from the Secretary’s desk, the Senator from Mississippi 
poroen a fundamental and radical change in the entire proposition. 

do not think it is just or fair, and I shall take the liberty of object- 
ing to the consideration of the bill farther at this time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the next bill 
in order will be stated. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move that the bill be taken up and considered 
notwithstanding the objection. 

The PRESID. protempore. The Senator from Mississippi moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of this bill, the objection 
to the contrary notwithstanding. The question is on that motion. 

ak motion was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 20, 
noes 22. 

STABLE FOR HOUSE OFFICES. 


Mr. HALE. I have examined the bill to which I just now objected 


and wish to withdraw my objection. It is House bill 10091, No. 2062 
in the Order of Business. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be again reported. It has been read at length. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10091) for the construction of a stable for the use of the 
horses und wagons for the use of the offices of the House of Representa- 
tives. = 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments; in line 3, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert “‘six;’’? after the word “thousand,” in 
the same line, to insert ‘‘five hundred;’’ in line 6, after the word ‘‘un- 
der,” to strike out ‘‘ Edward Clark” and insert ‘‘the;” and in line 8, 
after the word ‘‘stable,’’ to insert ‘‘carpenter shop.’’ 

‘The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I think the bill had better be read now as it stands 
amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 


city of 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read ‘‘A bill for the construction of 
a building for stable and carpenter shop for the accommodation of the 
offices of the House of Representatives.” 


ADDITIONAL JUDGE IN NEW MEXICO. 


The bill (H. R. 9642) to provide for an additional associate justice 
of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, and read the third time. ; 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the last section of that bill read 
once more. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 6. That all offenses committed before the passage of this act shall be 
prosectited, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the same effect 
(except as to the number of judges) as if this act had not passed, 


The bill was passed. . 
BRIDGE AT CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


The bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the construction of a brid ge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn., was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘that,’? 
to strike out “‘any corporation existing or which may be organized,” 
and insert “the Memphis and Charleston Railroad Company, organ- 
ized,” and afterthe word ‘‘passengers,”’ at the end of line 12, to insert: 

For reasonable rates or tolls, to be fixed by said company; and the 


of War shall have the right, from time to time, to revise, prescribe, and deter- 
mine such rates or tolls. 


So as to make the section read: 


Company, organized under the 
, authorized to construct and 


structed to provide for the Ly od of railway and, at the option of the 

corporation by which it may be built, may be used for the penne of wagons 

and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and'‘for foot-passengers, for 

reasonable rates or tolls, to be fixed by said company; and the Secretary of War 

rae nasos right, from time to time, to reyise, prescribe, and determine such 
or 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the end of section 2, to insert: 


the authorized to be constructed under this act shall be a lawful 
structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, and the same is 
hereby dec! to be a post-route, upon which also no 


over said eons go than the rate per mile for their transmission over 

bridge; and the United States shall Sers the Lenia way across 
postal-telegraph purposes. 

bridge shall be so braseyenteocoy SRDE UT draw, span, or otherwise, that a free 

may be secured to all water-craft navigating said river 

constructed 


corporation shall maintain, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such 
ligħts or other signals on bridge as the ar shall prescribe. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


in next amendment was to strike out section 5 in the following 
words: 

a 5. That the right to alter, ameħd, or repeal this act is hereby expressly re- 
se! . 


1887. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: . 

Suc. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or this act, so asto tor re- 
move all material and substantial A Lehar A the aviati of MA river 
by the construction of the said bridge is hereby expressly reserved; and any al- 
terations or changes that may be required by Congress in the br: constructed 
under this act shall be made by the corporation owning or controlling the same, 
at his own expense. Furthermore, if the construction of said bridge shall not 
be commenced within two and completed within four years after oa grepa of 
this act, all privileges conferred hereby and this act shall become null and void. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
the bill and ask a conference with the House of Representatives on the 
disagreeing votes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

r. PLATT. Since a conference committee is to be appointed on 
the bill I wish to call the attention of the Senator who reported it to 
this clause in the bill: 

Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains, 
and, at the option of the corporation by which it may be built, may be used for 
the pge of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and 
for foot ngers, for reasonable rates or tolls, to be fixed by said company; 
and the ary of War shall have the right, from time to time, to revise, pre- 
scribe, and determine such rates or tolls. 


I have no doubt Congress may do it, but I have very great doubts 
whether Congress can delegate to the Secretary of War the right to fix 
tolls on a bridge for foot passengers and wagons. I merely call the 
attention of the Senator to it. ; 

Mr. CONGER. I thinka provision has been putin many bills giving 
the Secretary of War the right to decide questions arising between one 
railroad company having a bridge and other railroads about their ap- 
proaches. It has been put in many other bills for the security of the 
public against tolls that might be unreasonable and extortionate. So 
far it has worked very well. 

Mr. PLATT. I sympathize with the object of it but I donot believe 
Congress has any such power. I do not believe it can delegate any 
such authority to the Secretary of War. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as the con- 


ferees on the part of the Senate Mr. CONGER, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. 


PLATT. 
WILLIAM E. BOND. 


The bill (H. R. 1741) for the relief of William E. Bond was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to William E. 
Bond, late internal-revenue collector for the first district of North Car- 
olina, $398.50, being the sum paid into the Treasury by him in excess 
of the taxes actually collected by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS OF MIAMI AND SANDUSKY. 


The bill (H. R. 6538) to define the boundaries of the collection dis- 
tricts of Miami and Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. I inquire of the Chair if he understands that the 
description of the Miami district takes in a part of the territory of the 
district of Detroit? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not change the western 
boundary. It is only as to the jurisdiction about the islands. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD ACCOUNTS, 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 170) authorizing an investigation of the 
books, accounts, and methods of Pacific railroads which have received 
aid from the United States was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. At the request of the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. McoPrerson], who is absent to-day, I ask that that joint resolu- 
tion may go over without prejudice. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no occasion to insert the words “without 
prejudice.” I suppose I am stating nothing that itis improper to state 
when I say that that resolution has been placed upon an order of busi- 
ness a on, and it will never be convenient to discuss it under the 
five-minute rule. Itmaygooyergenerally. I have an understanding 
with the Senator from-New Jersey that it shall not be taken up until 
his return. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
jection. 

RAILROAD ACROSS FORT MEADE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The bill (H. R. 10048) to authorize the Fremont, Elkhorn and Mis- 
souri Valley Railroad to build its road across the Fort Meade Military 
Reservation was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The resolution goes over under ob- 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 

Mr. MANDERSON. This bill having the Senate bill of like 
title might as well be indefinitely postponed. It is Order of Business 
1970. 

The bill (S. 2921) to authorize the Fremont, Elkhorn and Missouri 
Valley Railroad Company to build its road across the Fort Meade Mili- 
tary Reservation was indefinitely postponed. 


PROMOTION IN MEDICAL DEPARTMENT OF ARMY. 


The bill (H. R. 7819) to establish the order of promotion in the Medi- 
cal Department of the Army was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is a Senate bill covering the identical 
ground, similar in terms. I move that it be indefinitely postponed. It 
is the bill (S. 2139) to establish the order of promotion in the Medical 
Department of the Army. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ANDREW J. EDGERLY. ` 

The bill (H. R. 10353) for the relief of Andrew J. Edgerly was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to the Secre- 
tary of War to so amend the military record of Andrew J. Edgerly, late 
a first lieutenant of the Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, 
as to grant to him an honorable discharge as of March 10, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELENOR C. RANSOM, 

The bill (H. R. 10795) granting a pension to Elenor C. Ransom was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll, at $12 a month, the name of Mrs. Elenor C. Ransom, of 
Los Angeles, Cal., who served as a hospital nurse and sanitary agent 
in the Union Army from February, 1863, to the close of the war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. GRIGSBY. 


The bill (H. R. 6312) for the relief of James M. Grigsby was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize the Post- 
master-General to adjust and settle the claim of James M. Grigsby, late 
postmaster at Montague, Tex., for money-order funds lost in transit 
through the mails, notwithstanding the provisions of the act entitled 
** An act authorizing the Postmaster-General to adjust certain claims 
of postmasters for loss by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casualty,” 
approyed March 17, 1882. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES RIDDLE. 

The bill (H. R. 6952) granting a pension to Charles Riddle was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charles Riddle, father of Milton Riddle, de- 
ceased, late of Company G, Eighteenth Kentucky Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time,; and passed. 

£ WILLIAM M’FADDEN. 

The bill (H, R. 6027) granting a pension to William McFadden was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William McFadden. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM REDDICK. 

The bill (H. R. 10473) granting spram to William Reddick was 
considered as in Committee of the e. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of William Reddick, corporal in see ies, 
Thirty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteers, who was one of the ed 
‘t Mitchell raiders,” sent out in 1862 by General O. M. Mitchell for 
certain hazardous military p , at the rate of $24 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY MERICLE. 

The bill (H. R. 2998) granting a pension to Henry Mericle was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Itproposes to place on the pa 
sion-roll the nameof Henry Mericle, late a private in Company D, Sixth 
Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC ASKIE. 

The bill (H. R. 8485) granting a pension to Isaac Askie was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Isaac Askie, late a private in Company C, Thirty- 
seventh United States Colored Troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MARY J. GILBERT. 


The bill (H. R. 5345) for the relief of Mary J. Gilbert was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary J. Gilbert, sister of De Witt Gilbert, late 
of Company G, Eighty-ninth New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. MULVEY. 


The bill (H. R. 7996) for the relief of William J. Mulvey was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It to authorize the President to revoke so much of general 
orders No. 46, headquarters Department of West Virginia, of April 4, 
1865, as relates to and directs the dismissal from the Army, with loss 
of all pay and allowances, of Second Lieut, William J. Mulvey, of 
Company D, Second Regiment West Virginia Veteran Volunteers, and 
to grant him an honorable discharge of that date. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. EDMOND G. FECHET. 


The bill (H. R. 1173) to correct the record of Capt. Edmond G. 
Fechét was considered as in Committee of the Whole. In order to cor- 
rect the record of Capt. Edmond G. Fechét, of the Eighth Regiment 
of Cavalry, United States Army, and fix his relative rank as provided 
in section 1219 of the Revised Statutes, the President is authorized to 
eommisson Fechét a captain in the Eighth Regiment of Cavalry, to 
date from the 23d of May, 1870, that being the date his present com- 
mission as captain would have been dated had not an error been made 
in the first arrangement of the lieutenants of the regiment; but the 
issuing of such commission shall not entitle Fechét to any extra pay 
or com tion. 

The bill.was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT W. SPANG. 


The bill (H. R. 9446) for the relief of Robert W.-Spang was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to the Secretary 
of War to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adju- 
tant-General of the Army the charge of desertion against Private Robert 
W. Spang, late of Company B, Ninety-third Pennsylvania Infantry 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next four cases on the Calendar 
being adversely reported will be considered as objected to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Adverse reports do not come within the rule under 
which we are acting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will retain their places on 
this Calendar, being merely over informally, 

Mr. HARRIS. They do not fall under the rule under which we are 
acting, and therefore they hold their places on the Calendar. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN INSURANCE COMPANIES. 


The bill (H. R. 1628) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance 
Company, and the Commercial Mutual Insurance Company, all of New 
York city; the Western National Bank, the Merchants’ National Bank, 
and the Maryland Fire Insurance Company, of Baltimore, Md., was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think that had better go over; it will take up all 
the time of the morning. 

Mr. MILLER. I hope the Senator will not object. There is a re- 
port in the case which will satisfy the Senate if itis read. Ido not care 
to discuss the bill. It is reported favorably from the Finance Com- 
mittee, and we can have a vote in five minutes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am now engaged in preparing the views of the 
minority on that bill. It can not be considered under this rule, and I 
shall object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under objection. 

Mr. MILLER, This bill was reported February 8. If the minority 
of the committee had any views to present, they could have presented 
them by this time. This bill is reported favorably by the committee; 
and if bills so reported to be considered under this rule are to be ob- 
jected to by one Senator simply because he desires to defeat a bill in 
the Senate after having failed to defeat it in committee, I want to say 
that I may be considered as objecting to all other bills being taken up 
except by a vote of the Senate. ~ 

Mr. HARRIS. The question is not debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, under the 
rule the bill goes over. s 

Mr. MILLER. Let this bill retain its place. I will not undertake 
to stop the passage of bills of other Senators; but if this bill is to be 
taken out of its place on this Calendar, I shall move now to take it up 
most certainly, 


The PRESIDENT “pro tem 


. If there be no objection, the bill 
will retain its place on the Calendar. The Chair hears no objection to 


that su ion. 
Mr. MILLER. And I give notice that at thefirst opportunity under 


this rule again I shall move to take up that bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I give notice that I shall object, if here, to 
the of the bill in the public interest, and I desire to be present 
when the bill is considered. Ishall be absent from my sest for the 
next two da, 

Mr. MILLER. Ifthe Senator is to be away the next two days, per- 
haps he will consent to take up the bill now and take all the time he 
rae to discuss it. I shall not consent to the bill being laid over two 

ys. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MILLER. I makeitin order by moving to take the bill up. 
If the Senator wants a day or two, I am ready to proceed to the discus- 
sion of the bill at once. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I cannot control the action of the Senator from 
New York. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been passed over with- 
out prejudice, and the next case will be stated. s 

Mr. MILLER. Ihave already given notice that I shall move to 
take up the bill at the first opportunity, whether the Senator from 
Rhode Island is present or not. 


GRAVELED ROAD TO RICHMOND NATIONAL CEMETERY, 


The bill (H. R. 7209) to authorize the construction of a graveled 
road to the Richmond National Cemetery, near Richmond, Va., was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the attention of the Senator who reported that 
bill. Itreads: ‘‘That the sum of twenty-five thousand be, and the same 
emer srl appropriated.” Does it mean ‘twenty-five thousand dol- 

? 


Mr. HAMPTON. Twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. HARRIS. It had better be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It ismoved to insert the word ‘‘dol- 
lars” after the words ‘‘twenty-five thousand.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ` 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 

a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDNANCE ACCOUNTS OF DAKOTA TERRITORY. 


The bill (H. R. 8030) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the 
Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance stores issued to said 
Territory, and for other purposes, was considered asin Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

RETURN OF BOXES IN TREASURY. 

The bill (H. R. 2208) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
deliver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited in 
the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT POTTS. 


The bill (H. R. 9119) granting a pension to Robert Potts was consid- 
eredas in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Robert Potts, formerly a member of Company F, Third 
New Jersey Volunteers, for rheumatism and resulting disease of heart. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF EDWIN T. PILKENTON. 


The bill (H. R. 2517) for the relief of the estate of Edwin T. Pilken- 
ton, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides for the payment to the estate of Edwin T. Pilkenton, deceased, 
of $2,684.96, or so much thereof as the Secretary shall find was actu- 
ally lost, in full satisfaction for his claim for that amount of internal- 
revenue tobacco-stamps which were destroyed by fire in the burning 
of his tobacco factory on the 3d of May, 1869, in Manchester, Va. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTIN H. M’CHESNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5289) affirming the action of the President of the 
United States in annulling and revoking an order dismissing Martin 
H. McChesney from service in the armies of the United States, and 
honorably discharging said McChesney from said service, was consid< 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the preamble be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read the preamble, as follows: 
Whereas Martin H. McChesney, late a captain in Second Regiment New York 


Volunteer Mounted Rifles, was an order from the War Department errone- 
ously and improperly dismissed from the service of the Government for ab- 
sence without leave, when the said McChesney was, and had been for many 
months prior thereto, a prisoner of war in the hands of the enemy; and 

_ by reason of his erroneous and improper dismissal as aforesaid the 
said McChesney is, under the rulings and decisions of the accounting officers of 
Government, deprived of certain pay and allowances to which he would other- 
wise have been entitled by reason of his services: Therefore, 


Mr. PLATT. How long does that give pay from? I should like a 
little explanation of it more than appears in the preamble of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire that the re- 
port be read? 

Mr. PLATT. If there is a report, I wish that the report may be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. WAL- 
THALL February 8, 1887: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5289) 
affirming the action of the President of the United States annulling and revok- 
ing an order dismissing Martin H. McChesney from servicein the armies of the 
United States and honorably di said McChesney from said service, 
having considered the same, report as follows: 

Your committee, on facts set forth in the following report, prepared by 
ah Braae, from the House Committee on Military Affairs, recommend that the 

pass, 

Following that report the order of restoration therein referred tois presented: 

It appears from the report of the Adjutant-General of the Army, which is 
hereto attached and made a part of this report, that Martin H. McChesney was 
a captain in Company E, Second New York Mounted Rifles, and was dismissed 
the service for “absence without leave’? November 30, 1864, to take effect as of 


October 31, 1864. 

It also appears that Captain McChesney was, when reported “absent with- 
out leave” and dism therefor, in fact a prisoner of war; that he subse- 
quently made his escape and reported on March 18, 1865; and there: his case 
was reconsidered ; and upon proof presented the order dismissing him was re- 


voked, and in lieu thereof he was orably discharged to take effect March 


18, 1865, 
“The committee are unable to see or learn any good cause for question as to the 
pay and allowances which it is proper this officer should receive, but as it ap- 
pears from the recital of the bill that some objection has been raised by the ac- 
countin: amer perhaps wing out of a question as to the regularity of the 
order of restoration and the right of pay under it, the committee deem it not 
sen (aes but a matter of duty, to assist him in getting what is his due by leg- 

tion, 

The bill, however, recites his discharge asof May 11, 1865, and if passed in this 
form would pave: pay and allowances to that date, when in fact the honorable 
disel was e to take effect March 18, 1865, the date of his report. 

The committee therefore report the bill back with an amendment, striking 
out the words “May 11” where the words occur, in the fifth and sixth lines of the 
second page of the bill, and inserting in ‘Paes thereof the words ** March 18,” 
and when so amended recommend the bill do pass, 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE 
Washington, April 20, 1886, 

Sim: I have the honor to return herewitha bill (H. R. 5289), Forty-ninth Con- 

first session) to affirm the action of the President in revoking an order 

ismissing Capt. Martin H. McChesney, Second New York Mounted Rifles Vol- 

unteers, and honorably discharging him from service, submitted to the Dopart 

ment by the Hon. E. 8. BRAGG, chairman Committee on Military Affairs, House 
of Representatives, and to report as follows: 

The reeords of this office show that Martin H. McChesney was mustered into 
service as captain Company E, Second New York Mounted Rifles Volunteers, 
with company, to date January 29, 1864, to serve three years, 

Muster-roll of spades é from February 29 to September 1, 1864, (six-months’ 


muster), reports him “A t; sent to the hospital on or about May 22, 1864,” 
and roll for September and October, 1864, ‘‘ Missing since May 22, 1864; sop- 
to bea ner; error in last roll,” ental return for May, 1864, is 

not on file. turn for June reportshim “Absent without leave since 21,” 
and for July “Absent without leave, May 21; sopone to be in Libby Prison.” 
On October 19, 1864, the commanding general Ninth Army Corps (General 


Parke) requested that Captain McChesney, who had been gq ergies absent with- 
out leave since (time unknown), be returned for duty with his regiment in the 
field, his services being absolutely necessary on account of the small number of 
officers present for duty with the regiment. 

Upon the receipt of that request at this office, Captain McChesney was on Oc- 
tober 31, 1864, published officially for absence without leave, and cited to ap) 
before the military commission, then in session in this city, and make defense 
to the charge against him. Having failed to appear, he was dismissed the serv- 
ice, to date October 31, 1864, for absence without leave, in special orders from 
this rtment, dated November 30, 1864. 

On rch 18, 1865, he reported, by letter from this city, to the commissary-gen- 
eral of prisoners as follows: “I have the honor to submit to you the following 
ee which I certify pce my honor to be true and correct: I was taken 
prisoner May 25, 1864, near Bowling Green, Va., and have been held as a pris- 
oner by the rebel government until I made my escape and reported to General 
Sherman at Columbia, S. C., February 16,1865. I left General Sherman at Fay- 
etteville, N. O., March 12, 1865, with orders to report to youat Washington.” e 
submitted with his report several letters from officers certifying that they had 
been prisoners of war with him, 

March 20, 1865, the commissary-general of prisoners referred the report to the 
Adjutant-General, with the statement that *'there is no record in this office of 
the imprisonment of Captain MvuChesney, but the within papers seem to estab- 
tablish his case,” And on March 23, 1865, the papers were referred to the mili- 
tary commission, before which he had been previously cited to appear, for a re- 
hearing, with remark that, “ This being a peculiar case, should be very care- 
fully considered.” Captain McChesney was notified of the reference, and in- 
formed that he could appear before the ion and make defense should 
he deem it necessary. 
commission, after mature deliberation, decided that the defense 
of the accu: was satisfactory, and recommended his restoration to service. 

The proceedings and report of the commission were, on April 24, 1865, referred 
to the commanding general Ninth Army Corps (General Parke for remarks 
previous to final action by this Department, and returned May 3, with the 
statement that, ‘‘As the e against the party in o Epee arose from my re- 
quest that he be returned to duty with his command, I would respectfully rec- 
ommend, in view of the facts in the case, that he be restored to the seryice.” 
Thereupon, by special orders dated May 11, 1865, from this office, the dismissal 
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of Captain McChesne: 


y was revoked, and he was honorably discharged the sery- 
ice to date March 18, 1865, the date he reported as an escaped prisoner of war te 
the II hres of prones in ne Sr i 

am, sir, very respectfully, your o! ent servant, 

SEs J. ©. KELTON, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, 

The SECRETARY or War, 
[Special Orders No, 222.] 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, May 11, 1865. 
[Extract.] - 
s s © s 


s 
52. By direction of the President, on the report of a board of officers, con- 
vened by Special Orders No. 53, series of 1863, from this office, so much of 
Special Orders No. 424 ph 16, November 30, 1864, from this office, as dis- 
missed Capt. Martin H. MeCheaney, Second New York Mounted Rifles, to date 
October 81, 1864, is hereby revoked, and he is honorably discharged the service 
of the United States, to date March 18, 1865, the date at which he reported as an 
escaped prisoner of war to the Adjutant-General of the Army. He will receive 
no final es Sop eens until he has satisfied the Pay Department that he is not in- 
debted to the Government, 
* . s Ea = x e 
By order of the Secretary of War. 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
February 7, 1887. 

Oe OTTA I. ©. KELTON 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Mr. PLATT. It seems to be all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS WHIPPLE BARRACKS RESERVATION, 


The bill (H. R. 9339) granting the right of way to the Prescott and 
Arizona Central Railway Company across the Whipple Barracks Military 
Reservation, in Arizona, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES ROACH. 


The bill (H. R. 228) for the relief of James Roach was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let that lie over without objection for a moment. 
I wish to get the report to recall my recollection of the facts. The bill 
was unanimously reported from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


COURTS AT VICKSBURG. 


The bill (H. R. 6764) to provide for holding terms of the United States 
courts at Vicksburg, Miss., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. I would inquire of the Senator from Mississippi if 
this is the bill that was up awhile ago? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. CULLOM. There was objection to that, and I did not know 
whether this was the same bill or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary will be read. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, in sec- 
tion 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘ Jackson,’’ to strike out: 


And for the purpose of exercising the jurisdiction herein conferred the said 
western division shall be a separate judicial district. 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2, That the said courts to be held at Vicksburg, as provided in section 1 
of this act, shall be of and shall exercise all the powersand jurisdiction 
now possessed or exercised, or which may hereafter be granted to or exercised 
by the circuit and district courts in said district now held at Jackson; and ali 
laws regulating and defining how suits against persons or popas located or 
found in judicial districts shall be brought shall be applicable to and govern the 
bringing of suits in said division; and all laws touching the removal of causes 
from State courts to United courts shall apply to said court hereby estab- 
lished; but all crimes and offenses heretofore committed within said southern 
district shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with 
the same effect as if this act had not been passed, 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was in section 3, line6, before the word‘‘ clerk’? 
to insert ‘‘deputy;’’ in the same line before the word ‘‘court’’ to 
strike out ‘‘said’’ and insert ‘‘ the proper;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the clerks of the courts now held at Jack- 
son, on demand of either party to any suit now pending in either of said courts 
and properly belonging to the court at Vicksburg, to make out and certify a 
copy of the record and proceedings in such suit, and to transmit the same to the 
deputy clerk of the proper court at Vicksburg, who shall enter said cause on his 
docket, and the same shall be proceeded with as if it had been originally brought 
in said court. The fees for such transcript shall be paid by the party applying 
for the same. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was in section 4, line 1, after the words ‘‘ mar- 
shal and,” to strike out "clerk ” and insert “clerks; ” and in line 3, 
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after the word “‘said,”’ to strike out ‘‘court’”’ and insert ‘‘ courts in 
place of their principals;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 4. That the marshal and elerks of said southern district of Mississippi 
shall —— deputies, who shall reside at Vicksburg and act as marshal and 
clerk of said courts in place of their principals. 

The amendment was a to. : 

Mr. CONGER. I noticed in the reading of this bill that it is pro- 
vided that these four counties shall be a judicial district. Is that still 
in the bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. CONGER. I notice in the words of the bill that it is provided 
that these four counties shall be a judicial district, 

Mr. GEORGE. That is stricken out. 

Mr. CONGER. What is it entitled now? 

Mr. GEORGE. A division of the district. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been out of the Chamber on other business 
for a few moments, and I will inquire of the Senator from Mississippi 
whether any amendments have been proposed other than those which 
were reported by the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. GEORG None. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Puan, Mr. 
WILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. GEORGE were appointed. 


JAMES ROACH, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask that the Senate go back to the previous Order 
of Business 2152. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 228) for the relief of James Roach. 
t proposes to remove from the records the charge of desertion now un- 

canceled and standing against James Roach, late a private in Company 
E, Seventeenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NORTH CAROLINA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10658) to change the lines between the eastern and western 
judicial districts of North lina, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment to add to the bill: 

But all crimes and offenses heretofore committed in said western district shall 
be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the same 
effect as if this act had not been passed. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be tt enacted, £e., That the counties of Chatham, Durham, and Oran; 
constituting a part of the western judicial district of North Caro 
and are hereby, transferred to and made part of the eastern judicial district of 
North Carolina; but all crimes and offenses heretofore committed in said west- 
ern district shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and 
with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment in 
this cage and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. s 

By unanimous consent, the President tempor was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. GEORGE, Mr. 

ILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. HOAR were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate the bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of 
James W. Goodrich, which bill was returned by the President of the 


United States to the House of Representatives in compliance with a 
resolution of the two Houses. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the Honse had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to provide for print- 
ing the third annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry; and it 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced ‘that the bill (S. 222) to 


; now 


amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, making an annual appro- 
priation to provide arms and equipments for the militia, having been 
received by the President February 1, 1887, and not having been re- 
turned to the House of Congress in which it originated within the ten 
days prescribed by the Constitution it had become a law without his 


vere . 
message also announced that the President had on the 16th in- 
stant approved and signed the act (S. 1536) for the purchase of suitable 
grounds in the city of Owensborough, in the State of Kentucky, and 
the erection thereon of a public building for the post-office, United 
States collector’s office, United States commissioner’s office, and for the 
use of other United States officers in said city, and appropriating money 
for said purposes. 
MRS. ARLANTA T. TAYLOR. 

ee PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour having ex- 
pired— 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask that Order of Business 1415, being the bill 
(H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Mrs. Arlanta T. Taylor, which I 
requested to lie over a day or two when this call was made, be now 


passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks for 
the consideration of House bill 7310. Is there objection? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Arlanta T. Taylor. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name 
of Arlanta T. Taylor, widow of John T. Taylor, who was a private in 
Company B, First Engineers Missouri Volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


ADELICA PERRY. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
to allow the Senate to take up and pass Order of Business 2176, House 
bill 4535. It is a pension bill and requires an amendment of a single 
letter in the name of the pensioner. It will have to go back to 
House of Representatives to make that amendment, and it is so late in 
the session that it may be lost. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill referred to by him. ' 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
prsesia to consider the bill (H. R. 4535) granting a pension to Ade- 

isa Perry. 

It proposes to place on the pension-roll, at $12 per month, the name 
of Adelisa Perry, of Worcester, Mass., who served as a nurse during the 
war of the rebellion, and is now incapacitated from earning a livelihood 
by sickness induced by that service. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the letter ‘‘s’’ in the name “Adelisa” be 
stricken ont, and the letter “‘c’’ inserted. It is thought best that that 
change should be made. 

Mr. PLATT. „Is that necessary ? 

Mr. HOAR. It is thought better to make the change. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
Adelica Perry.” 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment intended to be p by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-RAILWAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is now be- 
fore the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship- 
Railway Company, and for other A i ro the ponding aoe being 
on the amendment proposed by Mr. YAN WYCK to at the end of 
section 2 of the amendment of Mr, VEST: 

That no certificate for stock shall be issued until the same shall be fully paid 
for in money of the par value of said stock, and the mone ted in the 
treasury of said company; and said compan. is hereby prohibi from return- 
ingot repaying any part of the money so paid. 

Yo bonds in excess of the amount of Spe eri paid and received shall be áu- 
thorized or issued until such paid capital 1 amount to the sum of $10,000,000, 
and no bonds shall be issued or disposed of at less than par value. 


Mr. VEST. Since this bill was last under consideration in the Sen- 
ate I have redraughted the amendment which I offered by way of sub- 
stitute, and have endeavored to obviate a good many of the objections 
made to the bill in the debate. I ask consent to ear pg wean 
tion which I submitted as a substitute for the original. as I have 
redrawn it, and I ask that it be read for information. That takes the 
place of all the amendments I have offered. I have endeavored to in- 
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in this substitute many of the provisions that were 
by different Senators in the debate the other day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
MaN, his amendment to enable the Senator from Missouri to pre- 
sent 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
can be read for information. I do not desire to withdraw my amend- 
ment so that it will lose its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment now submitted 
would not be in order until the amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska should be disposed of. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I withdraw mine for that purpose, but I 
shall renew it immediately after this is read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
an amendment as a substitute for the amendment first offered by him, 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 


Whereas the Government of Mexico has granted unto James B. 
such ne gen as he may organize, a concession containing certain 
v 


or to 
wers, 


rights, an Hag re in the matter of the construction and pa kunia uae, ofa ship- 
lway across the Isthmus of mde gpa set with an accessory railway, lines of 


telegraph, and water mpyrcnets es, and has authorized said to obtain a 
ter for said com er in Mexico or elsewhere: Therefore, 


Be it enacted Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congr Ainon That for the purpose of constructin; Png Oe 
or ‘ul 


ating said ship-railway y and its accessories hereinbefore recited, an 
enjoyment of all the rigata, pti ek and concessions contained in the herein- 
ted grant, and = others as may be hereafter secured from ee 


Minnet Willian Thaw, of Pitsbary Pa.; Charles es Lockhart of Pit eh, 
gh John Paton, of New 


Wilton “brace: of Pittsburgh, Pas er dan Y 
y H. Oglesby, of New Orleans, La. raat by 
rtheli, of Kew. York; John B meri of Bal 


fore- 


He Bruns, of New Orleans, La, ; 5 
ieie of Mexia Tex.; ated p arat of New oaea J. 8. Brown, of 
Pittsburgh, Pa. ; Ri ouse Moore, of panes Ala.; D. O. Barr, of Pittsburgh, 
Pa.; George H. L Christy, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; H. Omida of Pittsburgh, Pa. ; 
John = ra cor te of ARSEN Pa.; A. 'dibbins, of Now xouki ohn A, 
Wood, of New Ag „W 
of of Pitsburg ea Bet Ts a of Pittsb 
; Martin Van Brocklin, of One 

Sprinaied, M labs Mana Bradley, of New Orleans, La.; “ivi 

nt Oh ell, o! h, k, of 


New York; oR L ©. Dupuy, uf New Orleans, La.; Frank Kennedy, ot New 
Orleans, La.; G. B. Lawrason, of New Orleans, La, ; Phe oh em P. ee of New 
Orleans, La. ; James McConnell, of New Orleans, La, jr., of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. ; J. S. McCord, of Pittsburgh, Pa; William M. L on, papri itaburgh, 
; Jess EL. Lippincott, of Pittsburgh, Pay Charles E. Donnelly, of Pitts- 
ol Pa.; Gilbert T. Rafferty, of Pittsburgh, Pa. Paul Dunlevy, of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.; Phili Bie ee Donohue of New York; John Johnson of Bek Orleans, 
La.; ride, of Pittsburgh, Pa.; O. M. f Pi 
Pa.: Charles E Speer, of Pittsburgh, Pa, ; lank Beea of Pittsbu argh, J Pa; 
‘Albert B. Miles, of New Orleans, La,;' Frank S. Stephens, of Pepper ag a F. 
Andrews, of R A AE D. Veni Wio of Pittsb Pa.; D. 8. Wilton: 
of Pittsburgh, Pa.; R. M. . Van Arsdale, of New York; John R. Fell, of New Or- 
La.; Charles E. Fenner, of New Orleans, La. ; E. B. Kruttseh: nitt, of New 
Orl La.; E. H, Farrar, of New Orleans, La., MRE rte others = bear be as- 
social „and their successors, are hereby created a bod corporate nile and 
in deed and in Jaw under and’ by the name, style, and title of * The ‘Atlan re 
Pacific prin gare Nea Company,” and by that name shall pee pe 
cession, and shall be able to sue and be sued, plead and be implea mag defend 
and be defended, in all courts of law and equity within the V 
America, and shall generally have and possess all the rights, is, priviles and me 
ers usually possessed by similar bra ape and ma lawful things nec- 
essary to carry into effect the purposes of act, an Been the fullenjoyment 
of the powers, privileges, rights, and concessions contained in the a ee herein- 


h, 


before recited, and any supplementary grant; and said com: 
thorized and empowered to make and have a common to Paagutte, id 
beter apes or otherwise dispose of property, real and perso to issue capital 


stock and bonds in such upoe a which shall nok Boever esaa the aggre- 
gate $100,000,000, and to elect such officers, empl: it Bop agents and attorne 
establish such offices in rage pane or places, and impose and collect such to! 
rates, and charges as to it, company, may seem pees and proper; an 
“a com: ay is hereby rp vonage and empowered tomak : a! such he Parade 

and regulations as it may deem necessary and proper rela! ing to the 
ment of the affairs of the maps pred ; the Seon and sale of its stock aad be bon da: 
the pon beast ey and di, its property, estate, and effects; the imposition 
and the declaration of dividends on 
za =e Toe the numberand character of its officers, their duties and terms 
of o; 


*Torasmany/as they ma choose from 
their number by a majority vote, shall have power n books of subscription 
to the capital stock of sai company, at such places YARE the United States or 
elsewhere as they may elect, and receive all subscriptions to said stock. When 
the a, of the ale nr shall have certified that not less than $5,000,000 has 
been s bed to said responsible persons, and when 10 per cent. 
thencot shall have been paid in in sone the said incorporators, or a majority of 
them, shall calla meeting of the stockhold to be held either in the city of 
New York or in er toa ee D.O. At oreo thirty days’ notice of said meetin; 
shall be given by mailing to each der a written or printed EOR E w 
ing his attention to the same, and by mapie ei in at least two of the daily 
ttl oe oy i parne dera pre circulation in the ee the meeting is to be 


A scenes at said meeting, soo igra or by proxy. 
shall ore a board of directors, who shall serve Sees 8! time po Based, deter- 
f ane whoshall have such 


pest alae: aay OTEA mmr gay n 
powers as are confe he by-laws. The Iders shall also at said 
meeting adopt by-laws pot A any or all of the matters mentioned in connec- 
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tion with by-laws in section 1 of this act, and any of said by-laws altered, 
amended, added to, or repealed at any time cr, as i tes onion of the 


stockholders the interests of the com end- 
mmen inl fo made ty may yota plai o somone pet 
ee such h meeting shali bo p be gerne fn anew na ge at of raft de 


At said iret moeting of the eevee bolder, th it hat re the duty rot ay inecorpor- 
ators to deliver to stockholders all moneys, stock-books, stock-certificates, 
rae ail powes and wpe held by them and belonging to said company; and there- 
in sald in incorporators as such shall cease, and the stock- 

emcee ane ti Dots nore successors shall thereafter constitute the corporation hereby 
SEC. 3. That if stock to the amount of $10,000,000 shall not be subscribed, a 

10 per cent. apip" SOSNY paid in, before the expiration of two 


after the act, or if the work of constructing said oes salt shall 
not be actually commenced before and be in progress at the scrypey Dos oer 
eem 


ears next after the mee of this act, the said corporation 
have expired by limitation, and all its franchises and privileges shall be 
deemed to have absolutely ceased and become determined. 

Sxc. 4. That the principal office of the company shall be located and main- 
tained either in New York city or Washington, ©., as said company may 
elect. Said election shall be made by the company within six months next after 
the of this act, and notice thereof shall be published in a daily news- 
paper published in each of said cities at least once a week for four consecutive 

eeks, paeran following the date at which said election is made. 

wail meetin; stockholders shall be held at said principal office of the 
company, an re sino one such meeting shall be held in each year. 

Sec. 5, That the United — shall, upon payment of three-fourths of the cus- 
tomary rates, and having first obtain ed the consent of the Government of Mexico 
as provided in said pele ani enjoy the use of said railway for the transporta- 
tion of troops, munitions of war, mails, and property: Provided, however, 7 
ose e is act contained shall be considered asa waiver of any is apt which 
the United States may now have under any treat pn heretofore made with Mexico, 

Sec, 6. That the United States shall be entitled to sucha representation on tho 
board of directors of said hein soap not, however, in any event exceeding two- 
ninths of its members, as ey provided for in any treaty hereafter made be- 
tween the United States and Mexico. 

Sec, 7, That nothing contained in this act shall be so construed as to involve 
the United States in any pecuniary onion whatever other than the pay- 
ment of tolls as hereinbefore provided for. 

SEO. 8. That said corporation shall exist and continue during the period of 
DONS years from the date of the passage of this act. 

9. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act 
B ery the same are hereby, repealed, so far as they affect the corporation 


hereby created. 
shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, or re- 


Sec, 10, That Congress 
this act when in its judgment the public may require, but not in vio- 
equity. 


of the rights of the company consid 

Mr. MORRILL. I am anxious that this bill should be put in such 
shape as will enable me togive it my support. I notice that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri in his proposed substitute still retains the provision 
of his original amendment by which the capital stock and bonds of the 
proposed corporation are to be $100,000,000, and that his subsequent 
amendment merely provides that there shall be $5,000,000 of stock 
subscribed for and 10 per cent. thereon paid in, that is to say, $500,000. 
It seems to me that that is inadequate to make this a bona fide bniness 
corporation, one that will receive the confidence of the community. 

It is evidently a vast and magnificent project on the part of Captain 
Eads. Ido not underrate his capacity as an engineer; he has succeeded 
in two other unique and original experiments; but this is an experi- 
ment that he has never tried. The question is, therefore, to say the 
very least, problematical as to his success. The may be cer- 
tainly not more than one in two that it can succeed. I hope it will 
succeed. It will be a credit to the engineer and to American enter- 
prise if it shall succeed in carrying vessels across the continent from 
one shore to the other elevated in some places 500 or more feet, and 

em safely. 

It is possible that this company may linger along and be delayed in 
its practical operations, so that the original incorporators, the names 
mentioned in the bill, may drop out one after another, and it may be 
left in the hands of managers who will only have an interest personal 
to themselves in disposing of bonds and ing what profit they can 
out of them, It seems to me that the power to create $95,000,000 of 
bonds ought not to receive the gild of Congress unless there is a fair 
prospect that there will be some return to the investors. Iam quite 
ready and willing to allow men of means to subscribe to this enterprise, 
but I do not wish to have it left in such shape that in a few years 
hence these bonds will be peddled out and distributed over the country 
into the hands of parties who are ignorant perhaps of the subject, and 
will be subjected therefore to a considerable loss. 

_Itseems to me that it would be better for the corporation, that it 
would indicate a greater degree of confidence in the success of the en- 
terprise, if a larger sum was first to be paid in as capital before they 
are allowed to issue this enormous amountof bonds. If there shall be 
any amendment made by which this matter can be properly regulated, 
I shall certainly vote for the bill; but if it should not be so amended, 
I do not see how it is possible for me to support it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to renew the amendment which I with- 
drew temporarily that the Senator from Missouri might submit his 
perfected substitute. I, therefore, offer the amendment to this substi- 
tute as it was pending previously. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that the 
amendment which is now proposed by the Senator from Missouri is 
entirely new as I understand it. It is a new bill practically, I sup- 


pose, taking the text of the original amendment the Senator offered 
hich has been under discussion now for a long time, and the better 
plan would be to take up that amendment of the Senator from Mis- 


1864 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 17, 


souri and see whether we agree to its different provisions as we go along. 
I think that is the best plan. x 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair). The Chair 
may be in error, but he supposes that the Senator from Missouri hasa 
right to modify his original amendment, and that therefore no vote as 
to the substitution of the amendment now proposed for the one origi- 
nally offered is ne 

Mr. MORGAN. 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment now offered by the 
Senator from Missouri is the pending amendment to the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Thatisright. I have modified my original amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Now the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
VAN WYCK] proposes to amend the pending amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Where does that amendment come in? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. At the end of the second section as it was pre- 
viously. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 2 it is proposed to add: 

That no certificate for stock shall be issued till the same shall be fully paid 
for in money at the par value of said stock, and the money deposited in the 
treasury of said company; and said company is hereby prohibited from return- 
ing or repaying any part of the money so paid. No bonds in excess of the 
amount of capital paid and received shall be authorized or issued until such 
paid capital shall amount to the sum of $10,000,000, and no bonds shall be issued 
or disposed of at less than par value. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I have heard no reason stated 
why this amendment should not be adopted, except the statement by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that we should deal with great 
liberality toward Captain Eads. That I do not understand to be the 
question here. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] suggested 
the same reason as the only answer to the proposition, that this was a 
great project and that Captain Eads was a distinguished engineer. Cer- 
tainly; grant both; is that a sufficient reason why guards and protec- 
tions should not be thrown around this project? Admit all that may 
be said in eulogy of Captain Eads, and I have no disposition to deny it, 
where is the certainty that Captain Eads is to be connected with this 

roject even during his natural life? Where is the guaranty of the 

ife of Captain Eads, that it will be one year, or two years, or five years? 
If Captain Eads draws out from this enterprise or departs this natural 
life, this creature into which we breathe the breath of life lives on. If 
it is a monstrosity, if it is a wrong, then it will be little shield or pro- 
tection to the American Congress that it did what could not be toler- 
ated or even excused only by way of eulogy or recognition of the vir- 
tues of Captain Eads. 

This corporation which we propose to create for good or for evil has 
precisely the same human excellences and the same human infirmities 
that attach to all creatures and corporations of this kind. Every one 
created in the history of this nation and of other nations has first been 
founded upon the pretext which has been alleged here, the great ex- 
cellence of the incorporators. 

I called the attention the other day of my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar], who I regret is not in his seat at this moment, to the 
experience of another t enterprise, the Pacific railroad companies, 
when they were organized; and the argument then made of the excel- 
lence, the virtue, the integrity, and the patriotism of the incorporators 
of the project was louder than this in favorof Captain Eads. We were 
admonished then, you will remember, that it was a project to save the 
national life; that it was to bind the Atlantic and Pacific together; and 
that those patriotic men, those philanthropic men who were the cor- 

rators were willing to come in and invest their private fortunes to 
build a road connecting the two oceans. What then? The Senator 
from Massachusetts himself was an active investigator on a committee in 
the other House which we remember exposed the credit mobilier frauds, 
and the very men, some of them from Massachusetts, who were so full 
of philanthropy and patriotism to serve their country, were the men 
who were dee I believe, or as deep as others, in the credit mobilier 
frauds that brought a scandal upon Congress and brought a scandal 
upon the United States. 

Mr. DAWES, If the Senator will allow me—— : 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Inamoment. Then Congress in its weak way 
endeavored to protect what was left by providing that they should issue 
no more stock and bonds except in payment of debts for bonds previously 
issued; but every organization, every party having control of the Pa- 
cific railroads violated the law of 1873 which Congress passed, and they 
heaped credit mobilier upon credit mobilier until they nearly wrecked 
the whole concern, and almost destroyed the security of the debt due 
to the Government. Now I will listen to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr, DAWES. It was a quaint saying of Mr. Lincoln, but it had a 
good deal of philosophy in it, that you never could burn gunpowder 
more than once. I do not know to whom from Massachusetts the Sen- 
ator alludes, but I suppose I can imagine. There were men in Massa- 
chusetts to whom the country is indebted for the Union Pacific Rail- 
road and upon whom at one time there was heaped scandal, but that 
powder was burnt a good many years ago. The time has come when 


I thought some vote had been taken on the amend- 


the smoke of it has passed away, and the men who sacrificed their for- 
tunes and staked everything they had in the service of their country in 
that great work as much as any soldier in the field are coming to be 
understood and to receive that meed of commendation from the coun- 
try which their great undertaking and sacrifice merited. I have no 
doubt the Senator can parade here very much of violent and condemna- 
tory language heaped upon those men, but, as I have said, that time 
has passed, and the sober, second, honest, clear judgment of the Amer- 
ican people has erected a monument upon the highest point on that rail- 
road to the memory of the men who were maligned in thatday by those 
who are not worthy to unloose the latchets of their shoes. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I wish the other Senator from Massachusetts 
were here. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish he were, too. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I would refer to him as to the truthfulness of the 
concluding sentence uttered by the Senator from Massachusetts, that 
he is not worthy to unloose the shoe-latchet of those men, because his 
colleague was a Representative in the other House, and he signed a re- 
port which said all that I have said, and more, in regard to the pro- 
moters of stocks and bonds of the Union Pacific Railroad. I commend 
the report of his colleague to him. 

Mr. DAWES. I had no doubt that the Senator had in his mind 
what has been paraded at least a hundred times on this and the other 
floor, the language of my colleague, not in the shape of a report, but in 
an argument that he made in another case. But if there is any word 
of it that reflects upon the integrity of Massachusetts men, to whom 
my friend alluded just now, and in whose behalf I speak, not the other 
men connected with railroad frauds—if there is a word of it that by 
just interpretation can reflect upon the honor of those men, if my col- 
league were here at this moment he would be swift to disabtise the 
mind of my friend from Nebraska of any such conclusion as that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My memory may be at fault; but the Senator 
from Massachusetts probably can tell me whether that Congress 
any resolution condemnatory of some persons connected with the Union 
Pacific Railroad and the credit mobilier in the House of Representa- 
tives. My friend will very probably remember. Did that body pass 
some resolutions condemnatory ? 

Mr. DAWES. Has the Senator forgotten so soon the purport of all 
this thing? Ihavenot attempted to gainsay the fact that at the time 
and in the excitement there was scandal heaped upon Massachusetts 
men. I undertook only to say that that day had passed, and that a 
clearer judgment of the actions and motives of men had brought the 
conclusion that, instead of condemning those men, a monument to their 
memory had been erected which will abide long after I and some others 
of us shall have been forgotten. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If I recollect aright, Massachusetts did as much 
to heap this reproach upon Massachusetts men as any of the States of 
this Union. My memory, I think, is not at fault there, that Massa- 
chusetts did this towards Massachusetts men. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe Senator will indulge me a moment more, my 
colleague is now in his seat. My colleague has been invoked by the 
Senator from Nebraska in a way which I did not think was entirely 
justifiable, putting an interpretation upon words of my colleague that I 
did not think was just. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave just this instant come to my seat. I do not 
know what has been going on. 

Mr. DAWES. I ought to say that my colleague was not in his seat 
when the statement was made, and that was the reason why I ven- 
tured to interrupt the Senator from Nebraska. My colleague can take 
care of himself here and anywhere else. I interposed only because 
my colleague was accidentally out of his seat and the Senator from 
Nebraska was invoking words of my colleague that he had used on 
another occasion, to heap obloquy upon honorable men in Massachu- 
setts in a way that I did not think if my colleague were here he would 
justify. Ifthe Senator from Nebraska wants to repeat his statement, 
my colleague is here and my colleague can speak. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Massachusetts is always very sensitive, and 
properly so, undoubtedly. There is no occasion for this parade, which 
the aes speaks about, on the part of Massachusetts, that I can an- 
derstand. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator expected that he could villify Massa- 
chusetts, or anybody in Massachusetts who has earned an honorable 
name in the world, and that any Massachusetts man would sit here in 
silence under that which he calls a parade of his own, he was quite 
mistaken. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Suppose I should happen by any way to bave 
said that Massachusetts—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sees no objection to the 
colloquy, but for a Senator on rising to address the Chair would look 
a little more formal. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, suppose allusion had been made 
at some time that Massachusetts men were engaged in the slave trade 
and had ships fitted out and were actually engaged in selling human 
beings, would anybody suppose that that was a reproach upon Massa- 
chusetts which should call Massachusetts to its feet on this floor to talk 
about a parade? 
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Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator from Nebraska think he is goi 
escape under a pretense of general remarks when he called u- 
setts by name and men in Massachusetts by name? The Senator’s 
memory fails him worse than I supposed it would. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My memory may have been again at fault, but 
will the Senator please state what Massachusetts name I mentioned ? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator said Massachusetts furnished the men 
connected with the Union Pacific Railroad. He described Massachu- 
setts men, located in Massachusetts. The men connected with that 
railroad in Massachusetts stand outin history, and will there stand when 
men will be searching as with a lighted candle for the graves of the 
men who now or then vilified them. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator from Massachusetts please an- 
swer my question before he retires from the Chamber? What Massa- 
chusettsname did I mention? The Senator has gone, like the last faint 
memory ofadream. When the Senator from Massachusetts talksabout 
a parade and about gunpowder he ought to be willing tostay at least until 
the reverberation of his echo had ceased in the Chamber. Hesaid I had 
mentioned a Massachusetts man by name, and Lasked him whose name 
ape mentioned. The Senator gives a parting shot and departs from 

e scene. 

I was speaking as I had a right to do, and as I propose to do long 
enough to call the attention of the Senate and the American people and 
the world to the fact, because the world is to be laid under contribu- 
tion in buying the stocks and bonds of this project. I care not how 
excellent and how grand may be the head of the scheme, I shall call 
attention to it long enough to emphasize the fact that here is a charter 
of incorporation as dangerous or more than any which has been hereto- 
fore by the American Congress, I said I found no answer to 
the proposition of this measure from the Senator from Missouri, except 
the grandeur and excellence of the attributes which I acknowledged 
of Captain Eads, and then I said I found no answer from the Senator 
from Massachusetts except the same. Then I was continuing the sug- 
gestion which I made to that Senator a few evenings ago, that here 
was the Pacific Railroad, a scheme as grand as this project, and that 
at the time of its organization the excellence of the men who were con- 
nected with it was extolled, as is done here. It was said to bea project 
to connect the Atlantic with the Pacific; a project to bind this Union 
together in iron bands so that no rebellion in the future would ever 
disturb it. All that was said of the Union Pacific. 

We started the corporation on its road, and I said when it was fin- 
ished, or before, it was found that that grand corporation under the lead 
of men who were willing to invest their private fortunes for the salva 
tion of the Republic, was what? By an examination made in the other 
House it was found that there were frauds, frauds that would put to 
blush the projectors of other schemes in other portions of the world, 
frauds of such a nature as called for a resolution from the House of Rep- 
resentatives in denunciation of them, and that was not by any means 
broughtabout by the excitement of the period to which my friend refers. 

Then I further said that Congress in 1873 provided that such things 
should not happen again in the future, and enacted a law that the cor- 
poration should issue no stocks or bonds in the future except for the 
payment of debts for bonds previously issued, but that law was per- 
sistently violated by every crowd that controled the Union Pacific, and 
they bade you defiance, they bade the laws of the American Congress 
defiance, they bade your courts defiance, they bade your executive de- 
partments defiance, for this monster railroad corporation seized them 
all by the throat. 

Your executive departments knew that the Union Pacific Railroad 
were violating the statute of 1873. They knew it was being violated 
when they saw Jay Gould and his crowd actually steal, filch, plunder 
by corporate power the means which you had given them, and put in 
their own pockets from $10,000,000 to $15,000,000. When they ob- 
tained the Kansas Pacific the stock and bonds cost them but a trifle, 
and by their own schemes they raised the Union Pacific stock until it 
was 120 in the market, and you knew it. Every legislator knew it; 
every branch of the executive department knew it. Then they pro- 

what? They proposed to consolidate the bankrupt Kansas Pa- 
cific with the Union Pacific, which had some life then with its stocks 
up to 120, and your Congress, your executive department, the whole 
Government sat still and saw them perpetrate that fraud. It was a 
fraud in the perpetration of which they violated every trust. 

That was done by men who if their names appeared in a charter here 
to-day you would say were respectable men, Certainly they were hon- 
orable men in their way; they were men of responsibility certainly; 
and yet what was done? My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
said that thatis burnt powder. From those transactions Massachusetts 
is suffering to-day. Although the road has been robbed, the road has 
been bankrupted, the Government has a claim of from $50,000,000 to 
$100,000,000 against it, yet we have been asked here by Massachu- 
setts men—and if the powder was burnt once the roar of it still echoes 
in Massachusetts and in the pockets of Massachusetts widows and or- 
phans—we have been asked to do what? That the Government shall 
deal tenderly with this great corporation; that the Government debt 


is in peril; that'we must letit rest for atime. We are told to remember 
that Maséachusetts has innocent widows and orphans who have in- 
vested in the stock of the road, and we desireto protect it. That has 
been said within the last year on the floor of the Senate; and said, too, 
by a Senator from Massachusetts. 

It is idle, then, for a Senator from Massachusetts now to talk about 
this being like burnt powder and a parade. You have the experience 
in Massachusetts yet. To-day you state that the present president of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company honestly and innocently told the 
investors in Massachusetts that it was safe to invest in the road, and 
therefore Massachusetts widows and orphans invested, and they were 
innocent bona fide investors, and we have been appealed to to do no 
act that will have a tendency to affect their securities or cause them 
any loss. There is the end of your great corporation. 

Now, have we not had warning enough with other corporations of 
the world? Do we propose to repeat this sort of thing, so that in years 
to come men may rise on this floor, as in the other House, and proclaim 
the great wrong and injustice done to them because we did not protect 
them from the corporations which we created ? 

I merely allude to this matter to show the necessity of doing some- 
thing in that direction on the pending bill, and I referred to those as 

iliar illustrations. 

One provision of my amendment is that there shall be no certificate 
of stock issued until the capital stock is fully paid. Who will antag- 
onize that proposition? Will you tell me there is to be no limit in the 
bill except $100,000,000? ‘There is nothing said as to what amount 
shall be in stock, or how much shall be in bonds. That is the point 
where fraudulent transactions have occurred in the past, and we know 


it. 

At the risk of my friend parading or burning powder over again, I 
will say to him what he knows, that we have to-day saddled upon this ` 
country nearly $4,000,000,000, a sum greater than the national debt, 
for which there is no more consideration than the paper and the ink 
and the pen with which stock certificates or bonds were signed. 

What right has a corporation to pay up 10 per cent. on its stock and 
then issue a certificate for full-paid stock? Will any gentleman in this 
Chamber tell me by what right the corporators can pay 10 percent. out 
of their pocket and then put back 100 cents, as they propose to do in 
this and other corporations. If they do not propose to doit, why is the 
proposition now made by the committee that there shall be $5,000,000 
of stocks and bonds subscribed out of $100,000,000, and 10 per cent. of 
that paid in, requiring only $500,000 in cash? That is all that is to be 
paid by the stockholders to set afloat this magnificent corporation, and 
what then ? . 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] has proposed by an 
amendment that the Secretary of the Interior shall certity that these 
are reponsible parties. It would be imposing a great labor upon the 
Secretary of the Interior to require him to certify to the responsibility 
of parties who are strangers to him and who live throughout the whole 
length and breadth of this Republic, from New York to New Orleans. 
Yet the of the Interior is to be charged with the very deli- 
cate and difficult and laborious duty of certifying to the responsibility 
of these gentlemen. 

After 10 per cent., or $500,000, has been paid in, what is to be done 
then? ‘The incorporators are then to call the stockholders together 
and the stockholders are to regulate the whole matter by by-laws. 
You do not want anything better for any other corporation. That is 
what they have all had. By-laws are to regulate this matter. There 
is nothing to prohibit the stockholders from dividing up even the 
$500,000 among themselves when they get together; and if they pro- 
vide by the by-laws that 5 per cent. shall be required, that settles the 
matter, and then they can proceed to issue bonds ad libitum up to $100- 
000,000. 

I supposed we had had quite enough of such transactionsin the history 
of this country. Of course, we do not expect to stop them altogether, 
but as I said before I propose to stay long enough to emphasize the char- 
acter of this transaction, The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] 
is an advocate of this bill I suppose, with this proposition in it, and he 
knows, for Louisiana suffered from just such a thing as this incorpo- 
rating a railroad company, giving it a large grantof land, and the only 
thing that the company did for ten years was to issue bonds. I refer 
to the Backbone road, about which so much has beensaidhere. They 
were not required even to pay any money, but to issue bonds, and that 
is all the railroad company did for ten or twelve years, and it scattered 
them broadcast throughout the country. Is there any reason why a 
corporation should be created and we should put into it the breath of 
life, giving it the power to issue a certificate for a hundred dollars’ worth 
of stock when they do not pretend to pay more than $10 upon it, thus 
legalizing that which we have looked upon as a fraud? - I trust the 
American Senate will hesitate some time before it does such a thingas 
that. Why do gentlemen hesitate? If it is expected that these men, 
will pay dollar for dollar for their stock, then why do Senators hesitate 
and say they shall only pay 10 per cent. of the amount of $5,000,000, 
or $500,000 only, and then they are to be without any restraint? 

My amendment goes on further and provides that up to $10,000,000 
of subscriptions paid up they may issue an equal amountof stock; that 
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they shall not be allowed to issue stock in exeess of the amount they 
pay up until they have paid up $10,000,000, and then they may issue in 
excess of the amount, because that is su; to bea guarantee that the 
project is carried on in good faith. That is all we have to do with this 
matter. If the project isin good faith, then make the restriction in the 
act of incorporation itself so as to protect innocent if the project 
fails. Then if the motives of the projectors fail, it not be in their 
power to entail upon this nation and upon the world all the injurious 
consequences which have resulted from the organization of corporations 
without a proper protection in the body of the charter to persons in- 
vesting in the enterprise. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall be roy ad to support the bill 
and the pending amendment. I have the highest confidence in Captain 
Eads and I have entire faith in his suecessfully doing this great work. 
I think that is a conclusion which may be reasonably predicated upon 
the evidences which have been presented to us. Captain Eads has 
already accomplished works of so great importance and so far beyond 
the accepted opinions of ing science that it isa reasonable con- 
clusion that this great work can be successfully accomplished by him. 
He has also ted for our consideration propositions so well estab- 
lished that conclusions which they demand may be said to have 
the certainty of a demonstration. 

I should be willing and I would prefer to vote any amount of money 
that may be reasonably required to test and denionstrate the merits of 
this proposition, and have the Government of the United States either 
separately under proper treaty arrangements or by concert with Mexico, 
at the public cost, in the most economical and proper way, provide for 
the construction of this railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec. I 
think it is discreditable to the intelligence, the wealth, and the capac- 
ity of this great country and of the legislative and executive power of 
‘the country that the Government has not long before this time made 
some adequate provision for the construction of this transit on the 
mostapproved plan that modern science would indicate across the Isth- 
musof Tehuantepec, The labor that it would employ and compensate, 
the opening that it would afford for the enterprise and talent of our 
American e, EET DEA ma pr it would give to the pro- 
ductions of California and people of the Pacific Ocean, the country 
it will open to the occupation of our people, all these considerations 
require that this great work should be performed by the Government 
and kept under the control of the Government., 

But the question before us is in regard to the propriety of establish- 
ing this corporation without proper limitations, without proper re- 
straints. I think the substitute offered by the Senator from Missouri 
scarcely goes as far as is necessary to furnish a reasonable protection to 
the people of this country. The great trouble of this country which 
threatens property and accumulation of every kind and promotes a 
spirit of discontent is the enormous imposition upon the labor of the 
country fraudulently made by the issue of stocks and securities of cor- 
porate bodies which have no honest basis, which are mere frauds, which 
pretend to represent money that has never been used, but which are 
nevertheless a power of taxation upon the labor of the country, and 
which take from the wages of every man, woman, and child in this 
country a large proportion of their labor for nothing, and legalize it, 
and permit it, having no sympathy on the part of those who represent 
the people, plundering them to extent of hundreds of millions a 
year, and producing to that extent want and pov and beggary 
among the people of the country. This is the great public evil that 
threatens the rights pal go and even the existence of the Repub- 
lic in its present form, and which, if not corrected by wise and timely 

tion, will correct itself perhaps unwisely, and to the great injury 


of the country. 
Mr. President, this ion may produce these same results, and 
I think it may be avoided and leave still a margin large enough for 


the speculative profits of those who may wish to engage in this enter- 


I shall offer some amendments to the bill which I think the public 
interests require. 

First, that the Government of the United States shall have the 
power to alter, amend, or repeal this charter, a power whick I believe 
should be reserved in all charters of incorporation, whether they are 
important or unimportant. 

Second, that there shall be no amount of stock or bonds issued greater 
than the actual and reasonable cost of the construction of this highway. 

Third, ere the Ganni of the United een shall be authorized 
to acquire the ownership of this property under proper treat; la- 
tions, first obtaining the consent of the Goverment or Aterkia 

I should be glad to see even this act of incorporation passed with 
these amendments to it. I esteem it a pleasure to be able to con- 
tribute something toward the success of Captain Eads or to afford the 
opportunity to him to test this great.enterprise of his. I can not see 
that there is any occasion for this prolonged debate and discussion as 
to the respective merits of the Nicaragua scheme and this one. They 
are both required if they are practicable, and it does not matter a great 
deal whether the cost is $100,000,000 or $200,000,000; if that can be 


accomplished and the rates of trade and transportation be adjusted to 
some scale of interest upon the money actually and properly expended, 


it will be productive of benefit to every man, woman, and child in the 
country. But ifthey are allowed to be merely and cr Be yar poli 
schemes to tax the productions of the country without limit, and un- 
reasonably and without competition, it will not be a publie benefit, 
but it will be an injury to the people of the country. 

In my judgment, if this t work is to be accomplished by private 
enterprise it is important for its success that these limitations should 
be imposed upon it. The people who, after all that may be said 
about capitalists, have to furnish the money and the labor to accom- 
plish it will have greater confidence in it if it shall be required to be 
conducted honestly, and with no greater burden of debt than is neces- 
sary for its construction. F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on — to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Van roel to the 
substitute offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have both amendments read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The substitute is very lengthy. It 
was read at length when it was offered. It is a substitute for the 
original bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Has it been printed at all? 

Mr. MORGAN. It just came in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has just been offered. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it had better be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be read. The 
clerks suggest whether it is necessary to read the names of the incor- 
porators. 

Mr. VEST and others. Oh, no. ; 

Mr. HARRISON. I thonght an order was taken yesterday directing 
the printing of all the pending amendments. 

Mr. VEST. This amendment was not offered until this m 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments were printed as di- 
rected. The Senator from Missouri has to-day offered a substitute for 
the substitute heretofore offered by him for the original bill, which he 
had a right to do, and which takes the place of the substitute formerly 
offered by him. 

Mr. PLATT. Isit a substitute for the entire bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a substitute for the entire bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it had better be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be read. The 
Secretary will omit ing the names of the incorporators, which con- 
stitute a considerable portion of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the substitute, as directed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will now be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 2 of the substitute it is 
proposed to add: 

That no certificates for stock shall be issued till the same shall be fully paid 
for in money, at the par value of said stock, and the ones Sneed. n the 
treasury of said company; and said company is hereby po from return- 
ing or ying any of the money so paid. No ds in excess of the 
amount of capital paid and received shall be authorized or issued until su 
capital shall amount to the sum of $10,000,000; and no bonds shall be issued 
disposed of at less than par value, 

Mr. HOAR. I stated to the Senator from Missouri the other day, 
and I also stated to some of the gentlemen who are interested in this 
bill, that I thought it was liable to some criticism in not sufficiently 

rotecting the public against possible stock manipulating. I should 

ike to have the Senator from Nebraska hear what I say. I do not 
think, from what I know of these corporators or from what I know of 
the persons who are likely to be associated with them in this scheme, 
that there is any practical danger from them in that direction; but it 
is important that the legislative precedents should be preserved. I had 
myself suggested some provisions which I thought ought to be added to 
the bill before it should become a law. 

I think the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska is too 
harsh, and I am led to that opinion by my experience of the corporation 
law of Massachusetts. I suppose that is the strictest corporation law - 
in this country. The State of Massachusetts has imposed upon all cor- 
porations very stringent securities agai stock or bon 
and against transactions of the eT ie hee EE OTa re 
country on a pretty large scale. But itis not reasonable to require 
that no certificates for stock shall be issued until the whole is paid in 
in money at par. I think the honorable Senator from Neb will 
see that himself. In the origin of such an enterprise there must be 
negotiations to see whether the thing will go through before the stock 
is taken up. Before men are willing to pay $15,000,000 or $20,000,000 
capital to the stock of a corporation they must know whether the cor- 
poration will be able to effect necessary loans. They must at least 
enter upon negotiations, and in many there will be causes of 
delay; and they may have to see whether the Mexican Government 
would extend the concession for a further period of time. 

It seems to me, therefore, that it will be safe to follow what has been 
found perfectly safe in the experience of Massachusetts, by providing 
that no certificate of stock shall be issued until at least 10 per cent. thereof 
shall be fully paid for in money at par, and the money on deposit in 
the treasury of the company. That will enable the company to do all 
things in the nature of preliminaries. 
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Then further I suggest that we provide that said stock shall not be 
assignable, so that it will only vest in the original corporators, until 
the whole of the same shall have been so in. I wish to 
that amendment to the amendment of the from Mites ond 
then leave it as it stands, ‘‘ and said company is hereby prohibited from. 
returning or repaying any part of the money so 

I propose, then, to limit the amount of bonds in excess of the amount 
of capital paid and received to $5,000,000 instead of $10,000,000, as is 
fixed in the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. Five million 
dollars is a vast sum of money. This is an enterprise which is not to 
be conducted, as has been already said with great force, in this country. 
It is an attempt to build something in Mexico, and the money has to 
be raised from the great bankers and capitalists of this and foreign 
countrics in great masses, masses of $5,000,000 or $10,000,000 ata time. 
It is not a case where the widow or the trustee invests a small saving, 
as in the case of our domestic corporations, which sell their bonds in 
little amounts of $50 or $100 apiece. Practically everybody who loans 
a dollar to this Mexican concern will have the ablest counsel who will 
look clear through to the bottom, read the act of engi pa oe re the 
by-laws and all the proceedings, as men do who are securin 
of great transactions involving millions. It seems to me if we rere 
$5,000,000 instead of $10,000,000, that is as much as is reasonable; 
certainly the payment of $5,000,000 in cash into the treasury of this 
company will be a pretty good security that it is a bona fide transac- 
tion. 

In the case of the Union Pacifie Railroad Congress provided that the 
capital stock of that road should be an amount not exceeding, I think, 
$50,000,000; I do not know but that it was $100,000,000 in the begin- 
ning; at any rate it was some large sum; but it provided no minimum 
whatever. It was drawn just as this Dill was drawn, as I called the 
attention of the Senator from Missouri the other day. There was no 
security against having a corporation without a capital stock of more 
than $500 and raising by debt $27,500,000 from the people of the 
United States in bonds. 

The Union Pacific act contained a provision that the capital stock 
should be paid in in fall in cash, but in point of fact that provision 
was evaded by the notorious credit mobilier scheme, under which the 
whole capital of that corporation was paid in in road building at about 
40 cents on the dollar, and that was all; and the gy sete which 
were made were made by clerks and such One gentleman 
who was having a salary of about $500 a year subscribed, I think, for 
several million dollars of stock. He merely drew his check, and it 
was immediately paid back to him as the payment for the construction 
of part of the road which the principal whom he represented had paid. 
This provision, I suggest, is a perfect security against that. 

I think also that this corporation having first got stock equal to the 
amount of whatever bonds are issued in its treasury up to $5,000,000, 
it is not reasonable to say that the bonds shall not be issued at less than 

. Inthe case of a stringency in the money market which may come 
within the several years it will take to complete the road, you have 
either got to put the bonds at a great rate of interest, which is a con- 
stant inconvenience and hardship—at6, 8, 10, or 12 per cent., when the 
usual rate of interest is 4 or 5 per cent.—or you have got to allow for 
the present stringency of the money market by selling the bonds atless 
than par. If you havea regulation such as the Senator from Nebraska 

rovides, with my proposed amendment, that these men shall issue no 
bonds ond the amount of their stock until they have manifested 
their t and confidence in the scheme by paying in the vast sum of 
$5,000,000, which under no circumstances is to be taken out of the 
treasury to be paid to any of them again, it seems to me that is a rea- 
sonable security. 

We do not want to hamper this gentleman who prod paing at stake, 
as has been so well said, his whole private fortune, putting at stake 
the fame which he has gained by his vast engineering successes, 
imposing unreasonable or improper conditions. I therefore move to 
amend—and I hope the Senator from Nebraska will see that this amend- 
ment leaves the whole strength and vigor of his amendment un- 
touched—by inserting after the word ‘‘till’’ the words ‘‘ at least 10 
per cent. ;’’ so as to read: 

That no certificate for stock shall be issued till at least 10 cent. of the 


same shall be fully paid for in money, at the par value of said stock, and the 
money deposited in the treasury of said company. 


Then after the words “‘said company ’’ I move to insert: 


And said stock shall not be assignable until the whole of the same shall have 
been paid in. 


That will prevent any subscription of bogus stock which has not been 
actually paid for in cash. Then I leave the rest of the amendment 
until you get down to the word ‘*ten ” before *‘ million,” where I pro- 
pose to substitute ‘‘five.’’ 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam not disposed to antagonize the 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, because I think he feels about this 
matter as I do, but in order that the sense of the Senate may be taken 
upon it I wish he would let his amendment be formally acted upon. 

Mr. HOAR. I move the amendments, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Chair understand the Sen- 


ator from Nebraska to accept the amendments of the Senator from 
Massachusetts ? 


Mr. VAN WYCK. No; I prefer that he should offer his amend- 
ments to my proposition. I do not wish to say anything in opposition 
to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska will 
be stated. 

Mr. HOAR. Ibis to ect the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. line lof Mr. VAN WycK’s amendment, after 
the word ‘‘till,”’ insert the words ‘‘at least 10 per cent. of; in line 4, 
after the word ‘' com ,’? insert the words ‘and said stock shall not 
be assignable until e whole of the same shall have been so paid in;’’ 
and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ million,” strike ont the word “ten”? 
and insert ‘‘frve;’’ so as to read: 

That no certificates for stock shall be issued till at least 10 per cent. of the same 
— be ea oy for in money, at the par value of said stock, and the money 

treasury of said company; and said stock shall not be assign- 
able nit prohibited i from return frog mitler y part of the m Loo eim nef 
$ er kare Al, mhyre of the canouuhak pir adare re pan A 4 shall Ih bs anthers 
peed or issued until such paid capital ia seta to the sum ong ae $5,000,000; and 
no bonds shall be issued or disposed of at less than par value, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment 
offered. by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no sort of objection to the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, if that will put the bill on its passage, 
All I want is to get the bill through in some shape or other, There- 
fore, I am willing to accept the amendment as prepared by the 
Senator from usetts. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska as amended. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from Nebraska offered his 
amendment as an additional section. 

ae PRESIDING OFFICER. It is offered as an addition to see- 
tion 2. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that the amendment of the Senator from 
ee usetts took the place of that offered by the Senator from Ne- 

Mr. HOAR. No, my amendment amended the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska. Now the Senator from Nebraska moves that, 
and I hope it will be adopted. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the tion 
of the substitute offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest}. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwish to be indulged in one observation, which will 
take but moment. I had an errand at the other end of the Capitol 
in regard to a matter of publie business, and was absent from my seat 
during the remarks of the Senator from Nebraska. I returned just as 
he and my. colleague were concluding a colloquy. What had been 
said before my coming back to the Senate I do not know, but I inferred 
from an observation of my colleague, and from the answer to it of the 
Senator from Nebraska that some attack, or criticism, or condemnation 
of a very eminent citizen of Massachusetts, now gone to his grave, had 
been made by the Senator from Nebraska; and that a report which it 
was my duty to make in the House of Representatives in to the 
transaction known as the credit mobilier had been cited by him in 
su of his attack. 

. VAN WYCK. I desire at this point to say, so that it may go 
into the Senator’s remarks where it belongs, that the RECORD I think 
will show that while I spoke of the credit mobilier and denounced it, I 
made no allusion to any individual to whom that remark can apply. 


by | I say that, because the Senator from Massachusetts was not preen 


when my remarks were made. The Senator’s colleague did say gen 
and then I desired to know from him what name I had mentioned, 

he failed to answer. I desire to say that it was not my intention, and 
I do not think the RECORD will Ret that I did it, to make any allu- 
sion y name to any one. I spoke of the. system, and said what had 
been done, 

Mr. HOAR. The judgment which I expressed in that report must 
stand. I have had no occasion, on reflection, to change it, and the 
transaction there narrated must stand as a warning to all future | 
islators to be careful that they never again expose the American people 
to the danger then incurred. 

Having said that, I wish to say of the gentlemen who were respon- 
sible in whole or in y of one of them, that if he did any- 
thing which can not be vindicated in the cold judgment of posterity 
it was the case of a plain, simple man, unaccustomed to the refine- 
ments of business, not seeing transactions in their large legal relations, 
intent upon a great national and patriotic enterprise, looking at nothing 
else, blinded to the proper relation of everything except as it affected 
the attainment of that great object, an oe not personal nor selfish, 
bee sig Laverne and that in spite of what his friends, his State 


had to regret in his relation to that particular trans- 
stg bag m went to an honored grave with the respect, the affection 
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and the confidence of all men who knew him, of all es, classes, 
conditions in life, and that the judgment of posterity, I think, will be 
that the monument which stands on the great dividing summit be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific valleys carved with his name is a de- 
served honor and a deserved tribute of public gratitude and respect. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I only desire to say that there was nothing di- 
rectly or indirectly in the suggestion I made except an allusion to the 
system generally. Ireferred to no individual connected with it; that 
was farthest from my thoughts; and I think it probably would not 
have entered any man’s mind in this body listening to those s 
tions unless the mind of the senior Senator from Massachusetts, who 
seemed to get somewhat nervous and fidgity on that occasion, and there- 
fore insisted on putting his own construction on my language, I sup- 
pose because it disturbed him. 

I esteem just as highly as the Senator does the individuals to whom 
he refers, for I knew them personally, and I would be the last man, I 
think the Senator knows, who would undertake to cast a reflection any- 
where, yarienacyaner the actors are gone where their actions could 
not be righted. I pointed, as I had a right to point, to the experience 
of the American nation, and I had a right to point to it as an example 
to the American people that we should shun in the future. 

Nothing stronger was said by myself than the remarks which the Sen- 
ator himself made when he showed the manner in which the stock was 
subscribed to the credit mobilier, and when the men guilty of such 
frauds actually paid the money back and accepted a check for millions 
when they knew the giver was not worth as many dollars. Knowing 
that, I put in this amendment that the stockholders should be deprived 
of the power to pay back any money that was ever paid in. . 

I have said this merely in justice to myself and in justice to those 
for whom I still have a kindly feeling, the great men connected with 
that great railway. 

Mr. CALL, I offer the following amendment—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to make an inquiry of the 
Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts in regard 
to the construction of his amendment: 

Boh said stock shall not be assignable until the whole of the same shall be so 


Does that refer to the whole $100,000,000? 

Mr. HOAR. No; there is not any whole $100,000,000 of stock. 
The stock is not to exceed $100,000,000. Originally there was no limit. 
Now you have said they shall not issue bonds beyond the amount of 
the stock till up to $5,000,000. The directors of the company fix the 
amount of stock, whether $5,000,000 or $10,000,000. When stock is 
subscribed up to the $5,000,000, 10 per cent. of it must be actually paid 
in. Beyond that it can not be assignable until the whole is paid in. 

Mr. VEST. This language is a little nebulous. It says ‘‘and said 
stock shall not be assignable.” If it should say ‘‘the said stock so 
subscribed shall not be assignable’’ I should not object to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. I will consent to that change. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be so modified. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts, am I to un- 
derstand that ail the stock issued beyond the $5,000,000 is outside of 
the limitation prescribed in the amendment? 

Mr..HOAR. I understand that when they have paid $5,000,000 in 
full in cash, and when they have paid 10 per cent. on any amount of 
stock that they issue, they can go on so faras to organize the company 
and do their preliminary work; but they can not issue more bonds than 
the amount of stock actually paid in until they have actually paid in 
$5,000,000 in stock. When they have paid $5,000,000 in stock, I un- 
derstand they may issue $5,000,000 bonds, if they can get anybody to 
Jend them the money. 

Mr. GEORGE. What about the stock after the $5,000,000? Can 
they issue any amount of stock and put it on the market? 

Mr. HOAR. ‘No certificate;’’ that applies to all stock, whatever 
amount they fix, whether five millions, or ten millions, ortwenty mill- 
ions— 

No certificate for stock shall be issued till at least 10 per cent, of the same shall 
be fully paid for in money, * * * and said stock shall not be assignable. 

So nobody can have it but the first owner until it is all paid up, 
whether three hundred million, if they see fit, or one hundred million. 

Mr. CALL, I offer my amendment to come in as an additional sec- 
tion. 

That the capital stock and bonded debt shall not exceed the actual and rea- 
sonable cost of the construction of such railway, and the rates charged on freight 
and transportation shall not be any greater is ni to pay a reasona- 


ble interest on the amount expended in the construction of said railway and 
for the necessary repairs and operations and improvements, 


Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator will not insist on that. I am will- 
ing to take almost any amendment to get rid of this bill; but it is im- 
possible for Congress to interpose at this time and say in the beginning 
of a novel enterprise, into which the United States does not put a dol- 
lar, what the charges that shall be made for transportation shall be. 
That is a question which Mexico has dealt with in the concession. 


Mr. HOAR. It also enters into the question of the actual and legal 
validity of the bonds issued. Suppose a bona fide holder in Euro 
takes $10,000,000 of these bonds, and in order to make them good for 
anything he has to prove that they were within the limit? Nobody 
would take the bonds with that amendment in the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly; it leaves the whole question in such a condi- 
tion that nobody who ought not to be put into a lunatic asylum eo in- 
stanti would put one dollar in this enterprise. How is it to be proved 
in New York or in any money market that no more bonds have been 
issued than the actual construction of the railway required? Howcan 
you fix now what is a reasonable rate of transportation when here is a 
concession from Mexico which fixes the maximum of charges to be made 
upon this road? 

I beg the Senator from Florida not to press this amendment. Give 
Captain Eads at least a living chance in this matter—a man who has 
taken the chances he has. If capitalists are willing, after examining 
this matter, to put their money into it, let them do it without being 
obstructed by suggestions made here hurriedly to-day. 

Mr. CALL. I do not think there is any soundness in the objections 
which have been made to the amendment. 

In the first place, this is a very unnatural act of incorporation. We 
are legislating here, creating a corporate body to control and regulate 
property under the jurisdiction of another government. Of course that 
isanomalous. Our legislation is entirely void, extra-territorial. We 
know it can have no operation. We are making a corporation like the 
East India Company, but unlike it in one respect. It is like itin this 
respect, that it is to act in foreign jurisdictions and over property in 
another and different country. We are here now endeavoring to pro- 
vide such regulations as will enable this power to be exercised without 
detriment to the people of this country. 

Now what is the way to dothat? This is a railway that is proposed 
to transport ships bearing productions for the consumption of this 
country. This is a railway that is proposed to be built with the money 
of the people of the United States. It will affect every person in it. 
But when we legislate here we do it upon the assumption that we are 
to have some control over this property, located, as it is, in a foreign 
country. What is the object of this incorporation here but to give as- 
surance to the world that this great country has some superintending 
power, some interest in it? There is no other object. This corpora- 
tion had better be in Mexico unless we are to regulate it and make 
some provision not only for the protection of those who control and 
direct it, but also for the people who invest their money in its stock 
and bonds, and for the people who will consume the products which it 
will bring to market, and who will ultimately pay both its cost ofcon- 
struction and all other charges which it may impose, and whose money 
will be lost should it prove a failure. 

Mr. President, in whatever form the power to affect this railway and 
its franchises exists, when we create a corporate body for that purpose 
it is our duty to impose the proper limitations upon it. Will any one 
say that a corporation shall be permitted to increase its bonded indebt- 
edness and its capital stock beyond the money actually used in the 
construction of the work, two, three, four, or five times; to plunder the 
people of the country by the exercise of a power of taxation based upon 
nothing, for money never used? Why, sir, this country rests now under 
an annual indebtedness of $400,000,000, which is taking from every 
poor man in this country the proceeds of his labor, owing to improvi- 
dent legislation; and here is another scheme to bring about the same 
results, and one which I think will be an injury to Captain Eads and to 
this great work. Every corporation should be limited in the amount 
of debt which it can create, and all its franchises should be held sub- 
ject to the will of the people. If this project should be successful, as I 
think it will be, we shall have given an unlimited power of taxation, 
of oppressing and burdening the people and the commerce of the world. 
Far better would it be to pay $100,000,000 out of the Treasury.’ 

As to the objection that has been made, ‘‘ how will aman know 
whether bonds have been issued in excess of the actual and reasonable 
cost,’’ ibis the business of the corporation, it is the business of legi 
tion here to see that that information is furnished to the public; and if 
you can not create corporations without giving them the power to tax 
the people for money not used and not expended, you had better not 
create them atall. What use will this railway be if it isto tax at 
enormous rates the through freight and transportation of the produc- 
tions of this country? What value will it be if this stock and these 
bonds are to be issued for twice the cost of construction and sold in 
this country to widows and orphans, as the phrase is so often used, as 
investors, or to honest poor people who may be induced to put their 
small savings in by the expectations of important results from it? Ido 
not see any force in the objection that it is not the duty of the legisla- 
tor to —_ in creating a corporation that these results will not come 
upon the people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GEORGE. What has become of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] which was amended by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska as modified by the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts was adopted, and by common consent 
was afterwards modified by inserting a word. 

Mr. MORGAN, I move to strike out ‘Secretary of the Interior” 
where it occurs, I think in line 6 of section 3, and insert ‘‘ president of 
the company.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be made. Will the Senator from Alabama call the attention 
of the Secretary to the precise point where the amendment is to be 
made? It will be read so that there may be nó mistake about it. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 6, it is pro to strike out 
the words ‘‘Secretary of the Interior” and insert ‘‘president of the 
company;’’ so as to read: 


When the president of the com y shail certify that not less than $5,000,000 
has been subscribed to said stock by responsible persons, &c. 


Mr. UEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri whether, 
as the bill now stands after that amendment, any act isrequired to be 
performed by any officer of the Government of the United States in 
reference to this company? 

Mr. VEST. None at all; no act by any official of the United States. 

Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment to insert additional sections, 
which I send to the desk to be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add as new sections the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC, —. That the power to alter, amend, or repeal this act of incorporation is 
hereby reserved to the United States. 

Src. —. That the Government of the United States shall have the right at any 
time to acquire the ownership and control of the property of this corporation, at 
such price as shall be ascertained by a fair appraisement of its value by ap- 
praisers, one of whom shall be appointed by the United States and the other by 
the said corporation, and a third who shall be selected by the two appointed per- 
sons: Provided, That the Government of Mexico shall first consent by treaty 
with the United States of America to the purchase of the property of said cor- 
poration in Mexico. 


Mr. PLATT. Is that amendment divisible? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I wish the question might be first taken on the 
first section of the amendment. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Asa division of the question has been 
called for, the question then will be first on the adoption of the first 
section of the amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 
to the substitute offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The Chief Clerk read the first section of the amendment, as follows: 


Src, —. That the power to alter, amend, or repeal this act of incorporation is 
hereby reserved to the United States, 


Mr. MORGAN. I understand that is in the bill now. 

Mr. VEST. Itisin the bill, but with the condition that it shall not 
interfere with the equitable rights of the company. 

Mr. PLATT. Do I understand that it is or is not in the bill now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the pro- 
vision in the substitute on that subject. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That Congress shall at all times haye the power to alter, amend, or re 


this act when in its judgment the public good may require, but not in viola- 
tion of the rights of the company considered in equity. 


Mr. VEST. ‘The latter clause of the amendment might be stricken 
out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida mod- 
ify his amendment? 

Mr. CALL. I modify it and strike out that clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified will be 
read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Inline 3 of section 10, after the word ‘‘require,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out “but not in violation of the rights of the 
company considered in equity;’’ so as to read: 

That Congress shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, or repeal this 


act when in its judgment the public good may require. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs on the re- 
maining amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], which 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert, as an additional sec- 
tion, the following: 


SEC. —. That the Government of the United States shall have the right at any 
time to acquire the ownership and control of the property of this corporation, 
at such price as shall be ascertained by a fair appraisement of its value by ap- 
praisers, one of whom shall be appointed by the United States and the other by 
the said corporation, and a third, who shall be selected by the two appointed per- 
sons: Provided, That the Republic of Mexico shall first consent by treaty with 
e garea States of America to the purchase of the property of said corporation 
in Mexico. 


Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Missonri was asked in what grant 
of power on the face of the Constitution he found the authority to pass 


this bill; and he referred to the commerce clause of the Constitution, 
which grants to Congress power to regulate commerce with foreign na- 
tions, among the States, and with the Indian tribes. I have not been 
able to satisfy myself that the power exists there. Ido not concede 
that point. 

It occurs to me that we are creating a corporation to transact busi- 
ness in a foreign country having no connection whatever with the busi- 
ness of transportation in the United States. It is absolutely extra-ter- 
ritorial. The country over which the proposed railroad, if built, will 
pass is not under the control or jurisdiction of the United States Gov- 
ernment in any form whatever. 

Now, suppose you create this corporation and a controversy should 
arise between it and persons within the country where it is proposed to 
run its road. The courts there would have jurisdiction of the cause of 
action and no other court as far as I know. Now, suppose this corpora- 
tion were to bring suit, in my judgment a plea in abatement that this 
corporation is not a person created by the law of the country where the 
road runs, but by a foreign country, that this corporation is not recog- 
nized by the laws of that country, and that really it has no existence 
in point of law there would be held good. 

So I am not able to see on what authority of the Constitution under 
any clause whatever we have this power. 

Various cases have been enumerated by Mr. Justice Story in his com- 
mentaries on the Constitution, where power has been held to exist by 
implication. In every one of those cases the Supreme Court has gone 
to the clause giving the authority from which the incident follows. I 
know of but one single instance in the entire range of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States where that is not done, and that - 
is in the last decision affirming the constitutionality of the greenback 
law, where it is conceded that there is no one power of the Constitution 
where this authority can be located, but out of various streams of power 
flowing into one common general stream there can be found enough to 
locate the power. That always appeared to me to be one of the wildest 
and most inconclusive decisions; and no wonder that it has been re- 
ceived as it has been. 

It occurs to me that we ought to look well to what we are doing. 
The Senator from Massachusetts puts an amendment on requiring that 
$500,000 of stock shall be taken bona fide, and I believe the Secretary 
of the Interior is to determine upon that. Now, I remember very well 
that we have gotten ourselves into difficulty time and again by a sort 
of quasi-recognition of the existence of corporations by Congress. For 
instance, in the case of the New Orleans exposition we appointed com- 
missioners, and they invited foreign governments to be represented, and 
it was thought foreign countries would have a right to suppose that the 
Government of the United States recognized that and indorsed it, and 
in point of fact we lost about a million and a half dollars by it. 

I have just learned that the clause about the Secretary of the In- 
terior has been stricken out. Certainly I know of no clause in the Con- 
stitution where this power can be properly lodged. Congress has the 
power to regulate commerce with foreign nations, the widest stretch 
of power we possess. Can Congress under that clause of the Constitu- 
tion build a railroad entirely beyond the limits of the United States, 
and having built that railroad claim that that aids in the regulation of 
ecommerce when Congress has no power on earth over that railroad 
when built? The answer seems to me to be conclusive. 

Whilst I have the greatest desire to aid in this great measure—for I 
regard it as such—I do not see how we can pass this bill. I admit that 
the United States Government has the right to purchase the right of 
way and get the jurisdiction over that right of way across the Isthmus 
of Tehuantepec. I have no doubt about that. The case of the Amer- 
ican Insurance Company vs. Canter, in Ist Peters, settled the question 
conclusively that Congress has the right to acquire territory by the 
war-making power or the treaty-making power, and we have to-day the 
Territory of Alaska entirely disconnected with any territory belonging 
to the United States. Ifunder the provision for the common defense 
we found it to our interest to purchase the right of way and to acquire 
jurisdiction of the right of way in that territory, then we could make 
an appropriation and build that railroad to be under the control and 
jurisdiction of the United States, and any cause of action arising on it 
would be triable in our own courts; but that is not the proposition here. 
We incorporate a company which does not doone thing effective within 
the limits of the United States, but is to build a railroad over which 
when built we have no control whatever. Therefore I can not see 
what authority we have for the of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the adoption 
of the substitute of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] as amended. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, as the bill now stands bonds may 
be issued bearing any rate of interest, 6, 10, or 20 per cent., and may 
be sold at 90 per cent. of the par value or 50 percent. I think in order 
to guard against anything of that kind my friend from Missouri will 
accept an amendment that I propose to come in on page 3, after line 
43, of the substitute which he proposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert the foliowing proviso 
on page 3, after line 43: 

Provided, That the rate of interest on all bonds issued shall be fixed at the rate 
of 6 per cent. per annam; and no bonds shall be sold or disposed of without the 
payment of not less than 90 per cent. of their face value. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it is exceedingly unreasonable to 
say to a corporation which is to pursue its business in a foreign coun- 
try, largely to depend on foreign capital, that there shall be arbitra- 
rly fixed a rate of interest at which they shall issue all their bonds, 
omena that you shall compel them to do what we have said ex- 

ly the United States of America shall not do on its bonds. We 
fasma that the bonds of the United States shall pay not more than 
3 per cent. per annum. Why should this company be compelled to fix 
this arbitrary rate? 

Mr. MORRILL. If this money is to be raised, it is to be raised in 
the United States, 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. MORRILL. Unquestionably the expectation is that it will be 
raised nowhere else. I desire, therefore, that this corporation shall be 
a real one, a bona fide one, and one that will deceive nobody. Itstrikes 
me, therefore, that 6 per cent. interest, with the privilege of selling 
their bonds at 90 per cent. of the face, is sufficient latitude for the dis- 
posal of the bonds. 

I have no ition to hamper this company, and I hope it will be 
successful; but I do think that we ought to guard our people somewhat 
from subscriptions to these bonds that may be disposed of in all parts 
of our country, at any rate at a time when they may not be worth any- 
thing. I hope that time never will arrive, but I think it ought to be 

ed against by some provision of this kind. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Vermont accept 8 per cent. 
instead of 6. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; I have no objection to that. I modify the 
amendment so as to make the rate 8 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. VEST. The bill will be defeated by this sort of amendments. 
The Senator from Vermont says all this money is to be raised in the 
-United States. On the other hand, the larger portion of it in all prob- 
ability will not be raised in the United States. It is not expected that 
the bonds will become a public loan and go around this country to Mr. 
Smith and Mr. Jones. Weknow tbat the character of this enterprise will 
not induce that sort of investment. The money put into this enter- 
prise will come from capitalists who we know will scan with critical 
acumen every provision of the act, and not a dollar will be put in until 
it has passed through the hands of the most eminent legal counsel, 
and then will be put in on the responsibility of men whose whole lives 
have been devoted to this sort of investments of money. It is not 
true that this money is to be raised in this country. This is a most 
extraordinary provision fixing the rate of per cent. upon the bonds of 
the company for the company itself, and yet this Government does not 
give it one dollar. Weare here spending three weeks in all sorts of 
constitutional discussions and in the most hypercritical amendments, as 
if this money was to come out of the Treasury of the United States 
directly. 

Here is an enterprise that was rejected in the first place as utterly 
impracticable, the idea of elevating a ship for 600 or nearly 750 feet, 
and passing it 140 miles from ocean toocean. It was said to be utterly 
impracticable, the dream of a visionary, of an engineering enthusiast, 
whilst admitting on all hands that the enterprise itself if successful, 
would achieve results of the most illimitable importance to this country 
and the commerce of the world. Weare not investing a single dollar; 
and now a provision is put in that in no contingency, directly or in- 
directly, shall this Government be responsible for one cent, advertising 
to the whole world the fact that if they put their money in they put 
it on theirown judgment. We are now a paternal Government and 
take possession of the judgment of all the people of the United States 
and say to them, ‘‘You are incapable of investing your own money, 
and we will take care that you are not robbed by these enterprising 
men. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like to know the purpose and the object of 
acquiring the charter of this company from the Government of the 
United States when it is known that we can confer no right or power 
on this company to do the work, but that power and that right must 
come from a foreign government. Why is it now that an act of incor- 
poration is sought for from the United States instead of from Mexico, 
where the corporation is to have its life and being? I should like to 
know that. What reason is there for it? There must be some. 

Mr. VEST. Forthe simple reason which I suppose is patent to every- 
body that these gentlemen who are engaged in this enterprise are Ameri- 
can citizens; that there is not one of them who does not desire, besides 
his own personal interest, the welfare and glory of our common country. 
That, it seems to me, is answer eno 

Mr. GEORGE. How would the Senator like if a lot of Mexican 
gentlemen and capitalists proposed to cut a canal across the peninsula 
of Florida, that they should get a charter from the Mexican Govern- 
ment instead of from our Government ? 

Mr. VEST. . If they received an incorporation from that govern- 


ment, no intelligent or honest man could object to it. They are Mex- 
ican citizens; and where would they go for an incorporation except to 
their own government? When they sought a field of operations they 
might find itin the United States or England or Asia, or anywhere 
else; but the vitality of their legal existence must come from their 
own government. It is too plain, it seems to me, to be denied. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is not the Senator perfectly aware that no corpora- 
tion created by one government can exercise any function within any 
other country without the consent of the government in whose juris- 
diction they operate? 

Mr. VEST, I apprehend that; and any tyro in the law that would 
deny such a proposition ought to be put out of a Jawyer’s office. Who 
holds that we have any extra-territorial authority? We are not giv- 
ing these people permission by force of any charter that we grant them 
to do anything in Mexico. When they go to Mexico they become sub- 
ject to her laws, as every foreigner who comes to the United States be- 
comes subject to our laws. 

As I said the other day, the corporations that come here every day 
for bridge charters do not get their vitality from the United States, but 
they get it from the States; and when they come here to get leave to 
put up a bridge structureacross a national stream under the jurisdiction 
of this Government, they get that power from the Congress of the United 
States, and no Legislature ofa Statecan giveittothem. Captain Eads 
could have gone to a State but for the fact that in the laws of all the 
States the amount of capital in the first place is cireumscribed, and 
then in nearly all of them, I believe in every one I have examined, the 
incorporators are required to be citizens of that State. Here isa great 
national object, affecting the commerce of the whole world in regard to 
which the United States Govtrnment must act as an entirety, not by 
States, butas the Government of the whole Union under the commerce 
clause of the Constitution, which gives us the power to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations. 

For these reasons they come here for this act of incorporation, and 
for none other. 

Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. DoLPH in the chair). Mr. President, the 
Senator from Missouri has acceded to all those reasonable conditions 
and limitations which are necessary to protect the life of a corporation, 
to make ita real corporation, to its stockholders against an ex- 
cessive issue of stock and an excessive issue of bonds. This bill now 
contains all the ordinary limitations that are im upon corpora- 
tions created by the laws of the United States. Iam not disposed to 
cripple these corporators, who are about to undertake a great enterprise 
es this, by any unreasonable limitations such as the one now pro- 


posed, 

To provide, in the first place, for the sale of these bonds at 80 per cent. 
or 90 per cent. of their par value is an impeachment of the credit of the 
company. It is assumed or presumed that they will raise money upon 
bonds. These bonds will not all be sold for money. The great body 
of them in the ordinary course of business would not be sold for money 
at all. They would be sold in exchange for labor or commodities or in 
the payment of contractors. For instance, this great corporation when 
it comes to buy iron in large quantities will pay for it in bonds. 

Now, to fix a minimum price upon these bonds, a limited price, would 
only be to embarrass the company in undertaking this enterprise. The 
truth is, if we intend to assist by giving corporate authority to an as- 
sociation of Americans and other citizens to build this great work, we 
ought to give them as wide a margin and as liberal a leeway as possi- 
ble. They will have a great undertaking to execute. There will be 
times of deep depression in the course of such an enterprise; there al- 
ways are. To say that they shall not use their bonds except at a cer- 
tain price would be to cripple them and probably break them ata time 
when they must have the means even at a sacrifice to carry on the en- 
terprise. 

I sympathize a good deal therefore with the Senator from Missouri 
in his struggle over this bill. It seems to me now, since he has him- 
self proposed all these essential conditions that are necessary to protect 
the people of the United States, limiting the amount of bonds and the 
amount of stock, and containing provisions which will guard the or- 
ganization of this corporation by requiring the corporators to meet, 
and all those essential conditions that the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations thought necessary to put into the Nicaragua Canal bill, > has 
gone far enough; but to say that these bonds shall be sold at par, or 
that the stock shall be subscribed and paid for at par before any work 
is done, or before any bonds can be issued, or to provide for the sale of 
bonds at not less than 80 or 90 per cent., will only hamper the enter- 
prise. Suppose a time should come in the progress of the work when 
there may be a panic or a financial crisis; the company may have in its 

these bonds, and it may not be able to pay its debts because 

it can not sell its bonds upon the terms imposed by this act of incor- 

ration. There was a time when the State of Ohio was so crippled in 

az financial condition that she sold her bonds at 50 cents on the dollar 
in order to maintain the public credit of the State. 

It has always been one of the proudest boasts of the people of that 
State that, although at one time when they were in debt and involved 
in their system of public improvements and their credit ran down, they 
actually did sell their bonds, bearing 6 per cent. interest, at 50 cents 
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on the dollar. Our Government sold its bonds in the midst of the civil 
war at 40 cents on the dollar in gold. Suppose there had been some 
rule established then by Congress that the Government should not make 
this sacrifice in order to carry on our war, what would have been the 
result of such a proposition as that? If this company is to be ona 
ized, give it all the powers of a corporation, the power to use their 
stock, and all their bonds, and all their credit, and all their means in 
order to maintain the enterprise and carry it to successful execution. 

I therefore would not limit in any respect the price at which they 
should sell their securities. Asa matter of course the owners of the 
stock have the deepest interest in obtaining the highest price for their 
securities, because their fortunes are involved in getting as much as 
possible for these bonds. The provision requiring that they must be 
sold at 80 cents on the dollar would probably induce bankers to de- 
mand at once at the commencement the bonds at 80 cents on the dol- 
lar. It might prevent the corporation we have chartered for a great 
purpose from getting more than 80 cents on the dollar for their bonds. 

It seems to me that is not the way to deal with this corporation. If 
we are to grant the stockholders corporate powers to aid them in this 
enterprise in a foreign country, we ought to give them full and abso- 
lute power of disposition to the extent of the stock and bonds which 
we think sufficient to build the railway, and make no stipulation that 
may hereafter em curtail, bankrupt, or destroy them, withample 
means in their hands to carry on their enterprise. 

It appears to be the general sense of the Senate that we should create 
this corporation without any liability on the part of the Government. 
Having protected our own citizens and required the regular orderly 
mode of creating a corporation so that every man knows precisely how 
much stock he gets, then I would leave it to deal with the people at 
large and get money where they can, not only in this country but in 
foreign countries. The probability is that these securities will travel 
all over the world, just as the securities of all great corporations are 
sold all over the world. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question, as he is a 
man of experience, I ask whether the requiring in the present condi- 
tion of the money market the corporation to put 8 per cent. as the rate 
of interest would not materially injure its credit? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly it would. A corporation that was 
expected in the outset to raise money at 8 per cent. would. be consid- 
ered a bankrupt corporation, because now no one would begin a great 
enterprise on the basis of a higher rate of interest than 4 or 5 per cent. 
Nearly all the great corporations of our country are now borrowing 
money at 4 per cent., and nearly all the bonds bearing more than 4 per 
cent. issued by any great corporation of this country are now sold above 
par. Take the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company and the other 
competing railroad companies, none of which have undertaken a work 
of greater magnitude than this. Suppose they in the beginning of their 
operations had been cabined and abridged in the use of their credit in 
times of necessity, they could not have executed the magnificent lines 
of railroads that now carry our vast internal commerce. 

I am therefore willing to let these corporations have this act of in- 
corporation; and I say Godspeed to Captain Eads, and everybody else 
who may aid in this enterprise. Do not, after granting them this naked 
power, which is a convenience to them, a means by which they can or- 
ganize their company and sell their bonds in foreign markets, cripple 
them by paper restrictions which will limit their credit, impair their 
strength, and perhaps at a critical moment bankrupt the corporation 
and defeat the great and beneficent object they seek to accomplish. 

It is sometimes asked, why not compel them to take a Mexican char- 
ter? The Senator from Mississippi makes the inquiry, why should the 
United States step in and help thisenterprise ? Does he not know that 
all the great corporations in Europe, every one of them, including the 
Bank of England, has power to deal in all the countries of the world ? 
And it is necessary for a corporation like this undertaking a great en- 
terprise in Mexico, not only to deal with Mexico but with all the com- 
mercial nations of the world, because these bonds will go e here 
wherever money is cheapest and most abundant. When the tor 
says they ought to take a Mexican charter he only shows that he does 
not appreciate the enormous advantage, the enormous power which the 
Government of the United States exercises in the money markets of 
the world compared with that of Mexico. Mexico has gone through 
many serious embarrassments. She has become almost bankrupt at 
times. The advantages of an American incorporation when such an 
enterprise as this is to be undertaken are very great. 

Take the Nicaragua Canal. Suppose that enterprise depended only 
on the act of the Government of Nicaragua, a country of but a few 
hundred thousand inhabitants, a country the value of whose property 
is hot equal to that of any of the States of our Union. Does not any 
one see that a corporation authorized and organized by that govern- 
ment alone would have insufficient credit in the money markets of the 
world—no such credit as would justify an undertaking costing the sum 
of $100,000,000, a sum greater probably than the value of all the p 
erty in Nicaragua? Take even Mexico, while it is now in a flouri: 
ing condition, more hopeful than ever in all its history, and while it 
has a more stable government now than ever before, yet the strength 
and credit of this government compared with ours would not justify 


a corporation authorized only by a concession from it to undertake 
so great a work. They have less population, less extent of territory, 
less wealth, less ions to credit and stability. A corporation 
granted by Mexico would be somewhat weakened by the former finan- 
cial history of Mexico in many important crises. Therefore business 
men would not invest their property in a corporation dependent alone 
on the power and will of Mexico, while on the other hand the United 
States now is recognized in all the world as a stable Government, a 
powerful Government, now of 60,000,000 people, perhaps the richest 
in the world. 

Congress grants to its own citizens this corporate authority, and that 
corporation goes into the markets of the world with an established 
credit, first because it is authorized by the United States, which will 
protect the corporation in the exercise of the powers conferréd upon it; 
next, because it is composed of American citizens of known and estab- 
lished wealth and credit. They subscribe money to these bonds and 
to this stock. That at once gives it a status and a place on the lists of 
all the commercial countries of the world. It is an American security, 
not a Mexican security. It therefore has great advantages. 

But still, even in this corporation, backed by this corporate authority 
and by the supposed strength and wealth of our people and of these cor- 
porators, there may be times in its history when it will be extremely 
difficult for it to raise money upon its bonds or its stock. Would you 
then cripple it from using what it had atsuch rates as the law of neces- 
sity compelled? Certainly not, Therefore, I am perfectly willing to 
leave to these corporators the management of their own affairs, of their 
bonds and their stock, protecting them in their organization, limiting 
them in their powers if you please, but then leave them to dispose of 
the bonds and stock by their own selected agents in order to accom- 
plish the purpose of the corporation, knowing that they are more deeply 
interested in success than anybody else. 

Ifthey should issue bonds and stock recklessly and without considera- 
tion, then they would lose all which is involved in this enterprise— 
the enterprise would fail. It is only by maintaining the credit of the 
organization, giving them full power to use all their means to carry this 
work into successful execution, that they may accomplish it. If they 
do accomplish it they will accomplish one of the great feats of modern 
times. 

Therefore, for one, I will not vote for even so plausible a proposition 
as this, because you can not say—my friend from Vermont who is a 
cautious and careful man, just in all things, can not say—whattime will 
bring forth; he can not say that an exigency may not arise when these 
men will be compelled to sacrifice their bonds in order to preserve their 
existence, carry on their work, and pay their debts; and he ought not 
to cripple them, and we ought not to cripple this corporation by a con- 
dition which in time of exigency would bankrupt them because they 
are not enabled by the terms of this charter to use the means at their 
command. I shall vote against the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I would by no means cripple this 
incorporation, and I do not intend to vote for anything that I think will 
cripple the people of this country. 

Evidently this corporation is to be gilded by being incorporated by 
the Congress of the United States. If we can afford to gild them with 
our authority, we ought to give them something on which the public 
confidence may rest with entire security. The idea that Mexico has 
any capital to invest in this, or that any foreign country, ourrivals, will 
invest in any project of ours of this sort, is about as wild as it would 
be to undertake to catch larks at noonday. 

Mr. President, perhaps I accepted the suggestion of the Senator from 
Mississippi toohastily. I willmodify my amendment so that it shall 
read ‘‘ not exceeding 8 per cent.’’ in the rate of interest. ‘TheSenator 
from Ohio was mistaken in supposing that it was 80 per cent. of the 
Ae value of the bonds that I provided for in the event of a sale of 

nds. 

Even by the Senator from Ohio it is admitted that there may be 
times of depression when this company may be under the necessity of 
disposing of the bonds or stock at less than par value. Ido not want 
to witness what the French people have witnessed—a general distribu- 
tion of the bonds all over the country at any rate, put at such a vast 
discount that they will tempt ignorant people to subscribe for them. 

I therefore think it is no more than just and proper that we should 
fix the rate at which they may dispose of the bonds so that it can not 
be at a greater discount than 10 per cent. discount from the face value. 
It strikes me that this will strengthen the incorporation. If I thought 
otherwise I should not introduce the amendment. I believe that it is 
a just and proper one, and I shall certainly abide by the vote of the 
Senate on it, and I shall ask a vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio has presented this 
subject in a new andratherstartlingway. He iseither more unwary or 
franker than the advocates of the proposition who have spoken before, 
for he tells us plainly that as a Mexican corporation, as an enterprise 
depending upon the power, or the solvency, or the financial soundness 
of Mexico, it would be good for nothing and that it needs the sustain- 
ing and upholding hand of this great, rich people to make it good for 
anything. Iam very glad that the Senator from Ohio with his keen 
insight into any measure involving large financial transactions and with 
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the care that he invaribly bestows upon the interests of the United 
States on all subjects, has told us plainly what this means. He says 
that in order to float the obligations of this corporation, which it has 
been held heretofore is purely foreign in its liabilities, in its obliga- 
tions, and in its work, it needs an incorporating actof the United States 
Congress so that it shall be considered, not a Mexican enterprise, but 
an American enterprise, and in this view, in which I fully coincide 
with him as to the results, which I for one thank him for shadowing 
forth here, I offer an amendment to the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the United States shall in no respect whatever be responsible or liable 
for any debt or obligation of said company or for any of its transactions. 

Mr. VEST. That is in already. 

Mr. HALE. It is difficult to know just now, with the many amend- 
ments that have been offered, with the change in the text, whether this 
be in the substitute as proposed. If the Senator from Missouri can 
show me or can have read from the desk that this proposition in terms 
is in, that will answer my purpose; but it was not contained in the 
original PAS Guerra nor in any amendment that I have heard read. 

Mr. V . - Let it be read from the substitute I have offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read when found. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 7. That nothing contained in this act shall be so construed as to involve 
the United States in any pecuniary obligations whatever other than the pay- 
ment of tolls as hereinbefore provided for. 

Mr. HALE. I do not like that phraseology so well as mine, but it 
is near enough to it, so that it will cover the purpose, and I withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say one word only in regard to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont. I have no doubt that the Senator 
from Vermont is a man of excellent credit in his town and neighbor- 
hood, Iam not a possessor of much property, but I think I have some 
credit in mine. Ifany Senator in this body, the Senator from Ohio, the 
occupant of the chair [Mr, DOLPH], the Senator from Vermont, or the 
Senator from California or anywhere else, should take his bond and go 
to the banks or careful people in his own city and put on to them, in this 
stage of the money market, a bond in which he promised to pay at a 
future time with interest at the rate of 8 per cent., the people would 
turn their backs on the bond and say ‘‘that is a confession that he is 
bankrupt.’ TheSenator from Vermont never dreamed of putting that 
into the Nicaragua bill, and it is intended to give this thing a black eye 
and nothing else. k 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Massachusetts will unđerstand 
that the amendment does not fix the rate at 8 per cent.; it may be 4 
per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Butas you offered it—— 

Mr. MORRILL. I accepted the amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi, and have said that it shall be not exceeding 8 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. As the Senator offered the amendment first he had it 
6 per cent.—the current rate of interest being a little less than 3 for 
our bonds, almost down to 2—without any ‘‘not less.’? Then he put 
it not less than 8. Now he su this other change. The Senator 
will not say that it ever entered into his head to offer that as a proposi- 
tion for amendment to the Nicaragua Canal bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Nicaragua bill is not before us. 

Mr. HOAR. Iknow; but if it had been the Senator will not say he 
ever thought of making such an amendment to that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will not detain the Senate long. 

‘The Senator from Ohio did not understand the object of my asking 
the question about the necessity or propriety of having a charter from 
the United States. He admitted, as I expected he would admit, that 
it was necessary in order to give the company credit with which to raise 
money upon the mere fact that this corporation was chartered by the 
United States. If that be so, that being the sole object of it (and 
there can be no other), then is it not the duty of the Congress of the 
United States, when it grants the charter for the purpose of enabling 
this company to raise money, to make such provisions in reference to 
the raising of money as will be safe to the investors? 

I cannot exactly understand the position taken by the Senator from 
Ohio, and also by the Senator from Massachusetts. On one part of this 
case, they come before us and say that if the company was to put out 
its bonds at 8 per cent., if the richest man in the Senate or the richest 
man in this country was to put out his bonds at 8 per cent., it would 
be a confession of bankraptcy and nobody would loan him any money. 
They say that the money ought to be obtained by this corporation at 
much less than 8 per cent. ; and yet at the same time when they make 
this statement they complain that the maximum of 8 per cent. pre- 
scribed in the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont is an 
undue restriction upon the power of the company to sell its bonds at 
any rate of interest it may see proper—50 per cent., or 50 per cent. dis- 
count. Icannotunderstand how these two positions can stand together. 
They seem to me to be inconsistent and antagonistic. 


Now, Mr. President, I wish to make another suggestion. Of course 


I know nothing about finance, and I speak with very great diffidence 
on any subject of that sort. The Senator from Ohio probably knows 
more about it, I will state candidly and frankly, than anybody in the 
Senate; we all acknowledge that. But I submit to him and to the 
Senate that it would not add to the credit of these bonds if the in- 
vestors who bought them knew by the charter after having bought 
their bonds at a fair price, that similar bonds to any amount whatever 
could be put out on the market at any price and atany rate of interest, 
thereby destroying the value of their security. Is it not a very plain 
proposition? If a corporation came to you, Mr, President, and said 
“‘T have got so many bonds I want to sell at par, at8 per cent. interest, 
or 6 per cent. interest,” would it not be a consideration in your de- 
termining whether you would buy those bonds or not, to know that no 
other bonds could be issued by that corporation unless they got the 
same amount of money for the same nominal amount of bonds that 
you paid for them? It seems to me instead of being a restriction on 
the credit of the company it is a very great aid to it. It must be upon 
the faith and confidence that bonds will not be kited in the market at 
any rate of interest and at any rate of discount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, we are told that this corporation pro- 
poses to issue bonds; bonds that are to have their credit in Europe be- 
cause they are issued here. What are these bonds? What credit are 
they to have in Europe? They are bonds upon property over which 
this country has no jurisdiction. They are bonds that European capi- 
talists are supposed to invest in, but it is the money of the poor man 
that supports these securities, the accumulations of labor that are gath- 
ered together in the course of business by capitalists. They will say, 
‘*Here is a bond issued by a corporation of the United States, whose 
courts have no jurisdiction to enforce it in their territory, the property 
which is responsible being beyond their means of control, which they 
can not make good in any shape or in any form.’ This will not con- 
stitute a basis for credit. The credit of this corporation must depend 
on its business ment, on the sound business principles on which 
it is based; and this will chiefly rest on the conditions and limita- 
tions which you create here. Investors in Europe or America will be 
unwilling to trust their money to a corporation Which may issue an un- 
limited amount of bonds. 

Why, Mr. President, that is impossible. That can give no security 
for them. The corporation is of necessity intra-territorial. The Sena- 
tor from Missouri says a tyro in the law knows that, but yet this 
corporation is predicated upon the idea that it will have the credit of 
the courts of the United States and the process of the United States to 
hold the property of the corporation amenable for the bonds. That is 
all the bond is. Only a pledge of the property of the corporation, and 
this will not be subject to our power. 

This corporation is intra-territorial. It can have nothing whatever 
but the money paid by the people of the United States or by people in 
Europe who may purchase the bonds and stock. ‘That is all the prop- 
erty it can have subject to the power of this Government or the courts 
here. Therefore it is no more than any other corporation. It has no 
connection with the Mexican enterprise as a matter of law and can not 
have any. It is simply an act of incorporation enabling these persons 
to subscribe for stock, to have succession, to own property within the 
United States or elsewhere if other countries shall see fit to permit 
them, but it is here that they have jurisdiction over the property that 
may be acquired here. 

Now what is the proposition? That we shall have no regard for the 
people of the United States and their interests who shall invest this 
money, that this corporation may issue $1,000,000,000 of bogus stock 
and never do anything whatever in the construction of the work, that 
the amount of indebtedness which they may be permitted to create on 
the people of this country who may be induced to put their labor in 
it shall not be secured. In other words, the Senate say ‘‘we care not 
for the people of the country, we care only for the rich, the capitalist, 
the managers, to protect them,” and not the investors—the men who 
pay their money. 

Mr. MAXEY. I would ask the Senator from Florida in connection 
with his argument to consider this suggestion: 

Suppose this company were to give a mortgage, as is very common, 
upon the road, road-bed, and franchises, where and how does he pro- 
pose to foreclose that mortgage? 

Mr. CALL. This Government can have nothing to do with it; it is 
in a foreign country. Therefore I say that while I am entirely in favor 
of giving Captain Eads any and every encouragement, while I am will- 
ing to vote, and think the only proper way is to vote money out of the 
Treasury of the United States to conduct this work under the control 
and direction of the Government of the United States—while that is 
my preference and my idea and I am willing to vote for a corporation 
to enable them to collect money here, to issue bonds and stock and 
have the power of succession to manage their affairs, I am not willing 
to turn over the people of the United States to them without any pro- 
tection. I am not willing to permit the corporation to issue stocks and 


-| bonds without limit and sell them without regard to the construction 


of the work or its cost, and Iam surprised that such a proposition 
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should be made after the trouble we have had in this country from this 
cause, and the serious dangers that now menace us from the power of 
taxation of the people given to corporations, without limiting and re- 
straining them in their exercise of it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, a single word more. I confess that 
the prompting of this amendment was the practice of De Lesseps in re- 
lation to his canal. I understand that De Lesseps has flooded France 
with bonds. Ifthis company is organized, a year after nea to 
issue bonds the payment of interest will become due and it have 
no other means of making payments of the accruing interest on the 
bonds than that pursued by De Lesseps, which was to issue new bonds 
at 75 cents on the dollar for the payment of the interest on the previ- 
ous bonds. I do not desire to see that practice permitted by anything 


Mr. MAXEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]; otherwise I would vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). Iam paired on thisques- 
tion with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] is paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If the Senator from 
Maine were here he would vote against the bill, and the Senator from 
South Carolina would vote for it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam informed that my has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—46. 
that we shall do here, and therefore I pro the amendment which } 
T have offered. Piers aion: RA mon DA 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment | Blackburn, Dolph, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
offered by the Senator from Vermont Tarr. MORRILL], on which he | Blair, Eustis, TO ONASA ERANI, 
called for the yeas and nays as the Chair understood. Hoon thats f Kane Sadon” 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir; I desire the yeas and nays. Cameron, Frye, ` Mahone, ` ; 
Met yens and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call | Cheney, Genge; nay cr oka Sa 

e ro be + , » + 

Mr. COLQUITT (when hisname was called). I am generally paired Colaaitt, Yiu ton, ee a 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. He is now paired nger, Harris, Plumb, 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. So I vote “nay.” NAYS—7. 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). The Senator | pamunds, Morrill, Vance, Wilson of Iowa, 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] is paired with the Senator from South Caro- | Jones of Arkansas, Platt, Van Wyck, 
uoa [Mr. porroi, If me Senator from Maine were paws he would ABSENT—23. 
vote ‘‘yea’’ on this amendment, and ‘‘nay inst ill finally. 

Mer, MAXEY (whens bis: pama was exiled), Lam paired with the [ace ena, ae Senator 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wiison]. If he were present, I should | Butler, Hale, Mitchell of Pa., Teller, 
vote ‘‘yea.”” Camden Joost Waite, axuisbeger Wilson of Md. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired with the | Chace, ’ D, Sabin, r 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY]. If he were present, I would | So the bill was passed. 


vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. VooRHEES’s name was called). The Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] on this question is paired with me. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BOWEN. My colleague [Mr. TELLER] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas | Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] has 
transferred the pair between the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
SON] and myself to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I there- 
fore vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 
Berry, George, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, Jones of Arkansas, ag 
Edmunds, MeMillan, Van Wyck, 
NAYS—42, 
ee Delph. Ingalls, Sa 

. pA, n wyer, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 

z Evarts, enna, ner, 
Bowen, Farwell, Miller, ance, 
Brown, Frye, Mitchell of Oreg., V: 

ey, Gibson, Morgan, Wal $ 
Colq ve Ham ton, Plumb, Wilama 

u umb, 

Conger, Harris. Pugh, 
Cullom, Harrison, m, 
ABSENT—4H. 
Aldrich, Fair, Mahone, Sabin, 
Butler, Gray, Manderson, Sewell, 

en, e, Maxey. Stanford, 

Cameron, Hawley. Mitchell of Pa, Teller, 
& Jones of Florida, Payne, Voor! 
Coke, McPherson, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the substitute offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
as amended. : 

The substitute was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ° 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to say that while I am entirely 
glad and willing that anybody who wishes to try that experiment may. 
As I said on a former occasion, I am not able to see how this bill under 
this concession can possibly be constitutional, and I therefore ask for 
the yeas and nays on its passage. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. Not knowing how he would 
vote I withhold my vote. 


xXVIN——118 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its di ment 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2929) to amend the 
act dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial districts, and to 
divide the eastern and western districts thereof into divisions, establish 
district and circuit courts of the United States therein, and provide for 
the times and places for holding such courts, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 

rt of the committee of conference on the ee votes of the two 

ouses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 10) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes in 
reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 22, 1882. 

The message further announ that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoinage of the 
trade-dollar, disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the di ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Scorr, Mr. LANHAM, and Mr. FELTON managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon ie by the President pro tempore: 

A bil & 1494) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Smith; 

A bill (S. 2982) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to permit the temporary occupation of streets by a railway 
for the purpose of transporting material to fill about the base of the 
Washington Monument; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing and directing the Depart- 
ment of Justice to transfer certain rooms which have been occupied by 
the United States courts to the city of Jackson, Mississippi. 


NICARAGUA MARITIME CANAL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the Order of Business 1905, being the bill (S. 2636) to incor- 
porate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate. 

JAMES W. GOODRICH. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to correct a mistake in a bill 
which has been returned to the two Houses by the President for that 
purpose. In authorizing the payment to a postmaster of certain 
moneys which he had been charged with in his accounts, of which his 
post-office was robbed, there is an error in the name of the town. I 
ask unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate passing that bill 
and the vote ordering it to a third reading be reconsidered, and that it 
may be corrected by striking out the word ‘“‘ Haverhill” and substitut- 
ing the word ‘‘ Amesbury.” 
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The PRESIDENT pro Secretary 
that the Senate is not in ion of the enrolled bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill been sent tothe President, and sent back 
by him to the House, and sent by the House of Representatives to us. 
So I suppose we may reconsider. 
ko SIDERI pro tempore. Has the Senator the action of the 

ouse 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave it in my hand—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has it been sent to the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. The bill was a House bill. It was passed by the Sen- 
ate without amendment with this mistake in it, as it was originally in- 
troduced in the House. Upon the mistake being discovered the Senate 
pes a concurrent resolution requesting the President to return the 

ill to the House of Representatives. I consulted the Clerk of the 
House and the clerks here, and understood that to be the proper course. 
Thereupon the two Houses requested the President to return the bill 
to the House of Representatives, which he has done. The House of 
Representatives then has transmitted the bill to us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the Senator’s motion? 

Mr. HOAR. My request now is that the Senate give unanimous 
consent to reconsider the vote passing the bill to be enacted and the 
vote passing the bill to a third reading, and that it be amended by 
striking out the word ‘‘ Haverhill ” and inserting the word ‘‘Ames- 
bury.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now [I ask that the message of the House sending 
the bill here be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the House will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House be directed to return to the Senate the 
bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of James W. Goodrich, and the message of the 
President accompanying the same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the House acted, it being a House bill, in 
correcting the error? 

Mr. HOAR. We must act first, because we passed the House bill. 
It is now returned to us by the House as a bill passed by the House; 
the Senate reconsiders its concurrence with that, and amends it, and 
sends it back amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is right. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
vote ordering this bill to a third reading and to its passage be recon- 
sidered. If there be no objection, that reconsideration will beagreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. My request was for unanimous consent that the two 
votes passing the bill to be enacted and passing it to a third reading 
be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. 

Mr. HOAR. Now let the bill be read. It is but three or four lines. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOAR. Inow move toamend by striking out the word ‘‘ Hay- 
erhill ” and inserting ‘“‘Amesbury.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

NORTH CAROLINA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. RANSOM. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to give way 
for a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. CAMERON. He does for the present. 

Mr. RANSOM. I ask the Senate to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate passed this morning, when I happened to be out of the Cham- 
ber, House bill 10658, Order of Business 2155. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the title? 

Mr. RANSOM. It is the bill (H. R. 10658) to change the lines be- 
tween the eastern and western judicial districts of North Carolina, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam in favor of reconsidering that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator move to recon- 
sider the vote? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir. I move to reconsider the vote. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question now is on the passage of the bill, I 
suppose. 

Mr. RANSOM. I want to move an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator had better move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was ordered to a third reading, and then an amend- 
ment will be in order. 

Mr. RANSOM. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. Now, I move to strike out the word ‘‘and,”’ in the 
third line, before the word ‘‘ Orange,” and after ‘‘ Orange” to insert 
‘f Moore and Person.” That adds two more counties to the eastern 
district. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


The advises the Chair 


The CHIEF CLERK. 


Line 3, strike out “and,” and after the word 
‘tt Orange” insert the words ‘‘ Moore and Person;’’ so as to read: 


That the counties of Chatham, Durham, Orange, Moore, and Person, now 
constituting a part of the western judicial district of North Carolina, shall er 
sadista Sewer transferred to and made part of the eastern judicial district 

Q: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. compare 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is really a matter that deserves the serious 
attention of the Senate. When this bill was in the Committee on the 
Judiciary the only ground that was suggested for the change of these 
counties from one district of North Carolina to another was the fact, as 
stated, and the only fact stated, that the fees of the marshal and the 
district attorney and the clerk in the western district had gotten up to 
the maximum allowed by law and beyond it, and that they paid money 
into the Treasury, and that the state of business in the eastern district 
was so small that the marshal and the district attorney and the clerk 
there did not get as much as they would like to get, and this change 
in the lines of these districts was for the sole purpose, as stated to us, 
and the only purpose as stated to us, of putting more emoluments into 
the pockets of one set of officers and taking from the Treasury of the 
United States and possibly from other officers emoluments that they 
would otherwise get. I therefore opposed this bill in the Committee on 
the Judiciary, but it saw fit to recommend it, undoubtedly upon high 
grounds of public interest, &c., and without regard to the interests of 
suitors at all, but in order to put more money into the pockets of the 
officers in the eastern district and take from the Treasury some of that 
which the western officers now put in. 

That was the whole of the case as it was stated to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and therefore, as the bill is now open to amendment, 
and is amended for aught I care, I do not care how many more coun- 
ties you put in in order to get the fees over and make it just as they 
like. I want to take the yeas and nays of this body on the question of 
whether that sort of legislation is what you like. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this amendment the yeas and 
nays are demanded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notontheamendment. The Senate may put all 
the counties in any district it pleases. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, on the third reading of the bill, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison ordering the amend- 
ment to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third time. On that 
question the yeas and nays were called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RANSOM, I did not have the pleasure of being before the Ju- 
diciary Committee when this bill was considered. I have simply this 
to say to the Senate, and I would not say it but fora on from 
a friend, that if anybody will take the map and look at counties 
and see where the business of the eastern district is done and where 
the business of the western district is done, he will be satisfied at once 
that these counties should be put within the eastern district. All the 
counties named in the bill are within 50 miles of the capital of the 
State, the point in the eastern district at which most of the business is 
administered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have to reply that it is not a long while ago 
since the question of the adjustment of the lines between these dis- 
tricts was before the Committee on the Judiciary, and according to 
what was then represented to us by the Senators and resentatives 
and other people of consequence in the State of North lina, this 
division was the right one, and there has not come to that committee 
from any judge or marshal or citizen any statement that the conven- 
ience of suitors requires that the lines of these districts should be 
changed. The only suggestion made by anybody was that it happened 
that the business in the western district of North Carolina was such 
that there was a surplus to put into the Treasury of the United States 
in the way of fees, and in the eastern district it was not that way, and 
therefore money was to be put over into the pockets of people in the 
eastern side and taken out of the Treasury that was now turned in by 
the people of the western side. That is the whole case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I do know how he would vote if 
he were here. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
32, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 

Blackburn, Co Harris, Sherman 
Bowen, Dolph, o Jones of Arkansas, §; ner, 
Brown, Kenna, ance, 

Farw: Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Camero: George, er, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Ransom, Wal i, 
Coke, Gorman, Saulsbury, ©, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Sawyer, Williams. 
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"NAYS—3. 
Blair, Fry Ingalls, Plumb. 
Edmunds, Hoes, . Pitt, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Dawes, McMillan, Payne, 
Allison, Evarts, McPherson, Pugh. 
Beck, Fair, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Berry, Gray, Manderson, Sabin, 
re ee stn etre Seni 
cn, awley, ell oi fo 
; Hoar, * Mitchell of Pa, ‘Teller, 
Cheney, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Voorh: 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN MISSOURL 


Mr. VEST submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2929) to amend the act dividin; 
the State of Missouri into two judicial districts, and to divide the eastern an 
western districts thereof into divisions, establish district and cireuit courts of 
the United States therein, and provide for the times and places for holding such 
courts, and for other S ood baving met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the game. 

G. G. VEST, 


WM. M. EV. 
JAMES F. WILSON, 
Janagers on the part of the Senate, 


W. H. WADE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No further action by the Senate is 
required, ‘The bill is passed, the House having receded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 2992) to make Tampa, Fla., a port of entry. 

Mr. CAMERON rose. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Pennsylvania to indulge me, and 
let this bill be considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must insist on going on with the Nicaragua bill 
if we are to proceed with any legislative business. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘TheSenator from Florida moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to appeal to the Senator from 
Vermont. This bill is greatly needed and is of pressing public inter- 
estto Tampa. There isa line of steamers waiting there now, detained 
with freight, because of the absence of a port of entry. The bill has 
been recommended by the Committee on Commerce, and there is no 
kind of objection to it. I suppose it will pass without any discussion. 
It is necessary that it should be acted upon without delay, in order that 
it may go to the other House, ° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2992) to 
make Tampa, Fla., a port of entry. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does that displace the unfinished business? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the motion is agreed to, and the 
Senate adjourns pending the consideration of the bill, it would dis- 

lace the unfinished business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It displaces the Nicaragua bill. 

Mr. CALL. It will not take more than a moment to dispose of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Florida to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Imove that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 
oe eae adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 18, at 12 
o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 17, 1887. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, 
D. D., of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. ` 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had adopted resolutions expressive 
of the regret of that body at the death of the late Senator Pike. 

The also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
3286) to increase the naval establishment; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreein 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2646) 


ing votes of the 


pa to the Kanawha and Ohio Railroad Company the right to lay 
ts the United States lock and dam property in the 
Great Kanawha Valley, State of West Virginia. 


VETO MESSAGE—DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the House of Representatives: 
I return without House bill No. 10203, entitled “An act to enable 
oner of iture to make a ial distribution of seeds in the 


drought-stricken counties of Texas, and making an appropriation therefor.” 

It is represented that a long-continued and extensive drought has existed in 
certain A pkgs of the State of Texas, resulting in a failure of crops and conse- 
quent and destitution. 

Though there has been some difference in statements concerning the extent 
of the people’s needs in the localities thus affected, there seems to be no doubt 
that there existed a condition calling for relief; and I am willing to believe 
that, notwi the aid already furnished, a donation of seed grain to the 
farmers located in region to enable them to put in new crops would serve 
to avert a continuance or return of an unfortunate blight. 

And yet I feel obliged to withhold a seers of the pien es ag egret by 
this bill to indulge a benevolent and ble sentiment the appro- 
priation of public funds for that purpose. 

I can find no warrant for such an appropriation in the Constitution ; and Ido 
not believe that the power and duty of the General Government ought to be ex- 
tended to the relief of individual suffering which is in no manner perly re- 
lated to the public service or benefit. A prevalent tendency to the 
limited mission of this power and duty should, I think, resisted, 
to the end thatthe lesson should be constantly enforced that, though the people 
appart aie Government, the Government should not support the people. 

e friendliness and charity of our coun’ en can always be relied upon to 
relieve their fellow-citizens in misfortune. This has been repeatedly and quite 
lately demonstrated. Federal aid in such cases encourages the expectation of 
paternal care on the part of the Government and weakens the sturdiness of our 
national character, while it prevents the indulgence among our people of that 
ee sentiment and conduct which strengthens the bonds of a common brother- 


It is within my personal knowledge that individual aid has to some extent 
already been extended to the sufferers mentioned in this bill. The failure of the 
proposed ap; riation of $10,000 additional to meet their remaining wants will 
not ly result in continued distress if the emergency is fully made known 


to the le of the poo 

It is here suggested that the Commissioner of Agriculture is annually directed 
to expend a sum of money for the pu fon, and distribu- 
tion of seeds and other things of this of which are, upon 


the request of Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, supplied 
to them for distribution among their constituents. The spproprisbon of the 
current year for this is $100,000, and it will probably be no less in the 
appropriation for the ensuing year. I understand that a large quantity of grain 
is furnished for such distribution, and it is su that this free apportion- 
ment among their neighbors is a privilege which may be waived by our Sena- 
tors and Representatives. Ifsufficient of them should request the Commissioner 
of A ure to send their shares of the grain thus allowed them to the suffer- 
ing farmers of Texas they might be enabled to sow their crops, the constituents 
for whom in theory this grain is intended could well bear the temporary de- 
privation, and the donors would experience the satisfaction attending deeds of 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 16, 1887. 


Mr. LANHAM. I move that the bill and accompanying message be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. But before that motion is 
put I desire to say one word. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to refer is not debatable. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iam aware of that, but I crave the indulgence of 
the House for just a moment. 

Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as I introduced this bill Iam unwilling to 
let this occasion pass without saying a word in vindication of the ac- 
tion of Congress in passing the measure. In the first place, it follows 
the precedents which have been heretofore established in 1875 and 
1883, when bills of a similar character and almost in the same language 
were passed by Congress and became laws. 

If the organization of the Bureau of Agriculture be constitutional; if 
agricultural seeds have been and are now being distributed through 
the same for the declared object of promoting agriculture, and such dis- 
tribution has warrant in the Constitution; if the agricultural interests 
of this country are continental in their extent and character, and the 
vast majority of the people be dependent upon and sustained thereby; 
if the farm be the storehouse and granary from which the world is 
filled, and if the burdens of government fall more heavily upon the 
agricultural classes than all others, then I respectfully submit that the 
wants and necessities of agriculture ought to be considered as equal in 
rank and dignity to ‘‘the pablic service or benefit.” 

The encouragement of agriculture in a large part of the country— 
more than thirty counties—where by the act of God and through no 
fault of a people industrious and energetic the rain has been withheld 
and consequent want and suffering obtain, it does not seem to me 
would operate an irreparable lesion of the Constitution if that which 
the Government is accustomed to do generally were in a measure 
specially concentrated in the particular locality where the necessity is 
the greatest. This was not designed as an independent and discon- 
nected appropriation of the public money, but, on the contrary, was 
considered incident as a part and parcel of legislative authority which 
meets annual recognition and approval. I place the proposition not 
upon the idea of a charitable donation but the advancement and con- 
servation of agriculture, in keeping with existing usage and author- 
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ized practice of the Government., I now move that the bill and message 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] moves 
that the bill and accompanying message be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Let us dispose of it now. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to move that we now vote on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If the House does not refer the bill it is before the 
House for disposal at this time. The question is on referring the bill 
and message to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. HATCH. I think we should dispose of this matter now. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the ‘‘ noes’? seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. LANHAM. I call for a division. 

Mr. BURROWS. Isit not the practice to refer a veto message ? 

The SPEAKER, There is no settled practice as to that. 

Mr. BURROWS. It has been the practice recently. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 74. 

a riae count not being called for) the House refused to refer the 
bill and m e 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is, Will the Houseon reconsideration 
pass the bill? Upon this question the Constitution requires the yeas 
and nays to be taken. 

Mr. HATCH. I simply desire to state in reply to the gentleman 
from Texas [ Mr. LANHAM ], for the information of the House, that when 
this bill was reported it was not reported with the unanimous consent 
or approbation or indorsement of the Committee on Agriculture. It 
was reported by a majority vote of that committee. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Irise toa question of order. Is this ques- 
tion debatable? 

The SPEAKER, Itis. The previous question has not been ordered. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave the floor. As the House will remember, the 
bill was taken up by unanimous consent and passed the House, and I 
believe passed the Senate without a division. I simply desire to make 
this statement in justice to the committee that reported the bill. I 
now demand the previous question. 

Mr. CLARDY. I wish to ask my colleague [Mr. HATCH] whether 
he was with the minority or the majority in the committee ? 

i Mr. HATCH. I was with the minority, and declined to vote for the 
ill. 
Mr. CLARDY. Butyou made no objection to its coming before the 


ouse. 
es HATCH. No; I made no objection to its consideration by the 

ouse. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and there were— 
yeas 83, nays 159, not voting 76, as follows: 


YEAS—s3., 
Anderson, J. A Funston, Lindsley, Ryan, 

er, Gallinger, Louttit, Sayers, 
Boutelle, Ga Toat Sessions, 

y, Geddes, artin, Smalls, 
Brown, C. E. Gilfillan, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Brown, W. Goff, McKinley, t, 
Buchanan, Grosvenor, Millard, Swinburne, 
Burleigh, Hal Morrow, Symes, 
Campbell, J. E. Harmer, » Taylor, Zach. 
Cannon, Henderson, D.B, Neece, Thomas, Q. B, 
Caswell, Hermann, Nelson, Wade, 
Clardy, ires, O'Donnell, Wadsworth, 
Conger, tt, O'Hara, Warner, William 
Culberson, Holmes, O'Neill, Charles Weaver, A. J. 
Cutcheon, Houk, ‘son, eaver, J. 

rsey, Jackson, Perkins, eber, 
rans, Johnston, J. T, Peters, est, 
Findlay, Kleiner, Plumb, White, A. ©, 

N Laird, Price, ‘Wolford 
Fi Lan if K Woodburn. 
Fuller, Libbey, Rowell, 

NAYS—159, 
Ad. G. E. Carleton, Everhart, Hudd, 
‘Asam, J.J. Catchings, Farquhar, James, 
Allen, ©. H. Clements, Felton, Johnson, F, A 
Atkinson, bb, Ford, Johnston D, 
& Collins, Forney, Jones, J. H. 
Ballentine, Compton, e Jones, J. T. 
Barbour, 2 Gibson, 0. H. Kelley, 
Bayne, Cowles, lass, Ketcham, 
Belmont, Cox, W. R. Green, Laffoon, 
Bennett, ` Guenther, Landes, 
Blan b Croxton, 1, Lawler, 
Bliss, Curtin, Halsell, Le Fevre, 
Blount, Daniel, Hammond, Lehlbach, 
Bound, Dargan, Long, 
ee es E 
n, . Hayden aybury, 
Breckinridge, WCP Dibble, Hemphill, |, McAdoo, 
uck, ngley, enderson, J. eCreary, 
Bunnell, Docks A Herbert, MeMillin, 
Burrows, Dougherty, Hiestand, cRae, 
Bynum, Dunn, Hill, " 
Cabell, Eden. Hiseock, Miller, 
Caldwell Eldridge, Holman, ills, 
Campbell, Felix Ely, Hopkins, Mitchell, 
Cam Ermentrout, Howard, rgan, 
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Morrison, Robertson, St. Martin, 
Muller, Rogers, Stone, E, F. Wait, 
Murphy, Rusk, Stone, W. J., Ky. Wakefield, 
Norwood, Sadler, Stone, W. J., Mo. Ward, J.H. 
Oates, Seney, Storm, Ward, T. B. 
Osborne, Seymour, Swope, Warner, A. J. 
Outhwaite, Shaw, Tarsney, eeler, 
Peel, Singleton, Taylor, J.M. te, Milo 
Perry, Snyder, Thomas, J. R. Whiting, 
Randall, Spooner, Thompson, illis, 
Ranney, Springer, Tillman, Wilson, 
Reagan, Stahl er, Townshend, Winans, 
Rice, Steele, rigg, Wise, 
Richardson, Stewart, Charles Turner, Worthington. 
Stewart, J. W. Van Eaton, 
NOT VOTING—76. 

Aiken, Davis, Lore, Reese, 
Allen, J. M. Dawson, Lovering, ell, 
Anderson, C, M, Dunham, wry, Romeis, 
Barksdale, Ellsberry, Mahoney, lvl dal 

es, Foran, Markham, Scott, 

à Gibson, Eustace McComas, Scranton, 
Bingham, Glover, Milliken, Skinner, 
Bland rout, Moffatt, Sowden, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Hanback, Morrill, Spriggs, 
Browne, Haynes, Negley, Struble, 
Brumm, eard, 'Ferrall, Taulbee, 
Burnes, Henderson, T.J. O'Neill, J.J. Taylor, È. B. 
Butterworth, Henley, Owen, Taylor, I. H. 
Campbell, T. J. Hepburn, Parker, Throckmorton, 

ler, utton, Payne, Tucker, 
Comstock, Irion, Pettibone, Van Schaick, 
Cox,8. 8, King, Phelps, Wallace, 
n, La Follette, Pideock, Wellborn, 
Davenport, Little, Pindar, W 
So the bill was not passed. 


Mr. BRUMM. Mr.8 
when my name was 
“ aye.” 

The following named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. Procock with Mr. ROCKWELL, 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. REESE with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr. FORAN. 


er, I was unavoidably absent from the Hall 


ed. Had I been present I should have voted 


Mr. WALLACE with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. BRUMM with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. SOWDEN with Mr. STRUBLE. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 83 and the nays 
159. The noes have it; and the House upon reconsideration refuses to 
pass the bill. 


ANNUAL REPORTS OF UNITED STATES CONSULS. 


The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House the following message from 
the President; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, accompanying the 
annual reports of the consuls of the United States on the trade and industries of 


foreign countries. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 16, 1887. 


JAMES W. GOODRICH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President; which was read: 


To the House of Representatives: 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 

Executive Mansion, February 15, 1887. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the concurrent resolution 
requesting the President to return this bill originated in the Senate, 
and, if there be no objection, the Clerk will be directed to return the 
bill to the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR MINT AND ASSAY OFFICES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Director of the Mint 
in relation to appropriations for the Mint and Assay Office for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


1887. 
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CONTINGENT FUND, INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a statement of expenditures 
from the contingent fund of that Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886; which was referred to the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses in the Interior Department. 


CHINESE DISTURBANCE AT SEATTLE, WASH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the governor of Washington 
Territory, with inclosed memorial, and recommending that the commis- 
sioners of King County, in that Territory, be reimbursed for 
of suppressing violence during the Chinese disturbance at Seattle; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FURNITURE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 


The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, recommending additional appropriations for furniture 
and repairs of furniture in certain public buildings; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WITNESS CLAIMS IN KENTUCKY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting a letter from A. J. Gross, United States marshal 
for Kentucky, showing outstanding witness claims in that district for 
the fiscal year 1886; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of the receipt and dis- 
tribution of public documents on behalf of the Government by the De- 

rtment of the Interior; which was referred to the Committee on the 

ibrary, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. KELLEY, for Friday and Saturday next. 
To Mr. NEGLEY, for three days, on account of important business. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to provide for printing the third an- 
nual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 


POLYGAMY, 


Mr. HAMMOND. I now call the report of the committee of con- 
ference on Senate bill No. 10, the bill known as ‘‘ the Mormon bill.” 

Mr. BELMONT. I raise the question of consideration against that 
bill, my purpose being to call up the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill after the morning-hour. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], 
as a matter of privilege, calls for consideration the conference report 
on Senate bill No. 10, commonly known as ‘‘the Mormon bill.” This 
is a matter privileged under the rules over all other business, being so 
highly privileged that such a report may be made even during the 
pendency of a motion to adjourn. Against this the tleman from 
New York [Mr. BELMONT] raises the question of consideration. The 
question is, Will the House now consider the conference report called 
up by the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I hope that committees which have not hereto- 
fore been called will be accorded the morning hour. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The committees will be called after this privileged 
question is disposed of, unless prevented by the introduction of some 
other privil question. 

Mr. AND. ON, of Kansas. Will the Chair cause the Clerk to 
read the title of the bill to which the conference report relates? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 22, 1882. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of the conference report ? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 103, noes 68. 

Mr. HILL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 12 voting in favor thereof. 

So the House decided to consider the conference report. 

The report and accompanying statement were read, as follows: 

The committees of conference on the disagree ‘ouses 
the amendment of the House to Senate bill No fb cntitiod “hn ote ansend 


an act entitled ‘An act tg amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’ approved March 22, 1882,” 


Bic sarge an ge 
having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to reeommend 


aa do recommend to their respective Houses that the bill be amended as fol- 
ows: 
In place of the of the bill proposed by the House of Representatives to be 


stricken out, in pae of the words proposed by the House of Representa- 
ayo be inserted, following words be substituted, and that so amended 
A í 


SECTION 1. Thatin any proceeding or examination before a grand jury, a judge, 
justice, or a United States commissioner, or a court, in any prosecution for big- 
amy, polygauny, OF unlawful cohabitation, under any statute ofthe United States, 
the la h md or wife of the person accused shall be a competent witness, 
and may be called, but shall not be compelled to testify in such proceeding, ex- 
amination, or tion without the consent of the husband or wife, as the case 
may be; and such witness shall not be permitted to testify as to any statement 
or communication made by either husband or wife to each other, during the ex- 
istence of the marriage relation, deemed confidential at common law. 

Sec. 2. That inany prosecution for bigamy, polygamy, or unlawful cohabita- 
tion, under any statute of the United States, whether before a United States 
commissioner, justice, jundge,a grand jury, or any court, an attachment for any 
witness may be issued by the court, judge, or commissioner, without a previous 
ing the immediate attendance of such witness, when it shall 
or affirmation,to the commissioner, Jason uoge; or court, as 
the case may be, that there is reasonable ground to believe that such witness 
will unlawfully fail to obey a subpeena issued and served in the usual course in 
such cases; and in such case the usual witness fee shall be paid tosuch witness 
so attached : Provided, That the n so attached may atany time secure his 
or her d from custody by executing a recognizance, with suflicient 
surety, conditioned for leva “aap of such person at the proper time, as a 
witness in the cause or pi ing wherein the attachment may be issued. 

Sec, 3. That whoever commits adultery shall be punished by imprisonment in 
the penitentiary not exceeding three years; and when the act is committed be- 
tween a married woman and man who is unmarried, both parties to such act 
shall be deemed guilty of adultery; and when such act is committed between 
——— man and a woman who is unmarried, the man shall be deemed guilty 
o 6 

Src. 4. ‘Phat if any person related to another person within and not includi ing 
the fourth degree of consanguinity computed according to the rules of the ci 
law, shall marry or cohabit with, or have sexual intercourse with such other so 
related person, knowing her or him to be within said degree of relationship, the 
person so offending shail be deemed guilty of incest, and, on conviction thereof, 
shall be punished by imprisonment in the penitentiary not less than three years 
and not more than fifteen years. 

Sec. 5. That if an unmarried man or woman commit fornication, each of them 
— be > et by imprisonment not exceeding six months, or by fine not ex- 
ceedin ; 

Src. E ‘That all laws ofthe Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah which 

provide that prosecutions for adultery can only be commenced on the complaint 
of the husband or wife are hereby disapproved and annulled; and all proseeu- 
tions for adultery may hereafter be instituted in the same way that prosecutions 
for other crimes are. 
_ SEC. 7. Thatcommissioners appointed by the supreme courtand district courts 
in the Territory of Utah shall possess and may exercise all the powers and juris- 
diction that are or may be possessed or ex by justicesof the peace in said 
Territory under the lawsthereof, and the roy ere conferred by law on com- 
missioners appointed x4 circuit courts of the United States. 

Sxc. 8. That the marshal of said Territory of Utah, and his d 
sess and may exercise all the powers in executing the laws of 
or of said T and exercised by sheriffs, constables, and their 
deputies as peace o rs; and each of them shall cause all offenders against the 
law, in his view, to enter into recognizance to keep the peace and to appear at 
the next term of the court having jurisdiction of the case, and to commit to jail 
in case of failure to give such ce. They shall quell and suppress as- 
saults and batteries, riots, routs, ys, and insurrections. 

Sec, 9. That every ceremony of cane fii in the nature of a marriage cere- 
mony, of any kind, in any of the Territories of the United States, whether either 
or both or more of the 


eieae to apace 

ficate, or the record thereof, or a duly 

Mad enema copy — record, shall be prima facie evidence of the facts required 
y 


the matter shall be drawn in question. Any peraon who shall willfully violate 
eemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 


the rt. 
Sec, 10, That nothing in this act shall be held to prevent the proof of mar- 
whether lawful or unlawful, by any evidence now legally admissible for 
that pw 
Src. 11. That the laws enacted by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Utah which provide for or recognize the capacity of illegitimate children to in- 
herit or to be entitled to any distributive share in the estate of the father of = 
such illegitimate child are hereby disapproved and annulled; and no illegiti- 
mate d shall hereafter be entitled to inherit from his or her father or to re- 
ceive any distributive share in the estate of his or her father: That 
this section shall not ly to any illegitimate child born within twelve months 
after the pees of th: nor to any child made legitimate by the seventh 
section of the act entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved 


March 22, 1882, 
Sec. 12, That the laws enacted by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
robate courts, or the judges thereof, or 


of Utah conferring jurisdiction upon 
any of them, in said Territory, other in respect of the estates of deceased 
ins, and in respect of the guardianship of the persons and propao of in- 
ts, and in respect of the ms and property of persons not of sound mind, 
are hereby disapproved and annulled: and no probate court or judge of probate 
shall exercise any jurisdiction other than in respect of the matters aforesaid, ex- 
op as a member of a county court; and every such jurisdiction so by force of 
this act withdrawn from the said probate courts or judges shall be had and ex- 
ercised by the district courts of said Territory respectively. 

Serc, 13. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States - 
to institute and prosecute proceed n zs to forfeit and escheat to the United States 
the property of ons obtained or held in violation of section 3 of the act 
of Congress approved the Ist day of July, 1862, entitled “An act to punish and 
prevent the practice of po! y in the Territories of the United States and 
other p and disapproving and annulling certain acts of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Utah,” or in yiolation of section 1890 of the Revised 
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Statutes of the United Statia; and all such property so forfeited and escheated 
day United States shall be * disposed of by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
cod eer to thio use and bench ofthe common schools Ta tho 
Territory in which property ma: Provided, That no building, or 
appurtenant thereto, which r4 held and occupied exclusively for par 
poses of the worship of God, or parsonage connected therewith, or burial ground, 
shall be forfeited. 


ng prop- 
= peewee whatever. 


creating, organizing, amend- 
ing, or continuing the corporation or association called the Per tual Hmigrat 
Fund Com the said menor gi 


whatsoever. 
Sec. 16. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States 
— such to be taken in the supreme court of the Badin of 
as shall 


court against the 

m, invested, and disposed aot 
the Secretary of the Interior, under the divention of the ‘President of the 
nited States, for the benefit of common schools in said Territo: 

Sec. 17. That the acts of the an aaye Assembly of the Territory of Utah, 
onal rea ag nw wpe E or Big Shays for the corporation known as the 
Church of , and the ordinance of the so-called 

eral assembly of the gate ot L Dasara incorporating the Church of Jesus 
rist of Latter-Day Saints, so far as the same may now have legal force and 
validity, are hereby disapproved and annulled, and the said corporation, in so 
far as it may now have, or pretend to have, any h existence, is pene pe dis- 
solved. That it shall be the ecu of the Attorney. eral of the United States 
to cause such proceedings taken in court of the Territory of 


Utah as shall section and 
to wind up the affairs - said corporation conformably to law; and in such pro- 
ceedings the court shall have power, an See ee uty, to make such de- 


cree or decrees as shall be pro: 
property now held and used said co: ae for places of worship, and 
parsonages connected and b grounds, and of the paas nirera 
reget in the proviso to section 13 of this act and in section 26 of this act, to 
ve trustees mentioned in section 26 of this act; and for the purposes 
= ‘this section said court shall as all the powers of a court of equity. 
Sec. 18. (a) A widow shall be endowed of the thi Tah OF nik tins Jane 


the rriage, unl 
(b) The widow of any alien who at the time of his death 


such alien a native citizen. 

(e) py soraan patter phy estate of inheritance in lands exch 
for other lands, his widow shall not have dower of both, but shall make 
tion to be endowed of the lands a: or of those taken in ex 
such election be not evinced by the commencement of phd poem recover 
her dower of the lands given in exchange within one after thed eath of her 
Soenna ree be deemed to have to take dower of the lands re- 


(d) W Oa DERISO OE an e a inheritance in lands shall have exe- 


pan 


cuted a mortgage, or other conveyance in the nature of of such estate, 
Deora ue ee SOAN ee Se ee to dower out of the 

or so conveyed as against every person except mortgagee 
or tee in such con ce and those claiming under him. 


pirar lands during coverture, and shall at the 
or other conveyance in the nature of mo: x 
of his estate in i 


ve united in mortgage; shall entitled to her dower in 
such lands as against all other 
in such case the moi ch grantee or those claim! seas 
der shall, after the death of pean of such widow, cause the 
mortgaged or so conveyed to be sold, either under a of sale 
Sap ornes OF Se aan the moneys due on such mortgage or 
remain after payment of moneys due on such mo) any 


conveyance, and the costs of the sale,such widow ventana 
Jess be entitled to the interest or income of the one-third part of such surplus 
for her life as her dower. 

(g) A widow shall not be endowed of lands conveyed to her papaa by way 
of merge unless he acquire an absolute estate therein during the marriage 


(h) In case of divorce dissol the marriage contract for the misconduct of 
the wife, she shall not be endo’ 
ey wae the Terri- 


seep of Utah oroviden for by te as abd scarred chee ae 


Se be toa by the 

Pdh of the United States, aesa a e calor with the advin saviscena and Saen of the Sen- 

; and so much of the laws of as provide forthe election of such 
tous by the Snes are h disapproved and annulled. 


Sec. 20. That EANAIR be ANTOI Sor any female to vote at any election here- 
after held in the Territory of Utah forany public whatever, and nosuch 
vote shall be received or counted or given effect in a oe whatever; and 
peed and every act of the Legislative Assembly of tory of Utah royid- 
an or allowing the mp pig or voting by females is hereby ann 
21, the Assembly of the 


y particular elector 
Ske, 22. Tha the existing election districts and rep! 
tion concerning the members of the ae bly of the Territory of 
Utah are hereby abolished ; and it shall the duty of the governor, Territorial 
secretary, and the board of commissioners mentioned in section 9 of the act of 
A] March 


siablishineetane 
otherwise ad a and bos 


ved March 22, Roses 
ion at voters, an 


lawful wife of the United States and 
will faithfully obe: ws thereof, and onakitato will obey the act of Con- 
mnie y roved March 22, “iss entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the 
ke tutes of the United ited Btates, in reference to bi y,and for oana ur- 
poses,” and will also obey this act in respect of the es in said act 
and forbidden, and that will not, directly or ber grant aid or pred pone 
or advise, any other person to commit any of said crim Such 
officer is authorized to administer said oath or affirmation; and all such oaths 
or affirmations shall be ig him delivered to the clerk of the probate court of the 
proper county, and shall be deemed public records therein. But if any elec- 
tion shall occur in said Territory before the next revision of the registration 
lists as required by law, the said oath or affirmation shall be administered by the 
presiding judge of the election precinct on or before the day of election. Asa 
condition-precedent to the right to hold office in or under said Territory, the offi- 
cer, before entering on the duties of his office, shall take and subscribe an oath 
or affirmation declaring his full name, with his age, place of ine vor ge status, 
whether married or single, and, if married, the name of his lawful wife, and that 
he will support the Constitution of the United States and will faithfully obe 
the Jaws thereof, and especially will obey the act of Sg: cali approved 
22,1882, entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised | Statutes of the 
United States in reference to bigamy,and for other purposes,” and will also 
obey this act in respect of the crimes 1 said act defined and forbidden, and that 
he will not, directly or indirectly, aid or abet, counsel or Faas any other person 
to commit any of said crimes; which oath or affirmation recorded in 
the proper office and indorsed on the commission or poet areas of a; tment. 
All grand and wi prtbad raster Siete mg aah rage o same or affirma- 
tion, to be administered, in writing or orally,in the po per — No person 
shall be entitled to vote in any election in said Terri ef Ado capable of jury 
service, or hold any office of trust or emolument in said who shall not 
have taken the oath or affirmation aforesaid. Ni have been 


erritory. 

Sec. 25, That the office of aioe tof district schools created 
by the laws of Utah is hereby abolished; and it shall be the sos oh of the supreme 
court of said aT to appoint a commissioner of aen pAn o shall 


and Snine all the tober a and duties heretofore ots ga by the laws of said 
Territo: rial superintendent of d ct ehoas, and who shall 


statistics 

Territory, showing 
progress, the whole aaber of children of school age, the a at- 

tend school in each year in the ve counties, the average length of time 

of their attendance, the number of teachers and the Coo gee oad paid to the 

same, the number of teachers who are Mormons, the num) who are so-called 

gentil nen ra of children of Mormon parents and the number of children 


of so gentile parents, and their ive eventte dance at school; 

all of which sratisticn and and information shall be ann ried to Congress, 

through the governor of said Territory and the Departmen of the Interior. 
Seo. 26. That all sects, ares have the 


societies, 
re to have and to hold, through trustees appointed by an a 
she gre ponas ina Territory. only on the pie mer Doky me the: authorities o 
sect, or con 


on. dapol ot peeks clean epee 
of i oer mgd bre for such parsonages burial grounds as shall be 
for the pi aiseria and = of the several congregations of such re- 


necessary 
ligious society, sect, or con: 
Sec. 27. That all laws Se erates ale terrence ae 


ization of 


clared of no effect; and the militia of Utah shali be organized and subjected in 
all respects to the jaws of the United States ng the militia in the Terri- 
tories: however, That all srg the militia shall be ap- 


by and with the advice and consent 
dnc of Utah shall have power to 
Ses antes to the approval of Con- 


pointed by the governor of the to: 
of the council thereof. The eS 


pass laws for organizing the 
All of which is respectfully submitted, 


DETAILED STATEMENT OF CONFEREES OF HOUSE. 


The House conferees on the committee on the votes of the two 
Houses on the Senate bill 10, being an act entitled “An to amend section 
so of the Revised Statutes of the United in reference to bi; „and Babor 


= ved March 1 leave to submit Mowin: 
aA AEA comin rrari Aian f prekin Teet iS ‘as havo been been agreed 


detailed 

to, WU OEI p th submitted. The House struck out all of 
the Senate bill after the soeng daue and substituted ite its own bil], and on 
that vote the conference was had 
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The bill as agreed u 


by the conference committee differs somewhat in 
form from either the verbal 


nate or the House bills. It contains certain 
changes which need not be explained. The material changes from the House 
bill are as follows: 

In section 2, line 7, before the word “oath,” the word “the,” and in line8 the 
words ‘‘of at least two credible ms in writing” have been stricken out, it 
being thought best to leave to the court the quantum of evidence necessary to 
show the unwillingness of a witness to appear. In that section we also left out 
in lines 15 and 16 the words “before any commissioner, ju: justice, or court 
of the United States,” because as the witness was for immediate at- 
tendance on the court, it was thought best that he should enter into recogni- 
zance before that court for appearance, 

To the ninth section of the House bill we added the provision of the Senate as 
to unlawful sexual intercourse between two persons, This the House 
bill had not provided for. 3 
» Section 11 of the House bill was left out, because it was deemed unnecessary. 

Section 13 of the House bill was left out, because, this being only an amend- 
ment to a former statute, section 13 was unnecessary. 

Section 16 of the House bill has been amended by requiring the us of the 
pene’ of the corporations therein mentioned, not provided for in bill, or 

ecreed to those entitled thereto by the courts, shall be used for school purposes 
in said Territory. 

Section 17 of the House bill has been left out as unnecessary, the law now con- 
trolling writs of error from the Supreme Court in the cases of bigamy or polyg- 
amy or of any offense under the act March 22, 1882, is not aff by this act. 

Section 18 of the House bill has been chan by leaving out to all religious 
societies, sects, or con so much property for the erection or use of 
houses of worship, and for such nages as shall be necessary for their con- 
venience and use, the title to be in trustees named by them. 

Section 21 of House bill, annulling legislation as to water, timber,or herd rights, 
has been left out because the conference committee did not know the full pos- 
sible effect of that section, and because it is believed that existing law furnishes 
an adequate remedy for any illegal act done in the premises. 

In section 22, House bill, the conference committee in section 1, which defines 
the terms “lawful wife,” believe it best to leave that matter tothe courts. Sec- 
tions 26 and 27 of the House bill were so amended as to strike ont all the author- 
ity therein granted as to the appointment of officers in said Territory except that 
the President of the United States, by and with the consent of the is re- 
quired to appoint a probate judge in each county. 

N. J. HAMMOND, 
E. B. TAYLOR. 


Mr. HAMMOND (during the reading of the report). Mr. em 
with a view of obviating the necessity of reading this long bill, unan- 
imous consent was given on the day before yesterday that the report, 
bill, and accompanying statement be printed in the RECORD. They 
were printed yesterday. 

A MEMBER. Noone read them. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I think it might be well now that the House by 
unanimous consent dispense with the further reading of this report, in- 
asmuch as the question will be upon ing to the substitute as a 
whole, and not upon any particular item of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). Is there objection to dis- 
pensing with the further reading of the report? 

Mr. REAGAN. I have not had time to read the report as printed 
in the RECORD. I desire to hear it read. 

The reading was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, it is the desire to get a vote upon 
this report within an hour, and, therefore, at the end of one hour I 
shall call the previous question. I yield thirty minutes to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT]. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, it is hardly worth while for me to 
try to fasten the attention of this House upon the invasion 
made upon the individual consciences of the people of Utah by the pro- 
visions of the measure now under consideration. 

It may not be amiss to call the attention of this House to an in- 
stance of the intolerance of public clamor against the demands and 
rights of conscience. When Cromwell made his wicked invasion upon 
Ireland, during which he dispatched to John Bradshaw, president of 
the council of state, that at Tredah he refused quarter and knocked 


above two thousand people on the head, women and children; he sat | WH 


down before the town of Ross, on the Barrow, and demanded the sur- 
render of that place. The citizens of that devoted town, through Lucas 
Taaff, wrote him a dutiful letter, in which they said they were willing 
to surrender if their liberty of conscience were 
yot intationted ” man [laughter] said: ‘“‘As for that which you men- 

m con 
science; but if by liberty of conscience you mean li to exercise 
the mass, that will not be allowed where the Parliament of England 
have powers.” [Laughter]. And unconsciously, Mr. Speaker, this 
House, which is always just [laughter], is to-day stimulated by a feel- 
ing akin to that. [Laughter.] 

Let me subject this bill as reported from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary to a strict and legal analysis. I beg gentlemen to hear me—to 
hear me not for my cause, but the cause of right and justice and con- 
Tapia oe one has said, Thank God, there is no tyranny of ideas. 

pplanse. 

The first section of this bill makes the wife a competent witness 
against the husband in the trial of any indictment in Utah for bigamy, 
polygamy, or unlawful cohabitation, but it does not compel her to 
testify. In almost every State of this Union, and I speak subject to 
correction, although I have made a careful scrutiny into the subject- 
matter in which a wife is made a competent witness against her hus- 
band in any trial at law on the criminal side of the docket, it is pro- 
vided in terms that the refusal of the wife to testify shall notbe taken 
to the prejudice of the defendant, and the court shall in terms instruct 


But that | such person. If 
ing liberty cf conscience, I meddle not with any man’s con- | Hi™, 


the jury to make no inference of guilt from such refusal to the hurt or 
damage of the defendant. 

No such terms are employed in this act, but such refusal on the part 
of the wife to testity may, under the terms of this act, be tortured by 
the ting officer of the Government, and it may be urged as proof 
of guilt of the accused, or as a pregnant circumstance of suspicion. 

The next section of the bill as it came from the committee invests 
the officers of the Territory with powers—and I have weighed the 
words—such as no judicial officer ever possessed at common Jaw. Hear 
it: 
der any statute of the United Beales Whether before a United Biates comitis- 
sioner, justice, judge, a grand jury, or any court— 

Attention !— 
sioner withoet a provices subpaem compelling the immediate attendance of 
such witness, when it shall appear— 

How? 

By ee tars thee ts TAAA expana se believe thos eect wines will melee 
fully fail to obey a subpoena issued and served in the usual coursein such cases; 
and in such case the usual witness fee shall be paid to such witness so attached. 

Here is the most offensive part of this section: 

perso’ attached may at any time secure his or discharge 
ich executing a recor izaiie, with ——e ony, conditioned for the 
appearance person ro) asa witness cause or pro- 
ceeding wherein the attachment may be jasued, 2 

In other words, the judge, the commissioner, the justice of the peace 
may issue the attachment for contempt in the first instance without 
other proof than the mere statement or the word of some splay-footed 
deputy or professional witness [laughter], and upon such statement a 
warrant of attachment goes out, and when the party is arrested it is 
not competent for him to give bond for his appearance to answer such 
attachment before a judge, if the commissioner issued the attachment, 
or before a justice of the peace if the judge issues the attachment, or 
before a judge if the justice of the peace issues the attachment. To 
make the slavery complete, the officer who issues the warrant of attach- 
ment and he alone can deliver a citizen from this “‘durance vile.” 

Educated after the old-fashioned methods of the fathers, and with 
reverence for the common law as the most splendid achievement of the 
human intellect in the way of judicature, and the liberty of the citizen 
as one of the three favorite estates of the law, I have come to regard 
the principle of this question as settled. I do not believe this House 
will give its sanction to this section in its present shape—a shape in 
which if a commissioner or justice of the peace issue the warrant of 
attachment for contempt, no judge in the Territory of Utah can take 
recognizance and deliver the citizen from his bonds. I address it to 
the conscience of this body, and I have great for the conscience 
of this House [laughter]; very great respect. [Renewed laughter. ] 

They say that in the heat of one of the monetary panics in the city 
of New York a few years ago a certain gentleman who was interested 
in thesubsidence, and the quick subsidence, of the panic employed divers 
and sundry vehicular conveyances to drive up and down, hither and 
thither, through the crowd who were standing and surging along in 
the neighborhood of the financial establishment waiting to get their 
money. It was a good way to command silence. 

In 1846 Congress passed this act, and I have no doubt that it is en- 
tirely familiar to the mind of the member from Georgia who has charge 
of this conference report: 


Here in 1846 the Congress intrusted this extraordinary powerof issu- - 
ing a warrantof attachment againsta reeusant witness to the judge, and 
tothe judge of the courtalone; and not only that, sir, but they fixed about 
itall the in favor of the personal liberty of the citizen—that 
is, that due proof should be made of the recusancy of the witness before 
the warrant of attachment should issue, and that the power to issue 
mek extraordinary process should be intrusted to the judge of the court 

one. ; 

It may be said that the Territorial courts are not courts of the United 
States within the meaning of the statutes applicable to-the latter. 
That, as a proposition of law, is in general correct. But this act of 
1846 was drawn after the decisions in 1 Peters, United States Supreme 
Court Jan term, 1828, and elsewhere, in which it was 
held that Territorial courts were not courts of the United States within 
the meaning of the statntes, and it was drawn with reference to this 
decision. And you will observe that the language of the act is guarded 
and aptly chosen to meet these decisions: ‘‘Any j of the United 
States,” whether in a Territory, or in a State of the Union, or in the 
District of Columbia. 
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So that there stands now upon the statute-books ample, complete, 
and plenary power in the courts to arrest a recusant witness and bring 
him before the court. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That is if you can catch him. 

Mr. BENNETT. You have to do that either way. The man will 
run as fast under one statute as the other, will he not? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Yes; but you catch him before he 
runs in the one case; in the other you give him full latitude. 

Mr. BENNETT. Now my friend, I have great respect for you. I 
bow to you with the same deference that the Mussulman bows toward 
Mecca or the heathen to his god [laughter] on all matters of law and 
opinion. I look upon you as the impersonation of the law, and I say 
that in all candor. Now listen and mark the obvious misapprehension 
of the existing law by the member from Vermont [Mr. STEWART]. I 
read the law again at the risk of fatiguing the House by the repetition: 

Any judge of the United States— 


That is in any part of the United States— 


on the application of a district attorney, and on being satisfied 
testimony of an rson is competent * * * may compel 
recognizance or without surety. 


proof that the 
person to give 


That is to say, he may catch him right then and there. It is not nec- 
essary to bait him or to take him toa lick-log. [Laughter.] He may 
eatch him instantly and of a heap. 

The member from Vermont [Mr. STEWART] shakes me when he 
challenges any statement of law I may make. [Laughter.] 

John Randolph said many years ago that one of the dangers to free 
government in this country lay in the fact that the people would sur- 
render some precious principle of liberty under temporary excitement; 
their heads and hands would become fevered. Gentlemen know that 
the violations of law of the class aimed at in this bill occurring in the 
Territory of Utah will remedy themselves inevitably and unerringly 
. under the existing law, which is just as severe as any in the codes of 
modern times. Society in Utah is undergoing certain processes which 
work changes for the better of themselves. 

‘í Great ideas and reforms travel slowly, sometimes noiselessly, like 
the feet of the gods shod in wool.” 

Society there is flushing itself. 

Lest I may be misapprehended in respect of the law as stated a while 
ago I beg to say that this question, this proposition that the statutes 
of the United States do not in general apply to the courts of the Terri- 
tories has been three times decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. This section 881, Revised Statutes, was drawn with express ref- 
erence to the first decisions made in these cases. 

The next section of this conference report is as absolutely void, when 
tried by any just judicial standard, as would be the mandate of the gen- 
tleman who presides over this House if he ordered a member to fall down 
and worship him. Give me your ears! [Renewed laughter. ] 

Sec, 8. That the marshal of said Territory of Utah, and his deputies, shall pos- 
css and may exercise all the powers in executing the Jaws of the United States 
or of said Territory possessed and exercised by sheriffs, constables, and their dep- 
uties as peace officers— 

Listen, gentlemen— 
and each of them shall cause all offenders against the law, in his view, to enter 


Into recognizance to keep the peace. 


I appeal to all gentlemen upon this floor who have presided in courts 
or administered justice, who have held the scales as between man and 
man, to give me their attention. 

And each of them shall cause all offenders against the law, in his view, to enter 
into recognizance to keep the peace, and to appear at the next term of the court 
having jurisdiction of the case, and to commit to jail in case of failure to ptre 
such recognizance, They shall quell and suppress assaults and batteries, riots, 
routs, affrays, and insurrections. K 


At common law a sheriff could arrestany one who committed a breach 
of the peace ‘‘ super visum,” thatis, in hissight; but his power extended 
no further than securing the safe custody of such offender until he could 
be brought before a judicial tribunal to have his case investigated. 

` The marshal of said Territory of Utah makes the arrest of any man 
in Utah who is guilty of a breach of the peace in his presence, and in- 
stead of securing the prisoner until a judicial tribunal can investigate 
and dispose of the case he thrusts him into jail, there to remain until 
the next term of the court having jurisdiction of the case, or until he 
gives recognizances to keep the peace. Dante says, in his celebrated 
work, there is an inscription over the front door of hell—and this 
House is interested in that [laughter]—‘‘ All hope abandon ye who 
enter here.” The marshal and his deputies lay their beak and claw 
upon the citizen who has the misfortune to commit the slightest breach 
of the peace within their sight, and instead of carrying him before a judge 
or an officer with judicial functions they put him in the depths of the 
jail devoted to thieves, offenders, and malelactors of all sorts. I suspect, 
though I speak subject to correction in this, that the officers appointed 
by the General Government to administer the law in Utah are con- 
vened to convict and ordered to proceed. [Laughter.] 

The section further provides— 


They shall quell and suppress assaults and batteries, riots, routs, affrays, and 
A meth, PP ies, riots, routs, ys 


These same gentlemen, clothed with the majesty of the United States - 


statute, ‘‘ uncrowned kings of the Territory ’’— 


Marauding chiefs, whose sole delight 
The midnight raid, the morning fight. 


I have seen them, and my people have bled at heart from the out- 
rages which were committed by them in our midst. They werefor the 
most part ruthless, unsympathetic, the adversaries of the people 
among whom they plied their trade. Every man from the South who 
was thereduring the days ‘‘ born of the eclipse of principle and ri 
with curses dark’? will remember the ominous tread of the 
and his deputy. The State represented by the member from Georgia 
[Mr. HAMMOND], who leads this measure, for whom I have the greatest 
personal regard, a regard bordering on affection, has bled at the hands 
of these people. 

There is no statute in the Territory of Utah which gives to any peace 
officer of said Territory power over the citizen as great or substan- 
tially like that given to the marshal of said Territory and his deputies 
by the terms of the eighth section of this bill. The section of the “ com- 

iled laws’? of Utah, referred to by the member from Georgia [Mr. 

AMMOND] as section 1072 thereof, was enacted February 18, 1852, 
and is part of an act entitled ‘‘An act for the regulation of attorneys.’ 
The said act contains several sections. The first one provides that any 
person may act as his own counsel. The second section provides that 
counsel shall not use improper language in courts, and may be fined 
or imprisoned. This section was repealed February 20, 1874; and the 
last section is as follows: 

It shall be the duty of the executive officers of all courts in this Keath! f to 
arrest without process and put in safe-keeping all persons, whether counsel or 
other officers re i courts or persons within the earing of such courts, who shall 
in any way behave indecently or riotously, or use indecent, riotous, or excitin, 
lan, , Subject to the release or action of the court in which such arrest 
ce as may be neces- 
sary in making such arrest and for the safe-keeping of such person or persons 
so offending. 

The committee say in their report: 

Section 17 of the House bill has been left outas unnecessary; the law now con- 
trolling writs of error from the Supreme Court in the cases of bigamy or polyg- 
amy, or of any offense under the act March 22, 1882, is not affected by this act. 

Now, let us see what that section provides and let us speak by the 
record. Section 17 of the House bill provides: . 


A writ oferror from the Supreme Court of the United States to the supremo 
court of the said Territory shall lie in all criminal cases where the shall 
have been sentenced to capital punishment, or convicted of bi Á, polygamy, 


or unlawful cohabitation, or of any offense under the áct entitl An act to 
ted States.” 


amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the Unii 

That is section 17 of the bill as reported by the Judiciary Committee 
of this House; and the conference committee say that a writ of error is 
completely provided for by the existing law. : 

I speak upon my responsibility as a lawyer—and it is a great re- 
sponsibility. In the case of Cannon against the United States (116 
Wallace, page 55) it was decided that sexual intercourse was not essen- 
tial to make criminal cohabitation. 

A writ of error in Snow’s case (118 of United States Reports) was 
dismissed for want of jurisdiction by the Supreme Court of the United 
States on the ground that a writ of error was not provided for in case 
of unlawful cohabitation, Yet the committee say that that section 
was left out because the writ of error was provided for in all cases un- 
der the act of 1882, known as the Edmundsact. ‘These are the graver 
and more objectionable provisions of the report as it comes from the 
committee of conference, There is one other. Section 5 provides: 


Sec, 5. That if an unmarried man or woman commit fornication, each of them 
prea es aaa by imprisonment not exceeding six months, or by fine not ex- 
ceeding ý 


e, and such executive officers may call for such 


That offense was committed at common law where ‘‘a man and wo- 
man not being married to each other lewdly and lasciviously bedded 
and cohabitated together,” and that matter has been left to the deter- 
mination of the local authorities in every Territory of this Union. 
Perhaps it may afford some degree of satisfaction to gentlemen here 
and hereafter to know that in this District of two hundred and odd 
thousand inhabitants such an offense is not recognized by the legal tri- 
bunal, but is still left to be corrected by the ecclesiastical courts alone. 

Ah! bless my life, how unmindful we are of the wrongs and injuries 
and sufferings of other people a long way off! ‘The policy of govern- 
ments is no more shaped og determined by the humanities. ‘‘Thou 
shalt love thy neighbor as thyself” to the average man in so far as he 
attempts to interweave that precious commandment into the policy of 
his government isadead letter. This isa thrifty and a prosperous peo- 
ple, distinguished by all those attributes which make an industrious 
and upright community, and this great body, representing a Govern- 
ment as powerful in the affections of the people as any upon this planet, 
ought to leave the present stringent law to be tested by the great touch- 
stone, time, which was recognized by the ancients as the discoverer of 
all things, before it lays its beak and claw more heavily on the citizens. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAMMOND. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. eek 

Mr. EDEN. Inasmuch as I supported the bill that was reported by 
the House Judiciary Committee, and do not approve of some of the pro- 
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visions of this bill, I have sought the occasion for a very few remarks, 
and I do not know that I shall refer to any but the eighth section. As 
probably some gentlemen did not hear it read I will read it: 

Sec, 8. That the marshal of said Territory of Utah, and his a shall 

and may exercise all the powers in executing the laws the United 

es or of said Territory and exercised by sheriffs, constables, and 

their deputies as peace officers; and each of them shall cause all offenders 

against the law, in his view, to enter into recognizance to keep the peace and 

to appear at the next term of the court having jurisdiction of the case, and to 

commit to jail in case of failure to give such recognizance, They shall quell 
and suppress assaults and batteries, riots, routs, affrays, and in: ns, 

The bill as it passed the House contained a clause in this section that 
gave to marshals and their deputies the power of arrest for offenses 
committed in their view, but provided that the marshal or his deputy 
making the arrest should take the offender before a court for examina- 
tion. This section makes the marshal, or any deputy of the marshal, 
judge and jury to determine whether a person has committed an of- 
fense in the Territory of Utah, and clothes him with the power, with- 
out any investigation whatever, to commit that person to jail, where 
he must remain until his case is investigated by the grand jury or 
brought before the proper court for final trial. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not think that in order to deal with this 
crime of polygamy (which we all wish to see suppressed) it is neces- 
sary to give the marshals and their deputies such power as is here given 
to trample upon the rights of the people of the Territory of Utah or of 
any other Territory; and I wish to call attention to the fact, and to re- 
pa it, that this section is not the same as the bill which was reported 

y the Judiciary Committee and passed by the House. There was no 
objection to that bill, because the officer making the arrest had to take 
the prisoner before an examining court and give him a hearing before 
he could be cominitted to jail or required to give bail. It isnot neces- 
sary to discuss that proposition now. 

I simply want to call the attention of the House to it, so that when 
gentlemen vote for this bill they may know that they are setting a 
precedent in the Territory of Utah which may be used in a way that 
we do not desire to see it used in the future. The second section, to 
which the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] called at- 
tention, has not the same safeguard thrown about it which the bill had 
that was reported to the House by the Judiciary Committee and passed 
by the House. That is the section that gives the power to justices, 
judges, &c., to cause witnesses to be arrested for contempt who are not 
in contempt. The bill, as it passed the House, required an affidavit to 
be made by two persons before the court should be authorized to issue 
an attachment for a witness who had not been subpoenaed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, since this bill passed by so over- 
whelming a majority that only eight stood up on the call for the yeas 
and nays, and since, in conference, it had been stripped of several of 
its harshest provisions, I supposed that it ought to be submitted to the 
House withoutdebate. But, in deference to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] (who before occupied the floor by the grace 
of the House for nearly two hours in opposition to the bill), I deter- 
mined to allow him thirty minutes to speak against it, and Setepenn 
compels from me a few minutesofreply. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] 
have both attacked section 2 of this bill because the conferees agreed 
to strike out the words ‘‘by two witnesses.’? That is the only objec- 
tion made to the section by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN]. 

In every other court an attachment issues when it is made to appear 
to the court that a party is in contempt, and no law prescribes the 
quantum of evidence that the judge shall have; but, because in some 
eases it was impossible to induce witnesses to come voluntarily and 
impossible to carry out the law of the land in some instances without 
making witnesses give recognizance in advance for their ap ice, the 
Committee on the Judiciary reported section 2, declaring that the judge 
might issue in the beginning an attachment for the arrest of a witness 
provided he was satisfied by the oath of two persons that the witness 
would not otherwise appear. Now, it certainly makes very little differ- 
ence whether we say that or say that it shall be made to appear by oath 
or affirmation. 

If the witnesses are such wicked persons as the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] suggests, there is no security in acting upon 
the oath of two any more than upon the oath of one. At last the whole 
question, in these courts as in every othef court, must be submitted to 
the judgment of the judge, and if he be satisfied by evidence under 
oath he must act. I think the fundamental error—I say it with def- 
erence to my friend from North Carolina [Mr. BeENnNETr]—the funda- 
mental error in his attack is in the presumption that courts will do 
wrong and that witnesses will swear to lies. I submit that no legis- 
lative body can legislate upon any other presumption than the legal 
presumption that all officers will do their duty and all witnesses will 
swear to the truth. 

One other comment is made by the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. BENNETT] upon that section, namely, that as reported originally 
in the House bill the recognizance for the appearance of an arrested 
witness might be given before any other istrate or other officer, but 
as it now stands he must go before the te ordering his arrest. 


The gentleman fails to notice the point that this applies only in cases 
where it is necessary to compel the ‘‘immediate attendance’? of awit- 
ness and the court is satisfied by proof under oath or affirmation that 
he will not come. Then an attachment may be issued to compel his 


“t immediate attendance.” When he comes, there is the court; the 
court tells him when he will be needed again; the court takes his re- 
cognizance. Suppose, on the other hand, he should be allowed to stop 
at a magistrate’s office and give bond for his appearance, how will the 
magistrate know how to take the bond? When is the witness to ap- 
pear? How will the court know that a bond has been given in proper 
terms? The whole purpose is that if a witness is needed immediately 
he shall be brought immediately before the court, and then, if the 
cause is continued or laid over for a day, the court will take his recog- 
nizance for his ap ce when required. 

While I am replying to both these gentlemen I may remark they 
both took exception also to section 8, which allows the marshals and 
deputy marshals of the United States to exercise the same rights that 
sheriffs, constables, and their deputies exercise as police officers with- 
in the Territories. Now, that has been the law under the Territorial 
code since 1876, how much longer I do not know. But this section 
gives to marshals and deputy marshals of the United States the pow- 
ers which section 1072 of the code of Utah gives to every peace officer 
in that Territory as to arrest and detention in certain cases without 

rocess. 
4 It is true that that law has not been enacted by the Congress of the 
United States; but all the Territorial laws of the United States are 
passed subject to the approval of Congress, and Congress may at any 
moment annul any oneof them. ‘Therefore, by silence, at least since 
1876, Congress has unanimously approved that section of the laws of 
Utah. 

Besides, sir, what are these arrests there? They are arrests for 
crimes of a grave character committed in the ‘‘view’’ or presence of 
the officer. No right existing under any other law is taken away. 
The gentleman from North Carolina spoke as though this were the 
only law—he virtually said that when a man enters prison upon the 
arrest of a marshal because he has been guilty of insurrection, or riot, 
or affray, he is like one in hell, never to return. What is the fact? 
The right of habeas corpus is undisturbed; all the other statutes for the 

rotection of liberty are in full force. This simply declares that United 
Btates marshals and deputies may exercise the like right that has been 
exercised in that Territory by its own officers year after year without 
objection on the part of anybody—a right under laws passed by the 
people of that Territory themselves for the preservation of the good 
order and decency of nares 

Mr. BENNETT. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ibegpardon. I have given away all but twenty- 
five minutes of my time, and I can not yield. 

Mr. BENNETT. May I humbly ask a question? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I can not yield. 

Mr. BENNETT. I will state—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. I can not yield. 

Mr. BENNETT. I do not find such a provision as the gentleman 
mentions in the law. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The other section objected to was, both in the 
House bill and the Senate bill, the same except as pointed out by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN]. I have shown reasons for the 
change. It was proper to omit the language referred to. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] rather objected 
to the fact that we declared section 17 of the House bill no longer nec- 
essary in our estimation, and that it did not repeal the existing law as 
to appeals from the Territorial court to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. The gentleman said that is not correct; and by way of prov- 
ing his decision cited the decision of the Supreme Court as to illegal 
cohabitation between the sexes. We admit that in the House bill we 
did undertake to give in reference to that offense the same right of ap- 
peal as was given in regard to the other two crimes under the act of 
1882; but while some conferees elsewhere insisted that we ought to 
strike out the whole matter of appeal, we simply said, ‘‘No; we will 
not ask for any greater right of appeal than now exists; we will leave 
the laws as to appeal where they now are.’’ That is the effect of leav- 
ing out section 17 of House bill. Was it unreasonable for the House 
conferees to yield in that particular? Let me submit a few reasons to 
satisfy the judgment of gentlemen of the House, as I think they ought 
to do, because they satisfied ours. 

All other crimes are tried in the Territorial courts and in the district 
courts of the United States in the States without the right of appeal to 
the Supreme Court. Why should the Mormon have his crimes dig- 
hified—adorned, if you please—with the grand right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court, when every other man, in the case of every other crime, 
however grave, must submit to the finding of the court below? Was this 
case as to the right of appeal ever different? Itwassoas to the Mormon 
in the beginning, because this country was so tender of doing anything 
contrary to any man’s religion, so tender of appearing to prosecute, and 
at the same time persecute, a weak people, that Congress determined 
the paur for these crimes should not be enforced those 


peo- 
ple ey had had authority and privilege and time to exercise the 
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right of appeal. But after the Supreme Court had determined the con- 
stitutional question, when these crimes had been passed upon and the 
law laid down, the conferees thought it not unreasonable to say that 
the Mormons should -have no privilege over anybody else in futuro 
more than the law already gave them. 

Those are the only objections which have been made to this bill on 
this floor to-day. Iadmit there are things in it which do not meet my 
hearty concurrence, All legislation upon grave matters like this, af- 
fecting not only the criminal laws but the policy of the country, must 
necessarily be, in large measure, a matter of agreement and concord. 
We must yield something and others must yield something in order to 
come to agreement. The House passed a bill to take all the property 
of these great corporations mentioned in the bill and submit the whole 
matter to a court, allowing the court to divide up the property among 
those who might establish their claims, but making no disposition of 
the residuum. That being complained of as a harsh measure against 
the Church of the Latter-Day Saints, this agreed bill says that the 
property shall first be distributed by giving to each church, each special 
congregation, each special sect, all the ‘property that is necessary or 
convenient for its public worship, for burial grounds, and for parsons’ 
residences. In other words, it gives to every Mormon church and con- 


sciences or to our duty as to these Ido not know what he 
calls ‘“‘temporary.’? This was a crying evil priorto 1862. The official 
imprimatur was put on the statutes in that year with a view to break 
up polygamy. It has been followed ever since. Additional ste 
have been taken. This additional step is taken because the sense of 
American people is against that practice; because the civilization of 
this age is against that practice. When the Mormons desire that Con- 
gress shall cease to legislate, let them cease violating the law of the 
land and the civilization of the century. 

I now demand the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. BENNETT. I ask my friend from Georgia, as he is a scientific 
lawyer, to correct the statement he made a while ago. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I declined to yield to the gentleman for that 
purpose and I decline again. 

Mr. BENNETT. There is no such law in Utah, Mr. Speaker. 

The question recurred on the demand for the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 27. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
202, nays 40, not voting 76; as follows: 


gregation exactly the property rights that are given to the gentiles, of YEAS—202. 
whatever.denomination, in that Territory or in the States. Adams, G. E. Eldredge, Landes, Sessions, 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask this one ques- | Adams, J.J. Ely, Lanham, Seymour, 
tion? Is the right of appeal touching those property rights preserved | Alle", G-H. Faber Taney. Singleton 
now as it was originally in the bill? Anderson, J.A. Fleeger, Little, ’ Smalls, ` 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly, under the general law. If a man’s Seen. Forney, Louttit, Sowden, 
property is of value sufficient he can go to the Supreme Court, just as | Rajicntine, Anil Mahoney Soeeees 
you or I can go if our property rights are up to the amount giving the | Barksdale, Gallinger, Matson, ` Stahinecker, 
Supreme Court jurisdiction. Where the amount is too small suitors ary, aari MeT, Steele, 
have to stop below, as you and I stop below. BALAR Sa a: fe am re TW. 

The Senate bill provided that the President of the United States | Bingham, Gilfillar McKenna, E.F. 
should appoint fourteen persons to act with thirteen commissioners of | Bi chard, G McKinley, Stone, W. J., Ky, 
the church allotted to govern the church corporation property as if the rae Peran OR Te un, Pome 
majority of stockholders were on the United States side. That has | Bound, Grout, ` Merriman, Strubie, 
been abandoned by the Senate conferees. It has been said we declare | Boutelle, Guenther, Millard, Swope, 
that the court shall vest this church property in each congregation in | Breckinridge, O. R. Halsell, | Merai = ylor, E.B 
trustees named by the congregation. But they hold their property just | Brown, W. Harmer, Morrison, lor, I. H. 
like trustees of your church or my church will hold theirs; just so much Bocos; Karus, Morrow, Taylor, J, M. 
as is necessary and convenient for the purposes which I have named. | Bunnell Hayden, ot Tagha frome ag 
I submit that, as other congregations have no more, the Mormons ought Burleigh Hayne d Nelson, Thompson, 

urrow: 5 Oates, 
sg DIBBLE Is the surplus distributed among the corporators? Butterworth, Hem Se ton Van cern 

Mr. HAMMOND. „Itis provided that if there bea residuum after the Guide, a Henderson, T. J. O'Neill, Charles Viele, ‘ 
trustees have taken their rights, and if there be a residuum which can poai eniey, ©, ey 
not find any other place to vest than in the pocket of proper claimants it | CAmPbell. Fepars, os. horace 
should go into the araen snoa nada the coy ace Caswe k Hiestan i Peel, J Wekatel 

These are the main features of the bi But I deem it proper to ngs, ins, : 
make one other remark lest gentlemen might be misled by what has | guppa ® rok, Serre hater if tana 
been published. It went out through the press dispatches that we ; Holman, Plumb, Weaver, J.B. 
made in this bill a test oath which required men to make oath that they Conger, eee eer ae 
did not believe in polygamy before they could register or vote. Cox. W. R. ouk, erma Wheeler, 

There is nothing of the kind in the bill. The act of 1882 made it a | Crisp, Howard, Reese, White, A.C. 
condition-precedent to the right to register and vote that a certain state | Croxton. — Richardson, Seo epee 
of things exist. Under that commissioners made a condition-prece- | Davidson: A.C. oon Rie on Wilkins: 
dent the taking of an oath prescribed by them. The Supreme Court | Davidson, R.H.M. Johnson, F. A. Rogers, | Willis, 
decided those oaths not to be constitutional because the commission had | Davis, ea a one ayn 
no right to prescribe them, but that the statutory qualifications were | Hinciey, phair ac E Ryan, ` Woodburn, 
conditions- t to the right to vote. Theconferees agreed that it | Dockery, Laffoon, Sawyer, Wi 
was better to put in the statute what the oath should be, and this bill | Dorsey, LaFollette, ee 
requires that it shall be taken only as a condition-precedent to the y Say, ey 
right of voting. He shall take the oath that he comes within the rule BANE = 
laid down by the act of 1882, just as in our statutes a man can not Darbar» ree A anaa Perry, 
vote unless he is of a certain age, unless he lived in a county a certain | Bragg, Dibble,’ Le Fevre, P, 
time, unless he is a citizen of the United States, &c., and the managers | Cabell, Eden, artin, Stone, W. J., Mo, 
of the State elections may demand of him to make oath to these qual- oe ggg J. rare Mitchel, ey, 
ifications before he registers or votes. Clardy, ` Hale, ` Neece, g 

We thought it safe that the statute should prescribe the form of that Saa, um aah Sane 5 DNT. B 

It is due to truth and candor to say the oath in this bill does have oy NOT eian birgen 
an additional feature which is not in the act of 1882. That feature is | Aiken Soar! Libbey. Rice. 
Kiat mie Gouin ol tng ot toe permis ln ieee | Se ee rs 
al in the of any of the crimes under con- n, rm: Te, 
sideration. It may not be wise. But if one can become a voter who | Barnes react Ove Og, oer 
avoids the commission of those crimes merely, the policy of exclusion | Boyle, Felton, kha Scranton, 
would be evaded by allowing him to become an office-holder as well as | Brady, Findlay, McAdoo, Snyder, 
= we notwithstanding he was aiding and abetting others to violate aT WOP rohan SEEE Ten > Charles 

e laws. £ lover, Morrill, ’ St. 

I care not to reply to what has been said about the “ reconstruction reen, Murphy, Swinburne, 
laws” and test oaths in the past, or to what else wasdone afterthe war. | Campbell, Felix Hanback, | p nian OO Taylor Zach. 
No man can draw anything so strongly denunciatory in reference to | Cowles, erbert, ` Payne, : 
that character of legislation which will not call forth from me a hearty | Cox, 8. S. Hudd, Payson, Trigg, 
amen. But Ido not think there is any parallelism between the two cases. oea Kelley, ee, Wallace, 

Nor do I think I need reply to the suggestion of my friend from | Davenport, King, Pindar, ellborn, 
North Carolina (Mr. BENNETT] when he said no ‘‘temporary’’ power | Dougherty, Lawler, Ranney, Wise, 
or.‘‘ temporary’? excitement should cause us to do violence to ourton-! So the conference report was adopted. 
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On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, by unanimous consent the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. Evans, for this day. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. WATT, for to-day. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. MARKHAM, on this vote. 

Mr. Lore with Mr. MILLIKEN, on this vote. 

Mr. SowDEN with Mr. STRUBLE, on this vote. 

Mr. LovERING with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, for this day. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. CowLEs with Mr. MORRILL,for to-day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HAMMOND moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, MISSOURI. 


Mr. BURNES. I desire to submit a privileged report from a con- 
ference committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to call up a privileged motion. Imoeve 
that the House proceed to consider the veto message of the President 
on House bill No. 5394. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri submits a privileged 
motion, which will be disposed of. f 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, in reference to the last vote taken I 
am announced as being paired with Mr. TUCKER, of Virginia. I wish 
to state in this connection that knowing he would vote in the affirma- 
tive, I have considered that I consulted his wishes by voting as I did. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disa, ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 2929) to amend the act dividing 
the State of Missouri into two judicial districts, and to divide the eastern and the 
western districts thereof into divisions, establish district and circuit courts of 
the United States therein, and provide for the times and places for holding such 
courts, and for oer purposes; having met, after full and free conference, have 

to recommend and do recommend’ to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 


ee JAMES N. BURNES, 

D. B. CULBERSON, 
W. H. WADE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
G. G. VEST, 
WM. M. EVARTS 
JAMES F. WILSON, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The managers on the part of the House submit the following state- 
ment to accompany the report: 


The managers on the part of the House Sol opt aoea aa e AE 
ae two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 


Mr. BURNES. I demand the previous question upon the adoption 
of the report. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the was 
raed and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. BENNETT to extend 
his remarks in the RECORD on the bill (S. 10) in reference to bigamy. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I now call up the President’s message vetoing 
House bill 5394, and ask its present consideration, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. As soon as the Clerk reads the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: j 


A bill (H. R. 5894) granting a pension to Sallie Ann Bradley. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I raise the question of consideration 
for the purpose of calling up the labor bills. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is a vetoed pension case, and I hope the 
House will proceed to consider it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
consider the message and bill? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 80, noes 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 142, not vot- 
ing 66; as follows: 


YEAS—110, 
A G. E. Funston, L Steele, 
Allen, C. H. Gallinger, McComas, Stephenson, 
Anderson, J. A. Geddes, McKen Stewart, J. W. 
Atkinson, Goff, McKinley, DENN 
Baker, Grosvenor, illard, S ie, 
Bayne, Grout, Milliken, Swinburne, 
Bound Guenther, Moffatt, Taylor, E. B. 
Boutelle, Hayden, Morrow, Taylor, I. H. 
Brady, Haynes, Nelson, omas, J. 
Brown, C. E. Henderson, T. J. O'Donnell, Thomas, O. B, 
Brown, W. W. epburn, O'Hara, Thompson. 
Buck, Hermann, Osborne, Townshend, 
Bunnell, Hiestand, Owen, Van Schaick, 
Burleigh, iscock, Payson, Wade, 
Burrows, Hitt, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. E. Holmes, Peters, ait, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Pettibone, Wakefield, 
Caswell, ackson, umb, Warner, William 
Conger, Johnson, F. A. Price, Weaver, A. J. 
Cooper, Johnston, J. T. Reed, Weber, 
Cutcheon, La Folle Rice, 
Davis, Lai Romeis, White, A. C. 
Dorsey, Lehibach, Rowell, White, Milo 
Dunham, Libbey, Ryan, Whiting, 
Ever! Lindsley, Sawyer, Wolford, 
Felton, Little, ons, Wi 
Fleeger, mg, Smalls, 
Fuller, Louttit, Spooner, 

NAYS—142. 
Adams, J. J. Dargan, Hutton, Rusk, 
fon Davidson, R.H.M. Jame Er 

n, ames, yers, 

Ballentine, Dawson, Johnston, T, D. Seney, 
Bar C, Dibble, Jones, J. H. Seymour, 
Barnes, Dockery, Jones, J. T, Shaw, 
Barry, Dougherty, Kleiner, Singleton, 
Belmont, Eden, Laffoon, Skinner, 
Bennett, Eldredge, Landes, Sowden, 
Bin Pame Mah: y Springer, 

E oney, » 
Blount, F: X in, St. Marre 
Boyle, Findlay, n, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Bragg, Fisher, M Stone, W. J., 
Breckinridge, ©. R. Foran, McMillin, Storm, 
Breckinridge, WOP Forney, McRae, Swope, 

Frederick, Miller, ‘Tarsney, 

Buchanan, Gibson, ©. H. Mills, Taulbee, 
Burnes, Gilfillan, Morgan, Taylor, J. M. 
e g pe see 

+ over, 3 J 
Cald we! G Neece, Turner, 
Campbell, J. M. Hale, Oates, Van A 
Campbell, T, J. Hall, O’Ferrall, Viele, 
Carleton, Halsell, ~ O'Neill, Charles Ward, J. H. 
Catchings, Hammond, O'Neill, J. J. Ward, T. B. 
Clardy, Harmer, Outhwaite, ‘Warner, A. J. 
Clements, Harris, Peel, Wheeler, 
Compton, Hatch, ott ilkins, 
Comstock, Heard, all, Willis, 
Cox, W. R. pan Wilson, 
oo; ne erson, J.S. a wae 

xton, ichardson, 

Cul 5 Hill, Riggs, Worthington. 
Curtin, Robertson, 

Howard, 

NOT VOTING—66. 
Ellsberry, Lovering, Ranney, 
+ , + 1 
Anderson, C. M. Evans, “ Rockwell, 
ur, Ford, A Scott, 

Bland, Gay, Maybury, Scranton, 
Bliss, Gibson, Eustace McAdoo, Snyder, 
Browne, T. M. back, Merriman, Stahlnecker, 
Butterworth, Henderson, D. B. Mi Š Stewart, Charles 
Campbell, Felix Henley, Morrill, Stone, E. F. 
Candler, Hires, Mo n, Symes, 

Houk, ays ‘Taylor, Zach, 
Co Hu Negley, Throckmorton, 
Cowles, Kelley, Norwood, er, 
Cox, 8. 8. K Parker, allace, 
Crain, King, Payne, Weaver, J. B. 
Pernt eae er, Caran rn. 
Dingley, evre, cock, 
Dunn, Pindar, 


re, 
So the House refused to consider the bill and m 
Mr. EDEN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 
There was no objection. 
The following additional was announced: 
Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. Symes, for the rest of the day. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I move to dispense with the morning 
hour for the call of committees for reports. , 
» Mr. BELMONT addressed the Chair. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). For what purpose 
does the gentleman from New York rise? 
Mr. BELMONT. I desire to know what is the regular order. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The call of committees for reports. 
Mr. BELMONT. [ask for the regular order. 
CEOS NEIG of Missouri. I have moved to dispense with the reg- 
er. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Let that motion be voted down. 
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The question being taken on the motion of Mr. O'NEILL, of Mis- 
souri, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore stated that in the opinion of the Chair 
two-thirds had not voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Iam willing that there should be unan- 
imous consent that reports may be handed in at the Clerk’s desk. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 73, noes 60. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the hour for the 
call of committees was not dispensed with. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing and directing the Depart- 
ment of Justice to transfer certain rooms which have been occupied by 
the United States courts to the city of Jackson, Miss. ; 

la (S. 1494) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Smith; 


an 

A bill (S. 2982) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to permit the temporary occupation of streets by a railway 
for the purpose of transporting material to fill about the base of the 
Washington Monument. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Asa privileged matter I present the 
resolution which I send to the desk, and ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That during the remainder of this session the regular hour of meet- 
ing shall be 11 o'clock a. m. ; and that immediately after the disposition of busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table one hour each day, or so much thereof as may be 
needed, is hereby set apart to requests by members for unanimous consent for 
the consideration of bills upon the Calendar; and that three minutes shall be 
allowed for explanation of and three minutes for opposition to each such re- 
quest before its submission to the House, 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 
REDEMPTION OF THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 


The SPEAKER appointed as the conferees on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoinage 
of the trade-dollar Mr. Scott, Mr. LANHAM, and Mr. FELTON. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. BURNES, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported back 
a resolution for the relief of Henry Brock, and moved that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations be d from the further consideration 
of the same and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SUPREME COURT OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as 
a substitute H. R. 2821, a bill (H. R. 11198) to provide for one addi- 
tional associate justice of the supreme court of Dakota, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying rt, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 2821 was laid on the table. 


THOMAS B. NALLE. 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
bill (H. R. 11199) for the relief of Thomas B. Nalle; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES H. LEE. 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, alsoreported 
a bill (H. R. 11200} for the relief of Charles H. Lee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 11201) to allow an appeal from the Court of Claims tc the 
Supreme Court in certain French spoliation claims; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN GEORGIA. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9146) to transfer 
certain counties from the southern judicial district to the northern dis- 
trict in the State of Georgia, and to divide the northern district in said 
State into two, to be known asthe western and eastern divisions of said 
district, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endur, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


TAMPA A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. O’FERRALL, from the Committee on Comm i 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R, 4441) to make Tampa, 
Fla., a port of entry; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


reported back 


PUBLIC LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 994) granting to 
the State of California 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of 
lands in said State; which was referted to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


EXEMPLIFICATION OF LAND PATENTS. ` 


Mr, McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1962) to amend section 
461 of the Revised Statutes of the United States regulating fees for 
exemplification of land patents, and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


JEFFERSONVILLE DEPOT, INDIANA. 


Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Groun 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7014 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
certain real estate lying immediately opposite the Jeffersonville depot 
of the United States quartermaster’s department at Jeffersonville, Ind., 
and to have erected thereon a building to be occupied by the military 
storekeeper on duty at said depot, the costs of said grounds and build- 
ing not to exceed $18,000; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


HENRY B. SHAW. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10925) ting 
an increase of pension to Henry B. Shaw; which was reheated to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


WARREN MITCHELL. 


Mr. RICHARDSON presented the views of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims on the bill (H. R. 6462) for the relief of War- 
ren Mitchell; which were ordered to be printed with the report of the 
committee. 

SEARCH FOR THE GREELY EXPEDITION. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, also, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res. 253) 
for printing 5,000 copies of Commander Schley’s reportof his search for 
the Greely expedition; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of committees for reports is now com- 
leted. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I move to dispense with the morning 
hour, with the view, if it is dispensed with, of moving to take up busi- 
ness reported from Committee on Labor. 

Mr. OATES. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. There is no provision in the rules for dispensing 
with the hour for the consideration of bills, and the only way in which 
that hour can be disposed of is by going into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to consider general appropriation bills or 
revenue bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ifthe gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] 
does not wish to resume the consideration of the consular and diplo- 
matic bill I desire to report the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up—— 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I have the floor, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled that there is no provision in 
the rules for dispensing with the hour for the consideration of bills. 

Mr. O’NEILL,’of Missouri. I move to call up Senate bill 2076. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering general ap- 
propriation bills, my purpose being to ask the House to proceed with 
the consideration of the consular and diplomatic bill. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF MIAMI INDIANS. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 469) to reimburse the Miami Indians 
of Indiana for moneys improperly taken from them; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. My motion is pending, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. The motion made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BELMONT] has priority under the order of the House. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Then my motion can not be reached 
unless that is voted down? 

The SPEAKER. It can not. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope we shall not vote it down, but go on with 
the regular business of the House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. We have not considered a labor bill 
this session. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I believe it is usual to allow gentlemen 
to file reports who have failed to present them during the call? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to present two reports from the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

PREVENTION OF FOREST FIRES. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, rted back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5556) to define and 
punish the offense of setting fire to and burning woods, grass, or forests on 
lands belonging to the United States; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 10995) to prevent unauthorized persons 
from wearing badges, buttons, decorations, or devices indicating enlist- 
ment or commission and muster into the military or naval service of 
the United States during the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask that that bill go upon the House Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. BELMONT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion—— 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, the consular and diplomatic bill 
has occupied three or four days, and I think it is time that the House 
should proceed to some other business. 

The SPEAKER. ‘These motions are not debatable. The question 
ison the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills, 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 116, noes 27. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. O NEL] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 127, noes 53. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the House, if it bein 
order—— 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. CRAIN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRAIN. My point is that if the House will take up the letter- 
carrier’s bill I will call the previous question upon it and will make 
no Pong on my side. [Laughter and renewed cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order ! 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and they 
were refused—only 16 members voting in favor thereof. 

The motion of Mr. BELMONT was then to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of further considering the bill (H. R. 10396) making appropri- 
ations for the diplomatic and consular service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. i , in proceeding to the consideration 
of this bill I desire to ask consent that we take it up at the point 
reached when the bill was last under consideration and substitute 
what I hold in my hand, the provisions of this substitute being in ac- 
cordance with the rulings of the Chair. The attempt at reclassifica- 
tion which had been made being subject to a point of order, this has 
been deemed the speediest and most satisfactory way to reach a con- 
clusion upon the bill, and I trust that no objection will be made. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the substitute 
which the gentleman desires to submit conforms to existing law and 
that the increases of salary proposed in the bill originally reported by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs have all been stricken out. I hope, 
therefore, that this substitute will now be taken up and considered. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the substitute is to 
conform to the rulings of the Chair on pointsoforder. Thesubstitute 
covers only that portion of the bill which has not yet been read. 

Mr. MoCREARY. Let the substitute be read. 
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Mr. SEYMOUR. I desire to inquire whether this leaves the bill in 
the same parliamentary position as before ? 


Mr. B ONT. It does. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to call attention to the fact 
that when the committee last rose a point of order was pending with 
reference to the consul at Callao. 

Mr. McCREARY. I made a point of order upon the provision with 
reference to the consul at Pernambuco. I understand this matter is 
embraced in the substitute, and I will withdraw the point of order for 
the present. : 

Mr. BELMONT. Yes; that comes in under class 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the point or order 
was upon the provision for the consul at Callao, in line 201. 

Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman from Kentucky made a point of 
order upon Pernambuco, which point he now withdraws. That was 
the last point of order. 

Mr. McCREARY. I withdraw it, because a provision on that sub- 
ject is embraced in the substitute. 

Mr. BELMONT. Reference to the RECORD will show that the last 
point of order was, as I have stated, upon the provision for the consul 
at Pernambuco. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair understood from the Clerk that the 
last line read was with reference to the consul at Callao, and that there 
was a point of order made upon that; but upon the statement of the 
gentleman from New York and the gentleman from Kentucky the Chair 
will consider that as a misunderstanding and will regard the point of 
order as withdrawn. 

Mr. BELMONT. I now ask consent that this proposed substitute 
perec; with the view that it shall take the place of the remainder of 

e 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 

Strike out all from line 202 to 392, inclusive, and insert the following: 
Crass IIT.—At $3,000 per annum: 


CHILI, 
Consulat Valparaiso. 
CHINA. 
Consul at Ningpo. 
FRANCE. 


Conil at Havre. 
GREAT BRITAIN AND BRITISH DOMINIONS, 
Consuls at Belfast, Bradford, Demerara, Glasgow, Manchester, Ottawa, and 
s 6 JAPAN. 


Consuls at Nagasaki, and Osaka and Hiogo. 


MEXICO, 
Consul at Vera Cruz, 
SPANISH DOMINIONS, 


Consul at Matanzas (Cuba). 
UNITED STATES OF COLOMBIA; 
Consul at Colon (Aspinwall). 


Crass IV.—At $2,500 per annum: 


ARGENTINE REPUBLIC, 
Consul at Buenos Ayres. 
BELGIUM. 


Consuls at Antwerp and Brussels. 


DANISH DOMINIONS, 
Consul at St. Thomas. 
FRANCE. 


Consuls at Bordeaux, Lyons, and Marseilles. 
GERMANY. 
Consuls at Bremen, Dresden, and Hamburg. 


GREECE. 
Consul at Athens. 


GREAT BRITAIN AND BRITISH DOMINIONS. 


Consuls at Birmingham, Dundee, Leith, Nottingham, Tunstall, and Victoria 
(British Columbia). 
SPANISH DOMINIONS, 


Consuls at Cienfuegos and Santiago de Cuba. 


TURKISH DOMINIONS. 
Consul at Smyrna. 


Crass V.—At $2,000 per annum: 
AUSTRIA-HUNGARY, 
Consuls at Trieste and Prague. 
BARBARY STATES, 
Consul at Tangier. 
Consul at Pernambuco. 


Consul at San José. 
FRIENDLY AND NAVIGATOR’S ISLANDS, 


BRAZIL. 
COSTA RICA. 


Consul at Apia. 
GERMANY. 

Consuls at Barmen, Chemnitz, Cologne, Crefeld, Leipsic, Nuremberg, and 

Sonneberg. 
GREAT BRITAIN AND BRITISH DOMINIONS, 

Consuls at Cardiff, Cork, Dublin, Hamilton (Canada), Kingston (Jamaica), 
Leeds, Nassau (New Providence), Port Louis (Mauritius), St. John (New Bruns- 
wick), Sydney (New South Wales), and Toronto (Canada), 


— HONDURAS, 
Consul at Tegucigalpa. 


Consul at Palermo. 


ITALY. 
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MADAGASCAR, 
Consul at Tamative. 
MEXICO, 
Consul at Acapulco, 
NETHERLANDS, 
Consul at Rotterdam. 
NICARAGUA. 
Consuls at Managua and San Juan del Norte. 
RUSSIA. 
Consul at Odessa. 
SALVADOR. 
Consul at San Salvador. 


SPAIN AND SPANISH DOMINIONS. 
Consuls at Manila (Philippine Islands), San Juan (Porto Rico), and Sagua la 
Grande (Cuba). = ) £ ) 
SWITZERLAND, 
Consuls at Basle and Zurich. 
TURKISH DOMINIONS, 
Consuls at Beirut and Jerusalem, 


URUGUAY. 

Consul at Montevideo. 
VENEZUELA. 
Consul at Maracaibo. 
Crass VI.—At $1,500 per annum: 
BRAZIL. 
Consuls at Bahia and Para. 
BELGIUM. 

Consul at Liege and Verviers 

DENMARK. 
Consul at Copenhagen. 


FRANCE AND FRENCH DOMINIONS: 
Consuls at Guadeloupe, Martinique, and Nice. 
GERMANY. 
Consuls at Aix la Chapelle, Mannheim, Munich, and Stuttgart, 
GREAT BRITAIN AND BRITISH DOMINIONS, 


zoe at Earn pong tren (Canada), carte deh (West Indies) Ay one ee 
rmuda, Bristol, Cape Le hawt ie on ( (India. Charlotte- 
town (P Prine Ea Baward Island) Canna) ee ee Erio (Canada), Goden 
i r, Kin nada), Jehan a ue c- 
bamia (Oan aa ), Prescott 


ens (Canada), Port nada), Port Stanley (Falkland 
Canada; ph etry St. Helena, St. John’s (Canada), St. Stephen Canada), 


indsor (Canada), and Winnipeg (Manitoba). 
ITALY. 
Consuls at Florence, Genoa, Leghorn, Messina, Milan, and Naples. ’ 
MEXICO, 
Consuls at Paso del Norte and Tampico. 
NETHERLANDS, 
Consul at Amsterdam. 


Consul at Asuncion. 


PARAGUAY. 


PORTUGUESE DOMINIONS. 
Consuls at Fayal (Azores) and Funchal (Madeira), 
SAN DOMINGO, } 


Consul at San Domingo. 
SPAIN. 
Consuls at Barcelona, Cadiz, and Malaga. 
SWITZERLAND, 
Consul at Geneva, 
TURKEY. 
Consul at Sivas, 
VENEZUELA, 
Consuls at Laguayra and Puerto Cabello. 
SCHEDULE C, 
Crass VII.—At $1,000 per annum. 
AFRICA. 


Commercial agent at Gaboon; commercial agent at St. Paul de Loando 
(east coast). 


BELGIUM, 
Consul at Ghent. 
BRAZIL. 
Consul at Rio Grande do Sul. 
Consul at Talcahuano, 
FIJI. 
Commercial agent at Levuka. 
FRANCE AND FRENCH DOMINIONS, 

Consuls at Algiersand Nantes. 

GERMANY. 
Consul at Stettin. 


GREAT BRITAIN AND BRITISH DOMINIONS. 
Consuls at Figcce eS dia), Gaspe Basin (Canada), Sierra Leone (West Africa), 


Turk’s Island, and W dsor (Nova Scotia). 
HAYTI. 
Consul at Cape Haytien. 
HONDURAS, 
Consul at Ruatan and Truxillo (to reside at Utilla). 
ITALY, 
Consul at Venice. 
MEXICO, 
Consuls at Guaymas, Nueyo Laredo, and Piedras Negras, 
MUSCAT. 
Consul at Zanzibar. 
NETHERLANDS. 
Consul at Batavia, 
PORTUGUESE DOMINIONS, 
Consul at Santiago (Cape Verde Islands). 
SOCIETY ISLANDS. 
Consul at Tahiti. 
SWEDEN AND NORWAY, 
Consul at Christiania. 


CONSULAR CLERKS. 
Seven consular clerks, at $1,200 per annum each, $8, on 
Six consular clerks, at $1,000 per annum each, $6,000, 
CONSULAR OFFICERS NOT CITIZENS. 
For salaries of consular officers not citizens of the United States, $6,000. 
ALLOWANCE FOR CLERKS AT CONSULATES. 

For allowance for clerks at consulates, $55,400, pag sum to be allowed at each 
consulate not to exceed the rate herein specified, as follows: 

To the co: eral at Havana and Shanghai and to the consul at Liver- 
pool, at $2,000 $6,000, 
ie, the PARAR A at London, Paris, and Rio de Janeiro, at $1,600 each, 


800. 

To the consuls-general at Berlin, Frankfort, Kanagawa, Montreal, and Vi- 
enna, and to the consuls at Antwerp, Bremen, Chemnitz, Crefeld, 4 
Havre Hong koni, Lona; and Manchester, at $1,200 each, $16,800, 

o the consuls at B radford, Birmingham, and Marseil les, at $960. each, $2,880. 

To the consuls-general at Calcutta, Melbourne, and Port au Prince, and the 
consuls at Bordeaux, Colon, Dresden, Ecuador, Glasgow, Lei see Maracaibo 
Daa Panama, Sheffield, Singapore, Sonneberg, and , at $800 

To the consuls-general at Halifax and Matamoras,and to os rar wen at Bar- 
men, Beirut, Belfast, Li, Leith, Paso del Norte, Piedras Negras, and Vic- 
toria, at at $040 each, $6,400. 

neral at Berne a aapa araa to the consuls at Aix la Cha- 

Sie r asnar Florence, Aiycintlleges nheim, Milan, Naples, Nuevo 
Pareka; e, Stuttgart, and Zu ae $480 each, $6,720. 

For an additional allowance for clerks at consulates, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of State at consulates not herein provided for in 
respect to clerk-hire, no greater portion of this sum than $400 to be 
any one consulate in any one fiscal year, $10,000: That the total sum 
expended in one year shall not exceed the amount arse nA oreg And provided 
further, That out of the amount hereby appropriated Recretary of State may 
make such allowance as may to him seem proper to any interpreter for clerical 
services, in addition to his pay as interpreter. 

INTERPRETERS, GUARDS, AND MARSHALS TO CONSULATES. 
reters to be emplo: at consulates g eg and Japan, to be expended 
ase e direction of the aided of State, $15,000. 

Interpreters and guards at the consulates at coger ar eye e cage yam ea 
Jerusalem, and Smyrna, in the Turkish Sonona gree > ie 

Marshals for the consular courts in Japan, China, and Taken $9,000, 

BOAT-HIRE. 

Boat for official use of United States consul at Osaka and Hiogo, and for pay 
of boat's crew, $500. 

Boat for official use of the United States consul at Hong-Kong, and for pay of 
boat's crew, $500. 

EXCHANGE. 

Actual cost and expense of making ee of money to and from the sev- 

eral consulates and consulates-general, $4,000. 


EXPENSES OF PRISONS FOR AMERICAN CONVICTS. 
For the eg A a prison and prison-keeper at the consulate-general in 


——s Siam, $1,000. 
ctual expense of renting a prison hai for American convicts in 


at 
oun erse poten heel tao of su riso: 
‘Actual | expense of renting a ain kinnanen ne American convicts in 


Tor tne pasa haas and feeding of each prisoner while actually confined shall bo 
ior er 
allowed or a | for any 


covering cost of medical attendance and 
ners: And provided further, 
And feeding. Of any prisoner whe Je able to pay, of does pay, the above sum 
oE EEO OA SF the consular officer shall certify to the fact of inability 
eve: 
Ront of pris a for American convicts in Turkey, and for wages of keepers of 
the same, $1,500 
RELIEF AND PROTECTION OF AMERICAN SEAMEN, 
Relief and pr enparetoenny seamen in foreign countries, or so much 
ereof as may be necessary, 
FOREIGN "HOSPITALS AT PANAMA, 


Annual contributions toward the ee ee of a ‘he ge oe) at Panama, to 
be paid by the Secretary of State upon that suffering seamen and 
Ss of the United States will be admitted to the S privileges of anid hospitals, 


PUBLICATION OF CONSULAR AND COMMERCIAL REPORTS, 


a rinting, publication, and distributi the ent of 
ahs Scaler en omen commercial sisi te Ab circles ieee to 
yep arenes commerce, $25, 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES UNITED STATES CONSULATES, 
Expense of coe aed Nema record and other books, 


ernie presse, Ca pepa turo, statistics, ne 


newspapers, freight 
rtising, messenger service, traveling ex- 

penses of consular cler! ese writers, and such other miscellaneous ex- 
the President i may think necessary for the several consulates and 
in the transaction of their business, $150,000. 


When the scat relating to allowance for clerks at consulates 


was read, 

Mr. McCREARY said: In orda eae law that ap- 
propriation ought to be $50,320 instead of $56,400. 

Mr. BELMONT. The pointof order, of course, does not apply to the 
allowance for clerks. I do not understand that it is necessary to make 
a reduction in that icular, because the law does not fix the amount. 

The . The Chair can only decide the question of order 
when it is raised. As the Chair understands, this proposed substitute 
is being now read with the view of asking consent that it may be offered 
in Den of the remaining portion of the original bill. 

McCREARY. I supposed the substitution had been agreed to; 
and therefore I desired to make a point of order on this as new legis- 


1a Me BELMONT. adhered ae ot Soe CERE TRON upon the point. I 
will only say that the allowance for clerks is in a lump sum, and varies 


from year to year. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to make a statement. This| Mr. BELMONT. In view of the suggestion of the gentleman from 


substitute is now being read merely with the view of asking unanimous 
consent that it be offered in lieu of the remainder of the bill. Perhaps 
it would facilitate matters to reserve points of order on the substitute 
until the Committee of the Whole shall determine whether it will per- 
mit the consideration of this substitute at all. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading, during which, 

Mr. McCREARY and Mr. HOLMAN desired to reserve points of order 
on paragraphs as read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this substitute is 


now being read merely for information, and all points of order are re- | hai. 


served. 
The Clerk concluded the reading of the proposed substitute. 
Fa BELMONT. I ask, by unanimous consent, this be substi- 
ted— ‘ š 
Mr. HOLMAN. Subject to points of order? 
Mr. BELMONT. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. There is no objection. 
The Clerk proceeded to read. 
Class third, at $3,000 perannum—— 


Mr. BELMONT. It is not necessary to read the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The substitute goes to what line? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands it is by unanimous con- 
sent offered as a whole, subject to points of order. 

Mr. BELMONT. Unanimous consent has been granted, 

The ASIRAR The Chair did not understand what the gentle- 
man said. 

Mr. BELMONT. I understand unanimous consent has been given 
for substitution, subject to points of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Down to what point has he made the bill to cor- 
respond to the bill of last year? 

Mr. BELMONT. Down to thepoint of allowance for consular clerks. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to the Re- 
vised Statutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Call attention to line 401. 

Mr. BELMONT. We have agreed to a substitute for part of the 
original bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have the original bill. 

Mr. BELMONT. From line 394 the lines are as in the original bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let us understand that. 

Mr. BELMONT. I ask down to that point the bill be considered as 
read. It has been read once. I move to dispense with the reading of 
the bill down to that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been no understanding except as to 

ints of order. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It is to be understood no points of order can be 
~~ recy of that. 5 

e CHAIRMAN. No; that portion of the bill has been passed. 

Mr. BELMONT. That is all right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My point of order is as follows. The act of 1879 
contains the following provision: 

For allowance for clerks at consulates, $12,600 


Then there is anenumeration of the clerks to be employed at Havana, 
Liverpool, and other points, and what their salaries shall be. The para- 
graph closes as follows: 

Provided, That the total sum expended in any one year shall not exceed the 
amounts herein appropriated. 

Thus, the Chair will perceive by the language here, this is intended 
to be a permanent law; that the total sum expended in any one year 
shall not exceed the sum herein appropriated. ‘The statutes fix each 
consulate at which a clerk may be employed, and it also fixes the sal- 
aries, amounting in the aggregate to $42,600. It concludes with the 
language I have already read, ‘‘that the total sum expended in any 
one year shall not exceed the sum of $42,600.” I make the point of 
order, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that by existing law the number of con- 
sular clerks is specifically fixed, and the salaries also are fixed, and that 
the aggregate of these salaries can not exceed $42,600. I will only add 
there is a large increase in the number of consular clerks in this bill. 

Mr. BELMONT. I only desire to say that this has always been 
held in the nature of a contingent fand. But I do not care to pursue 
the argument after the ruling on the question of salaries. I for a 
decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to strike out the appropriation in the bill 
and insert $42,600. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. McCREARY. I make the point of order on Havana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman 
from New York will listen for a moment. The point of order neces- 
sarily strikes out the language contained in this bill and substitutes 
therefor the language of the act of 1879, which gives in detail the con- 
sular clerks to be employed. It substitutes that for the language of 
the bill down to line 434. 


The CHAIRMAN. An amendment has been offered by the gentle- 
wan from New York and agreed to. 


imum ctentian a ae 
y substituti e eacto i 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been agreed to, and with- 
out objection that can not be done. 

Mr. McCREARY. The House has stricken out the sum of $56,400 
originally placed in the bill and has inserted the amount fixed by the 
permanent law—that is to say, $42,600. Now, in order to make the bill 
conform to the action of the committee, we should strike out ‘‘$2,000”’ 
for Havana, and insert ‘‘$1,600,”’ and strike out ‘'$2,000’’ for Shang- 


Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend will observe that these differences 
run all through the section. 

Mr. McCREARY. There are only two other changes to make, Ant- 
werp and Ecuador. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are several to make; Milan and Aix la 
Chapelle, for instance; and the best way will be simply to insert in 
place of this the old law, which is specific in regard to all of these 


places. 

Mr. BELMONT. The suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana is 
the most practical method, it seems to me, of correcting this section, 
and I hope it will be adopted. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. That makes it perfectly clear. It simply substi- 
tutes the permanent law for the bill down to line 434. 

Mr. McCREARY. It amounts to the same, for if it is understood 
that the $42,600 of former appropriations isto be the sum provided by 
this bill for all of these clerks; it is understood that it is to be in ac- 
cordance with the old law. But I have no objection to the gentle- 
man’s suggestion. £ 

Mr. BELMONT. The only way is to follow the wording of the old 
law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the amendment which naturally follows 
from the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The conversation on the floor between gentle- 
men does not enlighten the clerks at the desk as to what is required to 
perfect the bill. Gentlemen will please submit their amendments in 
writing. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to ask unanimous consent, in order to 
make this section conform to the old law, that all after the words 
“forty-two thousand six hundred,’’ to be inserted in lines 402 and 403, 
be stricken out, and the balance of the statute as appears in the act of 
1879 be substituted. That will designate the particular places where 
the clerks are to be employed, the compensation they are to receive, 
and the language will be in accordance with the ruling of the Chair on 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please reduce the amend- 
ment to writing, as the clerks have not been able to get the suggestion 
as stated on the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk what I under- 
stand to be the to come in here. 

The CHAIR . The gentleman from Georgia has sent an amend- 
amin a desk, and the Chair Agen cause the one amendment to be 
re) ‘ore entertaining another. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis the same amendment the gentleman referred 
to. Ihave the lan; of the statute before me. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk does not get the amendment from the 
mere statement of it on the floor, and of course the record can not be 
kept right at the desk unless the amendments are sent up in their 
regular order to be acted upon. 

The Clerk will read the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For allowance for clerks at consulates, $42,600, as follows: 

For the consul-general at Havana and the consul at Liverpool, each a sum not 
ee AEA rate of $3,000 for any one year; and to the consu! eral at 
London, , and Shanghai, each a sum not exceeding the rate of $2,000 for 
any one year; to the pee nce wich at Berlin, Vienna, Frankfort, and Mon- 
treal,and to the consuls at Hamburg, Bremen, aes Hrona bas ray Pan Hong- 
Kong, Ottawa, Belfast, Birmingham, Bradford, Chemnitz, Sheffield; Sonneberg, 
D en, Havre, Marseilles, Rio de Janeiro, Nuremberg, Leith, Singapore, Stutt- 
gart, bgt RPC Tunstall, each a sum not exceeding $1,500 for any one 

ear: Provided, That the total sum expended in any one year shall not exceed 

e amount herein appropriated. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is proposed to be in lieu of the language of 
the bill; and I wish to make a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Georgia. The gentlemen will see that that covers the whole bill from 
line 401 down to 434, so it ought to be offered as a substitute for those 
provisions of the bill. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That was my intention in offering it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to raise the point of order on this lane 
guage, page 19: 


Ini tersto be employed at consulates in China and Japan, to be expended 
ante te direction of The Secretary of State, $15,000. 


It ought to be $12,000. That is an increase of $3,000, and I make 
the point of order against it. 

Mr. BELMONT. The increase is of the same nature as those heree 
tofore referred to. These funds have been generally considered as cone 


1888 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 17, 


tingent funds, and under the ruling I have no objection to its being 
stricken out if the Chair thinks it out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will please refer 
the Chair to the statute to which he refers. 

Mr. McCREARY. Perhaps the shortest way to reach the reduction 
will be to make a motion that ‘fifteen ” be stricken out and ‘‘ twelve ” 
inserted, so it will read ‘‘ twelve thousand dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the amendment? 

Mr. REED. I object. I think we ought either to have a statute or 
a vote. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think we ought to havea ruling on the point of 
order. I have no doubt that a vote of the House would sustain thein- 
crease. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrales the point of order, That 
concludes the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, from the reading of the substitute 
I was not able to gather whether the language embodied in the bill 
with reference to the consolidation of clerks had been stricken out. 

Mr. BELMONT. Itis not in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order that there may be no misapprehension in 
regard to this let me say that Ihave reference to the following language: 


That section 3, chapter 287, of the Supplement to the Revised Statutes be 


amended as follows: After the words “lower grade,” in the fifth line, insert 
“ or consolidate any two clerkships of the lower grade.” 


I wish to ascertain whether that language is or is not in the substi- 


tute. 

Mr. BELMONT. I have already said that that is not in the substi- 
tute. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there are no further’ questions of order, the 
question is now on agreeing to the substitute which has been read. 

The substitute was agreed to. ` 

Mr. BELMONT. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
as amended to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLount reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 10396) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular serv- 
ice of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for 
other purposes, had directed him to report the same back with sundry 
amendments. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move the previous question on the amendments 
and ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the amendments. Isa separate 
vote demanded on any amendment? 

Mr. REED. What are the amendments? 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Clerk had better report them. 

Mr. BELMONT. Ido not understand that any one has asked for 
the reading of the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] inquired 
what the amendments were. 

Mr. REED. I think it would be well either to have them read or 
that some explanation be given that we may know what the bill in its 
present form means, 

Mr. BELMONT. The explanation is that the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute to conform to the ruling of the Chair has been 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only make a statement by 
unanimous consent. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute. 


Mr. eg! (interrupting the reading). Is this a substitute for the 
whole bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is a substitute for 
only a part of it. 


Mr. BELMONT. If I may be permitted to give an explanation —— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it be in order to ask a question it should be 
in order to answer it. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. REED. Iam sorry the Democratic side does not want the bill 
explained. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the substitute. Before the read- 
ing was concluded, 

Mr. REED withdrew the request for the reading. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the amend- 
ments? If not the question will be taken on the amendments in 


gross, 
The amendments reported by the Committee of the Whole were 


adopted; and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read | 87,88, 


amie time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
e. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. REED. I want to say a word as to that. I have no desire to 
inflict upon the House the reading of these amendments. But I desire 


to call attention to the fact that by reason of the points of order which 
have been made there have been very many consuls and others deprived 
in this bill of their salaries. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. BELMONT. They have had their salaries reduced. 

Mr. REED. And, asI understand, deprived of them in some in- 


stances, 

as BELMONT. No; in no instance has any one been deprived of a 
salary. 

Mr. REED. I understand points of order were made with regard to 
some salaries, and that those points of order struck out the phs 
which gave those salaries, and nothing has been substituted for them, 

Mr. BELMONT. They were substituted for in every case. But the 
gentleman from Maine is correct in saying that there have been reduc- 
tions, reductions under the points of order. ‘The House has now bound 
itself by rules such that either a ghange in the rules is absolutely neces- 
sary or else it will be incumbent upon the Senate to constantly correct 
the failure to make the proper appropriations in the House, which is 
hardly fair to the Senate, des being a surrender to the Senate of 
the regulation of amounts in appropriation bills. 

Mr. MILLS. ButI ask the gentleman, do you not appropriate ac- 
cording to existing law? 

Mr. RANDALL, I want to say to the gentleman from Maine that, so 
far as I understand this bill now, it makes exactly the same appropria- 
tions for consular and diplomatic service as regards salaries as were 
made by the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. REED. I do not understand itso. There are reductions that 
go back to seventeen hundred and something. 

x Mr. RANDALL. Ifthatbe so I was not present when that was 
one. 

Mr. REED. And I object to the Senate being saddled with the 
making of these necesssry appropriations. It has been the custom, I 
am aware, and it is a custom I have adverted to several times, and I 
want to call attention to it again, so that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL], for instance, may not forget it. 

Mr. RANDALL, Oh, I shall not forget it. 

Fe BELMONT. I move the previous question on the passage of the 
ill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion vas agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Iam instructed to report back the sundry 
civil appropriation bill with Senate amendments and the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee on Appropriations with thereto. And 
I ask that the amendments may be considered in the House, 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent to consider the amendments in the House, 
oer HISCOCK. I think we had better go into Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. RANDALL, Iwill say to the gentleman from New York that 
there is really no division in the committee, practically, as to these 
amendments. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The difference is that in the House the previous 
question may becalled. There is no intention of obstructing the amend- 
ments, but I think the bill should go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no wish to call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


eae ee reget 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
"33, ba. 95) 98, 87,88, 40, Al 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 
vi 81. 82, 83, 
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recommend concurrence in the amendment numbered 55, with an 
amendment as follows: 
A mo prapona to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
follo 

= Fort post-office, custom-house, und court-house at Wilmin; N.C.: For 
purchase of site and commencing the erection of building, $50, 

“ For court-house and ice at eo tae Tex.: For purchase of site and 
commencing the erection of ee 000. 

“ For post-office mg ae ree : For | purchase of site and commencing the 
erection of building, 


of, Lighting the Statue of Liberty in Koes York Harbor: F: 
and boilers, $10,000; incandescent-light plant, $2,500; d, 08, 
for torch, $4,000; removing present machinery to new building, addi 
fan side Jamps, putting grounds in order, fencing, and incidentals, $3,000 


recommend concurrence in the amendment numbered 179, with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed by said amendment insert 
the following: 

“ Elevator for the House wing of the Capitol: For the construction of an ele- 
vator, for the use of the public, in the House wing of the I to be ones 
atthe south end of the western corridor, and to run from the basement to 
upper story, $12,000; and the Architect is directed to have e aaa 
for Apa by ber 1, 1887.” 

recommend concurrence in the amendment numbered 231, with an 
ae ment as follows: After the matter proposed by said amendment insert 


the following: 
“That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to ascertain and 
xeon to Congress, at its next session, whether the K niee of any so! Sh 


r confederate, who were killed in battle or who Sed in prison or 
not embracedin any a city, town, or village cemetery or are un: 
by inclosures or unmarked by headstones, and, if there be any such graves, 
what priests of money would be necessary to properly fence and permanently 
mark the same.’ 


Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am ready to answer any 
question which any gentleman may desire to put touching these appro- 
priations. 

Mr. REED. I understand from the reading that the committee con- 
cur in but four of the Senate amendments with amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. REED. Will the chairman of the committee be good enough to 
tell us how many of the Senate amendments are concurred in? 

Mr. RANDALL, Four with amendments, and twenty-two, I think, 
without amendments. The balance we non-concur in, but in a major- 
ity =o cases the controversy is as to the amount of money to be appro- 
pria 

Mr. REED. How Pinank -of the Senate amendments are there that 
are not concurred in? 

Mr. RANDALL. Two hundred and thirty-six. 

Mr. REED. ‘Two hundred and thirty-six that are not concurred in, 
twenty-two that are concurred in, and four that are concurred in with 
amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes. In some instances the difference is radical; 
in others the controversy is merely as to the amount. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman tell us what are the matters of rad- 
ical controversy ? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is the Coast Survey, the Seamen’s Retreat 
at New York, which involves the purchase of property costing over 
$250,000, and the Yellowstone Park. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. What is the controversy in reference to 
the Yellowstone Park? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is as to whether the park shall continue as now, 
under the control of the military, or whether we shall go back to the 
former practice and have it under civil control. 

Mr. REED. What are the nature of the difficulties as to the Coast 
Survey ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The same exactly as existed between the two 
Houses last year when the House receded. 

Mr. REED. It is a question of the extent of the application of the 
services of the Coast Survey, is it? 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis a question as to the number of employés, and 
also as to the amounts to be expended in the Coast Survey service. 

os REED. ‘he House having cut down what was granted last 


yea 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee first, and the House subsequently, 
have agreed to exactly the same appropriations as those of last year, but 
they are varied in some degree as to the service, by reason of the com- 
pletion of work which was provided for last year, and the commence- 
ment this year of work not entered upon before. 

Mr. REED. What is the difference of amount involved ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will have to wait to have that figured out. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. While the Clerk is making that calcula- 
tion I will ask the chairman of the committee whether there is any 
controversy over the Geological Survey. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is controversy over the Geological Survey 
upon the question of compelling the estimates to be itemized in the 
future, The Senate have added language which the Committee on 
Appropriations fear will not meet the object the House had in view in 
inserting the ph heretofore inserted. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. May I be permitted a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam now able to state, in reply to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED], that the difference in the Coast Survey is 
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viigis as I learn from the clerk of the committee, who has computed 


ET BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will there be any controversy over 
a Senate amendment where the appropriation only reaches the amount 


of the bh wre limit? 

‘ALL. We have in no instance, I think, unless it be in 
tha ¢ case of Houston, made any ap] appropriation in this bill in excess of 
the limit. The Senate did, I in one instance, perhaps two, raise 
the limit of appropriation for a ee h building; and in that we have 
non-concurred. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Where they have not raised the 
limit there is no controversy ? 


Mr. RANDALL. There is in some instances; but that is a matter 
which is to be adjusted between the two Houses after conference and 
upon further information from the Supervising Architect. I know 
what the gentleman refers to—the public building at Williamsport. 
We have non-concurred as to that; but there is no doubt it will be 
satisfactorily adjusted. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, the reading of this report does not 
convey much information to the House as to the character of the amend-, 
ments. I shall have to insist that the amendments be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the Clerk read. 

The first amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 1, after line 5, insert 

“ For court-house at ‘Aberdeen, Miss. : For heating apparatus complete, $5,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to make a statement which will cover all 
these cases as to the heating apparatus of public buildings. There are 
two branches to the controversy. The estimates from the Supervising 
Architect on these matters did not come to the House before the 20th of 
December last, and as this bill was passed in the House on the 19thof 
that month the estimates had not been examined or even received by 
the committee at that time, the bill having been passed, as will be ob- 
served, at a much earlier day in the session than usual. 

The second point in controversy, as to the heating apparatus of these 
public buildings, is in regard to the amounts to be appropriated. We 
want to have further examination in order to ascertain exactly the 
amount necessary in each case. Therefore we have recommended non- 
currence in the Senate amendments as to the heating apparatus in these 
various public buildings. 

Mr. REED. Have not these amendments been referred to the com- 
mittee for the > expres purpose of having them make an examination 
and report to the House? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir; and we recommend non-concurrence 
because we think that in almost every case the work can be done for 
less money than the Senate has proposed. 

Mr. REED. Is that the case with regard to the amendment now 
under consideration? 

Mr. RANDALL. We think it is. 

Mr. REED. Then why not non-concur with an amendment fixing 
the amount which the committee deem proper? 

Mr. RANDALL. Because we prefer to leave that question to a con- 
ference between the two Houses. 

Mr. REED. And take it away from the House? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; not take it away from the House, be- 
cause the House can reject the conference report if it does not like it, 

Mr. REED. Ought we not to have the benefit of the committee’s 
opinion as to the amount which should be granted, for instance, in this 

icular case? 

Mr. RANDALL, We think there should bea lesssum appropriated 
than the Senate has proposed; as to how much less we are not positive, 
because we want to hear from the Senate the reasons which induced 
them to make the amount $5,000. 
Mireo or four thousand dollars. 

Mr. REED. If the committee think it ought to be ‘‘three or four 
thousand do ” we ought to have the benefit of the opinion of our 
committee on that subject. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman and the House have our recom- 
mendation. Mr. Chairman, I move non-concurrence in this amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

-On page 1, after line 5, insert: 

“For post-office and court-house at Augusta, Me, : 
plete, $8,560.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I move non-concurrence. 

Mr. REED. This is a matter in reference to which, perhaps, I have 
some reason to ask why this amendment should be non-concurred in. 

Mr. RANDALL. For the reason that the sum proposed is, we think, 
larger than is necessary for the object in view. 

Mr. REED. What sum does the committee think sufficient? 

Mr. RANDALL. We think a much less sum will be sufficient; but 
we prefer not to name a definite sum until we know the reasons which 
prompted the Senate in fixing the amount so high. 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania, before he 
asks for a vote on this question, will give us some of the reasons for the 


000, while we think it ought to be only 


For heating apparatus com- 


1890 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 17, 


belief on the part of the committee that this amount is too high. What 
is the report of the Architect ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will make a statement as to all these matters. 
Outside of the recent estimate to which I have heretofore referred we 
have had many estimates from the Departmentin relation to heating 
apparatus for public buildings. A careful examination has induced us 
to believe that, without damage to the public interests, a much less sum 
may be appropriated in these cases than the Architect has recommended. 
As to these matters, therefore, which did not come under the consid- 
eration of the committee originally before the passage of the bill in the 
House, we are guided by the same rule on which we acted in regard to 
cases that we thoroughly investigated. 

Mr. REED. I hope the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will give the House some reasons why he considers the amount 
too large. 

Mr. RANDALL. I was willing 

Mr. REED. We are to vote on it, and we ought to have something 
to guide us beside these generalizations. 

Mr RANDALL. Lask for a vote. 

Mr. REED. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the first question to be put. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 79. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

The third amendment was read, as follows: 

o> yan of ground on which to erect a public building in Camden, N. J., 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee recommend concurrence, 

Mr. REED. That is tobe concurred in. I hope the gentleman will 
give us a reason for it. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is a law for it; that is the reason. 

Mr. REED. What is the law? 

Mr. RANDALL. It authorizes the construction of a public build- 
ing at Camden, N. J. 

Mr. REED. Is there a law for appropriating $40,000 for the pur- 
chase of that ground? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, there is not. 

Mr. REED. Why is it then the sum here for Camden, N. J., is so 
large while the amount for Augusta, Me., is so small? 

Mr. RANDALL. Because we are advised by gentlemen from New 
Jersey who represent the city of Camden that amount is necessary for 
the purchase of a site. 

n Mr. REED. This then is under the advice of gentlemen from New 
ersey. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iso understand. 

Mr. REED. Was the advice of the gentleman who represents Au- 
gusta asked? 

Mr. RANDALL. He did not come to us. 

Mr. REED. Then the advice is taken only of those who go to the 
committee, 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; the industrious always fare the best. 
[Langhter. } 

Mr. REED. When it is asked here on the floor there seems to be a 
difference then? 

Mr. BURROWS. Ask, and thou shalt receive. [Laughier.] 

Mr. REED. But when it is asked on the floor it is not given. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have done by the bill the best we could. 

Mr. REED. But does not the gentleman intend to give us any rea- 
son? 

Mr. RANDALL. I gave you a reason and a fact, both. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The fourth amendment was read, as follows: 

For custom-house at Charleston, S. C.: For taking down stone and brick work 
on east and wes “A lage restoring broken balustrade and other broken stone- 
work, and rebuil ga same, including the replacing of slating, $11,500; for 
other exterior repairs, $500; in $12,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee recommend concurrence, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The fifth amendment was read, as follows: 


For eustom-house and post-office at Chicago, Ill. : For aaa and putting 
in place iron ea to strengthen the building, $35, ,000; for balance for repair- 
ing stone-work, for Nagy ye of building, $9,000; and for necessary 
painting to interior of of building, $5,000; in all, $84,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

j Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I move to concur, and I wait for informd- 

on, 
Mr. RANDALL. Last year they asked for $94,000 and received 
$50,000. ‘This year in addition they asked $167,400, and the Senate 
has only given $84,000 and has designated how that money shall be 
expended. Under that there is provided about $84,000, but the ques- 
tion is as to some other items. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I understand the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania moves non-concurrence in the appropriation of $84,000 when 
he says there is not the slighest controversy. 

Mr. RANDALL. There isa controversy, sina wage a as we have heard, 
certainly every one of the members from Illinois think $34,000 ought 
to be increased. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether his intention is to endeavor to get it increased ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not know. Iam not bound to say what my 
intentions are. I can say my judgment is the amount will not be less 
than $84,000. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. The only difference between this amend- 
ment and the one which we have passed and in which concurrence was 
moved is that is to restorea building partially torn down and this is to 
prevent a oleae A from falling down. 

Mr. RANDAL There were reasons which must strike everybody 
in view of what has occurred at Charleston, 8. C., why we should give 
that Av apogilon: 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish to say, for the first part of the ap- 
propriation provided in this amendment, I know it is an imperative 
necessity, and it ought not to escape the attention of the conference 
committee, if it goes to conference. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no desire to delay the House. I move to 
non-concur. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to say in this connection, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I feel confident myself the amount appropriated by the 
Senate is inadequate to make the building as secure as necessary and 
also to improve its sani and other conditions. But I have been 
content to allow the question to go to the committee of conference in 
the hope that the amount would be increased rather than diminished. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish to ask, as a parliamentary inquiry, 
whether it is possible, where the Senate has made an amendment to 
the bill inserting $84,000, to increase that amount in conference? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois. Then I withdraw the motion. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

The sixth amendment was read, as follows: 

has pra rage and post-office at Clarksburg, W. Va.: For heating apparatus 
complete, $5, 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RANDALL. If there be no objection I suggest that the Clerk 
read right along with the amendments. 

Mr. REED. He is reading ing right along. But the gentleman from 
West Virginia wants to add e House. 

Mr. RANDALL. And when we reach an amendment where the 
recommendation of the committee is objected to that then the reading 
be suspended until that question is considered. Otherwise, where te 
jection is not made or a separate voted emanded, it shall be consid- 
ered that the recommendations of the committee are acceded to. 

Mr. REED. It is understood that the Clerk will read the recom- 
mendations of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that to be part of the 
request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania; and unless objection be 
made that request will be considered as agreed to. Is there Objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GOFF. I have no objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania; but I want to ask the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations to this particular item. I want 
to ask the chairman of the committee if the amount appropriated in 
this amendment of the Senate is not exactly the amount recommended 
by the Treasury Department for this purpose? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GOFF. Then why do the committee recommend non-concur- 
rence in the amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL. Because we think the Department has recom- 
mended too much. 

Mr. REED. Do they recommend too much in this case? 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee think so. 

Mr. REED. Doesthe Committee on Appropriations inform the House 
that too much has been requested in this case? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have already answered that question. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Pennsylvania undoubtedly thinks 
he has answered it. 

Mr. RANDALL. IthoughtI had. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia asked the question ane I answered it. 

Mr. REED. It does not strike me that way. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would not strike the gentleman under any cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. REED. You do frequently. [Laughter.] 

What I want to know is whether the committee have any informa- 
tion to give to the House tending to show that this amount is excessive. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee have experience that the recom- 
mendations of the Department in these particulars have in times past 
been excessive ; and further by experience have discovered that where 
they reduced the amount the work has been done for the amount 

Vi 
pind REED. Then the gentleman’s objection is not derived from in- 
formation as to this particular case, but is a general proposition. Is 
that your idea? 

. RANDALL. That is your idea. 
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Mr. REED. Well, is it yours? 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not say that itis. I think we are well ad- 
vised about everything we have done in this bill. 

Mr. REED. But the House wants to be advised. We have to vote 
upon it; and if the chairman of the committee says that he can not 
give us the information, who, then, will inform us? 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman knows that the House can reverse 
the action of the committee if they see proper. 

Mr. REED. But they may not want to reverse itif they have the 
information on which the committee acted. It is important that they 
should have the information in order to enable them to act. Now, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania can either give or refuse the informa- 
tion. Iam asking him for the facts upon which the committee bases 
its recommendation, and he refuses to give them; and I call attention 
to the fact that he refuses us the information. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not uneasy about refusing it. 

Mr. REED. No; not the least inthe world. With your large ma- 
jority back of you you are uneasy about nothing. 

Mr. RANDALL. Nordo I get worried or uneasy about such man- 
nerisms as the gentleman assumes. 

Mr. REED. The object I have is to discover what the facts are on 
which to base our action; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in 
response to direct inquiries, has repeatedly refused information, either 
because he has not the information or will not give it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, the facts are these: that this report comes 
practically with the unanimous vote of the committee. 

Mr. REED. But the House wants to know it all the same. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ofcourse; and we have examined and have deter- 
mined not to recommend the amount; and I have told you over and 
over again the reasons. We think theamount placed in the bill by the 
PRE GEIE I do not see how a more specific answer could be 

ven. 

Mr. REED. But what is the reason in this particular instance? 

Mr. RANDALL, The same as in all of these instances; there are 
plenty of them. 

Mr. REED. But what is the reason in this instance? We have to 
pass on each amendment. 

A MEMBER. Find out. 

Mr. REED. Iam trying to find out. 

Mr, CANNON rose. 

Mr. RANDALL. I refer the gentleman to my colleague on the com- 
mittee on that side of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. While I am one of the minority members of the 
committee, Iam not a member of the subcommittee which 
this bill, The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN], not now in his 
seat, is a member of that subcommittee. What investigation the sub- 
committee gave touching these items I know not. So far as the full 
committee is concerned, if any investigation was made by it I am not 
aware. I apprehend the fact to be that the committee has not made 
the inquiry, and certainly, so far as I am concerned, I have made no 
inquiry, nor has any been made in my hearing specifically as to how 
much ought to be given to finish this building. Whether other mem- 
bers of the committee have made that inquiry I can not say. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, I want to say a word to the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. If I remember aright there is not 
any estimate for some of these appropriations at all. They have been 
Amny inserted by the Senate, and we have non-concurred in 

em. 

Mr. GOFF. I desire to state that in this particular instance, this 
building being in process of construction, the amount of money neces- 
sary has been ascertained by an agent of the Department sent for that 
purpose, or rather authorized and directed by the Architect for that 
purpose; and his report is approved by the Architect and confirmed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and it is requested that this specific 
amount be appropriated. Now, why should it not be done? 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The estimate about this post-office has never been 
received by either House, so far as I know. 

Mr. GOFF. It has been received by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in the Senate, and I understood the chairman of the House com- 
mittee to say a moment ago it had been received there. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am not certain about that; but I know that 
there are some appropriations that have been put in here arbitrarily. 

Mr. GOFF. This is not oneofthem. It is only a matter of $6,000. 
I move to concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

The question being taken, the Chairman stated that the ‘‘noes”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. GOFF. I call for a division. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 67. 

Mr. GOFF. No quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. Doesthe gentleman make the point of no quorum? 

Mr. REED. We may as well have a vote; if we can not get any in- 
formation we can vote. Perhaps the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
may be better up in his lesson to-morrow. 

Mr. RANDALL. By whom was the point of no quorum made? 

The CHAIRMAN. By the gentleman from West Virginia. 


Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to inconvenience any of the meme 
bers of the House, and I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. REED. Very well; if we can not get information we may go. 

Mr. RANDALL. You will have time to find it out. 

Mr. REED. I was in hopes of finding it out through the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania; but after an experience of years I am afraid I shall 


give up that aopa 
Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman had better give up. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10072) making apcupeintons for the 
sundry civil of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, and for other p had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of Post No. 132, Grand Army 
of the etapa af Junction City, Kans., for the Mormon bill—to the 
Committee on Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of John William Stallings, executor of 
John Wertley Stallings; of Watson Bush, administrator of Jackson 
Bush; of William H. Parker; of Thomas G. Verdine; of Levi N. Mid- 
dlebrook; of Jordan Lyon; of John A. Butts, administrator of James 
Trice; of J. A. Butts, administrator of William B. Trice; of William 
P. Parsons, administrator of Pinkney Parsons; of J. L. Winfield, ex- 
ecutor of O. S. Woodward; of M. J. Parks, executor of Gabriel Parks; 
of Thomas G. Scott, administrator of Early Cleveland; of William C. 
Battle; of Benjamin C. Haygood, agent of Benjamin Haygood; of J. W. 
Howe, administrator of Hiram Howe; of Larkin Farley, administrator 
of Matthew T. Farley; of G. H. Elliott; of J. W. Reeves, executor of 
Benjamin F. Reeves; of A. J. Wellmaker, administrator of Mary Well- 
maker; of William S. Middlebrook, for Joseph M. Middlebook; of R.W. 
Bladock; of C. M. Stafford, administrator of A. W. Stafford; of F. F. 
Matthews; of Alvis Stafford; and of Wilkins W. Jackson, citizens of 
Georgia, asking that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRADY: Petition of Indiana E. Haddon, of Sussex County, 
Virginia, for relief for property destroyed during the late war, with 
other papers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Redfield and of Donley, Iowa, for the passage of the (bill S. 
2362) to promote the political and COMORIAN theta of the Amer- 
ican nations—to the Committee on Foreign irs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of W. E. Parker, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Post No. 126, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Belding, Mich., in favor of the passage of the Edmunds- 
Tucker agg my bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. R. DAVIDSON: Petition of C. S. Young and 30 others, 
citizens of Hernando County, Florida, for the passage of the Hatch ex- 
periment-station bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By-Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of E. A. Pendleton and 100 others, of 
Knox County, Maine, for the passage of the bill providing for the inser- 
tion of a provision in contracts for Government buildings looking to 
weekly payment of workmen—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of David Becker Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Ogden, Mich., praying for the passage of the Ed- 
munds-Tucker bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORD: Joint resolution of the Indiana Legislature, favoring 
the bill to pension Mrs, General Logan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Daniel Shuban and 107 others, citizens of 
Mitchell County, Iowa, opposing any change in the oleomargarine law, 
and recommending the passage of the Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill— 
to. the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROUT: avit of Dr. William F. Eddy, relative to House 
bill granting increase of pension to G. T. Abbott—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
asking an annual appropriation for the support of agricultural experi- 
ment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, memorial of the same, to pay all unappealed awards and judg- 
ments growing out of damages caused by the Fox and Wisconsin River 
improvement—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., 
recommending the passage of a bill making an appropriation for a new 
pibe laing in said city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

TOUN: 
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Also, petition of the North American Turner Bund, protesting against 
the passage of the bill (H. R. 10426) relative to the naturalization of 
aliens—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of the Salem (Iowa) Quarterly Meeting of 
Friends, favoring the bill (S. 2362) to promote peace among nations— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Mary E. McMillan and Nancy A. Mills, of 
Brighton, Iowa, in favor of Senate bill 2362—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of citizens of Red Bluff, Cal., for theim- 

vement of the Sacramento River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
‘bors. 

Also, petition of citizens of California, protesting against extending 
patent of David E. Garver—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of C. Landram and others, of J. H. Warren and others, 
of M. J. Blackwell and others, and of H. T. Shepard and others, citi- 
zens of California, for the forfeiture of land grants to the Southern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of W. H. Jolly, of Grainger County, and 
of William T. Johnson, of Roane County, Tennessee, asking refer- 
ence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition of citizens of Washington, Ind., asking 
for the repeal of the proviso in the pension law of June 30, 1880—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Petition of Angell Post, No. 411, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Mooers, Clinton County, New York, favoring 
the passage of the Edmunds-Tucker bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. 
pee relative to land-grant titles—to the Committee on the Public 


ds. 

By Mr. MARKHAM: Petition of A. R. Staley, of Fresno County, 
California, praying that the war claim of Stephen Staley, deceased, 
late of Jefferson County, West Virginia, be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of the Board of Trade of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., protesting against the reduction of the duty on raisins—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Worth Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Tekonsha, Mich., in favor of the passage of the Edmunds- 
Tucker bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of Henry C. Wells, of Quincy, Ill., for 
bounty to certain soldiers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. Mex., 
relative to a certain unconfirmed land grant—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: House resolution of the General Assembly of 
Illinois, relative to pensioning dependent soldiers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the Linnean Society, of New 
Ea in favor of Senate bill 2436—to the Committee on the Public 

nds. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Branson Weaver, and 40 others, of 
Murray, Wells County, Indiana, favoring the Miller pleuro-pneumo- 
nia bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
to pay all appealed awards growing out of caused by the Fox 
and Wisconsin River improvements—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, memorial of the same, asking for an annual appropriation for 
the support of agricultural experiment stations—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: Resolutions of the Legislature of New York, 
for seacoast defenses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
relative to the payment of judgments in cases of damage growing out 
of the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers—to the same 
committee. 

Also, memorial of the same, for the passage of the bill establishing 
agricultural stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., 
showing the urgent necessity for a public building in said city, and 
urging the early passage of Senate bill for said purpose—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Communication of a committee of the Bar 
Association of King County, Washington Territory, asking for the pas- 
sage of a bill providing for the establishment of a new district in said 
Territory, and the appointment of an additional judge therein—to the 
Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers in the case of Finger & Brothers—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of Thomas P. Myrick—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of Max Yon Eik—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Of 37 citizens of Sullivan County, Pennsyl- 
vania. - 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Of 94 citizens of Dorr, Mich. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of 
West Virginia. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 37 citizens of Dummerston, Vt. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 18, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of the 
Commissioner of Pensions for an additional appropriation of $31,000 
for clerk-hire and contingent expenses at pension agencies for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888, made necessary by the passage of the act 
pensioning soldiers of the Mexican war; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Supervising Architect of 
that ent, asking that a deficiency appropriation of $1,000 be 
made for plans of public buildings for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, and that an additional appropriation of $4,000 be made for plans 
of public buildings for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, instead of 
$2,500, as in the estimates already submitted; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. EVARTS presented the credentials of FRANK Hiscock, chosen 
by the Legislature of New York a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1887; which were read, and ordered to be placed 
on file. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Maine, in regard to trade relations with the Do- 
minion of Canada; which were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, as follows: 


State of Mainc—Resolves in relation to our trade relations with the Dominion 
of Canada. 


That whereas the Dominion Government has placed such interpretation upon 
existing treaties, and has recently enacted legislation in suppars of the same, 
as greaty abridge the just rights and privil of American ermen in Can- 
ad waters, and said interpretation and legislation having received the sanc- 
tion of the Imperial Government; and 

Whereas the course pursued by the officials of the Dominion of Canada during 
the past year, in their treatment of American Sontag vessels entering within its 
jurisdiction, has been in direct violation of the principles of comity and good 
neighborhood that ought to exist in respect to nations having friendly commer- 
cial intercourse each with the other; and 

Whereas the tection of our fishing industry is of paramount importance to 
the people of ne: Therefore, 

Resolved, That if the Canadian Government shall continue the same vindictive 
and aggressive line of policy that has marked her course for the year last past. 
the ure of Maine, now in session, favors the enactment of such laws, and 
the adoption of such rules and regulations, on the part of our Government, and 
the strict enforcement of the same asshall place their fishermen coming within 
the jurisdiction of the United States under the same interdictions as rds 
rights and privileges of harbor, the purchase of supplies and bait. and trade and 
traffic of w ver sort or character, as our fishermen are subjected to by the 
established rules and regulations and recently enacted laws of the Do: ion 
Government, and that for the further protection of our sey, becer g an in- 
creased duty be levied upon the fish which Canada sends United States, 
to such extent, if need be, as to practically exclude her fishermen from the ad- 
vantages of our markets. 

a copy of this preamble and resolutions be forwarded to our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress and by them laid before their respect- 


ive bodies, 
In HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 14, 1887. 
Read and passed finally. 
CHARLES E. LITTLEFIELD, Speaker, 
In SENATE, February 15, 1887, 


SEBASTIAN S. MARBLE, President, 
FEBRUARY 15, 1887. 
JOSEPH R. BODWELL, Governor. 


ORAMANDAL SMITH, Scerelary of State. 


Read and passed finally. 


Approved. 
A true copy. Attest: 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of 48 ex-soldiers 


of Leesburg, Ohio, praying for the of the dependent relatives 
pension bill over the President’s veto; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of the Charles A. Vogeler 
Company and sundry others, citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying for a 
reduction of the internal-revenue taxes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, favoring legislation granting compensation to Capt. Anson Northup, 
of Minnesota, for services rendered by him to the Government; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER presented the petition of John J. Schmidt, of Utica, 
N. Y., praying for the passage of a bill removing the charge of deser- 
tion from his military record; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Gilbert Colden Tracy, of New 
York, praying for payment of certain claims based upon accounts or 
vouchers on file in the War Department; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. STANFORD presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce and Produce Exchange of San Francisco, Cal., favoring the 
passage of the bill authorizing the construction of two iron-clad rams 
for the defense of the ports of New York and San Francisco; which were 
referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. Mex., 
praying for legislation confirming a certain land grant in that Terri- 
a7 80 Aa to secure titles; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 

ic lan 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of John W. Shewmaker and 54 other licensed officers 
of steam vessels of the State of Indiana, praying Congress to pass a bill 
refunding to them so much of the license fee exacted from them be- 
tween 1869 and 1883 as was in excess of 50 cents per annum, asked that 
the committee be di ed from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 821) for the relief of Samuel M. Gaines, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3110) for the relief of the 
heirs or legal representatives of A. C. Gibbs and of B. F. Dowell, at- 
torneys at law, for defending Lieut. George A. Goodale, commanding 
Fort Klamath, Oregon, under charges of false imprisonment and loss of 
property in two cases, to report it adversely, tosubmit a report thereon, 
and to move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘That bill was introduced I think by my colleague 
[Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon]. He is not present, and I ask that it be 
placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be on the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2765) to increase the pension of James Mans, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3268) to amend an act approved June 
15, 1882, changing the boundaries of the fourth collection district of 
Virginia, to report it favorably with an amendment. Iask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That ought to take its place on the Calendar with 
the others, to be dealt with fairly. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on tho Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said: I wish to withdraw the objec- 
tion I made to the bill reported by the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
KENNA] on the subject of the division between the Norfolk and the 
Newport News customs oflices in Virginia, which I am told makes a 


very great confusion of commerce every moment of time, and there-" 


fore, under the circumstances I withdraw the objections that I made. 

Mr. MAHONE. I hope now that the request of the Senator from 
West Virginia to proceed to the consideration of the bill will be ac- 
ceded to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill reported by him. Is there objection? 
` Mr. HARRIS. Let it go on the Calendar, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9469) relating to the arrears of taxes 
in the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 


Mr. WAL from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 440) confirming titles to certain lands in the 
State of Florida, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10900) to regulate the construction 
and operation of elevators within the District of Columbia, and for 
other reported it without amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I am further instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10799) for 
the relief of St. Dominic’s church, in the District of Columbia, to re- 
port it favorably without amendment. I ask unanimous consent that 
it may be considered now and di of. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go on the Calendar, to be reached in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10233) to convey to and confirm in the Sy of 
Aurora, in the county of Kane, and State of Illinois, a small island in 
Fox River located within the limits of said city, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11074) directing the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to establish streets and avenues in the 
county of Washington, District of Columbia, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 8586) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes relating to the 
District of Columbia, reported it without amendment, 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3079) authorizing the Secretary of War to pro- 
cure and present suitable medals to the survivors of the **forlorn-hope 
storming party ” of Port Hudson, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3095) granting to the Rocky Fork and 
Cooke City Railway Company the right of way through a part of the 
Crow Indian Reservation, in Montana Territory, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

GEORGE M. WESTON. 


Mr, JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resoleed, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate to Mrs, ba H. Weston, the widow of George M. Weston, late Librarian 
of the Senate, the sum of $1,110, being an amount equal to six months’ sal at 
the rate allowed by law to said Librarian, said sum to be considered as including 
funeral expenses and all other allowances. s 


RAILWAY THROUGH CROW RESERVATION. 


Mr. SABIN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3225) to authorize the Stillwater and 
CookeCity Railway Company to constructand operate a railway through 
the Crow Indian Reserve, and for other purposes, to report it with an 
amendment. I ask for its consideration at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill reported 
by him. 

Mr. HARRIS. To which I object. 

Mr. SABIN. I also submit another amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill reported by me, and I wish to take the bill up for re- . 
marks on the amendment which I offer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the bill comes up the amend- 
ments will be in order. 

Mr. SABIN. I wish to be heard upon this amendment at this time, 
and I appeal to the Senator from Tennessee to give me a few minutes’ 
time to be heard upon the amendment that it may go with the bill, 
covering the same ground and in which many parties are interested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent to make a statement in regard to the bill at this 


e. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to give notice that I shall object to the con- 
sideration of any bill out of order during the morning hour, without 
regard to what it may be. 
. Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Tennessee will permit me to 
suggest that my colleague does not ask for action upon the bill at this 
time, as I understand him, but he wishes to submit some remarks fn 
connection with the amendment which he has submitted. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course I shall not object to the Senator submit- 
ting remarks if he desires to do so. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is his purpose, I understand. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. SABIN. Mr. President, the privileges sought to be conferred by 
the bill now under consideration are in perfect harmony with the policy 
which has long obtained in national legislation, and the propriety of 
granting them under proper restrictions can not be questioned. 

Surrounded, as the various Indian reservations are, on all sides by 
vast communities of our own people, they are naturally found barring 
the way of commerce along many of its most natural ak advantageous 
routes. 

‘These commercial routes may be utilized under judicious regulations 
without serious impairment of the beneficial use of the reservations by 
the beneficiaries—the Indian wards of the nation. 

The previous policy of the Government in matters of this kind would 
be satisfied by such restrictions as are calculated to protect the Indian 
from any undue encroachment upon his rights, but in my judgment 
the time has arrived when Congress should ae a care not only for the 
Indian but the white man, whose property is and must be of equal con- 
cern to the nation. 

No road will ever be run through any reservation under the author- 
ity of this proposed law except for the purpose of reaching communi- 
ties of our own citizens, and with them establishing the relation of 
common carriers. 

Heretofore it has been the policy of Congress to encourage the estab- 
lishment of railway communications by munificent grants of age 
domain and loan of credit, without pausing long to inquire w 
any, restraints were required to secure for the future a faithful hs 
ployment of the vast privileges and wealth so conferred upon the recip- 
ients of its bounty. 

National necessities, arising out of an imperiled Union, and vast 
natural barriers, which deterred the employment of private capital 
were found, and to this day are esteemed to have been of sufficient 

itude to warrant Congress in adopting that broad public policy 
which has resulted in binding together the Union with trans-conti- 
nental lines of railway, at whatever cost. 

But to-day we are brought face to face with questions that have 
heretofore been held in abeyance—questions arising out of the author- 
ity of Congress to regulate commerce between the several States. In 
my opinion the extraordinary situation of the nation which justified 
our previous policy no longer exists, and further grants of privileges 
to corporations as common carriers should be considered in the light of 
their relations to these new questions now pressing upon the attention 
of Congress. 

The authority sought to be conferred by this bill will, in the nature 
of things, be chiefly available to corporations organized under the laws 
of the States and Territories, and consequently any regulation by Con- 
gress of their use of these privileges must be sought by means of con- 
ditions imposed upon the exercise of the t, rather than by direct 
legislation seeking to affect their rights under State laws. 

The amendment which I propose is as follows: 

Provided, That no railway shall be constructed within or through rea as —— 
reservation or other lands mentioned in this act until the estimated actua! 
of its construction and equipment for successful operation, in cash, shall aoe 
been first submitted to any interstate-commerce commission created by Con- 
gress, or in case no such commission exists, then to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and by said commission or secretary approved, as afair and reasonable 
sum required therefor; and if any railway corporation entering upon said lands 
and thereon constructing and equipping for operation a railway shall pay or 
promise to pay for such construction or equipment a sum, either A cash or other 
PE A E e E DO E yer er be 
and approved, orin pelt set of such furthersum as may be approved by said com- 
mission or secretary as necessary to be expended in good faith for said construc- 
tion and equipment ~ successful oponon; then the pgh of said corpora- 
tion, its successors and assigns, and all others claiming b; ngh, or under 
them or either of them under this act shall cease and pp Aind a without any fur- 
ther act or ceremony whatever, and all rights, privileges, and property of said 
rations withing said Jands or reservations, from w. tever source obtained, 
l become forfeited to the United States, and the circuit or district court of 
the United States for the judicial district in which said lands or any of them may 
lie shall have jurisdiction on complaint of the United States to award the pos- 
session of said lands so occupied, and the said rights, privileges, and property 
to the United States, and to oust the said corporations, their successors and as- 
signs, and all others claiming by, through, or under them therefrom. 
~ It will be observed that the whole scope of the Lob a amendment 
is to prevent a fictitious capitalization of roads availing themselves of 
this law as far as can be done in an enactment of this chats: 

The same reasons which justify Congress in imposing these condi- 
tions upon this proposed grant justify similar restrictions upon all 
other portions of every road; but inasmuch as Congress may not in 
the exercise of its authority, "especially i in this bill, reach other roads, 
there seems to be no reason why the attitude of Congress upon this 
question should not be made known by this or some other proper 
amendment. 

What, then, are the reasons that justify this amendment? Or, in 
other words, why should Congress interfere, wherever its authority can 
be exercised, to prevent a corporation, being a common carrier, from 
issuing any amount of stock or bonds its owners may desire ? 

The answer is found in the experience our people have had in the 
railroad transportation 

The owners of the road have a right to impose such charges as will 


bring to them a fair return on theirinvestment. Thestock and bonds 
form the basis for this estimate, and if inflated the criterion of what is 
a reasonable rate for transportation is destroyed. 

According to a recent writer the capital ostensibly invested in rail- 
roads in the United States on January 1, 1884, was about $8,400,000,- 
000, at the rate of $60,000 per mile (Hadley R., Trans., ype ig 
page 259 

These estimates accord with the conclusion of other investigations. 
Substantially one-half of this vast amount is fictitious. 

Authorities agree that $30,000 per mile, or less, will cover the aver- 
age cost of all the railroads in the country, including equipment. 

The system of Granger roads in the Northwest has, according tomy 
information, been built at a cost of not over $15,000 per mile. 

The Manitoba Road is expending its bonds for the o construction of 
new roads at the rate of $15,000 per mile of single track, although it is 
capitalized on a basis of from $35,000 to $40, 000 per mile. Its netearn- 
ings per mile in 1884 were $3,228.78, paying nearly 10 per cent. onits 
total capitalization, and over 20 per cent. on its actual cost. 

The net earnings per mile of the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul 
road for the same year were $2,010.75, enabling it to pay all interest 
on its $100,000,000 bonded indebtedness at rates at from 5 to 7 per 
cent., and also declare a dividend of 7 per cent, on all its common and 
preferred stock, amounting to about $48,000,000; making its aggregate 
earnings for 1884, according to Poor’s Manual, $9,611, 369.85 on a cap- 
italization of $150,000,000, or a real value of ‘less than half that sum. 

The various reorganizations of the Northern Pacific has enlarged its 
capitalization to the sum of $150,000,000 on an aggregate mileage of 
2,546 miles, or about $60,000 per mile. 

The great stretches of country through which its mileages extend 
and which furnishes no local traffic, has reduced its net receipts per 
mile to the sum of $2,546.84 for the } year 1884. 

No sufficient data are within my reach to justify decided opinion as 
to the actual cost of this road. Considering the mountainous 
it has surmounted it may be safely assumed that the relative cost to 
capitalization is somewhat greater than in the Granger roads. In the 
case of this road it is not probable that the net earnings for 1884 of 
about 4 per cent. on its total stock and bonded indebtedness repre- 
sents more than 7 per cent. of its actual cost. 

Mr. Hudson estimates that of the $126,000,000 of the Wabash sys- 
tem one-half is water, and that $19,000,000 of the $46,000,000 of the 
Chicago and Northwestern road is fictitious. 

The same writer estimates the actual cash investments in trans-Mis- 
sissippi roads to be less than one-third of the actual capitalization. 

Passing to the leading trunk lines of the East the figures are equally 
startling, but so well known that I do not feel warranted in shane, 
ing them in detail, 

Mr. Hudson estimates that of a total capitalization of $1,466,000,000 
of fifteen leading lines east of the STETI S $596,000,000 is water— 
capitalization created out of nothing. If his estimate had been con- 
fined to those main trunk lines over which the commerce of the West 
passes to Eastern and foreign markets, the ratio of fiction to reality 
would doubtless surpass the trans-Mississippi’s. 

Without pausing to make further survey of the arithmetic of this 
problem we may safely conclude that the privileges to be granted by 
this bill will be made for extending into new fields similar methods of 
railway management, and thereby bring under this iniquitous dominion 
those vast regions in the West yet to be furnished with railway facili- 
ties. 

Is it not the duty of Congress to exert its utmost to save the people 
from this bondage? 

The consequences of this excessive capitalization of railway enter- 
prises are varied and of the most vital importance to the poople. 

The necessity for paying a fair return on the te capital stock 
and bonded indebtedness of a railway requires the levying of rates based 
on the necessities of the corporations rather than upon the real value of 
the property employed and the services ‘ormed, and fictitious capi- 
talization is thus made the basis of ting tariffs. 

The man who honestly puts his money into a road gets, as a rule, 
little or no return therefor, without his neighbor, the holder of the 
watered stock or fictitious capitalization, gets an equalsum. Moreover, 
exorbitantreturns from actual investments breeds competing lines, and 
the traffic which one road could handle is divided among two or more. 

To support these two competitors the traffic is charged, ostensibly, 
“with what it will bear,” butin reality what it will not bear; this 
results in a consequent reduction of business which must still be di- 
vided among the various competitors, thus leading to the pernicious 
practice of rate cutting, and finally partitioning of business, and re-es- 
tablishment of excessive rates—for in such a contesta road honestly cap- 
italized can always win against an adversary with a fictitious capital, 
until the latter, thereby driven into insolvency, runs wild, and becomes 
in its turn a fatal foe to the honest road. 

This is well illustrated by the overcapitalization of the Buffalo and 
West Shore, whereby it was so weakened that a few months of war 
waged against it by the New York Central sent it into bankruptcy. 

This plethory of railway facilities, itself the result of excessive cap- 
italization, naturally leads to the combined railway operation known 
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as the ‘railway pool,” by which competing roads make an arbitrary 
division among themselves of either the business or the proceeds of 
the business. 

This pooling agreement, as I am given to understand, is but a modern 


formation of those numberless gambling contracts which is 

declared to be illegal, and to enforce which the parties are left to their 
resources. But, independent of its illegality, its consequences are dis- 
astrous to the public interests and sufficient of themselves to spur every 
competent authority to the most energetic efforts to remove its chief 
cause, namely, the fictitious capitalization of railway property. 

A railway pool has a tendency to deprive the public of the benefits 
of improvements in railway service beneficial to the public, although 
the roads themselves may lessen the expense of their business by adopt- 
ing improved methods as they become known; but improvements of 
mere convenience to the public, not lessening he cost of railway serv- 
ice, need not be adopted by a road that is assured of its share of the 
business—thus mean and insufficient accommodations for the public 
are the natural consequences. : 

The concerted action of members of the pool may practically destroy 
all the advantages of enterprise, in developing new methods of busi- 
ness, as is well illustrated in the dressed meat traffic, where a rate 70 
per cent. higher than the live-stock rate was imposed for the double 
purpose of using old cattle cars and perpetuating the burden of trans- 
porting waste material. 

A pool once established enables. managers of roads to ‘‘ bear’? the 
stock market through secret cutting rates by which railway wars are 
instituted and the market value of their stocks greatly impaired, to the 
loss of innocent holders. 

The natural advantages of a given road, the benefits of which should 
be shared by the community tributary to and supporting it are, by 
pooling agreements, deflected to other communities and roads less fa- 
vorably situated, and thus not only the patrons of the road but the 
value of its stock, and possibly its bonds, are sacrificed to competing 
lines. 

The history of railroad business furnishes instances where stock- 
holders have successfully appealed to the courts for protection against 
a diversion of the earnings of their road to other corporations less fa- 
vorably situated, by virtue of pooling agreements. 

Uniformity in the course of trade is at the mercy of pooling roads, as 
was well illustrated some years since when the rate of 15 cents on wheat 
from Chicago was, on the institution of the original trunk line pool, 
raised to 45 cents. 

When it isremembered, also, that pooling contracts affect only traffic 
at competitive points, leaving local non-competitive traffic to be bur- 
dened at the mercy of each road as occasion may require, to enable it 
to make up losses incurred elsewhere, including sacrifices on its legiti- 
mate business at competitive points, the resulting imination be- 
tween persons and places is astounding. 

Railway officials and others have defined the purpose of pooling agree- 
ments to be the suppression of railway wars and the securing of uniform 
rates, but its history shows the object to be suppression of competition 
for competitive traffic and the maintenance of arbitrary rates. 

Such agreements are brought into being by railway wars among roads 
that must maintain unjust rates to support fictitious capitalization, and 
itoften happens that large shippers, to relieve themselves from extortion- 
ate charges, direct their entire shipments over the line of some one mem- 
ber of a pool, thus exciting thesuspicion of the other members, who in 
turn resort to secret rate cutting for protection, thus gradually involving 
themselves in renewed controversy. 

These considerations are not new, nor do I urge them as novel prop- 
ositions, but as recognized facts pertinent to the consideration of the 
amendment under discussion. 

It is not too much to say that if the railroads of the country were 
not compelled to realize out of their business sufficient to pay a reason- 
able return on more than the property actually invested in their busi- 
ness, Congress would not be called upon to consider the present inter- 
state-commerce bill—the long and short haul—and pooling questions 
would not be the pressing vital questions of public concern they are 
found to be. 

If it beurged that this amendment will deter the construction of new 
roads in the West, I have to say that there is an abundance of capital 
ready to seek an honest investment wherever a road can be supported by 
the business naturally tributary thereto; and such capital is much more 
likely to seek investment when it is secure of all its legitimate returns 
than when its rights are exposed to destruction of the manipulation of 
scheming railway projectors, whose only expectation is to exchange 
their experience for others’ money. 

This amendment indeed falls far short of accomplishing all that in 
my judgment is desired but it furnishes an opportunity for the Senate 
to array itself against the most radical railway management, and give 
the people some assurance that this branch of the National Legislature 
sympathizes with their wrongs, and is ready as opportunity may offer 
to protect them against further encroachments from arbitrary and grasp- 

corporate management. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, with the amendment, will 
be placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. EDMUNDS [Irise toa privileged question, to submit a con- 
ference report, bus as it will take some time to read it, if there is fur- 
ther ordinary morning business I will yield to that. 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bili (S. 3322) granting a pension to Jane 
E. Letts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mate HARRISON troduced a bill (S. 3323) 

introduced a bi 3 granting a pension to 
Patrick Flaherty; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3324) extending the land laws of 
the United States over the lands formerly included in the Arredondo 
ag Pa to confirm titles to lands therein; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the bill, with the accompanying papers, 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. The Arredondo grant is an old private-land claim. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Vermont is perhaps mistaken, 
though I do not care anything about the reference. The Arredondo 
grant disappeared on the issuance of scrip, under a decision of the Su- 
preme Court, and never had a location and a place practically. The 
lands covered by it became public lands under the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, as I said, by reason of the scrip issue. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The point is to pay the old Arredondo claimants 
on account of their private-land claims. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not understand that to be the case. They have 
already had their certificates. I suppose the bill has reference toland 
embraced within the limits of the former Arredondo grant. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that is correct the bill ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, but I thought it was a revival or survival of 
the fittest in providing for the old claimants some further relief. How 
is it, I ask the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Kansas is right in his statement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the bill ought to go to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3325) for the relief of Henrietta 
V. Minnix; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GIBSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3326) for the reliet 
of the heirs of Mrs. Anna Holmes Bernard, of the parish of East Baton 
Rouge, Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 3327) to authorize an addi- 
tional appointment on the retired-list of the Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. SAWYER (by request) submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


` RIVER AND HARBOR EXPENDITURES, 


Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved That the Committee on Commerce be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized to sit, by subcommittee or otherwise, during the recess of Co; atsuch 
places in the United States as they may deem proper; and that they be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to inquire into the laws and regulations governing the ex- 
penditure of moneys oe for the improvement of rivers and bors, 
and the supervision and auditing of the accounts for such expenditure, and the 
manner in which such expenditures are made,and the accounts therefor au- 
dited, and the character, importance, and condition of the works in progress for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors, and all matters connected with the sub- 
ject of the improvement of the water ways of the country, with power to ad- 
min oaths and take testimony, to employ a rapes shay and a clerk, and 
to ee a sergeant-at-arms from the messengers of Senate; and that the 
actual necessary expenses of the said committee, properly incurred in the exe- 
cution of this resolution, shall be paid out of the cont nt fund of the Senate 
in the usual manner, upon the order of the chairman of the committee. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 10396) mak- 
ing appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (H. R. 2646) granting to the 
Kanawha and Ohio Railroad Company the right to lay its track through 


United States lock and dam property in the Great Kanawha Valley, 
State of West Virginia. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALL. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida rise 
to morning business? 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the consideration of the resolution offered by 
me yesterday, which went over under the rule on objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not now in order, there being 
a conference report pending. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have aconference report to submit, and itis im- 
portant that it shall be disposed of to-day. At the suggestion of my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] I yield for the purpose of allowing 
the Chair to lay before the Senate the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill, in order that it may be printed and referred. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 10396) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1883, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


POLYGAMY AND AFFAIRS IN UTAH, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I now submit the report from the conference com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committees of conference on the d: ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to Senate bill No. 10, entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’ approved March 
22, 1882,” respectfully report: 

That, having met,after full and free conference, have to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses that the bill be amended as fol- 


lows: 

In place of the part of the bill proposed by the House of Representatives to be 
stricken out, and in place of the words proposed by the House of Representa- 
tives i be inserted, the following words be substituted, and that so amended, 
the bill pass: 

Src. 1. That in any proceeding or examination before a grand jury, a judge, 
justice, ora United States commissioner, or a court, in any prosecution for biga- 
my, polygamy, or unlawful cohabitation, under any statute of the United 
States, the lawful husband or wife of the person accused shall be a competent 
witness, and may be called, but shall not be compelled to testify in su TO- 
ceeding, examination, or prosecution without the consent of the husband or 
wife, as the case may be; and such witness shall not be permitted to testify as 
to any statement or communication made by either husband or wife to each 
other, during the existence of the marriage relation, deemed confidential at com- 
mon law. 

Sec, 2. That in any prosecution for bigamy, polygamy, or unlawful cohabita- 
tion, under any statute of the United States, whether before a United States 
commissioner, justice, judge, a grand jury, or any court,an attachment for any 
witness may be issued by the court, judge, or commissioner, without a previous 
subpcena, compelling the immediate attendance of such witness, when it shall 
appear by oath or affirmation, to the commissioner, justice, judge, or court, as 
the case may be, that there is reasonable ground to eve that such witness 
will unlawfully fail to bbey a subpoena issued and served in the usual course 
in such cases; and in such case the usual witness-fee shall be paid to such wit- 
ness so attached: Provided, That the person so attached may atany time secure 
his or her discharge from custody by executing a recognizance, with sufficient 
surety, conditioned for the appearance of such person at the proper time, as a 
witness in the cause or proceeding wherein the attachment may be issued. 

Sec. 3. That whoever commits adultery shall be punished by imprisonment in 
the penitentiary not exceeding three years; and when the act is committed be- 
tween a married woman and a man who is unmarried, both parties to such act 
shall be deemed guilty of adultery; and when such act is committed between a 
ep man and a woman who is unmarried, the man shall be deemed guilty 
of adultery. 

SEC. 4 That if any person related to another person within and not includin, 
the fourth degree of consanguinity computed according to the rules of the civ 
law, shall ma: or cohabit with, or have sexual intercourse with such other so 
related person, knowing her or him to be within said d of relationship, the 
person so offendin: shail be deemed guilty of incest, and, on conviction thereof, 
shall be punished imprisonment in the penitentiary not less than three years 
and not more than Rtteen years, 

Sec, 5, That if an unmarried man or woman commit fornication, each of 
them shall be punished by imprisonment not exceeding six months, or by fine 
not exceeding $100. ý 

Sec. 6. That all laws of the whe ing AY Assembly of the Territory of Utah 
which pronade that prosecutions for adultery can only be commenced on the 
complaint of the husband or wife are hereby disapproved and annulled ; and all 
prosecutions for adultery may hereafter be instituted in the same way that 
prosecutions for other crimes are, 

Sec. 7. That commissioners appointed by the supreme court and district courts 
in the Territory of Utah shall possess and may exercise all the powers and 
jurisdiction that are or may be orexercised by justices of the peace in 
said Territory under the laws thereof, and the same powers conferred by law on 
commissioners appointed by circuit courts of the United States. 

Src. 8, That the marshal of said Territory of Utah, and his Hor shall pos- 
sess and may exercise all the powers in executing the laws of the United States 
or of said Territory and exercised by sheriffs, constables,and their 
deputies as peace officers; and each of them shall cause all offenders against the 
law, in his view, to enter into recognizance to keep the peace and to appear at 
the next term of the court having jurisdiction of the case, and to commit to jail 
in case of failure to give such izance. They shall quell and suppress as- 
saults and batteries, riots, routs, affrays, and insurrections. 

Sec. 9. That every ceremony of marriage, or in the nature of a marriage cere- 
mony, of any kind, in any of the Territories of the United States, whethereither 
or both or more of the parties to such ceremony be lawfully competent to be the 
subjects of such marriage or ceremony or not, shall be certified by a certificate 
stating the fact and nature of such ceremony, the full names of each of the 
ties concerned, and the full name of every officer, priest, and person, by what- 


ever style or designation called or known, in any way taking part in the a por 
y 


formance of such ceremony, which certificate shall be drawn up and si 

the parties to such ceremony and by every officer, priest, and person taking part 
in the performance of such ceremony, and shall be by the officer, priest, or other 
person solemnizing such ge or ceremony filed in the office of the probate 
court, or, if there be none, in the office of the court having probate powers in the 
county or district in which such ceremony shall take place, for record, and shall 


Sec. 10. That nothing in this act shall be held to prevent the proof of mar- 
rages, whether lawful or unlawful, by any evidence now legally admissible for 

purpose, 

Seo, 11. That the laws enacted by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Utah which provide for or the capacity of illegitimate children to 
inherit or to be entitled to any distributive share in the estate of the father of 
any such illegitimate child are hereby disapproved and annulled; and no ille- 
gitimate child shall hereafter be entitled to inherit from his or her father or to 
receive any distributive share in the estate of his or her father: Provided, That 
this section shall not apply to any illegitimate child born within twelve months 
after the Passage of this act,nor to any child made legitimate by the seventh 
section of the act entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States,in reference to bigamy,and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 22, 1882. 

Sec. 12, That the laws enacted by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Utah conferring jurisdiction upon probate courts, or the judges thereof, or any 
of them, in ‘erritory, other than in of the estates of deceased per- 
sons, and in respect of the guardianship of the persons and property of infants, 
and in respect of the persons and property of persons not of sound mind, are 
hereby disapproved and annulled; and no probate court or judge of pro! 
shall exercise any jurisdiction, other than in respect of the matters aforesaid, 
except as a member of a county court; and every such jurisdiction so by force 
of this act withdrawn from the said probate courts or judges shall be had and 
exercised by the district courts of said Territory respectively. 

Sec.13. That itshall be the duty ofthe Attorney-General of the United States to 
institute and prosecute p: ngs to forfeit and escheat to the United States 
the property of corporations obtained or held in violation of section 3 of the act 
of Congress approved the Ist day of July, 1862, entitled “An act to punish and 
prevent the practice of pol y in the ‘Territories of the United States and 
other places, and disapproving and annulling certain acts of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Utah,” or in violation of section 1890 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; and all such property so forfeited and escheated 
to the United States shall be nog ee of by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the omen thereof applied to the use and benefit of the common schools in 
the Territory in which such property may be: , That no building or 
the grounds appurtenant thereto, which is held and occupied exclusively for 
purposes of the worship of God, or parsonage connected therewith, or burial 
ground, shall be forfeited. : 

Sec. 14. That in any proceeding for the enforcement of the provisions of law 
against corporations or associations oe ape. or holding aig tot in any Ter- 
ritory of the United States in excess of the amount limited by law, the court be- 
fore which such proceedin: 


of or operating to 
accomplish the bringing of persons into the said Pertitory for any purpose 


whatsoever. 

Sxc, 16. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States 
to cause such proceedings to be taken in the supreme court of the Territory 
of Utahas be pro to into effect the provisions of the ; spared 
section, and pay the debts and to dispose of the property and assets of said cor- 
poration according to law. Said property and assets, in excess of the debts and 
the amount of any lawful claims established by the court against the same. 
shall escheat to the United States, and shall be taken, invested, and disposed of 
by the Secretary of the Interior, under the direction of the ident of the 

nited States, for the benefit of common schools in said Territory. 

Sec. 17. That the acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah 
incorporating, narar or anien i for the corporation known as the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, and the ordinance of the so-called 

eral apres hed the state of Deseret incorporating the Church of Jesus 
rist of Latter-Day Saints, so far as the same may now have legal force and 
validity, are hereby disapproved and annulled, and the said corporation, in so 
far as it may now have, or pretend to have, any legal existence, is hereby dis- 
solved. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States 
to cause such procesais to be taken in the supreme court of the Territory of 
Utah as shall roper to execute the foregoing provisions of this section and 
to wind up the affairs of said corporation conformably to law; and in such pro- 
ceedings the court shall have power, and it shall be its duty, to make such de- 
cree or decrees as shall be proper to effectuate the transfer of the title to real 
property now held and aked by said corporation for places of worship, and par- 
sonages connected therewith, and burial grounds, and of the description men- 
tioned in the proviso to section 13 of this act and in section 26 of this act, to the 
respective trustees mentioned in section 26 of this act; and for the purposes of 
this section said court shall have all the powers of a court of equity. 

Sec. 18. (a) A widow shall be endowed of the third part of all the lands whereof 
her husband was seized of an estate of inheritance at any time during the mar- 
riage, unless she shall have lawfully released her right thereto. 

(b) The widow of any alien who at the time of his death shall be entitled by 
law to hold any real estate, if she be an inhabitant of the Territory at the time 
of such death, shall be entitled to dower of such estate in the same manner as 
if such alien had been a native citizen. 

c) If a husband seized of an estate of inheritance in lands exchanges them for 
other lands, his widow shall not have dower of both, but shall make her elec- 
tion to be endowed of the lands given or of those taken in exchange; and if 
such election be not evinced R ae commencement of proceedings to recover 
her dower of the lands given in exchange within one year after the death of 
her husband, she shall deemed to have elected to take her dower of the 
lands received in exchange. 

(d) When a person seized of an estate of inheritance in lands shall have exe- 
cuted a mortgage a ee eres in the nature of mortgage, of such estate, 
before marriage. his widow shall nevertheless be entitled to dower out of the 
lands mortgaged or so conveyed, as against every person except the mortgagee 
or tee in such ra e Ae e and those claiming under him, 

(e) Where a husband ll purchase lands during coverture, and shal) at the 
same time execute a mortgage, or other conveyance in the nature of mortgs: 
of his estate in such lands to secure the payment of the purchase-money, his 
widow shall not be entitled to dower out of such lands, as against the mortgagee 
or grantee in such conveyance or those claiming under him, although she shall 
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tee or those claiming under 


U) Wherein such case the array aoe or such od 
mo 


him, shall, after the death of the husband of su 


mo 
plus 1 remain after payment of the moneys due on such moruan or such 
oi 


neverthe- 


age 


(h) In case of divorce Samlik the marriage contract for the misconduct of 
the wife, she shall not be endowed, 

Sec, 19. That hereafter the judge of probate in each county within the Terri- 
tory of Utah provided for by the existing laws thereof shall be appointed by the 
President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate; 
and so much of the laws of said Territory as provide for the election of such 
judge by the Legislative Assembly are hereby disapproved and annulled, 

Sec, 20. That it shall not be lawful for any female to vote at any election here- 
after held in the jacks mdf of Utah for any public purpose whatever, and no 
such vote shall be received or counted or given effect in any manner whatever; 
and any and every act of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah pee 
viding for or allowing the registration or voting Dy Soas is hereby annulled. 

Sec, 21, That all laws of the ve Assembly of the Territory of Utah 
which provide for numbering or identifying the votes ofthe electorsat any elec- 
tion in said Territory are hereby disapproved and annulled; but the foregoing 
provision shall not preclude the lawfu on of voters, orany other pro- 
visions for securing fair elections which do not involve the disclosure of the 
candidates for whom any particular elector shall have voted, 

Src, 22, That the existing election districts and apportionments of represen- 
tation concerning the members of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Utah are hereby abolished; and it shall be the duty of the governor, Territorial 
secretary,and the board of commissioners mentioned in section 9 of the act of 
Con, approved March 22, 1882, entitled ‘* An act to amend section 5352 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to ry, on farang for other pur- 
poses,” in said Territory, forthwith to redistrict said tory, and apportion 
representation in the same in such manner as to provide as nearly as may. be for 
an equal representation of the ple (excepting Indians not taxed), being citi- 
zens ofthe United States, according to numbers, in said Legislative Assembly, and 
to the number of members of the council and house of representatives, 
ively, as now established by law; and a record of the establishment of such new 
districts and the apportionment of representation thereto shall be made in the 
office of the secretary of said Territory, and such establishment and representa- 
tion shall continue until Congress shall otherwise provide; and no persons other 
than citizens of the United States otherwise qualified shall be entitled to yote at 
any election in said Territory. ° 

. 23. That the provisions of section 9 of said act approved March 22, 1 
in regard to registration and election officers, and the registration of voters, 
the conduct of elections, and the powers and duties of the board therein men- 
tioned, shall continue and remain operative until the provisions and laws therein 
referred to be made and enacted by the Legislative Assembly of said Territory of 
Utah shall have been made and enacted by said Assembly and shall have been 
approved by Congress, 

EC. 24, That every male person twenty-one years of age, resident in the Ter- 
ritory of Utah shall, as a condition precedent to his right to register or vote at 
any election in said Territory, take and subscribe an oath or affirmation, before 
the tion officer of his voting precinct, that he is over twenty-one years 
of ago, and has resided in the Territory of Utah for six months then last passed 
and in the precinct for one month immediately preceding the date thereof, and 
that he is a native-born (or naturalized, as the case may be) citizen of the United 
States, and further state in such oath or affirmation his full name, with his age, 
place of business, his status, whether single or married, and, if the name 
of his lawful wife, and that he will support the Constitution of the United States 
and will faithfully obey the laws thereof, and especially will obey the act of 
Co . 8 peoa March 22, 1882, entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of 
the Revised tatutes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other 
pu .”’ and will also obey this act in respect of the crimes in said act defined 
and forbidden, and that he will not, directly or indirectly ,aid or abet, counsel or 
advise, any other person tocommit any of said crimes. Such registration officer 
is authorized to administer said oath oraffirmation; and all such oaths or affirma- 
tions shall be by him delivered to the clerk of the probate court of the proper 
county, and shall be deemed public records therein. Butif any election shall 
occur in said Tenor before the next revision of the regi»tration lists as re- 
quired by law, the said oath or affirmation shall be administered by the presid- 
ing judge of the election precinct on or before the day of election. As a condi- 


tion precedent to the right to hold office in or under said Territory, the officer, 
before entering on the duties of his office,shall take and subscribe an oath or 
affirmation declaring his full name, with his age, place of busin: his status, 
whether married or single, and, if married, the name of his lawful wife, and that 


he will poari the Constitution of the United States, and will faithfully obe 
the laws thereof, and especially will obey the act of Congress, approved March 
22, 1882, entitled **An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States in reference to bigamy,and for other purposes,” and will also 
obey this act in respect of the crimes in said act defined and forbidden, and that 
he will not, directly or indirectly, aid or abet, counsel or advise, any other per- 
son to commit any of said crimes; which oath or affirmation shall be recorded 
in the ry pot office and indorsed on the commission or certificate of appoint- 
ment. All grand and petit jurors in said Territory shall take the same oath or 
affirmation, to be administered, in writing or orally,in the proper court. No 
person shail be entitled to vote in any election in said Territory, or be capable 
of jury service, or hold any oflice of trust or emolument in said ‘Territory, who 
shall not have taken the oath or affirmation aforesaid. No person who shall 
have been convicted of any crime under this act,or under the act of Congress 
aforesaid, approved March 22, 1882, or who shall be a polygamist, or who shall 
associate or cohabit polygamously with persons of the other sex, shall be enti- 
tled to vote in any election in said Territory, or be capable of jury service, or to 
hold any office of trust or emolument in said Territory. 

Sec. 25. That the office of Territorial superintendent of district schools created 
by the laws of Utah is hereby abolished; and it shall be the duty of the supreme 
court of said Territory to appoint a commissioner of schools, who shall possess 
and exercise all the powers and duties heretofore nape by the laws of said 
Tornion apos the Territorial superintendent of district schools, and who shall 
receive the same salary and compensation, which shall be paid out of the treas- 
ury of said Territory; and the laws of the Territory of Utah providing for the 
method of election and appointment of such Territorial superintendent of dis- 
trict schools are hereby suspended until the further action of Congress shal! be 
had in respect thereto. The said superintendent shall have power to prohibit 
the use in any district school of any book of a sectarian character or rwise 
unsuitable, Said superintendent shall collect and classify statistics and other 
information respecting the district and other schools in said Territory, showing 
their progress, the whole number of children of school age, the num who at- 
tend school in each year in the res ve counties, the average length of time 
of their attendance, the number of teachers and the compensation paid to the 


probate powers in a Territory, only on the nomination of the authorities of su 

society, sect, or congregation, so much real prope: 

houses of worship, and for such parsonages and bu grounds as shall be nec- 

essary for the convenience and use of the several congregations of such religious 
y, sect, or congregation. 

Seo, 27, That all laws passed by the so-called state of Deseret and by the teg: 
islative Assembly of the Territory of Utah for the organization of the mili 
thereof or for the creation of the Nauvoo on are hereby annulled and de- 
clared of no effect ; and the militia of Utah shall be organized and subjected in all 
respects to the laws of the United States regulating the militia in the Territo- 
ries: Provided, however, That all general officers of the militia shall be appointed 
by the governor of the Territory, by and with the advice and consent of the 
council thereof. The lative Assembly of Utah shall have power to pass laws 
for organizing the militia thereof, subject to the approval of Congress, 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

GEO, F. EDMUNDS, 

JOHN J. INGALLS, 

JAMES L. PUGH 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


N. J. HAMMOND, 
E. B. TAYLOR, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], who has the bill in charge. I see in the 
fourth section: 

If any related to another person within and not including the fourth 
degree of consanguinity, computed according to the rules of the civil law, shall 
marry or cohabit with, or have sexual intercourse with such other so related 
person, knowing her or him to be within said d of relationship, the per- 
son so offending shall be deemed guilty of incest, 7 

What is that degree of relationship under the civil law? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. First cousin; and that section, like almost all of 
them in fact, is in the precise form it passed the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. That excludes the consanguinity of first cousins? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not include, but excludes them. 

Mr. VEST. It excludes them? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as a matter of course this bill will be- 
come a law, but I can not vote for it. I am well aware what the pub- 
lic sentiment of the country is, but that makes no sort of impression on 
me with my convictions as a legislator, nor will any amount of criti- 
cism on my action. I can not vote for this bill, because in my judg- 
ment it violates the fundamental principles of the Constitution of the 
United States and the rights of property. Two of the provisions of this 
bill provide that proceedings shall be to annul corporations exist- 
ing in the Territory of Utah. One of them is the Immigration Society, 
so-called, and the other is the Mormon Church. 

I do not propose to discuss that question. The point to which I di- 
rect attention now, and on which I base my action, is that the portion of 
these sections affecting these corporations provides for settling up the 
business of the corporations after they are declared not to exist any 
longer, and for paying what is left into the Treasury of the United 
States, to be applied to the common-school fund of the Territory. Asa 
lawyer I can not vote for any such enactment as that. My understand- 
ing of the rule that governs the dissolution of corporations, of these ar- 
tificial personages created under statute, is that after the chancellor. 
shall have settled up the business of the corporation, then the funds 
shall be paid back to the persons who contributed them for the pur- 
poses of the corporation. The assets, after paying the debts, which as 
a matter of course are to be paid first, are to be paid back to the per- 
sons who contributed or to their heirsor representatives. Under this bill 
this amount of money, after paying the debts of these corporations, is 
paid into the Treasury of the United States, and then to be applied to 
common-school purposes in the Territory. 

What right has the Government of the United States to declare these 
funds to be escheated and to apply them to common-school purposes 
any more than it would have to apply them to works of internal im- 
provement? It is naked, simple, bold confiscation, and nothing else. 
It is taking the money subscribed, I care not for what purpose, by in- 
dividuals, and applying it in the discretion of Congress to an object 
which was not contemplated by the corporators. We might just as 
well in any of the Territories, after settling up the debts of any de 
facto corporation, take the money that is left after paying the debts 
and say it shall go to the improvement of the roads in the Territory; 
or, as the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] suggests, why 
could not that be done in reference to any other ecclesiastical corpora- 
tion in this country? 

It is no answer to tell me that this is the Mormon Church, and that 
this great vice or crime of polygamy is in existence there. ‘This bigot- 
ry may go to the extent of saying that the Baptist Church, or the Pres- 
byterian Church, or the Catholic Church is amenable to just such legis- 
lation. I recollect very well in this country when a storm was raised 
which threatened to destroy the Roman Catholic Church with all its 
rights of property, and it was preached even from the pulpit and pro- 
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claimed from the hustings that that church, in all its strength and 
breadth of doctrine and ion, was opposed to a republican form of 
government, that it should be abolished, and it was openly proclaimed 
that its property ought to be confiscated to the Treasury of the United 
States just as is done under this proposed law with the property of the 
Mormon Church. 

All history shows that the tendency of this legislation is in one single 
direction, and one alone. It is to destroy liberty of conscience, and 
in this case to destroy the rights of property without any due process 
of Jaw at all, in my judgment. 

But, Mr. President, there is another feature of this bill—I shall not 
undertake to cover it section by section—that Ican not support. It is 
the test oath put to voters in that Territory and to persons who are 
elected io office. I know something about test oaths. I went through 
an era of proscription and disfranchisement on account of them, and 
I do not propose to support any such legislation. 

If these Mormons are the fanatics that they are proclaimed to be; if 
they are now in rebellion secretly, if not openly, against the Govern- 
ment of the United States on account of polygamy, or on account of any 
religious tenet or belief, there is not one of them that will not commit 
perjury in order to vote and in order to carry out his treasonable pur- 

against the Government. If they are what they are denounced to 
ba thao test oaths will do no good; they will merely add perjury to 
their other crimes. 

But the whole spirit of this test-oath legislation is wrong; it is con- 
trary to the principles and spirit of our republican institutions; and 
whenever the time comes in the Territories or States of this Union that 
test oaths are necessary to preserve republican institutions, then repub- 
licanism is at an end, and our institutions and everything will tumble 
to their destruction. 

But I am only giving reasons why I shall not vote for this bill, and 
I ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the conference report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I second the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is due to my friend from Missouri that I should 
say a single word in answer to what he has stated. 

In the first place, he is mistaken as to what the bill as agreed upon 
by the managers of the conference and as it passed the Senate is in 
regard to property. As applied to the church there, the only provision 
is section 13 of the original Senate bill and section 13 of the rearranged 
bill reported by the managers in the same words, which provides for 
the forfeiture to the United States of property acquired in violation of 
preceding acts of Con 

Mr. BUTLER. On what page? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is page 38 of the print that I have. That is 
just as it passed the Senate, and it does not undertake to do anything 
except to forfeit to the United States, as we forfeit other property, that 
of distillers and other people who violate the laws of the United States 
by force of a pre-existent law. That is all. 

Then as to this church, so tender was the Senate before and so ten- 
der are the conferees now to guard this church against forfeiting prop- 
erty that it has acquired for church purposes, burial-grounds, and par- 
sonages, in the face of a prohibitory act of Congress, that it is said this 
forfeiture shall not touch that. What more can be asked by the Mor- 
mon Church or its friends than that, I should be glad to know, in the 
way of tenderness? 

Now we turn to the Immigrant Fund Society. My friend says that 
after paying the debts of the corporation the United States seizes the 
property and turns it over to the common schools of the Territory. I 
think my distinguished friend is clearly mistaken. On page 40, sec- 
tion 16, is the clause to which he alludes, which provides that proceed- 
ings shall be taken to wind up the affairs of this corporation, to ‘‘ pay 
the debts and to dispose of the property and assets of said corporation 
according to law. Said property and assets, in excess of the debts and 
the amount of any lawful claims established by the court against the 
same, shall escheat to the United States.” 

That is to say, after the last debt has been paid, after the last stock- 
holder has been found, after the last donor or contributor has been 
hunted up who can show that on the principles of equity and law he 
is entitled to recall his fund after he has got it, the residue only shall 
be turned over to the use of the common schools. That is derelict 
property for which no lawful or equitable claimant can be found, and 
the statement of it is enough to answer the objection. 

Now, as to test oaths. The Constitution of the United States, when 
it was first formed, had test oaths carefully incorporated in it, and 
every one of us has been obliged to take that test oath to this day before 
he could take part in governing the people of the United States. The 
President of the United States, and every other officer of the United 
States, and every officer of a State is compelled by that Constitution, 
and always has been, to take a test oath which in substance and effect 
is exactly like this one that the House of Representatives has incorpo- 
rated in this bill, and that is that they will supportand obey and uphold 
and defend the Constitution and the laws of the United States. So 
we are not without good precedents for that, and that is all that this 
oath requires. 


Mr. HOAR. Iwish to ask a question of the Senator from Vermont; 
not to remove any difficulty in my own mind, but one which I under- 
fase d 


stand has prevailed pretty 

Does bill anywhere, as the Senator from Vermont understands 
it, either in prescribing an oath or in prescribing a Ppp ora 
disqualification for office or the exercise of any civil right, attack a mere 
opinion, separated from any criminal act or any purpose to do or abet 
any criminal act? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in the slightest degree; not in any respect. 
The most astute and ingenious sophist can not find anywhere in this 
section about oaths any hint of such a thing. It was carefully ex- 
cluded just as the former law excluded it. 

Mr. HOAR. A remonstrance has been addressed to me against this 
action, based upon a belief which I supposed to be entirely erroneous, 
but I think itis proper that the public uneasiness in that respect should 
be removed by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That remonstrance was addressed toa great many 
of us before the remonstrants knew what the provision was. They 
thought it was one thing while we intended it to be and made it quite 
another thing. 

Mr. VEST. I shall not waste any time in debating the proposition 
that there is no distinction between our oath to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and the oath incorporated in this bill. 

The President of the United States and each member of Congress 
swears to support the Constitution of the United States; but who ever 
heard before that that was a test oath? A test oath, as we understand 
it, and as it must be understood, is one that tests the conscience of the 
sige sds arrestin belief, and unless he can swear that he 

as not done a certain thing, and that he will not do a certain thing, 
an can not stand that test, and he is excluded from voting or from 
office. 

Now to draw any parallel between the ordinary official oath taken by 
the officers of the United States and that in these sections is simply, in 
my judgment, absurd. Here is a long oath; look at the provision: 

No person who shall have been convicted of any crime under this act, or un- 
der the act of Congress aforesaid, approved March 22, 1882, or who shall be a po- 
ly; ist, or who shall associate or cohabit polygamously with persons of the 


other sex, shall be entitled to vote in any election in said Territory, or be capa- 
ble of jury service, or to hold any office of trust or emolument in said Territory, 


As to the oath, it is required— 


That every male person twenty-one yens of age resident in the Territory of 
Utah shall, asa condition precedent to his right to register or vote at any elec- 
tion in said Territory, take and subscribe 
istration officer of h 
and has resided in 


22, D 

Statutes of the United States, in reference to bi y, and for other pur- 
poses,” and will also obey this act in respect of the es in said act defined 
and forbidden, and that he will not, directly or indirectly, aid or abet, counsel 
or advise, any other person to commit any of said crimes. Such registration 
officer is authorized to administer said or affirmation; and all such oaths 
or ns shall be by him delivered to the clerk of the probate court of 
the proper county, and shall be deemed public records therein. But if any elec- 
tion shall occur in said Territory before the next revision of the n 
lists as by law, the said oath or affirmation shall be administered by 
the presiding judge of the election precinct on or before the day of election. 
Asa condition precedent to the right to hold office in or under said Territory, 
the officer, before entering on the duties of his office, shall take and subscribe 
an oath or affirmation p pen ei his full name, with his age, place of business, 
his status, whether married or single, and, if married, the name of his lawful 
wife,and that he will support the Constitution of the United States and will 
faithfully obey the laws thereof, and especially will obey the act of Congress 
approved 22, 1882, entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” 
and will also o this act in respect of the crimes in said act defined and for- 
bidden, and that he will not, directly or indirectly, aid or abet, counsel or ad- 
vise, any other person to commit any of said crimes; which oath or affirma- 
tion shall be recorded in the proper office and indorsed on the commission or 
certificate of appointment, All grand and petit jurors in said Territory shall 
take the same oath or affirmation, to be administered, in writing or orally, in 
the proper court. No person shall be entitled to vote in any election in said 
Territory, or be capable of jury service, or hold any office of trust or emolu- 
=e in said Territory who shall not have taken the oath or affirmation afore- 


It is idle to put this upon the same footing with the ordinary official 
oath of the country. It is a special test oath in its spirit and intend- 
ment, and it is nothing but a test oath within the ordinary meaning of 
that term, 

The Senator from Vermont says I am mistaken in regard to the = 
visions of the bill. That is not wonderful. I have been engaged, like 
other Senators, very assiduously in these last days of the session, and 
this conference report, I believe, was printed this morning for the first 
time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ago. 
SMr. VEST. Iam notable to read the RECORD; I have not seen this 
report till a short time ago. This bill came to me in print for the first 
time this morning, and I have been glancing over it and attempting to 


It was printed in the RECORD three or four days 
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follow the Secretary as he read it, but I do not think [I am mistaken 
as to the provision of which I spoke. 

The Senator from Vermont says that the property of the rape val 
tion society is to be disposed of according to law after paying its debts, 
&e.; that that means that the general equitable shall 
which pays back the money or present originally made to the parties 
who originally invested money in the corporation as stockholders, and 
that is the meaning of the term “‘ according to law;’’ and then, after 
paying all persons who come forward and make claim, if any amount 
shall be left, what is done with it? It is taken and placed in the cus- 
tody of the United States and applied (to the specific purpose of com- 
mon school education in the Territory of Utah. 

I would like the Senator from Vermont to point me in the laws ad- 
ministering upon the estates of corporations when they are wound up 
one single analogy to this legislation anywhere. Who ever heard be- 
fore of a chancellor, after he had paid the debts of a corporation, after 
he had paid all the corporators or stockholders who could be found, 
then undertaking to say what should be done with the surplus, apply- 
ing it to common school education or to improvement purposes or to 
any other purposes? Why, sir, if it does not belong to that corporation 
or to the parties who paid their money into it, then that court would 
be not a court of equitable jurisdiction, but a court tocommit outrages 
upon individuakand personal rights. Here, for instance, after paying 
the debts of the corporation there are ten or twenty thousand dollars 
left. What would the law do with it? Iam certain that my friend 
from Vermont would say that any chancellor would put that money in 
the hands of the stockholders pro rata according to theirrights as proved 
before him. Bunt here, by this bill, this money is taken without any 
sort of claim under heaven except pure, naked power, diverted from 
the objects of the original corporation, put into the Treasury of the 
United States and disposed of as Congress may see proper. I can not 
vote for the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the instincts of my nature are such 
that as one of the conferees upon this bill I was led to act with the 
greatest deliberation in every particular in which I supposed that its 
terms might in any way whatever trench upon the liberty of conscience 
and the absolute and unrestrained freedom of personal belief. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or opinion. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes; as the Senator from Vermont suggests, or of 
opinion; because, claiming for myself the widest liberty to question, to 
doubt, or to believe as my reason and my impulses direct, I should be 
the last to refuse that same right to any other person or any other sect, 
no matter where it might be or what its claims might be for consider- 
ation either by Congress or by contrast with the tenets or doctrines of 
any other organization. 

I understand that the provision of the Constitution which the Sena- 
tor from Missouri considers to be in some way or other infringed by the 
terms of this bill is that which is found in the following language: 

But no religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or 
public trust under the United States. 
for the 


It is unnecessary for me to say that I have as much respect 
sincere convictions of a Mormon as I have for those of an Episco $ 
a Catholic, a Congregationalist, a Baptist, or a Methodist. All relig- 
ious belief honestly entertained is respectable. It may be erroneous; 
my judgment may disapprove and condemn it: but any religious faith 
is entitled to respect if honestly entertained. Itis not the Mormon re- 
ligion with which we are dealing in this measure, but the practice of 
polygamy, which is one of the doctrines of a portion of that church; 
and if I supposed or believed, or if I could be made to perceive now, 
that there was anywhere in the text of this bill latent even, conceal 
any purpose or intent to interfere with the religious belief of even the 
humblest member if the Mormon Church, any attempt to interfere with 
opinions entertained upon religious questions, I would disavow it; I 
would retract so far as I might my concurtence with the conference re- 
port. But I do not so understand it. 

Itis not my belief that by any of the provisions of the oath which 
these people are required to take they are in anymanner compelled to 
abandon their religious opinions concerning any doctrine on which in- 
dividuals in the Christian world disagree; and I should be glad if the 
Senator from Missouri, with whom I sympathize in many of the views 
he has expressed, would point out to the Senate wherein the oath that 
is prescribed in this bill imposes any religious test which would be ob- 
= or inimical to the provision of the Constitution to which I have 

erred. 

Sir, test oaths are not so uncommon as the Senator from Missouri 
would have us suppose. As the Senator from Vermont has said, no 
man can enter on the discharge of the high duties he performs here 
without taking a test oath; an oath that attests the fealty of him who 
takes it to the Constitution and the laws of his country. No man can 
be admitted to citizenship, having been a foreigner, unless he takes a 
test oath, and by that test oath renounces the political allegiance that 
has hitherto controlled him, and declares that he will thereafter bear 
himself as a faithful and loyal citizen of this Republic, bear true and 
loyal allegiance to the Constitution and the laws of the country of 
which he is hereafter to be a citizen. 
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Therefore I do not think the report of the conference committee is 
open to the objections which the Senator from Missouri has offered, and 
if in any line or syllable it imposes any religious test as a preliminary 
qualification for exercising political rights, for voting, for upon 


prevail, rhea Na or Cachena cae duties of any civil office, I am opposed 
to it. ; 


Now, one word further about the escheat ofthe surplus property of 
these corporations. We have dissolved the corporation known as the 
Mormon Church or the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, 
and none of its has been forfeited. I was opposed to any at- 
tempt to forfeitit. In the bill that came from the House of Represent- 
atives there was a provision to limit the holdings in real estate of these 
churches, both in the quantity of land they should occupy and the 
valne of the houses of worship in which they should conduct religious 
exercises. I was opposed to it, and as the bill now stands all the 
churches ized under that corporation hold whatever of real estate 
they have hitherto acquired and are entitled to retain whatever struct- 
nres for religious worship have been erected thereon. Neither is there 
any limitation imposed in this bill upon subsequent acquisition for re- 
ligious 

But, = with regard to the perpetual immigration fund the condition 
is somewhat different. As the Senator from Vermont has said, both 
these corporations were organized in violation of previous statutes of 
the United States. Therefore they are outside the protection of law, 
and we might properly have gone much further in dealing with their as- 
sets. But we have provided in winding up these corporations the courts 
shall administer their estates upon the broadest and most liberal prin- 
ciples of equity; that all just claims and demands outstanding shall 
be sati and as to the residue, not required for the payment of 
debts, nor for the satisfaction of outstanding liabilities, for which no 
owner can be found who can call for a segregation of his contribution 
to that fund, that this remainder shall escheat to the United States, 
and be devoted under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior to 
the beneficent purpose of supporting the common schools in that Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri objects and says this resi- 
due should be distributed to those from whose contributions it has been 
accumulated. So far as any individual contribution is concerned that 
right is established already by the bill. But with regard to those mi- 
nute contributions, those that have been dropped, it may be, into the 
plate which is passed around in the assembly or the congregation, pri- 
vate charities, the widow’s mite, things given in secret by those who 
did not let their right hand know what the left hand did, what is to be 
said about them? How can the Senator from Missouri allege that this 
bill is amenable to the objection that he has made when we provide that 
all these e outstanding claims shall be satisfied, and that only 
with regard to this undistinguishable residue, made up of those contri- 
butions whose origin can not be ascertained, contributions such as I have 
described, it s not remain as a fund to be held by the clerk of the 
court, the subject of trouble and expense hereafter for masters in chan- 
cery to deal with, subject to peculation, diminution, and loss, but be 
taken, as this bill provides, and devoted to that purpose which every- 
body admits to be sacred—the education of the young in the Territory. 

I therefore think, Mr. President, that the bill as amended by the 
House and agreed to in conference is more liberal, humane, just, and gen- 
arona in its provisions than the measure as passed originally by the 

nate. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it will not disturb the Senator just there, I should 
like to call his attention to page 46, line 12, and ask him to explain 
what is the meaning of the expression: 

Bra status, whether single or married, and, if married, the name of his lawful 
e. 


What does that language mean—‘‘status?’’ Social, political? 

Mr. INGALLS. It means his status as defined by the following 
phrase, his social status. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As to marriage. 

Mr. INGALLS. His status whether single or married. Of course 
the whole paragraph is to be taken together, and the status, as I under- 
stand it and asI believe the courts would interpret it, is the status that 
is defined by the language in the following clause. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘His status, whether single or married, and, if mar- 
ried, the name of his lawful wife.” It seems to me that is pretty broad 
language. Ido notsee how a man could explain what “‘ status” would 
mean under that provision. 

Mr. INGALLS. It seems to me there can be no ambiguity about it. 
Under the ordinary laws of construction and interpretation that would 
be construed in connection with the context, and as I understand the 
word ‘‘status”’ applies to his relation as affected by his marriage, his 
social status, which I believe to have been the understanding of those 
who agreed to the bill in its present shape. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishe to be the judge of hisown social status? The 
very difficulty the Senator has in explaining it shows the ambiguity of 
it. I confess I do not understand the bearing of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 
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Mr. CALL. I can not let the report be adopted without expressing 
my Ses age and the reasons for that disapproval. 

This bill, in my opinion, is an anomaly on the statute-book of this 
country. It is the second step towards the establishment of religious 
pecan and intolerance. It is but a thin disguise for the acute 

wyers who have prepared this bill to assert that it is no violation of 
the Constitution of the United States or of the principles of civil lib- 
erty or religious tolerance upon which this Government is founded. 

Mr. President, every law has a policy, has a spirit. It is not to be 
determined by the letter of the law as it is sought to be justified here, 
and that is the very first thing a student of the law learns; and it is 
strange that in the Senate of the United States the very original and 
first principles of the profession in the interpretation of law which have 
been handed down for hundreds of years should be boldly violated and 
the Senate should declare to the professional opinion of the world that 
the cardinal principles of the profession have no force or effect. Y, 
sir, the great commentator upon law, when he teaches the student of the 
laws of England the manner of interpretation, cites the instance of the 
law in Venice, which said that he who lets blood in the streets of 
Venice shall be punished with death, and the example of the man who, 
falling in the streets with sudden illness, had his blood let by a surgeon, 
violating the letter of the law; but the commentator declares that the 
law was not violated, because its spirit must determine its interpreta- 
tion. It was not violated, because the spirit and the purpose of the 
law was to prevent the unlawful shedding of blood. 

The acute sophists who have written this bill do no credit to the in- 
telligence of the age or the faculty of reason when they declare in this 
bill that it is not violative of the Constitution, that it is not a law 
“ respecting an establishment of réligion,’’ that it is not an intolerant 
proscription of religion, that it is not an unjust denial and discrimi- 
nation between different citizens in their political rights, because the 
language of the bill carefully avoids the open statement of any or all 
these things. 

If the effect of alaw—if its object and effect—accomplishes these re- 
sults, then it is equally liable to the inhibition of the organic law, 
and of an honest and wise public policy, as if it reached these results 
by the use of plain and direct language. 

Now, take this act presented to the Senate, and I venture to assert 
that before any tribunal, impartial and rational, it can not be justified 
in any single provision, What shall we say of a law that undertakes 
to punish acts which a particular religion or sect of men worshiping God 
are prone to commit, violations of the law which may, as this bill as- 
sumes, be the result of their religious belief, and that imposes penalties 
not demanded by the universal good of the people, but because they 
are committed by that particular sect of men, and imposes penalties 
in excess of those that are imposed for the rest of the community for 
the purpose of affecting that form of religious belief, with the effect 
by accumulated alties of forcing that people to abandon that form 
of religious belief. Suppose you select some one act which your law 
makes a crime, which is prevalent among that people, but not peculiar 
to them, but which with them is a religious belief, and you impose 
on that act committed by them extraordinary penalties. You make 
the methods of trial partial, oppressive, and cruel. You make the 
processes of summons and arrest revoltingly harsh and arbitrary. 
You confiscate their church property. You interfere between parents 
and their children in their education, and yet you ask honorable men 
to believe that you think this is not legislating against a particular 
form of religion. 

Isthatlawful? Can youextinguish by such legislation asthata form 
of religious belief, and yet pat up the alleged plea that the letter of the 
law is complied with, that the Constitution is not violated? We punish 
all men alike, but we accumulate on that particularsect and the offenses 
they choose to commit penalty after penalty for the purpose of affect- 
ing that form of religious belief. Why, Mr. President, the subterfuge 
is unworthy of reasonable men, and can have no place in logic or in 
reason. ‘The letter of the law killeth, but the spirit maketh alive,” 
suid a great lawyer and an inspired man many centuries since, and 
fzom that day to this the intelligence of every age has sanctioned it— 
that to carry out the spirit and purpose of the law is to kill it, and to 
earry into effect its letter is to keep it alive. That when the letter of 
the law defeats its spirit and purpose you sustain the law by defeating 
its spirit and pu and adhering to the letter. Who believes this, 
Mr. President? No intelligent person. Yet the Senate Committee on 
the Judiciary so declare, and this bill so declares. 

Take this bill, which is the re-establishment of the inquisition of 
old, which is religious persecution, which is a law ing their es- 
tablishment of religion, because these men have a form of belief and a 
practice which we disapprove. It is as much the establishment of a 
prar religion by law as if it declared it in particular terms, In 

its first provision the bill provides that— 

The lawful husband or wife of the person accused shall be a competent wit- 
ness, and may be called, but shall not be compelled to testify in such proceeding, 
examination, or prosecution without the consent of the husband or wife, as the 
case may be; and such witness shall not be permitted to testify as to any state- 


ment or communication made by either husband or wife to each other, during 
the existence of the marriage relation, deemed confidential at common law, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida will pause. 
It is the duty of the Chair at 2 o’clock to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2636) to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is my duty to insist upon the privileged ques- 
tion that is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair having formed his 
duty, he is of opinion that the conference report is a privileged ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HARRIS. It clearly has the right of way, I should think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be 
Secor aside informally, with a view to proceed with the conference re- 
po A 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to call up the river and harbor bill, in 
pursuance of the notice which I gave two days ago. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can not get it until we finish this business. 
You can move it after we have finished the conference report. 

Mr. McMILLAN. At the conclusion of the consideration of the con- 
sees report I shall ask that the river and harbor bill be proceeded 
with, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota can 
not take the floor from the Senator from Florida. . 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ishall seek the floor for the purpose of having 
the unfinished business laid aside when this matter is disposed of, so as 
to take up the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report on Senate bill 
No. 10 is before the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. The provision of the bill which I have read is entirely 
harmless and is properly guarded; there can be no objection to it; but take 
that, the most innocent one in the bill, what is the object of this provision 
in the bill, it being an act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes in 
reference to bigamy? The object of the provision is as much as if it were 
in direct terms directed against the Mormon Church, the Mormon relig- 
ion, not the practice of polygamy, not unlawful intercourse between 
the sexes everywhere this country has jurisdiction, but the spirit, 
the p the effect of this legislation is to destroy the Mormon 
form o. religious belief. Who can deny it? Can we, by a form of 
words, suppress the truth? Can we enact the grave farce here that we 
are by a particular form of words seeking to do one thing and not 
another when the real object we have in view and the necessary effect 
of an enactment is evidently to affect the Mormon Church, the Mormon 
people, the Mormon religion? Can we avoid the truth that this will 

a ‘‘law respecting an establishment of religion,” when its object 
and effect is to ‘‘affect this establishment of religion’’ by declaring 
that it is a law relating to bigamy or polygamy, and that it is not ‘‘re- 

i ga religious establishment,” but can a law relate to and affect a 
particular offense. 

We find another provision in the second section that any person may 
be attached, taken into possession, arrested and deprived of his liberty 
upon the suggestion under oath of anybody that he believes that such 
person will not obey the process of the court. Who will undertake to 
say that this is a provision justified by the course of legal experience 
in this country by the practice of the courts? Admit, if you please, 
which I do not, that it is not a violation of the right to personal lib- 
erty guaranteed in the Constitution, the right to be free except under 
due and proper process of law, admit for argument’s sake that it is 
process of law, whatis the purpose, the effect, the spirit of this legis- 
lation, but to affect the Mormon people, the Mormon religion, and te 
say that they can not be trusted to obey the law; that they, differing 
from other sects and other people, must be punished in a particular 
way? If we should disguise the fact and enact a falsehood known to 
every one here to be false, is it any the less a falsehood because you 
disguise and suppress it by the form of language which you use? 

This provision is intended tosuppress the Mormon religion, the Mor- 
mon people. Will you tell the people of this country that you will 
dare by any form of words to make a law the effect of which shall be 
that the Methodist, or the Baptist, or Presbyterian, or Episcopal, or 
Catholic people of this country shall be subject to arrest and imprison- 
ment without hearing or trial on the affidavit of any person that they 
believe they will not obey the process of the court, because they are 
Methodists, or Baptists, or Catholics; that they are not to be trusted be- 
cause of their faith, their form of religion? But yet that is what this sec- 
tion of this law declares as plainly as if it did so indirect terms. That 
is the effect and the purpose of this law, although the truth is sought to 
be evaded and suppressed by the language used. This and all other 
sections of the bill are framed on the theory that language, words, are 
only intended to deceive, and the faculty of reason is only right when 
it avoids the truth. : 

Again, when we come to the third section, we find: 

That whoever commits adultery shall be punished by imprisonment in the 
penitentiary not exceeding three years; and when the act is committed between 
a married woman and a man who is unmarried, both parties to such act shall 
be deemed guilty of adultery; and when such act is committed bet ween a mar- 


ried man and a woman who ed, the man shall be deemed guilty of 
adultery. 
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Mr. President, why this unusual punishment? Why these specifi- 
cations? Every one knows. Why disguise the fact? We have had 
titions, and arguments, and discussions here time and again that this 


form of religious belief, Mormo is unfriendly to the Republic; 
that it is treason, and that it should be suppressed, and this law is to 
be passed in pursuance of a public clamor of that character. Again: 


Sec. 5. That ifan unmarried man or woman commit fornication, each of them 
shall be prena by imprisonment not exceeding six months, or by fine notex- 
ceeding ‘ 


Why this discrimination? Shall it be said that it is for respect to 
the marriage relation that this discrimination between the unmarried 
and married person and this smaller punishment is affixed, thatit does 
not relate to Mormon practices and to polygamy? The bill is a bill 
to amend an act to suppress polygamy, and what polygamy? Not 
polygamy everywhere, adulterous relations everywhere, but in the 
Territory of Utah, among the Mormon people, where that form of 
polygamy exists which they profess to believe, and which they ice 
to some extent; that form of religious belief that maintains the 
patriarchs were religious, that the old testament religion wasareligion, 
that David and Solomon and many others, notwithstanding their po- 
lygamy, were religious men, and that the practice of it did not place 
them beyond the pale of human sympathy and of the divine forbear. 
ance. 

Let us go farther, and we find in the eighth section that it applies to 
the Territory of Utah, and provides: 

That the marshal of said territory of Utah, and his deputies, shall possess and 
may exercise all the powers in executing the laws of the United States or of said 
Torrion, pasetad and exercised by sheriffs, constables, and their deputies as 
peace oi rs; and each of them 1 cause all offenders against the law, in his 

view, to enter into recogn: to keep the peace and to ap at the next 
term of the court having jurisdiction of the case, and to commit to jail in case of 
failure to give such izance. They shall quell and suppress assaults and 
batteries, riots, routs, affrays, and insurrections. 

Without process of law, without inquisition by any tribunal, with- 
out any kind of complaint, the marshal may seize and arrest any one, 
this section seeking to vitalizeand protect him with an old and obsolete 
custom of law made for arbitrary governments and kingly power. These 
marshals have the power to arrest any man without cause, upon their 
own motion; to quell anything that they may see fit to interpret as a 
riot or a tumult; to use any degree of violence; in short, to slay and 
murder an unoffending and submissive people at will. 

I have seen printed and circulated among Senators a sworn state- 
ment of a brutal murder committed by these marshals and these depu- 
‘ties under such a provision as this, which incites them to violence upon 
these people. Wrong they may be, but unoffending, industrious people 
in many respects; and they have made a distinguished success in that 
most important matter of the comfortable subsistence of the poor peo- 
ple whom they have carried into their once desert country, which they 
have made by their labor to blossom like a rose. 

I am not the advocate of polygamy or improper relations between the 
sexes, but I am not afraid to condemn the spirit of persecution which 
will gloss over the faults of our own civilization, and from that spirit 
of fanatical cruelty which has shed so much blood and inflicted so many 


tortures make victims of better men and better women than many of | ti: 


those whom our harsh and cruel laws have forced into worse practices. 
I condemn their polygamy, but I believe that the religion of Christ 
_ andnot thatcruel persecution which subvertsit and applies tyranny and 
the terrors of the law to the suppression of religious belief is the proper 
remedy for it. Itake no part in this revival of the fires of religious 
persecution. Suppose the Mormons have been themselves bigoted, vin- 
dictive, cruel, and bloodthirsty, as is charged by their enemies, of which 
I know nothing, is that a reason why we should imitate them, and go 
back from the religious tolerance and freedom of modern times to the 
superstitions and the intolerance which sought to impress forms of re- 
ligious opinion, not by the persuasion of argument and reason but by 
the arm of the law, by the sword, the halter, the dungeon, and the 
torture? But, to the disgrace of our times, this is the character of the 
bill which the Senate will pass. 

Then, again, we have a provision here in relation to the ceremony of 
marriage, all directed to the practices of that peculiar sect, to that form 
of religious belief; and then, not stopping there, the bill proceeds to 
visitits terrors upon the unfortunate children who are brought into the 
world by divine providence without any of the faults of their mothers 
or their fathers imputed tothem. The poor innocent child the Sena- 
tor from Vermont in his Christian charity finds a place to persecute 
and oppress in this bill. 

Sir, in my judgment it isa disgrace to civilization as it is a reproach 
to the religion of Christ, a barbarism condemned by every principle of 
humanity and justice, a cruelty without excuse or palliation. A man 
and a woman join themselves together in a union approved by their 
church and their religion, by the permission and under the divine econ- 
omies which the King of Kings has ordained, and which the Judiciary 
Committees of the Senate and the House, and all others whose fanat- 
ical judgment arraigns the divine order, can not unmake. Children 
are born th them. They have their right and title toa part in this 
world suited to their faculties and capacities, and neither the devisers 
of this bill nor all mankind can deprive them of that right; but this 


law seeks to visit on their innocent heads disgrace and beggary, want 
and starvation, because their parents innocently, as they thought, and 
with the sanction of the divine providence ht them into the 
world. Mr. President, this is a shocking and cruel barbarity, an in- 
sult to the religion of Christ, and a disgrace to the civilization of the 


Sec. 11. That the laws enacted by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Utah which provide for or ize the capacity of illegitimate children to 
inherit or to be entitled to any ributive share in the estate of the father of 
any such a child are hereby Leen afer and annulled; and no ille- 
gitimate child shall hereafter be entitled to inherit from his or her father or to 
receive any distributive share in the estate of his or her father: That 
this section shall nopepply to any illegitimate child born within twelve months 
after the of this act, nor to any child made legitimate by the seventh 
section of the act entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes 
of the iggy States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved 

What Christianity and what civilization can justify this harsh and 
cruel provision? What has the poor child done that the Senator from 
Vermontshould deprive it of subsistence, of the means of going through 
the world with credit to himself or herself? Why should it be perse- 
cuted with the terrors of this law because the father and mother be- 
lieved improperly; believed, if you please, barbarously, that a certain 
form of relation between the sexes was legitimate and of divine permis- 
sion; believed a doctrine, if you please, pernicious to society, that by 
proper means, by free discussion, by the moral suasion of the religion 
of Christ, should be eradicated and exterminated? What if they did, 
shall the poor child be the victim? 

Mr, President, the Spanish inquisition, which was not the fault of 
the church but of the ambitious men who sought to use its spiritual 
powers for their political ends, was not more cruel when it burned 
those who did not accept its doctrines and its theories as of divine origin 
than is this provision of the bill, taking the poor illegitimate children 
whom Almighty God has permitted to come into this world, in fault, 
if you please, of their ances but without fault of themselves, and 
es them and depriving them of all subsistence and help and 
comfort. 

What should the father of an illegitimate child do in the theory of 
this bill? Abandon his offspring and commit a thonsand times fouler 
crime by abandoning his parental feelings and leaving the Noa pees 
that he has tten to starvation and misery; that is the wicked an 
cruel command of this bill; that is the morality it enjoins, Let the 
child born of innocent purposes and under a form of religious belief be 
an outcast from human sympathy because we deny the right of the 
Divine Ruler of the Universe to establish an order of nature which al- 
lows children to enter the world otherwise than as we think proper, 
and notwithstanding the fault of their parents endows them with the 
faculties which command success, 

The Divine Law-giver said, ‘‘ Let little children come unto me,”’ and 
He blessed them, and His followers have established charities for them, 
and even the ‘‘foundlings’’ have their guardians and their friends in 
the gentle hearts of Christian men and women. But the insane fanat- 
icism of this bill seeks to place a curse and a stigma on them and de- 
prive them of their natural protectors and of natural love and affec- 


on. 
Sir, the bill is barbarous and inhuman in every light. Be as strong 
an anti-poly; as you please, you can not be a follower of the divine 
religion of Christ and maintain a doctrine, a principle, a provision of 
law that has this effect. It is an insult to Christ’s precepts and relig- 

ion, and a deadly assault on all the beautiful charities and humanities 

that have grown up under it. As false to human nature and the con- 
ditions of life as itis to the divine economy that governs the world. 

I visited some years since the foundation of a beautiful charity of 
the Roman Catholic Church in Montreal, the Sisterhood of the Grey 
Nuns, I believe is the name, where all the foundlings of Canada are re- 
ceived, educated, and cared for and started in life. What a contrast 
with this law ! 

Shall we be told that the laws of society have thus harshly discrimi- 
nated against illegitimate children for the public good? It was a bar- 
baroug provision thatthe woman, the victim of society and of your laws, 
should be punished only because excluded by law and custom from the 
employments of business, in order to support life in herself and those 
dependent on her. She had become the victim of the passions, the 
faults, and the wrong doing of men. Although in this very act she had, 
under the divine economy, contributed to the world a never-ending 
and divinely-endowed intelligence, the highest form of creation known 
to this world, an unmerciful cruelty that a son of New England, in 
‘The Scarlet Letter,” had so exposed to the censure of the civilized and 
humane judgment of the Christian world, that it was not to have been 
thought that a son of New England would advocate the re-enactmentin 
the laws of the present time. Itis a far greater wrong that you should 
punish the innocent child, who under the divine economies of life has been 
permitted to come into the world, and who may be the equal of the 
Senator from Vermont or any one else, who may be a great power for 
all the higher and better interests of the world, because Almighty God, 
who goage not as man judges, does not give a patent to any particular 
people, nor to an outwardly decorous and careful observance in life to 
own the best things of the world. 
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Such a poor child has a title and a right to make a man of himself, 
but this bill denies it. This bill says father must be guilty of a 
worse crime than the indiscretion and the wrong, and for what? To 
destroy the Mormon religion. He must abandon his aera He 
must abandon the woman who has trusted his manhood and hi elity 
to his promises, He must purchase immunity from punishment and 
political right and public office by leaving them to sorrow, starvation, 
and misery. 

Mr. dent, no language can express the wickedness and moral 
enormity of this bill. It requires a man to become a fiend in human 
form in order to be a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. President, I have read of a wiser lawmaker than the Senate Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; of a divine lawgiver who, when a person 
. taken in the commission of this offense was brought before him for a 
sentence, wrote upon theground, ‘‘ Lethim whois without sin amongst 
you cast the first stone; and the listening multitude, convicted in 
their consciences, departed without casting a stone at the poor crea- 
ture; a Divine lawmaker whose sentence was, ‘‘Hath no man con- 
demned thee? Then do I not condemn thee. Go and sin no more.” 

I understand that to be the law of Christ and the Christian religion, 
and not this harsh method of punishment. For one I accept it as the 
efficacious method, discussion, free opinion, the ministers of Christ, the 
spiritual power of the church, and not the terrors of an arbitrary and 
cruel law disregarding His divine maxim. These are the great agents 
for the extermination of Mormonism or any other form of improper re- 
ligious belief, not ‘‘laws respecting an establishment of religion,” how- 
ever artful and cunning their phraseology to conceal their real purpose 
and effect. 

Then we come to what? To the escheat of the property of this cor- 
poration under the plea thatit is in violation of a statute of the United 
States. Was itintended to prevent the Catholic Church, the Protestant 
Church, the Episcopal Church, the great society of Methodists and Bap- 
tists—with their evangelization, with their active and patriotic work— 
was it intended to limit and prevent them from accumulating the means 
to accomplish their great work? We know, for the bill declares itis to 
extirpate that form of religious belief which belongs to the Mormons, 
that religious belief which prompts, as we think, to pernicous prac- 
tices. We undertake to declare that the Mormon religion isa criminal 
veligion; that it teaches practices that are pernicious to society; that it 
believes doctrines contrary to the theory of the Christion religion; that 
its acceptance of the habits and customs of the old patriarchal days is 
a sin of the worst character against society. Admit, as I do, all these 
propositions, it none the less establishes the force of the observation 
that this is an attack upon the Mormon religion because of these al- 
leged practices. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that property in any 
person, natural or artificial, it makes no difference, shall not be taken 
away from him without just compensation. It is intended to provide 
that it shall not be taken except for public purposes for public neces- 
sities. Whatis the escheat of this corporation? Defend it as you may 
by the technical letter of the law, that it is a corporation in violation 
of an antecedent act of Congress, that its property is accumulated in 
violation of the law—admit that to be true, and that Congress may by 
virtue of its sovereign power forfeit it, is it the custom of the Congress 
of the United States to forfeit the property of persons or of corpora- 
tions when they are not needed for the public use? 

We know it is not. Is it within the letter of the law that you may 
even confiscate the property of this corporation? I gravely doubt 
whether it is in the power of Congress to affix that penalty upon any 
corporation for any violation of law. It may dissolve the corporation, 
it may terminate its natural life if it fails to answer any purpose of pub- 
lic utility, but it can not appropriate the property of the individuals 
who compose a corporation without judicial process, of appropriation 
and condemnation for the public use, without any necessity for use for 
the public good, and without compensation to the owners of it. It 
would seem as if there could be no doubt upon that subject. 

Then we come to the provision that no person shall exercise political 
privileges without taking an oath. Let us see what thatoathis. We 
are told that it is a test oath, and that it is a test oath just as the oath 
to support the Constitution of the United States is a test oath; just as 
the oath to forswear allegiance to a foreign government is a test oath. 
The proposition can not be maintained. ‘There is no ground of reason 
upon which you can place the two propositions. The one is contra- 
dictory to the other. Now, let us see what that oath is: 


panoa and in the precinct for one month immediatel peovading the date 
reof, and that he isa native-born (or naturalized, as the case may rr race 


pach aS Unisa States, Tran further ppo in such Sapi or prsiorgernges nam: 
wi place of business, “ status, whether ie or married, and 
, the name of his lawful wife” — es Dy 


Why is that provided? Was there ever such a qualification pre- 
scribed for voting before?— 


and that he will support the Constitution of the United States and will faith- 
fully obey the laws thereof, and especially will obey the act of Congress ap- 


eoan Maton SS, en, eaeuled “An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised 
wpe eg Bhagat States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” 


this act in respect of the crimes in said act defined and for- 
bidden, and that he will not, directly or indirectly, aid or abet, counsel or advise, 
any other person to commit any of said crimes. Such registration officer is 
authorized to administer said oath or affirmation; and allsuch oaths or afirma- 
tions shall be by him delivered to the clerk of the probate court of the proper 
county, and shall be deemed public records therein, 

There is no religious test in that oath except in this, that the oath is 
designed to affect the Mormon religion. The oath has the effect of 
affecting the Mormon religion; not the Catholic religion, the Protestant 
religion, the Episcopal, Methodist, or Baptist, but, asis intended, its 
purpose and effect is upon the Mormon religion. You say that to the 
man who believes the Mormon faith, that polygamy is true, that po- 
lygamy is a divine institution, and the effect of this act is to prevent 
him from voting; but it is a test, and a religious test—and is both 
intended to have and does have this effect, namely, to exclude Mor- 
mons from the suffrage and from holding ofice. 

Has anybody ever heard of such an oath as a test for holding office? 
Are Senators required to come here as the Pharisee and swear, “I 
thank thee, Lord, I am not like other men, nor like this publican 
and sinner, but Iam pure and holy?’ Is it the test for office or the 
suffrage that a man has not violated the law? When the Constitution 
of the United States requires an oath to support and defend the Con- 
stitution and its principles does it mean that a man shall swear that 
he has never violated the Jaw, or that he never will violate the law in 
any respect, nor aid, abet, or encourage any one who does? 

Mr. President, that is not the oath prescribed for the Constitution of 
the United States. It requires no oath of personal holiness; it requires 
no oath thata man has never sinned; it does not command that he shall 
say, ‘“‘I am the Pharisee who is better than other men, and you the 
publican and sinner who confess your sins with humility, are the bad 
man who can exercise no public privileges.” Who ever heard of that? 
What place is there in this oath for repentance and faith—for the reha- 
bilitation of the fallenmanandwoman? No, sir; itis anattackupon the 
religion of Christ, a fanatical attack upon it; and every preacher and 
every Christian in this country should frown upon it with indignation. 

The oath to support and defend the Constitution of the United States 
is an oath to defend against any violation of its organic principles—to 
defend against ‘“‘ laws respecting an establishment of religion;’’ against 
laws discriminating against the equality of political right; against the 
deprival of political right except under conviction for crime; to defend 
against partial trials by prejudiced juries and ju ; against cruel 
and unusual punishments; against disqualifications holding office 


except under conviction for crime. The test oath required of the Mor-’ 


mon under the bill before he can either vote or hold office is that he 
will not defend against these things; that he will support and main- 
tain and obey laws respecting an establishment of religion, and taking 
property without compensation, and depriving of personal liberty with- 
out proof or trial, and requiring an oath of future personal purity as we 
understand it, and relations with only one woman as the qualifications 
for suffrage; an oath of obedience to a law the purpose, spirit, and 
effect of which is the subversion of the Mormon religion, which he be- 
lieves, professes, and practices. And yet we are told that these oaths 
are the same. 

Establish this bill as the law, and the principles of this legislation 
and the religion of Christ is no longer the controlling and dominating 
influence of the country and the pervading spirit of its laws. The 
iron rule of tion and fanaticism will have been substituted in- 
stead of the benign influence of the preachers of Christ and the prin- 
ciples of the Christian religion. 

Sir, I would not give the beneficial effects of a single Baptist, or 
Methodist minister, or Protestant, or Catholic priest, one single good 
man of any denomination, and his example and his preaching for a 
thousand years of such legislation as this bill contains. You can not 
subvert the religion of Jesus Christ by such legislation as this, much 
as you may seek to do it, much as you may attack it in the artful and 
indirect methods of this bill. 

You talk about a test oath. Who does not know that when you are 
required to swear to support and defend the Constitution, it is its 
principles of civil liberty, its form of government, its popular principles 
as the basis of the government; it does not mean that the man shall 
swear he has never committed sin, or that he will never violate the 
law; that he is mally pure, or that he will continue to be so. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to correct him there? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is nothing in the oath which relates to past 
conduct. The oath is wholly promissory, relating to the future con- 
duct of the parties, and there is nothing of expurgation in the oath as 
supposed by the Senator. The man does not swear he has not done so 
and so, but he swears he will not do so and so. 

. CALL. I believe the Senator is correct on that point, but how 
does that help him? A man comes up and swears, ‘‘I will always be 
good; Iwill never violate the law; I am a holy man; I am not subject 
to temptations as other men are. Behold me, the good and pure man.” 
I do not know anywhere in the religion of Christ where any such per- 
son as that is ted. I understand that men are creatures subject 
to temptation, and that the divine power of the gospel is to rehabilitate 
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them, and:that does not require of any man to take an oath that he 
never will sin, that he never will violate the law. If he does, it isa 
piece of arrant hypocrisy. He can not do it. 

It is the divine power that will prevent him from doing it and not 
his own self-will in declaring that he will not. He may say he will 
try not to do it, but you make him swear that he will not. What is 
that done for? It is to catch him; it is to hound him with some cor- 
rupt, barbarous, vile creature of the law, who for the purpose of money- 
making will blackmail the man and catch him in his oath. Itis to 
disqualify him for the suffrage or for holding office. Why? Not be- 
cause of any hostility to this particular man, but to affect the Mormon 
establishment of religion. 

Can any one doubt or deny this? Is not the conclusion a clear and 
a necessary one? 

But then we go on a little further. We find here a provision that no 
woman shall vote in the Territory of Utah. Twenty Senators voted 
here the other day, who will vote for this bill, to submit an amend- 
ment of the Constitution to the people of the United States as to 
whether there should be discrimination against women in reference to 
their right to vote. Many of those Senators have already delivered 
speeches on this floor in favor of granting the right of suffrage to 
women. Why deny it to women in Utah? What is the object of that 
provision in the bill ? 

The women of Utah are Mormons; the women of Utah believe that 
the divine economy of the Old Testament is still in force. They have 
been deluded; they have been brought from a life of poverty, shame, 
and horrible beastly suffering by these deluded people into this new 
world, and have been furnished homes and subsistence and education; 
and while they are far below the moral and religious standard of our 
Christian belief and our Christian churches, they believe that that is 
better than a life of shame and beastly suffering in the Old World. 
They believe that the Divine Providence has permitted this; and that 
is to be the reason why Mormons, worshiping God falsely as Moham- 
medans do, the bill says they shall not vote. It does not say it in 

and the Senator from Massachusetts asks the question, which is 
a subterfuge, what part of the bill attacks opinion? 

Every line and every word in it attack the right to free opinion, the 
right of belief, by accumulating penalties upon penalties for practices 
which are made violations of the law, and which are peculiar to those 
people and the outgrowth of their religions system. It isa bill tosup- 
press a form of religious belief, a bill to make a law respecting an es- 
tablishment of religion, and to destroy that establishment of religion 
by pains and penalties and disfranchisements and confiscation of prop- 
erty. Every word, sentence, and line in it proclaim this to be the 
truth. 

Mr. President, I know very well that we have commenced the era 
of religious persecution. This bill will bear its fruits. Violence be- 
tween the professors of different creeds will be the result of this in- 
tolerant legislation. The persecutions of the Old World were com- 
menced precisely in this way. It has been the great and powerful 
effort of wise men in all ages to prescribe a rule of religious tolerance, 
the religious tolerance which the Divine Master, Christ himself, taught; 
to let freedom of opinion and discussion prevail, and punish only the 
offenses against the law, not cruelly to prescribe laws, but to make laws 
regulating the practice of men and of womenequally applicable to all 
religions, and to all people of all sects and all places, based upon some 
universal ideas of right and wrong, and not accumulating ties in 
particular localities as against cular religionists for the faults 
which they may be supposed to be guilty of. 

Mr. President, I shall vote against agreeing to the conference report. 

I have nosympathy with the social relations, the polygamous features 
of the Mormon Church. The freedom and independence and adapta- 
tion to the arts and professions of life which our monogamous system 
gives to women, their emancipation from the barbarous restraints and 
inequality which the customs and laws of former times imposed upon 
them constitute the joy and brightness of our civilization; but much 
as I regret the polygamous principle and teaching of the Mormon re- 
ligion, I dislike fanaticism and hypocrisy and cruelty more. 

I can see that the order of nature and Providence which has permit- 
ted this form of belief and practice to exist is not unaccompanied by 
some good results. I can recognize the fact that a great industrial com- 
munity has arisen in Utah; that they have made a garden where once 
there wasa sterile desert; that hundreds of thousands of human beings 
are there earning a comfortable subsistence; that railroads and all the 
inventions of modern comfort and improvement are to be found there; 
that some of the worst vices of our social system have been eradicated 
or avoided; that the social evil has been successfully prevented, if all 
accounts are true. 

I can recognize the fact that the States can easily prevent the spread 
of Mormonism and the proselyting of our people by them. I can see 
that ifthe Government will station an armed force through the Mor- 
mon territory and afford protection to all women and children who de- 
sire to abandon the Mormon practices and the polygamous life, if the 
Government will furnish them subsistence and will uphold the hands of 
the Christian women, ministers, and priests who are seeking to estab- 
lish industrial homes to receive, support, and educate these women and 


children, and with these measures leave them to the ordinary laws 
which are made for the public generally, the principles of our religion 
and our civilization will find a way to assert their power over them and 
withdraw them from the hurtful belief and practices of their strange 


religion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, before the vote is taken I should be 
very glad if the Senator from Vermont would explain some of the pro- 
visions of the bill. Like the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], I have 
had very little time to consider it, and there are some things in it which 
I can not support. I should be very glad indeed to vote for any meas- 
ure which would result in exterminating the evil and crime of polyg- 
amy, not only in Utah Territory, but in every OR vast of the United 
States; but in doing that I can not violate what I eve to be the best 
principles of the Constitution of the United States; and I think the 

ill does violate those principles. + 

I can quite well aonane and sympathize with the difficulties which 
the committees of both Houses of Congress have had to encounter in 
dealing with this question. Iam satisfied that they have been very 
grave, and that they have struggled with them to the very best of their 
ability; but it does seem to me that the provisions of this measure which 
have been pointed ont by the Senator from Missouri and the Senator 
from Florida are so clearly a violation of the principles of the Consti- 
tution regarding private and personal right of religious opinion and of 
the rights of property that I can not sustain it. 

There are very summary measures authorized to be instituted by the 
Attorney-General of the United States for the purpose of disposing of 
certain corporations described in the bill. For instance, there is an 
emigration socie ified. There is nothing upon the face of the 
act itself which indicates that that is a Mormon institution. The bill 
goes to the extent of absolutely prohibiting the Territorial Legislature 
of Utah at any time from granting authority to anybody, whether 
Christian, Mormon, or otherwise, from organizing an emigration society 
in that Territory. I see by section 1850 of the Revised Statutes that— 

passed Legis! Assembly an or of Territory, 
exoept in. the prym sag of Freeh Deom ena woverner o Ae E 
ah be submitted to Congress, and, if disapproved, shali be null and of no 

That law was passed in 1850, and has approved either in 
fact or constructively every act passed by the Territorial Legislature of 
Utah which this measure seeks toannul and disapprove. We have ac- 
quiesced in it for thirty-six years, and now we come in and in this sum- 
mary manner take charge of the property of those institutions, declare 
that a certain proportion shall escheat to the Government, all that is 
ascertained after paying the debts and winding up the affairs of the 
corporation according to law. We take that property and summarily 
cause it to escheat to the Government, in utter disregard, as I submit, 
of the rights of the corporators, if there are any corporators. My friend 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] says there are none. 

Mr. MORGAN. There are no stockholders. 

Mr. BUTLER. How did it come into existence if there were no cor- 
porators? 

Mr. MORGAN. Like any other church. 

Mr. BUTLER. Nothing is said about the church in the poran 
relating to this Perpetual Emigrating Fund Company. The bill says: 

Sze. 15. That all laws of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, or 
of the so-called governmentof the state of Deseret, creating, organizing, amend- 
ing, or continuing the corporation or association called the Perpetual 
ing Fund Coeipany ae hereby disapproved and annulled; and the said corpora- 
tion, in so far as is may now have, or pretend to have, any legal existence, is 
hereby dissolved. 

Then the provision goes on: 

And it shall not be lawful for the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
ELR ox to toon any Ura DAT AEA cr ar OONO to AAAA ies 
ASSOC! 
bringing of A tous aha said Territory for any EAER RIONE, z 

I submit that under such a provision of law, if adopted by Congress, 
you, Mr. President, and the Senator from Alabama, or myself, or any 
other citizen of this country, would be absolutely prohibited from go- 
ing into that Territory and organizing an emigration society. 

I would very much prefer, if it were practicable—and I do not see why 
itis not practicable—that the Territorial government of the Territory of 
Utah should be abolished entirely, root and branch, and that we should 
govern it as we are governing the District of Columbia, by three com- 
missioners or five commissioners. As extreme and as extraordinary as 
that method would be of getting rid of the evil of polygamy, I would 
infinitely prefer it to the bill which we are now considering in this con- 
ference report. I can see no reason why the Judiciary Committee of 
this body and of the other House might not have framed a bill abol- 
ishing entirely the Territorial government of Utah, substituting a gov- 
ernment by a commission such as we have in the District of Columbia. 
There can be no question about the jurisdiction of Congress over the 
Territory; and it seems to me some measure of that kind might be 
framed which would be effectual in accomplishing the purpose which 
both committees of Congress unquestionably have in view, and which 
Congress itself has, of ridding the country of the crime and evil of po- 
lygamy and at the same time not doing violence to the principles of 
the Constitution of the country and to what I consider the dearest 
rights of the American citizen. 


1904 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


For these reasons, sir, while I disclaim all sympathy with or tolera- | the bill (S. 1458) to provide for holding terms of the circuit and dis- 


tion, if you choose, for the institution of poly in any form, I can 
not support the conference report intended to get rid of it in the Ter- 
ritory of Utah. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. AEEA, I have given sometimes somewhat re- 
luctantly my assent to the policy of this bill and to most of its provis- 
ions; but I regard, for reasons which I have already stated, the aboli- 
tion of the right of suffrage by women as not merely unjustifiable but 
as tyrannical, I think the Senators who have had the conduct of this 
bill have taken an advantage which they had no right to take tostrike 
out something they did not like, although twenty-four Senators in this 
body have recently recorded their opinion in its favor, by the use of the 
prr which the public disapprobation of polygamy wed aS their 

nds for an entirely different purpose. I voted against the bill for 
that reason before, and I shall vote against this conference re arkas 
isin fact a bill not merely dealing with the matters in dispute, but the 
original bill in a new draught, for the same reason. 

The other provisions of the bill, as being the policy which the best 
judgment of the Senate has been able to agree on forthe tion of 
this foul blot on our civilization, I expect to support when I have an 
opportunity to deal with them separately, although some of them 
march clear up to the boundary line which divides reasonable police 
legislation aimed at crime and evil from legislation which interferes 
Ta the great principles and safeguards of personal liberty. Iam not 

T R aie mas so far in that line. 

President, if this bill were consistent with itself, 
and ait in depriving women of the right of suffrage for the ostensible 
p of striking at the crime of polygamy, it proceeded further to 

chise men who are far more to blame for the crime than are the 
women, I would find no fault with a provision depriving guilty persons 
of both sexes of suffrage in the Territory, in order that this great public 
evil, this infringement upon a violation of the fundamental conditions 
of our civilization, might be extirpated. 

I had an objection to the former bill very serious in my own mind 
in addition to the provision violative of the right of suffrage, which is 
one that should be exercised, as I think, without reference to distinc- 
tion of sex, and that was the power conferred by the bill to violate the 
ordinary common-law principle by compelling the real wife to testify 

the husband without her consent. That has been obviated in 

the present bill, and, as eas will fmt under any circumstances, having 

made my protest as in violation of the fundamental 
I ‘shall not vote at all. 


righs of A i I 

Mr. President, I have the same objection to the bill 
as tho Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and the Senator from 
New Ham [Mr. BLAIR]. My sentiments on the question of 
woman are well known. If I could vote on the question of 
the disfranchisement of women in Utah separately I should vote panti 
it; but under the ces, as the bill will pass, I am disposed to 
vote for the bill and not to record m yself against the provisions of the 
bill which I think are proper and right for the sake of a sentiment, or 
for the purpose of emphasizing my opinions in regard to one point on 
which the majority is against m: 

The Secretary proceeded to cali the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called), On thisquestion and all 
others I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who 
is absent. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I sopo if he were here he 
would vote for this report. I should vote against it. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
37, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Allison, ate McMillan, Pugh 
Bowen, Farwell, McPherson, Sabin, 
Cameron, Frye, Mahone, Sawyer, 
enar aege, Jenaan; S soni 
e, AXC; A 
Colquitt, Harrison, Miller.’ Williams, 
Conger, Hawley, M itohell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Morga: 
Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Morrill, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, 
NAYS—13. 
Blackburn, Coke, Harris, Ransom, 
Brown, Gibson, Hoar, Vance, 
Bauer; Hampton, Kenna, Whitthorne. 
F ABSENT—26, 
Aldrich, Eustis, Payne, Teller, 
Beck, Fair, Plumb, Van Wyck, 
Berry, those _ Riddleberger, Vv 
Blair, Gray, ulsbury, ‘Voorhees, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Sewell, Wilson of Md. 
Mitchell of Pa., Sherman, 
Dawes, P er, Stanford, 


So the report of the committee of conference was concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its amendment to 


trict courts of the United States for the eastern district of Michigan at 
Bay City, in said district. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. RANSOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposi by 
him to the bill (H. R. 10666) for the allowance of certain claims re- 
ported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


WASHINGTON TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURE. 


Mr. BUTLER. I offer a resolution which I send to the desk. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is it morning business ? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is simply a resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, pa it is a atpedhot for the Senate to consider without further delay 
House bill change the time of meeting of the Legislative Assembly of 
Washington Territory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom in the chair). 
being made, the resolution goes over under the rule. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of House bill 10419, being the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair understands that the bill 
(S. 2636) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua is 
the unfinished business, The Senator from Minnesota moves that the 
bill be postponed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let it he laid aside informally. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota that he ask 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Iask unanimous consent to lay aside informally 
the pending business and take up the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside 
and that the river and harbor bill be taken up. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I consent to that on account of the fact that the 
judgment of gentlemen about the order of business has been such as to 
give appropriation bills the right of way against everything but con- 
ference reports. Therefore I am bound to yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iask the Senator from Minnesota to give way to 
enable me to make a request of the Senate that will take but a minute 
or two, but it is of some importance to me. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I will hear the request, of course. 


COURTS AT MISSISSIPPI CITY. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, yesterday when we reached on the 
Calendar the bill (H. R. 10040) to provide for holding terms of the 
United States courts at Mississippi City, Miss., it was objected to by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], and went over from the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII to the Calendar under Rule IX. I have con- 
sulted with the Senator from Kansas, on whose objection that action 
was predicated, and I also have consulted with the Senator from oe 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS], the chairman of the Judiciary Committ 
I learn from them that neither one of them will oppose the request sae 
make that the bill be restored to the Calendar under Rule VIII, where 
it formerly was. I ask unanimous consent that that be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent that the bill referred to by him be restored to the 
position on the Calendar occupied by it yesterday. The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is so ordered. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10419) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I tie the first or formal reading of the bill 
may be dispensed with, and we can proceed with the consideration of 
the secant of the committee. 

Mr. uae war. I think we had better go through with the bill in 
the ordinary w 

Mr. HALE ead Mr. HOAR. The regular process. 

Mr. INGALLS. We have had no opportunity of looking at it yet. 
I ask that it may go through the next process. I wish to accommo- 
date the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Maine in 
my terminology. 

Mr. HOAR. I wanted to prevent my honorable friend from mas- 
querading; that was all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
the_reading of the bill be proceeded with without interruption by 
amendments. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. FRYE. Is there any necessity for reading the House bill? The 
bill reported by the Committee on Commerce is an amendment to the 
House bill, a substitute for it, and it is not necessary, I take it, to read 
all the items that are stricken out, which is the whole bill. 


Objection 


1887. 


Mr. McMILLAN, I will state for the information of the Senator 
from Kansas and of the Senate that a print of the bill as it came from 
the House, with the specific changes made by the Committee on Com- 
merce of the Senate, has been laid upon the desk of each Senator, and 
that can be referred to as the reading p if the Senator from 
Kansas will consent to waive the first reading and let us proceed to the 
consideration of the bill. However, let the proceeding go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed to read 
the bill as reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the order of the Chair ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair instructs the Secretary to 
proceed with the reading of the bill as reported by the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Kansas does not desire, when this re- 
port from the Committee on Commerce is practically a motion to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert new matter, that the whole 
bill shall be read through and that then each item shall be read through 
again, the place of which is to be taken by the report of the committee? 

Mr. INGALLS. I am entirely willing that the bill should be read 
as reported from the Committee on Commerce. I do not ask for the 
reading of the House bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not so understand the 
Senator from Kansas, but he simply desired that the bill be read as 
agreed to by the Committee on Commerce of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it understood that the amendments reported by the 
Committee on Commerce shall be acted upon on this first reading ? 

Mr. INGALLS. It is all one amendment, as I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. IfI understand it was one amendment by the com- 
mittee, but the committee has subsequently amended its original re- 
port. Is that true? 

Mr. McMILLAN, The committee have a very few amendments to 
submit as we proceed. 

Mr. INGALLS. But as the bill now stands is it not one entire 
amendment? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. There may be some amendments to be 
proposed by the committee as we proceed with the reading of the 
amendment reported, if the Senate has no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. One thing farther. This being one amendment, 
it will be necessary, as I understand, if I may be permitted to masque- 
rade a little further in this matter, to object to each ph as we 
proceed, or else it will be regarded as agreed to; and I wish to save all 
points of order upon every appropriation if it may be necessary to ask 
for information. 

Mr. HALE. If it isone amendment, as it is, to be technical no rights 
are lost by not objecting until the entire amendmentisread. Itis but 
one amendment. The substitute offered by the committee is a single 
amendment to the original bill brought here from the House. I un- 
derstand that all rights of objection or of moving amendments are re- 
served until the reading of the bill is completed. We have not got to 
object as we go algng. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill as reported by the Committee on Commerce, 

The Secretary began to read the bill. 


TERMS OF COURT AT TEXARKANA, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk,gannounced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for 
holding terms of United States courts at Texarkana, Ark., and for other 


purposes. 

Mr. COKE. Iask the Senator from Minnesota to allow me to make 
a conference report? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I prefer that we proceed with the reading of the 
river and harbor bill until we get through with it. 

Mr. BERRY. It is simply a conference report. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is a privileged question. 

Mr. McMILLAN. . Let us get on with the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. COKE. Does the Senator decline to yield to a conference re- 

rt? 

Mr. McMILLAN. For the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks a Senator has a 
right to interrupt the reading to present a conference report, 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that under the rules a Senator has a 
right to take another Senator off his feet who is making a , to 
make a conference report. The question whether the Senate will con- 
sider it after it is received is another matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the opinion of the present occu- 
pant of the chair that a Senator has a right to submit a conference re- 
port at any time. 

Mr. COKE submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 


n 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill ttt. R. 9116) to provide for the holding 
terms of United States courts at Texarkana, Ark., and ir other parposes, hav- 
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ing aama rae full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their Houses, as follows: 

the its entto the amendmentof the Senate, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows : 

“ That terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States for the east- 
ern judicial district for the State of Arkansas shall be held aipear pans 
the city of Texarkana, in said eastern judicial district, commencing on the sec- 
ond Mondays in January and July, to be known as tho Texarkana diyision of 


said ct, 
“Sec. 2, That all process, civil and criminal, against persons residing in the 
counties of Colum R Howard, Hempstead, La Fayette, Pitie River, Miller, Ne- 


made returnable to said courts, re- 


the said division, who shall keep an office open at all times in the er 


of Tex- 
g tothe 
courts authorized by this act. 
And the Senate agree to the same, 
JAMES F. WILSON, 
RICHARD COKE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


D. B. CULBERSON, 
JNO. H. ROGERS 


L. B. CASWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the report 
of the committee of conference? 
The report was concurred in. 


RETURN OF A BILL. 
On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Wg OTST 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (S, 3107) granting a pension to Catharine 
F. Ellsworth. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2929) to amend the act dividing the State of Missouri 
into two judicial districts, and to divide the eastern and western dis- 
tricts thereof into divisions, establish district and circuit courts of the 
United States therein, and provide for the times and places for holding 
such courts, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 9642) to provide for an additional associate justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideta- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10419) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other p 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment to strike out all after the first clause of the bill in the fol- 
lowing words: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the following sums of money be, and are hereby, ap- 
propriated, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, and to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for 
apagan or completion, repair, and preservation of the public workshere- 

nafter named : 


And in lieu of the matter stricken out to insert: 


Improving harbor at Rockland, Me.: Continuing improvement,$25,000. 
Improving breakwater at the mouth of Saco River, Maine: Continuing im- 
provement and repairs, $6,000, 
For commencing the construction of a breakwater from Mount Desert to Por- 
cupine Island, $50,000. 
mproving harbor at Portland, Me.: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 
Improving the channel in Back Cove, Portland Harbor, Maine: Continuing 
improvement, $25,000. 
Improving bor at York, Me.: Continuing improvement, $7,000. 
Improving harbor at Portsmouth, N. H.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 
Improving Little Harbor, New Hampshire: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 
Improving harbor at Burlington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, $12,500. 
Improving the channel between the islands of North Hero and South Hero, 
Lake Champlain, Vermont, $10,000. 
Improving harbor at Boston, Mass. : Continuing improvement, $50,000, 
Improving harbor at Lynn, Mass. : eteapeg ro Sper) nh ena $6,000. 
Improving harbor at Nantucket, Mass, ; Continuing improvement, $20,000, 
Improving harbor at Newburyport, Mass.: Continuing improvement, £20,000. 
Improving harbor at Plymouth, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving harborat Provincetown, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $15,000; 
of which sum $5,000 shall be used to strengthen Long Point Breakwater. 
Improving harbor at Scituate, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving harbor at Wareham, Mass.: To complete improvement, $4,050. 
Improving Hyannis Harbor, Massachusetts, $5,000, 
Improving harbor at Sand Ray, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $50,000. 
Improving harbor at Block Island, R. I,: Continuing improvement, $10.000; 
of which sum $6,000 are for inner harbor, and $4,000 for breakwater: Provided, 
That the wharf on the land side of the inner harbor be turned over to the town 
of New Shoram, for the public use of said town; but no tolls or charges shall 
ever be exa for the use of said wharf by public vessels ofthe United States 
or for freight carried on such vessels. 
Improving harbor at Newport, R. I.: Continuing improvement, $7,500, 
Improving harbor at Bridgeport, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $6,500. 
Improving harborat Black Rock, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
P Improving breakwater at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, 
100,000. 
Improving harbor at New Haven, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving harbor at New London, Conn, : Continuing improvement, $1,000. 
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Improving harbor at Norwalk, Conn.: Continu: omy elms $1,500. 

Improving harbor at Ston m, Conn. : Contin provement, $8,000, 

Improving harbor at Milford, Conn.: Conttasing eased ae $5,000. 

Improving harhorat Buffalo, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, and repairson 
the outer breakwater, $250,000, 

Improving Buttermilk Channel, New York: Continuing improvement, $25,000, 

Im breakwater at Rouse’s Point, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, 


Improving harbor at Dunkirk, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 
fo gata harbor at e Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


mproving harbor at Charlotte, N. Y.: Continuing improvement and repairs, 


Improving harbor at Watson, N. Y.: ConMnn bag inpro remenh Se 
Improving harbor at Olcott, N. Y.: Continuing royement, $2,500. 
Improving harbor at Flushing Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


$7,500. 
proving Tonawanda Harbor, New York. and for the purpose of straighten- 
ing and obtaining a 16-foot channel in the Niagara River between Lake Erie 
and Tonawanda, $10,000, 
Improving channel at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


Improving harbor at Great Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


Improving harbor at Greenport, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 
Improving harbor at Little Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


000, 

Improving harbor at Oak Orchard, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving harbor at Ogdensburg, N.Y.: Continuing improvement, $5,000; to 
be used in excavating at the lower harbor up stream. 

Improving harbor at Oswego, N. Y.: Extending improvement, $25,000, 

Improving harbor at Rondout, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $1,500. 

Fraperyioe harbor at Sheepshead Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


$2,500, 
Improving harborat Plattsburg, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 
Improving harbor at Glen Cove, N. Y., $10,000, 
pen channel between Staten Island and the New Jersey shore, New 
York and New Jersey : Continuing improvement, $15,090. 
Tanpoi harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, 


Improving harbor at Erie, Pa.: Continuing improvement, $12,000. 
For the preservation and protection of the peninsula of Presque Isle, Erie 
Harbor, Pennsylvania, as recommended by the Chief of Engineers, January 
Secretary of War may pre- 


Improving Delaware Breakwater, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $50,000, 
Improving ice-harbor at New Castle, Del.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
royement, $15,000. 
annel to 400 feet and 
commencing the additional width of 600 feet,in accordance with the plans of 
the United States engineers, $200,000, 

Improying harbor at Breton Bay, Md.: Continuing perenne’ $2,500. 

For continuing the improvement of the Potomac River in the vicinity of 
Washington, with reference to the poe of navigation, the establish- 
ment of harbor lines, and the raising of the flats, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War and in accordance with existing plans, $200,000: Provided, That 
no part of the sum hereby appropri shall be expended upon or with refer- 
eqee to any place in respect of which the title of the United States is in doubt, 
or in respect to which any claim adverse to the United States has been made, 

Improving harbor at Norfolk, Va.: Continuing ays ait ger $25,000, * 

Improving ay tariran to Norfolk Harbor and the United States Pk dog 
Norfolk, Va.: Continuing improvement by widening the channel of th 
River toward the port-warden’s line on the eastern side, between Lambert's 
Point Light and Fort Norfolk, including the shoals at Sewell’s Point, $100,000, 

Improving harbor at Beaufort, N. C.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

pene the inland water way between New Berne and Beaufort, N. C., 

0,000. 

Im Ape Semaia at Charleston, including Sullivan’s Island, South Carolina: 
Continuing improvement, $150,000. 

Improving harbor at Georgetown, S. C.: Continuing improvement, $4,000. 

Improving harbor at Brunswick, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $18,000. 

geet 4 Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida: Contin improyve- 
ment, $75,000, 

Improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $65,000. 

Improving harbor at Apalachicola, Fla.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

Improving harbor at Cedar Keys, Fla.: ribeye Eis rales 

Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fla.: Continuing improvement, ki 

Improving harbor at re Bay, Fla.: Continuing improvemen' $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Mobile, Ala.: Continuing improvement, $35,000. 

Improving harbor at Biloxi Bay, Miss.: Continuing improvement, $9,000; 
which sum, together with the money on hand heretofore appropriated for the 
roadstead, is hereby directed to be used in deepening the channel from Missis- 
sippi Sound to the wharves at Biloxi. 

peering Aetas Pass and Bay up to Rockport and Corpus Christi, Tex. : 
Continuing improvement, $75,000. 
Improving BrazosSantiago Harbor, Texas: Continuing improvement, $25,000, 
Improving of entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas; Continuing improvement, 


,000. 
Improving Pass Cavallo, Texas: Consonun peores $25,000. 
e A Sabine Pass and Blue Buck Bar, Texas: Continuing improvement, 


Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $12,500. 
Improving harbor at mouth of Black River, Ohio: Continuing improvement, 


mproving harbor at Cleveland, Ohio, on the last plan projected, $25,000. 
Improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of 
which $5,000 may be expended in deepening the river. 
Improving harbor at Huron, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
Improving ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio: Continu- 
ing improvement, $15,000. 
mproving harbor at Port Clinton, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving harbor at Sandusky, Ohio: goning improvement by a straight 
channel from Sandusky City to the entrance of Sandusky Bay, $30,000; of w) 
$5,000 may be used in improving the old channel. 
Improving harbor at Toledo, Ohio: Continuing improvement of the Maumee 
aver xi Straight Channel, $60,000; also $5,000 to be used in clearing the old 
anne 


Improving harbor at Charlevoix and entrance to © Lake, Michigan : Con- 


Improving harbor at Cheboygan, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving harbor at Frankiort, Mich., by extension of piers and repairs: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $6,000. 


Improving harborat Grand Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $15,000, 
Improving harbor of refuge at Grand Marais, Mich.: Continuing improve- 


Improving harbor at Ludington, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 
improving harbor at Manistee, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 
Improving harbor at Monroe, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $1,000. 
Improving harbor at Muskegon, Mich.: Continuing improyement,$7,500. 
Improving harbor at Ontonagon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $6,000, 
Improving harbor at Pentwater, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $4, 

a pata harbor at Portage Lake, Michigan: Continuing improvement, 


000. 

Improving and repairing harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Michigan: Continu- 
ing improvement, $10,000. A 

oa of harbor at Saint Joseph, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000; 
of which $5,000 shall be used to improve Benton Harbor Channel. 

Improving harbor at South Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $5.000, 

improving harborat White River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 

ag tf harbor at Marquette, Mich.: Continuing improvements and re- 
pairs, „900. 

For the purchase of the two improved water ways known asthe Portage Lake 
and River Improvement Company Canal, and the Lake Superior or Bop 
Railway and Iron Company Canal, being the improved harbors of refuge and 
the water communication across Keweenaw Point from Keweenaw Bay to Lake 
Superior, by way of Portage River and Lake,in the State of Michigan, and to 
make the same a free passage-way and harbors of refuge to commerce and nav- 
igation, $350,000: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until a 
fulland absolute conveyance of said two harbors of refuge, canals, easements, 
rights of way, piers,docks,and appurtenances of every nature belonging to or 
connected with said works, or either of them, has been made to the United States 
by the owner or owners thereof, and the Attorney-General shall have certified 
to the Secretary of War that the title is ect. 

Improving harbor at Abnapee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $5,000; andso 
much of the act of August 5, for the improvement of rivers and harbors, as 
relates to the harbor of Ahnapee, is hereby amended by striking out the words 
“ but no part of said sum is to be expended until the wharfage over the Govern- 
ment pier at that port shall be made free.” 

Improving harbor at Green Bay, Wis. : Continuing improvement, $3,500, 

Improving harbor at Kenosha, Wis. : eect a improvement, $5,000. 

Improving harbor at Kewaunee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $4,000. 

Improving harbor at Menomonee, Wis.: Compieting improvement, $9, 000. 

Improving harbor of refuge at Milwaukee, Wis.: Continuing improvement on 
bay and harbor, $80,000. 

Improving harbor at Oconto, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving harbor at Port Washington, Wis. : Continuing improvement, $2,000, 

Improving harbor at Racine, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $3,000, 

a shal harbor at Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin: mtinuing improvement, 


improving harbor at Su Bay and Saint Louis Bay, Wisconsin: Contin- 
Lg g perior Bay Bay, 


provement, 
Shebo; „ Wis. : Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving the harbor at 'd, Wis. 7 Contin’ g improvement, $10,000, 

mpo harbor at Duluth, Minn. : Continuing improvements, $50,000; of 
which sum one-half is to be in deepening and enlarging the ween 
Minnesota and Rice’s Points, and the other half is to be used in dredging and 
deepening the channel on the west side of Rice’s Point, and from thence to 
Grassy Point, on the north side of Saint Louis Bay, anog such dock-line as may 
be established | by the corporate authorities of Duluth, with the approval of the 
o 


‘ar, 
Improving harboratGrand Marias, Minn.: Continuing im ent, $10,000, 
Im proving harbor and bay at Humboldt, Cal.: Contin mer ramen 
100,000 : Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until the l2acres 
f land necessary to said improvement shall have been conveyed to the United 
States free of expense, and such conveyance been approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, after the Attorney-General of the United States shall have certified 
to the Secretary of War that the title igh, eaten 
Improving harbor at Oakland, Cal. : Continuing improvement, $62,500. 
Improving harbor at Red Wood, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 
Improving harbor at Wilmington, Cal. : Continuing improvement, $50,000. 
bie asia hae 3 harbor at San Luis Obispo, Cal.: Constructing a breakwater, ex- 
tending in a southeasterly direction, commencing at Whaler’s Point, $25,000, 
Improving harbor at Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $80,000, 
Improvement of the leation at entrance of Coos Bay, Oregon, $25,000. 
Improving Lubec Channel, Maine: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving Penobscot River, Maine: Continuing Palouse by widening 
ox el opposite Bangor and removing obstructions near y's Narrows, 


Improving Saco River, Maine: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Narragaugus River, Maine: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

Improving Cocheco River, New Ham re: Tocomplete improvement, 99,000, 

Improving Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

Improving Providence River and Naragansett Bay, Rhode Island: Continu- 
ing improvement, $25,000, 

Pi o oet Green Jacket Shoal, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, 


000. 

Improving Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

erates Connecticut River below Hartford, Conn.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $10,000. 

Improving Housatonic River, Connecticut, $5,000. 

Improving Thames River, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, $25,000, 

Improving Hell Gate, New York: pie Laer Ear vement, $100,000. 

Improving East Chester Creek, New York: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

Improving Hudson River, New York: Continuing improvement, $20,000; of 
bre rs $15,000 may be used for removing the rock in the channel at Van Wie’s 

‘oin 

Improving Newtown Creek and Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
$10,000; of which $2,500 to be ya tery on west branch, between Braspeth avenue 
and Dual Bridge, at Grand street and Metropolitan avenue; $2,500 to be ex- 
pended on main branch, between Easterly Grand Street Bridge to Metropolitan 
avenue; and balance on lower end, from Maspeth avenue to the mouth of the 


Improving Narrows at Lake Champlain, New York, from Benson, Vt., to canal 
locks at tehall, N. Y., $15,000; of which $2,000 may be used to remove Ferris 
Rock, Lake Champlain. 

a ES TEE PADRI BI Stew TAAS i AHARI DAOR ANO oe 

mprovin c River, New Jersey: Coni rove: A 
which $2,000 are to be used above Newark. p Ay 


uin; 
Improving Alleghen: River, Pennsylvania: Cont: 
iil 
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rapora Delaware River, Pennsylvania and New Jers Continuing im- 
provement from Trenton to its mouth, $125,000; of which hich $6,000 shall be ex- 
pended on said river and its tributaries above Bridesburg. 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to appoint s board of 
engineers to examine and survey the Delaware River in front of Philadelphia, 
Pa., with a view to removing Smith and Windmill Islands, together with adja- 
cent shoals, and to report, with retire preg fare necessity for such im- 

of said examination and sur- 


$3,500, 
provement ae 


Improving, Ry np ee and otherwise, the inland water way from Chinco- 
Cifncotea N EE od oerein he flan alae x to be used from 
ye “Indian River Bay: negroes improvement, $25,000. 
Appomattox River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $16,000 
an the ef of Engineers is directed to cause to be examined and Parmie 
and the cost estimated for diverting the water of the river above the omg at 
Petersburg to the old north channel, and report upon the same. 
Sapore Chickahominy River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 
se ey James River, Virginia: Continuing improvement below Rich- 
sr eee Natia i River, Virginia: Continuing im: $2,000. 
mpro’ pon er, ni n! g improvement, 
Popara New River, Virginia: Continuing improvement between the lead 
ap aa ythe County, the mouth of Wilson’ 's Creek, in Grayson County, 


Improving Pamunky River, Tignes Sep en 


ating improve: $2,000. 
ock River, V. 


uing improvement, $7,500. 
improvarsen $5,000, one- 
ver and the 


troad. 
Improving York River, Virginia: Continui. provement, $12,500. 
levee Dan River, Vi a aN North iag ioproTeme Continuing improve- 
n, Ue $1,500. 
oa iver OVirginias Continuing improvement by the con- 


Im ansemo: 
Imp ravine Bie tends B Ri aia d Kentucky: Continuing im- 
ro ver, an en 
a ep o fenik are to be expended on Tug Fork, in 


soene 
West fia ‘and $2,500 on Lavisa Keke. a in Kentucky. 
g Great reat Kanawha pecans West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
Guyandotte River. West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
Improving Elk River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
Torina Little Kanawha River, West Virginia: Contin maion kr 


500. But no toll shall be co! 
an 


aoe 
$175,000, 
Im 


manner War, rely the of any ot 

the mon nif herein appropriated for this work. 
Impro ng € Cape iver, North Carolina: Continuing ewan fk one m 
vile, of which sum $15,000 are to to be expended between Wilmingtonand Fayette- 
e. 


proving Contentnia Creek, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, 


$7508” 
Improving Currituck Sound, Coanjok Bay, and North River Bar, North Caro- 
lina: Continuing im rahaan typ! enn 
No Carolina: a 


Improving Neuse impro $12,000. 

Tmpatving New iver m North Carolina: Continuing improvement, 

eni, 8,008 Pamlico and Tar Rivers, North Carolina: Continuing aT 
men 


roving Trent River, North Carolina: sage nan Beam im 
aa makan i eherrin Ri 


Imp ver, North Carolina: cone bey $2,000. 
Improving Edisto Ri River, South Carolins E improvement, 
aa wing Great Pedee River, South Carolina: OEI tees improvement, 


Papcorink Salkahatchee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 


,000, 
Improving Santee River, South Carolina: Tenong improvement, $10,000. 
Hy Nilenod Waccamaw River, South Carolina: een midge improvement, 


Improving Wappoo Cut, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, gr 
Wateree River, South Carolina: Contin im: 
Im g Congaree River, South Carolina : Continuing improvement! Son 
ee Altamaha River, Geo: : Continuing improvement, 
ving Chattahoochee River, and Alabama: Continuing improve- 


roving Coosa River, Georgia and Alabama: Continuing improvement, 


‘he Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause a survey to 
ies made for = location of a channel in and along the Coosa River, in Alabama, 
from the rapids at Wetumpka to connect with the improvements already com- 
petoa on said river above the Ten Islands, and to direct the engineer 

survey to report as to the most feasible, economical, and suitable plan o; 
making such improvement, with the estimate of cost and the necessity for such 
improvement ia Re interests of navigation; the cost of said examination and 


survey to be d out of the sum appropriated by section 5 of this act. 
ag roving mins River, Geo; : Continuing improvement, $10, oor of which 
aeaa orig to be expended tween Albany and Montezuma, “and $7, $7,000 
y. 


Oe oe Ocmulgee River, Georgia: Continuing inpro verran ~ aed 
Improving Oconee River, Georgia: Pessar improvement, $4 
Improving Sa Augusta, Ga.: 


Ry ap vannah River, below To complete improvement, 
Improving A icola River, Florida: Continuing improyvemen! 000. 
Improvin hota hatchee River, Florida and a Ainbawins: Oo nie im- 
rovement, $7,500; of which sum $2,500 to be expended Delow Genera. and 


,000 to be expended between Geneva andi Newton, Ala. 
Improving Conecuh-Escambia River, Florida and Alabama : Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000; no part of which is to be used above Indian Creek. 


toes La Grange Bayou, Florida: permira improvemen 

ving Manatee River, Florida: Continuing TAPONEN $ B00 iga 
Improving ge channel over the bar at the mouth of Saint John’s Florida: 

Continuing impro 


vement, $125,000. 


Janon Suwanee River, Florida: Contin improvement, $2,500. 
Withlacoochee River, Florida: Co: im; 
ving ar ee River, as gont — een ame. 


aaa $4,000. 
z Continuing improvement from 


ST viene ne pi: Continuin. Tabee 
eSa below VINS Ste; nad DANCO VA mad 


. Impro Pro Be Sao = 
oj mot map ee , 
River, Mi i: aan pA eno isa $3,000; 
nded between Woodburn and Fears 


Improving BigSunflower 
of which $1, Too to be ex 
Contin’ 


Improving Noxubee River, Mississippi: vement, $2,500. 
ula River, Missizelp i: Continuing hinen includ- 


aa 
sii hss and from thers tot e mills at Moss Point, $1 
Rone Pearl River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $10,000; of 
which $ are to be expended between and 


Edinburg 
tween Carthage and Jackson, and the remainder below Jackson, 
at the mouth of East Pearl River, 

Improving Steele’s Bayou, Mississippi, including Washington Bayou: Con- 


tinuing improvement, $2,000. 
Improving Tallahatchee River, eige Fo oe ., $2,500. 


Improving Tchula Lake, o aop: Co 
“ Gontinuing improvement, 


neluding completing the work er 
reof as may be neces- 


a through survey cf the river from Fulton, 
St ee River and Bogue Falia, Louisiana: Continuing im- 


rovemen! 


kansas River, other than appropriations for the o0] ne oe shal 
be available for use under this head; and in future the engineer in charge 


this work and the of War shall make report upon the progress and 

needs of this work under head, gupon p piinsdeva 

_ i tee Se eee S naa A ere 
vent the Secretary ar from applying any part or n 

riated for use at Fort th, = Bh e Troas 

ding not ex i to remove the bar in front of Van Buren, or 

from allotting not 000 as a contingent fund for expenditure in Pine 


Improving Saint Eoma River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $2,000, 
Improving Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
PR removing aep ni and other obstructions in the Arkansas River, 


Improving Black River, Arkansas and Missouri, $2,500. 
Improving Big Hatchee River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $2,000, 
Improving Eme Fork River, Tennessee: uing impr improvement, 500. 
Im; Cumberland aoe Rennanees: ain tucky, below Nashville: 
s n *p 
paner ie Cami River, Tennessee and Kentucky: Continuing im- 
provement above Nashville, $100, 000; with a view to secure a uniform depth = 
the channel of 4 feet, commencing with the lock at or near the lower island 
nestha anal ich aes River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 


proving iver, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $1,000. 
om cae South Forked Deer Ri uing improvement, 


lose aAa Pg Tennessee River, Tennessee, above Chattanooga: Continuing im- 


provement, $2,500. 
BE eg td Tennessee River at Mussel Shoals, Little Mussel Shoals, Elk 
Shoals and Colbert Shoals, : Tocomplete improvementat those 
improving Sect Fork of Cumberland River, Kentucky: Continuing im- 
rovemen pe 
z Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, g ag 
Hat ibaan Tradewater River, Kentucky: Continuing improvemen' 
Imp: the falls of the Ohio River, at Louisville, Ky.: eer eat ha 
ment, acco: g to the last plan of the engineer in 000. 
the purchase of the eee own as the Green; and Barren River 
improvements, $150,000: Provided, That no partof said sum shall be expended 
until a full and absolute conveyance of said improvements, together with rights 
iers, docks, and appurtenances of every nature hee pie y 


ver, Tennessee: Contin’ 


of way, —— pi 
or connected with said im provan; by the owner or owners thereof, and 
Attorney-General of the States shall have certified to the Secretary of 
War that the title is 

Improving Muskingum River, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $50,000; and 
so much of the act of August 5, 1556, as provides that said act should not take ‘effect 
until “an of money ‘appropriated by said State for the improvement 
of said pred and which is not expended on the 15th day of July, 1886,” should 
be transferred to the United States, is hereby repealed; and so much of the sum 
of $20,000 ap bake ripe? for the improvement of said river in said act as is unex- 
pended is ane ante eaten ‘or the a oas protection pad improvement of 
na wine Detroit Ht = vor lca Oe Cor Continuing i t, $35,000. 

mpro ver, n provement, N 

Ion ving Saint Continuing improvement, 


ving Alabama 
ao ee Daniel's Crock: 
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Improving Saint Mary’s River, Michigan: Continuing improvement on new | and 


dam, and approaches, $100,000. 

Impro Saint Clair River, Michigan : Continuing oo sees by remoy- 

ing Middle Ground, in the river by «ste Port Huron, $15,000. 
mproving Hay Lake Channel, gan: Continuing improvement, $100,000. 

Improving Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $25,000; of 
MAs gaan fr to be used opposite Bay City, including the channel in front 
of West Bay City. 

Improving Chippewa River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement from the 
Dalles Dam to its mouth, $7,500, 

Improving Fox River, Wisconsin : Continuing improvement below Montello, 
$50,000; of which $5,000, or so much as may be necessary, may be expended in 
dredging the south channel at the outlet of Lake Winnebago. 

Improv: Saint Croix River, Wisconsin and Minnesota: Continuing im- 
provement, $10,000. 

Improving Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois: Continuing work on lock 
and at Grand Rapids, and on the river from Grand Rapids to its mouth, 
$25,000; and the further sum of $9,500, $7,000 of which is to be used at or near 
Grayville, and $2,500 


on the river above Vincennes. 

Improving White River, Indiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000 ; no part 
of pyle is to be expended until the bridges are so changed us not to obstruct 
navigation. 

Improving Calumet River, Illinois and Indiana: Continuing improvement, 
$12,500; of which sum $4,500 are to be expended between the Forks and one-half 
mile east of Hammond, Ind: Provided, however, That no part of said sum, nor 
any sum heretofore appropriated, except the said $4,500 for the river above the 
Forks, and $11,250 eee acy by the river and harbor act of Angus 5, i 
to be used between the Forks and one-half mile east of Hammond, Ind., shal 
be expended until the entire right of way as set forth in Senate Executive Doo- 
ument No. 9, second session Forty-seventh Congress, shall have been conveyed 
to the United States free of expense, and the United States shall be fully released 
from all liability for — to adjacent property owners, to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of War; and if any of the owners of real estate uired to be 
taken or that is damaged for the purpose of straightening caps ie that por- 
tion of the Calumet River for which the approp: on herein is now made, can 
not be induced to convey to the United States such so required, and 
release their claim for damages caused by said improvement, or should the 
owner or owners be incapable of conveying and releasing, or should his or her 
name or residence be unknown, ôr he or she be a non-resident of the State of 
Tilinois, it shall then be the duty of the United States attorney for the northern 
district of Illinois to immediately file a paon in any court having jurisdiction 
a, in Pe paanan as orana gaiei pmi lawsofthe ig oe He aai in a 
cases, for purpose of ascertaining the just compensation paid to the 
respective owners of the land taken or damaged: Provided, however, That the 
other owners of property and ies interested in said improvement shall first 
execute a bond to the United to be approved by the Secretary of War, 
for the payment of the costs of such proceedings, and to pay any judgment that 
may be rendered therein; and on failure to do so the proceedings shall be dis- 
missed. 

Improving Illinois River, Ilinois: Continuing improvement, $115,000, 

And for the pupos of making and maintaining a continuous water way from 
the waters of e Michigan tothe Mississippi River, to be not less than 160 feet 
in width and 7 feet in depth at low-water mark, the of War is hereby 
authorized and directed to cause a survey to be made of the Illinois and Des 
Plaines Rivers from the city of La Salle to Lake Joilet, with a view to the im- 
provement of said rivers by a system of locks and dams, of such height and di- 
mensions as maintain a water way of the depth and width aforesaid be- 
tween said places, and of a capacity for steamboats equal to that now furnished 
by the locks and dams now constructed and being constructed on the Illinois 


River. 

And the said Secretary of War is also authcrized and directed to cause to be 
surveyed and located a canal of the width and depth hereinbefore mentioned 
from Lake Joliet to the waters of Lake Michi; at or near the city of Chicago, 
with locks of the same size as those on the Illinois River; that is, 350 feet in 
length and 75 feet in width. And in the survey and location of said canal it is 
hereby provided that the Illinois and Michigan Canal, or so much or such parts 
thereof as may be deemed advisable, may be included in the location and con- 
struction of the same, it being the intention to have said canal constructed on 
the shortest and best line from Lake Joliet to such point on Lake Michigan as 
may be determined upon by the said Secretary of War, having due regard to 
the cost of construction. 

And the said Secretary of War is also further authorized and directed to cause 
to be located, on such line as he may approve, from the Illinois River ator near 
the town of Hennepin to the ppi River at or above the mouth of Rock 
River, a canal, to be constructed 89 feet wide at the water-line and to havea 
depth of not less than 7 feet of water, with locks 170 feet long and 30 feet wide, 
and also a ni feeder for said canal; said canal to be known as the Illi- 
nois and Mississippi Canal. 

The Secretary of War shall cause to be made and submitted to Congress de- 
tailed plans for the construction of said canals and feeder, and for the im- 
provement of the Illinois and Des Plaines Rivers from La Salle to Lake Joliet, 
together with estimates of the cost of such construction and improvement, 

And for the purpose of making said surveys and locating said canals and 
feeder, in addition to any ——— balance which may remain of the amount 
appropriated in the river and bor act approved August 5, 1886, for defraying 
the nses of the board of engineers therein authorized and directed to report 
upon the acquisition and improvement of the Illinois and Michigan Canal and 
the construction of the Hennepin Canal, which may be for that purpose, 
the further sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be _ is hereby 
Provided, however, That no work shall be done and no part of the 
ropriated expended until the State of Illinois shall, by proper 
and sufficient legislation, cede to the United States all right, title, and interest 
which the State may have to any locks, dams, or other improvements now ex- 
isting on the Illinois River, and to so much or s parts of the Illinois and 
M Canal as lie between Lake Joliet and the City of Chicago, which may 
be uired in the location and construction of the canal herein provided for 
from e Joliet to Lake Michigan. 

Improving Gasconade River, Missouri: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

Improving Osage River, Missouri: Continuing improvement by snagging and 
removing o ctions, $2,500. 

Improving Black River, Arkansasand Missouri, up to Poplar Bluff, Mo. : Con- 
tinuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Little River, Missouri and Arkansas, from Hornersville to the 
junction of Little River with Saint Francis River, $5,000. 

Improving Saint Francis River, Missouri and Arkansas, fram Greenville to the 
Arkansas State line, $5,000. 

Improving Red River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, 


Improving Yellowstone River, Montana and Dakota: Continuing improve- 
ment, $12,500, 
Improving Mokelumne River, California, by removing obstructions, $1,500. 


appropriated: 
money hereby ap; 


Im a Joaquin River and Stockton and Mormon Sloughs, California: 
Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

Improvii ito and Feather Rivers, California: Continuing improve- 
ment, $10,000; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to use for snagging 


dredging operatioys only $30,000 of the money heretofore appropriated for 
improving said river, in addition to the amount pet Corer se by the act of August 
5, 1886, for improvement of rivers and harbors. $ 
Cascadesof Columbia River, Oregon: Continuing 


Improving canal around the 
improvement, $150,000. 

Impro the Upper Columbia River, including Snake Rivyer, Oregon and 
Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 


‘ash: 
The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board of three 
engineers from the United States Army whose duty it be to thoroughly ex- 
amine the obstructions to navigation in the Columbia River at The Dalles and 
Celilo Falls, and at Three and Ten Mile Rapids, and to report to the Secretary 
of War, on or before the first Monday in December next, as to the feasibility 
and advisability of overcoming such obstructions by means of a boat-railway 
at the Dalles and Celilo Falls, and by widening, to a navigable status for } 
tonnage river-boats, the channel of said river at Three and Ten Mile Rapi 
accompanied by careful and detailed plans, with estimates of the cost and a 
statement as to the usefulness of such improvements to navigation and of their 
relations and value to commerce; and said board shall also report, at the same 
time, as to any other plan or project for overcoming said obstructions at said 
ints, whereby said normal eo to navigation may be removed, which in the 
Rataan of said board may be deemed either more desirable than the above 
or worthy of consideration by the Secretary of War and Congress, and shall re- 
pon detailed plans, with estimates of the cost of such pro improvement or 
mprovements, and as to their relations to commerce and usefulness to naviga- 
tion; and said board shall report which of said projects is by it deemed most 
advisable. And the Secretary of War shall transmit said report to Congress, at 
its next session, with his own views and those of the Chief of Engineers of the 
United States Army thereon; and the sum of $15,000, or somuch thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated to defray the cost of making said examina- 
tion and survey and the expenses of said board. 

Improving the mouth of the Columbia River, m, $300,000. 

Improving Lower Willamette River, and Colum River below Portland, 
Oreg.: Continuing improvement, $80,000; of which $5,000 is to be used on the 
river in front of Portland. 

Improving the Upper Willamette River above Portland, Oreg.: Continuing 
improvement, $7,500. 

Improving uille River, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $12,500. 

Improving Umpqua River, m: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Chehalis River, Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, 


000. 
I toporne Cowlitz River, Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, 


yee gta, BESE Steilaquamish, Nootsack, Snohomish, and Snoqualmie 
Rivers, Washington Territory: Mgt seem 2 Hey dep mnas $10,000. 

Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City: Continuing improve- 
ment, $300,000; of which sum $5,000 may between the southern limits of 
pena tg eo and the head of Lake Contrary, if in the judgment of the Commis- 
sion necessary, 

Improving Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continuing im- 
provement, under the direction of the Secre of War, $50,000. 

For removing obstructions in the Missouri River, $11,000. 

Improving the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $175,000; of which sum 
$25,000 s be used in enlarging the canal basin near the locks at Louisville, 
Ky., as recommended in the neer’s Report for 1885, at 1804; also asum 
not ex $20,000 may be used for the improvement of Davis Island Dam, if 
necessary; also $25,000 in removing the rock obstruction at the mouth of Lick- 
ing River; also $7,500 of said Ohio River appropriation may be expended in 


constructing an ice-pier, pursuant to the presen fl ie: lans of the 
That the Secretary 


Chief of Engineers, at or near Portsmouth, Ohio: 
of War is hereby authorized and directed to obtain, if he can do so without cost 
to the United States, a ao lease or conveyance of the riparian rights of 
the property owners at locality, in the event said ice-pier shall be located 
where there is no improved landing-place: And provided further, That at said 
locality, if there is an improved landing, he shall first obtain a relinquishment 
of wharfage rights and dues in favor of water-craft seeking protection from 
pase oh ice; and no partof this appropriation shall be or such purpose 
until the fo ing conditions are complied with. 

For continuing operations upon the reservoirs at the headwaters of the Mis- 
sissippi River, $20,000; to be expended in care and maintenance of dams a 
increasing the lift of the Pokegama Reservoir,in survey of Sandy Lake an 
River, and in securing the title, for reservoir purposes, to the low lands below 
the Pokegama Reservoir. 

For Sparing seag-Soes on Upper Mississippi River, $10,000. 

ppi River between Aitken and Grand Rapids: Continuing 
improvement, $7,500. 


bar at the mout pe Creek: Continuin: 

Improving Mississippi ver from the mouth o 
mouth of the Ohio River, including the completion of the work at Alton, and, 
at the discretion of the Secretary of War, the protection of the Illinois shore 
——— the mouth of the Missouri River: Continuing improvement, $150,000; 
of which $12,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended in ex- 
tending the work for the protection of the eastwardly bank of the Mississippi 
River at ` the prevention of its wash or erosion, commencing at the 
southerly end of the present Government revetment work and continuing 
down stream, and $12,500 for continuing improvement at Cape Girardeau, Mo., 
and Montona Point, Illinois: Provided, That the Secretary of War, in his discre- 
tion, may use not to exceed $25,000 of said sum of $150,000 to correct the cur- 
rent of the river and improve the channel at Saint Louis. 

Improving Mississippi River from Head of the Passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River: Genny ee $1,500,000 ; which sum shall be expended, 
under the direction of Secre of War, in accordance with the plans, j- 
fications, and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission, and for 
the salaries and traveling expenses of the members thereof: That no 
portion of this avpropriation shall be expended to repair or build levees for the 
purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands or private property by 
overflows: Provided, however, That the commission is authorized to repair and 
build levees if, in their judgment, it should be done as part of their plan toafford 
ease and safety to the navigation and commerce of the river and to deepen the 
channel: An at ead glee! That no work of bank protection or revetment 
shall be executed in said reaches or elsewhere unless, in the judgment of the 
commission, the completion of the permeable contracting works, and the estab- 
lishment of a uniform width of the high-water channel, will not secure the de- 
sired stability of the river banks: Provided, however, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall prevent the construction of revetment works where the ks are 


caving at Greenville Reach, Delta Point, in front of the cities of Vicksburg, Mem- 
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his, Hickman, Columbus, and Plaquemine: And provides further, That contrac- 
Fetes shall be built at the same time in the wide portions of the river imme- 
diately aboye the said revetment works. Of the amount herein appropriated 
for the Lower Mississippi, $75,000 are to be expended in continuing beg work in 


pose at New Orleans; $100,000 for the rectification of the Red an: 
ya Rivers by preventing further enlargement of the latter stream and restrict- 
ing its outlet Seer eg aud for keeping open a navigable channel through the 
mouth of Red or Old River into the ippi; $50,000 in improving na 
tion in the Greenville Reach by paginas, A bank at Greenyillefrom 
caving; $50,000 for improving the river at Vicksburg, and $25,000 in completing 
the work on the river at Memphis; also $50,000 for work on the river at Hick- 
man, $25,000 for work on the river at Columbus, Ky., and $40,000 for work onthe 
river at Plaquemine, La. 

For examinations and surveys at South Pass, Mississippi River, pursuant to 
the act of March 3, 1875, $10,000. 

For survey of the Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to its head- 
gg ere eh oy Tarer Mii i d its tributaries, 

‘or gau waters wer iver an as 

provided ny A PS, $5,000. 


joint resolution of February 21, 

For continuing the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the 
Mississippi River, $35,000. 

For gauging the waters in the Columbia River, $1,000. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of Waris hereby directed, at his discretion, to cause 
examinations or surveys, or both, e, and the cost of improvements to 


be estimated, at the following localities, to wit: 
Kennebec River, Maine, to complete survey from Augusta to Bath, inclu- 


ive. 

Saint "s River and harbor at Thomaston, Me, 

Cheat River, West Virginia and Pennsylvania. 

Belfast Harbor, Maine. 

A cet Serpe Creek, Delaware. 

Peekskill Harbor, New York, with a view to a channel through the shoals suf- 
ficient for the needs of commerce. 

Mississippi River between Saint Paul and Saint Anthony Falls, to ascertain 
the most practicable method of permanently improving it, and the cost of the 


same. 

Red River of the North, and the lakes tributary to the said river, with a view 
to retaining the waters by means of dams, 

Minnesota River from its mouth to Mankato, to ascertain the best method of 
making navigable this river, and the cost of the same. 

Pee yt d of mouth of the Au Sable River, Michigan, with a view to a 12-foot 
anne! 

White River, Arkansas, at Newport. 

River, Florida. 

The Ohio River at Owensborough, Ky., with a view to prevent the caving of 

Soyer at bee place. KES 
pp River, s 

‘Acquia Creek. Virgina 

Flint River Sh above Albany, Ga. 

Homosassa River, Florida. 

Saint John’s River, Florida, from its mouth to its headwaters. 

Indian River, Florida. : 

Entrance at Mosquito Inlet, Florida, up to the town of New Smyrna. 

Th pre tebe recipe Bee d Old Tampa Ba ith a view to creating 

e ne ween pa Bay an y, with a view 
an 18-foot channel on the two bars. rs 

Levisa Fork River, Kentucky, from its junction with Big Sandy to Piketon. 

Resurvey and re-estimate of the cost of procuring the sites and constructing 

harbors at the mouth of Willow River, in Kentucky, and at the mouth of 
Crawford Creek, in the State of Ohio, near Cincinnati, 

Black River, Saint Clair County, Michigan, from its mouth to the Grand Trunk 
Iron Bridge, with a view to obtaining 15 feet of water, 

Troutburg Harbor, New York, 

Charles River from Boston to Watertown, Mass. 

Entrance of Salt Pond, near Point Juđith, Rhode Island, with a view to estab- 
lishing a harbor of refuge. 

g-Place Cove, near Seaconnet Point, Rhode Island, with a view to con- 
structing a breakwater. 

Mouth of Double Bayou, in Galveston Bay, Texas. 

Ship Island Harbor, Mississippi, with a view to obtaining an 18-foot channel as 
Wappingers Greek, New York, from Wappinger’s Falls to its mouth 

pinger’s „New Yor! m Wappinger’s Fa! mouth, 

Willamette River from Oswego to Oregon City. 

Cœur d'Alene River, Idaho Territory, at its mouth, 

Saint Joseph tole ye idaho Territory, at its mouth, 

Bayou peg arene uisiana, 

Bayou La Fourche, Louisiana. 

Bayou Black, Louisiana, 

casieu Pass, Louisiana, 

Calcasieu River, Louisiana. 

Sabine River, Louisiana and Texas. 

Vineyard Haven Harbor and its vicinity, Massachusetts. 

Mouth of the Guadaloupe River, Texas. 

Glen Haven Harbor, Michigan, with a view to a breakwater. 

Grand River, Michi with a view to making a 12-foot channel from its 
mouth to Grand Rapids. 

Black River, Michigan, from its mouth tothe upper railroad bridge, with a 
view to maraga 15-foot channel. 

Saint Joseph River, Michigan, from its mouth to Berrien Springs. 

To procure a straight channel between Bar Point Light-house and Bois Blanc 

at the mouth of the Detroit River. 

Cohasset Harbor, Massachusetts 

Waymouth River, Massachusetts, 

Alloway Creek, New Jersey. 

Northeast River, Maryland. 

Elk River, Maryland. 

Mouth of the Sciota River, with a view to an ice-harbor. 

Sec, 3. The Secretary of War may cause proceedings to be instituted, in the 
name of the United States, in any court paying josadioon of such proceedings, 
for the acquirement by condemnation of any land or material Deeded to enable 
him to prosecute such worksor the improvements of rivers and harbors; such 
proceedings to be prosecuted in accordance with the laws relating to suits for 

e condemnation of eating of the States wherein the proceedings may be in- 
stituted: Provided, however, That when the owner of coh 5 land or ksieni shall 
fix a price for the same which in the opinion of the Secre! of War shali be 
reasonable, he may purchase the same at such peas without further delay. 

Sec. 4. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply the moneys here- 
im appropriated for ae? wigtayeorm other than surveys ana in = 

on the various works, by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical 
and advantageous to the Government, Where said works are done by contract 
such contract shall be made after sufficient public advertisement for proposals, 
in such manner and form as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and such con- 
tracts shall be made with the lowest sible bidders, accom ied by such 
securities as the Secretary of War 1 require, conditioned for the faithful 
prosecution and completion of the work according to such contract, and for the 


peonpi pe t of all liabilities incurred in the prosecution thereof for labor 

Sec, 5. For , and contingencies, and for incidental re- 
for which there is no appropriation, for rivers and harbors, $1! 

? no survey shall be made of any or rivers until the 

of Engineers shall have directed iminary examination of the same 

by the local in of ict, or an engineer detailed for the 


the 
purpose; and such local or detailed engineer shall report to said Chief of Engi- 
neers whether, in his opinion, said harbor or river is worthy of improvement, 
and shalistate in such fully and Saien emas et reasonson which 
he bases such ve demands of com- 


of such survey if, in his F aay tomy rras harbor or river proposed to be surveyed be 
worthy of im ement by the General Government; and he shall report to the 
Secretary of War the facts, and what public necessity or convenience may be 
subserved thereby, together with the full reports of the local engineer. Said re- 
ss of preliminary examinations and surveys shall be made to the House of 
presentatives, and are hereby ordered to be printed when so made. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to offer some amendments to the amendment just read. In line 211 
of the reported amendment “‘ improving of entrance to Galveston Har- 
bor, Texas,” Imove, after the word ‘‘ hundred,”’ toinsert ‘‘ and twenty- 
five;’’ so as to read ‘* $225,000.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 211 of the committee’s amendment, after 
the word ‘‘hundred,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘and twenty-five;’’ so 
as to make the item read: 

Improving of entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing improve- 
ment, $225,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 223, *‘ for improving harbor at Cleveland, 
Ohio,” I move to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert “‘ fifty.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How is that? Have we gone through the amend- 
ment reported by the committee in print? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All that has been read is one single 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, and now the committee are 
proposing amendments to the amendment. This amendment to the 
amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 223 of the committee’s amendment it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five,” before ‘‘thousand,’’ and insert 
“ fifty;’? so as to make the item read: r 

Improving harbor at Cleveland, Ohio, on the last plan projected, $50,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 280 I move to strike out ‘‘forty’’? and 
insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make the item read: 

Improving and repairing harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Mich.: Continuing 
improvement, $50,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Inline 392, ‘‘improving Pawtucket River, Rhode 
Island,” after the word ‘‘twenty’’ I move to add “‘five;’’ soas to make 
the amount of the arm $25,000. : 

The PRESID. pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In line 392 of the committee’s amendment it is 
pro to insert the word ‘‘five’’ after the word ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to 


Improving Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, $25,000, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the committee recommend any reduction? 
The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. After line 793, I move to insert: 

uaproving Saint Joseph River, Michigan, from its mouth to Berrien Spring, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there an estimate for that? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. After the word ‘‘improvement,’’ in line 1091, I 
move to strike out ‘‘one hundred and fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘two hundred;”’ 
so as to make the item read: 

Improving the mie ate River from the mouth of the Illinois River to the 
mouth of the Ohio River, including the completion of the work at Alton, and, 
at the discretion of the of War, the protection of the Illinois shore 
opposite the mouth of the Missouri River: Continuing improvement, $200,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that explained and why we 
are to protect the Illinois shore. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is all embraced in the recommendation ot 
the board of engineers. 

Mr. CULLOM. I can give someinformation on that subject. Where 
the Mississippi River runs between those two States, on the Missouri 
side the shore is rocky pretty much all the way. On the Illinois side 
it is alluvial soil, and it is constantly going into the river, so that it 
needs protection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who owns the land along there? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is owned by various people. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the point of this is to protect the property 
of private land owners from its being eaten up by this river. 

Mr. CULLOM. This is just what has heen done every year for fifty 
years or more I t. It is not so much for the protection of the 
property as it is to protect and secure the channel in some particular 
place. In thisriverat those places where the soil is alluvial and where 


The question is on the amendment 
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the river is bending, crooked, the channel would not remain in the 


same location a year at a time scarcely anywhere along there. The | so as to 


purpose is to protect the river and not the holders of land. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont has made a very important 
statement to the Senate, and I should like to have him state the au- 
thority on which he makes it. He states that this is not to protect 
the channel of the river, but to protect private owners of land. If the 
Senator makes the statement on authority we are entitled to know it. 
Of course we do not want to do such a thing, and I should like to have 
him state his knowledge on that subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not happen to make that statement, in the 
first place, and in the next place, whatever statement I did make I 
made on my own authority, which is sufficient authority for me. 

The statement that I made was before the explanation of the Senator 
from Illinois, that this appeared to be really—I am not using my 
language, but the substance of it—for the protection of the Illinois 
shore opposite the mouth of the Missouri River. Then I made an in- 
quiry about that point, and said that it appeared then to be for the 

rotection of these land-owners who owned the land. After that the 
ator from Illinois said it was to protect the river against the land, 
and not the land against the river. Whether that meant that the land 
was likely to overcome the river, and that the river needed to be pro- 
tected from the incursions of the land, was not very clearly stated. 

But, speaking seriously, it really comes back, as my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts must know, and does know, to the question whether, on the 
idea that itis for the interest of navigation to keep channels in par- 
ticular places, the whole of the shores (wherever they are exposed from 
want of rocky margins) of the river system of the United States are to 
be kept from being encroached upon by the floods and the water and 
the eatingup of rivers. If youapply ittothe Illinois River orthe Mis- 
souri River or the Mississippi River or any other river you must fairly 
on principle apply it to all. 

Of course I would admit, taking the delta of the Mississippi, where 
there are a dozen months, that in order to get water enough in one 
place to carry a ship, if it is necessary to stop some of the others, it 
would be a perfectly exertion of power. When it comes to the 
fact, as I am informed and believe it to be the fact, that in the great 
mass of the instances of the changing of the line of a stream by the 
erosion of its banks, a powerful stream like the Mississippi, the ex- 
penditure is not for navigation so much as it is to prevent the destruc- 
tion of private property along its shores, and that is a sort of thing I 
do not like to vote for. : 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont made the unqualified asser- 
tion, in the first place, that this was to protect private property on the 
banks. It seemed to me, of course, that it would be a great wrong for 
the committee to come in here and ask to have an appropriation made 
for that purpose—that the committee had either been very reckless or 
were endeavoring to thislead the Senate. Now he says that he said it 
on his own knowledge, and no other; that he said it before he had made 
any inquiry of the Senator from’ Dlinois; and that is a specimen of the 
style in which members deal with this river and harbor bill—wild, 
unqualified, reckless assertions, founded on nothing and made before 
inquiry. 

T EDMUNDS. Iam much obliged to my friend from Massachu- 
seets for his opinion about my assertion, and it is as good for him as my 
opinion for myself, and no better. The assertion that I made was almost 
a literal repetition of the very language of this amendment of the com- 
mittee, ‘‘the protection of the Illinois shore opposite the mouth of the 
Missouri River’’—not the protection of the river, the ing of its 
channel within bounds so that ships could pass upon it, but itis to pro- 
tect the shore; and my expression therefore was almost a literal repeti- 
tion of the very language of the bill; and that is what I believe it is 
still. 

Mr. CULLOM. While the language is as the Senator from Vermont 
states, I take it that he and every other Senator knows or believes that 
the purpose of the va trap is to protect the channel of the river 
so that steamboats and their officers going up and down that river may 
know from one day to another where the channel of the riveris. I 
happen to know myself that there are places between Saint Louis and 
Cairo on the Illinois side of the river, and there may be one or two on 
the other side, where it is absolutely necessary that the Government 
should give protection to the channel in order to keep the river any- 
where within the bounds of where it is now. 

The improvement is not, as has been said, for the purpose of protect- 
ing the men who own the land or of protecting the land from invasion, 
as the Senator from Vermont indicates that my language in the first in- 
stance conveyed; but it is for the purpose of protecting the channel of 
the river with a view to the protection of the commerce that goes up 
and down it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I also, in accordance with the amendment al- 
ready made—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment to the amendment 
has not yet been acted on. The question is on to it. 

The amendment to the amendment was to, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I now move to the amount in line 1102 
d with the amendment just made. It is a proviso, 
and refers to the amount appropriated in the first clause of the item. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read. 
The SECRETARY. In line 1102 it is proposed to strike out ‘‘one 
hundred and fifty” and insert ‘‘two hundred;” so as to read: 


Provided, That the Secretary of X discret 
$25,000 of said sum of $200,000 fares nge apeere epad y edd a 
channel at Saint Lonis. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is to conform the amount named in the pro- 
viso to the amount of the appropriation. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Now I refer back to line 352, and move to strike 
out the words ‘‘ by the corporate authorities of Duluth,” after ‘ estab- 
lished;”’ so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Duluth, Minn.: Continuing improvements, $50,000; of 
which sum one-half is to be used in deepening and enlarging the basin between 
Minnesota and Rice's Points, and the ether half is to be used in dred and 
deepening the channel on the west side of Rice's Point, and from nce to 
Grassy Point, on the north side of Saint Louis Bay, along such dock-line 
be established, with the approval of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Now, in section 2, which provides merely for 
surveys, after line 29, I move to insert: 

West Neck River, Princess Anne County, Virginia. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 45 of the same section I move to strike 
ane words ‘* River, in,” and insert ‘“‘ Run, at Covington,” so as to 
read: 

Resurvey and re-estimate of the cost of procuring the sites and constructing 
ice-harbors at the mouth of Willow Run, at Covington, Ky. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In the same line I move to strike out “‘ Craw- 
ford’’ and insert ‘‘Crawfish;’’ so as to read ‘‘Crawfish Creek.” This 
is a mere matter of the correction of a name. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. At the end of line 84 of section 2 I move to in- 
sert: 

With a view to making a 20-foot channel. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that explained. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Itis for a survey. 

ot EDMUNDS. I know it; but where is the place and what is the 
idea ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. As I propose to amend it the clause will read: 

To peace a straight channel between Bar Point light-house and Bois Blanc 
a „at the mouth of the Detroit River,with a view to making a 20-foot chan- 
nel, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How is it now? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is merely kta, 
neers shall direct a survey of this locality 
improvement in the stream. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not seem to read so in the paragraph. 
It is ‘‘to procure a straight channel,” 

Mr. McMILLAN, The first clause of section 2 will explain: 


That the Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his discretion, to cause exami- 
nations, &c, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. No objection. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line86 of section 2 I moveto strike out ‘* Way- 
mouth River’’ and insert what I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Monatiquot and Weymouth, Fore River. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator passes from that section I shoul? 
like to call his attention to one line. In line 51 the deseription is: 

Charles River, from Boston to Watertown, Mass. 

That would do very well for the old Boston, and I suppose that is 
what it means ; but Boston now includes Brighton. I think it would 
be better to say, ‘‘ Charles River, from its mouth to Watertown, Mass.” 

That is what is meant, I suppose. 

Mr.McMILLAN. The clause is now in the language of the House 
bill. We made no change. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask that thatamendment be made so as to make the 
item read : 

Charles River, from its mouth to Watertown, Mass. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Striking out “‘ Boston?” 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 51 of section 2 I move to amend by strik- 
ing out “Boston” and inserting ‘‘its mouth; ™ so as to read: 

Charles River, from its mouth to Watertown, Mass. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. After line 71 of the same section I move to in- 
sert: 

Bayou Teche and Bayou Vermillion, Louisiana. 
The amendment to the amendment was to. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I move to strike out lines 80 and 81 of section 2. 


that the Chief of Engi- 
th a view to making an 
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vee PRERIDENE pro tempore. The lines proposed to be stricken out 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out lines 80 and 81 of 
section 2, as follows: 
Saint Joseph River, Michigan, from its mouth to Berrien Springs. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McMILLAN. These are all the committee amendments. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move toamend, on page 69, line 696, by 
striking out “twenty-five” and inserting “ fifty.” I hope there will 
be no objection to this amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What is the Senator’s motion ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘“‘twenty-five,” in 
line 696, on page 69, and insert ‘‘fifty.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senate Committee on Commerce increased 
that item as it is contained in the House bill $25,000. The improve- 
ment of the Arkansas River was formerly conducted in three separate 
reaches, and separate appropriations were made for each division. The 
Engineer Corps have now adopted a plan by which the whole river 
within the points mentioned constitutes one improvement, and the 
House of Representatives appropriated $100,000 for it. We increased 
that amonnt $25,000, and the committee all thought that was as much 
of an increase as should be made. Of course the improvement now 
can be eonducted without interruption. I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. What has been stated by the chairman of 
the committee is true, but there are some other facts also true in this 
connection. 

The House of Representatives recommended an appropriation of 
$100,000 for that reach of the Arkansas River extending from Wichita, 
Kans., to Fort Gibson. There was no appropriation and no estimate 
made for the river from Fort Gibson to Little Rock, a very much 
longer line than the one for which the estimate was made. 

After that estimate was sent into the House of Representatives the 
Engineer Department submitted an additional couaats for that reach 
of the river not estimated for at first. They estimated that it would 
require $1,300,000 to improve the river, and said that $200,000 could 
be madeavailable in the ensuing fiscal year for which this bill provides, 

I believe the practice of the committee has been to give 25 per cent. 
of what has been asked for as a rule. The major part of this river 
which is now put together and all to be treated as one, was not esti- 
mated for in the House of Representatives, and there was no appropri- 
ation made for it at all. The truth is it would be a reasonable appro- 

riation to double this sum in consideration of the fact that the whole 
ength of river provided for in the Senate amendment is more than 
double what was provided for in the House bill. This comes clearly 
within the rule of the committee; and I confess I am somewhat aston- 
ished that a member of the Committee on Commerce should object to 
the reasonable appropriation of $150,000 for this immense line of river. 

I hope the Senate will adopt the amendment I have offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In addition to the amount appropriated, there is 
$75,000 of the former appropriation still unexpended. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 16, noes 18; 
not a quorum voting. 

Mr, BERRY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Just as the vote was being submitted to 
the Senate the chairman of the committee stated that there was an 
appropriation which had been previously made, and which could be 
used in connection with this. He did not make the additional state- 
ment that that was for a part of the river that has not come into this 
discussion at all. 

As the river has been heretofore treated there have been three reaches, 
one from Wichita to Fort Gibson, one from Fort Gibson to Little Rock, 
and another from Little Rock tothe mouth. Estimates have been 
made and the river has been worked on from Little Rock to the mouth. 
For that $100,000 was formerly appropriated, and $76,000 of that re- 
mains unexpended, and of course will be available. At this session of 
Congress the engineers estimated $250,000 for the reach from Wichita 
to Fort Gibson, One hundred thousand dollars was appropriated for 
that by the House of Representatives in this bill, but there was not a 
dollar appropriated by the House of Representatives for more than halt 
the river extending from Fort Gibson to Little Rock. Now we ask that 
the bill be amended in such a way as to include all three of these reaches 
in one work, to be estimated for and controlled together. If $100,000 
was a reasonable appropriation from Wichita to Fort Gibson, a quarter 
of a million dollars would be a reasonable appropriation for the river 
from Fort Gibson to Little Rock, and we ask only an addition of $50,000 
where Anke Engineer Department estimated that $200,000 could be made 
available. 

There is a misapprehension, it seems to me, on the part of gentlemen 
who refuse us this appropriation of $50,000 only for about half the river, 
whereas $176,000 is for the other half. It is an improper distribution 
of the money if the river were to be treated separately, but it is all put 
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together. We ask for only the sum of $150,000 in this bill for the im- 
rovement of three times as much of the river ‘as the House provided 
8100, 000 for in the original bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to call the attention of the Senate and 
of the Senator from Arkansas to the provision in this item of appro- 
priation itself. The provision is: 

And all moneys now to the credit of be reser sections of the Arkansas River, 
other ss propriations for the operating of snag-boats, arg be available for 
head; and in future the engineer in charge of this work and the 
jar of War shall make report upon the progress eh needs of this work 
under this head, instead of reporting upon disconnected projects, as heretofore, 

This applies all the appropriations made upon the various stretches 
of this river to the improvement under this plan, and in addition to the 
amount On hand we have appropriated here $125,000. An increase of 
$25,000 over the appropriation made by the other House is certainly as 
much as can be fairly asked in this instance. I hope the Senate will 
yote down the amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the chairman of the committee will 
bear in mind that since the appropriation was made by the House of 
Representatives of $100,000 an estimate has been made by the proper 
engineer officers for $1,300,000, and the committee have only allowed 
$125,000 of that $1,300,000. 

The distance from Wichita to the mouth of the Arkansas River is 
about 1,000 miles in round numbers, and yet for rivers of less impor- 
tance five times this appropriation has been allowed in the bill and not 
one word of complaint made by the committee. 

There is no river in this country outside of the Mississippi River that 
is more important than the Arkansas River from its source to its mouth, 
and the committee of that additional estimate of $1,300,000 have only 
allowed us $125,000. We simply ask that they give us $50,000 for the 
middle reach where $100,000 had been given for the upper reach from 
Wichita to Fort Gibson. We think it is just and fair; we think it 
modest; we think it far less than many other rivers of less importance 
receive. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. From the statement in the report of the engi- 
neers a ded to the report of the committeeit appears that the amount 
which is estimated as necessary for the completion of this project is 
$1,696,900. That is for the completion of the project; but the amount 
that can be profitably expended in the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1888, is $250,000. This is the expenditure for this year. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like the chairman of the com- 
mittee to state, which he ought in fairness to do, that that $250,000 
was not an estimate made for the whole river but for only a section 
of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senate will grant this small increase asked 
by the Senator from Arkansas. This river affects the t wheat- 
growing part of the West. By reason of the passage of the interstate 
commerce bill our great water ways assume a very great Tapolan as 
com; with what has been done heretofore with to transpor- 
tation in that section of the country; and it would be, I think, an unwise 
expenditure of public money to put a small sum upon this important 
stream and deny to it that which would put it to some extent in a nav- 
see cameron I therefore hope that this amendment will be 
adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] to the amendment of the 
pcr i ay on Commerce, upon which the yeas and nays have been 
o 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
GRAY]. Ido not know how he would vote if he were present. 

Mr. BERRY, I will take the responsibility of saying that the Sen- 
ator from Delaware would vote for this amendment if he were here. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I vote ‘‘yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—3%6, 
Beck, Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Plum! 
So Dawes, McPherson, b, 
burn, Eustis, Manderson, Sabin, 
Bowen, Evarts, Maxey, Spooner, 
Brown. George, Mitchell of Oreg., Vance, 
Butler, Hampton, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Call, H: Morrill, althall, 
Cheney, i Payne, Williams, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—14. 
Cameron, Farwell, Kenna, Sherman, 
Coke, ©, MoMillan, 
Conger, Gibson, Palmer, 
Dolph, Hawley, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—26. 
Aldrich, Fair, Mahone, Stanford, 
Allison, b Miller, Teller, 
Blair, 3 Gray, Mitchell of Pa., Voorhees, 
Camden, Hale, Ransom, Whittho 
Chace, Riddleberger, Wilson of 


Hoar, 
Col Jones of Florida, Saulsbury 
Sania Jones of Nevada, Sewell, ` 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


1912 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


Mr. BUTLER. I move to amend in section 1, line 179, on page 48, 
by striking out the word ‘‘one”’ and inserting “‘four,”’ and after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 180, by inserting: 

To be made immediately available on the approval of this act. 

The Senate with great unanimity a short time ago passed a bill ap- 
propriating $300,000 for the improvement of Charleston Harbor, and it 
went to the House of Representatives. I have assurances, which I think 
ean be relied on, that there is no possible chance of that bill passing the 
Honse, and as this amendment of mine will make the bill now before 
the Senate substantially as that bill was, I trust the Senate will adopt 
it without hesitation. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is impossible to hear what is being said. 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenate will please come to order. 
The amendment of the Senator from South Carolina will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 179, before the word ‘‘ hun- 

dred,” it is proposed to strike out “‘ one” and insert “‘ four,” and after 

the word “ dollars,” in line 180, to insert ‘‘to be made immediately 
available on the approval of this act; ’’ so as to make the item read: 
Im romga harbor at Charleston, including Sullivan’s Island, South Carolina : 

Continuing Pa apani $450,000,to be made immediately available on the 

approval of this act, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You do not need that clause. Thisis nota fiscal- 
year appropriation, 

Mr. CONGER. There is no limitation of time as to money under 
this act. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I withdraw that part of the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have the Senator from South Caro- 
lina restate what he said in'regard tothe bill which has already passed 
the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I stated that I had assurances, which I thought 
eould be confidently relied on, that there is no possible chance of that 
bill going through the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. CULLOM. What was it? 

Mr. BUTLER. The special bill we passed appropriating $300,000 
for this improvement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You intend this to take the place of that appro- 
priation? 

Mr. BUTLER. © Practically. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And not to duplicate it? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ofcoursenot. If thisamendment prevails of course 
I shall ask the Representative from that. district not to insist on the 

of that bill. 

Mr. FRYE. This matter was considered by the Committee on Com- 
merce. If that bill which passed the Senate had also passed the House 
and become a law the committee would not have a riated any- 
thing for Charleston Harbor in this bill. That bill was for $300,000. 
It seemed to be the judgment of the committee that $300,000 was 
enough, even under the adverse circumstances Charleston is laboring 
under, and it was in committee that no objection would be 
made on the floor of the Senate to an amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina which should not increase this item beyond 
$300,000; and, therefore, I am obliged to move an amendment to the 
Senator’s amendment—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order. 

. Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will permit meamoment. My reason 

for moving to strike out ‘‘ one’’ and insert ‘‘ four’? was this: The Sen- 

ate having passed a bill appropriating $300,000, and the House hav- 
ing incorporated in the river and harbor bill $150,000, I assumed that 

the two Houses would be willing to give $400,000; consequently I 

moved the amendment which I have offered and which is now pending. 

I of course shall make no opposition to the amendment proposed by the 

Senator from Maine, but I should very much—— 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator had better change it himself, as it is 
not in order for the Senator from Maine to offer an amendment to it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from South Carolina had better ac- 

t the suggestion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BUTLER. I accept that, then. 

Mr. McMILLAN. With the understanding that if that bill passes 
the other House, this appropriation is not to remain, 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the amendment will be to strike out ‘‘ one’’ 
and insert ‘‘ three ??—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Allow me a moment. I suggest, to avoid the 
duplication of appropriations, that if this amendment now proposed is 
adopted the Senator ask the recall of the other bill from the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will do that, of course. The amendment will be 
now in line 179 to strike out “one” and insert ‘‘three,’’ and in line 
180 to strike out ‘‘ and fifty; so as to make the item read: 

sor wheat harbor at Charleston, including Sullivan's Island, South Carolina: 
Continuing improvement, $300,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, Now, one wordfurther. I offered an amendment 
that this appropriation be made available immediately on the passage 
of this act. Iam assured by Senators who are more familiar with this 
bill than I am that it can be made available without any such provision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. If the Senator will read the title and 


aie cams and opening phrase of the act he will see that it is not 
or any l year. It is a subject to which attention will be called by 
and by before this bill passes, in view of the accumulation of millions 
upon millions of these appropriations not yet expended. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I shall not insist on the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We appropriated last August $18,000,000, proba- 
bly not more than 25 per cent. of which has yet been expended, so that 
there are fourteen or fifteen million now available for all these works 
except the Green River purchase and the Portage Lake purchase and 
two or three other things that are rather business api than im- 
provements in public works, still ready to go on for a year yet if 
this bill should not pass at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know what the order will be, but I should 
like to pass such an order as will recall the bill for $300,000 from the 
House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent at this time to move to recall from the House 
of Representatives the bill referred to by him. If there be no objec- 
tion, that order will be made. 

Mr. HARRISON. On page 50, line 244, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” I move to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert “‘ ,” and in line 
245, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert 
‘“three;” so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, $50,000; 
of which sum $3,500 are to be used on the inner harbor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. HARRISON] to the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on Commerce. f 

Mr. HARRISON. This is an appropriation for Michigan City Har- 
bor. It is the only lake harbor in Indiana and is one of some conse- 
quence and importance to our people. It furnishes the entrance of a 
very large lumber trade. 

1t will be noticed by an examination of the report of the committee 
that the estimate of the engineer for the expenditure this year is $250,- 
000, and yet the committee have given us but $30,000, I find on ex- 
amining some of the items of appropriation near this one that the ap- 
propriations approximate something like one-quarter of the estimates, 
whereas in this case it is about one-eighth. y 

The work to be done here is the construction of some piers and break- 
waters. Every one knows that unless the appropriation is sufficient to 
have some part of the work put into such shape as to be preserved, the 
expenditure of these driblets from year to year increases very much the 
ultimate costof the work. The smaller i! le aon is for completing 
the dredging of the harbor, the estimate for which was $3,125, which 
the engineer says will complete it. 

The appropriations for our State are very small in the bill. We are 
making a very limited demand for any aid, and it seems to me that it 
would be wise policy to increase the appropriation $20,000 so that the 
engineer may have something like a quarter of the amountasked for in 
order to p with the work. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Theestimate made by the local engineer is as the 
Senator from Indiana has stated it. The Chief of Engineers, however, 
puts the estimates for the amount that can be profitably expended dur- 
ing the fiscal year at $150,000. This appropriation remains as it came 
from the other House. No amendment was offered. The attention of 
the committee was not called to the matter nor was any necessity for 
an increase suggested. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is true, and grew partly out of the fact that 
while the committee was considering the bill, n ily under some 
pressure, I was kindly advised by the chairman that I could be heard, 
but it happened that at that time I was so engaged that I could not 
appost halore the committee, and that evening I think the bill was 
reported, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I noticeamong many other very interesting opera- 
tions in this bill, aside from the ordinary appropriations of money for 
rivers that have been heard of, that the other House has provided, on 
page 39, that 

Officers having Erg of works for the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
with the approval of the Secretary of War, may cause proceedi: to be insti- 
tuted, in the name of the United States, in any court having jurisdiction of such 
proceedings, for the acquirement by condemnation of any land or material 
needed to enable them to prosecute such works; such to be prose- 
cuted in accordance with the laws relating to suits for the condemnation of 
property of the States wherein the proceedings may be instituted. 

That is all well enough except ‘‘material;’’ it should not be in the 
House bill. Butwhen you come to the Senate amendment, which re- 
produces all that, there is this added, which, so far as I know, is some- 
what unique, and Ishould say rather dangerous; so I am going to take 
the opinion of the Senate, or call its attention to the subject, and then 
let the friends of the bill do what they have the power to do, and my 
duty will have been done. 


Provided, however, That when the owner of such land or material shall fix a 
price for the same which in the opinion of the Secretary of War shall be reason- 
able, he may purchase the same at such price without further delay. 
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That puts it in the power of the Secretary of War by private contract 
and arrangement to spend the whole of the money that is necessary to 
be used for the purpose of obtaining property, not only land locations 
for these public works, if there be any private pro’ in land to be 
bought for public works, but to buy every stick of timber, every rod 
of stone, and every other species of material, in his private discretion, 
at a private price, agreed upon with a private proprietor. It over- 
throws the whole system, so far as I understand it, of the purchase of 
supplies of any other kind for the use of the Government, for wherever 
that is provided for there is always the provision, a standing one, that 
they shall be bought after due advertisement, and bought of the low- 
est bidder, except in some case of extreme emergency where the proper 
officer is authorized to purchase enough to meet that extreme emer- 
gency in open market, I rather think it is a duty to move to strike 
out the provéso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
an amendment to the amendment, which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 92, line 9, after the word ‘‘instituted,’’ 
wg out down to and including the word ‘‘ delay,’ in line 12, as fol- 

WS: 

Provided, however, That when the owner of such land or material shall fix a 
price for the same which in the opinion of the Secre! of War shall be reason- 
able, he may purchase the same at such price without further delay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment reported 
by the committee. á 

Mr. KENNA. Ihave no disposition to antagonize the Senator from 
Vermont. As far as I understand that provision, it was inserted by 
the committee and reported, because in a large number of instances 
there have been unseemly and unnecessary delays in the prosecution 
of public works for want of some sort of authority somewhere to pro- 
ceed in a way that would be recognized as reasonable and proper in al- 
most any relation which the Government may bear to its own enter- 
prises or tothe people. I know of one or two instances in my own State 
where for several months delay was necessary in order to invoke the ac- 
tion of Congress about something in regard to which there was no pos- 
sibility of a difference or difficulty in Congress. 

Ihave no particular interest in this clause, and I only make that 
suggestion because I believe that to have been the sentiment of those 
who engrafted the provision in the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. In answer to the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Vermont, I will state that section 4 provides that— 


It shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply the re appro- 
prisa for improvements, other than surveys and estimates, ng on 

he various works, by contract or otherwise, as may be most economical and ad- 
vantageous to the Government. Where said works are done by contract, such 
contract shall be made after sufficient public advertisement for proposals, in 
such manner and form as the Secretary of War shall prescribe. 


That is the usual provision, I think, that has been placed in all 
river and harbor bills since I have been in the Senate. When the 
work is carried on by the Secretary of War without contract—suppose 
for instance, he requires stone for a jetty—I think it is the custom now 
for him to purchase the stone at private contract. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOLPH. Works are being carried on to my certain knowledge 
of that character, where the stone is purchased from quarries and is not 
furnished to the work by contract. Suppose that an owner of a ; 
the only quarry within any reasonable distance of the work, to 
sell the material at a reasonable rate, then, I think, the Secretary of 
War ought to have authority to go into the courts and condemn so 
much of the property as is necessary for the public use, and when he 
has done that, having the advantage to compel a favorable contract, I 
think we ought to permit him, and throw the responsibility upon him 
of purchasing the material at a reasonable rate. If he should recom- 
mend in any individual case to Con that he have authority to 
` purchase the material, we would‘act on his judgment, and authorize 

him to make the contract. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to suggest that the section as it now stands 
without some modification would seem to authorize the Secretary of 
War to purchase, for instance, all the stone needed for the great break- 
water at Sandy Bay, a work which is to cost several million dollars, 
by private contract of one contractor, when there are a vast number of 
quarries which would be glad to compete with each other. It seems to 
me there ought to be some modification. 

Mr. KENNA. We can not hear on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. Isaid that the bill as it stands, if I understand it, 
would authorize the Secretary of War to purchase of one man all the 
stone which was necessary for a breakwater, for instance, the great 
harbor of refuge which is to be constructed at Sandy Bay, off Cape Ann, 
Mass., a work which is to cost several millions. This would authorize 
the Secretary of War to contract for all that granite from one quarry, 
when undoubtedly there are a great many who would be very glad to 
compete. It seems to me that if we are in any case to require adver- 
tisement and competition in Government contracts, that case every- 
body would agree is one. 

Certainly there ought to be some modification in the line of the sug- 


gestion of the Senator from Vermont, where the Government wants 
some rights upon land between high and low water mark, where the 
property exists. Whether the of War ought to be compelled 
to condemn that and wait for the report of a jury, is another question; 
but it sems to me, certainly so far as material is concerned, so far as 
the stone is concerned, this amendment ought to be made. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is due, perhaps, to myself and the Senate to 
say that the committee were not unanimous in regard to this section. 
For myself, I think the entire section should be stricken from the bill. 
I do not believe that the Secretary of War should have general authority 
to enter into any of the tribunals of this country for the purpose of con- 
demning the private property of the citizen when it comes in the way 
of an improvement which is authorized by Congress. Generally it has 
been the custom of Congress, whenever an improvement directed by 
them required the taking of private property, to insert a specific au- 
thority to the Secretary of War to do so, and that is done in some cases 
in this bill. 

This section confers general authority on the Secretary of War inany 
case where in the construction of an improvement which may be gen- 
erally directed in the bill in his opinion it becomes necessary to take 
private property to go into court and condemnit. I think Congress 
should authorize specifically this condemnation of property. The 
rights of the citizen are too sacred to be disposed of in this general 
way. For that reason I was op to this section and thought it 
ought to be stricken out altogether, but of course in reporting the bill I 
obeyed the direction of the committee. 

Mr. KENNA. There are two considerations which are suggested by 
the observations which have been made of this section. The Senator 
from Minnesota who has just addressed the Senate seems to object to 
the idea of conferring on the Secretary of War power to proceed —— 

Mr. McMILLAN. Generally. 

Mr. KENNA. Without specific authority from Congress in the par- 
ticular case, as I understand him, and he seems to insist that there 
should be a sort of reservation in Congress in every particular case 
throughout the country, involved as it necessarily is involved in the 
vast system of improvements of rivers and harbors all over the coun- 
try, Congress to act in each particular instance. 

It is a fact familiar to all of us that there has been no instance in 
which the War Department, charged with the prosecution of these 
works, improving the rivers and harbors of the country, has asked for 
the power which this section confers generally, where Congress has not 
responded. We do not confer on the War Department the power to 
proceed indiscriminately to condemn this or that piece of property or 
this or that material. e simply confer by this section the power to 

roceed to condemnation without further action of Congress in cases 
fh which Congress has provided that he may so proceed. 

It seems to me that when we determine that a river shall be im- 
proved, and that certain proprietory rights shall be vested in the United 
States which may be essential to that improvement, we ought not to 
necessitate delay such as may be incident to an appeal to Congress for 
specific action in the particular case, which we have never declined to 
confer in any case. . 

I can not see that the section as it stands, broadly as it is drawn, can 
do any harm in that direction. We only confer on the War Depart- 
ment power dct in condemnation or by agreement to carry out 
precisely the behest of Congress. 

Mr. CONGER. Ithink there is no danger in the adoption of this 
proposition, though we have laws upon our statute-book which make 
it not only unlawful but criminal for any officer to incur any expense 
or make any obligation for the United States without the authority of 
law. If there has been an appropriation for an improvement which 
would embrace this class of property to be condemned under the au- 
thority of law, the money could be used for that purpose in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of War. If there has been no appropriation the 
Secretary of War would violate not only his duty but he would violate 
several provisions of the statutes which make it punishable for an offi- 
cer to incur any obligation or to make any obligation against the United 
States or to expend any money that is not appropriated. 

I do not see any particular danger in this section of the bill. I know 
many cases where a work has had to be delayed for a whole year by 
the unexpected claim of ownership of a point of land or a little portion 
of land that it was made n for the Government to own before 
a lock could be built, or before a river could be improved, or before a 
wing-dam could be fastened to the shore. 

I think under the general law, in to the expenditure of money 
by an officer or incurring an obligation for the United States to any- 
body without authority of law, he would have power under this sec- 
tion if the money had been appropriated for it; but the law is equally 
specific that he is forbidden to incur an obligation or to expend any 
money without authority of law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] to 
the amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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Mr. HOAR. I move to perfect the proviso before it is stricken out 
by striking out the words “or material,” in line 10. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My amendment is in the second degree. It isan 
amendment to an ent already. 


Mr. HOAR. If it is in the fiftieth degree and perfecting the thing | $ 


proposed to be stricken out, I have a right to move it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think so. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is unduly excited. I do think so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks by the practice of 
the Senate it might be considered as a motion to perfect the text and not 
as an amendment in the third degree. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right; I do not care anything about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The Crier CLERK. In section 3, after the word “land,” at the 
end of line 9, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ or material; ” so as to make 
the proviso read: 

Provi however, That when the owner of such land shall fix a price for the 
same which in the i rae of the Secretary of War shall be reasonable, he may 
purchase the same at such price without further delay. 

The amendment of Mr. HOAR was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question recurs on striking out 
the proviso as amended. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose, though it is not strictly in order now, that 
the words ‘* or material” should be stricken out in line 4 of the third 


section. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Ido not think those words should be 
stricken out. That is a différent matter entirely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we had better stick to the pending ques- 
tion, and get a vote on striking out the proviso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the 
i on Commerce, upon which the yeas and nays have been or- 

ered. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I hope this section will not be stricken 


out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS... I do not propose to strike out the section, but only 
the proviso. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The proviso proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word “‘instituted,’’ in section 3, line 
9, it is proposed to strike out: 
cause which fn the opinion of ibe hecretnry of War PIII be reasonctioy he sey 

w m n o! ar 
purchase the ianei gr price without farther delay. gai 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I was under a misapprehension as to 
the character of the amendment moved by the Senator from Vermont. 
I thought he proposed to strike out the whole of the third section. I 
understand, however, he proposes simply to strike out the proviso. I 
do not think the proviso ought to be stricken out, at least so far as it 
relates to the purchasing of land. The word ‘‘ material”? has been 
stricken out of the proviso, I understand. It seems to me that the 
Secretary of War ought to have the power in a ease which in his judg- 
ment is regarded as a reasonable bid, if a reasonable offer is made from 
a person owning land that is required for an improvement, to purchase 
the land without going through the delay of proceedings for condemna- 
tion. 

It is placing considerable power in the hands of the Secretary of War, 
but we have to trust somebody, and I think we may trust the Secretary 
of War in a matter of that kind. The delay, as we all know, of the 

ing in court to eondemn property is considerable, extending 
over months very frequently, and it may have the effect to throw an 
important improvement over for a year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the question of agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS} to strike out the proviso reported by 
the Committee on Commerce as amended on motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am pad aires 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. Not knowing how he 
would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. à 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
17, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Allison, Edmunds, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Cameron, Evarts, M Wilson of Iowa. 
ey, Hale. Morrill, 
Callom, Ha: Piatt, 
Dawes, Hawley, Pi 
NAYS—37. 
Blackburn Butler, Coke, Farwell, 
Bowen, ` Call, Conger, Frye, 
Brown, Cockrell, Dolph, Gibson, 


Ham Maxe; Ransom, Whitthorne, 
EE anea Milles, Sabin, 
J iy ea N rarer oe TEE y 

ones o! " T, 
Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Vance, 

enna, yne, Vi 

ABSENT—22, 

Aldrich, Col McPherson, 
Beck, E gaa ne, Teller, k 
Berry, Fair, Mitchell of Pa, Van Wyck, 
Blair, George, i Voorhees, 
Camden, Gray, Sewell, 
Chace, J of Florida, Spooner, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HALE. In section 3, line 4, after the word ‘“*land,” I moveto 
strike out the words ‘‘or material;’’ so as to make the section read: 


The Secretary of War may cause proceedings to be instituted, in the name of 
the United States, in any court ha risdiction of such oye en for the 
pn eaten sey ad SSAI OE Aay needed to enable him to proseeute 

works for the improvements of rivers and harbors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE) to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE, Ido not know of any legislation -heretofore that has 
authorized the Government by process of condemnation, which is some- 
times severe and hard, toacquire anything besides land. Idonotthink 
it has ever gone beyond that. Some hardship has arisen, as I know 
and probably every Senator knows, where the condemnation statutes 
have been put in forceto acquire land alone; but if the vast additional 


ber, and Ido not know but the machinery necessary, if the Government 
did the work. If the Government did the work itself, I do not know 
why they might not condemn a tug or a dredge boat, or any piece of 

roperty of that kind, or tons of iron, as the Senator from Indiana 
pat r. HARRISON] suggests, or whatever might be needed. 

We ought to pause and think twice before we go any further in that 
direction, in my judgment. The law is ample now. The Secretary of 
War, or whoever may be the officer of the Government intrusted with 
these public works, has the power to issue proposals for bids upon ad- 
yertisement. He has the competition and the market, and an oppor- 
tunity to get for the Government a good contract; but this provision 
enables him to strike at any man’s personal property that is 
and the decision as to what is needed must rest in the department ex- 
ecuting the law, and take it without that process of competition and 
bidding. Therefore, I hope these words “‘ or material ” will be stricken 


out. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator sits down I want to ask him to ac- 
cept an amendment to his amendment, to strike out the word ‘‘ mate- 
rial’? and insert the word ‘‘earth.’’ In the legislation of my own State 
and of his State, I am very sure, and all the States pretty much, the 
builders of railroads are authorized to go out of the location to get a 
gravel bank or something of that sort necessary for the construction of 
the work. In these river and harbor improvements, which are often 
done of course on the seashore, where there may not be a great deal of 
suitable material, there may be a gravel-bed which the owner would 
hold at an enormous price if the Government had no right to get it ex- 
cept by contract and he had no competition. 

Mr. DOLPH. Make it ‘‘stone.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. We hear nothing of the private conference that is 
going on on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator from Maine is quite right, but I 
suggest that he modify his amendment by striking out the word ‘‘ma- 
terial” and inserting the word ‘‘ earth.’’ 

Mr. CONGER. I think it would make it more explicit to say ‘‘the 
earth.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE. E e wa “earth” were used, ae Maea 
artiele suggested by Senator from Michigan, not think many 
cases would arise of hardship and grievance, and, therefore, I will mod- 
ify my amendment, and will move to strike out ‘‘material’’ and in- 
sert the word ‘‘earth.’’ ; ; 

Mr. DOLPH. The section aa it now stands, including ‘“‘ material,” 
only includes it for the purpose of condemnation. When the 
of War under this section shall proceed to condemn material, he must 
report his proceedings to Congress for the appropriation. In 
all the laws for the condemnation of property that I haveever examined 
or been familiar with, the party after having brought his suit and sub- 
mitted to the jury what the value of the material is, may still abandon 
his proceeding and not take the property if the jury has assessed the 
damages too large. 

Let me suppose a case. Su ONA A pOT aS ny, 
Hook bar there is a man who a stone quarry of common stone near 
the place where the work is being carried on which intrinsically is not 
very valuable, say 50 cents a ton. Suppose there is not another q 


within a hundred miles of that place where the stone can be p 


1887. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1915 


If you compel the Secretary of War to advertise for material, then the 
gentleman owning the stone quarry very near the work has the advan- 
tage of his position, and you allow him to blackmail the Government 
and get his own price for the material. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 


Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator from Oregon himself think that 
if a man has taken just such a piece of land or stone as he describes, 
has developed it, has brought it into shape as a quarry, and is making 
it his business to furnish granite or stone for the market, he ought to 
be protected in that, and that the Government ought not to have the 
right to condemn it? 

Mr. DOLPH. No—— 

Mr. HALE. Then why will it not apply to the iron mine, or the 
copper mine, or anything else that is native to the earth and that has 
to be produced by human skill and industry ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will answer the Senator’s question if he will permit 
me, In the first place, we do not use copper and iron for the pi 
of making great jetties like those we would make at Sandy Hook bar 
and at the mouth of the Columbia River; we use brush and timber and 
stone. We do not want gravel, and we do not want earth; we want 
stone; but when you come to what iron you want and what machinery 
you want, you may procure it by advertisement, because it is a marketa- 
ble commodity, and when it is advertised for there are hundreds of peo- 
ple in the United States who can supply it. Now let us take the case 
of aman who has a stone quarry. TheSenator asksought henot to have 
the advantage of the position of his quarry? Certainly; butought he to 
gay to the Government, ‘‘ Because it will cost you a dollar a ton to bring 
it a hundréd miles, therefore I will charge you a dollar a ton, notwith- 
standing it may not be worth more than 25 cents in the quarry?” I 
say no; what it will cost the Government to bring it a hundred miles 
from some other quarry ought not to be the price to be fixed upon, and 
if the Secretary of War can not agree with the man who owns the 
quarry, he ought to be allowed to go into court and let a jury decide 
between them, and not be at the mercy of the man who owns the quar- 
ry as to the price he shall pay, but go into courtand let that be decided. 

That is all that is proposed here. With the word “material ” 
stricken out of the proviso, it would only allow the Secretary of War 
in such a case, if a man had a convenient quarry and the stone could 
be procured from that quarry at much less cost by the Government than 
from a quarry at a distance, if the man who owned the quarry near the 
work was di to take advantage of the necessity of the Government 
and insist on the price that it would cost the Government to bring it 
from the further quarry, to go into court and let the court say, through 
the medium of a jury, how much the Government shall pay for the 
material, and not be at the mercy of the owner of the quarry. That is 
all there is in this, 

As I said, under all the laws I have ever known, if the jury said it 
was worth 25 cents a ton, or if a piece of land was worth a thousand 
dollars, if the Government did not choose to buy at that price it could 
still back out, and refuse to pay the money, and go to the other quarry. 

This power of condemnation ought to be, in the hands of the Secre- 
tary of War, a leverage to guard against imposition in the purchase of 
material of this kind. I think it is sufliciently understood why it 
should not apply to irom, engines, and tools. They are marketable 
commodities, something that can be obtained at any time by adver- 
tisement; but stone can not always be obtained in all parts of the 
country. I think this is a very proper provision, and the word ‘‘ma- 
terial’’ should not be stricken out. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Lhope not. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can finish the bill in a little while. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think a little reflection wall be of advantage to the 
Senate in the matter of time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Kansas moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
the Bonato adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 19, at 12 
o m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 18, 1887. 

The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. 
D., of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

OPINIONS OF ATTORNEYS-GENERAL. 

Tho SPEAKER Inid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Attorney- 
General for publishing volumes 17 and 18 of the opinions of the Attor- 
neys-General; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be‘printed. 

DEFICIENCY FOR PLANS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 


Secretary of the , inclosing a letter from the Supervising Archi- 
tect and submitting estimate of a deficiency appropriation for plans for 
public bui for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the bill (S. 3286) to in- 
crease the naval establishment; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


THE LATE SENATOR PIKE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate reso- 
lutions; which were read: 


Resolved, That the Senate has learned with deep regret of the decease of Austin 
F. irre reas a member of this body from the State of New Hampshire. 
solved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended that an igi in 

ate ina may be ue paa to the high character and distinguished public se: 
of the deceased Sen 

Resolved, That the raan eg of the Senate communicate these resolutions to 
the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate do now adjourn, 

Mr. HAYNES. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday next, at 3 
o’clock, I will call up the resolutions in relation to the death of the 
late Senator Pike. . 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Croxton, until Friday, February 25, on account of impor- 
tant business. 
To Mr. BRUM, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. OuTHWAITE, for two days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. ROWELL asked and obtained leave for John A. ridge to with- 
draw from the files, without leaving copies, papers in the Committee 
on Claims of the Forty-seventh Congress and not acted upon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. GILFILLAN. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. STORM. I demand the regular order. 


MICHAEL P. SMALL. 


Mr. FINDLAY, from the committee of conference on the bill (H. 
R. 4616) for the relief of Michael P. Small, submitted the following 
report: 

The committee of cursen on t votes of the two Houses on 


disagreeing 
the amendments of the Senate oo thee bill (HL ik i6i6) for the relief of Michael 
P. Small have been unable to agree. 


E. ©. WALTHALL, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 

*" Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN V. L. FINDLAY, 
J. LAIRD, 


EGBERT L. VIELE, 
Conferees on the part of the House, 

The report was accepted, and the committee was discharged. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2519) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Richard B. Rians, 

It further announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-rail- 
way Company, and for other purposes; and 

BY bill (S. 3288) to provide for the increase of the naval establish- 
ment. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed a resolution, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested, providing for 
2,000 additional copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure on the International Sheep and Wool Show, held in Philadelphia, 
Pa., in September, 1880. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
the bill (H. R. 10658) to provide for terms of the United States district 
court at Raleigh, N. C., and change the lines between the eastern and 
western districts, requested aconference with the House of Representa- 
tives on the bill and the amendments thereto, and had appointed Mr. 
GEORGE, Mr. WILSON of Iowa, and Mr. HOAR as conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 5652) 
for the relief of James W. Goodrich with an amendment; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 10091) 
for the construction of a stable for the use of the horses and wagons 
for the use of the offices of the House of Representatives, with amend- 
ments; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
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It further announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
the bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Tennessee River at or near Tenn.; upon which a confer- 
ence with the House was requested, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Mr. ConGER, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. PLATT. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
the bill (H. R. 6764) to provide for holding terms of the United States 
courts at Vicksburg, Miss., requested a conference with the House on 
the bill and amendments, and had appointed as conferees on the part 
of the Senate Mr. PuGH, Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. GEORGE. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed with amendments, 
in which concurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 4535) 
granting a pension to Adelisa Perry, and the bill (H. R. 7209) to au- 
thorize the construction of a gravel road to the Richmond national cem- 
etery, near Richmond, Va. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 228) for the relief of James Roach; 

A bill (H. R. 1173) to correct the record of Capt. Edmond G. Fec hét; 

A bill (H. R. 1741) for the relief of William E. Bond; 

A bill (H. R. 2208) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
liver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited in 

e Treasury Department by the Secretary of War; 

A bill (H. R. 2517) for the relief of the estate of Edwin P, Pilkin- 
ton, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 2998) granting a pension to Henry Mericle; 

A bill (H. R. 5289) affirming the action of the President of the 
United States in annulling aud revoking an order dismissing Martin 
H. McChesney from service in the armies of the United States, and 
honorably discharging said McChesney from said service; 

A bill (H. R. 5345) for the relief of Mary J. Gilbert; 

A bill (H. R. 6027) ting a pension to William McFadden; - 

A bill (H. R. 6312) for the relief James M. Grigsby; 

A bill (H. R. 6538) to define the boundaries of the collection districts 
of Miami and Sandusky, in the State of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 6952) granting a pension to Charles Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Mrs. Arlanta T. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 7819) to establish the order of promotion in the Medi- 
cal Department of the Army; 

A bill (H. R. art for the relief of William J. Mulvey; 

A bill {E R. 8030) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the 
Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores 

to said Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8485) granting a pension to Isaac Askie; 

A bill (H. R. ath for the relief of Henry Neal; 

A bill (H. R. 9119) granting a pension to Robert Potts; 

A bill (H. R. 9339) granting the right of way to the Prescott and 
Arizona Central Railway Company across the Whipple Barracks Mili- 
tary Reservation in Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 9446) for the relief of Robert W. Spang; 

A bill (H. R. 9642) to provide an additional associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 10048) to authorize the Fremont, Elkhorn and Mis- 
souri Valley Railroad to build its railroad across the Fort Meade Mili- 
tary Reservation; 

A bill (H. R. 10353) for the relief of Andrew J. Edgerly; 

A bill (H. R. 10473) granting a pension to William Reddick; and 

A bill (E R. 10795) granting a pension to Elenor C. Ransom. 


KANAWHA AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d eing votes of the two Houses on 


mend and do recommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; In line 2 
of the Spec o arri a up Panes the words Se ee esate, 28 “Ifthe 
Secretary of War retion requ ;” and the Senate agree a same. 

at » ‘TIMOTHY E. TARSNEY, 
CHARLES F. CRISP, 
CHARLES O'NEILL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J. E. KENNA, 
W. MILLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The explanatory statement of the House conferees was read, as fol- 


lows: 

The managers on the partof the House in the conference u the disagreeing 
votes of the Senate and House of Representatives upon H. Te 2646 present the 
following statement in explanation of the conference report: 

The bill as passed by the House ted to the Kanawha and Ohio Railroad 
Company the privilege to lay its track over certain supa owned by the United 
States in the p padar ae Valley. The Senate the bill with an amendment 
providing that said railroad company should be required to pay rent for the prop- 
erty, if in the discretion of the Secretary of War it was deemed advisable, The 
effect of the action of the conference committee is to require said Kanawha and 


Ohio Railroad Company to pay rent for the Government occupied 

its track, if should be required so to do by the Secretary of War. "3 
TIMOTHY E. TARSNEY, 
CHARLES F. CRISP. 


Mr. TARSNEY. I move the adoption of the conference report. 
The motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES COURT, EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN. 


_ Mr. ROGERS. I send to the desk a conference report, and ask that 
it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1458) to provide for holding terms of 
the circuit and district courts of the United States for the eastern ict of 
Michigan at Bay City, in said district, having met, after full and free confer- 
ee agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

JOHN H. ROGERS, 
A. A. RANNEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JAMES F. WILSON, 

JOHN J. INGALLS, 

J. Z. GEORGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following explanatory statement of the House conferees was 
read: 
In compliance witb the pects any of Rule XXIX of the rules and prac- 


tice of the House of a ves the conferees on the part of the House of 
Representatives make the following statement in relation to the action of the 


conference on Senate bill 1458: . 

‘The House amended said bill by striking out the words “ Bay City,” in line 3 
of said bill, and inserted in lieu thereof the words “East Saginaw.” The con- 
ferees on the of the House of Representatives recommend that the House 
recede from t amendment, the effect of which is to leave the Senate bill as it 
originally came from the Senate, 

JOHN H. ROGERS, 
A. A. RANNEY. 
FEBRUARY 16, 1887. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, by arrangement with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. COLLINS], who did not sign the conference 
report, I have agreed to yield to him fifteen minutes for the discussion 
of this matter, after which fifteen minutes will be occupied in favor of 
the report, when the previous question will be called. I now yield 
fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COLLINS]. 

Mr. COLLINS. I yield my time to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. TARSNEY].  __ 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts for the courtesy extended to mein yielding me this brief time 
in order that I may present to the House my reasons for asking that the 
teport of the majority of our conferees be non-concurred in. 

It will be remembered thaton the 14th of last month this bill as it came 
from the Senate was brought before the House, and by four decisive 
votes declared that the United States court, to be located in the Sag- 
inaw Valley, in the State of Michigan, should be located in the city of 
East Saginaw and not at Bay City, the place designated in the Senate 
bill. Let me cite the facts in regard to the action of the House, for I 
shall not attempt to argue this case again: First, when the bill came be- 
fore the House I had norighttoofferan amendment, but the House voted 
down the motion for the previous question and gave me the opportunity. 
Again, on a vote upon a division, the House sustained me in supporting 
that amendment. The yeas and nays were called upon the amend- 
ment on the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS], 
and the House, by a yea-and-nay vote, substituted East Saginaw for 
Bay City. And then, when the distinguished gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR], a member of the Judiciary Committee, moved 
to recommit the bill to that committee, the House by another decisive 
vote declared that it should not be recommitted. Thus the House said 
that this court should be located in the Saginaw Valley and in the city 
of East Saginaw. 

Following that came the appointment of conferees. I had assumed, 
in my youth and simplicity and my ignorance of the rules of this 
House, that when upon an important measure of this kind the House 
had declared its pleasure it was the duty of the conferees appointed 
by the Speaker to carry out in conference the express will of the House 
as it appeared in the record. Indeed, sir, such was the information 
given to me by some of the best parliamentarians on this floor. I con- 
sulted officers of this House in relation to the matter. I discovered 
that it was my privilege and my right to recommend to the Speaker of 
the House the names of conferees who would support the action of the 
House. I did it; and upon my recommendation—perhaps not upon 
it alone—but I did recommend the names of two gentlemen to act upon 
that committee of conference. One of them [Mr. CoLLINS] sits here at 
this moment dissenting from the actionof hiscolleagues. The other— 
and I hope he is here, for I want him to listen to what I say—had led 
me to believe, assured me, that he was in favor of my city; and I, sir, 
in reliance upon the assurance from that gentleman, whose name is 
now appended to that report, went to you, Mr. Speaker, and solicited 
his appointment upon that conference. Much to my ise, when 
that conference had met, I found that, instead of the gentleman doing 
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as I supposed he had agreed to do—aye, as he did agree to do—he refused, 

and did not agree with the action of this House. 

Mr. REED. Who is the patriot? 

. Mr. TARSNEY. You ask ‘‘who the patriot is.’ He is the dis- 
tinguished (?) gentleman from Massachusetts, Judge RANNEY, if you 
want to know ‘‘ who the patriot is.” 

I stand here now in open and manly opposition to that conference 
report, and say to this House that if I am to be here the victim of mis- 
placed confidence, well and good; but it is not I alone, it is that great 
constituency that sent me here that will be the sufferers by the mis- 
take that I have made. 

Iam not here to argue this case over again, for the facts are before 
this Honse. The commercial importance of our city, its superior ad- 
vantages over the other, are too well known to members of the House 
to require repetition at my hands. I assume, Mr. Speaker, that the 
people of our own State know more about the wants and interests of 
its commercial business than gentlemen residing a thousand miles 
away. I hold in my hand a communication received by me a few mo- 
ments ago from the representative of my city in the State Legislature. 
I send this dispatch to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon, T. E. TARSSEY: 


Bill giving United States exclusive jurisdiction over site for United States 
court, , at East Saginaw has passed house by strong unanimous yote, and 
given immediate effect. 

4 WM. S. LINTON. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, only yesterday the Legislature of 
my State, having in view the interests of that great Commonwealth, by 
an almost unanimous vote in its house of representatives, declared 
upon this question. They granted and passed, as I say, by a unani- 
mous vote, a bill guaranteeing to the Government of the United States 
the exclusive jurisdiction over such territory as may hereafter be se- 
lected for the site of this court in the city of East Saginaw. This was 
done in accordance with the terms of the bill. 

I offer this simply as one of the reasons for urging that the confer- 
ence report be non-concurred in; and I ask this House, in its spirit of 
fairness, in its spirit of decency, to enter its protest against such conduct 
as has been displayed in connection with this matter. 

Mr. Speaker, whatever time I may have remaining I desire to re- 
serve for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes of his time remain- 


ing. 

in. ROGERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. RANNEY]. 

Mr. RANNEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
TARSNEY ], in his zeal upon this subject, seems to have forgotten him- 
self. He seems to suppose that a gentleman appointed upon a confer- 
ence committee of this House is appointed there for no other purpose 
than to do his bidding. As formyself, sir, when I amappointed upona 
conference committee I go in to do my duty, as I understand it, acting 
under my obligations to this House; and I donot feel bound to follow the 
behests of any gentleman when his wishes conflict. Even if he did, as 
he sa; t and procure my appointment, I owe my allegiance to 
the House of Representatives and to my own conviction of duty, and 
not to the gentleman from Michigan. 

He, in his remarks here to-day, only illustrates what he did on the 
floor of the House when this bill was up for consideration. He moved 
to amend the bill by substituting ‘‘ East naw ” for ‘‘ Bay City,” in 
one line and one section of the bill, and left the bill with Bay City 
in all the rest of it as itread originally. It was just about as incongru- 
ous and senseless in its construction after he had secured his amend- 
ment of it as his remarks are here and now. [Laughter.] He does 
not seem to know whether he stands on his head or his heels, and it 
does not make much difference, by the way, for half the time he is on 
one and half the time on the other, and works equally well in either 
position. [Laughter. ] 

When this bill first came from the committee and was before the 
House for action, it is true that I was inclined to believe that the court 
should be held at East Saginaw instead of Bay City, and I so expressed 
myself to several gentlemen; but I felt bound to, and did, upon mature 
consideration, follow my committee in my vote, as they had decided 
otherwise, I was put on this conference committee with my position 
in that regard being well known, having taken pains myself to make 
it known, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] having leave 
to communicate it to the Speaker, and of which leave, as I am informed, 
he availed himself. When I was appointed and went upon the com- 
mittee I went there fally impressed with the duty imposed upon me, 
and determined to do that duty as best I could, and not as the personal 
servant of any one gentleman. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, how did this matter stand before the conference 
committee? In the first section of the Senate bill Bay City was named 
as the place at which the court was to be held, and the provision in the 
other sections as to the marshal, district attorney, the records, &c., 
juries and the summoning of them, and therenting of rooms and fitting 
up of the same, all conformed and applied to Bay City. The gentle- 
man from Michigan secured an amendment to the first section alone to 
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the effect that the court should be held at East Saginaw, leaving the rest 
of the bill as it was. [Laughter.] The court at East Saginaw, and 
the court- the marshal and district attorney, and the juries, &c., 
at Bay City! [Renewed laughter.] The bill as amended came before 
the conference committee with the House and Senate agreeing on Bay 
City for everything exceptas to the place of holdingcourt. As amended 
in the House the court was to be held at East Saginaw and everything 
else was to be at Bay City. That was the form in which the gentleman 
from Michigan had got the bill through the House. [Laughter. 

The House and Senate agreed upon Bay City as to a part, and that 
was fixed, and the conference committee had but one duty, and that 
was to settle the disagreement as to where the court should be held. 
(Great langhter.] For one, as I understand the rules of the House and 
parliamentary law, the conference committee had only to settle the point 
of di ent between the two Houses. Now, the two Houses dis- 
agreed only as to the place where the court should be held. They had 
agreed as to all the rest of it, and fixed upon Bay City as to that. It 
occurred to a majority of the committee, therefore, that the best way 
to settle the disagreement was for the House to recede and have the 
court held where the court-house, the witnesses, the officers, and jurors 
were tobe. [Great laughter.] In other words, I repeat, the House 
and the Senate had agreed as to the rest, and there was no difference 
upon that part of the bill. The disagreement was solely as to the place 
of holding the court, and for one I preferred to obey the rules and the 
parliamentary law rather than to follow any erroneous understanding 
which the gentleman from Michigan might have had when he onimo, 
as he says, to get me appointed on the committee, thinking I woul 
serve his p I went on the committee not to serve , not to 
be false to my duty to the House, but rather to be true to, and act in 
accordance with, the dictates of my judgment, and I concluded to leave 
the bill with some sense in it, however little the gentleman from Michi- 
gan might have. é 

Mr. TARSNEY. I likea good thing—ifI do not get too much of it. 
Now, let me call your attention, Mr. Speaker, and theattention of gen- 
tlemen of this House to the situation. The words “‘ Bay City” ap- 

in that bill, according to my recollection, seven times. The 
vital point in the bill was the appearance of the words ‘‘ Bay City,” 
where they designated the place where the court should be held. 
These are the words that the House struck out, substituting for them 
‘* East Saginaw;’’ and I supposed gentlemen would yield to the merely 
saree en and allow the correction to be made in other parts 
of the bill. 

When the bill went to the conference committee those eminent (?) 
parliamentarians might have done this, if I am correctly informed. If 
they had desired to carry out the will and wishes of the House, al- 
though by the strict rule of the House they were confined to a consid- 
eration of the disagreeing vote on the one amendment, they might 
immediately have come back to this House, their coconferees of the 
other bodyreturning to the Senate, and asked a further conference on 
the bill and amendments. Why did you not doit? You have pro- 
fessed all the time to be in favor of locating this court in East Saginaw. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROGERS. I now yield five minutes, or as much of that time as 
he desires, to the gentleman from Michigan [Mx FISHER], the repre- 
sentative from Bay City. 

Mr. FISHER. I regret very much the imbroglio and the words 
which have occurred between the gentleman from my own State [Mr. 
TARSNEY] and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY]. 
This conference report now presents to the House a bill which has been 
severaljtimes reported with a unanimously favorable report by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. This measure was first introduced in the 
Forty-first Congress and was fully considered before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the House at that time, and after a long and strong contest 
between these two cities before that committee the decision was given 
in favor of Bay City. Again in the Forty-fourth Congress the same 
measure In the Forty-eighth it received a favorable report from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. In the Forty-ninth it received a fa- 
vorable report, and never in any one instance has there been a minority 
report in favor of East Saginaw. 

All the object that my colleague [Mr. TARSNEY] desires to accom- 
plish here is merely the defeat of this measure. The adoption of this 
report will locate court at Bay City, and the gentleman admits that 
his own people, his own constituency, will be benefited by the court 
being established in that locality. 

Much has been said about the railroad communication and the rela- 
tive commercial importance of the two cities. So far as the population 
is concerned, Mr. S er, there is but very little difference. At the 
last census, taken in 1884, the difference was in favor of Bay City by 
something less than 1,000. In the matter of railroad communication 
the two cities are on an equal footing. The same roads that go to East 
Saginaw go to Bay City. At the present time the time-table gives an 
early train between the two cities, leaving some time between 5 and 6 
o’clock in the morning, and an hourly train from that time until 9 or 
10 o’clock in the evening. ‘Therefore, so far as railroad communication 
is concerned, it is equal as regards the two cities. 

But the main point in this matter is that we are at the head of deep 
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water. Bay City is the entrée port of the Saginaw River, and it is there 
the marine and admiralty business will be best accommodated, and the 
necessity for a district court grows out of the needs of thè admiralty 
business. 

Mr. BLOUNT. May I interrupt the gentleman by inquiring what 
he has to say about the action of the Legislature? 

Mr. FISHER. I was not aware there was any action of the Legis- 
lature till I learned it this morning. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Do the resolutions of the Legislature indicate 
any place that they prefer for the location of the court? 

Mr. FISHER. Ido not know. I have not seen them. 

Now, I ask, Mr. Speaker, that this measure be considered upon its 
merits. And I ask that, with six unanimous reports of six different 
Judiciary Committees of this House in favor of this this report 
of the conference committee be adopted on its merits and that the ques- 
tion shall not be decided on any sentimentality. 

Mr. COLLINS. I do not believe the House ought to be asked to de- 
cide a qoe estion of this importance to that community in the eastern 
part of Michigan upon the mere quibble of attorneys or parliamentari- 
ans or upon any balancing of the intellectual qualitiesof my colleague 
[Mr. RANNEY] and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY]. It 
may be true that the gentleman from Michigan has not as much sense 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts; and it may be possible that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has not as much principle as the gentle- 
man from Michigan. But that is nothing to this House. 

The point made by the gentleman from Michigan against my colleague 
was not that he had gone on the conference committee agreeing to do 
the bidding of the gentleman from Michigan, but that he went on the 
committee pretending to be for East w and immediately aban- 
doned that position in favor of Bay City. If I could ‘‘tell the secrets 
of my prison-house’’ I should be very strongly inclined to agree with 
the gentleman from Michigan. . But it is not proper, I suppose, ac- 
cording to strict parliamentary usage that we should tell all that takes 
place in committee. 

Let us come down to the question that this House is called upon to de- 
cide—to the merits, as the other gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. FISHER ] 
says; that is, whether the public convenience will best be served by 
establishing and holding a term of the United States court at East Sagi- 
naw or at Bay City. 

The other branch of this Co: without any deliberation or any 
discussion, decided originally that the court should be at Bay City. 
After a full and free discussion this House solemnly decided that the 
court should be held at East Saginaw as the place on the whole best 
calculated to serve the suitors, the witnesses, the jurors, and the inter- 
ests of the public generally. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And did it on a yea-and-nay vote, too. 

Mr. COLLINS. They did it ona yea-and-nay vote, and they empha- 
sized it by another vote; and yet, because the mere omission to insert 
"East Saginaw” everywhere that ‘‘ Bay City’’ occurs in the bill hap- 
pened in this House, my colleague [Mr. RANNEY], with a spirit and an 
insulting manner, which I might say at another time and under other 
circumstances was worthy of a pettifogger, says the gentleman from 
Michigan did not know what he was talking about. Mr. Speaker, the 
railroad center, the center of population, and the center of business for 
the future is East Saginaw, and not Bay City, and I ask this House to 
adhere to its judgment deliberately and solemnly given the other day, 
and to insist that that judgment shall stand. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, in view of the attack just made upon 
my colleague upon the conference committee [Mr. RANNEY] I think 
he ought to have an opportunity to respond, and I now yield him three 
minutes. 

Mr, RANNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry my esteemed friend [Mr. 
CoLLINS] has felt it his duty to come to the relief or the re-enforce- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan. I wish to say to him that I 
never have pretended anything. I have stated what is the fact to him 
and to others, namely, that when this matter was heard before the Ju- 
diciary Committee it was heard before a subcommittee of which I was 
nota member. What little I heard of it, however, inclined me to be- 
lieve that the court should be held at East Saginaw; but inasmuch as 
I did not serve on the subcommittee and was not present in the whole 
committee when they passed upon the question I had not fully exam- 
ined it, and, therefore, I deferred to the judgment of the majority, and 
when the bill came up in this House I voted with the committee 
the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] and 
in favor of Bay City. If there wasa yea-and-nay vote, as I think there 
was, my vote is on record, and as I vote I generally conclude. There- 
fore if gentlemen supposed that they had got a member on the confer- 
ence committee who was going back on his vote or on the commi 
or if any gentleman says that I ever pretended I would do that, he is 
grossly mistaken. 

Mr. TARSNEY. If the gentleman says that he did not make me 
believe that he was going to do it—— 

Mr. RANNEY. It is impossible, Mr. Chairman, for me to say what 
the gentleman has been made to believe. I should hate to be account- 
able by word or act for any belief he may entertain or for any opinion 
he may have formed if his opinions generally are as hastily formed and 


as imprudently uttered as they have been on this floor to-day. I have 
had but one conviction in this matter; and I say again to this House 
that I was put upon the conference committee not by any solicitation 
of mine, but after I had distinctly told the gentleman from 

(Mr. TARSNEY] who now arraigns me that I did not wish to go upon 
that committee and that I ought not to go uponit. I told that tothe 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrrs] likewise, and he asked me if 
he should so state to the Speaker, and I told him that I wished he 
would. Yet Iwas put upon the committee, and, having been put upon 
it, I say again that I did my duty, placed the House in a position of 
decency, and left the bill as Mt should be left and as alone it could be 
left, if it was to be congruous, by voting to recede fromthe amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I embrace the first moment to express 
my regret that any sort of ill-feeling should have sprung up out of this 
matter, but at the same time I congratulate myself that, as I under- 
stand what has been said, there has been no sort of reflection upon my 
consistency in this matter. It is dug to myself, and I think it is due 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. RANNEY ], that I should say 
that, at his request, I did communicate to the Speaker of the House his 
belief that he ought not to be placed upon the committee of conference. 
Why he was put upon that committee the Speaker of course best un- 
derstands, and I have no doubt that it was done in direct conformity 
with the established practice of the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the reason upon which the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the House and the Judiciary Committee of the Senate both 
base their report in favor of Bay City? I said upon a former occasion, 
and permit me now to repeat it as distinctly as I can, that there are 
three great classes of business to be attended to by thiscourt. The first 
is the prosecution of criminal cases against persons who trespass upon 
the public lands. The second is the business connected with the com- 
mercial interests of that part of the Saginaw Valley. The court estab- 
lished at either of these towns would be able to attend, with perfect 
facility, to both of these classes of public business. 

But the class of business of paramount consideration and which, as 
I think, I may state exercised a controlling influence upon the judg- 
ment of the J udiciary Committee in both Houses was the admiralty 
business. Bay City is practically upon a great arm of the sea—almost 
upon the coast of the sea—only 3 miles from the sea. At that place 
every ship, whether from foreign countries or from domestic ports, can go. 
The numerous entries and the vast tonnage of all that great lake are 
tributary to Bay City. The admiralty business belongs to Bay City, 
because the ships can always get there; and it is the last port from 
which a writ from the Federal court in the admiralty interest can be 
served. It is upon this ground mainly that the judgment of the com- 
—— of both Houses of Congress has been invoked in favor of Bay 

ity. 

Between these two cities, only 13 miles apart, the river becomes 
narrow and the tonnage receipts and e ay TOEI show that a large 
number of vessels never reach Saginaw at all 

Mr. TARSNEY. Thegentleman forgets that every vessel which goes 
to Bay City can reach Saginaw. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope my “friend will not interrupt me. I state, 
Mr. Speaker, not what I know personally, but I state the result of the 
proof before the Judiciary Committee; and I had the honor to bea mem- 
ber of the subcommittee. That is my conviction, sitting as a juror 
to determine between these two points. 

Now between these two cities, at one of which I say a large portion 
of the entries are not made, there is railroad communication every hour 
in the day, there being onè road on each side of the river; so that there 
can be half hourly communication between these two points throughout 
the twenty-four hours. Hence, so far as concerns every casio art 
the admiralty business, either city would subserve all 
if the court were located at it. But as to the admiralty bus Paas tht the 
highest interests of the Government are concerned; and as a business 
proposition the duty of Congress is to locate this court at Bay City, 
where this business can be done cheaply and properly. 

That much, Mr. aan I say with the utmost good feeling for the 
whole State of Michigan and with the warmest personal regard for both 
these gentlemen who represent the conflicting districts. And when I 
have said this much as the solemn judgment of every member except 
one of the Judiciary Committee of this House, it does occur to me that 
unless some better reasons than those which have been heretofore as- 
signed can be given this difficulty ought to be settled here and now in 
favor of the city where the Hence business can be transacted. 

One other observation, Mr. . Speaker, andIamdone. East Saginaw 
is not a county seat at all; Bay City is. The population of these two 
cities is about the same. Each of them is important in respect to both 
commercial and manufacturing interests; but the growth of Bay City 
over Saginaw in the last three decades is marked and distinctive, show- 
ing, as I believe, from the census reports as quoted in the debates on 

this subject, that Bay City is to be the future metropolis of the Sagi- 
naw Valley. 

Mr. COLLINS. The gentleman is speaking of percentage of growth, 
not present population. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ta mean percentage of growth. The population of 
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the two cities is now about the same, Bay City having a majority of 
probably about 300. In 1860 the population of Bay City was only 700. 
At that time the population of East Saginaw was 3,000. In 1884 the 
population of Bay City was 29,415 and that of East Saginaw 29,100. 
This shows the rapid increase in favor of Bay City over East Saginaw, 
so far as population and commercial importance are concerned. 

One other observation. Bay City is, perhaps, the largest salt-pro- 
ducing city in the world, supplying, practically, the American continent 
with hersalt. Large quantities of this product go by sea, and by rail- 
road communication when reached, from Bay City to all parts of the 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, having said this much, I invoke the solemn judgment 
of the ost he, upon the personal controversies between the gentle- 
men representing the two districts, or between the gentlemen repre- 
senting the East Saginaw district [Mr. TARSNEY] and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY]—but I invoke the solemn judg- 
thent of the House upon the action of the Judiciary Committee and of 
the conference committee, the latter of which has done the only thing 
which, under parliamentary law, it had the power and the right to do. 

I now demand the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question having been put on agreeing to the report of the con- 
ference committee, 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair is unable to decide. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered—64 voting in favor thereof. 

Thequestion was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 116, not vot- 
ing 76; as follows: 


YEAS—126. 
Ad G.E. Findlay, King, Rogers, 
Allen, C. H. er, Kleiner, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Fleeger, La Fo Sadler, 
Baker, Forney, 3 Sessions, 
Bayne, Frede: Landes, Shaw, 
Bennett, Fuller, Lanham, Singleton, 
Blount, Gallinger, Lindsley, Smalls, 
Bound ilfillan, Little, Spooner, 
Boutelle, ff, Lyman, Steele, 
Breckinridge, O. R. Grosvenor, atson, Stewart, J. W. 
eben tay BNA Grout, McKinley, , E. F. 
Brown, C. E Š MoMillin, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Brown, W. W. Hammond, McRae, mia, 
Buck, . atch, Millard, Struble, 
Bunnell, Hayden Milliken, Swo 
Burrows, Hemphill, Mo Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, J.S. Morrill, Taylor, I. H. 
Caswell, Hepo Neal, : Thomas 0. i 
well urn, x 
Clements, Hiestand, Neece, ‘Turner, 
Conger, Hires, O'Donnell, Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Hitt, Osborne, Wait, 
Cowles, Holman, Owen, Wakefield, 
Culberson, Holmes, Payne, Ward, T. B. 
Cutcheon, Hopkins, Perki: Warner, A.J. 
Davidson, R.H.M. Houk, Piumb, eber, 
Dingley, oward, Price, Wheeler, 
Dan Hutton, Ranney, White, Milo, 
Dunn, Johnson, F.A Reed, i 
Eden, Johnston, J. T, Reese, Wolfo 
Ely, Johnston, Rice, 
Eve Jones, J.H. Richardson, 
NAYS—116. 
Adams, J. J. ý Jones, J.T. Seymour, 
Allen, J. M. Da ‘oon, ner, 
Anderson, C. M. Dibble, Lawler, Snyder, 
Anderson, J. A. Dockery, Le Fevre, Sowden, 
n, Dorsey, Springer, 
Ballentine, Dougherty, Lib 7. Stahlnecker, 
e, a s u nso 
A Si $ Mahoney, Sc baea 
Bingham, Felton, Martin, Stone, W. <S Mo. 
Blan ` Foran, McAdoo, Storm, 
Bliss, Ford, Merriman, Swinburne, 
Boyle, Funston, Morgan, ‘Tarsney, 
À Gay, Nelson, 
Buchanan, Sie, C.H. Norwood, taea .M. 
ur! lass, Oates, or, Zach. 
Bynum, y Green, O'Hara, Ti a 
Cabell, Hale, O'Neill, Charles ‘Townshend, 
Caldwel Hall, O'Neill, J. J. . 
Campbell, Felix Hanback, Peel, Van 
Carleton, Harmer, A Viele, 
Catchings, Harris, Peters, Ward, J. H. 
Clardy, Haynes, Pettibone, Warner, William 
Collins, Herbert, dall, Weaver, A. J. 
Compton, Hermann, Reagan, eaver, J. B. 
Co Hill, Riggs, White, A.C. 
Cox, W. R. Hudd, Robertson, Wilkins, 
Crain, Irion, Ryan, Willis, 
oe Jackson, Sayers, ilson, 
Daniel, James, ton, Worthington. 
NOT VOTING—76. 
Aiken, Campbell, J. E. Ellsberry, Hiscock, 
Barbour, pees Sp T.J. Ermentrout, "Kelley, 3 
es, Ca: x Evans, Ketcham, 
Belmont, Geddes, Long, 
Bland, Cox, 8.8, Gibson, Eustace Lo 
Tagg, xton, over, vering, 
Browne, T, M. Curtin, Guenther, Lowry, 
Brumm, Davenport, Heard, Mar 4 
Burnes, Davidson, A.O. Henderson, D.B. Ma: a 
Butterworth, wson, Henley, M 


McCreary, Outhwaite, Scott, Wi 
ee) on ee ll woes 
Mills,’ Phel; Stewart, Charles Whiting, 
Mitchell, Pidcock, Symes, W 
Morrow, Pindar, ompson, Wi 
Muller, Rockwell, Pheoseanston, 

Mester oo Van Eaton, 

On A Sawyer, Wade, 


So the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. EDEN. Iask, by unanimous consent, that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. r 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object. 

The reading of the names was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. MAYBURY de- 
sires to pair with me. He is unable to be here. I withdraw my vote 
and pair with him. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I desire to record my vote. 

The SPEAKER. How? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. In the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote is not recorded. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I was in the Hall and did not hear my name 
called, although I was listening. 

The SPEAKER. How does the gentleman vote? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I vote no. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwas in my seatand did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman again. 

Mr. DINGLEY, I vote “yea.” 

The pairs were then announced, as follows: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

For this day: 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. Evans. 

Mr. Croxton with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. GUENTHER, 

On this vote: 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. Hiscock. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to test the sense of the House between 
private and public business. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Allow me to make a report from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. From what committee? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam authorized to report two bills from the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. Pension appropriation bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. LI yield for that purpose. 


INVALID PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report back the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10397) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and 
for other purposes, and move non-concurrence and ask for a conference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Read the Senate amendments. 

Mr. STEELE. I move to concur in the Senate amendments; 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I should like to have the bill read or a statement 
made explaining the amendments of the Senate. - 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can state in a moment the grounds of differ- 
ence between the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 9, strike out “15,” and insert *20;” so it will read: 
“For rents, 000.” 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. The House made an appropriation of $15,000 
for rents for pension agents. The Senate increased the amount to $20,- 
000. The committee recommend non-concurrence so the matter may 
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be fully investigated in order to see whether the amount voted by the 
House is not sufficient. 

The Committee on Appropriations also recommend non-concurrence 
in some language Ss in the bill by the Senate. The bill asit went 
from the House required pension agents to establish their offices in pub- 
lic buildingsin the cities where public buildingsare located. The House 
bill in this regard was peremptory. The Senate inserted the words 
“t where practicable,” leaving it discretionary. In that amendment 
the committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Why not concur in the Senate amendments? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Because we think it is best the matter should 
be referred to a conference committee. I move non-concurrence anda 
conference be asked with the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MEXICAN WAR PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Appropriations, also re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 11202) making appropriations to pay pensions to 
the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time; referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


SIMMONS W. HARDEN. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I call up for consideration at this time 
the bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden, which 
was returned by the President with his veto. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ithink we had bettergo on with the appropriation 
pills. 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether the House will, on recon- 
sideration, agree to the bill notwithstanding the objections of the 
President, On this the Constitution requires a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. How much time have I? 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The point of consideration is raised. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I stated it as soon as the Chair put the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Is the question of consideration raised ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. With what bills? 

Mr. RANDALL. With the appropriation bills. 

TheSPEAKER. Any gentleman the right to raise the question 
of consideration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What I desire to know is whether the appro- 
priation bill will come up if this is voted down? 

Mr. SPRINGER, This is private-bill day. 

The SPEAKER. If the House dispenses with private business to- 
day it will then proceed with the public business as on other days. 

The question is, Will the House now proceed to consider the bill and 
message? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 75, 
noes 81. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent to take a vote directly 
without debate on the pension bill. It will take the same length of 
time as would be taken up by this roll-call, and then we can proceed 
without delay with the public business. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Without debate? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report of the committee can be read, but no 
debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that by unanimous consent there be a 
vote taken directly on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Without debate ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Without debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the report be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. ‘This is a unanimous report from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BURROWS. It is understood that the report is to be read. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. That is the understanding. 

Mr. BURROWS. And the veto message? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that the vote be taken now directly upon the ques- 
tion of passing the bill over the veto, the reading of the report to pre- 
cede the vote? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I now ask for the reading of the re- 


rt. 2 
sg 35 WOLFORD, Would it bein order to have the veto message read ? 
The SPEAKER. It will be read, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the veto message of 
the President of the United States on the bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to 
Simmons W. Harden, submit the following report : 

The objections of the President are set forth in his message (Executive Doc- 
ument No, 252), which is as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I hereby return, without approval, bill No, 1406, which originated in the House 
z ser, at and is entitled “An act granting a pension to Simmons W, 

arden, 

The claimant mentioned in this bill enlisted as a private December 30,1863, 
and was discharged May 17, 1865. 
He filed an application for pension in 1866, in which he all: that he was 

injured in the left side by a fall from a wagon while in the service. 

In 1880 he filed another spphoatom in which he claimed that he was afflicted 
with an enlargement of the lungs and heart from overexertion at a review. 
His record in the Army makes no mention of either of these troubles, but does 
sow that he had at some time during his service dyspepsia and intermittent 

fever. 

The fact that fourteen years cia ie after he claimed to have been injured by 
a fall from a bale a before he d vered that enlargement of the lungs and 
none Ym nie difficulty is calculated to at least raise a doubt as to the valid- 

tyo claim. 

The ewdence as to his condition at the time of enlistment, as well as since 
seems quite contradictory and unsatisfactory. The committee to which the bili 
was referred report that “the only question in the case is as to his condition at 
time of enlistment, and the evidence is so flatly contradictory on that point that 
it is impossible to decide that question.” 

Notwithstanding this declaration it is proposed to allow him a pension of $16 
a month, though he has survived all his ailments long enough to reach the age 
of seventy-two years. . 

I think, upon the case presented, the action of the Pension Bureau overruling 
his claim should not be reversed. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ExECUTIVE MANSION, May 28, 1886. 


It appears from the papers submitted to your committee that Simmons W. 
Harden enlisted in Company L, First Iowa Cavalry, December 30, 1863, and was 
discharged May 17, 1865. On the 23d day of July, 1866, he filed an application 
for a pension, alleging that on the 25th ony of March, 1864, while dipping water 
from the Mississippi River for the use of the company he was poem on the 
spoke of the wagon wheel and fell on his right side on the tire of the wheel. It 
was a cold day—as fastas water was spilled on the wheels it froze, causing him to 
slip. He was so disabled that he was sent to the hospital at Davenport, 
March 80, 1864, where he remained eleven days. He was then sent to his com- 
pany and detailed as cook, which Suaa performed until he was d 5 
with the exception of the time from rch 1, 1865, to May 16, 1865, during which 

Memphis, receiving treatment for this fnjury.” 
Su uently, in June, 1880, he filed a supplemental declaration, alleging t 
at Little Rock, Ark., on the 24th day of June, 1864, his company was dismounted 
and marched on double quick two miles, causing him to becomeoverheated, 
and resulting in enlargement of the heart, producing organic heart trouble, pain 
and palpitation of the heart, fullness in the cardiac region, excessive and great 
nervousness, and frequent unconsciousness, 

The following is a complete summary of the evidence on file in the case: 

Dr. D. O. Hastings testifies that he was personally acquainted with claimant 
from 1855 till enlistment, and that he was duringall that time free from disease. 

A. D. Hastings testifies that he knew claimant for the seven years prior to 
enlistment, and that he was sound. 

E. A. Harden testifies to prior acquaintance with claimant, and to his sound- 
ness at enlistment, 

W. H. Keong tatin that ho became acquainted with him in 1861, and in 
the winter of 1861 and 1862 he employed him to take recruits from Quasqueton 
to Dubuque when the railroads were blocked with snow, and from the nature 
of the service knows that he must have been a stout, healthy man, He met 
him again in 1863, and saw nothing to lead him to suppose he was not a sound 


man. 
David Swartz and Felix Kitch testify as to his soundness at time of enlist- 
ment, and that on March 25, 1864, while standing on the hub of the wheel of a 
wagon, while getting water for his company, he fell, striking on the top of the 
wheel, ca’ g severe injury; also that at Little Rock, Ark., June 24, 1864, he be- 
came overcome with heat from marching two miles on double quick, injuring 
him so as to unfit him for duty, and rendering it necessary to send him to the hos- 
pital, Subsequently, in answer to an office letter, this witness says he knows 
positively that claimant was so overcome with heat that he fell in a fit. and was 
thereafter unfit for duty; that he, witness,and another comrade caught him as 
he fell; that afterwards he complained of his lungs, was unable to wear a belt, 
and was detailed as cook, OU. 5, Newell, another comrade, testifies to claim- 
ant’s being overcome with heat as claimed. 
George M. Minkler testifies that in December, 1863, we enlisted together, in 
the First Iowa Cavalry; had known him for several years, and his health was 
ood, and he could do any kind of manual labor. I never knew him to suffer 
m sickness until the 24th of June, 1864. At that time we were marching from 
Fort Cotton to the arsenal grounds, 2 miles east of the fort, at Little Rock, and 
when we formed into line he was suddenly taken sick and almost fainted. 
David Swartiel and I caught him in our arms and had to hold him up. We re- 


time he was in Overton hospi 


uested him to go to hospital, and, if I remember right, we accompanied him to 
the hospital, I thought at the time that he had a sunstroke. He was on the 
sick list a long time, and was cupped and blistered several times, From that 


time he was never fit todo asoldier’sduty. Hecould not ride on horseback nor 
weara belt. He was detailed to do light work, cooking for the mess, &e. 

R: W. Bodell testifies that he went with claimant to enlist; that both were 
stripped naked and passed as sound, which he believes they both were at that 


time. 

William Miller, another comrade, testifies that he knew claimant intimately 
from 1856, living within 40 rods of him, and cei 4 for a long time at his house ; 
knew him to form all kinds of hard labor; the country was new at that 
time, and he did a t amount Bani sae and logging; knew him to be sick 
in service; visited him in hospital in Memphis; would not be positive what he 
was treated for, but think it was some kind of heart disease. 

J. M. Simerol, lieutenant of the com y, testifies as to the incurrence of sun- 
stroke, and his subsequent unfitness for general duty; that he remained with 
the company and did such light duty as he was able to do until March 1, 1865, 
pecs he was sent to hospital, and remained until May 17, when he was dis- 

arged. 

A. G. Hastings testifies that claimant was an able-bodied man at time of en- 
listment,and that since his discharge he has been unable to perform manual 
labor, and that he is now wholly disabled from earning his support. 
ane. reer hes testifies to treatment for heart disease from soon after dis- 

arge un A 

Dr E. M. Wilson testifies that he is well acquainted with claimant, and that he 
has suffered with heart disease ever since discharge. 
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Emily Summers and Emerson Harding testify that claimant was absolutely 
free from any heart disease at time of enlistment and has been affected ever 
since discharge with that disability. 

‘Thomas Lore testifies that claimant has been unable to perform any manual 
labor since 1870. 

H. B. Grable testifies that he has known claimant since 1872, and that he has 


been unable to perform any manual labor. 
A, G. Hastings, E. A, Harden, Felix Kilet, and G. G. Newell testify that 
claimant has been unable to do any manual labor since discharge on account of 


heart disease. The examining surgeon at Independence, Iowa, reported June 
30, 1867, that he is three-fourths disabied from heart disease, 

The examining surgeon at Falls City, Nebr., reported September, 1881, that 
he was one-half disabled from same disability, A su uent examination at 
Pawnee recommended a third of a third-grade pension for same cause. The 
adverse testimony is as follows: 

E. W. orm testifies that claimant was troubled in breathing when over- 
worked before he enlisted. 

H. G. Chamberlain testifies that he had heard that claimant had heart disease 
before enlistment, but that his memory is not clear in the matter. $ 

A.P. Bunhus testifies that claimant was sound at enlistment, and he did not 
hear him complain of heart disease until 1867. 

W. F, Wallace testifies that he did not consider him fit for service at enlistment, 
ape oe peres performed much duty. (Special examiner says this witness 

unre! e. 


Hugh Henry testifies that claimant complained before enlistment of his heart 
fluttering when he overworked; that he had seen him frequently when he would 
be short of breath after getting excited. 

The examiner in the case reports that he is reliably informed that Dr. 
Hasting’s reputation is not good. 

The s examiner closes his report as follows: “From the evidence before 
me, and the impressions I have formed of the honesty and reliability of the claim- 
ant and his witnesses, Iam of the opinion that the claim is meritorious.” 

From the evidence submitted it would seem to be clearly proven that this 
man, nearly fifty years of age when he enlisted, was at that time able to do all 
kinds of hard manual labor; that he received an injury and a sunstroke in the 
service, and was ever after unable to labor for his subsistence; that the dis- 
ability has continued ever since, and that he is now, at the age of seventy-two 
years, destitute and dependent on friends for support. Thathe was suffering at 
d , and has suffered ever since, from heart disease is well established. 
It would seem that a pension can only be denied him on the theory that the dis- 
ease existed at the time of enlistment. 

The act of March 3, 1885, provides "that all applicants for pensions shall be 
presu to have had no disability at the time of enlistment, but such pre- 
sumption may be rebutted.” This, in the judgment of your committee, has not 
been done. Only three witnesses testify on this point,and they say that when 
overworked or excited he was short of breath, How many members of this 
body could work earnestly at hard manual labor for an hour without being af- 
fected in the same way? Nearly a dozen witnesses testify itively that he 
was not only able, but did perform the most arduous labor 
When the Government accepted man its chosen agen 
giving him a thorough examination pronounced him sound, 
months ofservice they discharged him, broken down and unable to earn a liveli- 
hood, and now, after waiting twenty years, he is denied the pittance which would 
enable him to eke out a scanty m hamai upon the petty evidence that when 
he overworked or got excited he seemed troubled with shortness of breath. It is 
eontemptible for a rich and powerful Government to interpose such a trivial 

lea to avoid the payment of a. small pension to a man who cheerfully offered 

s life in its defense. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, the President's 
veto to the contrary notwithstanding. 


[H. R. 1406, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
An act granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in oe oe anene; That the of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to place on the ion-roll the name of Simmons W. Har- 


serio to te condone and Maeatone of the pension awe st the sie of FIÔ 
per month. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. The House will remark [cries of 
“Regular order!’’] that this is reported by a unanimous com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understood there was to be no debate. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I only wish it to be understood that 
both sides concur in this. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”] . 

Mr. SPRINGER. The understanding was that the report should be 
read, but no debate. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I am not going to debate it; I only 
want to say that both sides concur in this report. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose it will be in order to ask for the read- 
ing of the views of the minority ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. There is no minority report. 

Mr. BURROWS. This, then, is a unanimous report from the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Yes, sir; it is unanimous. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is there anything further you want to get into 
the Recorp? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURROWS. I demand the regular order. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hatcu in the chair). Debate is 
not in order. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Was there not some understanding or consent 
unanimously given that there should be no debate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is trying to get order on 
the floor so as to state the question. 

The question is, Shall the bill be passed, the objections of the Presi- 
dent to the contrary notwithstanding; and on this the Constitution re- 
quires that the vote shall be taken by yeas and nays. 

The Clerk will call the roll. 
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_ The question was taken; and there were—yeas 141, nays 98, not vot- 
ing 79; as follows: . 


YEAS—i41. 
Adams, G. E, Frederick, Lindsley, Springer, 
Adams, J. J. er, Little, Stes 
Allen, 6. H. m, ayaan, Stephenson. 
Anderson, J, A. Gallinger, cComas, Ste’ Ww. 
Atkinson, ides, McKenna, Stone, E. F. 
Baker, Gilfillan, McKinley, Stone, W. J., Mo 
Bayne, Goff, Millard, Friga 
Bingham, Grosvenor, Milliken, Struble, 
Bound, Grout, Mo: h Symes, 
Boutelle, Hanback, Mo! Toreney; 
Brady, Harmer, Morrow, Taull! 
Brown, 0. E. Hayden, Nelson, Taylor, E, B. 
Brown, W. W. Ha; O'Donnell, Taylor, I. H. 
Bu: ic Henderson, T.J. "Hara, Taylor, Zach. 
Buck, Hepburn, O'Neill, Charles Thomas, J. 
Bunnell, Hermann, O'Neill, J.J. Thomas, O. B, 
Daerah, Hiestand, ceca ayy Townes $ 
utterwo! ires, yne, an A 
Bynum, Hiscock, Payson, Wade, 
Campbell, J. M. Hitt, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Camp! J.E. Holman, eters, Wait, 
Cannon, Holmes, Pettibone, Wakefield, 
Carleton, Hopkins, Plumb, Warner, A. J. 
Caswell, Houk, Price, Warner, William 
Cooper, Howard, Ranney, Weaver, A.J. 
Cutcheon, Jackson, Reed, Weaver, J. B. 
Davis, ‘James, Rice, Weber, 
Dingley, Johnston, J.T. Romeis, West, 
rsey, Ketcham, Rowell, White, A.C. 
ham, Kleiner, Ryan, White, Milo 
Ely, La Follette, Scranton, Whiting, 
Everhart, + Laird, Seney, Wilkins, 
Farquhar, Lawler, Sessions, Wolford, 
views: Leuibach Fina 
eeger, ’ pooner, 
Foran, Libbey, Spri K 
NAYS—98. 
Anderson, O, M. Daya; Jones, J. H. Richardson, 
Bacon, Davidson, A. O Jones, A rs, 
Ballentine, Davidson, R. H.M. King, Sayers, 
Bar! e, weon, Laffoon, Seymour, 
Barry, Dibble, Landes, Shaw, 
Bennett, Dockery, Lanham, Singleton, 
Blanchard, Dougherty, Mahoney, Skinner, 
Blount, unn, : Sowden, 
Boyle, Eden, MeMillin, Stahinecker, 
Bragg Forney, IcRae, Stewart, Charles 
Breckinridge, C.R. Gibson, C, H. Miller, St. Martin, 
Breckinridge, WCP Glass, ills, Storm, 
Burnes, Green, Mitchell, Arapa 
i Hall, Morgan, Taylor, J. M. 
Caldwell Halsell, Morrison, Tillman, 
Campbell, Felix Hammond, Muller, er, 
Campbell, T. J. Harris, Neal, Van Eaton, 
Catchings, Hatch, Norwood, Viele, 
Clements, Heard, Oates, Ward, J. H. 
b, Hemphill, Pee), Ward, 
Cowles, Henderson, J.S. Perry, Wheeler, 
Cox, W.R. Herbert, ndar, ilson, 
Culberson, Hill Randall, 
Curtin, Hutton, gan, 
Daniel, Johnston, T. D. Reese, 
NOT VOTING—79. 
Aiken. Davenport, Lore, Robertson, 
Allen, J. M. Eld: t Louttit, Rockwell, 
bour, Ellsberry, Lovering, Rusk, 
Ermentrout, Lo ý Sadler, 
Belmont, ns, Mark ~ Sawyer, 
Bland, Findlay, n, Scott, 
Bliss, ¥ Matson, Snyder, 
Browne, T, M. Ford, Maybury, Stone, W.J. „Ky. 
3 Gay, McAdoo, Swinburne, 
Burleigh, Gibson, Eustace Merriman, Thompson, 
Candler, Glover, Murphy, Throckmorton, 
rd Guenther, eece, Trigg, 
Collins, le, egley, ‘Tucker, 
Compton, Henderson, D. B. O’Ferral Wallace, 
Comstock, Henley, Outhwaite, Wellborn, 
Conger, Hudd, Owen, Willis, 
Cox, 8. 8. Trion, Parker, W: 
Crain, Johnson, F. A. Phelps, Woodburn, 
Crisp, Kelley, Pidcock, Worthington, 
Croxton, Long, Riggs, 


So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the bill was not 


Mr. TAULBEE. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

There was no objection. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this vote: 

Mr. NEECE with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. Ricas with Mr, WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. MARKHAM. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD some remarks on the bill just voted upon. 

Mr. HALL. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the morning hour for the call of com- 
mittees be dispensed with. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. BAKER. IL also desire to present a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore). The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Gros- 
VENOB] will state his question. 

ROSVENOR. I call up the message from the President re- 
turning without his approval the bill.(H. R. 5394) granting a pension 
to Sally Ann Bradley. I desire its immediate consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will not insist 
apo that. There was at least a fair understanding, as I thought, that 

the vote was allowed to be taken directly on the pension bill, which 
has just been disposed of, an opportunity would be given to me to move 
to dispense with private’ business to-day so that the House might pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the amendments to the sundry civil bill. 
I further want to impress upon the mind of the gentleman from Ohio, 
whom I know to be always reasonable, that the bill I desire to reach 
should be disposed of at the earliest practicable moment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no knowledge that there was any ar 
rangement by which I was precluded from calling up this bill. I do 
not want to inject this bill into the proceedings of the House so as to 
disturb the progress of business; but I object to the refusal of the House 
to consider a bill which I regard as being all one way on its merits. 
Now, with the understanding, so far as the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] is concerned, that it is agreed that at the proper 
time I may have the consideration of this bill I will withdraw the de- 
mand at this time. But I want to say now that I wiil inject this bill 
constantly hereafter into the proceedings of the House until it is treated 
ange Scie 8 and has a hearing. 

Mr. RANDALL. As the gentleman is aware, I have nothing to do 
with the consideration of pension bills. ‘That belongs to a committee 
of which I am not a member. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I repeat that I had no knowledge of any ar- 
rangement by which but one of these pension bills was to be called up 

for consideration to-day. 
` Mr. RANDALL. I do not say there was any absolute binding agree- 
ment, but I think that was the understanding. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam willing that the sense of the House shall 
be tested as to what shall be done next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio with- 
draw his pro ca 

o. 


position ? 
AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to present a privileged resolution, and after 
it is read I will ask unanimous consent that the last portion of the reso- 
lution be immediately considered. It relates to the bills reported by 
the Committee on the Territories, and proposes to fix a day for the hear- 
ing of the three bills now on the-Calendar for the admission of Dakota, 
Washington, and Montana. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to reach the consideration of the amend- 
ments to the sundry civil appropriation bill. I object. 

Mr. BAKER. Under the rules the resolution I present must go to the 
Committee on Rules if the House refuses to adopt the last resolution, 
which requires the committee to report back the resolution in two 
da . 


ys. 

Mr. RANDALL. I give notice that that will be objected to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from New York has the se to 
have the resolution read for reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has entertained the propo- 
sition. The gentleman has the right to present a resolution for a change 
of the rules for reference to the Committee on Rules after one day’s 
notice. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the Senate of the United States, on the 5th day of February, 1886, 
d the act entitled “An act to provide for the admission of Dakota into the 
nion and for the organization of the Territory of Lincoln,” the favorable re; vnc 
upon which was submitted by Mr. Hannwoy, from the Committee on the 
ritories, January 11, 1886; an 

Whereas the miocratic majority of the Committee on the Territories of the 
House, through Mr. SPRINGER, submitted on the 25th day of May, 1886, a report 
adverse to said Senate bill, in which it is claimed that said Territory does not 

the area, the population, nor the legal right to be admitted into the 
Union other than as one State, and RETAS aM with the furtherstatement “your 
committee are therefore of the opinion that the 
Dakota are not entitled to admission into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States,and therefore recommend that the Senate bill admitting the 
proposed State into the Union and organizing a Teritoria government for the 
northern half of that Territory should not pass;” 

Whereas the Republican minority of said pt lt wos united in a report dis- 
senting from the conclusions of the DNS jority, and advised the immediate admis- 
sion of Dakota into the Union under the aforesaid Senate bill, which said mi- 
nority report concludes with the following words: “ We believe it is the consti- 
tutional right of the State of Dakota to be under the bill which has 
come to House from the Senate” 3 


Mr. HAMMOND (interrupting the reading). I desire tọ make a 
liamentary inquiry. . J 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I want to know whether a speech like that can 
be read under the privilege of introducing a resolution for a change of 
the rules? I object to the reading. 

Mr. BAKER. What the Clerk is now reading is the preamble. 


people of the southern half of 


Mr. SPRINGER. feo debate is to be permitted I should have the 
privilege of being heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no debate. The Clerk will 
proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk continued to read, as follows: 


“Tt will be observed that the majority report has not one denial of the right of eiti- s bern 
o! 


new Bad is about 73,000 square raan at p eagran 


Haa the population of said and proposed Territory is believed ay vos 
nearly doubled since the census of 1885. 
Mr. RANDALL. I object to the further It can only be 


allowed by a vote of the House. [Cries of ‘‘ order!??] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I make the point of order that that is not 
a resolution for an amendment to the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania ob- 
jects to the further reading. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It will be over in a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


When the Leesa of a paper one upon which the House is called 
to give a final vote is demand 


other than 
is ea ae ee by any member, it 
shall be determined without debate by a vote of the Ho 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have a vote of the Homes 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This resolution is not introduced for 
present consideration, and no vote of the House can be taken on the 
resolution at this time. It is simply introduced-—— 

Mr. REED. One word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to complete his 
statement. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair is to render a decision I want to be heard 
before that decision is given. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not rendering a decision; 
he is simply making an explanation. The resolution is introduced to 
the House as a notice—one day’s notice of reference to the Committee 
on Rules to-morrow. 

Mr. REED. If it is a notice to the House the resolution ought to 
be read. There can not be any doubt about that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But, Mr. Speaker, I submit that it is not 
notice to the House. It is a speech shoved in here under pretense of 
a matter of privilege. [Cries of ‘‘Regular order!’’?] Then I rise to a 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is one point of order now pend- 
ing. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] on his point of order, 

Mr. RANDALL. My point is that it is a violation of the rule just 
read to have the reading of that paper continue after I have objected, 
unless the House so orders. 

Mr. REED. But this is an entirely different thing. This is a notice 
to the House, and of course it must be read to the House. How other- 
wise can the House have notice? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
matter embraced in the proposition shows upon its face that it is not a 
question of privil 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I raise the point of order and ask the 
Chair to decide it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a point of order made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, RANDALL] pending, and the Chair 
will now put the question to the House, under the rule which has just 
been read, Shall the further reading of the resolution be continued ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I raise the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that the 
point of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] comes too 
late, after the reading has been entered upon 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The leper permits it atany time. The 
Chair overrules that t of order. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Irise to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HISCOCK. This was offered as a privileged resolution, and it 


was accepted as such, and the reading entered upon; now I submit 
that the point of order of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] comes altogether too late, when the resolution has been nearly 


completed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will cause the rule to be 


again read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


When the peeing ee. a paper other than one upon eet the House is called 
to give a final yote is demanded, and the same is to by any member, it 
shall be determined witheut debate by a vote of the House. 
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Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard for a moment. 
Mr. HISCOCK. That rule refersto the time when the reading begins. 
Mr..CUTCHEON. That is the point I made. 

Mr. RANDALL. This forces another matter upon the House un- 
der the guise of a privileged question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] what he desires and what we desire is to save 
time and to get at his appropriation bills. We do not care to have 
them fail and an extra session forced upon thecountry. [Laughter. ] 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. [Cries of 
Vote!” ‘Vote!’?] 

Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order that this is a resolu- 
tion—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is one point of order already 
pending. The Chair sustains the point of order made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], and will now put the ques- 
tion to the House. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise the point of order that 
this paper is a matter purely of privilege; that it states in the 
ble matters of record referring to the records; that the last resolution 
is one of instructions to the committee, requiring them to within 
two days; and that, for these reasons, we are entitled to have the paper 
read in order that the privileged resolution may be properly presented 


to the mind of the House. 
The Chair has nothing to do with the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
contents of the paper. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the plausible statement of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BAKER] that he rose to a question of privilege, 
there has been injected into the proceedings here that which appears 
not to be a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, That is not for the Chair to decide. 
The question now before the House is, Shall the resolutions be read 
further? 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 92, noes 113. 

Mr. BAKER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 123, not 
voting 83; as follows: 


YEAS—112. 
Adams, G. E. Fleeger, Lehlbach, Romeis, 
Allen, C. H. Fuller, ir Rowell, 
Soon ne Gall na Little, a 
ms nger, : 
Bayne, Gilfillan, Long, Sendons: 
Goff, Louttif, | Smalls, 
Bound, Grosvenor, M Steele, 
Boutelle, Grout, McKenna, Ste; ne 
Brady, Harmer, McKinley, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, C, E. Hayden, ard, Strait, 
Brown, W. W. Milliken, Strubie, 
Henderson, T. J. Moffatt, Swinburne, 
Buck, Hepburn, Morrill, es, 
Bunnell, Hermann, Morrow, , E. B. 
Burrows, Hi Nelson, Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, J. M. Hires, O'Donnell, Thomas, J. R. 
Cannon, Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles Thomas, O. B. 
Caswell, Hitt, Osborne, Van Schaick, 
oom Hor kins, Poa 3 Wait 
Cooper, op! © 
Catches, Houk, Payson Wakefield, 
Davis, š Perkins, Warner, 
Dingley, James, Peters, Weaver, A. J. 
rsey, Johnson, F. A. Pettibone, ‘Weber, 
5 Johnston, J. T. Plumb, West, 
y, Kleiner, Price, White, A.C. 
Everhart, La Follette, White, Milo 
> Laird, Rice, Whiting. 
NAYS—123. 
Bacon, as R.H.M. ee Singleton, 
Ballentine, Dibb' Landes, Snyder, 
Barn ar 5 
Ben: tt, De : 1a Neate Springer, 
ne! nn, Y, 
Blan > Eden, McAdoo, Siahlnecker, 
Bliss, dredge, cOreary, 
Blount, Foran, McMillin, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
yle, Gay, McRae, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Geddes, Merriman, Storm, 
Breckinridge, WOP Gibson; C.H. Miller, Swope, 
Burnes, Glass, Morgan, Tau 
Bynum, Green, Morrison, Taylor, J. M. 
Cabell, Hall, Müller, an, 
Caldw Halsell Neal, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. E. Hammond, Neece, 
Campbell, T. J. Harris, Norwood, Van Eaton, 
Carleton, Hatch, Viele, 
Heard . 5 Ward, J. H. 
Clements, Hemphill, Perry, Ward, T. B. 
Cobb, Henderson, J. S. Pindar, Warner, A. J. 
Compton, Henley, Randall, Weaver, J. B. 
Comstock, Hill, . eeler, 
Cowles, Holman, Reese, Wilkins, 
Cox, W. R. Howard, Richardson, Willis, 
n, Hudd, Rogers, Wilson, 
"H Hutton, Rusk, Winans, 
Culberson, Irion, Sayers, Wise, 
el, Jones, J. H. Seney, Wolford, 
Jones, J. T. Seymour, 
Da n, A. C. g. wW, 


Adams, J. J. Davenport, Lore, Ri 

Aiken, wson, A Robertson, 
Allen, J. M. berry, Lowry, Rockwell, 
Anderson, C. M. Ermentrout, L; +) Sadler, 
Baker, ey, Scott, 
Barbour, Felton, Markham, Scranton, 
Barksdale, Ys Martin, Skinner, 
Belmont, Fisher, Matson, Spooner, 
Bland, Ford, Maybury, Stewart, es 
B X Forney, fills, Stone, E. F. 
Browne, T. M. Frederick, Mitchell, ey, 

ý Gibson, Eustace Murphy, Taylor, IH. 
Burleigh, Glover, pan el ‘Thompson, 
Butterworth, Guen x oO’ a Th morton, 
Cam Felix Hale, o’ Trigg, 
Candier, Han O'Neill, J. J. Tucker, 
Clardy, Henderson, D. B. Outhwaite, Wade, 
Collins, rt, Parker, Wal 
Cox, 8. S. Johnston, T. D. Telpa Wellborn 
Croxton, ey, coc 
Curtin, K Ranney, 

The following additional pairs were announced, all for the remainder 
of the day: 


Mr. FORNEY with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. SKINNER with Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. SADLER with Mr. BAKER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 112, the 
nays 123. The question is determined in the negative; and the pa 
hed epee from New York [Mr. BAKER] will lie over 

e rule, 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to ask a question for information. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAKER. Tacie to know whether the resolutions by them- 
selyes may be read and referred to the Committee on Rules or whether 
they should all lie over and be acted on to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The paper will lie over one day under 
the rule, to come up to-morrow for reference to the Committee on Rules. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I now move to dispense with the morning hour 
for reports of a private nature from committees. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that those gentlemen 
who. have reports may hand them to the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Ramparts] accept that modification of his motion? 

Mr. RANDALL. I faves no objection to that proposition, provided 
the privilege be limited to reports of a private nature, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ee noe no objection the morning 
hour for reports from committees will be dispensed with and leave 
will be granted to file with the Clerk, Rete the day, reports of a pri- 
vate nature. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Under the leave granted, the following reports were filed: 


RUFUS LOWE AND C. M. LOFTIN. 


Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11157) for the relief of Rufus Lowe and C. 
M. Loftin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FORT RILEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10831) to authorize the Kansas Valley 
Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad through the Fort 
Riley Military Reservation, in Kansas, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

AMOS. SHIREY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6268) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Amos Shirey; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. HETTIE K. PAINTER. 


Mr. MO from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2834) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. 
Painter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


er 


L. V. HOLLYFIELD. 


Mr. MO. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (S. 376) granting a pension to L. V. Hol- 
lyfield; which was laid on the table, the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the le House on 
the Private Calendar. 
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ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MO. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally 
id on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 
bill (H. R. 3523) for the relief of Sarah E. Starling; 
H. R. 4105) granting a pension to James V. Bodine; 
. R. 734) granting a pension to Oxley Johnson; 
R. 7527) granting a pension to Aaron Sternes; 
R. 677) ting a pension to Annie M. Broderick; 
R. 7325) for the relief of Henry W. Goodnight; 
R. 6633) for the relief of Philip Kincheloe; 
. R. 676) granting a pension to T. N. McClure; and 
bill (H. R. 3526) for the relief of Catharine Mehan. 


PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL HIGH SCHOOL, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
the bill (H. R. 2580) for the relief of the trustees of the Protestant Epis- 
minary and High School in Virginia; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Caltndar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS AT TEXARKANA, ARK. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I send to the desk a conference report. There 
will be no debate upon it. I ask that the report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Voce Meat votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for holding terms 
of United States courts at Texarkana, Ark., and for er purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 


mm 


m 


p> > > b> pb b> b> b> > 
oa 
= 
EEEE 


their ve Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its d. ent totheamendment of the Senate 
and to the same with an amendment, as follows: 


In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert: 

“That terms of the circuit and ‘ict courts of the United States for the east- 
ern judicial district of the State of Arkansas shall be held twice each year at 
the city of Texarkana, in said eastern judicial district, commencing on the sec- 
— Mopy in January and July, to be known as the Texarkana division of 


“Sec. 2. That all process, civil and criminal, against persons residing in the 
counties of Colum! Howard, Hem d, Lafayette, Little River, er, Ne- 
vada, Pike, and Sevier shall be made returnable to said courts 
ively at said city of Texarkana: Erosta T allcrimesand offenses heretofore 
committed within the division created this actshall be prosecuted,tried, and 
determined in the same manner and with fhe same effect as if this act had not 


been 

“ SEC. 3. Thatthe clerk of the courts for said district shall appoint a deputy for 
the said division, who shall keep an office open at all times in the city of Tex- 
arkana, and shall there keep the records, files, and documents pertaining to the 
courts authorized by this act.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Managers on the part of the House. 


JAMES F. A 
RICHARD COKE, 
Managers on the partof the Benate. 
The explanatory statement of the House conferees was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Detailed statement to accom y House bill 9116, being a bill to provide for 
holding terms of the Uni States courts at Texarkana, in the State of Ar- 
kansas, and for other purposes, 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9116) to 
rovide for holding terms of the United States courts at Texarkana, Ark., and 
for other purposes, submit that the effect of the recommendation and action 
agreed upon by the conference committeeand herewith reported will be to pass 
the bill as it originally passed the House with the following formal amendment: 

“ Provided, That all crimes and offenses heretofore committed within the divis- 

ion created by this act shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same 

manner and withthe same effect as if this act had not been passed.” 


Mr. CULBERSON. Iask the previous question on agreeing to the 
report. 

Fhe previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
of the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I now move—— 
Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. I desire to makea report. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. A conference report? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. It is a report which I desire to present 
under the agreement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will hand it to the 
Clerk. 


Mr. SAYERS. On behalf of the minority of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs I ask leave to file a minority report on the bill which the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] pro to report. 

eae protempore. If there be no objection leave will be 


granted. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is understood that this privilege of filing reports 
is limited to reports of a private nature. I object to reports on public 
business. 


Mr. GEDDES. I ask unanimous consent to present a report. It is 
a public bill and is important. 

The SPEAKER«pro The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
on the floor to submit a motion. The Chair can not recognize any gen- 
tleman unless the gentleman from Pennsylvania yields the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with private business for the 
rest of the day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that on next Tuesday 
there be a recess at 5 o’clock until 7} o’clock, the evening session to be 
devoted exclusively to bills on the Private Calendar to which there 
may be no objection. If this be agreed to we can waive the considera- 
tion of private business to-day. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What are you going to do with the pension bills 
to-night? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This has nothing to do with that. 

Mr. HALL. I trust that the House will not dispense with the con- 
sideration of the Private Calendar to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is not debatable. 

Mr. HALL. I ask unanimous consent to call the attention of the 
House for one moment to the condition of the Private Calendar. 
Pac: DUNHAM. We all understand that pretty well on this side of 

e House. 


TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HALL] 
asks unanimous consent to make a statement fora moment. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. HALL. I simply want to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that the legislation of the House itself upon the Private Calendar 
has received no consideration. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’"] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
ask whether it is in order to submit a report of a public character? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘Then I object to the presentation of the report 
which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] asked to submit. 

P The SPEAKER pro tempore. That report has not been intro- 
need. 

Mr. RANDALL. I objected to public business being reported. 

Mr. HALL. I was granted unanimous consent to make a statement 
for one minute, and I claim that the demand for the regular order will 
not take from me that right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HALL... Mr. Speaker, nearly every Friday and Friday evening 
have been, on motion of somebody, devoted to Senate bills almost ex- 
clusively, and but one day has been devoted to bills which originated 
in this House. I think it is due to this House that it should not 
abandon the purpose for which the Committee on Claims was created 
or the Committee of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, but that 
the business for which they were set apart should be respected so far 
as to agree to their consideration on the days which have been desig- 
nated therefor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to inquire whether, under the order 
made awhile ago, it is in order for any gentleman to submit a report 
of a public nature ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not be at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Sas) has offered a report of that character, and I object to its being 
receiv! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not aware of any report 
of such a character as the gentleman hasstated. If any has been offered 
it can not be received. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask that it shall not go of record. 

a SPEAKER protempore. It will not go of record, objection being 
made. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let me inquire whether it does not require a 
two-thirds vote to dispense with the private business, this being Friday? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been decided over and over 
again that a motion to dispense with the private business for this day, 
not involving any change of the rules of the House, does not require a 
two-thirds vote. 

The question was put on Mr. RANDALL’s motion, and it was decided 
in the negative. 

Mr. RANDALL. Task for a division of the House. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 85. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, and Mr. RAN- 
DALL were appointed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does it not require a two-thirds vote to dis- 
pense with the private business for this day? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been repeatedly decided that it 
does not. The Chair has already decided the question. 
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ES meee again divided; and the tellers reported there were—ayes 
, noes 87. 

So Mr. RANDALL’s motion was agreed to; and private business was 
dispensed with for to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pensed with. 

Mr. HALL. I rise for the purpose of asking by unanimous con- 
sent—— [Cries of “Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, and it is 
insisted upon. í 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to further consider the 
amendments of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
gr Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND 
in the chair. 


The private business for to-day is dis- 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10072) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1888, and for other purposes. 

It was unanimously agreed yesterday before the adjournment thatas 
each amendment was reached the amendment and the recommendation 
of the committee should be read and the recommendation of the com- 
mittee should be considered as agreed to unless objection was made. 

The Clerk read the sixth amendment, as follows: 

For court-house and post-office at Clarksburg, W. Va.: For heating apparat 
complete, $5,940. om os = 

The CHAIRMAN. The recommendation of the committee is to non- 
concur. 

Mr. GOFF. I objected yesterday to non-concurrence and moved 
the amendment be concurred in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. GOFF. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. I would 
like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Ps a sieeve whether 
in his remarks yesterday preceding the rising of the committee he did 
not intimate he was in doubt whether or not this specific appropriation 
had been recommended by the Department? 

Mr. RANDALL. In the early part of the discussion I said in gen- 
eral terms I believed these general items were embraced in an estimate 
sent in subsequent to the passage of the bill by the House. Afterward 
I had cause to inquire, and now doubt whether this estimate came to 
the House. I am quite certain it had not up to the passage of the bill 
come to the Committee on Appropriations of this House. 

Mr. GOFF. Still the gentleman does not answer my question. 

Mr. RANDALL, I think I do. 

Mr. GOFF. I ask whether or not, subsequent to the passage of the 
sundry ciyil appropriation bill by the House, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury did not recommend this specific appropriation for this purpose? 

Mr. RANDALL. So far as my knowledge enables me to answer, the 
Secretary of the Treasury has never submitted any estimate to this 
House as required by the law and by the rules of the House. The Su- 
pervising Architect, Iam advised, did write a letter addressed to the 
chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GOFF. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee to the following letter of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1887. 
The honorable the House of Representatives : 

Itransmit herewith copy of a letter from the Supervising Architect of this 
Lopteltion: soa, AANE at NONE 1-1, Ged calling aitention io ton pesomtiy 
Se apemapeiaitnn for eatin apparatus in certain public buildings at the cities 
therein mentioned. 

Respectfully yours, 
D. MANNING, 

Now the exhibit that accompanies the letter is as follows: 

JANUARY 7, 1887. 
To the Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREAsURY— 

But I do not know whether it is necessary to read it, as it relates to 
a number of recommendations. I only refer to it as conclusive of the 
nro a I made awhile ago of this recommendation having heen sub- 
mitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is yours in it? 

- Mr. GOFF. Yes, sir. 
: Air ance uae What reference was made in the House of that 
etter? 

Mr. GOFF, Itis not, of course, my business what reference the House 
chooses to make of it, but there is the communication. 

_ Mr. RANDALL. It is important, for this reason, to know whether 
it was sent to the Committee on Appropriations or to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds with a view to extending the limit. 

Mr. GOFF. I have no knowledge of the fact, but my understanding 
is that it went, of course, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think so; but the indorsement will tell. 


Mr. GOFF, A copy of the letter went also to the Senate, and was 
there referred by the Presiding Officer to the Committee on A ppropria- 
tions of that body. 

Mr. RANDAL Bat the indorsement will show what was done 
with it in the House. 

Mr. GOFF. I have not the original paper. 

Mr. RANDALL.. The RECORD of the 8th of January will show. 

Mr. GOFF. Let me read from this communication: 


I have to state that the following special appropriations for heating apparatus 
should be made for the public buildings hereinafter mentioned,no provision 
having been made in the original estimates of the cost of the buildings for the 


heatinga us: A Me., $8,500; Clarksburg, W. Va., $6,000; Leaven- 
worth. en $12,000; ‘Peoria, Til, $13,000; Terre Haute, Ind., $10,000.” 
ery respectfully, > 
3 . M. E. BELL, Supervising Architect. 


Now, the exhibit accompanying the letter of the Secretary, in ac- 
cordance with the law in such cases made and provided, did reach the 
House, and I am informed was appropriately referred. 

It also reached the Senate, and was there referred to and considered 
by the Committee on Appropriations, who make the recommendation 
embodied in this amendment to the bill. 

Now, I wish to state that this estimate was reached in the manner 
usual in all such questions: the cubic feet of space was ascertained, and 
a calculation of 2 cents per cubic foot gives us this amount recommended 
in this estimate of the Supervising Architect. 

The Supervising Architect has been, I claim, unusually particular, 
for in all of these cases, and here is a long list of these buildings, he has 
had the area calculated and has ascertained the exact number of cubic 
feet, and then has made the calculation according to the rule existing 
among all architects; and I submit it is not economy, it is not reform 
to refuse to make an appropriation for the heating or the completion of 
these buildings belonging to the Government or to pare them down 
for the mere purpose of securing acheaper article. If the Government 
of the United States is to complete the buildings they should be com- 
pleted in a first-class manner, and we ought, herein the House, to place 
such confidence in the Supervising Architect and in the Secretary of the 
Treasury as to accept his recommendations, more especially when we 
ascertain that he has given us in detail and in full minutia all the 
items upon which the estimates are based. Therefore I insist, Mr. 

irman, upon my motion to concur. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I am now able to say that the 
paper to which the gentleman from West Virginia refers, and of which 
he has read a copy, went to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds and not to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GOFF. That may be so in the House, but not in the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, it confirms me in the position I took, that 
this communication did not go to the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House, according to the best of my recollection. The facts now 
show my memory to have been correct. 

The ground upon which I ask a non-concurrence is a belief on the 
part of a majority of the committee that this work can be done for a less 
sum than the amount indicated by the Senate. That is the ground on 
which we ask that it shall go into a conference. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish to say a word. I desire to say that I was 
not present on yesterday when this matter came up in regard to Au- 
gusta; but I presume the gentleman knows that in a climate 44 d 
north of the equator a heating apparatus is necessary; and I did not 
suppose it was necessary to inform him of that fact. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not say it was not necessary; but the gen- 
tleman who represented the district to the best of my recollection never 

ke to me on the subject. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is absolutely true, because I did not deem 
it necessary. But the gentleman must know that a heating apparatus 
is required for that building. 

Mr. RANDALL, Well, we are going to give the heating apparatus 
to Augusta. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is all right if you do so. ? 

Mr. GOFF. I want to ask the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations a question relative to the remark he made a moment ago 
that the recommendations of the Secretary were excessive. I ask the 
gentleman if we are to understand by that that we can not rely upon 
the estimates made by the Supervising Architect and approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury —— 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman wants a direct answer touching 
that from me as an individual I will give it very quickly. 

Mr. GOFF. Let me complete my statement. They have given us 
in detail the reasons why they suggest this amount. Now, then, 
if we are to complete the building according to the estimate of the De- 
partment, according to the recommendation of the Secretary, we ought 
to vote these amounts. And that is not only applicable to this specific 
matter that I am speaking of but it embraces more than twenty other 
public buildings throughout this nation, including a great number of 
the States, Other gentlemen are interested in thismatter. The whole 
country is interested in completing these buildings at an early day and 
in a proper manner; and I insist when the Senate has had the manliness 
and the independence to do the fair thing and the proper thing we here 
should treat them in a fair and a proper manner and not endeavor to 
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pare down these appropriations and by any such false claim toeconomy 
or skin-deep reform repudiate their action. 
Mr. RANDALL. ‘The gentleman from West Virginia has asked me 


a question which I propose as an individual to answer. I say that ex- 
perience has shown me that the estimates of the Su ing Architect 
should not control me in my action as a member of this House in the 
srpornetne of ovr A 

have heard a great about this matter of economy. Itis a twice- 
told story, Every time any one wants to impress an exhibition of zeal 
on his constituents or on his State or upon the country he comes here 
and seeks to reflect upon the Committee on Appropriations. Now, I 
am ready as one of that committee to bear all such criticisms and still 
tocontinue in the path marked out by the committee. Iask this House, 
therefore, to confirm the action of the Committee on Appropriations in 
these particulars. It is true that there are twenty-six public build- 
ings as to which the committee recommends non-concurrence in these 
amendments; but it is not the purpose of the Committee on A ppropria- 
tions or of any of its members to exclude from the public bui in 
question the necessary heating apparatus. Still itis the purpose of the 
committee to exercise their judgment in conference against excessive 
appropriations in this connection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from West Virginia to concur, 

The question being taken, 3 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the “ayes” seemed to have it, 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 94, 

Mr. GOFF. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. RANDALL]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 101, 
noes 103. 


So the motion of Mr. Gorr was not to. 


The seventh amendment was read non-concurred in, 
The eighth amendment was read, as follows: 
For court-house and post-office 


at Concord, N, H.: For approaches and heat- 
ing apparatus complete: Strike out * $15,000” and insert ‘* $21,238.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, what is the proposition of the 
committee with regard to that amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, when this matter was before the 
House a few weeks when the original bill was under discussion, I 
took occasion to call attention of the House to the fact that the com- 
mittee had allowed a much less amount than had been recommended 
by the Supervising Architect and the Secretary of the Treasury. Now, 
sir, it may be that the amount recommended would be a proper amount 
for the latitude of Philadelphia, but I wish this House to understand 
that at Concord, N, H., we live in a cold climate, and I do not want 
the Democratic postmaster there, the Democratic collector of internal 
revenue, the Democratic judge and marshal of the United States court, 
to be frozen to death because of any mistaken idea of economy on the 
part of the Committee on Appropriations. [Laughter.] 

I make this suggestion, Mr. Chairman, not as a partisan, but as a 
humanitarian; and, with the ere getting a pisaga ee of 
money appropriated to put proper heating apparatus in that building, 
I ots Sat to concur in the recommendation of the Senate. And, Mr. 

i I desire to say further that I have no doubt that a heating 
apparatus can be put into the building for the amount recommended by 
the House Committee on Appropriations, but, in my judgment, when 
we are constructing these public buildings and putting heating appa- 
ratus in them it is real economy to provide apparatus that will do the 
work properly instead of taking inferior apparatus that will be insuffi- 
cient for the purpose for which it is designed. Therefore I move to 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have only to say, Mr. Chairman, that when the 
question was before the House on a former occasion the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] made, in substance, the same mo- 
tion that he makes now, and it was voted down, and I hope it will be 
voted down again. 

The vote was taken on the motion of Mr. GALLINGER to concur in 


ments by their numbers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, RAN- 
DALL] asks unanimous consent that the amendments to which he refers 
be di of by one vote. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAYNE. Do those amendments refer to heating apparatus? 

Mr. RANDALL. Heating apparatus and approaches to public build- 


was no objection. 


Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I send the numbers of the 
amendments to the desk to be read, 

The Clerk read the numbers, as follows: 

Nos, 9, 10, 15, 16, 19, 20, 23, 27, 30, 31, 33, 34, 38, 41, 42, 46, 48, 49, 50, 51, and 52, 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the recommendation of the committee 
as to these amendments? 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask igs ood 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] what is the object of re- 
fusing to concur in the amendment (No. 34) appropriating $12,340 
for the court-house at Peoria, Ill.? The Government is under very 
airs aera there both for the internal-revenue office and for the 

t-office. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is like the other cases, and due provision 
will be made for a heating apparatus. 

Mr. GOFF, He wants to get a cheaper one. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, that is cheap talk. 

Mr. GOFF. Yes; there is a deal of cheap talk here. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to the fact that the estimate in this case 
is based upon a regular calculation, and I remind him that they require 
a good deal of heat out in that cold country. 

. RANDALL. That case is exactly like other cases in the bill, 
and a sufficient amount will be agreed upon in the conference. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Chairman, amendment No. 9 is a similar 
an appropriation of $11,000 for heating a) tus for the Federal build- 
ing at Council Bluffs. On the 17th of ber last the Secretary of 
the recommended this appropriation. Yesterday, on learn- 
ing that the Committee on Appropriations of this House had concluded 
to recommended non-concurrence in the Senate amendment, I sent a 
dispatch from here to the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, ask- 
ing him if an appropriation of less than $11,000 would not answer for 
that building, and I have received a reply to that dispatch, which I ask 
the Clerk to read. 

Mr, RANDALL. I have always supposed, Mr. that the 
heating apparatus of a building was partof the buildingitself, but the 
decision has been—— 

Mr. LYMAN. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought the gentleman had concluded. 

Mr. LYMAN. I have sent to the desk a dispatch to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To Hon. J. Lyman: 
Itis estimated that an sppropration of not less than $11,000 should be made to 
rmit action upon proposals to be invited for supply of a suitable steam-heat- 
ng apparatus for Federal building at Council Bluffs. Iowa. 
THOS, D. FISTER 
Assistant 


Mr. LYMAN. I move that the House concur in the amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought it had been that the vote be 
taken in gross on the amendments indicated. 80, it will not be pos- 
sible to take a vote on any item separately. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair to remind the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. LyMAN] that by unanimous request it was agreed that a 
vote be taken on these twenty-one amendments in gross. 

Mr, LYMAN, I have no objection to that. I move thatall the Sen- 
ate amendments be concurred in. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I think one word ought to be said with 
reference to the position of, I may say, a majority of the members of the 
Committee on Appropriations with reference to this class of items, 
numbering, I believe, some twenty-three or twenty-four. It was dis- 
tinctly understood, I believe, that these appropriations for heating ap- 
paratus ought tobe made. As to that there was no question; but 
was some question as to the amounts proper to be a riated in the 
different cases. If the committee had recommended concurrence in 
each of these items, and the House had adopted that recommendation, 
the matter would have been settled without further question or con- 
sideration. On the other hand, if the House should adopt the recom- 
mendation of the committee for non-concurrence, there will be an op- 
portunity for a committee of conference to investigate, if they think 
proper, each case, to ascertain whether there have been any errors, and 
whether there is an opportunity in any instance to reduce the amount, 
There was no question, I believe, in the minds of the committee with 
regard to the necessity of appropriations for heating apparatus; but it 
was thought by some that there mient poihiy De a question as to the 
amount to be appropriated, and in deference to this opinion of some 
members of the committee our recommendation was made. 

Mr. GOFF. Upon that point, the difference in the committee as to 
the amount to be appropriated, I would like to know whether there 
was any evidence of any character or any communication from any 
department other than the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury giv- 
ing the estimates of the Supervising Architect ? 

. LONG. I know of no other evidence except such as came in 


Mr. GOFF. Then Ido not see why there need be any difficulty 
about the matter. : 


(Laughter. ] 
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TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman | Mr. RANDALL. That is my recollection, but I would not like to 


from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN] that the House concur in the various amend- 
ments which have been indicated. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 72, noes 96. 

So the amendments were non-concurred in. 

The eleventh, twelfth, thirteenth, fourteenth, seventeenth, eigh- 
teenth, and twenty-first amendments were read; and, no separate vote 
being called for, the recommendation of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations in favor of non-concurrence was to. 

The twenty-second amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the following 

“For construction Sor public building at La Crosse, Wis., in addition to the 
$100,000 heretofore appropriated for the purpose, $50,000.” 

The committee recommended non-concurrence. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Do I understand that the Committee 
on Appropriations recommend non-concurrence in this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what the Chair understands. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I wish to call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to this item, 
not, however, with any expectation of changing the action posed, 
as I see it can not be done. [Laughter.] ‘The city of La Grosse has 
over 24,000 inhabitants. It has no public building. The Su 
Architect says that the sum of $100,000 heretofore appropriated for the 
erection of a public building in that ‘city is insufficient for the purchase 
of the ground and the construction of the building. Hence he declines 
to proceed in this matter until there isa larger appropriation. The 
gross postal receipts in that city are annually over ,000; the net 
receipts over $20,000. There is a land office there, with a register, 
receiver, and clerk. The place is also a portof entry. There are many 
public offices there connected with business of the Government; yet 
there is no public building of any kind. A public building is need: 
more needed than in many cases in which ample appropriations have 
already been made. A special bill providing for an na es appropri- 
ation for the public building at that city has passed th and 
has been for some time in this House on the Calendar; but I have had 
no opportunity to bring it to the attention of the House, The ap ppro- - 
priation for this purpose has, therefore, been put in this bill. It is 
epee pa a very wise and just appropriation, and one which is greatly 
need 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not here to controvert any of the statements 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THomas]. But we find that 
the law has in this case fixed a limit of $100,000, and the rules do not 
permit us on a general we bill to make any appropriation in 
excess of the amount authorized by law. That is the reason we have 
recommended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. r 

The twenty-fourth, twenty-fifth, twenty-sixth, twenty-eighth, twen- 
ty-ninth, thirty-fifth, and thirty-sixth amendments were read; and, no 
separate vote being demanded, the recommendation of the Committee 
on gd aapa in favor of non-concurrence was to. 

The thirty-seventh amendment was read, as follows: 
oan Paa a Eo Caan ae Bete pata the pepa 
ing $200,000 court-house and post-office at Pittsburgh, Pa.: For ORAI RATION ot build- 

The Committes on Appropriations recommended non-concurrence. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, from the nature of many of the amend- 
ments and from the motion of the chairman of the committee to non- 
concur I infer that the committee will not refuse to consider proper 

appropriations in cases of this kind. 
` _ Mr. RANDALL. The only question in this case was how much 
should be given; and the point involved, as the gentleman knows, is 
as to the character and extent of the existing contracts. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not wish to make opposition to the action gin the 
Committeeon Appropriations, but I do desire to state that the appropria 
tion already made for this building has been wholly earned and 
excess of appropriation to the extent of $40,000; so that unless +00, 
000 is apppropriated they will not have sufficient money for the next 
fiscal year. ‘That is the opinion of the local architect and also of the 
Supervising Architect. 

I simply desire to press upon the committee without delaying the 
progress of this bill that it will be necessary to give the full amount of 
the estimate, or nearly that amount, to carry on the operations during 
the next fiscal year on that building. 

Mr. RAND. . Some contracts have been made which seem to bind 
the Government to the extent stated by the gentleman, but the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations desire to examine the matter fully and care- 
fully. Ofcourse I do not think there is any purpose on the part of 
the committee not to give on that building what is required for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1888. 

Mr. BAYNE. Was not evidence given by the Supervising Archi- 

tect before the Committee on Appropriations ? 

È Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir; and, for myself, it was not sat- 

rorat although I fear it is bound by the existing condition of 
in; 

Mr BAYNE. That evidence I understand shows there is on hand 
$143,000, and that about $180,000 is earned or contracted for. 


say absolutely it is so. 
‘The amendment was non-concurred in. 
The thirty-ninth amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 143, after the word “ limit,” insert sy indloding heating apparatus and 


appesi » so it will 


read: 
post-o! Troy, on Spanar under present limi 

including Sister ST Y.: For completion oi E . 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee aba wien concurrence. 

és retort SOA While I have not the authority of the committee 

amendment to the Senate amendment, yet I have seen 

oon or yerai of the members of the committee, and I ihink when it comes 
to be read and understood the amendment to the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

aoe = read as follows: 


House concur in amendment 39, with an amendment as follows: On 
pages be: the bill, in line 23, after the word * Louisana,”’ insert the words “ab 
Pass, and to mark the navigable channel along Grand Lake, Louisiana.” 


Mr. RANDALL. Itis to establish two lights. 

Mr, GAY. It may be five. 

Mr. LONG. How will the bill then read? Itappears you have not 
quite the right place, 

Mr. RANDALL, It is the only place where I could put it, as it 
would not do to put it where there is non-concurrence in the Senate - 
amendments. 

~Mr. RANDALL’s amendment to the amendment was concurred in; 
and the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The fortieth amendment was non-concurred in, 

The forty-first and forty-second amendments were non-concurred in. 

The forty-third amendment was read, as follows: 

For the building known as the old PERI honie building at Saint Louis, Mo. : 
For necessary repairs and alterations, $80,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the interior of this build- 
ing gave way last year when under repair. The restoration involves 
considerable expense, and it is intended in repairing it to provide suf- 
ficient room to accommodate those branches of the service which at 
present are in p= ying rented buildings at an annual cost to the Gov- 
ernment of nearly $16,000. The assay office is now located in the 
building, and the commercial interests of Saint Louis require a branch 
post-office in this building. 

Mr. RANDALL, There will be no trouble about that amendment. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That being the understanding, I will not 
ask for a vote of concurrence, and will not further detain the committee. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The forty-fourth, forty-fifth, forty-sixth, forty-seventh, forty-eighth, 
forty-ninth, fiftieth, fifty-first, and fifty-second amendments were non- 
concurred in. 

The fifty-third amendment was read, as follows: 

For court-house and post-office at Williamsport, Pa.: For completion of build- 
ing under present limit, including heating apparatus and approaches, $125,000, 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee recommend non-concurrence, 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. This case comes under therule laid 
down by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] when we 
were at No. This rf paca was left out by the House com- 
mittee at the time the bill was reported to the House, because at that 
time the lands were not condemned. Since that time the land has been 
condemned; but there is no proposition here to appropriate beyond the 
limit already authorized. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? Has the 
site been condemned? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The site has been condemned since 
the action of the House upon it when it was up for consideration be- 
fore; and I understood the gentleman at that time to say that that was 
the only objection against making the appropriation. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was at that time. I would like to ask also 
whether the dedication has been made by the Legislature? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. - It has been. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no doubt if the gentleman will allow this 
‘to go into conference it will be taken care of. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. With that assurance I am willing 
to let it go. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in, 

The fifty-fourth amendment was non-concurred in. 

The fifty-fifth amendment was read, as follows: 

For court-house and pene at Fort Scott, Kans,: For completion of build- 
ing under present limit, $40,000. 

The committee recommend concurrence, with an amendment as fol- 
lows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the 


follo 
post-office, custom-house, and court-house at Wilmington, N. O.: For 
purchase of site and commencing the erection of building, $50,000. 
“For court-house and post-office at Jefferson, Tex.: For purchase of site and 
ene the erection of building, $25,000, 
For post-office at Houston, Tex.: For purchase of site and commencing the 
erection of building, $25,000. 
The amendment was 


agreed to. 
The fifty-sixth and fifty-seventh amendments were non-concurred in. 
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The fifty-eighth amendment was read, as follows: 


Bureau of Engraving and Printing and quartermaster’s corral, Washington, 
D. C.: For the co ion of E OE A E a city sewer, for 
uartermaster’s 


undry civil act of Au; 4, a priating 
Stee reeves of Semen ey ee S aeo sppronciet re 

The committee recommend concurrence, with an amendment as fol- 
lows: 

Lighting the Statue of Liberty in New York Harbor: For building for engines 
and boilers, $10,000; incandescent-light plant, $2,500; dynamos, lamps, and Jens 
for torch, $4,000; removing present inery to new building, additional houses 
a — lamps, putting grounds in order, fencing, and incidentals, $3,000; in all, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Amendments numbered 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 
72, 73, and 74 were non-concurred in. 

Mr. RANDALL. Amendments numbered 75 to and including 151 
relate to the Coast Survey. The committee recommend non-concur- 
rence in all of them; and I ask unanimous consent that a single vote 
be taken upon these amendments. 

Mr. BURROWS. For the present I will have to object to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not suppose it is in order in the committee, 
‘but I would like to test the sense of the House as to whether they 
would not allow us to sit a little later, say until 6 o’clock, on this bill, 
and then dispense with the evening session. s 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the proposition? 

Mr. RANDALL. That the House shall sit, say, until 6 o’clock. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And then take the recess for the 
evening session ? 

Mr. RANDALL. No. If we sit until 6 o’clock a good many of us 
would not feel like coming back. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But some of us would. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I could not agree to dispense with 
the evening session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to state that such an order could 
not be made under any circumstances in the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I was aware of that, but I thought I would test 
the sense of the committee upon the proposition. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have looked over the bill and noticed the amend- 
ments to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania referred in his re- 
quest a moment ago. I therefore withdraw my objection. 

So (there being no further objection) amendments numbered 75 to 
151, inclusive, were non-concurred in, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania whether a formal yote on non-concurrence will be taken as 
prejudicing these items in conference? í 

Mr. RANDALL. The House practically has always had to give 
this up; but I hope it will have more effect in the future than in the 
past in resisting such is oo abate 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But my query is this: The motion is to non- 
concur; now, whether that motion, being formally agreed to, will operate 
to the prejudice of these items in the conference? 

Mr. È DALL. Undoubtedlynot. The Senate in all human prob- 
ability will insist, and it will be a question as between the conferees. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Some ought to be agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. No doubt some will be to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. With the understanding that this does not preju- 
dice the matters in conference, I make no objection. 

Amendment numbered 152 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 153 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 154 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 155, 156, and 157 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 158 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 159 and 160 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 161 was read, as follows: 

Insert after the twelve hundred and forty-sixth line of the bill, as follows: 

“And the President is further authori: to use of the same unexpended bal- 
ance a sum not exceeding $10,000 for the pu: of investigating the merits of 
pest rere practiced in Mexico and Brazil for preventing yellow fever by in- 

The committee recommended non-concurrence. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to concur in that amendment. 

This amendment explicitly authorizes the President to use a sum not 
exceeding $10,000 for investigating the method of inoculation for the 
peron of yellow fever. Now, the paragraph which passed the 

ouse, and which is the existing law—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the point of order upon the amendment 
if it is to be discussed here on a motion to concur. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman not listen for a moment—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want to reserve my right. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iwas about to say that this amendment was proposed 
to the paragraph when the bill was first considered by the House and 
was ruled out of order as new legislation. Coming to us in the form 
of a Senate amendment, I assume that it is properly before the House, 
and that the point of order can not now be sustained. The original par- 
agraph gives the President power to expend the appropriation only in 
the event of a threatened or actual epidemic of cholera or yellow fever. 


This language can not be construed as giving the President power to 
prosecute this investigation in the absence of a threatened or actual 
epidemic of either of these diseases. It would certainly be at the best 
a strained and an unusual interpretation which would confer such au- 
thority. Itcan not be expected that the President will exercise doubt- 
ful powers, and it must be evident to the House that he will not order 
the investigation unless the amendment, which explicitly authorizes 
him to do so, be adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the motion of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to move to concur. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope that will not be done. The law as itnow 
exists, I am inclined to think, gives this discretion already to the Presi- 
dent of the United States such as is provided for by the operation ot 
the Senate amendment. If it does not already give that discretion, 
then the amendment would have been, if offered in the House, subject 
to a point of order. > 

Mr. REAGAN. 
RANDALL] is too strict in the construction he gre to the 
paragraph which precedes the amendment. I may as w 
order that its effect may be seen. 


The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in case of threatened 
or actual epidemic of cholera or yellow fever, to use the une ded balance of 


I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania se 
of the 
read it in 


the sum appropriated therefor by the act approved August 4, , in aid of State 
and local or otherwise, in his discretion, in preventing and suppressing 
the spread of the same and for maintaining quarantine and maritime inspec- 


tions at points of danger. : 

That has a particular object. The amendment is for an entirely 
different purpose. It reads as follows: 

And the President is further authorized to use of the same unexpended bal- 
ance a sum not exceeding $10,000 for the pu of investigating the merits 
vad the method practiced fo Mexico and Brazil for preventing yellow fever by 

noc! on, 

This, you see, does not depend upon any existing or threatened epi- 
demic, but is for an independent investigation into a theory which has 
attracted a great deal of attention. The Committee on Commerce re- 
ported to the House a bill to authorize the President to appoint per- 
sons and appropriate money for the purposes of securing an investiga- 
tion of this theory of preventing yellow fever by inoculation. We 
have not been able to secure the consideration of that bill by the House. 
An effort was made to get an amendment on this bill in the House, but 
it was ruled out of order, properly, of course, as new matter. The 
amendment has now been put on this bill in the Senate, and it is for a 
totally different purpose from that of the first of the section referred 
to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as will be seen by the reading. 

We had at one time during this session the subject learnedly dis- 
cussed on this floor, but not as extensively discussed as the importance 
of the subject deserved. I have neither the information nor the dispo- 
sition to go intoa discussion of the merits of this theory of preventing yel- 
low fever by inoculation. But some of the most learned physicians of 
Mexico and Brazil, the United States and France, believe that yellow 
fever, like small-pox, can be mitigated and its evils prevented by inocu- 
lation. Now, here is a proposition to expend not exceeding $10,000 of 
an unex ed balance appropriated for a kindred p to enable 
the President to have an investigation of this subject made. The ap- 
pans gree is not sufficient, in my judgment, in amount, but it may 
enable the President to obtain very important information on this sub- 
ject. 

Any one who has ever lived in the region where the desolation of 
yellow fever was witnessed, who has seen whole families swept out of 
existence, fathers and mothers taken from their children, children 
taken from their parents, cities and towns almost destroyed by that 
terrible epidemic, can not but feel that if its ravages can be mitigated 
or prevented, no greater blessing could be conferred upon humanity. ` 

In addition to the miseries and loss of life produced by this disease, 
the injury it has inflicted on the commerce of this country by the di- 
verting of trade, by the establishment of quarantine, is almost beyond 
calculation. The whole country from Norfolk to the Kio Grande, and 
from San Francisco south is especially subject to its ravages. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like a few moments more. 

Mr. ROGERS was ized, and yielded his time to Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. REAGAN. Not only that, but its ravages have been experienced 
in the city of New York and in the city of Boston. The expenditure 
proposed is small. The proposition rests upon a theory which has the 
support of some of the most learned scientists and physicians of Mexico, 
of Brazil, of the United States, and of France. Itseems to me that hu- 
manity itself appeals to this House to allow this small sum to he ex- 
pended in order to ascertain whether that theory can be practically 
carried out, so as to mitigate or prevent the ravages of yellow fever. 

I trust the House will concur in the amendment of the Senato, as it 
is not probants that at this period of the session we can get up the 
House bill and have it acted upon as a separate measure. 

Mr. RANDALL. When this was up before I said that the impression 
on my mind was that the law already gave the President discretion to 
the extent that it would be given by the insertion of this amendment. 
It will be remembered that the amendment was ruled out in the House 
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on apointof order. The Senate has now inserted it again, but the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations are bound by the action of the House. If this 
amendment goes into the bill it will be a change of existing law, and 
that is the principal ground upon which the committee have recom- 
mended non-concurrence. I am entirely content myself to see this 
work undertaken, because I believe that if we can prevent the spread 
of yellow fever it is most desirable that it should be done. 

Mr. REAGAN. There is no point of order made upon the amend- 
ment and no point of order can be made upon it. . 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no point of order made upon it now, but 
there was a point made upon it when it was originally offered as an 
amendment to this bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman has no other reason than that I 
hope that he will withdraw his objection to the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave not made any point against it. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] a question. Hesays that he has refrained from pushing the 
bill reported by the Committee on Commerce which makes substan- 
tially the same provision as this amendment.. Now, I wish to ask him 
if it is not true that it is sought to put legislation touching this mat- 
ter into this appropriation bill so as to avoid the danger of a veto of 
aseparate bill on the ground that it would be an instance of the ‘‘sup- 
port of the people by the Government ?’’ 

Mr. REAGAN. I donot know, Mr. Chairman, that I clearly under- 
stand the gentleman’s question. This provision is sought to be put 
here to enable the President to have the theory to which I have referred 
investigated. I donot know what connection it has witha veto or with 
the absence of a veto. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifit wasin a separate bill the President could veto it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Of course; but certainly there is no purpose on my 

to seek to control the President’s veto power. I am simply seek- 
ing to obtain a provision for what seems to be a matter of — impor- 
tance in the interest of humanity. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!??] 
kg motion of Mr. Davis to concur in the Senate amendment was 
gr to. 

Amendments numbered 162, 163, and 164 were read; and, no sepa- 
rate vote being demanded, the recommendation of the Committee on 
Appropriations in favor of non-coneurrence was agreed to. 

Amendment numbered 165 was read, as follows: 

(165) French spoliation claims: To enable the Secretary of State to complete 
the search now being made in France for records and other documents affectin; 
the rights or claims of American citizens under the act of Congress aval 
January 20,1885, entitled “An act to provide for the ascertainment of p ah of 
American citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to July 31, 1901,” 
andto e a similar search in § or elsewhere, and to procure records 
and documents as already have been found and that may hereafter be found, or 
certified copies or abstracts thereof, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of State, and to be im- 
mediately available. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois.. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in that 
amendment, but I am perfectly willing to withdraw the motion if a 
reason is given for non-concurring. The amount proposed to be appro- 
priated is only $5,000, and the object is very important. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can only say that there is no law authorizing 
any such expenditure. Furthermore, the Government of the United 
States has already sent a gentleman to the countries named, I think— 
certainly to France—Mr. Broadhead, a former member of this House, 
who, as the committee are advised, made diligent search in the direc- 
tion indicated in the amendment. In addition to that we have our 
regular diplomatic and consular officers, and this seemed to the com- 
mittee like a proposition to send somebody else abroad to go over the 
same ground already trodden by Mr. Broadhead. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Then I infer that the objection of the com- 
mittee is not to the amount, but to the purpose of this appropriation. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think that is so. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr, Chairman, we have passed a 
bill giving these French spoliation claimants the right to go to the Court 
of Claims. The long time that has elapsed since claims originated 
of course casts a cloud over the evidence, and in many cases the claim- 
ants find it very difficult to trace the facts upon which their claims 
were founded. Considering the long delay that has taken place in set- 
tling these claims, I think it is eminently proper that the Government 
should aid the claimants in getting access to public records in other 
countries. I know of the search that was made by Mr. Broadhead. I 
believe that search was authorized by the House of Representatives, 
and, from the wording of this amendment, I infer that it is designed to 
carry out the same purpose. Now, why the Committee on Appropria- 
tions should say that this work, already partially performed, shall not 
be completed, I am unable to see. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] says that there is no law for this. Why should there 
be? The appeal to the existence or non-existence of a statute might 
be a good appeal under the rules of the House, but I think we ought 
to consider this matter on its merits as it comes from the Senate, 

Mr. RANDALL. I am willing to vote upon it on its merits. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Well, I ask for a vote. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. ADAMs to concur in 
the amendment; and there were—ayes 17, noes 87. 

Sothe motion was rejected, and the amendment was non-concurred in. 


Amendments numbered 166 to 171 (in which the Committee on Ap- 
propriations ed non-concurrence), amendment numbered 
172 (in which the committee recommended concurrence), and amend- 
ments numbered 173 to 178 (in which the committee recommended 
non-concurrence) were read; and, no separate vote being demanded, the 
recommendation of the committee was to. 

Amendment numbered 179 was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 

“ Elevator for Senate wing of the Capitol: For the construction of an elevator 
in the south end of the eastern corridor of the Senate wing of the Capitol, 
$15,000; and the Architect of the Capitol is directed to have the same completed 
for use by December 1, 1887.” 

The Committee on Appropriations recommended that the Senate 
amendment be concurred in, with the following amendment: 

After the matter proposed by said amendment insert the following: . 

“Elevator for the House Redon iy? the Capitol: For the construction of an ele- 
vator for the use of the public in the House wing of the Capitol, to be located 
at the south end of the western corridor, and to run from the basement to the 
upper story, $12,000; and the Architect is directed to haye the same completed 
for use by Tsaba 1, 1887. 

The amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations was 
agreed to, and the amendment of the Senate as amended was con- 
curred i 


in. 
Amendment No. 180, in which the Committee on Appropriations rec- 
ommended non-concurrence, was read and non-concurred in. 
Amendment 181 was read, as follows: 


Insert the fo! z 

“That all the lands in the Territory of Wyoming lying in the counti 
of Johnson and k, in said Territory, shall constitute a new land district, 
be called the B district. 


“That the President be, and is hereby, authorized to appoint, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, or during the recess the and until the 
next session after such je mer ae oy register and a receiver for said district, 
who shall be required to reside in the town of Buffalo, Wyo., until such time 
as the President may, in his discretion, remove the site of said land office from 
said town; and they shall be subject to the same laws and be entitled to the 


same compensation as is or may hereafter be provided by law in relation to the 


existing land offices and officers in said Territory.” 

The Committee on Appropriations recommended non-concurrence. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that in this matter 
the Senate has forgotten one of its rules, this evidently being legisla- 
tion upon an appropriation bill. I hope the committee representing 
the House will insist on non-concurrence and will inform that honor- 
able body, the Senate, that we have adopted a rule which prohibits 
legislation upon appropriation bills. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask the gentleman how far the 
rules of the House govern the action of the Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, we want to govern our own action by them. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 182 to 188 (in which the Committee on Ap- 

tions recommended non-concurrence), amendment numbered 189 
(in which the committee recommended concurrence), amendments num- 
bered 190 to 192 (in which the Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended non-concurrence), amendment numbered 193 (in which the 
committee recommended concurrence), amendments numbered 194 to 
196 (in which the committee recommended non-concurrence), were 
severally read; and, no separate vote being demanded, the recommenda- 
tions of the committee were to. 

Amendment No. 197 was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 

“ Education in Alaska: For the education of the children of school age in the 
Territory of Alaska, without reference to race, $25,000.” £ 

The Committee on Appropriations recommended non-concurrence. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move to concur in this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. If there is to be debate on this question I move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ido not expect to occupy much time, but I have 
no objection to yielding with the understanding that I shall be enti- 
tled to the floor when this question again comes up. 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL, that the committee rise, was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10072) making appropriations 
for sundry civil of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 9642) 
to provide for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of 
the Territory of New Mexico; when the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 2929) to 
amend the act dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial districts, 
and to divide the eastern and western districts thereof into divisions, 
establish district and circuit courts of the United States therein, and 
provide for the times and places for holding such courts, and for other 
purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 
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FEBRUARY 18, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no; this is the night for pension business. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
proposes to press the motion to adjourn I ask for the yeas and nays. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that the 
House adjourn; and on this question the gentleman from Kansas calls 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not wish to detain the House by a yea-and- 
nay vote. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. EDEN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I move that the House take a recess 
until half past 7 o'clock for the purpose of transacting business at the 
évening session under the standing order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to ask unanimous consent for asession 
on Thursday evening next for the consideration of private bills. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. W. of Missouri 
it was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. np 
the House took a recess until half past 7 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes p. 
m., was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, who directed the reading of 
the following communication: 

SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTA’ 
February 18, 1887. 

1 peany Serle sein AOD Tene McMuuixx to preside at the session of the 
House this evening. 

JOHN G, CARLISLE, Speaker. 

Hon. Jons B. CLARK, Jr., 

Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, re- 
quested the return of bills of the following titles, y: 

A bill (S. ta making appropriations for the jetties in Charleston 
Harbor; 

A bill (S. 3107) granting a ion to Catharine F, Ellsworth, 

The ees keman dA pappia ra te the Beaute ot the con- 
ference reports on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on bills of 
the following titles, namely: 

A bill (8. 10) to Leesan a 5352 = = pee Statutes ot the 
United States, in reference to bigamy, an er ; ani 

A bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for holding terms of United States 
courts at Texarkana, Ark., and for other purposes. 

The message farther announced that the Senate had passed withont 
amendment the bill (H. R. 7596) to enable foreign executors and ad- 
ministrators to sue in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WINANS. I move that the Honse resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House for the consideration of the special order. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Houseis now in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar under the i 
order of the House; and the Clerk will report the first bill. 

Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent that we may proceed to-night 
in the manner of the preceding Friday evening. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts asks unan- 
imous consent that members present may be recognized to call up such 
bills upon the Calendar under the special order as they may designate. 
Is there objection? 

Mr, WINANS. Mr. Chairman, I think we had better have the reg- 
ular order. Ifit should happen that all the pension bills on our Pri- 
vate Calendar could not receive the consideration of this Congress it 
certainly onght not to be those which are first in order on the Calen- 
dar and have been there a long time. It is a good rule and a just one 
that ‘‘first come first served,” and I think no one can object to that 
ape age in connection with this business. And we ought to remem- 

, Sir, that all favoritism is at the expense of some presumably de- 
serving person. I hope we may have the regular order of proceeding 
this evening and that we may proceed without further delay. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to ask the gentleman if he would not 
consent to make this order—that members present may call up the bills 
they designate subject to one objection? 

Mr. WINANS. I prefer the regular order. 

Mr. LONG. I want to suggest to the gentleman that his objection 
would be well founded if we had not been proceeding heretofore for 
some timein thismanner. Many of us have been here night after night 
gentlemen to call up bills in this way. It is a hardship 


upon 
us who have been here constantly every night not to be able to reach 
bills or a bill in which we may feel a special interest. 


Mr. WINANS. For the very reason the gentleman suggests I think 
we t to proceed in the regular order. Many deserving persons are 
at the of the list, and have been set aside evening after evening, 
and I shall none ee poceting in the regular order. 

Mr. FARQU. believe I have neyer undertaken to interfere 
in any way with the special rule providing for these sessions; but 
considering that this is near the end of the session, and also the further 
fact that the bills are well known on their merits to those persons who 
are present, I think it would be no injustice to any claimant uponthe 
Calendar whose bill is not called upif the friends of these other claim- 
ants in this House who have attended regularly these Friday night 
sessions in the interest of their bills should have the privilege of speci- 
fying those they wish taken up for consideration. 

Therefore I say itis unfair to the members of this House who have 
attended every night during the last session and this clear through, 
whether they had bills on the Calendar or not, to set them aside by 
simply one objector calling for the regular order; and I hope this House 
when in session will proceed as on last Friday, which was certainly 
satisfactory and successful in doing justice to all of the bills brought up. 

Mr. PETERS. There is still another suggestion. A large number 
of these bills on the Calendar of the House are House bills. and the 
probability is that they will not be reached in the Senate even if they are 
passed here. But each member calling up such bills as he chooses can 
select the Senate bills, and that will pass them so far as Congress is 
concerned, and then they can be sent to the President. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is yet another suggestion. A number of 
bills at the head of the Calendar have been objected.to and simply al- 
lowed to retain their places. 

Mr. MATSON. I demand the regular order. 7 

Mr. BRADY. I have a unanimous request to submit: That the 
members of the Committee on Invalid Pensions and of the Committee 
on Pensions present be allowed to call up bills by uuanimons con- 
sent, one bill each, that they have Brela Y I think it but fair that 
these two committees should be accorded that privilege. 

Mr. FELTON. I object to the members of the committees having 
privileges over other members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that although debate is not 
in order, gentlemen have been indulged in these suggestions witha view 
if possible of making some satisfactory arrangement; but the gentle- 
man from Michigan demands the order, which cuts off all re- 
quests for unanimous consent, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MATSON] supplements that demand by also calling for the regular or- 
der, which is the consideration of the first bill upon the Calendar. 

Mr. ROWELL. Would it bein order to ask unanimous consent that 
when a bill is reached upon the Calendar, if nobody calls it up, it shall 
be considered as passed over informally ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman from 
Indiana will not insist upon the demand for the regular order, but 
will yield for a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. MATSON. I will hearthe request. I understood that the gen- 
tleman proposed to call up bills out of their regular order, and if ob- 
jected to by one or more members, any bill so called up shall then be 
laid aside, its consideration being prevented by such objection. 


Mr. DOCKERY. That was my request. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from igan [Mr. WINANS] 
-objected to that proposition when it was presented formerly. 


Mr. WINANS. I prefer to have the regular order. I hope it will 
be allowed for this evening, anyway. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4712) to place the name of Jacob S. Biddle on the pension-roll. 


Mr. SWOPE. Iaskunanimous consent that this bill be passed over 
informally. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2030) 
granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth. 

Mr. LONG. I ask that that bill be passed over informally. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JAMES MONOHAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4678) 
restoring to the ion-roll the name of James Monohan, minor child 
of Richard Milah diei. late a private in Company A, One hun- 
dred and eighty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and ted 


One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment P Ivania Voluntce “fe 
ne an -5 nt Pe: olun: and to 
hil haearn Zea penniga that he szin dn hare ae 
ceived had his name not been stricken from the roll. 
Mr. WISE. Task for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Sworr) was read, as follows: 
Shy Committee w Tavana Fonalons, to whom eee the bill (IE, 18. 4678) 
Di a pension o James ohan, res y = 
F Janten anakan ts veo son of Riobard. malcasoliass. who enlisted in Company 
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“The soldier was attended by him at various Genes danis So elie 
1864 for rheumatism, intermittent feyer, and incipient consumption. It 
posed that camp and guard duty had a severe on his EIDES ONI aoe 
stitution and finally developed a doe aa of vars he died.” 

D. 8. Bossler, late lieutenant Compan: 

“About March, 1964, at Camp Provost, Phitadelpt elphia, the soldier, from expo- 
sure on guard duty i in stormy weather, ori a fever and other diseases, 
and was unfitted for active duty. He had cold and inflammation of the 
eyes, About January, 1865, he was relieved from duty and detailed as regi- 
mental tailor by reason of his weak and broken-down constitution.” 

Dr. Robert Burns testifies: 

“ He saw the soldier two or three times in May, 1871, ina 
beyond the reach of medical improvement, also at his house 
ited him three times until his death, Disease was pulmonary consumption in- 
duced by lingering illness contracted in seavioot: that he died June 
said disease. under his treatment he was in a hopeless state. g 
from destroying oppressions and uriable to take any nourishment; that by nod 
he was in the army he had intermittent fever, followed he ay papon umoni, 
which time his constitution ae oe down. ete wah with 


reduced state, 
une 1, 1871, vis- 


and soldier never regai: 
be broken up. Notwithstanding this he continued to work tb} keep a home for 
his child and a sister. He was a temperate and worthy man, and the benevo- 
lence of the Government would be well bestowed on his son. He saw pipet 
occasionally from the date of his discharge to date of death, and during all of 
the time he was in a sure decline with Se ey igen of the 1} He had a 
sey soln expectoration, and gradual loss of flesh and strength discharge 
o 

Your committee have examined this case with great care and have been un- 
able to see why the name of James Monohan was dropped m the pension- 
roll. In their opinion the father, Richard Monohan, dieg of d contracted 
in the service., The evidence seems to them entirely satisfactory as to this point, 
ber rn pore recommend with unanimity and very heartily the passage 
oi 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1902) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Ann E. Lamburg. 

Mr. SWOPE. I ask that that bill be passed over informally. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that when 
a bill is read, unless some member asks for its consideration, it be passed 
over informally. 


Mr. WINANS. I object. 


JOSEPH POTTER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6162) 
granting a pension to Joseph Potter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it sanaton &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and >e is bereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pe nsion-roll, sub; toms and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph ‘otter, of way, N. J., 
late a corporal in Captain Martin’s Battery of New Jersey Volunteers, 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


In = 6, epic the word “Joseph,” insert the letter “ M,” and amend the title 
50 as to 
“A bill granting a pension to Joseph M. Potter.” 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to RAYE. was referred the bil (EH. R. 
6162) granting a per man to Joseph Potter, submit the following 

The claimant claims pene for rheumatism contracted in July, 1863, after 
the battle of Gettysburg, Pa., on the march from Gettysburg to Warrenton ‚Va. 
The claim was submitted by the examiner inthe Pension Office for admission for 
chronic rheumatism, but rejected by the reviewer on the ground that alleged 
rheumatism existed Nd ior to enlistment. 

The claimant ee es that about three years prior to enlistment he had an 
— kof een ism which lasted for a short time only, and he was sound at 
enlistmen 

Dr. Warren C. Westlake testifies that onan olay in a Neat ai physical 
health and free from chronic rheumatism at the time of enlistment. 

U. M. Osborn, postmaster at Rahway, N. J, testifi 
to enlistment he was Talat Reali with claimant, and that at 
da health, and never knew of his boia 
eumatism until his return from the army. 

Dunham R. Parker, William A, Alfred E. Jewell, Joseph W. ne pa 
James E. Tier, John bors and intimately acquainted wit 
claimant for two deg ‘or more prior $0 enlistment, konny separately that a ram 
ing this period he was in good, sound Cont: Thor health, and of their own 
knowledge was free from rhe’ 


each testify that at enlistment and up until ee eee claimant con- 
rheumatism, as all , he was in good, sound 

The witnesses who testify as to ‘claimant's soundness p ype pid rare yee and for 

two years prior thereto, are represented to be the most reliable men in the 

neighbor! in which he liven. some of them even fpa! that they never 

knew claimant to have suffered from rheumatism until after his discharge from 

service, and there is no testimony on file showing anything to the con 
the honest and frank admission by the claimant that he did have a 
ck of what he thought 

his enlistment, 

Ca Martin a testifies that on the march from Gettysburg to Warren- 
ton, Va.,as stated, in cor uence of exposure, and becoming wet by rain and 
from fare on the 


ex- 
ht 


was some three 


years or more prior to 


ground, the claimant contracted rheumatism and aap 
and stiff and wonnieio So duty; Paing compelled (o g0 10 henglint.;, T 


treatment in hospital. 
Dr. Westlake testifies that since claimant has been 


and 
still is suffering, from chronic rheumatism, being thereby rendered unable to 


AE singed manoal Jabar, ozo OLA TAF. character, and sometimes he is to- 
mekca spango aink as Date Se Merten a 


is a temperate his dis- 
ease not bein vated by or other habits. 
Dr. John J, testifies he has known cla’ ten years, and hasbeen 
his family ph: forfour ; have know! of his ha: nyawara | 
and of late the disease has severe in its character; 
smaller joints are thickened, antawa f I have reason to 
his disease was in the line of duty from re gy apl Aare er 
ceptor, Dr. Samuel Abernethy, now dead, who knew him to 
nblghbors shows that claimant has suffered continually 


rheumatism, and unable to eee but little gas wo work, 
The elainnant hes been exaenine’ twice, and: bottr boards of surgeons rate his 


disability total. 

From the evidence of soundness at the time of enlistment, and from 
the fact that the examiner submitted this case for admission, your committee 
eS ne ere and that if the claimant suffered from aslight attack 
over three years yet at that time he was a 


pi spines recommend the bill a pn a title, 
sadis ae ra one word “Joseph,” inserting the letter “M.” so it shall 
“ Josep! 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


GILES WRIGHT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8828) 
granting a pension to Giles Wright. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


nsions, 
a pension to Giles Wright, submit the following report 
ae t, the claimant, 
and a» Soe received on or about November 16, 
Md., a horse falling upon him while taking him from the stable, Pen- 
sion claim on the that isno pegeh izini the alleged 


aera eye aa 
me If. pny ras thero for's short 


” testifies that he saw the claimant at the 
his injuries at the time alleged, and knows that he was in- 
jured so that he was not able to doany duty from that time until discharge. 
The claimant states that after his injury he was treated by Dr. John Reed, at 
Knoxville, pip opna whose testimony he can not obtain. 
The records of the regiment do not appear to be on file in the office of the 


claimant on his return from the service was ill from the effects of his in- 
a constant 


uries, and has been since eres S sufferer and very largely inca- 
juries, an for work, at times boing d up for a considerable length of time, and 
Saer Gicchacee tr Dr. Dr. Edward - Ha mined d apes Sede 
wk, now an = 

Sore, also now deceased, Betiri an i now de results, 

The da y total, third per month. 
He pepeng Dee be 5 Teati 4} inches ; weighing pounds: is Tight o com- 
pasiono 76; h indepth, has an 

dentation eth the oc about a quarter ofan 7 in de; Jxiending from the 

uncture of the lambdoidal suture an the latter about 


d magina 
inches. He finds deformity of the left hip, causi: 


ran l ber sey ony ‘te turn his foot in- 
ward, and closes by saying fone the claimant is y crippled, walking very 
lame, and often has attacks of v: 


o. 
Your committee are of the opinion that claimants disabilities were incurred 
in the service, and recommend that the bill pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
PETER P. HOFFMAN, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6823) 
granting a pension to Peter P. Hoffman, 
The bill was arene as follows: 


Be tt That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and Pa fo to p on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the maane- ws, the name of Peter P. Hoffman, late a private in 


Company H, Second Regiment ‘New Jersey Cavalry Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read, as follows: 


claimant member of Co! Second New 
ditty reiting ro snc Wi i, Second Now Jersey Cavntry and 


urisy. 
eens records of the division and corps to which this 

ent was attached at date in question are not on file. 

oper ing oaa ree Cy sas 

to service, and was at that time a sound man, free from 


one W. Ae oc one larry ahr fecha targ eiee he enron tra N 
and Daniel pba cr two comrades, testify that about De- 
Barea mi e EEA enn., claimant contracted camp diarrhea and 
rheumatism, and in February following was sick with plouriey aft at Natchez, Miss., 
and unable to do duty for four weeks. 

Dr, J. Lin: testifies that he treated claimant in the latter part of 1865 
for chronic m eumatism ; that he has been better and worse at times, 
and unfitted for continuous labor. He is a temperate man, and a member of 
the Methodist Church, 


a Senn se oe rene apache ar braes 


ual 
tensely with sciatica and Iumbago. He must be careful what he eats, else ho 
from diarrhea, which is certainly chronic in character. 


1932. 
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Dr. H. H. Miller testifies that May 24,1884, he was summoned to see claimant, 
and found, on examination, he was suffering to an alarming extent with pleurisy, 
and that he treated him daily for two weeks, when he recovered. 

The testimony of neighbors show conclusively that claimant has suffered from 
rh ism and diarrhea since his from service to such an extent as 
not to be able to perform continuous labor, and frequently laid up from his dis- 


abilities for a considerable part of his time, 
The board of ms rate his disability for rheumatism total; for pleurisy 
, or one and three-quarters total 


Sa uarter, and for chronic diarrhea one- 


Ro committee, believing this a meritorious case, recommend the passage of 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. The report in this case, which has just 
been read, contains a remarkable statement made in the interest of the 
soldier which is calculated to cast suspicion on the claim. It is said, 
‘*He is a temperate man and a member of the Methodist Church.” It 
would have been quite different if it had been said he was a temperate 
man and a Hard-Shell Baptist. I think itis a doubtful case, but I 
will offer no objection. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CAROLINE E. PRATT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1326) 
granting a pension to Caroline E. Pratt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline E. Pratt, widow of the 
Jate James A. Pratt, of the Fifty-third Regiment Massach 


usetts Volunteers, 
The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1326, beg 


leave to submit the following report : x 
That they have examined bill 1326 and the evidence pertaining to the 
same; 


= they adopt Senate report thereon, which report is in words and fig- 


ures as ws: 
“The husband of the petitioner was James A. Pratt, are sai of the Fifty-third 
ent Massachusetts Volunteers. It isin evidence that he was a sound man 

he entered the servi: u 
his duty he took cold, from which chronic 
he application for pension was disallo 
n Was cancerous, 


from 
his discharge in tem ber, 1863, until he entered the hospital in 1870, for in- 
Son ofthe Nak an mi ted from this 


ffiant treated him for more than three years, and 
of the Hoas aas in his opinion, it was the beginning of a severe case of - 
gitis, and if 
of the 
the service. 

“There is voluminous and corroborative testimony of accredited physicians 
on this subject, convincing to the committee that the officer died of dissatroon- 
tracted in the service as z 

y The bill is therefore reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do 


The committee therefore recommend the passage of the same, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


NANCY C. SMITH. 


The next business = the ir in cod was the bill (S. 1170) 
granting a pension to Nancy C. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
ee of the pension laws, the name of Nancy C. Smith, widow of Jeptha 

. Smith, 


The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 


That they have examined Senate bill No. 1170, and the evidence Pariroa y 
thereto; that they hereby adopt Senate report thereen, which report is in words 
and figures as follows: 

“The licant in this case claims that her husband, Jeptha V. Smith, wasa 
soldier in the war of 1812; that he first served in Capt, Boniamin Henry’s com- 
pany, Georgia militia, and subsequently in James Merriwether’s company, and 
that he was honorably discha: . ‘There is no record testimony in support of 
the claim; but Nathan H, Phill who was a member of Henry's company, and 
to whom a pension was B ee ifies that he distinctly remembers Jeptha 
V. Smith as a member of Captain Henry’s company,and that ata later period 
he served in the company of Captain Thomas, and that he was regularly dis- 
ebarged in February or 1815. The affiant swears positively to his inti- 
eRT acquaintance with Jeptha V. Smith, and that he was the husband of the 
applicant, 

“ Jordan Smith, a member of Captain Thomas's company, and a pensioner 
under act of February 14, 1871, testifies that Jeptha V. Smith was a member of 
ao company, with affiant, and served the full term, which was about four 
months, 

“ William Hightower, a soldier in the Georgia militia, and a pensioner, testi- 
fies that he was well acquainted with Jeptha V. Smith, husband of Nancy C. 
Smith; that claimant’s husband was in the service; that they did not belong to 


the same ent, but that he frequently saw him, and that he belonged toa 
musket ment. 

"The parol testimony is not specific as to dates, nor is there an f that 
the soldier was mustered in or mustered out, but the recollection ese three 


is positive and corroborative as to the fact that the husband of the claimant was 
their comrade in arms in the war of 1812. The application is rejected by the 
Commissioner of Pensions in Gya poe of the absence of record testimony, 


Tt is apparent that the muster-rolls of that period are defective, and the commit- 
tee do not feel justified in ignoring the competent proof of the associates of the 
h of the claimant, claimant is very aged and needy, 


“In view of these facts we recommend the passage of the bill,” 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, 


Mr. PETERS. I would like to inquire how this case comes from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It is the case of a pension for the 
widow of a soldier of the war of 1812. 

Mr. WINANS. Iwill state, in answer to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas, that the bill ha been referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, our committee jurisdiction of it. The Committee on In- 
valid Pensions accordingly inquired into the facts and reported the 
bill favorably. ; 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN DUFFY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1930) 
granting a pension to John Daffy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it gerse Sarat That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Duffy, late of Company L, 
First Ohio Light Artillery. 2 


The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 


That they have examined Senate bill 1980, and the evidence in relation thereto: 
that they hereby adopt Senate report thereon, which report is in words and 
figures as follows: 

“The petitioner made application fora ury to right foot and re- 
sult of measles, the 30th of June, 1880, and was on the ground that the 
existed before enlistment, and that the measles produced 


msion for i 


disability of the foot 
no permanent injury. 

7 hospital sogea who examined him for discharge, Ges 

“The right foot is entirely disabled by ancient injury, and should call for 
severe censure on ee nee 

“He enlisted in Ohio Light Artillery in October, 1861, and was discharged in 


August, 1862, 

“The examining surgeon reports serious and permanent injury to right foot, 
which he rates at one-fourth disability. He does not think there ex any 
other ratable injury. There is evidence showing that the man was sound be- 
fore he enlisted, and there are witnesses who testify to seeing the accident by 
which the foot was hurt. 

‘Your committee, without attempting to account for the contradictory state- 
ments of the medical men, are satisfied that the man was disabled in the serv- 
ice, and should jesse) pannon rated upon his inability to labor. 

“ This bill is repo: favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.” 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of said bill. 


Mr. WISE. I must object to that bill. Judging from the report I 
think the weight of the testimony is decidedly against the applicant. 

Mr. NEECE. I do not know very much about the case myself, but 
upon an examination of the evidence our committee were of opinion 
that the claim ought to 

Mr. WISE. I must object to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is shall this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass ? 

Mr. WISE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. We are not proceeding under unanimous con- 
sent. The bill must take the course. 

Mr. NEECE. Iask unanimous consent that it be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

r. HALL, Let us vote upon it now. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass, 
MARY PARROTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7952) 
granting a pension to Mary Parrott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted. £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Ma: ‘arrott, 
dependent mother of Charles A. Parrott, late a private in Com ny 0, Twelfth 
Massachusetts Volunteer Militia, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 


pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 


Mary Parrott is the mother of Charles A. Parrott, late private in Company O, 
Twelfth Massachusetts Volunteers. He was killed in action at Fredericksburg, 
Va., December 13, 1862. 

She applied for a aga as dependent mother, June 22, 1880, which was re- 
jected February 8, 1584, on the ground “that it does not appear from the evi- 
dence on file that the claimant was dependent on the soldier at date of his death, 
and she has declared her inability to furnish further evidence showing the fact.” 

The evidence of employers show that claimant's husband was unable from his 
earnings to furnish her an adequate support, and the letters of the soldier filed 
is S case show that he sent his mother money to sid in the support of the 

amily. 

Edward T. Babier, of Lynn, Mass., testifies : 

“ Claimant’s husband was in my employ from 1858 to sine Bauang, paid 
him for his services as leather cutter the sum of $4 per week w en so employed, 
which was nearly all the timeaforementioned. He was notan able-bodied man, 
and that was the reason wages were so small, which were insufficient for the 
su rt of his family,” 

illiam B. Cushing, July 12, 1883, testifies : 

“Claimant’s husband has been employed by me for the past thirteen years, 
During this time his physical ability has bosn such that his average wages have 
not been over $3.50 per week. Other men will earn from $12 to $15 per week, 
Claimant has been compelled to work in my rae Bee help support himself." 

There are eight letters of soldier to his mother filed with the papers in the 
claim, in each one of which he sends incl various sums of money varying 
man $10 to $20, or notifies her of money sent for her use, and asks if it has n 


rece 
The mother is old and , and the husband, though still living, is unable 


through his infirmities to furnish her a mpe They have no perty in the 
world, except an undivided half of an old house in which they live, and w: 
was inherited by claimant in 1874, and it merely furnishes a roof over theiz 


1887. 
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Your committee are of opinion that the question of 


the time of soldier’s death is sufficiently shown by soldier’s letters, in aicn he 
incloses substantial aid. and also by the evidence of credible jyrg as to the 


inability of claimant’s husband to properly maintain her at that time. They 

therefore believe that for the loss of her son, the natural support and ofher 

old age, the bop eee should afford her the aid asked for in the in her 
8 

ore voport back the accompanying bill, and recommend its pas- 


few remainin, 
They the 
sage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY CORBETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9213) 
granting a on to Mary Corbett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, ee 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject ! to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Corbett, widow of Alfred 
Corbett, late a private in Company F, Fifteenth Maine Volunteers 


The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 


Mary J. Corbett is the widow of Alfred Corbett, late member of Company F, 
Fifteenth e Volunteers, He was pensioned for effects of intermittent fever 
and chills by 75055, but his ase being reduced so emacs 

nse and loss of time in "traveling quite a distance to co! it he PaE e 
fully balanced the time and expense lostin 0 See rae dropped from 
the roll by reason of allowing the pension to remain unclaimed three ya h ere 
he never applied to be relnetated: although his disabilities increased wi 
vancing years, being alwa. troubled wit dizzy spells, which he always said 
came from a sunstroke in army. He was a carpenter by trade and pursued 
that occupation ever after his return, as the evidence shows, except when obliged 
to lay by from time to time by reason of his disabilities. 

While at work upon a building he was suddenly seized with one of his w aed 
= and fell. ape injuries which resulted in his death. His wee fi 

n for pension, alleging "that the dizziness which caused the 
A fall was the result of his exposure while in the Army.” Her claim — re- 
jected because of "no medical evidence of continuance of disability for which 
pensioned and widow's inability to furnish same. 

The evidence in the case all goes to show that v idier was a sound man at en- 
listment; that he was discharged and pensioned for disabilities which ever after 
affected him, one of the phases of which was vertigo. 

Theonly medical evidence of existence of vertigo is that of Dr. Charles Jor- 
dan, of Wakefield, Mass., who testifies 

“That he has been the soldier's family physician for the last ten years oe) 


joldier’s trouble was giddiness, sup; to have been ca reg Accor pap 
while in the Army; that soldier was ki led b; A ‘alin buildin 7 aaa ena 
the soldier stated rhe received the fall w his di {nee 
, which caused him to fall.’ 
pa my Recnerents of disability, James N. Whitmore, major of the Fifteenth 
Maine Regiment, testifies : 
* On or about June 20,1865, said Corbett was detailed to su ntend the run- 


ning of a ferry on the Wacamen River, near Georgetown, S. It being a hand 
ferry and worked by boat and lines, it necessitated much exposure night and 
day, the duties being no less arduous night than day, the frequently swift bor 
rents of the river requiring excessive physical effort and constant exposure to 
sun and wet and the miasma from the swamps of the rice district; that soldier 
here contracted a congestion of the brain, which ever after rendered him untit 
for military duty, and in opinion of affiant he has never recovered from its ef- 
fect, which disa lity was contracted in line of duty.” 

It is abandantly shown a ee men with whom he worked, as a as 
by neighbors and friends, t he continuously suffe; m 
cially was this so if he looked u ery nage Os a vertigo immediatel peat Ho at as 
was the case at the time of the fall which resulted inh his death., His service in 
the Army was fifteen days short of four years. In time he did good service, 
as did also his two sons. His widow is old and poor. 

Your committee are of the opinion that her inability to furnish medical evi- 
dence of continuance should not operate as a bar to her . when the fact of 
continuance is well established by the evidence of employers and neighbors. 
They therefore report back the accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

MARY A. MYKINS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 158) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Mykins, reported adversely from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was indefinitely postponed. 

WALTER A. DONALDSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S; 1459) 
granting an increase of pension to Walter A. Donaldson, reported ad- 
versely from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was indefinitely postponed. 

' RICHARD FOREMAN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9248) 
to increase the pension of Richard Foreman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., iar the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed ha po y to Richard Foreman, late a 2 chert in Company 
D of the One hundred and fifty-first Regiment New York olunteers, a pension 
at the rate of ——dollars per month, instead of the pension he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 
That it appears from the papers in the Pension Office that Richard Foreman, 


the claimant, enlisted in Company D, One hundred and fifty-first ent New 
York Volunteers, August 27, 1862, and was d September 11, 1865; that 
he applied for a pension in the year 1865 ; he applied for a pension on the ground 


that on the 9th day of Jul (a he “received the following wound by a shell, 
which completely seve the leg about 2 inches below the 5 joint;” that he 
was taken to hospital at Frede: City, Md.,and was transferred thence to Cen- 
A Park Hospital December 21, 1864, and from thence to David’s Island, August 

He was also wounded in the left hand and had a fracture of the third finger of 
the right hand. 


for the loss of a leg, which has been increased 
he is now receiving a pension at the rate of $24 per 


M There is ar either from ae aie ok he & utant-General or Sur- 

to the wounds in the hand or finger, al none it appears from 

affidavit oft the claimant that he was thus wounded. For these wounds in 

the hands he had made an application for increase of pension, which was re- 
jected on the ground that there was no record evidence of their existence. 

The claimant is receiving the rate of pension allowed by the act increasin 
the pensions of soie and sailors who have lost an arm or leg, approy: 
March 3, 1883, namely, $24 per month. 

The claimant asks that his pension be increased to the same amount it would 
be if the amputation were above the knee, for the reason that the disability un- 


der which he is suff is equal to an amputation above the knee. 
The examining , composed of three members, April 15, 1885, made the 
followin, ropar: 


There is but 2 inches of tibia left. In consequence it is im e to fit an 
artificial limb to leg below knee without too great pressure on TAR points, 

The limb would be much better for adjustment of an artificial leg if it had 
been amputated above the knee. The parts where bearing of artificial leg 
comes are red and tender. 

The claimant states underoath that his leg is insuch condition that he can not 
wear an artificial leg, and that his health is such that he can not submit to an- 
other amputation. 

The qouneatites therefore think that the claimant is entitled to as high rate of 
pension as he would receive if the leg were amputated above the knee, an 
therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking therefrom all after 
bo work “ volunteers,” in the sixth line, andadding arao the words “and to 

y him a pension at and after tho same rate as though his leg were amputated 
ore the knee,” and that the bill as amended do pass. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
striking out, at the end of the bill, the words, ‘‘a pension at the rate 
of —— dollars per month instead of the pension he is now receiving,” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ and to pay him a pension at 
and after the same rate as though his leg was amputated above the 
knee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire of some gentleman on 
the Pensions Committee what the regular rate of pension is for such a 
disability ? 

Mr. WINANS. I think it is $45. 

Mr. WOLFORD. In certain cases it may be $45; but generally itis 


Mr. WISE. Is this soldier receiving the same pasion as other sol- 
diers similarly disabled ? 

Mr. WINANS. He is. 

Mr. WISE. Then I object to this increase. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The testimony shows that this case is an 
unusual one. 

Mr. WISE. I withdraw the objection. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY TARBELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6656) 
for the relief of Mary Tarbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Tarbell, CROW. of William 
H. Tarbell, late a lieutenant of Company D, Seventy-sixth Regiment of New 
York Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $18 per month, to date 
from January 5, 1874, the day of the death of said William H. Tarbell. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


That the claimant, Mary Tarbell, is the widow of William H. Tarbell, late a 
ae in aban otapa D, Seventy-sixth New York Volunteers. 
as a private in said oompany Srpianeor, 14, 1861, was 
younded a a battle of Gettysburg, was disc ptember 5, 1864, and died 
cyt 

In his certificate of discharge, of date of September 5, 1864, the nature and ex- 
tent of his wound and cause of discharge are stated as follows: 

“Incapable of Spry secre the duties of a soldier because of a gun nshot fracture 
of pe eae 2} inches Shortening of limb and thigh,and impaired power 
and motion. 

For this disability he was pensioned, and in December, 1866, when examined 
for an increase of pension, Dr. Gazlay, the examining surgeon of the office,in 
his certificate states as follows: 

A ball had entered the left thigh, about 5 inches above the bone’ have bees ucing 
fracture of the femur. A number of pieces of bone 
removed; the wound is still hee garry 9 arging; the bone between the fracture en 
knee considerably shortened about 2 inches; partial anchylosis of 
knee-joint. The sho: g ‘of limb and stiffness of knee are permanent, and 
on account of the extensive disease of bone I think it is doubtful whether he 
can be cured without amputation.” 

examination was in September, 1873, and the examining surgeon in 

his certificate states as follows: 

“Tarbell was pensioned for a gunshot wound through the left thigh, fractur- 
ing the bone, pod has continued to discharge from the wound un this time, 
The disability is ent in its present form. 

The soldier being a poor man, in January, 1874, went out into the woods with 


a Ereren 


his brother-in-law to cut and draw koma Da their winter's supply of wood, and was 
yee by the falling of a tree ky Mots cuttin; 
A bill was introduced into ood aR Congress Rye x faroa: The bill passed the 
H but failed to pass the Se: 
The Committee on Invalid Tensions, in their report, make a full SOES of 
the manner of his death, and this report is hereby e a part of our rej 
pd en berag Sy! illiam H. Tarbell was ip se — t (commissioned raad 
an Company D, Seventy-sixth Regiment New 
the battle of Gettysburg, GAN agg AN received a gunshot wound by 
a rifle ball in the upper part of the 
from which he never (only o f recovered, aE panske bone weak, with 
4 inches coon aha apd with state urulent 
e knee; 


wi us extend 
with knee-joint stiff, leeri him ne aine g ea He was drawing at 
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date of his anik A pension oL BA om mone. He was killed on the 5th day of 
January, 1874, while at work in the ng woda aig his family’s use, under 
circumstances which render it morally certai his death resulted from 
wounds peceiwes in the service, when without such wounds he would have es- 


caped unharm: 

‘The widow made her application for pension, but it was denied, presuma- 
bly on the ground that his death did not result from said wounds, Cause of re- 
ane not RARA Her petition is signed by a large number of citizens of Mc- 

rawville, N 

“The pou nd in the case is strong and direct. 

“H, ©. Hendrick, late surgeon o. the One hundred and fifty-seventh New 
York Volunteers, testifies 

** That he was well acquainted with Tarbell from the summer of 1865 to the 

time pet his death; that he was said Tarbell’s su: adviser, and had full knowl- 


edge of the extent of his disabilities, Hag mrs Fe m a wound said to have been 
received at the battle of Gettysburg, in Jul ae a rifle ball, causing an ex- 
tensive fracture at the upper third of the left thigh; thatin healing the bone 


was shortened four or more inches; that the leg was weak; erie he had constant 
necrosis of the bone; that there were extensive pus from various 
points of the diseased thighs that there was one sinus tenis near the seat of the 
wound, discharging under the knee; that so extensive were the Fedor ney dis- 
charges that said Tarbell was ordinarily under the necessity of changing t soc 
dressing upon his limb several times a dey i also, that the knee was 

of contraction of tendons and chan: tissues; that he was very lame; that 
said Tarbell d not step ; often spoken of by himself to move 
in a rear di: ion he vaca first turn himself around and move with a forward 
step; that he could not leap or jump, only with one foot, alighting on the same; 
a disabilities existed at the time of his or disg that the extent of the 


at the time oi the acciden 
and 


ber; 
split u upward a distance h 
tree poised itself veloc- 
PT crushing i grosi ve and 
nentand said Tar- 
„a distance of 
was dis- 
only with 
great effort, su ilous sitantion and es- 
ca unharm 
rece lameness, but made due effort to escape by the 
same direction as deponent. 
mo Deponent mon had been with Tarbell daily for a month previous to his 
death, laborin; the same woods, and that they rode to and from the forest on 
account of Tar! Tarbells a rege eet that Tarbell was very lame from his wound, and 
made shorter than the other, and weak, and the knee stiff; 
Bagr ene S every day, and that Tarbell always carried i in 
his pockets extra for his leg ; that the Eae ao Sopin oa tes that 
he had often to dress his limb while in the woods, and he 
the wound three or four times in twenty-four hours; Tarbell could i walk 
or leap, or jump only upoe one foot, and nd having a full knowledge 
of the situation and d Tarbeli's lam ess, does not think it possible for him to 


have esca; 
op een nee reer ey directly and conclusively to the fact that Tarbell was 


same means and in the 


seriously disabled by wounds received in the ice. Had he had fect use 
of his limbs, as did companion, Foie bes he would have probably escaped, 
but his is wo he Becanse the 


wers of locomotion being restri 
victim of fl the accident, The committee have no doubt that his wound was the 

direct cause of death, and that the widow should be pensioned. It is there- 
that the bill do pass.” 


r, worthy Christian woman. Her claim for 
Tiji grene the office because the falling of the tree was not due 
to the disability be whieh the soldier was pension med. 

Your committee have no doubt but that the soldier's disability rendered him 
unable to protect himself by escaping from the falling tree, and thereby con- 
tributed to his death; and we therefore recommend the bill do after 
Say Newer by striking out all after the word “ volunteers,” in eighth 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
striking ont at the end of the bill the words “and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $18 per month, to date from January 5, 1874, the day of 
the death of William H. Tar 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


COL. JAMES H. BLOOD. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2263) 
granting a pension to Col. James H. Blood. 
The bill was Em as follows: 


Beit 
thorized and 
Blood, late colonel of the Sixth 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
In line 6 strike out “seventy” and insert “thirty.” : 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


support; that len fe pe m at the depart- 
ment is still pen still the nature and extent of the dis- 
abilities under w! the soldier is now suffering are so clearly set forth and 


Sealine? £2 sae oriona Sad. Sie fain SNAS hó gent pact nape Beare 


of his health, ae is ethene igs in re 
to this co for fi pier ah examination Deforo the exar hia mpd boards 
the Pension prlocmean would serye to justify the committee in reporting fay- 
oy. upon 
The committee pond EN recommend that the bill do pass, after the same shall 

have been amended by striking out the word “seventy,” in the sixth line, and 
inserting in lieu thereat the word “ thirty.” 

The claima trJames H. Blood, was a lieutenant-colonel in the Sixth Missouri 
Volunteers, The main facts upon which the relief asked for in the mt bill 
is claimed are particularly set forth in the following petition and vit: 


Petition in favor of Col. James H. aired praying for a pension for total disa- 


James H. Blood, then a resident of the city of Saint Louis, State of Misso! 
raised the Sixth ent of Missouri Volunteer Infantry, largely at his 
expense, for which he has received no remuneration, and was mustered into the 
aa service of the United States with said regiment as lieutenant-colonel 
thereof about June 1,1861, it being the first three-year regiment mustered in from 
the State of Missouri. 

The Fihecute Arey was assigned to the First Brigade of the Second Division of the 

Army Corps, and he served with it until his disabilities compelled him 

ta. m in, the spring of 8, , having in the mean time been promoted to the 
colonelcy of the regim: 

In the fall of 1861, while on a night scout after a band of bushwhackers or 
guerrillas in Southeast Missouri, he was felled from his horse by a severe blow 
on the back of his head, from the effects of which he has never recovered, 
ing received severe mental as well as physical injury. 


the pommel of his seat resulting in severe ving to the poe me 
ae organs, causing severe stricture, from which na S 
suffe: 


In the battle at Chickasaw Bayou, near Vicksburg, Miss., while leading ap 
charge of the Second Division of the Fifteenth Army Corps, he was struck 
musket ball in left chest. The immediate result of This wound was the 
PDTS OE De IO Aron PEO means eter han us, causing y 
of the heart, and all the muscles, bones, &c.,of the left preity Apear 
>| ges the side affected over 3 inches, so that the slightest excitement or exer- 

tending to accelerate the movement of the blood and action of the beart 
causes excrutiating pain and Soren peanon, wholly ear soar e g him 
from any physical or mental labor, ponor him to wholly abstain from 
aater Ss avocations in order to y ii re! from continuous suffering and 
prostration. 

It is further represented that on his resigning from the military service of the 
United States Colonel Blood had no intention of sra any claim for a 
sion, believing that he had sufficient to keep him from 
in1876 he was reduced to poverty, and has since been that be was p upon his tele 
tives and friends for support. It was not until 1881 that he was prevailed upon 
tree make an application, which was filed in September, 1882. 

manng until August, 1885, and despairin; aapaizing E of getting any action on his 
ates he for Europe, hoping thereby to Eidel in — measure his suf- 
are rings, He still remained abroad, unable to return in oe of his 

which is continually on the decline. He is phe un care of ph 

Pearn and requires the constant attendance of some parn, as my neatly 
falls and often remains so for hours at a time. ph; 
that his heart is so so affected that death is probable in any of these attacks of in- 
sensibility and prostration. 

Finally, in October, 1885, a certificate was issued in his favor by the Pension 
Bureau at the rate of $15 per month, asum yee 4 og ieaie to the ex- 
tent of his injuries; rks thoes whe eves known him for years it is self- 
evident that if he is entitled to any onatallhe is entitled to w Petco 
a i for total prostration, ility, helplessness, and necessity of constant 
attendance. 


District OF COLUMBIA, ss: 
Frank M Foss, t pe duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a resident of 
Lansing, d has been an editor and Mond aiken te years $ 
he first r aa aa TA with Col. Saa 
Colonel Blood, upon the advice and with the assistan 
of Maine, purchased a third 
deponent was then publishin in Auburn, Me.; pce gre era ag mg 
Blood was in business with deponent he was to pe! 
labor, but was only able to perform light clerical work; that hie en com- 
coe tees of pains in his head, which he claimed were a blow on the 
ead received during a skirmish in the service, and from which he did not re- 
gain consciousness for nine hours; that he suffered with stricture of the blad- 
er, which he said was caused by an injury received in the Army, to such an 
extent that is was often necessary to use a catheter before he past £ get relief of 
the bladder; moos he also suffered severely from a wound in the left shoulder 
near the co! bona; which he said was receiyed while leading a charge of his 
division in the battle of Chickasaw Bayou, and this wound caused a 
paralysis of the left arm, and to such an extent that he had but little use of that 
arm, and that wound so affected his side that it caused a contraction of the 
muscles, and consequent contraction of the ribs, to such an extent that the left 
side of his body was much smaller than the right side. 
And poe further says that said Colonel Blood often had fainting speis and 
Aarme and helpless for hae hours ata time; that deponent 
first knew of this this in February or 1879, while riding with said Colonel 
Blood in a sleigh from Auburn to Au: Me. ; that when within a few miles 
of Au Colonel Blood partially fainted, and Yemained in an almost hel Ipless 
one n for twodays; that knowing the causes of his condition deponent then 
times thereafter advised Colonel Blood to apply for a pension; 
that Colonel Blood refused to do so, saying he knew he was entitled to receive 
a pension, but he would not apply for a pension so long as ae could live igi 


cone it. That his condition continued to grow worse; that 


in October, 

ger Sa was obliged to give up business entirely ; ; that he was iS te to 

o any’ 

In 1882 Colonel Blood attempted to take charge of a bakery in New York; 
that he there performed light duties for a few weeks, and was then obh to 

ive up all or pore eng to work in any way on accountof frequent attacks of faint- 

g spells and utter prostration whenever he attempted the least exertion, and 
from that ne Colonel Blood ick; with his potas until last June, when he 


reece 
an odio great part ol 
eyes 


Deponent says that he has been in EES TENG SR with Colonel Blood 
since he has been in Europe, and from recent letters learns that his condition or 
health has not been in the le least improved, and that whatever change has taken 
pios has been for the worse, and at present, on account of continued help- 
essness, he is not able to return to this country. 


hav- . 
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furth that he has no in hatever in the claim of i i i 
colonel Blood for a pension ot ihana no ‘wi nowe the r nt to be ore PORER jeri Snp esar opm Ee na cca 
for total disability, but for alter heimana entitled toa pension,notonly | afr, HOPKINS. Who is this man Blood? 
FRANK M. FOGG, Mr. WOLFORD. He was lieutenant-colonel in a Missouri regi- 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of et z x, ment. . 
esas Notary Public in and forthe Ditha yf Cotmnbia, | Mr. BRADY. Is he the husband of Victoria Woodhull? [Laugh- 
Among other , it a from the affidavit of Mr. Fogg that Colonel | ter. ] 

Biood is now absent {n a foreign count Mr, WOLFORD. I do not know anything about whose husband 


on expense, and seca | to be at the 
further expense of an attendant there. The committee recommend the 

of the bill, which seems to be a small provision for his absolute ni 

not likely to be wanted long. 

The enforced absence of Colonel Blood from the har wef aces is application 
for paar lation to secure relief. The very high testim nerals 
Sherman and Smith and others attest the try and patriotism of Colonel 
Blood, and his invaluable and disini to the country. 

Mr. WISE. I shall object to this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. The Chair will state to the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. WIsE] that we are not proceeding now under 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. WISE. I understand that; but I give notice that this case shall 
not pass if my opposition can avail to prevent it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will have to put the question in the 
usual way unless the bill be passed over by unanimous consent. The 
first question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now, Shall the bill as amended 
be laid aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation that 
it do pass? 

Mr. WISE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to make a statement in re- 
gard to this bill, and a very briefone. Every particle of the testimony 
in this case comes from the claimant himself; for those affidavits which 
have been read are made upon information furnished by him. He is 
traveling in Europe; and it seems to me that before this House should 
vote to increase his pension beyond the present amount, he should 
come to this country, come back from his pleasure tripsand be io 
jected to the same examination and the same tests to which kon 
claimant must submit. Open the door so thata man may go to 
and send his petition to this Congress for an increase of r Wa We 
had better give everybody applying for a pension all that he asks. I 
here give notice that so far as this case is concerned, if it is pressed to 
a vote I shall insist upon a quorum. 

Mr. LONG (to Mr. Wisk). Why not ask that the bill be passed over? 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I donot want to obstruct the considera- 
tion of cases which I believe to be meritorious ; I have no such inten- 
tion; in no case will I call for a quorum where I believe the claim has 
merit. I ask the committee to allow this bill to be passed over. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I hope the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE 
will withdraw that request. I know he is a reasonable man; and 
believe he will not insist on his opposition when he hears a few facts. I 
wish to say thatthere never was a case of total disability more strongly 
established than this. My distinguished friend from Virginia, a very 
clear-minded man, is in this case proceeding upon a wrong proposition. 
There never was a better case than this. I voted against the amend- 
ment to reduce the amount because I believed that even the 
sum named in the original bill was not enough. Now, let me state 
the facts just as they appear, and I ask my distinguished friend from 
Virginia to listen and reflect. 

This man is now drawing a epg of $15amonth. He was knocked 
in the head, was fallen upon by a horse, was shot in the arm, and from 
these injuries he is totally disabled, as appears by the testimony, not 
of himself, but of others. 

Mr. WISE. Will my friend from Kentucky allow me to interrupt 
him for a moment. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. I do not wish to disturb the gentleman at all, but he 
will permit me to say that for such injuries as have been properly 
proved this man has been granted a pension after an examination by 
the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. WOLFORD. That is exactly what I understand. This is the 
proposition to which I want your attention—— 

Mr. WISE. The proposition is now for an increase. 

Mr. WOLFORD. But for such injuries as I have described Colonel 
Blood has been allowed only $15 a month. I want to call attention 
to the facts; they do not rest upon his testimony. It is not by his tes- 
timony it has been proved that he was knocked in the head, that he 
was fallen upon by a horse, that he was shot and wounded in the arm. 
T know, and my friend from Virginia knows, for he has been in the 
army, and has seen many other men who were in the army, that the 
effects of injuries of this kind increase as years advance. The doctors 
swear that this man is so affected by his injuries that he can not come 
back. He did not go to Europe upon a “pleasure trip.” According 
to the testimony, which he does not make, he attempted to makea 


es, and 


living. He did not claim a pension at the start, because his patriotism | } 


forbade his doing so. He did not claim a pension until he had lost his 
property and become disabled. Hetried to make a living in New York. 
Then, subsisting upon the bounty of his friends, he went to Europe, 

not on a ‘' pleasure trip;’’ that is not the proof. 


he is. 

Mr. BRADY. I understand that he is. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I do not care whose husband he may be. [Laugh- 
ter. ] I do not care what may be said of him in regard to such things 
as that. He was disabled in the cause of his country. The proof is 
clear that he went abroad for his health, and having done so he is dis- 
abled to such an extent that he can not come back, and can not be ex- 
amined. Surely there is no prejudice to be invoked against him in 
the pure mind of my friend ibs he may be the husband of one 
woman or another. [Laughter.] If he were the husband of a dozen 
women the mind of my distinguished friend would not say that he 
should not have justice done him. 

It matters not what may be the character of his wife; it matters not 
what may be fhe nature of his sentiments. Having fought for his 
country, having done all that he could to maintain its honor and dig- 
nity and glory, though he may with you and me upon many 

questions, he has done his duty. And Seata ik is abroad,not able to sai 
here. Thatis the proof. On that proposition he can not be exam- 
ined. A man wounded in the army ually grows weaker and 
weaker. He more and more feeble. I say upon such a propo- 
sition as that my friend will not call a quorum or in any other 
bA to this man receiving a pension. [Cries of “ Vote! d 

I have said all I want to say. Being wholly disabled, wholly incom- 
petent to make a living, now in a foreign land, shall this wounded sol- 
dier be left to die there among s ? Shall it be said to our dis- 
honor, that proud America will allow one of its private soldiers to die 
in a foreign land in poverty and want, when, under every law, he is 
entitled to a pension at our hands? [Cries of “Vote!” “Vote 1] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on passing the bill over. 

Mr. WINANS. I hope we will take a vote on this bill, as the House 
understands the matter as well as it ever will. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do not pass, 

The motion was agreed to. ° 


CLARA B. DAVIDSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2321) 
granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Davidson. 

Mr. MORRILL. That bill passed the House several weeks ago, and 
ought to be taken off the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN, It will be taken from the Calendar. 


THOMAS WEEKLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 8437) 
granting a pension to Thomas Weekly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the ope laws, the name of Thomas eekley, of Company E, 
Fourteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. HARA) was read, as follows: 


Soldier enlisted November 3, 1862; discharged June a 1865; filed claim fora 
a October 13, 1873, alleging that while engaged in ot ag timber for a 
lock-house at Piedmont, W. Va., June 1, 1963, and holding the end of a 
the side of a hill, his hand-spike slip “he fell with his + gad against the 
his chin and lower jaw were bru , his upper and part of the lower 
toorn were Erare out, and his back and breast wereseriously injured. 
ee on the ground that there is no record ovine of the pci. 
injury, „and claimant can not furnish the testimony of any officers or 
we personal knowledge that he was injured in line of duty in the > 
igrah 


e evidence of claimant’s health and soundness at the time of his enlistment 

AA RAT rome by the Pension Office, 

Comrades Andrew Liestin and Elijah Hissen testified that it is their 
knowledge that claimant lost his teeth and received an injury to breast 

while on detached service in falling and delive igs fe for a block-house built 
to guard Beingo aa 21 on Potomac River, near New Creek, W. Va., and that 
after recei id inj he was sent back for treatment, and that theinjury 
was received in June 1863; and the said comrade Elijah Hissen further tesi ed 
that claimant was at the time with t Freeborn and Private David Fiel 
who were subsequently reported killed at the battle of Cloud Mountain, an: 
that claimant was treated in hospital by Surgeon Morse, who died in the 


service. 

Asst, Surg. J. H. Bromfield has no recollection of treating soldier in the sery- 
ice. From a private record in his possession it appears that soldier was givena 
———. certificate on account of chronic rheumatism and loss of teeth. Tothe 

best of his recollection this was in May or June, 1865. 

A number of neighbors testified that when soldier returned home from his 

ene ee ee ene aes he complained of pain and weakness of side 


with n ri ot hajun keari Ctaresbows wor on block- 
ouse EON Pylon nee O O per gage eo ospital at 
‘kersburg, Va., and Cumberland, Md., August 31, 1863. tal 
no 
The — — board a surgeons rt as follows: 
“Man has not a vestige of a tooth or root in head. The spines of lower 
dorsal vertebræ project ox thane RON Aa curve toward Complains 


1936 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


of pain on pressure. Seem thicker than the line above and below. No evi- 

dence of any injury to Loring a ion, auscutation, or percussion, or in left 

— i at times tea difficulty g water; and rate him three-fourths total 
ury to 4 

The evidence shows that soldier was healthy and sound at the date of his en- 
listment; that he received some injuries while working on the block-house 
while on detached duty; that he was treated in the hi tal; that he returned 
home after his services in an enfeebled condition, and has continued in that 
condition more or less ever since, 

In view of all the testimony, goor committee are of the opinion that the sol- 
dier received the injuries for which he claims a pension while in the service of 
ry Sern States and in the line of duty, and therefore recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


MISSOURI ANDERSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 5171) 
granting a pension to Missouri Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Missouri Anderson, widow of 
Reuben W. Anderson, late of Company A, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teers. 


The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 


Reuben W. Anderson, of Company A, Tenth Regiment, Kentucky Cavalry, 
enlisted December 20, 1863, and was dischargd June 26, 1865, and died April 4, 
1870. He was married to the claimant in November, 1865. The claimant has two 
children by the deceased soldier, who are both under sixteen years of age. She 
is very poor and without means to support herself and children, 

The evidence is as follows: 

The Adjutant-General’s report shows the soldier was admitted to the hospital 
at Paducah, Ky., March 18, 1864; July 11, 1864, admitted he: at Camp Nel- 
son, and returned to duty October 19, 1864. He entered Post REY uca 
Ky., March 27, 1865; entered Joe Holt Hospital, Jeffersonville, Ind., May 22, 1865, 
as convalescent, and was mustered out of service at Lo! ille, Ky., June 26, 1865. 
Several comrades testify soldier was sound at enlistment; t about August, 
1864, his eyes began to get sore from the effects of along and reps march while 
in pursuit of the rebel General Morgan through Kentucky; that his eyes con- 
tinued bad, and he became nearly blind. His habits were good. 

Maj. J. Johnson testifies thatabout April 4, 1870, said soldier had been at work ; 
was cutting a tree with an ax; that when the tree fell it took with it another 
tree which was turned up by the roots, and the pony orisi last tree fell onand 
across said soldier and killed him; thataffiant saw him after he was killed, and 
from the place where he had been chopping and the place where he was found 
he must have been trying to escape, and, as he supposed, from the effects of vision 
and not being able to distinguish objects clearly, instead of getting out of the 
way of danger ran into danger by the falling of the other tree, Deponent wit- 
no es zoar while under the tree and was the second person to him after 

e en 

The soldier, in his life-time, in an address to the public, stated that he had 
lost his eye-sight in the service of his country, and that he did not wish to be- 
come a burden to tlie public; ap; ed to the erica to buy the poetry that he 
had composed that he might ntain his family. 

The Pension Office rejected this claim November 7, 1874, on the ground that 
“the cause of soldier’s death-was not the result of his military service,” and 
then adds, under date of October 20, 1875, ‘Inform the claimant that the claim 
can not be allowed under the general pension law. Her only recourse is to 
Congress for a special act.” 

Your committee are of the opinion that the soldier lost his eye-sight from his 
army service, and that it was owing to the loss of sight that the tree fell on him 
and caused his death; that this claim is a meritorious one, and therefore rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARY KAYLOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R, 6423) 
for the relief of Mary Kaylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations ot the pension laws, the name of Mary Kaylor, widow of John Kay- 
lor, deceased, late of Company CO, Fourth Illinois Infantry, 


The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 


John Kaylor enlisted September 10, 1861, in Company (©, Fourth Dlinois Cav- 
alry, and was discharged November 3, 1864. 

He filed his application for a pension February 3, 1876, for wound over the 
left temple and injuries to his kidneys and groin, which he alleges was caused 
by his military service. Said soldier died before completing his claim, on Jan- 
uary 21, 1879, and his widow, Mary Kaylor, the claimant, asked for a pension on 
the ground that said soldier died from injuries received in the service. Her 
claim was rejected in the Pension Office on vis pruna that there was no record 
of the alleged injury and the inability to furnish any medical evidence to show 
the existence in the service or at date of disc 

The Adjutant-General's report shows the soldier sick in hospital November 
and December, 1862, but fails to show the cause of hissickness, Oneof the offi- 
cers of the company swears that he had the fever. Said Adjutant-General’s re- 
port shows that he was taken a prisoner December 20, 1862, and returned to his 
company February, 1864, and that he remained ‘with his company until he was 
mustered out of the service. 

The evidence of his officers shows that he was not fit for service after he re- 
turned, and that after his return to his com y in 1864 he was thrown from his 
horse and badly injured by a cut in his h 

Several witnesses testify that he was a sound, able-bodied man at enlistment, 
and that when he returned from the army he was broken down in health, was 
suffering from an injury in the head, and was ruptured in the groin, and com- 
plained of injuries and misery in his kidneys. 

‘Two comrades swear they saw him thrown from his horse while in the serv- 
ice, and that he received the injury to his head in the fall, 

It appears that one of the physicians who treated the soldier after his return 
from the army is dead, and the one treated him at the time of his death was 
a traveling doctor, and that he left the country shortly after the death of the 
soldier, and no one knew where he went to. 

Several witnesses testify that this soldier came home from the army with the 
injury to his head, and that he was ruptured and that he suffered continuously 
from his kidneys, and that he gradually grew worse to hisdeath; that prior to 


his death his disease assumed the form of or liai caused his death; that 
he was Ppa poor, Bano minor children, an widow is over sixty years of 
and vi Tan ò 
our tel tee are of the opinion that the cause of the soldier's death is 
Miny traced to his army service, and therefore recommend the passage of the 


Mr. MILLS. There seems to be no evidence to show why this ap- 
Raron was not made before. This soldier died some ten years ago. 

ow does it happen the application was not made before this? 

Mr. NEECE. The report states the facts, and I can not say why the 
report was not made before. This man died in 1879. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

HENRY LAFNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill(S. 2308) 
granting a pension to Henry Lafner. l 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit &c., That Se Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and ted to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations ofthe pension laws, the name of Henry ner, formerly a privatein 
Company A, One hundred and eighty-first Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 

That they have had under consideration the bill with the foregoing title (No, 
ie Ppen adopt the Senate report, which is in the words and figures following, 

wit: 

“ The petitioner wasa private in Company A,One hundred and eight Ora nags 
iment Ohio Volunteers. Hemadeapplication fora pension, alleging total blind- 
ness in both eyes, the result of ure in the service, which was rejected on 
the und of insufliciency of testimony. 

“In reference to this rene ber captain of the nena peer A says: 

“*He was quite a boy, and did his neg bed a good soldier. I have since learned 
that he was fact he was led into my office, and I know he is blind, 
He stated that it was caused by exposure in the service. I know he was sub- 


his eyes, 
and symptoms of granula 


. No proof has been offered disparaging his 
reputation or questioning his claim. It is a case of sad necessity, to which relief 
can only be extended by Congress, which, in the opinion of the committee, may 
properly be done, The bill is reported with an amendment changing the name 


*Lafuer’ to ‘Lafner’ wherever it occurs, with a recommendation that it do 


We therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina, How long was this man in the service? 

Mr, NEECE. He wasa private in Company A, One hundred and 
eighty-first Regiment. 

a Boe Does the Senate report show when this blindness oc- 
cu 

Mr. NEECE. It does. 

Mr. EDEN. If the report states when he became blind I did not 


see it. 
Mr. NEECE. The report states all the facts. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
GEORGE FAULK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2147) 
granting a pension to George Faulk. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. MILLS. This seems to prove this party never was in the serv- 
ice—never was mustered in—never away from the camp where he went 
to join. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Never exposed to any hardship, 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, never exposed to any hardship, rugged as he seems 
to have been. I object to the bill. 

Mr. WISE. Let it be passed over, not to lose its place on the Calen- 
dar. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


JOHN P. TAYLOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1779) for 
the relief of John P. Taylor. 

The bill and report were read. 

On motion of Mr. COX, of North Carolina, the bill was passed over in- 
formally, not to lose its place on the Calendar, 

JOSEPH JONES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9301) 
granting a pension to Joseph Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the spoigenl o the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 


1887. 


the pension laws, the name of Joseph Jones, who served in First Regiment 
Tennessee Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


Joseph Jones enlisted as a private in Company C, First Regiment Tennessee 
Cavalry, February 1, 1863, and was discharged May 27, 1865. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the alleged 
wound of right shoulder was not received while in line of duty. 

The claimant alleges that while in the service and line of duty, near Panther 
on Tenn., about December 5, 1864, he received gunshot wound of right 

oulder. 

A report from the Adjutant-General’s Office says: 

“ This soldier, on my muster pay-roll, dated April 30, 1865, was charged with de- 
sertion, since which time I learn, by a certificate from James P, Brownlow, ad- 
qeunbgenea] of Tennessee (late colonel of the First Tennessee Cavalry), that 

e gase soldier permission to be absent on account of a wound received from 
guerillas, 

“JAS. E. COLVILLE, 
“Captain, Commanding Company.” 


Claimant,in his own statement, says he was detailed by Capt. John A. Thorn- 
hill on detached service, and never was absent a day from June 26, 1864, until 
the time he was wounded, December 5, 1864, and was sent toa private house, as 
they were 40 miles from any hospital. 

Andrew L. Walker, a comrade of the claimant, states that he knows of the 
claimant receiving a gunshot wound in right shoulder; that claimant was on 
special detail duty when he received the wound, acting under orders of Captain 
Thornhill; was not present when he was shot, but saw him directly afterward. 

Thomas W, Thornhill, another of claimant's comrades, states substantially as 


above, 

James M. Shepard, claimant’s comrade, says he was present when claimant 
was shot; he was hit on the right shoulder. Theshooting was done by a rebel 
soldier, near Panther Springs, Tenn., about December 1, 1864. 

Claimant has been examined before examining boardsat different times, and 


- he gets a rating of one-half. 


our committee, after examining the proof in the case, find the claim a mer- 
itorious one. They therefore recommend the passage of the bill, amended in 
line e U pias ita word “the,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ Com- 
pany C. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I move that bill be informally 

over. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not know anything about the merits of this 
claim, except as they are shown in the report. It seems to me it isa 
meritorious case, The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] is 
not here, and as we have listened to the reading of the bill and report, 
I hope the gentleman will not interpose an objection. 

Mr. WINANS. I agree with the gentleman from Kansas that we 
ought to vote on this bill. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I object to laying the bill aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. Chairman, there are some bills which are considered good, and 
some which are considered not good. I introduced a number of bills 
before this Pension Committee at the last session of Congress, some of 
which I was perfectly satisfied had merit, yet I have been unable to 
induce that committee to report back a single bill out of over one hun- 
dred I introduced. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Is that the reason you oppose this 
one? Aeon lag | 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No, sir; I will tell you in a mo- 
ment if you will just keep your seat. 

Now, among all of the varions bills I have introduced into the House 
was a bill for a man who had lost his eyes; who was sent out by a de- 
tail to bring in a horse. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER, Who sent him? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Gentlemen, I do not want to be 
rude, nor will I submit to rudeness, nor do I wish to be compelled to 
call gentlemen by name, but I repeat I will not submit to these rude 
interruptions. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is all good natured. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Gentlemen have got to treat me 
politely on this floor. 

What I wanted to say was that there is a clear distinction made by 
this committee as between States North and States South. We people 
who are down in the Southern States, with soldiers who were as good 
and true to the Union as any people in the whole country, can get no 
reports from that committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. This bill was reported by Mr. TAULBEE, of Ken- 
tucky, and the soldier lives in Tennessee. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That does not alter my proposition. 
I objected to the consideration of the bill for the reason that I wanted 
to call attention to the fact that there isa clear discrimination made by 
this committee. 

I wish to ask how it is that out of over one hundred bills I have in- 
troduced and referred to that committee, they have reported not one. 

Mr. NEECE. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia is mistaken. My recollection is that I did, during the last ses- 
sion, report one or two of the gentleman’s bills, which had been re- 
ferred to me among a number of others, and which finally became 
laws. If no others were reported it is because the gentleman never 
appeared before the committee or the subcommittee at least; and my 
attention has never been called to a single bill introduced from West 
Virginia where the gentleman was willing to come forward and say 
that the claim was one of merit. 

I have had many bills referred to me, and it is physically utterly 
impossible to consider all of them. Perhaps the gentleman has had a 
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hundred referred to the committee, but he has not taken any pains to 
have them considered. 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Yoens But will the gentleman tell us why 


y arg no West Virginia bill has ever been reported from his com- 
mittee 

Mr. NEECE. Ithink the gentleman is mistaken in that. Ireported 
one or two, I think, during the last term. I believe he appeared here, 
and they were passed ata night session. I may be mistaken, but that 
is my present recollection; and the gentleman never came before the 
committee to report in favor of a single bill which he claimed had 
merit. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Because I did not regard it as my 
business to go to a committee of this House and lobby through the claims 
that were referred to it. I regarded it as their duty to investigate the 


cases. “ 

Mr. NEECE. But that is the way other members have done. We 
can not possibly consider all the bills referred to us. We do the best 
we can, and have worked faithfully. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I want to say a word on this case. I think my 
friend from West Virginia, who is a good and fair man, is mistaken in 
reference to it. I happen to know this soldier and Colonel Brown- 
low—— 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia (interrupting), I have no desire to 
impede the progress of the business, and withdraw any objection I 
made, I simply wanted to express my opinion about the neglect 
which I think has been shown to the West Virginia claims. [Gries of 
“Vote!” “ Vote !?’.] 

Mr. WOLFORD. Well, if the committee want to vote I will take 
my seat. 

So (there being no further objection) the bill was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WINANS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. [Cries of “No!” “No!” 

Allow me to say that the clerks have been busy reading here all day 
long. ‘They are tired out, and I think we had better have some little 
consideration for them. We have got to act on all of these bills which 
have been already in the committee. 

Mr. BOUTELL We ought to have some consideration for the 
claimants who have been waiting for their claims all these years. 

Mr. WISE. Before that motion is submitted I ask the gentleman to 
yield to me to submit a request for unanimous consent, not on my own 
account, but in behalf of a friend of mine; and gentlemen will not sus- 
pect that I am governed by any party views when I say I am asking for 
a Republican [Mr. SPOONER], who desired me to request that Senate 
bill 2232 be taken up and considered. He is kept away from the 
House by sickness, and I make the request for unanimous consent in 
his behalf. 

Mr. WINANS. What is the character of the bill? 

Mr. WISE. I think it is a meritorious case. 

Mr. WINANS. Is it a pension bill? 

Mr. WISE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WINANS. I can not yield for unanimous consent to take up a 
pension case. They must be considered in their order. 

Mr. WISE. Then I have one request to make in behalf of myself, 
and that is the privilege of taking up and paning two bills for the re- 
moval of political disabilities, so as to get them before the Senate for 
action. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. MILLS. Those bills are in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; they are on the Private Calendar. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Virginia ? 

There was no objection. 


THOMAS B. NALLE. 
The bill (H. R. 11199) for the relief of Thomas B. Nalle was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That all 1 d political disabilities i d irtue of 
the fourteenth dese yes tothe Got tution of the United rH pnpa lt A Shonen 
B. Nalle, in the State of Virginia, be, and the same are hereby, removed. 

Mr. PETERS. Icall for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. HAMMOND) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary have had under consideration the parison of 

Thomas B. Nalle, of Vi: ia, for the removal of his political disabilities, and re- 
lly recommend the passage of the bill which is herewith reported. Mr. 

alle’s petition accompanies the report. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

CHARLES H. LEE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11200) 
for the relief of Charles H. Lee. ; 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit éc., That alll and political disabilities imposed by virtue 
of the Pena iiey Bers the Constitution of the United States upon 
Charles H. Lee, in the State of Virginia, be, and the same are hereby, removed, 


Mr. PETERS. Icall for the reading of the report. 
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The report (by Mr. HAMMOND) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary have had under consideration the petition of 
Charles H. Lee, of Virginia, for the removal of his political disab’ and re- 
ape Te report the accompanying bill, with the recommendation that it do 

Lee’s petition is with these papers. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM B. BARNES. 


Mr. WINANS. I yield now to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


WEBER]. 

Mr. WEBER. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to ask unanimous consent to 
take up the bill (S. 2687) granting a pension to William B. Barnes. 
This bill has already both Houses and is now in the hands of 
the President. It originated in the Senate and is on the House Calen- 
dar; but I want to move to have it stricken from the Calendar, so that 
in case I am not here it will not be again passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2687) granting a pension to William B. Barnes. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do lie on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken; the committee divided, and there were— 
ayes 14, noes 28. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

HENRY P. REED. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3963) 


granting a pension to Henry P. Reed. 
ant bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby; au- 
E poia) and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry P. . Reed, formely a pas 
in Company D, Fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


Henry P. Reed enlisted asa evas in Company D, Fourth Pennsylvania 
Yeterki Reserve Corps, on the 17 , 1861, and was discharged on surgeon's 
certificate of Gaar erii Saone 8, isi or hemorrhoids. 

Claim was rejected pod em od that alleged hemorrhoids existed prior to 
enlistment, as owe by cert: e = Brener 


that claimant was a 


s t. 
A. Patze, he has no re of claimant's ent, in a letter to claimant's attorney, 
of e arp ta disabi , but well remembered 
the name, ap age inion claimant would not have been in the 
service with such ity, and further says 

“T have no AR ET ESN of the aered which I undertook with claimant 
Reed; however, my memory is often revived by circumstances 
please advise to wore me ARENE d me of such collaterals as may help 
toawaken the acre magnets mind,and if I can write him a certificate, so far as 
conscience permits, he to pay me $5 in advance,” 

The claim was rẹ erh on medical certificate of this surgeon, based on an 

ion of claimant had about fifteen months after enlistment, 

Your committee is of opinion that injustice would be doneto a worthy claim- 
ant if his claim should be rejected upon the certificate of this surgeon, under the 
circumstances, and with the facts as above recited. The only unfavorable fea- 
ture in the case is the surgeon’s certificate as tothe existence of disability at 
enlistment, based on an n had about fifteen months after enlistment, 
when the evidence of soundness of claimant at enlistment is abundant and re~ 


liable. 

A of claimant’s regiment states that when claimant enlisted he was 
in Doaity nesih. health and a sound man, being fully capable of performing the 
duties of soldier. 


E. D. Barthe, publisher of the Star, at Plymouth, Pa., states he was acquainted 
with claimant for ten years before his enlistment, having lived in the same 
house bef ER him, and never knew of claimant having a day’s sickness, and 
visited his y daily and weekly during all the time above specified, and 
knows branar was a sound man when he enlisted. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH A. JONES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8355) 

for the relief of Sarah A. Jones. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and_ he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Jones, mother of —— 
Jones, who was a member of Company O, Ninth Regiment of ares Volun- 
teers. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported the following amend- 
ment: 
Fill the blank with the words “‘ Robert A.” 


The report (by Mr, TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


It sopes that the soldier enlisted s oriya 15, 1861, and died December 24, 
3863, of wounds received at the battle of Mission Ridge Tennessee, Pension is 
claimed as the dependent mother of the soldier, The husband of the claimant 
= December 7, 1881. 
The claim was on the ground that the claimant was not dependent 
Epoo grat soldier for support Leg ne date of his death. 
ing is a summary of the testimony in the case: 

Mr, ans a gey An ier krey says claimant’s husband in 1863 owned very little prop- 
erty; all hi Seneonline NAN: not worth more than $75; his income was very 
small; he was an old man and not able-bodied. 


Daniel Huntsman, a neighbor, says that claimant's husband was sixty years 
old in 1853; he owned 240 acres of land, which was worth about $3 per acre; his 
whole rsonality was not worth more than $300; his income was about $200 or 
the soldier worked two years with his father, and his parents used 


eh Cook, a neighbor, corroborates the testimony of Daniel Huntsman, 

E. E. Horton, a ‘neighbor, says the claimant's husband was sixty years old in 
1863; owned a farm worth $500; had no income except the products of said farm ; 
owned two “ Diet horses,” a cow, and a few h 

PE Martin a neighbor, corroborates affiant . E. Horton. 

John W. Huntsman, a comrade of the soldier, states that in 1363 the claimant's 
husband was “hard run” and in debt some; owned two “plug horses,” both 
worth $75, and a poor farm; his income from all sources was hardly $200; that 
the soldier, while in the arm: sent money to the claimant; aflant wrote let- 
ws itting the same; e claimant did not have much support after the 


hs W. Martin, a comrade of the soldier, testifies that iho: eas ka veal is him $30 
or $40 before the battle of Mission Ridge to be sent to his event that 
he was killed in that battle; he was wounded, and fa 

The testimony, of which the above is a summary, was taken before a special 
examiner of the Pension Office, and the witnesses were thoroughly interrogated, 

Your committee are of the opion that the rejection of this claim was agreat 
injustice to the claimant, and believing that it is meritorious and fully proven, 
recommend the passage of the bill, amended by a in line 6, and after the 
word “of” where it last occurs, the words “‘ Robert A.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The question being taken, 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 24. 

So the motion was not to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
time has come when the committee should rise, I give notice that I 
will call a quorum from this time on. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Whether the bill has merit or not? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; I give notice now. 


JAMES H. HUSK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7035) 
nting an increase of pension to James H. Husk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacled, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is , AU 
thorized and directed to increase the ion of James H. Husk from $4 to $8 
per month reshape 3 numbered , Subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


In line 5, strike out “$$” and insert “$6,” 


TheCHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment recommended 
by the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, no 1. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No quorum. I state that I 
make this point of no quorum in order to close the session to-night, 
without having ill-will toward any particular measure. 

Several MEMBERS., Let us have a call of the House. 

Mr. PETERS. [ask unanimous consent that members present be 
allowed to call up billsfor halfanhour, Thisis the last pension night 
we will have during this Congress. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not necessarily. Membersare 
very tired, and I think we should bring this sitting to a close. 

Mr. ; HOPKINS. Why not let us call up bills that are unanimously 
reported? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. MORRILL]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 28, 
noes none. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’?] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas withdraw 
the point of no quorum? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

Before the call of the roll was completed, 

Mr. MORRILL said: I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
further call of the roll. It is very evident we can do nothing. 

Mr. FELTON and others objected. 

The Clerk continued and completed the first call of the roll. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask the Chair whether the rule requires in this 
proceeding a second call of the roll ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. MATSON. Then I ask unanimous consent, out of consideration 
for the clerks, that the second roll-call be di with and that if 
any gentleman has come in after his name has been called he be per- 
mitted to report himself as present. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire to make a parlia- | Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased, late a private 
mentary inquiry. in Company A, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. Volunteers; 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I desire to know, in case the | A bill (H. R. 8828) granting a pension to Giles Wright; 
call has developed the absence of a quorum, would it be possible then | A bill R. 6823) granting a pension to Peter P. Hoffman; 
for the House to go on and dispose of the business which has been acted | A bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to Mary Parrott; 
upon in Committee of the Whole? A bill (H. R. 9213) granting a pension to Mary Corbett; 
The CHAIRMAN. It would not until a quorum appears, A bill aE R. 8437) granting a pension to Thomas Weekly; 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I suggest that the pro-| A bill (H. R. 5171) granting a pension to Missouri Anderson; 
ceedings under the call of the roll be vacated by unanimous consent. It A bill (H. R. 6423) for t the relief of Mary Kaylor; 
is better to hold on to the bills which have been laid aside to be reported | A bill (H. R. 3963) granting a pension to Henry P. 
favorably and take final action upon them than to have nothing done. A bill (H. R, 9248) to increase the pension of Richard Wea: s 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- | A bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of Mary Tarbell; 
man from Indiana [Mr. Matson]. That gentleman asks unanimous A bill (H. R. 9301 ting a pension to Joseph Jones; 
consent to dispense with the second call of the roll. A bill (H. R. 8355) for the relief of Sarah A. Jones; and 
There was no objection. A bill (H. R. 6162) granting a pension to Joseph M. Potter. 
Mr. MILLS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Senate bills of the following titles were severally read the third time, 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. and 
Mr. MILLS. My inquiry is this: After itis demonstrated that there | A bill E mt granting a pension to Caroline E. Pratt; 
is no quorum present, would it then be competent to dispense with fur- A bill (S. 1170) granting a pension to Nancy C. Smith; 
ther proceedings under the call and go on and pass the bills that have A bill j and 


been favorably considered in committee, the record showing no quorum? 

Mr. MORRILL. That has not been disclosed yet. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then we had better not have 
it disclosed. 

Mr. MILLS. Why not stop the proceedings under the call right 
now, and go onand the bills? I move to dispense with all further 
proceedings under the call. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done in the committee. The 
Chair will state that the rule is imperative that when a committee of 
the whole finds itself without a quorum, it is the duty of the Chair to 
cause the roll to be called, and toreport the fact to the Speaker, when 
he resumes the chair, that the Committee of the Whole having found 
itself without a quorum, the chairman caused the roll to be called and 
the following-named members failed to answer to: their names. Then 


the Speaker announces the result. The chairman of the Committee of | 


the Whole has nothing to do with announcing the result. That is 
done by the § er. 

Mr. MILLS. And then only two motions can be made, one to ad- 
journ and the other to send for the absent members. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is it not competent for me 
now to withdraw the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And thereby vacate the pro- 
ceedings under the call and of any inconvenience that would 
arise from the disclosure of the of a quorum? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, for the 

of confirming in the House what has been done in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, I withdraw the point of order, but state that I 
will make it again unless the committee immediately rise. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Then let us not do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], in reply to his inquiry, that, by unani- 
mous consent, the further of the roll has been dispensed with; so 
that the Chair has not announced whether a quorum is present or not, 
or what number of members have failed to answer to their names. 
Pending the call of the roll, its further call can be di with by 
unanimous consent, and the gentleman from Arkansas | Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] can withdraw his point of order; but, of course, if the call is 
completed the Chair will be compelled to report the restlt tothe House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I withdraw the point of order. 

_Mr. MORRILL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MORRILL, and it was 
decided in the affirmative—ayes 32, noes 3. 

The committeeaccordingly rose; and Mr. Mints having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration bills upon the Private 
Calendar under the special order, and had instructed him to report to 
the House sundry bills with various recommendations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection all the amend- 
ments recommended by the Committee of the Whole will be agreed to 


Ly asingle vote. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Now, if there be no objection all the 


pension bills reported to the House with the recommendation that they 
do pass will be passed in gross. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Under the foregoing order House bills of the following titles were 
severally ordered to be en and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, they y were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 4678) restoring to the iia KE the name of James 


S. 1930) granting a pension to John D 
S. 2308) granting a pension to Henry 
REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House with a favorable recommendation, were severally ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, were accordingly read the third 
time, and pa, two-thirds voting in favor thereof : 

A bill R. 11199) for the reliefof Thomas B. Nalle; and 

A bill (H. R. 11200) for the relief of Charles H. Lee. 

Mr. MATSON. I move to reconsider the several votes by which 
these pension and disability bills have been jand also move 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INDEFINITELY POSTPONED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported adversely from the Committee 
of ~ Whole House, were severally taken up and indefinitely post- 
po 

A bill (S. 158) granting a pension to Mary A. Mykins; 

A bill (S. 1459) granting an increase of pension Si Walter A. Don- 


aldson; 
A bill (S. 2263 granting a pension to Col. James H. Blood; and 
granting a pension to William B, Barnes. 


A bill (S. 2687 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask unanimous consent that the House take 
up and pass a Senate bill. 

Mr. WINANS. Lobject. ° 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It will not take more than a minute. 

Mr. WINANS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the House take 
rad ed the bill (H. R. 11115) to increase the pension of Alonzo B. 


A bill 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. WINANS. I object. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not to, there yes 16, noes 21. 

Mr. MATSON. Imove that the House take a recess until to-morrow 
morning at 11 o’clock. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on the motion 
for a recess). The noes seem to have it. 

Several members called for a division. 

Mr. HATCH. Pending the motion for a recess, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. I hope that members will not bring this evening’s 
proceedings into ridicule. 

The motion of Mr. HATCH was $0, there yes 22, noes 
18; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House 


adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of workingmen of Demmler, Allegheny 
County, Pennsylvania, for the repeal of internal taxes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Col. J. B. Clarke Post, No. 162, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa., commending the dependent pension 
bill, and calling upon representatives to vote for its passage over the 
veto—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of the Geraldine Club, of New York city, 
opposing the extradition treaty with Great Britain—to the Committee 
on F Affairs. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: sapere relating to the cisim of Garis Par oF 
Benjamin F. Reeves, of Jackson Bush, of Early Cleveland, and 
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iam C. Battle, of Monroe County; of James Trice, administrator of 
William Trice; of James Trice; of F. F. Matthews, executor of J. C. W. 
Lindsey, of James M. Middlebrook, of R. W. Blalock, and of Jordan 
Lyons, of Upson County; of A. W. Stafford and of Mary Willmaker, of 
Pike County; of William A. Parker, of Liberty County; and of Alvis 
Stafford, of Pike County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Memorial of a committee to represent the 
marble sawmills of the United States, requesting correction of the 
tariff act of 1883—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Linnzan Society of New York, requesting the 
passage of the bill (S. 2436) in favor of Yellowstone Park for a permanent 
reservation for the people—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of members of Post No. 474, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Pennsylvania, asking the passage of 
the soldiers’ dependent pension bill, notwithstanding the President’s 
veto—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union of East Des Moines, Iowa, for the immediate passage of the bill 
(S. 2362) for the promotion of political and commercial prosperity of 
the American nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of the Board of Trade of Socorro, N. 
Mex.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Mrs. L. M. Blank and Mrs. Allie 
Deyer, of Mrs. E. C. Hale and Mrs, W. V. Andrews, and of Mrs. O. 
Haven and Mrs. Willard Perrin, presidents and vice-presidents, re- 
spectively, of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of Straw- 
berry Point, Northwood, and Floyd, Iowa, for the passage of the bill 
(S. 2362) to promote the political and commercial prosperity of the 
American nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Resolutions of John G. Foster Post, No. 7, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Nashua, N. H., condemning the Presi- 
dential veto of the dependent pension bill—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of Mrs. M. S. Leonard and Mrs. A. E. Leon- 
ard, of Iowa, favoring the passage of the bill (S. 2362) promoting peace 
between nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
for the payment of all unappealed awards made pursuant to law and 
all judgments reported to Congress by the Attorney-General for dam- 
ages by overflow resulting from the improvement of the Fox and Wis- 
consin Rivers—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, memorial of the same for the speedy passage of the agricultural 
experiment-station bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Anita, Iowa, for the passage of the bill (S. 2362) to promote 
the political and commercial prosperity of the American nations—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: Papers relating to the claim of William W. Cham- 
bliss, of William T. Stone, of Paville Pile, of Samuel M. Dunlop, of 
Richard T. Holleman, of William B. Howard, of Solomon Block, of 
Amerial L. Ward, and of Elijah Y. Toner, of Ouachita County; of 
Isaac Cohen, of Ashley County, and of William Carson, of Jackson 
County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of 16 soldiers of New York, asking for 
the passage of the dependent pension bill over the President’s veto— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Board of Trade of San Francisco, Cal., in joint session, in favor of the 
passage of the bill (H. R. 1140) to increase the naval establishment and 
protect the harbors of New York and San Francisco—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers relating to the claim of Jesse Pickett, of Se- 
quatchie County, and of Elijah M. Hale and of Augustus P. Green, of 
Hamilton County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Wilson Hixson, of Hamilton County, Tennessee, 
asking that his war claim be allowed—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEECE: Protest of Louis Giebrish—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, resolution of the General Assembly of Illinois, favoring the 
Miller pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of John Johnson, of Washington County, 
Arkansas, asking reference of his case to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of the American Library Association, 
asking for legislation that will enable the librarians of the country to 
distribute books through the mails as second-class matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Chetopa Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Kansas, asking for the passage of House bill No. 10457 notwithstand- 
ing the veto of the President—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, resolutions of the Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Timbered 
Hills, Kans., for the passage of the bill (S. 2362) to promote peace among 
nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, to pay 
all unappealed awards and judgments growing out of damages caused 


a. the Fox and Wisconsin River improvement—to the Committee on 
ims. 

Also, memorial of the same, asking for the support of agricultural 
experiment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of A. M. English, of Lincoln County, 
Tennessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claim of Mary A. Couch 
and of Walter Orme, of Crawford County, and of John N. Slosson, of 
Sebastian County, Arkansas—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of J. W. Brickley and other members of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, of Hartford City, Ind., asking the 
passage of the dependent pension bill over the President’s veto—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., for the passage of bill now pending for a public build- 
ing in said city, and appropriating a sufficient sum of money to insure 
a building worthy of the city and its future growth—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of John Eiden, jr., and 98 citizens of Ellis, Portage 
County, Wisconsin, asking for the protection of the American agricult- 
urist, and to prevent the depression of prices of hops and potatoes—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of Mrs. W. W. Gardner and Mrs. O. P. 
Miller, president and secretary of the Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Rock Rapids, Iowa, asking for the speedy passage of the bill 
(S. 2362) to promote the political and commercial prosperity of the Amer- 
ican nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: Petition of the James Stephens Club, of 
New York city, against the so-called extradition treaty with Great 
Britain—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., for the passage of Senate bill making an appropriation 
for anew Government building in that city—to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Petition of Thomas B. Wales jr., and 7 
others, citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of the Hatch pleuro- 
pneumonia bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. W. Johnson and 18 others, of Oskaloosa; and of 
the Farmers’ Club, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, protesting against changing or 
repealing the oleomargarine law—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Ira McNair and 8 others, citizens of Jasper County, 
Iowa, praying for the repeal of the limitation in the arrearage act con- 
cerning invalid pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of B. F. Stockwell and 8 others, of Chester County, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of House bill 10359—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Petition of Col. C. A. Craig Post, No. 75, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Pennsylvania, in favor of House bill 
1047—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers in the case of J. D. Colmeruil—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. EVERHART: Of prominent business men, voters, of Oxford, 
Chester County, Pennsylvania, and vicinity. 

By Mr. FELTON: Of 75 citizens of Gilroy, Cal. 

By Mr. JACKSON : Of 138 citizens of West Bridgewater, Pa. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Of 174 citizens of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Of 55 citizens of Morrisville, Pa. 

By Mr. SWINBURNE: Of 171 citizens of Andover, N. Y. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Of 167 citizens of Seattle, of 156 voters of 
Goldendale, and of 220 citizens of Blaine, Wash. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 19, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War recommending the enlargement of the 
scope of section 7 of the river and harbor act of July 5, 1884, to secure 
proper protection of Davis Island Dam, Ohio River, and other similar 
works; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a supplementary report of the Surveyor- 
General of New Mexico on private land claim No. 107, known as the 
grant to the town of Socorro; which, with the accompanying pupers, 
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ae rhea to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of January 17, 1887, 
information respecting judgments and awards against the United States 
in connection with the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was, on motion of Mr. SAw- 
besa Bein to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CELEBRATION OF WASHINGTON’S BIRTHDAY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution adopted by the 
citizens’ committee of Alexandria, Va., inviting the members of the 
Senate to unite with them in celebrating Washington’s birthday; which 
was read, as follows: 

ALEXANDRIA, VA., February 16, 1887. 


Ata meeting of the citizens’ committee charged with the conduct of the pro- 
poea celebration of the anniversary of Washington’s birthday, February 22, 
887, held this date, the following resolution was unanimously adopted, and the 
secretary was instructed to forward acopy thereof to the President pro tempore 
of the United States Senate: 

Resolved, That an invitation be extended to the President pro tempore of the 
United States Senate and to the members of that body to unite with us on Tues- 
day, February 22, 1887,in the celebration of the anniversary of the birth of the 
immortal Washington. 

In transmitting this invitation I am instructed by the committee to express 
the hope that it will be the pleasure of the Senate to accept the same. 

am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant 
D. W. ZEISSE, Secretary. 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That paper had better lie on the table for the 
present, until the Committee on Appropriations can be consulted as to 
whether we may have time. S 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
if there be no objection. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Lemert Post, 
No. 71, Grand Army of the Republic, of Newark, Ohio; the petition 
of David Lloyd Post, No. 374, Grand Army of the Republic, of Marengo, 
Ohio, and the petition of Forsyth Post, No. 15, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the passage of the dependent pen- 
= bill over the President’s veto; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of J. H. Case and 39 
other citizens of Iowa, residing at Winthrop, praying that the law rela- 
tive to oleo ine may be continued without amendment; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


FREE SHIPS. 


Mr. BECK. Mr. President, as the Senate is aware, I have for a 
number of years been presenting and urging bills and petitions for the 
repeal of our navigation laws so that the people of the United States 
desiring to engage in the foreign carrying trade on private account 
could buy ships where they could get them cheapest, as all their 
foreign competitors now do. Failing for a long time to obtain consid- 
eration of these important questions, I have had a memorial prepared, 
setting forth probable or rae foreign complications, w Con- 
gress, in my opinion, would do well to consider. The memorial is 
signed by myself. I ask to haveit printed in the RECORD and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, before which committee I shall ask to 
be heard on the subject. 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 


Memorial presented by JAmEs B. BECK, of Kentucky. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

All indications point toward the probable outbreak of a great war in Europe 
at an early day. 

In that event Germany, France, Italy, and Belgium may be counted in as 
belligerents, with an even chance that Russia, Austria, and perhaps England, 
may take a d in the war, 

ith all those countries except Russia the United States has an extensive and 


The resolution will lie on the table, 


profitable export trade in its leading staples. 
Upward of 85 per cent. of our exports are carried in vessels— cipally 
steamers—that under flags which, in event of a general war in Europe, will 


be exposed to the risk of capture on the high seas, to escape which they must 
seek the protection of a neutral flag or remain idly in port during the contin- 
uance of the war. 

The withdrawal of even 25 per cent. of the European steam tonnage, upon 
which we are dependent for the transportation of our surplus cotton, breadstuffs, 
provisions, tobacco, and petroleum to European markets, would seriously cur- 
tail our exports of those staples and producea glut of the samein our home mar- 
kets, which would be ruinous to producers. 

We have no supply of tonnage, especially of steam tonnage, to make good 
even a partial withdrawal of European steam tonnage from our ports. 

Our iron-ship building establishments will be fully occupied for several years 
in building ms and engines for our new Navy. 

If Germany, France, Italy, and Belgium become iesto theanticipated war, 
and England remains neutral, she will be the only neutral in on of a 
large fleet of ocean steamships, and will monopolize all the profits of neutrality 
in ocean tra: riation. 

Citizens of the United States will be entirely dependent upon English-owned 
emery for the transportation of cargoes, mails, and passengers to and from 

urope, 

Englishmen will reap all the profits of a neutrality from which citizens of the 
United States will be debarred by our ship registry law, which denies to an Amer- 


ican citizen the right to purchase a foreign-built crmngeeryl and have her regis- 
tered as American property entitled to the protection of the American A 
However high ocean freights by neutral vessels may rise, American citizens 
being unable to purchase modern ocean steamships or build them within ayear 
can not profit by the advance so long as the prohibitory ship registry law stands 


If England shall cease to be neutral freights and insurance by British vessels 
will advance to war rates. r, 
capital is already invested in some of the European steamship com- 
passe: in event of war their ships will be liable to capture unless they can be 
sferred to their American owners and registered as American ships entitled 
to the protection of the American flag. 

Unless this Congress shall so amend the ship try law as to permit Amer- 
ican citizens to — and register foreign-built gegen p to be used ex- 
clusively in the forei ng trade, there can be no relief from our present 
ea pt law forbidding the issue ofa register to a foreign-built steamship 
until next 


movement ‘of our exports to European markets, tax shippers wi 


AAAS Oo; urgin the immediate f the ime 
m to Con passage oi mi 

ment of the p registry y Pema As but five hours of the session remained in 
which to act upon the recommendation of the President, the opponents of the 
ere ae succeeded in defeating it by dilatory motions until the hour for adjourn- 
ment ved, 


The impending Euro war threatens to be more far-reaching and of longer 
duration the warof 1870. Competent observers of European politics believe 
that all the leading powers will be drawn into it,and that the only prominent 


neutral will be the 


can ships; but to 
the Sonoma that have superseded sailing ships in modern commerce. 
y k 


JAS, B. BECK, 


Mr. BECK. Accompanying the memorial I desire to refer, without 
printing in the RECORD, as a part of it, to show in part the basis upon 
which I think the subject important, the speech of Baron von Moltke 
before the German Reichstag, showing that, in his opinion at least, a 
Euro war is almost inevitable. I will only insert in the RECORD 
a brief extract, showing the spirit and temper of this h. LIalso 
present an extract from a New York paper, which I ask to have 

rinted in the RECORD, in regard to the action of England concerning 
er steamship lines. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

The extracts referred to are as follows: 


THE NEW OCEAN MAIL SERVICE—DETAILS OF THE AGREEMENT—PREPARING FOR 
PEACE AND WAR. 


The details of the new ocean mail transportation between England and New 
York, arranged by the British Admiralty, were received yesterday. The 
ment has two distinct phases, which may be separated into mail service and war 
service. As the mail service, it is arranged that after March 1 the 
White Star steamers will carry the mails every Wednesday from Liverpool, call- 
ingat Ay sarap te on Thursday ; and those of the Cunard Company on Saturday 
from Liverpool and from Queenstown on Sunday, This arrangement will not 

reclude those who desire to forward letters by the Inman line on Tuesdays 
fora Liverpool or by the North German Lloyd from Southampton on Thurs- 
days. The correspondents will simply have to write on their letters the name 
of either of these lines, 

But the most interesting and certainly most novel feature of the new arrange- 
ment is that which concerns the employment of the mail-boats in the emer- 

of war. It is thus described: 

“Hitherto when war broke out freights rose enormously, and the hiring of 
steamers as transports or cruisers was an onerous burden on the national ex- 
chequer. It was also aharvest-time for steamship owners, The new arrange- 
ment with the mail contractors is to provide against this contingency, and to 
Ee ans a t rape rps ecessit nena pene en) md sg by seoa 
not under the pressure of urgent n y, but in mes antici 
tion. Concurrently with the mail contracts the Admiralty have made a subsidi- 
ary arrangement with the White Star Company od which the service of their 
fleet is secured to the nation at peace hong in the event of transports being 
required, and the same agreement provides for the construction of new vessels 
by that company of a type to meet naval requirements as armed cruisers. For 
these vessels, w are to be the and fastest vessels afloat, an annual 
subvention is to be paidin consideration of owners building them to meet the 
Admiralty designs. Thus, at moderate cost, the country will secure the nucleus 
of a fleet of reserved armed cruisers of great speed and formidable fightin 
powers. Messrs. Harland & Wolff, of Belfast, are to build the new ships, and, 
as they will have twin screws and be divided into numerous water-tight com- 
partments, they will be placed beyond all ordinary chance of disablement. A 
similar arrangement is being negotiated with the Cunard Company, and it is 
also stated that the Messrs. Laird are preparing designs for the Inman Company 
for a new vessel also to comply with the requirements of the department in 
Whitehall.” 


The extract from Von Moltke’s speech is as follows: 

So long as the va opinion in France impetuously demands the surrender 
of two important Gerfman provinces, and we are firmly resolved never to sur- 
render them (loud bra¥os), an understanding with France is scarcely possible. 

I might show the preparations France, Germany, Austria, Russia, 
and Belgium are making for war, but I will not take the time of the 
Senate to do so. I will, however, call the attention of the Committee 
on Commerce to them in support of the memorials I have the honor to 
present, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Ida May Welton, of Groton, Vt., praying to be 
allowed a pension, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill 
(S. 3328) granting a pension to Ida M. Welton; which was read twice 
by its title. 

"Mr. ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10395) making st maga for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1888, to report it with an amendment. As the committee only propose 
a single amendment to the bill, I think it is unnecessary to reprint it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar without reprinting. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I submit an amendment to be proposed to the de- 
ficiency appropriation bill, with a petition accompanying it. I move 
that the amendment be printed and, together with the petition, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 6974) to provide for bringing of suits against the 
Governmentof the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EVARTS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

OREGON RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I offer a resolution which I ask may 
be read and lie on the table, and I give notice that on Monday morning 
next, immediately after the close of the morning business, I shall ask 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of it for the purpose of en- 
abling me to submit some observations relative to the subject-matter. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


Resolved, That the letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to Senate resolution of December 7, 1885, report relative to river and harbor im- 
dapan in Oregon and Washington Territory, and now og the table, be re- 

rred to the Committee on Commerce with SE N 4 aaraa oe apne of 

t pear nape expedient, to investigate and the Senate 
cog pe eee the canal and] A ie Oarra. 
of the Col Se eas ter the tank 1886, ro ake Songer peda gate es 
Soria den freer yun wd wer Ppi EET te DAOS AITOA to send 
on m such comm: au ven to sei 
for persons and papers and administer oaths, 


PRINTING OF BILLS. 


nate HALE. I ask for the adoption of the following order: 
os poasie > bill 662, Senate bill 663, Senate bill 32965, and Senate bill 

3288 be ea be printed passed by the Senate, 
Those bills fave not been printed as passed, the original bills having 
been amended, and it is important that they be seen as they were 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
HOURS OF SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further ‘‘concurrent or 
other resolutions,” the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] on the 17th instant, 
which comes over under objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. CALL, as follows: 

Resolved, That for the remainder of the session the Senate will convene at 11 

ofelook a. m. and, with a recess of one hour, will continue in session until 9 
o’cloc! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that had better be referred to the Com- 
wera on Appropriations to see how their business is. 

I hope we shall take a vote upon the resolution. 

Me EDMUNDS. I make the motion to refer, at any rate. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the motion will not be insisted on. 

Mr. INGALLS. May we hear the resolution read again? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. If there is any objection to continuing in session, of 
course it will be always in the power of the Senate to control the hour 
of adjournment. Iwill move to amend that part of the resolution 
which provides for evening sessions, if desired, but it is obvious that 
we ought to meet at 11 o’clock in the morning. There isa great num- 
her of important bills that the interests of the country require should 
be aoled upon, and we can very well afford to meet hereafter at 11 
o 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say a word, as the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations is absent. That committee is in session now 
considering the District of Columbia appropriation bill. We have to 
consider in that committee yet the 1 ive, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, the naval appropriation bill, the deficiency appro- 
priation bill, the diplomatic and consular bill, and quite a number of 
other important matters. It will facilitate the business of the Senate 
very much more if the Committee on Appropriations is allowed to sit 
until 12 o’clock without peng oa to t from the Senate, 

I hope that there will be no change made in the existing rule at 


present. The chairman of the Committee on Finance [Mr. MORRILL], 
whom I see before me, knows that we have a half dozen very important 
matters that need discussion in that committeeas well. To meet at11 
o’clock would be simply cutting off committee work, and would do no 


good. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave moved that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations in order to see if the public business 
can be advanced by any change in the time of meeting. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say that there is no reason for the reference 
of the resolution to the Committee on Appropriations. There is noth- 
ing in it which requires the Committee on Appropriations or the Com- 
mittee on Finance to be present at11 o'clock. There isa large number 
of important bills pending, to which there is no objection, and which 
can be passed by those of the Senate who are not on those committees, 
as a very large proportion, more than a majority of the Senate, do not 
belong to either of those committees. There area great many bills 
that might be acted upon in the other House if there was time to have 
them considered here. 

I have two important bills in charge of great importance to large 
numbers of people in the United States and in the State of Florida, that 
I have not been able to have considered, to which I believe there is no 
objection on the part of any one in the Senate, and meeting at 11 

o’clock will afford an opportunity to have them considered, the consid- 
eration of which it may otherwise be impossible to obtain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont to refer the resolution to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr, CALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken resulted—yeas 35, 


nays 10; as follows: eae 


Allison, e, Kenna, Piatt, 

k, Gibson, McMillan, Ransom, 
Chene} Hami Daaa Sonlebary 

ene on, anderson 
Culion? Hare A Maxey, " Sawyer, * 
Dawes, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., Sherman, 
Dolph, Hawley, Morrill, . Vest, 
Edmunds, I Palmer, Walthall. 
Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, 
NAYS—10. 
Berry, Coke, Van Wilson of Iowa. 
Call, ` George, Whitthorne, 
Cameron, McPherson, Williams, 
ABSENT—31. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Conger, . Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Blair, _ Eustis, Miller, Stanford, 
Bowen, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Teller, 
Brown, Farwell, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Gorman, Piumb, Voorhees, 
C Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Hoar, Riddleberger, 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
CLAIMS AGAINST FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
another resolution, which comes over under objection. 
A Sas resolution suhmitted by Mr. MORGAN February 17 was read, as 
‘ollows: 


of the opoe ia npn and also 5 of the o into 


the matters presented in t AANIKA Ot te of January 29, 1887, relat- 
ing to a is made by the arbitrator in the cases of Antonio Pelletier and A. 
H. amare nst the ublic of Hayti, under an ment made between the 
Secretary of State of the United giv and the plenipotentiary for the 


Rapuh of Hayti, dated 24th May, 
d Cial said committee inquire an and report whether the United States has 


any and w: wer or rightful authority to interferein any way by hey og 
to control or di pa ed the matters in dispute or in question between the 
ties interested d agreements res; vely. 


2. That prey oana os further co: DRAA report whataction is ena in 
their opinion, to be taken rahi Se “os Senais or by Congress in each of said matters 
in the event that the gress shall decide that the United States have 
=e duty to perform — thereat, and that said committee have leave also 


to report by resolution or —_ measures as will carry into effect the conclu- 
sions at which they shal arri 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is a matter of importance regarding 


foreign relations that should be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. It isa resolution of instruction to that committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know it, but I do not think they ought to be 
instructed until we look into it. It is pretty broad. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think they can bear instruction by the Senate as 
well as any committee I know of. One of these topics is before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations by the reference of a letter of the Sec- 
retary of State. Ithink the committee have to report upon 
that. My view of it was that the report was not as broad as the sub- 
ject deserved. 
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This is rather an extraordinary metbod of dealing with subjects be- 
tween our own people and those of foreign governments, through 
ments that are not diplomatic in the proper sense of the word. “They 
are not conventions; they are not treaties; they are mere agreements of 
a private nature, if I may use that expression in connection with such 
a subject, between our Department of State and the foreign ministers 
or the departments of foreign affairs in other governments. 

In several instances, some of recent date, three of which are men- 
tioned in the resolution, our Government has informally with 
other governments for certain arbitrations and for the dispensation of 
certain funds that have been placed in the hands of our Secretary of 
State for distribution among our own citizens upon an acknowl 
demand in their favor against foreign governments. But I find that in 
consequence of the want of law, the want of Senatorial ratifications of 
any of those conventions or arrangements, the Department of State is 
under embarrassment; it must necessarily be so; and I wish to extract 
from this committee their opinion of what the state of the law is upon 
that subject and what are the responsibilities of our Government. 

If we have no right to interfere at all legislatively to control the ac- 
tion of our Secretary of State in respect of these private and semi-offi- 
cial arrangements with foreign countries, that class of arrangements 
ought to be hereafter abandoned. If they amount to conventions, if 
they amount to legislation, or to a committal of the Government, we 
ought to know to what extent. 

I trust that the Senator from Vermont will not feel that the com- 
mittee is being intruded upon in any way merely because I use lan- 
guage of instruction, that they shall inquire into certain phases of the 
question. It was merely to give the committee full jurisdiction of the 
whole question relating to the judicial character of our relations with 
foreign governments that I desired to have the resolution passed in the 
form of instruction. I hope the Senator will not have the resolution 
referred, but let it be passed upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itwould give me great satisfaction to accommodate 
my friend from Alabama in that way, but I think the subject is of such 
importance, and as this resolution is. so drawn, enumerating a variety 
of cases about which I do not know anything personally at this moment 
toany great extent, every object he has in view in calling the attention 
of the committee to the subject will be attained by referring the reso- 
lution, and not by the Senate in advance undertaking to say precisely 
what the resolution does say. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, if the Senator will allow me, I will amend 
the resolution in order to meet his view by saying instead of the com- 
mittee being instructed that it be referred to the committee to inquire 
oe report, so as to get the subject in a legitimate form before the com- 

ttee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A simple reference does that. I suggest tomy 
friend, which he has forgotten at the moment, that the very constitu- 
tion of the Committee on Foreign Relations, like that of every other 
committee in this body, would authorize it to proceed to make that 
inquiry, if it thoughtit advisable, and to report by bill or otherwise to 
the Senate upon the subject. It is inherent in the nature of all our 
committees. The Judiciary Committee constantly has its attention 
called to judicial subjects, and reports bills or resolutions in regard to 
them, and so does every other committee. 

Therefore every object can be obtained that is desirable at this mo- 
ment by my friend by just simply referring the resolution to the com- 
mittee. He knows that the committee is always ready to consider 
what he brings forward. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that, except that it looks a 
little inappropriate to refer a resolution toa committee which purports 
to instruct them to do a certain thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is often done, in order to see whether it ought 
to be done in that way. 

Mr. MORGAN. I make no point about it. I have no objection to 
the proposed reference with that view. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr.CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the following en- 


rolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 


pore: 

A bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 
5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to big- 
amy, and for other purposes,” approved March 22, 1882; 

A bill (S. 1458) to provide for holding terms of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States for the eastern district of Michigan at 
Bay City, in said district; and 

A bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for holding terms of United States 
courts at Texarkana, Ark., and for other purposes. 


DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, 


in response to a resolution of January 28, 1887, certain information in 
relation to the water supply in the District of Columbia; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGION TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
another resolution that comes over under objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. BUTLER: 

That it is expedient for the Senate to consider without further delay 
House bill 6966, to change the time of meeting of the Legislative Assembly of 
Washington Territory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irise to a point of order on that resolution, that 
it is not in order as in effect disturbing the rule in respect of the order 
of business provided by the Senate which fixes the Calendar, and it is 
not of course on the face of it, and does not purport to be a resolution 
to make a special order. If it were proposed in the proper form, # res- 
olution to make a special order, it would of course be in order and 
would not be subject to debate. My pointof order is one thatlies back 
of that. The very same question apparently was raised on the 2d of 
August, 1886, when the President of the Senate ‘‘laid before the Senate 
a resolution submitted by Mr. BECK on Saturday last, providing for 
the consideration of House bills on the Calendar.” I had submitted a 
similar one providing for the consideration of some other bills—the bills 
on the Calendar: 

Mr. MILLER raised a question of order that the resolution would operate as a 
change in the standing rules of the Senate, and that proper notice had not been 
given under the fortieth rule. 

The President pro tempore— 

The present occupant of the chair— 
sustained the point of order— 

In both cases, and the resolutions, of course, were not considered. 

Now the fact that this describes only one bill instead of two, or eight, 
or ten, it appears to me, can not make any difference to the rule. 

I admit clearly that my friend would have a right to offer a resolu- 
tion making this particular subject a special order for any day that he 
chose, or would have a right after 1 o’clock to move to take it up, but 
in neither of these cases would the subject be open to debate until the 
bill was before the Senate; but the objection back of that is the one 
which the Chair ruled upon last year when it happened that more than 
one bill was in the poposision as to how they should be taken up. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe the resolution is debatable, is it not? 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present question is not debat- 
able, but the Chair will hear debate and will decide the question after- 
ward. 


Mr. BUTLER. Then, with a view of determining whether it is ad- 
visable to bring that bill before the Senate or not, I ask the Secretary 


to read the minority report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that that 
The Chair 


would not be in the nature of debate on the point of order. 
has a right to call for debate on a question of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not discussing the question of order. 
proposing to discuss the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The question of order must first be decided. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Where a point of order is made dis- 
cussion on the merits is notin order. If the Senator from South Caro- 
ros desires to say anything on the point of order the Chair will hear 
Mr. BUTLER. Do Iunderstand the Senator from Vermont to make 
the point that the resolution is not in order? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis substantially the point; that 
it is not in order, as it changes the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not understand that the resolution changes 
the rules of the Senate. Itsimply expresses the opinion of the Senate 
on a given subject; that it is its duty to consider, not to pass, a certain 
bill. Ican not for the life of me see how that changes any rule or 
order of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. IfIdo not interrupt my friend, the language is 
‘it is expedient for the Senate to consider without further delay.” 
Therefore, if that resolution passes, it would be clearly the duty of the 
Chair to lay that bill before the Senate. It isa direct order of the 
Senate to go on with it forthwith. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair is of the opinion that this 
resolution does not fall within the precedents referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, because they did expressly change the rules by pre- 
scribing a different order of business. This is merely an expression of 
opinion. It does not seem to alter a rule, and the Chair would hold 
that even if this resolution shonld be adopted the only way in which 
the bill referred to could be reached would be the ordinary way, by mov- 
ing to proceed to its consideration. The Chair feels bound, therefore, 
to hold that this resolution is in order, although it is manifestly in- 
tended to follow it with another resolution or motion which would 
bring the bill before the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. That being the ruling of the Chair, I will state, 
briefly, my object in introducing this resolution. It was to enable the 
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ngay of the Committee on Territories to carry out the terms of 

very distinct, well-understood stipulation made by that majority 
with the minority of the committee, to call up this bill at the earliest 
practicable moment, and pass it. That, at least, was my understand- 
ing. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘And it?” 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, to call it up—I will not say ‘‘to pass it’?— 
but to call it up. It was certainly understood by the committee that 
that should be done at the earliest possible moment. Now, sir, I have 
tried again and again to get consideration of this bill. In one instance 
I was met by one class of objection. This morning I am met by a 
point of order. I desire to state to the Senate the reasons why I think 
the bill ought to be considered, and with a view of getting them clearly 
before the Senate, I ask the Secretary to read the minority report, or, 
if that is objected to, I will read it myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro Bae aa The Senator from South Carolina 
asks that a certain n paon be read. 

Mr. PLATT. ill not the Senator have the whole report read? 

a BUTLER. I have no objection. I will read the minority re- 


port. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no objection to the Secretary reading it. 

Mr. PLATT. But will not the Senator have the whole report wat ? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Secretary may read the minority report first, 
and then if the Senator pleases he can have the majority report read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the views of the minority of the 
Committee on Territories on the bill (H. R. 6966) to change the time 
of the meeting of the Legislative Assembly of Washi Territory. 

Mr. HARRIS. How does this matter come before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On a resolution presented by the 
“Senator from South Carolina yesterday, and coming over under objec- 
tion. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a resolution that is under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A resolution is under considera- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. HARRIS., I rise to a point of order, or rather a parliamentary 
inquiry. The pending resolution that comes over under objection is in 
the nature of a motion to proceed to consider a bill, is it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The practice of the Senate is to 
allow limited debate upon a question of this kind on a resolution that 
comes over under the rule. This is in the form of a resolution coming | w 
ANE under objection. The practice of the Senate has been to allow 
debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam aware that the consideration of the resolution 
is in order, and I do not raise any question as to that; but if it be in 
the nature of a motion to proceed to consider, my point is that it is not 
debatable, and all of this reading of reports and debating the merits 


of the question involved in a bill proposed to be taken up is out of thre 


order. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I stated that point to the Chair in connection with 
. another proposition, and the Chair has ruled upon it that this is a res- 
olution merely expressing the judgment of the Senate, and therefore the 
Senator from South Carolina has a right in his own way to discuss it 
just as long as he chooses. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, if it is not in the nature of a motion to 
proceed to consider it is debatable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair has so held. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has so held, but at the 
same time it suspends the order of business for the morning hour. A 
motion to proceed to the consideration of this bill would be in order, 
This is an indirect way by which the Senator is enabled to discuss it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have the floor, and it is only a question whether 
the Secretary shall read this report or I shall read it. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no objection of that sort. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will read it myself if you inipose the labor on me. 
I have the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. No such question is raised. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No such objection is made. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the views or 
the minority, as follows: 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


On the 3d day of February, 1886, the following memorial passed the council 
and house of representatives of Washington Territory, and on the 4th day of 
February, 1886, was approved by the governor of said erritory, as appears from 
pages 546 and 347 of the Laws of Washington, 1885-86 : 

House memorial No. 19, in relation to the time of holding the biennial session 
of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Washington. 
To the Senate and House of an Hien a the United States 
America in Congress assembled : 


Your memorialists, the Legislative poeta of the Territory of Washington, 


respectfully re present: 
islative cenday ahar of this Territory are chosen at 


That the SADS of the 
che general election held on the first Tuesda: r ae 5e MOGNAT of Novem- 


ber in each even-numbered year, when the to Congress is 
elected, and thatit is in ient tochange the tiae See uae on of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly on account of the additional expense which would 
occur from a separate election for said members of the Legislature. 


That the biennial sessions of the Legislative Assembl mmence on the first 
Monday in December in aaa at waar. deivinen months after the 


ion of the mem! thereo! 
That the lapse of this long period of time between the election of the members 


of the Legislature and the commencement of its session works to the disadvan- 
tagoni tee Decne of thee Series in. es, that the ure is prone to con- 
sider and act upon matters which were not in issue at time of the election of 


the members thereof, and to neglect matters which were in issue at such time, 
and which were the vital questions which determined the election. 

That the rapid growth of popolation and development of the material re- 
oe of this Territory in the past few years has made necessary to the welfare 
and advancement of the Territory much legislation which it has been impossi- 
ble to consider in the session of the Legislative Assembly now drawing toa close. 
and that it is hakit is highly i important to the pe people of the Territory that a session of 

canary 3 

ES your memorialists ray your: honorable bodies to appoint the first 
Monday in Jan 1887, às the r the commencement of next bien- 
nial session of the Legislativo pyansa i of this Territory, and to provide that 
the biennial session of the Legislature be held eed years thereafter, 

Passed the house of representatives February 3, 1 

R. O. 


DUNBAR, 
‘Speaker of the House, 
Passed the council February 3, 1886, 

“i B. B. DAY, 
President of the Council. 
Approved February 4, 1886, 
From this memorial it will ap; that at the time of its ge very cogent 


reasons existed for a change in the time of the meeting of the Territorial Legis- 
lature MphabiemrF-japs which reasons not only exist at this time but have been 


also appear from this memorial that the Legislative Assembly 
elected upon the 2d day of November, 1886, will meet at Olympia, the capital o 
said Territory, on the first Monday in December, 1887, being the 5th day of 


said month. 
thirteen months will elapse between the election of said 


Thus it will be seen 
rfectly secure in maintaining the 


lature and the time of its meeting. 
© minority of your E ranira feel 
us outlined, is notat all conducive to 


proposition that the condition of things, 


the public good, 
It is submitted _ the interests of the public would be best subserved by 
ce aoeenice oC In e Legislative Assembly within a reasonable time after its 
on. 


The above memorial evidences remo desire on the part of the people 
of Washington Territory for the chan 
In order that a government “ by 


copie ma vail in Washington 
Raha St wag ae Neal OAE tee Prit eto 


Binsin condition, the 


pric wishes, when the 
in the face of this pos bier declaration on ed, mt be of She ped le of Washing- 
ton Territory, the change in the time for the meeting of the ive Assem- 


bly is not made, the idea of a recognition of the wishes of the people ceases to 
be a fixed factor in our governmental policy. 
(Pind y otha poe aire however, that had this sage been essential to the 
oo of Washington Territory to the degree 
was competent to so change the time of 
its ses the as to Eegiative Assem to the 7 ae m Bahan of the existing emergency. 


ra brief eoa or of the legislation in this connection clearly establish 
e absurd: posa 
The act of re 1853, SS. provided that the Legislative Assembly of Washing- 
Ton inet flee sho! meet annually, (See organic act, Laws of Washington, 
It was Pepali on dea that the phriod of the Terri should fix the time 


of the first meeting. of the Frog cog pottery and that the time oi 
éreafter sho 


its annual meeting 


id be fixed 
siyeni of oo yvernor oe ry first ure convened on the 27th 
day SIP eyid a uring that session said body provided that it should 
meet in each (See Laws of 


Arbana loen on the first Monday in ber, 


ded F 1867. On the 29th Nain of Tune, 1880 Gon a La ot Washing: 
en e n the oi (seo page 3, W80! ng- 
ton, ded Pebraary, 1807. rp law pro w providing $ the conclusion of the 
next sanua balon of of — foster be biennial. 

islature which erie in Feb vaa that the first bien- 
on Tecn first Mon Monday in b 
ninth bienn: on, hehe Aiea E on the first 
9 which it session the time was grange k 


By ibe act of March 2, 1853, the Legislature was to convene annually, and 
therein Congress co nferred upon it the power to fix the time of the annual meet- 


sg the act of June 29, Feige: Bey e character of the meeting of the icnay rigs 
Assembly was changed by Congress m annual to biennial. is act pro- 
vided that after the rina pate e ea a ans February, 1867, the meet- 


should be bienn: 

n accordance with this positive declaration of Congress the Legislature of 
1866-67 provided that the next tive Assembly should convene on the first 
Monday in October, 1869. With the change in the law as to the character of the 
meeting the Legislature retained the power of fixing the time for the meeting 
of the biennial session. 

he Legislature of 1885-86, the tenth biennial session, convened a little more 
than one year , on the first Monday in December, 1885, and continued in ses- 
sion 60 days. urning early in 1886, Had this Legislature by law attempted 
to to provide f for the messting of the eleventh biennial session on the 7th of January, 


or during the present winter, it would have enacted that the present meet- 
ing ais annual instead of biennial, thus placing itself in direct antagonism with 
the act of Congress of June 29, 1886, in which the assertion is ct and un- 


uivocal that the sessions must be biennial instead of annual. 

“The bill under consideration (H, R. 6966) was introduced by Hon. O, S. Voor- 
HEES, Delegate from Washington Territory, during the first session of this Con- 

the House of Representatives May 1, 1886, and was referred to the 
Soom ttee on Territories of this body the 3d day of said month. 

Notwithstanding the determined, ve, and persistent efforts of Dela- 
gate VOORHEES and of a minority of this committee, from that time to the pres- 
ent it has not been ble to secure action thereon. 

While the reasons set forth in the memorial referred to are amply sufficient, 
in our judgment, tojustify and warrant the desired legislation, there are other 
reasons even —— and more conclusive. 

In ascertaining these additional reasons it becomes very important, as well as 


1887. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


legislation to review the history contemporaneous with this attempted 


ion. 

n the 28th of November, 1883, the Legislature of Washington Territory, 
wholly dominated and controlled by the Northern Pacific Railroad pany, 
icine! a law, which has since been known as the “ gross-earnings tax law,” ex- 
empting from taxation all the lands within the Territory of any railroad com- 
gany, from whatever source the title may have been ved, (See Laws of 

ashington, 1883, page 66, section 5.) 

The Legislative Assembly of 1885-86 was elected the 4th day of November, 
1884, upon a distinct and unambiguous pledge that this so-called *‘ gross-earn- 
ings tax law” should be repealed, and a law enacted taxing the lands of rail- 
road companies in the same manner as the lands of individuals. This was one 
of the foremost issues upon which the campaign was based, and it resulted in 


the election of a lature in which the Republicans had a majority of 16 on 
joint ballot, the membership of the ve Assembly being 36. Not- 
withstanding the fact that the platforms of both the Democratic and Repub- 


lican parties declared in favor of the re of this unjust and iniquitous "* gross- 
earnings tax law,” the Northern Pacific Railroad Company again dominated 
and controlled the islature with its 16 Republican majority on joint ballot, 
and the relief which the overburdened people of the Territory so eagerly and 
earnestly demanded was denied them. 

At the last general election, in 1886, members of the next ve Assem-- 
bly of Washington Territory were elected upon ey the same issue. So 
determined were the people in their efforts to right this great wrong that the 
yer islative Assembly, instead of developing a Republican majority of 

6 upon joint ballot, shows a Republican majority of 2, The presumption, 


therefore, is certain that as soon as called oy weg in the face 
of this overwhelming rebuke to the last Legislature will keep the pk so 


unhesitatingly and unblushingly broken by the Legislative Assembly 186. 
At all events they should be p ina ition where their lo: to their 
pledges can be tested, because of the benefits and advantages which the people 
may enjoy by reason of such loyalty. 
The SAIA ice aang tax law” provides that all taxation m the 
property of any shall be incl: within 


company within the Territo: 
2 per cent. of the PAER pien and also provides 
shall determine the amount and extent of such earnin 
vides in terms, by section 5, for the exemption from 

the Territory belonging to railroad companies, 

By the actof July 2, the Northern c Railroad apanr was ted 
within the Territories twenty alternate sections per mile to “aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from e Superior to Puget Sound, 
on the Pacific coast, by the northern route,” upon certain positive and well- 
defined conditions. 

Section 5 of the so-called “' gross-earnings tax law ” is as follows: 

“The lands a, railroad company shall become subject to taxation in the 
same manner as other similar property, as soon as the same are sold, leased, or 
contracted to be sold or leased,” * * + 

When this law was passed the rule laid down ue Supreme Court of the 
United States in the case of Prescott vs, The R. R. Co., 16 Wallace, 603, and Mc- 
Shane vs. R. R. Co., 22 Wallace, 444, was in force, This rule was that when- 
ever Congress had. required that the cost of surveying, selecting, and conveying 
should be paid before there should be any transfer of title from the United States 
to the land-grant com es, the bari pie with this condition was essential 
to the vesting in Territorial or municipal authority of the right to tax the lands 
30 circumstanced, 

The Northern Pacific Railroad Company has willfully failed to comply with 
this condition, so that up to the 10th of July, 1886, it was impossible to reach, 
for the purpose of taxation, say of their so-called granted lands. Ontheabove 
date Congress passed a law which destroyed the force of the rule thus promul- 

by the Supreme Court of the United States, and provided a scheme for 

e taxation of such lands, notwithstanding the failure of the land-grant com- 
panies to pay the costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying, 

This beneticent law is in force in every State and Territory through which 
the Northern Pacific Railroad extends excepting the Territory of W.: n, 

No revenue has thus far accrued to this Territory by reason of Leigh comas of 

law, because of the presence upon the statute-books of the torial 
oe known as the “ gross-earnings tax law,” exempting these lands from taxa- 
ion, 

Ina letter to Delegate Voorners the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
thus indicates the amount of lands withdrawn by the United States for the bene- 
fit of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in Washington Territory : 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
W , D. C., February 5, 1887. 
uest to be furnished with a statement of the 
ashington Territory for the benefit of the 


t the railroad officials 
This act also pro- 
on of the lands within 


Sın: Referring to your verbal 
quantity of lands withdrawn in 


orthern Pacific Railroad Company, I have to advise you that rete, to the 

ve you this information, it will be im- 
drawal by section, township, and range. 
is substan- 


limited time in which you wish us to 
ponis to examine the diagrams of wi 

therefore furnish you the following approximate estimate, whi 
tially correct, to wit: 


Lands withdrawn in granted limits... ..ssssssssssses 
Lands withdrawn in granted limits, indemnity 


Total 5. cccces sores sorecas pons Seassa stoe A aeensenaeeey tseeevevessoreooeee eee sossecosssassesssse . 12,000, 000 


Very respectfully, rere 
`" Commissioner. 


Hon. ©. S. VOORHEES, 
House of Representatives, 


According tothe ries indicated in the Commissioner's letter, and establish- 
ing a very moderate and conservative average as to the price of these lands for 
taxation and the rate of taxation, we reach a surprising result. Considering the 
value of the mineral and timber lands withdrawn in ashington Territory for 
the benefit of this company, the eyereee price of $2.50 per acre for purpose of 
taxation is entirely within bounds. The rate of taxation in Washington Terri- 
er ranges from 11 to 23 mills, so that an average rate of 15 mills is admissible. 

he following table is submitted as indicating approximately the vast benefit 
which will accrue to the people of Washington Territory by the repeal of the 
so-called water ect tax law” before the tax levy for the ensuing year goes 
into operation: 


Acres. 
Lands withdrawn in granted limits, (See Commissioner's letter),.... 9,500,000 
Deduct 25 per cent, for lands sold by company........ PERGE TEROARE 2,375, 000 
Total, in granted limits, subject to taxation, in handsof company 7,125,000 


a 
Lands withdrawn, indemnity limits. (See Commissioner'sletter).... 2,500,000 
Deduct 25 per cent. for lands sold by company,.............00ss08 625, 000 


ssesssessssss 


Total indemnity limits, subject to taxation, in hands ofcompany 1,875,000 
=—_———— 


Acres. 
Taxable lands in ted limits in hands of company. 7,125, 000 
Taxable lands in emnity limits in hands of company... 1, 875, 000 
Total taxable lands..............csvessseese EAE o E . 9,000,000 
Value of lands in granted limits for purposes of taxation, at $2.50 per 17,812,800 
MASE AT A RAD A ETEA EIER A I R LEA saa beeen A Boner paps teehee A 
Value of lands in indemnity limits for purposes of taxation, at $2.50 
PET BCTO..0000 soseeo sos Oaa TEE NASS EAT EEA RAS s... 4,687,500 
Total yaluation....... wapeesen sya veasvon evento pa este EA a eren desiro bees . 22,500,000 
= 
Tax levy on lands in granted limits, at 1.5 per cent $267, 187 50 
Tax levy on lands in indemnity limits, at 1.5 per cent.. 70,312 50 
Total tax levy .....s0 severe +» 837,500 00 
e—a 


Confronted by this conclusive and startling exhibit, the minority of your com- 
mittee does hesitate to confeas its profound surprise and amazement at the 
action of the majority. The time hascome for calling a halt to the unreasoning 
and unwholesome cupidity and a. of the railroad com: ies of this coun- 

reason can exist why the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
ue to be relieved from the obligation of the payment of nearly one- 
half of the tax levied in Washington TANE 

In accordance with the latest available ics the total propert valuation 
Territory, exclusive of the valuation o aeh Arhar) proj 
erty, was $50,484,437; upon this valuation the total tax levied was $724,065, 
From these it appears that if the Northern Railroad Company is 
made to pay. its just proportion of the public burdens, in respect of the pe 
item of lands, to say nothing of the taxes based upon a proper valuation 
of their road-bed, rolling-stock, and other vast property interests, maintaining 
the present rate of taxation in the Territory, the people's burdens will be re- 
duced nearly 50 per cent, 

The min of your committee insist that any movement which tends to re- 
lieve the people of the onerous tax, so unconscionably upon them by this 
land-grant railroad company, and by the other railroad companies of the Ter- 
ritory, should be fostered and enco! d, For this reason they contend that 
the present —_- Assembly should be afforded the opportunity, which can 
only be given by an act of Congress, of repealing at once the odious rail- 
pes pe legislation which now incumbers the statute-books of Washington 

itory. 

We therefore ask for the re, of the bill, amended as follows: 

In line 8 strike out "first Monday in January” and insert “ first Monday in 


In line 5 strike out the word “‘ next” and insert the word “eleventh,” 

In line 6, after the word “‘the,”’ insert the word “twelfth.” 

In line 7, after the word “held,” insert “the first Monday in January, 1889," 
and insert section 2 at end of bill; so that the bill as amended will read : 


An act to change the time of the meeting of the Legislative Assembly of Wash- 
ington Terri! 


tory. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House p A 
merica in assembled, the 


A That 


Terri ; and that the 
twelfth biennial session of the Legislative Assembly be held the first Monday in 


Treasury not otherwise riated, 
name diapa, af membara ani forse pasiginte arco mai 
r 4 9 of messenger, 
OT. DAEN S furniture, repairs painting, ned other DALAGA E E 
Mr. BUTLER. Ihave had that report read in order to put the Sen- 
ate in possession of the exact condition of things in that Territory, and 
let them decide whether the people of the Territory are entitled to the 
relief which the minority of the committee think they are entitled to. 
It has been stated that this is a political bill. I have givennosuch 
aspect to it. But let us see what the Morag of both political parties 
of W: Territory are on this subject. I read from the Repub- 
lican platform of that party in Washington Territory, adopted Septem- 
ber 8, 1886— 
just and equal taxation, and beli that th perty of 
tious and individuals chould be sessed end taxed upon the mame basis 
Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask what the Senator is reading from ? 
Mr. BUTLER. From the Republican platform of Washington Ter- 
ritory of September 8, 1886— 
and we therefore demand the repeal of the present Territorial law known asthe 
“ gross-earnings law,” providing for the levy and collection of taxes upon rail- 
road property, and we demand the enactment of a law which will impose the 
burden of taxation upon corporations and individuals alike. 
I find in the Democratic platform of Washington Territory, adopted 
August 18, 1886, the following: 

We demand the immediate and ditional repeal of the gross-earnin; 
tax nw enacted in yer and ANSORA thn Rapabtions Lesidasare of 1885 for the 
violation of its pled; faith to the people in its failure to re the said law, 
and for its subserviency to the corrupt influence of interested corporations. 

insist that the property of corporations shall be taxed by the same laws 


We t 
as that of individuals, and that the rich and poor shall bear the burdens epon 
ernment in proportion to the valuation of property owned or controlled by 


This report, which I think can be sustained by the record, shows 
that there have been lands withdrawn within granted limits, 9,500,000 
acres; lands withdrawn, indemnity limits, 2,500,000 acres; total indem- 
nity limits in hands of company, 1,875,000 acres; taxable lands in 
granted limits in hands of company, 7,125,000 acres; making in all 
9,000,000 acres of land subject to taxation, upon which there would be 
realized, at a fair estimate, $337,500, which would go into the treasury 
of the Territory of Washington. This bill, it is true, only provides for 
the change of the time of holding the meeting of the Legislature, but 
according to the pledges of both parties this gross-earnings act must be 
repealed by this Legislature whenever it meets, and the advantage of 


1946 


having it meet before next December is to be found in the fact that in 


the mean time an additional levy will be made upon the property in 
that Territory, and this additional sum of money will go into its treas- 


"Tao not know that it is necessary for me to say anything further to 
endeavor to impress upon the Senate the importance of having this bill 


There is a letter from the governor of Washington Territory, on which 
a good deal of reliance is placed. He attempts to carry water on both 
shoulders, as it seems to me. He remarks: 
‘The main reasons for a session are: s 
1. The desirability of obtaining an appropriation for maintaining the new peni- 
tentiary at Walla Walla. 
2. The desirability of repealing or modifying the “ gross-earnings act” in re- 
lation to taxation of railroads. s 
Then he goeson, by way of criticism, and says that it is very doubt- 
ful ‘‘ what course the Legislature would pursue on these and othersub- 
jects.” I can not understand how there can be any doubt when both 
rties are pledged to repeal the gross-earnings act. I have here a 
etter bearing on the same subject received from a gentleman this morn- 
ing, dated ‘‘ Yonkers, N. Y.” 
not at liberty to give the name of the writer, but I judge from the let- 


ter that he is a very intelligent man: 
oF een Yonrxens, N. Y., February 17, 1887. 


Dear Sm: The citizens of Washington Territory will be grateful for your 
efforts > hasten the repeal of the gross-earningslaw. Permit measone of them 
to thank you. 

It is not merely the grant of the Northern Pacific that escapes taxation. Every 
coal company pleads its railroad; every important 1 r is building a road that 
will come within the law; the immense tracts of the mill compapies will soon be 
exempt. in Western Washington will be without its 
en c receive compensatory transportation facil- 


It was this issue that defeated known representatives of railway corporations 
who were candidates for the Legislature. The voice of the Territory was un- 
mistakable and o! to find immediate expression in law, 

Very respectfully, 
Hon. M. C, BUTLER, nee 
United States Senate, 

That is from a gentleman who signs himself of Skagit. I presume it 
is Skagit County, in Washington Territory. He appears to be a very 
in tman. Doubtless if I were to give his name some Senator 
would know him; but I do not feel at liberty to do that as it is a pri- 
vate letter. 

Now, sir, I have done what I conceived to be my duty to get the 
Senate to act upon this bill. They can take the ibility of doing 
so or not doing so, as they see fit. I am not actuated or influenced by 
any feeling of hostility to railroads; but these railroads in the North- 
western Territories have received the most imperial benefactions and 
donations from the Government of the United States, and about that 
I have no complaint to make, and I am not one of those who indulge 
in raids (as I find the ion used) upon corporations. They have 
their uses, and they are in my opinion necessary evils. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. May I ask Senator from South 
Carolina a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of I ask for information whether the 
Committee on Territories have any petitions or memorials from citizens 
of Washington Territory asking for this Lr agen on the ground on 
which it is now placed by the minority of the committee? 

Mr. BUTLER. I must ask the Senator to repeat his question, for I 


could not hear him. 

Mr. MI of Oregon. My question is whether the Commit- 
tee on Territories had any petitions or memorials before them asking 
for legislation expediting the time of the meeting of the Legislature of 
that Territory for the yeasons stated by the minority now upon the 
floor of the Senate in favor of rey aera 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator listened to the reading of the 
minority report he would not have felt called on to ask that question. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have read the Diay PER I 
had the honor to read the Senator’s report, in which, by way, 
with all deference to the Senator, there are several inaccurate state- 
ments, not of course intentional, in reference to certain mattersin con- 
nection with the situation of affairs and the taxable property of Wash- 
ington Territory; but I do not understand, even from the minority re- 
port, that there was before the Committee on Territories a demand by 
petition by the citizens of that Territory in favor of this legislation. 

I understand, of course, that the Legislature of the Territory, at its 
last session in 1885, passed a memorial recommending that a be 
made by Congress so that the next session thereafter might be called 
for January last, which date has elapsed; but that memorial, as I read 
it, does not give as a reason any one of the reasons now being urged by 
the Senator from South Carolina. The reason given in that memorial, 
as I understand, was simply the fact that the time between the elec- 
tion of the members of the Legislature and the date of the meeting of 
the session of the Legislature was, in the judgment of the Legislature 
of that Territory, too lon 

Mr. BUTLER. The na certainly has not read the minority 


In two years not a coun 
reserves, nor will the pu) 
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It is a private letter, and therefore I am p 


g o ane, 


FEBRUARY 19, 


report, or he would not make that statement. The memorial goes on 

distinctly to say that the Legislature which went out of existence was 

not able for want of time to attend toa great many public questions 

that ought to have been attended to, and we have a right to assume 

that among those public questions was this question of the repeal of the 
ings act. 

In addition to thatmemorial, which is quite sufficient for the Senate— 
it is the unanimous voice of the people as expressed through their rep- 
resentatives in the Territorial Legislature—we have the earnest solici- 
tude and anxiety and wishof the Delegate of that Territory in the other 
branch of Congress that this bill should pass. 

Now, sir, if there is any higher evidence of the wishes of the people 
oes any country than those two expressions, I have failed to know what 

y are. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. But the Senator from South Carolina 
must agree with me that in the memorial adopted by the Legislature 
of the Territory, asking that the time of the meeting of the Legislature 
should be fixed for January last, which has now passed, no reference 
whatever was made to the advisability or desire on the part of the peo- 
le of Washington Territory to have it meet for the purpose of legislat- 
ing upon the subject of the railroad gross earnings and tax law—notone 


word. 
Mr. BUTLER. It does not say so; but there area great many things 
we have a right to take notice of as public facts, and which, i think, 
when we state them, the Senator will not deny. Will he deny that 
the members of his own party in their platform pledged themselves dis- 
tinctly to a repeal of the gross-earnings act? Will he deny that the 
representatives of the Democratic party in their platform pledged them- 
selves to repeal it? Then can the Senator consistently and properly 
state to the Senate that we are not in possession of information which 
will guide us in coming to a conclusion on this bill? 

Now, I should like to put a question to the Senator. I should like 
to ask him if he, as a citizen of the State of Oregon, believes that that 
is a just and proper law? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. When we come to discuss that I will 
tell the Senator from South Carolina precisely what I think aboutit. We 
have not got to that yet. The point under discussion now is simply 
whetherin the memorial adopted by the Legislature of the Territory of 
1885 asking certain legislation looking to a changing of the time of the 
meeting of the Legislature of that Territory the reasons given were the 
reasons stated by the Senator now and by the minority of the commit- 
tee. Isay that that memorial made no reference whatever to a desire 
for a session for the purpose of repealing the gross earnings and tax 
law; and moreover it could not have done.so from the fact that the 
act of Congress authorizing that thing to be done was not until 
long after that memorial was adopted by the Legislature of the Terri- 
tory. Sothatinstead of conforming here toit, so faras the minority of the 
Committee on Territories are concerned, and the wish of the 
Legislature of that Territory as expressed in its memorial—so far from 
proceeding for the reasons stated in that memorial, a wholly different 
ground has been taken, and we are now called upon to pass a law con- 
Ronen, armed is what it piper be ext substance and effect—a 

i on of the Legislature o; t a 
Piir BUTLER. Oh, no. mid 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That is practically the effect of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. And for the papan of forming or 
considering the ney of performing a certain act of 1 tion which 
the Senator from South Carolina says is desirable, and which indeed 
may possibly be desirable. I am not discussing that question now. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is evidently mistaken on that subject. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I will say this in answer—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to know what the Senator thinks of it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Taking the Senator’s statement in his 
minority report in regard to the amount of lands that would be taxa- 
ble to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in that Territory to be 
entirely accurate and correct, I am inclined to think very probably the 
Senator from South Carolina is right; that it would, in the interest of 
the taxpayers of that Territory, and in the interest of fair play and 
common justice, be desirable to change the law as to the rule of taxa- 
tion in reference to the property of the railroad company in the Terri- 
tory; but I undertake to say that the statements of the Senator from 
South Carolina in the minority report are to a very great extent in sev- 
eral respects wofally inaccurate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad now if the Senator would 
point out in what respect they are inaccurate. The Senator gets up 
and puts a question to me and puts his own construction upon the mi- 
nority report, and yet fails to point out any one single item where there 
is i in that report. 


and he has made a speech. 

Mr. PLATT. Allow me— 

Mr. BUTLER. One moment. I should like to put a direct ques- 
tion to the Senator from Oregon,'as he seems to have taken up the 
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s for the majority of this committee, not being a member of it. 
I should like to put a direct question to him: if he thinks in case that 
Legislature should be called together it would be desirable, or proper, 
or just to repeal that ings act by which the railroads of that 
Territory are exempt from taxation practically ? 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator yield to me now for a moment? 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have the answer of the Senator 
from Oregon to that question. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have already answered. 

Mr. PLATT. I will answer it when I come to reply. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator from Connecticut 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems the Senator from Oregon has—I will not 
say himself, because he had a perfect right to the floor—but he has 
certainly taken up the eudgels for the majority of the committee, and 
he was conducting the discussion, and I was quite willing to go on and 
discuss it with him. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The Senator from South Carolina can 
not place me in a false position. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not desire to do so. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I take up the cudgel for no committee. 
That committee is amply able to take care of itself. I simply rose, as 
the Senate will bear me out, and as the honorable Senator must admit, 
for the purpose of asking the Senator from South Carolina a question as 
to whether there were any petitions before the committee i 
this legislation. Thatwasmy question. Idesired information on that 
subject. I was ignorant and unadvised as to that fact; I was not ad- 
vised by anything in the minority report as to whether or not the peo- 
ple of Washington Territory had sent to the Committee on Territories 
of the Senate petitions asking for this legislation. I rose simply to ask 
that question. 

Mr. BUTLER. The report speaks for itsel. Now, I put another 
question to the Senator. Is there any evidence in his possession, by 
petition or otherwise, against the passage of the bill by any respectable 
number of citizens of that Territory ? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, I want to answer that question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad to have it answered. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I will say this: Iam accustomed to 
receive communications from all over Washington Territory ever since 
I have been in the Senate from citizens and tax-payers of that Terri- 
tory in regard to matters of legislation affecting the people of that Ter- 
ritory and their interests, and I say here and now in all candor and 
truthfulness that up to this moment not one letter, not one petition, 
have I received from any citizen of Washington Territory asking for this 
legislation or soliciting my aid in its behalf, while I have received 
scores of letters from the citizens and tax-payers, and many of them 
leading prominent men, Republicans and Democrats, of that Territory 
within the last month, earnestly protesting against this legislation at 
this time, and giving as reasons that the convening of the islature 
of that Territory at the time proposed now by the minority of this com- 
mittee in March next would be to seriously interfere with the busi- 
ness interests, calculations, and arrangements of the people of that Ter- 
ritory. 

I will say, moreover, in addition now, as the Senator has asked the 
question, that during the last month I have met in consultation at the 
Capitol very many, ten or twelve, of the leading citizens of that Ter- 
ritory, and with one exception every one of those gentlemen has come 
to me and insisted that this piece of legislation ought not to be per- 
mitted to pass. One of the prominent citizens of the Territory, a 
Republican, did come to me and appeal to me toaid the legislation and 
assist in getting it through. He gave as a reason that it was necessary 
in order to enact some legislation with reference to the penitentiary in 
that Territory. 

Mr. BUTLER. If that be true—and of course if the Senator says it 
is so it must be so—the Senator has certainly not given the Committee 
on Territories the proper consideration in not giving it the benefit of 
some of that information. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have referred various letters which 
I have received to the acting chairman of the Committee on Territories, 
as he, I have no doubt, will bear me ont. 

Mr. BUTLER. The acting chairman of that committee has read per- 
haps two or three. I remember he read a telegram from a man by the 
name of Owen, the secretary of that Territory, and one or two others, 
perhaps, but it nowhere appeared that there was any widespread, gen- 
eral feelipg against the of this bill. On the contrary, all the 
information that I have been able to get is the other way. I admit 
that a great deal of it has been gathered from the distinguished Dele- 
gate of that Territory in the other branch of Congress, who is the rep- 
resentative of the people of that Territory, and who, I think, is in very 
much better condition to speak for the people of that Territory than 
even the distinguished Senator from Oregon. I submit that his voice 
is entitled to as much weight certainly on this floor as that of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon, who does not represent the Territory, and who has 
no interest there so far as I know, who represents another State. I 
submit that the Delegate in Congress is the proper representative of the 


people of that Territory before the Congress of the United States, and 


he certainly knows whereof he speaks when he comes to me and to every 
member of the committee and begs and implores and urges us to pass 
this act of common justice to the tax-payers of that Territory, not nec- 
essarily as against the railroads, but simply to require the railroads and 
other corporations to come in and pay their share for the support of 
government, and not to continue to receive the benefactions of the gov- 
ernment, and at the same time having their immense possessions prac- 
tically exempted from taxation. It is for that and that alone that I 
have is measure. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I regret this irregular discussion of the 
merits of the bill which is the subject-matter of this resolution. Ire- 
gret it because I know that the Senate feels that this discussion tres- 
passes upon time which should be devoted to matters of very great 
public importance; but since it has been brought before the Senate in 
the ingenious manner in which it has been, and the minority of the 
committee have presented their views endeavoring to show why the 
report of the committee should not be adopted, I feel it due to myself 
and to the subject and to the people of Washington Territory and to 
the Senate itself to present as briefly as I may, and yet thoroughly, 
the reasons why the majority of the committee think this bill should 
not pass, at any rate why it should not be considered at this time. I 
ask, therefore, that the Secretary will read the majority report of the 
committee, which the Senator from South Carolina declined to have 
read. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not decline to have it read. 

Mr. PLATT. I asked to have it read. 

Mr. BUTLER. I stated that I would have the minority read 
first, and then if the Senator from Connecticut desired the majority re- 
port read it might be. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that it be read now. It is not necessary to 
read the memorial of the Legislature, because that has already been 


The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. PLATT February 
12, 1887, as follows: 


to tes Saa fran ater S LS 6966) 
Legislative Assemb! ashington 
the same, submit the following “A rt: 
Statutes of the U: 


years, and the isl 

nial,” and that “each Legislative postive Legina fix by law the day of the com- 
1883, elections of mem- 

bers of both branches of the ee ree Assembly in Washington Territory had 

been held on the Tuesday next following the Monday of November in the even- 

numbered so that eleven months after the election of members 


eeting of in 1885 
ber, 1885, and it was provided that the S- 
ially thereafter upon the first Monday of December, 
of 1883 extended the time which elapsed between the 
the session of the Legislative Assembly to which 


near the close of its session, also memorialized Con- 


y thereafter. 
convene on the first Monday of December, 1887. The memorial of the 
lature is appended to this report, marked A. 

It will be seen that the principal reason given for the time for hold- 
ing the Assembly in the Territory was fo m the fact that 
so much time elapsed between the election of the members and the commence- 
ment of the session that no necessity for legislative action prior tothe next legal 
m of the Assembly was pointed out or alluded to. 

referred to the committee passed the House of Represen‘ 
by the Committee on Territories 


ing een! wea session, correspo: 
respondence the time fixed by the House bill for the meeting of the members of 
ae Legislative Assembly upon the first MONAT ESADE AEN; romper’ by, and 


for the of 
Legislative Assembly shall be Feld some 


at a date 


i the 
the time of the passage of the act by the House, but is an afterthought. 
A letter from the governor ofthe Eriti phie: the reasons for and against 
the proposition to convene the Legislature of the Territory at an earlier date 
than the time fixed by law, is appended hereto and marked B, from which it 
will be seen that upon the whole the governor, after consultation with promi- 
nent citizens of the Territory, does not think it for the best interests of the Ter- 


ritory that such an act should 
Th ing has already commenced in many portions of 
„and the non, earar held during the month of March, will be 
the ng tions of the Territory are most active and im- 
perative,a reason which dow operaen; though in a lesser degree, for the 
ure itself from 


change made by the the first Monday of October to the 
first Monday of Decem! as the time forthe session of the Legislative Assem- 


bly. 

| SE at has endeavored to ascertain the views of prominent citizens 
of both political parties in the Territory upon the question of whether a meet- 
ing of the Legislature is desired in the month of March, and is satisfied that the 
weight of opinion is that such a course is undesirable. It has been informed 
that some effort has been made to obtain petitions and opinions in favor of a 
March or spring session, but none have reached the committee, and it feels 
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Ai in concludin 


that con ee mentioned in the memorial having already 
thout the q boen made, it is not desired by the citizens 

Pothe Territory + fase, Sed te ok vise, that a meeting should be ordered to be 

held during the month of March, If any special emergency arises or exists the 


dria of the Territory is legally empowered to an extra session of the 


ith regard to the reason u in the memorial that the time of the conven- 
of the Legislative Assembly should be advanced on account of the so 
which elapses after the election of the members before the session of that bod 
it _ be said that the time of session was fixed by the ikinen A itself ‘with a a 
ete understanding of the facts; that only at the last previous session of 
The tive Assembly the time between the election and the convening of 
the = dace had been extended; that Washington Territory is not singular in 
rg oy her at least three other of the Territories, as it is believed by the com- 
mittee Iding their elections and convening their Legislative Assemblies so 
that fourteen months ela; between the election and the legislative session, 
It may also be observed t the Legislative Assembly of 1883, in fixing a time 
for the convening of future sessions of that body, followed the precedent to be 
found in the election of Representatives in Congress and the meeting of Con- 


Upon the whole the committee concludes that it is better that the Legislative 
Assembly already elected shall convene at the time fixed by law, namely, the 
December rather than d 


first Monday of next ‘oe month of March, a period 
and season so inconvenient for slative ings. 
The indefinite postponement of the mt erefore recommended. 
OLYMPIA, January 4, 1887. 


My Dear Senator: Ihave waited a ew berm since receiving yours of Decem- 
ber 17, so as to confer with a few leading citizens in different parts of the Ter- 
ritory in regard to the matter referred to in your letter. I have consulted with 
both Democrats and Republicans. 
The weight << ring seems to be opposed to a session of the Legislature the 
resent winter. have no poron choice in the matter, and see reasons both 
for and he proposed session. The main reasons for a session are: 
(1) The Meairantiity of nine an appropriation for maintaining the new 
penitentiary at Walla Walla. 
(2) The desirability of repealing or modifying the “ gross-earnings act” in re- 
lation to taxation of railroads. 
The reasons against the session are: 
(1) The uncertainty as to what course the Legislature would pursue on these 
and — subjects. 
(2) The fact that the winter will necessarily be far advanced before the session 
can be commenced, and the effect of this upon the business of the farmers who 


may be members of th e Legislature. 
In regard to the nitentiary; I may state that we can continue our present 
vrison contract at asna have the same prison accommodations and sery- 


íce that we have had for the best hve enna 

The new building at Walla Walla is nearly finished, and the law provides for 
the removal of the convicts to Walla Walla whenever the mite n: sae 
ersof the new prison shall notify the governor that the buildi finished an: 
ready for oceu sah i not al not yet received this notice, but at am expecting a 
receive it wii ew weeks, 

There is no ovia of law for paying the expense of maintaining and guard- 


cts in th 
bog dork phic athe E he D look veh a SEE 
ernor may es who may loo! e nex! 
for their pay. But no have yet been taken in this direction. 
. On general principles it is no doubt better to have the 
Saeaon on the first Monday in Jan: after the election ; 
dy sca in the present ce, it is very y questionable whether the public 
service woul: d be best promoted by a session 
Iam yours, very truly, 
WATSON C, SQUIRE, Governor. 
Hon, O. BA. PLATT, 
ited States’ Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 


Mr. spz Now, Mr. President, this is not a question to-day 
whether the Legislative Assembly of Washi Territory shall be con- 
vened at the time asked by the memorial of that body, for that time 
was the first Monday in January, 1887, and that time has passed. 

I will not stop to discuss the question why action was not had upon 
this bill before the time when the Legislative Assembly asked that its 
next session might convene had elapsed. I simply want to say this 
about it, that I do not think the majority of the committee was in 
fault in to that matter, nor was the minority of the committee. 
‘There was no fault in that matter on the part of any one. 

The question now is, whether the Legislative Assembly of Washing- 
ton Territory shall convene at the time fixed by law, which is the first 
Monday of December next, or whether it shall be convened at a time 
not asked by the Assembly of the Territory and which can not be 
earlier than the middle of March. I agree that the proposed amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina would convene it on the first 
Monday in March next, but there are only two weeks from to-day in 
which to pass the bill with its amendments in the Senate, to have the 
amendments concurred in by the House, to have the bill approved by 
the President, and notice given of the meeting of the Legislative As- 
sembly. So I assume that it is impossible, if the Senate were to pass 
this bill to-day, in the nature of things, that a session of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Washington Territory can be convened before the 
middle of March. That body has never asked that the next session of 
the Assembly should be inthe middle of March. Ido not believe that 
the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory ever would have 
asked that. It is a period when neither State nor Territory desires a 
meeting of its Legislature. It is the period of putting in the crops, 
the busiest season of the yearfor farmers. If I am correctly informed, 
the business of plowing is already progressing in that Territory. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I put a question to the Senator just there? 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does he not think that any farmer would leave the 
plow-handle for the purpose of saving 50 per cent. of his taxes, as I he- 
lieve this meeting of the Legislature would save? 

Mr. PLATT. Would it not really be better to let me come to that 


inorder? I will show before I get through that on the basis of taxa- 
tion proposed by the Senator from South Carolina the Territory will 
not receive as much money as it is now receiving under the gross-earn- 
ings tax. I think that is a pretty good answer to the question which 
has just been asked. 

Originally this railroad question was not in this matter at all. Itis 
only here because it has been dragged in, as Putnam is said to have 
dragged his wolf out of the den, by its ears. Itis not a party question 
to-day or a question which excites any particular interest in Washing- 
ton Territory as to whether the Legislative Assembly shall sit in March 
or in December. If itis, then all my efforts to obtain information haye 
been sad failures, 

I agree that there is interest here. I agree thatit is attempted here 
to raise the ghost of the railroad question upon this very simple matter, 
and somehow it seems as if this railroad question were to be 
into everything which comes before Congress. People outside of the 
Senate—I will not say inside—seem to suppose that when a measure 
is pending here, if it can only be urged that a railroad company wants 
it, then it is to be defeated; and if it can be urged here that a railroad 
company does not desire it, then it is to pass. 

Now, I want to say one word about this matter of railroads. I think 
I sympathize as much as anybody with efforts to restrain the improper 
managementof railroads, but I donot think that that question comes into 
the consideration of this matter at all. As I said before, it was nota 
question which was before the Legislative Assembly which asked that 
the time for its meeting might be fixed on the first Monday of January, 
1887. The bill referred to allowing taxation of railroad lands did not 
pass the House of Representatives here until the 10th of July, 1886. 
So that until the 10th day of July, 1886, no scheme for the repeal of the 
gross-earnings railroad tax in that Territory and taxing the lands of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad could have been in the mind of any one. 

There is another reason why the memorial did not contemplate that. 
If it be true, as the Senator from South Carolina says, that the Legis- 
lative Assembly of 1885 violated the pledges made for it in not repeal- 
ing the gross-earnings tax, then it must follow that it did not ask for 
the session of the Legislative Assembly to be advanced for the purpose 
of repealing that law. So when the Legislative Assembly of Wash- 
ington Territory memorialized Congress it had no idea, for it could not 
have foreseen the of a law by Congress on the 10th of July last, 
that the Assembly when it did convene would have the opportunity to 
impose a tax upon lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in- 
stead of the gross- tax. 

I dwell upon this for the purpose of doing away with any idea which 
may prevail here that it is asked by Washington Territory that there 
should be a meeting of the Legislative Assembly in March. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that there is any considerable num- 
ber of the tax-payers of Washington Territory who desire the passage 
of a law which will convene its Legislative Assembly in March. We 
have here the letter of the governor, and I suppose that is entitled to 
some little consideration. e voice of the Delegate of the Territory 
should be listened to, and it should be listened to perhaps a little more 
when it is backed by a memorial of its Legislature than when it does 
not appear to have any backing. If there be anybody in Washington 
Territory who desires the meeting of this Legislature in March he has 
failed to communicate it to the committee, unless the views of the Del- 
egate of the Territory are to be taken as a conclusive representation of 
the wishes of the people of the Territory. 

When it became evident that this law could not be passed so as to 
convene the Legislative Assembly at the time that the Legislative As- 
sembly asked that it might be convened, I took occasion to correspond 
with people whom I supposed to be familiar with public sentiment in 
the Territory of Washington, and naturally its governor. I want to 
read his letter. The Senator from South Carolina said he tried to carry 
water on both shoulders. To me he appears to have judicially and ju- 
diciously considered and honestly answered the question which I sub- 
mitted to him., The letter is dated Olympia, January 4, 1887, and he 
says: 

My DEAR SENATOR: Ihave waited a few days since receiving yours of Decem- 

ber 17,80 as to confer with a few leading citizens in different parts of the Terri- 

in regard to the matter referred to in your letter. I have consulted with 
Democrats and Republicans. 

And that has been the aim of the majority of this committee, to con- 
sult both Democrats and Republicans for the purpose of ascertaining 
what was the real sentiment of the people and tax-payers of that Ter- 
ritory. The governor goes on to say: ~ 

The weight of opinion seems to be opposed to a session of the Legislature the 
resent winter. I have no personal choice in the matter, and see reasons both 
or and against the pro session. The main reasons for a session are: 

1. The desirability of obtaining an appropriation for maintaining the new 
penitentiary at Walla Walla. 

2. The desirability of repealing or modifying the “ gross-earnings act” in re- 
lation to taxation of railroads. 

The reasons against the session are: 

1. The uncertainty as to what course the Legislature would pursue on these 
and other subjects. 

2. The fact t the winter will necessarily be far advanced before the session 


can be commenced, and the effect of this upon the business of the farmers who 
may be members of the ure, 


1887. 
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Skipping now what he says about the Walla Walla matter, because 
that does not form any important part of this discussion: 


On general principles it is no doubt better to have the Legislative Assembly 
convene on the first Monday in January after the election; but that time being 
already past in the present instance, it is very questionable whether the public 
service would be best promoted by a session this winter. 


Tam yours, very truly, 
WATSON C. SQUIRE, Governor. 


The majority of the committee felt that they had a right to rely upon 
that as a true representation of public sentiment in Washington Terri- 
tory at this time. 

In addition to that many letters have been addressed to the committee. 
I will not refer to all of them, but I will read a telegram or two. I read 


a telegram dated January 27, 1887: 
OLYMPIA, Washington Territory. 


In our opinion no pressing necessity cxists for extra session of Legislature. 
. M. REED, Territorial Auditor 


Senator PLATT, Washington. 

I do not know these persons personally. The Senators from Oregon 
do. They are officials of the Territory, one of them an appointee of the 
President, and three of them members of the Legislature or connected 
with it. I received one from Ellensburgh. I shall not read that tele- 
gram, however; there are some allusions of a personal nature in it. 

I leave the matter, then, so far as the telegrams and the letter of the 
governor is concerned, without reading further; but I will say that 
since this matter has been under discussion I have seen many of the 
leading citizens of Washington Territory. Some of them have come to 
see me upon this, and some upon other matters. Some of them have 
been Republicans, and some have been Democrats. I have taken oc- 
casion to talk with those who did not themselves introduce the sub- 
ject, and who came to see me on other business, as well as those who 
came tosee me with reference to this matter, being in Washington, and 
I aver here that no one with whom I have conversed has indicated that 
there is any considerable sentiment in Washington Territory in favor 
of a March session of the Legislative Assembly, but on the other hand 
have expressed the opinion that it would be exceedingly detrimental 
to the interests of the Territory, A. letter received from a gentleman 
in the Territory protesting against the calling of the Legislature in 
March said that he understood that an effort was being made to get 
petitions and letters and opinions in favor of it. If that be true, it is, 
so far as the committee have any opportunity to judge, a failure. No 

tition has been presented to the committee; with one exception, no 

etter has been addressed to the committee; no individual from Wash- 
ington Territory has represented to the committee that it wasdesirable 
to have a session of its Legislative Assembly in March, always except- 
ing and excluding the ‘‘determined, energetic, and persistent’’ efforts 
of the Delegate from that Territory. 

It would seem as if this ought to settle the matter; but I apprehend 
that the Legislative Assembly which memorialized Congress to provide 
that its next session should be held on the first Monday of January, 
1887, had full power to doit itself. That point is not made in the ma- 
jority report, and is not particularly insisted upon; but the minority of 
the committee, supposing it would be insisted upon, have so contro- 
verted it that I shall allude to it for a moment. 

The session of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory 
which met last before the session which convened on the first Monday 
of December, 1885, met on the first Monday of October, 1883. The 
meeting of the Legislative Assembly in that Territory had been for a 
long period of years held on the first Monday of October, a period of 
two years elapsing between the meetings of the Assembly. The Legis- 
lative Assembly which met on the first Monday of October, 1883, pro- 
vided by law that the next session of the Legislative Assembly should 
commence on the first Monday of December, 1885, a period of two years 
and two months from the date of the conyening of the Assembly which 
adopted that legislation. 

It is true that the statute of Congress says that the meeting shall be 
biennial. It is also true that it says the Legislative Assembly may 
fix the timed of its meeting. In the face of that statute, that the meet- 
ings of the Legislative Assembly should be biennial, the Legislative As- 
sembly of Washington Territory assumed to exercise the power con- 
veyed to it by the act of Congress to fix the time of its meeting and 
fixed it more than two years beyond the period of the meeting of that 
Assembly. Sono Legislative Assembly in Washington Territory was 
held within two years from the first Monday of October, 1883, and this 

-very Assembly which memorializes Congress met in session two years 
and two months after the Legislative Assembly of Washington Terri- 
tory held on the third Monday of October, 1883. If the Legislative As- 
sembly of Washington Territory had power to do that, then it had power 
to advance the time of holding the Legislative Assembly, so that it did 
not hold it within a year from the time when the Assembly making the 
change was convened. 

The memorial to Congress is that the Legislative Assembly which 
meets next after the first Monday in December, 1885, shall convene on 
the first Monday of January, 1887. That is more than a year; it is 
fourteen months; and if the Senator from South Carolina or the ma- 


jority of the committee say that is not a biennial session I reply that 
upon the same reasoning the session which was held at which this me- 
morial was adopted was not a biennial but a triennial session. I ap- 
prehend the Legislative Assembly itself had full power to change the 
time of the meeting and to adopt the first Monday of January, 1887, as 
the time for the meeting of the then next session of the Legislative As- 
sembly without petitioning Congress. 

But it is said now that a new reason has arisen why the meeting of 
the Legislative Assembly should take place, not at the time asked for 
by the memorial, but now in the height of the farming season, in the 
month of March, so that the Assembly should have an opportunity to 
repeal what is known as the gross-earnings railroad tax of the Territory. 
I probably am not so well able to discuss the question of the advisa- 
bility of the repeal of that act as other Senators. I accept what the 
Senator from South Carolina has read here to-day, and which has never 
been presented to the committee—the platforms of the two parties which 
pledged the Legislative Assembly to the repeal of the -earnings tax; 
but it will be observed that those platforms were adopted last fall, were 
adopted while this bill was pending, and that in neither of them is it 
suggested that there should be an earlier session of the Legislature called 
for the purpose of repealing that law. 

I wish to say right here another thing. If there was such an anxiety 
on the part of the Territory, and I do not deny it, to a that law, 
the Territory has been negligent, and the people of the Territory have 
been negligent, and the Delegate from the Territory has been negligent 
in not bringing the matter to the attention of Congress. The laws of 
Washington Territory stand unless disapproved by Congress, and if 
this tax had been such an iniquitous proceeding as is now represented 
in the report of the minority of the committee is it not a trifle strange 
that there has not been found in all Washington Territory one indi- 
vidual to memorialize Congress to disapprove that act. It seems tome 
that the Territory can not play fast and loose with Congress in that 
manner. It seems to me that the Territory can not sit down three 
years under the operation of an act passed by the members of its own 
Assembly and then come all in haste and with ‘‘ uncommon anxiety ”’ 
ask that the session of its Legislative Assembly may be advanced to a 
period inconvenient for the people of the Territory in order that it may 
have an opportunity to repeal the law itself. The Territory has 
estopped itself to make such request. 

I do not know what the effect of the repeal of that law will be. I 
do not know what legislation the Legislative Assembly of Washington 
Territory may adopt when it repeals that law, as the members of both 
parties seem pledged todo. I wish to throw in here, by way of paren- 
thesis, that I do not understand that any failure to repeal that law has 
been the result of the drawing of party lines in that Territory. Ifit 
has the committee has not been advised of it otherwise, as the lawyers 
say, than by the report of the mihority of the committee, and we there- 
fore leave them to make such proofs as they are advised may be neces- 
sary upon that subject. 

I said I did not know what the Legislative Assembly would do after 
repealing this act, but two annual payments have, Isuppose, been made 
under it. Half of the other annual payment was to be made on the 
15th of this month, so that practically three years’ payments have been 
made under that act. They have been increasing payments. The 
views of the minority are entirely silent as to the amount of money 
which goes into the treasury under that act, but in two years more, 
whatever that amount may then be, it will be doubled by force of law. 
It is 2 per cent. of the gross earnings within the Territory, which the 
railroads pay as a tax during the first five years, and 3 per cent. after 
five years. So whatever the amount may now be paid into the treas- 
ury of the Territory, if the law stands, will be doubled after two more 
annual payments. 

I should like to put on record here my belief that if the gross-earn- 
ings tax law were to stand for ten years the Territory would receive 
more money from its gross-carnings tax in the aggregate than it will 
receive by the adoption of the scheme of taxation proposed by the mi- 
nority of the committee alone. 

It is said figures will not lie, but they will exaggerate wonder- 
fully. The minority of the committee has built up a table of figures 
here from which it concludes that under the scheme of taxation of the 
lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company adopted by it, and 
which it supposes the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory 
will adopt, there will be paid into the treasury $337,500 annually as 
taxes, and it asks the question why thg Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company should be relieved from the payment of one-half of all the 
taxes of that Territory. 

I concede that if the basis of the scheme of taxation which has been 
so ingeniously constructed by the minority of the committee were cor- 
rect, the Northern Pacific Railroad would be called upon to pay one- 
half of all the taxes of that Territory. Whether it is just or not isa 
question on which I am not advised. Ishould think it very doubtfal, 
however, whether any scheme of just taxation would require the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company to pay an amount of taxes equal to that 
paid by all the other property in that Territory. 2 

But the trouble about that is with the premises of the minority of 
the committee. This computation is based upon the lands withdrawn 
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in granted limits and in indemnity limits, which are held at 9,000,000 
acres in all, deducting an assumed amount of 25 per cent., which has 
been leased, sold, or contracted by the company, and therefore are not 
taxable to the company, but are taxable to individuals under the law, 
and are already taxed. So the minority of the committee figures out, 
taking all the withdrawn lands in place and in the indemnity limits 
and deducting from it those which it assumes the company has sold, 
contracted, or leased—and it has no knowledge on that subject—there 
are 9,000, 000 acres of Northern Pacific Railroad lands remainin ar 
taxation; and then it proceeds to say that a fair valuation of all 
lands for taxation is two and a half dollars an acre. 

I apprehend there is not a Senator who does not know that large 
quantities of those lands are practically valueless, and I apprehend, al- 
though I speak with no definite knowledge on the subject, that they 
would not be taxed at a valuation of $2.50 an acre to individuals if 
they should happen to be sold, contracted, or leased to individuals. 
But I let that pass. 

The difficulty is there is no such quantity of land in that Territory 
belonging to the railroads subject to taxation, nor half of it, barely a 
quarter of it. On the 17th of April, 1886, the Secretary of the Interior 
transmitted to Congress a letter of the Land Commissioner, Mr. Sparks, 
stating the facts in relation to these lands. 

I wish to say right here that the statute passed July 10, 1886, ex- 
pressly exempts the unsurveyed lands of the railroad company from 
taxation in so many words. The withdrawn lands, as I understand it, 
are all the lands within the 20 and 40 mile limits which are coter- 
minous to the railroad completed. 

Mr. DOLPH. The odd sections. 

Mr. PLATT. The odd sections. It is only the surveyed lands which 
can be taxed. Now, let ussee. The Commissioner of the General Land 
Office was called upon to inform Congress of the amount of lands here- 
tofore surveyed within the limits of said grant, and he said: 


‘The amount of lands surveyed within the 20 and 40 mile limits of the with- 
awe for said road is established at about 21,732,542 acres, distributed as fol- 


ows: 

+ * * “Washington Territory, 7,370,818 acres,” 

That, mind you, embraces all the land, both the odd and even sec- 
tions, Government and railroad lands, in both the 20 and 40 mile limits, 
so that the very first thing that must be done to determine the amount 
of surveyed railroad lands is to divide it by two. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the date of the Commissioners’ report? 

Mr. PLATT. There certainly has been nothing done since. It is 
dated the 14th of April, 1886 (Ex. Doc. 146). You divide it by twoand 
you have the surveyed lands in place and in indemnity limits, 3,685,409 
acres; but if they ri their Tania within the 20 miles they are ‘entitled 
to nothing within the 40-mile limit; so, practically, you have got 
to divide itagain in order to get the surveyed railroad lands belonging 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad which are subject to taxation in that 
Territory, and that reduces it to 1,842,704 acres. 

Now we will apply the assumed rule of the majority of the committee 
as to the lands sold, and take out a quarter. Whathave we left? We 
have of land in that Territory belonging to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road, surveyed and subject to taxation, saying nothing about the selec- 
tion, the tion, and all that, 1,182,026 acres. What would the 
tax on that be? The value of those lands at $2.50 an acre would be 
$2,955,065. The tax would be $44,325.97. But my information is 
that the railroad company ‘yore into the Treasury this very year practi- 
cally a hundred thousand dollars. 

What becomes of the scheme of the minority of the committee which 
it proposes to substitute for the repeal of this gross-earnings tax? When 
I saw these figures all built up here and insisted upon as a reason why 
the Senate should drop all the great public measures which it has be- 
fore it and take up this matter, never asked for by the Legislative As- 
sembly of Washington Territory or by its people, as to whether Ten 
should be a session of its Legislature in-March or in December, 
tempted to reply, in the language of Prince Henry after he had honed 
that famous story of the men in buckram: 

Mark now, how a plain tale shall put you down. 


I repeat, the committee has been actuated by no motive in this mat- 
ter except to ascertain the sentiment of the people of Washington Ter- 
ritory and determine whether they wanted a session of the Legislative 
Assembly to be held now, in the most inconvenient season of the year, 
having changed only two sessions previously the time of holding the 
session from October to December, as I suppose, because October was 
a farming season. The committee have desired only to be governed by 
what they believed to be the sentiment of the Territory. 

If there has been any other motive I have not been aware of it, and 
I believe as the result of all my investigation, without prejudice in 
favor of or against railroads, desiring only to do what the people of 
the Territory want done, and what seems best, that there is no sen- 
timent in Washington Territory to-day which demands or requires or 
m be satisfied with a meeting ofits Legislative Assembly in the month 
Q: arch. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. BUTLER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair), 
from Iowa. 


The Benator 


Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the Senator from South Carolina that 
this is rather an indirect way to discuss this question. It seems tome 
that we ought either to debate the bill itself, or that we ought to pro- 
ceed with the other business. As I understood it, a day or two ago 
there was an arrangement made whereby a certain order of business 
was agreed upon in this Chamber, with a view to facilitating the neces- 
sary work of the session. Two hours have now been occupied in this 
discussion, not upon the bill itself, but upon a mere resolution saying 
that we ought to consider it. I think we have spent enough time on 
the resolution, so I will move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. One moment, before the Senator makes that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. ALLISON. For a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. That seems to me to be about on a par with the 
conduct of the majority in regard to this matter from the beginning. 
The Senator is simply acting upon the course which seems to have been 
one by the majority of the Senate all the time in regard to this 

1 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. BUTLER. The 
Senator says—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not yield the floor absolutely to the Sen- 


ator. 
A The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa has the 
oor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yielded out of courtesy for a moment, not with- 
drawing my motion to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator stated, if he will allow me one moment, 
that this was an indirect method to get at this bill. It was the only 
method I could adopt. The majority would not permit me to get it 
in a direct way, and I had to adopt the only method which a minority 
of the Senate has to get at any question. This bill has been before 
the Senate for weeks and weeks, and I have been trying “in season 
and out of season ” to get the Senate to consider it, either to pass it or 
to reject it, and I have been confronted with one objection and another, 
and now, after an argument made by the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. PLATT], not upon the merits of the bill, but in favor of the gross- 
earnings act of Washington Territory, I am met by a proposition to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr. PLATT. I have made no argument in favor of the gross-earn- 
ings act; I do not know enough about it. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The speech of the Senator will speak for itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I want to say one word to the Senator from 
South Carolina. I know of no minority or majority side with refer- 
ence to this question. I know nothing of the merits of the bill except 
what has been stated here this morning. Iam entirely willing, for 
myself, to consider the bill, but both sides of the Chamber have agreed. 
that in order to facilitate the business of this session certain measures 
must take precedence. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. One moment. In that order we have been pro- 
gressing, and if the pending appropriation bill or other bills that must 
pass are to pass before we adjourn, then we must proceed in the order 
agreed upon and not discuss such resolutions, which have no signifi- 
cance in anysense. If the Senator believes that a majority of the Sen- 
ate want to take up his bill why does he not move to take it up? 

Mr. BUTLER. I have moved it certainly half a dozen times. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; and a majority of the Senate have de- 
cided against the Senator. Now, merely for the purpose of indirectly 
taking this bill out of order, and in this indirect manner, he proposes a 
Lipa places it in order, and occupies two hours of the morning 

our. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived— 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President— 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is carrying out the agreement, I suppose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The regular order. 


NICARAGUA MARITIME CANAL, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be laid 
before the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2636) to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
lay aside the pending business informally and proceed with the con- 
sideration of the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside and that the 
Senate proceed with the consideration of the river and harbor bill. If 
there is no objection that will be done. The Chair hears none. 


ADDITIONAL PETITIONS, 


Mr, BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to introduce morning busi- 
ness, I present, first, a memorial of Fred Smyth Post, No. 10, Grand 


Why, Mr. President—— 
Now, one moment; I think I have the floor. 
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Army of the Republic, Department of New Hampshire, of Newport; N. 
H., in which they say that thi 
Respectfully represent that we believe thata 


great wrong has been done to 

many thousands of needy and dependent Union ex-soldiers and their families 

by the veto of President Cleveland of the dependent pension bill (so called) ; do 

ly request each of you in your official capacity to use all your u- 

ence, by voteor otherwise, to pass the aforesaid pension bill over the Èresident’s 

veto. For we believe that those who fought for the preservation of the Union 
are as deserying as Mexican confederates, 

I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ipresentalsothe memorial of Storrer Post, No 1, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of New Hampshire, Portsmouth, N. 
H., in which they resolve that— 

Whereas the dependent parents and disabled veterans’ pension bill was de- 
signed and would have proved a measure for the relief of a large number of our 
worthy and rege § comrades: 

Beit resolved, That we, the members of Storrer Post, No. 1, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of New Hampshire, do hereby protest against—— 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the proceeding? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
presenting a petition. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator from New Hampshire de- 
sired to present a memorial. A brief statement of the object of itis all 
that is legitimate under the rule. I raise the question of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. The memorial continues: 


do hereby protest against the veto of said bill in this, that it cuts off from re- 
lief those who, through no fault of their own, are unable to obtain justice from 
those in authority at the Pension Office; and who, through lack of influential 
friends, can not invoke special legislation in their behalf. 

Resolved, That it is the duty of every patriotic citizen of this Republic to use 
his best endeavors to see that no veteran soldier be left to the tender mercies of 
almshouse keepers, and no soldier be consigned to a pauper's grave. Thatwhile 
we believe it to be the duty of all to unite to honor the noble dead, all should 
also unite to see that the worthy living be supplied with the comforts as well as 
the necessaries of life. 


I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is carrying out the agreement of which so 
much has been said here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The memorial will lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented. resolutions adopted by Mansfield Post, No. 
53, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Connecticut, Middle- 
town, Conn., and Palmer Post, No. 33, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Winsted, Conn., favoring the passage of the so-called dependent rela- 
tives’ pension bill over the President’s veto; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. GIBSON presented a petition of citizens of the parishes of La- 
fayette and Vermillion, in the State of Louisiana, praying for the im- 
provement of Vermillion River; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
McMILLAN] has the floor. 

Mr. PLU I ask unanimous consent pending that to make a 
report from a committee. I am instructed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10802) making a 
propriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
trict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other 
purposes, to report it with amendments; and I give notice that I shall 
ask the Senate to consider the bill on Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, towhom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5477) to restore to John W. Mears a fine 
improperly imposed on him, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 74) to grant an increase of pension to Frederick 
Beno, reported it with an amendment. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLAIR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 112) relating to 
early records of the Capitol, city of Washington, D. C.; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state that this joint resolution is in reference to 
preserving certain ancient records relating to the early hi and es- 
tablishment of the Capital, the construction of the city, and organ- 
ization ‘of the District, which it is important should be in possession of 
the Government. I move that the joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. MAHONE submitted an amendment intended to be by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was refe to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JULIA DE QUINDRE. . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2451) for the relief of 


Mrs. Julia De Quindre; which was, in line 3, before the word ‘“‘dollars,” 
to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘twelve.”’ | 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment of 
the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. y A 

By unanimons consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. BLATE, Mr, 
SAWYER, and Mr. PALMER were appointed. i 


PACIFIC RAILROAD ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to give notice that on Monday next, 
immediately after the consideration of the maritime canal bill, which 
I see is the unfinished business of the Senate, I shall ask for the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 170) authorizing an inves- 
tigation of the books, accounts, and methods of Pacific railroads which 
have received aid from the United States. I understand that is in ac- 
cordance with certain agreements which have been spoken about to- 
day, and I further understand that the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar], who is not present to speak for himself, will be ready to 
go on with the joint resolution at that time. I therefore desire to give 
notice to the Senate that I shall ask with great persistency the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution immediately after the conclusion of the 
maritime canal bill. ; 

MESSAGE FBOM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. on granting a pension to Henry P. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 4678) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased, late a private in 
Company A, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5171) granting a pension to Missouri Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 6162) granting a pension to Joseph M. Potter; 

A bill (H. R. aaa for the relief of Mary Kaylor; 

A bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of Mary Tarbell; 

. R. 6823) granting a pension to Peter P. Hoffman; 
. R. 7952) granting a pension to Mary Parrott; 
. R. 8355) for the relief of Sarah A. Jones; 
. R. 8437) granting a pension to Thomas Weekly; 
. R. 8828) granting a pension to Giles Wright; 
. R. 9213) granting a pension to Mary Corbett; 
. R. 9248) to increase the pension of Richard Foreman; 
bill (H. R. 9301) granting a pension to Joseph Jones; 
bill (H. R. 11199) for the relief of Thomas B. Nalle; and 
A bill (H. R. 11200) for the relief of Charles H. Lee. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 1170) granting a pension to Nancy C. Smith; 
A bill (S. 1326) granting a pension to Caroline E. Pratt; 
A bill (S. 1930) granting a pension to John Duffy; and 

A bill (S. 2308) granting a pension to Henry Lafner. 

The m farther announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 10091) for the construction of a stable for the use of 
the horses and wagons for the use of the offices of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; 

A bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of James W. Goodrich; 

A bill (H. R. 4535) granting a pension to Adelisa Perry; 

A bill (H. R. 7209) to authorize the construction of a graveled road 
to the Richmond national cemetery, near Richmond, Va. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6764) to provide for holding terms of the United States 
courts at Vicksburg, Miss.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn. 

The m also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 
quest, the following bills: Á 

A bill (S. 2944) making appropriation for the jetties in Charleston 


bor; and 

A bill (S. 3107) granting a pension to Catharine F. Ellsworth. 

The message further announced that the House had appointed Mr. 
HEMPHILL a manager on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 199) for the re- 
tirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar, in place of Mr. SCOTT, ex- 
cused. 

The message also announced that the House had di to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10658) to provide for terms 
of the United States district court at Raleigh, N. C., and change the 
lines between the eastern and western districts, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses there- 
on, and had appointed Mr. BENNETT, Mr. CULBERSON, and Mr. HEP- 
BURN the managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


x ENROLLED RILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
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signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2208) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
liver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited in 
the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War; 


A bill (H. R. 2646) ting to the Ohio Central Railroad Company 
the right to lay its track through United States lock and dam property 
in the Great Kanawha Valley, State of West BE sexe 

A bill (H. R. 6538) to define the boundaries of the collection districts 
of Miami and Sandusky, in the State of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 5289) affirming the action of the President of the 
United States in annulling and revoking an order dismissing Martin 
H. McChesney from service in the armies of the United States, and 
honorably discharging said McChesney from said service; 

A bill (H. R. 7819) to establish the order of promotion in the Medi- 
cal Department of the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 7996) for the relief of William J. Mulvey; 

A bill (H. R. 8030) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the 
Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores 
issued to said Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10473) granting a pension to William Reddick; 

A bill (H. R. 10795) granting a pension to Mrs. Elenor C. Ransom; 


and 
A bill (S. 2519) granting an increase of pension to Richard B. Rians. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask that the river and harbor bill be now pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10419) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. HALE to the amendment of the Committee on Com- 
merce, which was, in section 3, line 4, after the words “‘land or,” to 
strike out the word ‘‘material’’ and insert the word ‘“‘earth;’’ so as to 
read; 

The Secretary of War may cause proccedings to be instituted, in the name of 
the United States, in any court having peon of such pi ings, for the 


acquirement by condemnation of any d or earth needed to enable him to 
prosecute such works for the improvements of rivers and harbors. K 
Is the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair), 
Senate ready for the question on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to the amendment of the Committee 
on Commerce ? 

Mr. HALE. There will be no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The amendment, I understand, is to strike out 
the word ‘‘ material.”’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. And insert the word ‘‘ earth.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the pending 
amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment to the amendment. 


Mr. HALE. I will explain thatina moment. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. [yield to the Senator from Maine. 


Mr. HALE. No; the Senator from Vermont has the floor in his own 
right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was merely at this moment, not to speak of the 
merit of the amendment, about to raise the point of order that the 
whole of the provision is clear legislation and nothing else. I do not 
wish to cut off my friend from Maine on the merits, but I want to get 
that matter determined. 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing to await the decision of the Chair on the 
point of order made by the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is inclined to decide in 
favor of the point of order raised by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to su; that that is true of all the first part 
of the section with the provision as it came from the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That does not make any difference to the point ot 
order, It is on the amendment proposed here. 

Mr. DOLPH. The point is made simply on the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine, I understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; itis on the amendment of the committee that 
I make the point. 

Mr. HALE. AsI understand it, the point of order raised by the 
Senator from Vermont he wishes to apply to the entire section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HALE. I agree fully with the Senator from Vermont that that 
is new legislation, and subject to the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair feels obliged to decide that 
the point is well taken. It seems to the Chair clearly legislation. 

Mr. DOLPH. Isu that if that apply to the section it ought to 
apply to the whole substitute, to the whole bill. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Vermont does not make-the point on 
the whole bill. 


Mr. DOLPH. I desire to state the situation of the amendment. 
The Committee on Commerce have reported a substitute to the House 
bill. It is one amendment, and is in effect to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and substitute the bill reported by the committee. 
Included in that amendment is this section 3, which includes part of 
section 3 as it came from the House of Representatives with certain 
amendments made by the Senate Committee on Commerce. I suggest 
whether if the point of order made by the Senator from Vermont is 
good, it does not go to the whole amendment reported from the commit- 
tee 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order on section 3 of the 
amendment reported from the committee, and upon nothing else, and 
that is clearly out of order. 

Mr. HALE. The Chair has so decided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that is clearly to 
be ted from the rest of the amendment. 
es DOLPH. What becomes of section 3 in the bill as it passed the 

ouse? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That we will determine when we consider the 
bill as it passed the House. We are considering the amendment now, 
DOLPH. I make the point of order on the next section. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to offer an amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I make the point of order as to section 4. 

Mr. HALE. That has not yet been reached, I believe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, it is all up. 

Mr. HALE. Are amendments now in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read in the usual 
way for amendment, and is now pending as in Committee of the Whole 
and open to further amendment. 

Mr. HALE. SolI understood. On page 88, in section 2, after the 
word “‘inclusive,”’ in line 6, I move to insert ‘‘Owl’s Head Harbor, 
Maine.” Itis for a survey simply. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine to the amendment reported from 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is a mere provision for a survey, to which 
there is no objection. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Oregon makes a 
point of order against section 4. 

Mr. DOLPH. I withdraw it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Section 4 is in order because it merely directs the 
expenditure of the money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
the point of order. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state, however, that so does section 3 direct the 
expenditure of money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. CALL. On the ninety-first page, after the ninetieth line, at the 
end of section 2, I move to insert: 

For survey of the Number Four or Northwest Channel at Cedar Keys, Fla. 

For survey of bar and river at Andote, Fla. 

For the survey of the channel in Pensacola Bay to Milton, Fla., and estimate 
for a deep-water channel. 

For the survey and estimate for the Northwest Channel at Key West, Fla. 

y and outer bar at Saint Augustine, Fla. 
For the su of the Alafia River, Florida, 
Charlotte Har! ie River, Florida. 


For a survey and estimate of an inland channel through Mosquito, Logan, and 
Indian Rivers to Jupiter Inlet, Florida, , 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida pre- 
sent the different items as one amendment? 

Mr. CALL. I present them as one amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the ques- 
tion will be put in that way. 

Mr. CALL. I think this amendment will not be objected to by the 
Committee on Commerce. These surveys are all recommended as at 
important places in the different reports of the engineers. Charlotte 
Harbor is now the terminus of a railway. It is the farthest point 
south upon the coast of Florida in proximity to the West Indies, and is 
growing to be a place of very considerable importance. There have 
been several reports from the Engineer De ent in to it, but 
no thorough survey. The Caloosahatchie, opening from Charlotte 
Harbor, is ing RR now bya canal projected and completed by 
private enterprise with the headwaters of the Saint John River. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Florida will permit me to 
make an inquiry of him in regard to the amendments he proposes, I un- 
derstand they are amendments which embrace merely provisions for sur- 
veys in particular localities ? 

Mr. CALL. That is all. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No special appropriation is asked for in either 
case? 

Mr. CALL. None. 


For survey of 


The Senator is right. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Florida deems the matters of 
importance to the public interest I suppose there can be no yalid ob- 
jection to submitting them to the judgment of the Secretary of War, and 
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that is the effect of his amendment, although we supposed we had em- 
braced most of the surveys necessary. 
Mr. CALL. That is all that is asked for. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida will be regarded as agreed to, 
Mr. MORGAN. I move to insert, after line 90 of section 2, at the 
end of the amendment agreed to on motion of the Senator from Florida: 
For the survey of the Mobile River from Mount Vernon arsenal to the chan- 
nel in the bay of Mobile, to ascertain the depth and width of the channel and 


what obstructions, if any, exist that would preventa ship drawing 25 feet of water 
from reaching Mount Vernon arsenal from Mobile. 


That comes in the same classification; and I desire to announce sim- 
ply this: We have passed a bill through the Senate giving an oppor- 
tunity to have cruisers built in the waters of the Gulf. I think the 
most eligible site in the waters connected with the Gulf is at Mount 
Vernon arsenal. I wish to have a survey made of the river, so that the 
Secretary of the Navy will know precisely what that river is. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. On page 55, in line 366, after the word ‘‘improve- 

_ ment,” I move to strike out ‘‘ sixty-two thousand five hundred” and 
to insert ‘‘one hundred and fifty thousand;”’ so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Oakland, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $150,000. 


I ask to have read a memorial from the Oakland Board of Trade, 
which states this matter more clearly than I can do. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


OAKLAND BOARD OF TRADE, OAKLAND, CAL., January 6, 1887. 


Honorep Sir: The subject of at et age pee for Oakland Harbor is now be- 
fore you, Will you it the undersigned officers and directors of the Oak- 
Jand Board of Trade to call your attention, and the attention of your committee, 
to a few facts in the interest of commerce. 

First. What has the work already accomplished done? It hasreduced freight 
charges from $5 per ton to $1 per ton on steamers, and 40 and 50 cents a ton on 
schooners between Oakland and San Francisco. It has enabled the lumber 
dealer of Northern California to ship lumber to all points in the State and Ter- 
ritories. Their schooners now unload direct into the cars on this side of the 
Ba avoiding an extra loading and unloading. It has enabled vessels with par- 
tial loads of coal to come to the wharf. The consumption of coai by d 
amounts to 8,000 tons per month, Complete the improvement of the harbor so 
that the largest draught vessels can come in, it will save to the consumers $50,000 
a year. 

In considering the matter of Oakland Harbor permit us to suggest the pro- 
priety of ever keeping before the mind the fact that Oakland is the terminus of 
overland railways; hence all the commerce between the United States and the 
ports of the Pacific, Sandwich Islands, Japan, China, Australia, passes through 
this gateway, hence has to be unloaded on this side and transferred on to the 
other side (and vice versa), where the steamers are obliged to anchor, owing to the 
fact of not sufficient depth of water to enable steamers to come songeae of the 
wharf and railroad track. Complete the improvement of Oakland rand 
you will reduce freight charges, extra handling, &c., on all the commerce of 
this country with the countries above mentioned. The growth of the United 
States traffic with these mentioned countries can best be understood by the state- 
meut that two large, powerful 3,000-ton steamers are plying twice a month be- 
tween this country and the Sandwich Islands; that two 5,000-ton steamers are 
plying to Japan and China semi-monthly; one 5,000-ton steamer running every 
thirty days to and from New Zealand and Australia. 

In addition to the steamers mentioned there is a number of sailing ves- 
sels in the trade. Three-fourths of the freight carried is freight destined to and 
from the Eastern States, a large quantity being agricultu: implements, ma- 
chinery, &c., manufactured in the States of Illinois, Wisco Ohio, and New 
York. In addition to the saving referred to—the producers of this State—the 
wheat shipments alone paying $240,000 last year for towage, towing ships up to 
Port Costa, Vallejo, Martinez, so as to bring ship and car together. If Jand 
Harbor had sufficient depth of water this cl e for tow would be avoided 
and the producer benefited. Many other facts could beadduced. We trust that 
the foregoing will suffice, and that not only in the interest of this locality and 
State, but in the interest of the commerce of the United eager which is wW- 
ing rapidly, you will render your assistance to secure the early completion of 
the work so well begun. 

In behalf of the Board of Trade, we remain, v 


E. W. PLAYTER, 
Chairman of Committee on Harbor Improvements. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. This increase I think is justified on the score of 
economy. It will enable every farmer to receive his lumber at much 
less than the present rate, and it is in the interest of the people of my 
State that this amount of $150,000 should be appropriated. I under- 
raoa the engineer says $250,000 can be economically expended during 

e year. 

I hope the Senate will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This appropriation was permitted to remain just 
as it came from the other House. Of course the merit of the increase 
was called to the attention of the Senate Committee on Commerce; but, 
in connection with that, applications were made for other increases for 
improvements in California, and the committee were called upon to de- 
termine what amounts could be increased there most properly, as well 
as to determine the amount of the increase. 

It will be observed that the committee increased the appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor and bay at Humboldt, Cal. That 
was done upon very urgent and special grounds urged upon the com- 
mittee. These appropriations being increased for California to the ex- 
tent the committee has increased them we thought the harbor at Oak- 
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land, having one-fourth of the amount of the estimate made by the 
Chief of Engineers, could safely be permitted toremain asit was. There 
is $63,000 still remaining from the last appropriation which is applica- 
ble to this improvement and will be added to the appropriation here 
made of $62,500. This is 25 per cent. of the estimate made by the 
Chief of Engineers. Of course it was not because we did not believe the 
harbor AR proper subject of improvement, but we thought the appropri- 
ations better be increased for the other places. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from California [Mr. WILLIAMS] to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. I move after line 556, of section 1, to add: 

And the said Pedee River, as far up as its junction with the Uwharie River, 
in North Carolina, is hereby declared a navigable stream and public highway 


and at least 40 fect thereof, including the main current, shall be kept open 
unobstructed. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I suppose that would be subject to the point of 


order that it is new legislation. : 

Mr. VANCE. Idid not hear the Senator. What is the point of 
order? : 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
the bill now. 7 d 

Mr. VANCE. Isuppose it can hardly be considered new legislation. 
The Pedee River is extending up virtually from South Carolina, and 
the nearer it gets up to the timber region of North Carolina the more 
importantit is to keep the stream free from obstructions, so as to secure 
the passage of lumber down the river in rafts. 

I hope the Senator will not insist on any point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that 
the amendment is legislation, and therefore not in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. On page 48, section 1, after line 182, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

For the improvement of the bar at Winyaw Bay, Georgetown, S. C., $50,000. 

In connection with that I ask to have read a letter from Captain 
Bixby, of the Engineer Corps of the Army, and I trust the chairman 
of the committee will not object to the amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES ENGINEER’s OFFICE, 
Wilmington, N. C., January 19, 1887. 

Sır: In compliance with the request in your letter of 10th instant to Messrs. 
H. Kaminski & Co., of Georgetown, 5. C. (forwarded by them to me), I make 
herewith the following statements as to the Sapeovonens of Winyaw Bay bar: 

his work was reported to Congress as wort! y of an expenditure of at least 
$300,000. (See page 1169 annual report Chief of Engineers, 1835.) Since Con- 
gress voted no money for any river and harbor works from the date of this 
report up to the 80th of June, 1886, this work was not under improvement at all 
during the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1886, and: consequently the Chief of 
Engincers was pd given any oppoeiai to say anything to Congress on the 
subject of this improvement in his annual report of 1886. 

You will see by this that the last time the Engineer Department had occasion 
to say anything on this matter they expressed themselves to the effect that the 
work was one of great importance and worthy of a large appropriation. I have 
every reason to suppose that the department is of the same opinion to-day and 
awaits the renewed action of Congress upon its last recommendations. 

I inclose you copies of my information circulars on this work, in which you 
will fnd my recommendations. 

My own individual opinion is, that two-thirds of the State of South Carolin. 
and considerable of North Carolina, will be benefited by this improvement; an 
that the settlement and development of the Santee, Pedee, and Waccemaw River 
basins will be hastened and assisted more rapidly and effectively by the open- 
ing of Winyaw Bay bar than by anything else that can be done with an equal 
sum of money spent in any other way. 

Were these river basins the private property of an individual or corporation 
of moderate wealth, the latter would, in my opinion, be consulting its own best 
interests should it spend $300,000 per year upon this work until the bar were 
opened to 16 feet depth at low water. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


It is new legislation, and it ought not to go into 


WM. H. BIXBY, 
Caplain of Engineers, U. S. Army. 
Hon. G. W. DARGAN, 
House of Representatives, United Slates, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. McMILLAN, [I raise the point of order that there is no esti- 
mate for the improvement embraced in the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a new item of appropriation, 
and is out of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Chair hold that it is subject to the point 
of order? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is anew item of appropriation. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I ask to have a survey of some small rivers. 
Tn section 2, on page 91, after line 90, I move to insert: 

Coosawhatchie River, South Carolina. 

Broad River, South Carolina. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to urge to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
line 71 of section 2, on page 90: 

Vermillion River, from Abbeville to its mouth. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. According to the line, that comes after a river in 
Massachusetts. There is no Vermillion River in Massachusetts. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What State is it in? 


Mr. GIBSON. Louisiana. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘ Louisiana” will be added. 
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Mr. GIBSON. I presented a petition from citizens of that part of 
the country this morning in favor of this survey. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the chairman of the committee to consent to an 
amendment, after line 650 of section 1 to insert: 


And for the improvement of Holmes Creek, Florida, 


I will state that Holmes Creek is a tributary of Lagrange Bayou. 
that it has been estimated for and reported on in a former survey, anı 
that asmall portion of this appropriation, as the report states, may very 
wisely be expended in removing some slight obstructions to navigation. 
It is a very deep creek, and a tributary of Lagrange Bayou, at which 
there is a ar e diture being made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the estimate for that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, after line 607, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

And for the improvement of Holmes Creek, Florida. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is no estimate for that, and I make the 
point of order. 

Mr. CALL. There is an estimate and a survey forit. This amend- 
ment does not propose to increase the appropriation at all. There is 
no doubt about there being an estimate. The facts are well known. 
There is a very deep channel. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to see the estimate. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Vermont ought to know about the 
estimates, and not call for them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is clearly not within 
the rule. The point of order is sustained. = 

Mr. CALL. On page 49, section 1, lines 195 and 196, where the 
item is— 

Improving harbor at Tampa Bay, Florida: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


I move to increase that amount to $20,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Thisshould not beincreased,I think. The com- 
mittee have given all the amount they thought ought to be given for 
this improvement with the others in Florida, and we have given them 
fair consideration and allowed them a good amount for improvements 
in that State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida to the amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL, On page 48, section 1, line 194, I move to increase the 
appropriation for ‘“‘Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fla.: Continuing 
improvement,’’ from $7,500 to $20,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The estimate there is but $20,000, and this is 
more than 25 per cent. of the estimate, which has been the rule acted 
upon by the committee generally. This item has not been decreased 
at all by the Senate committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. I move, on page 48, section 1, line 192, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘ Improving harbor at Cedar Keys, Fla.: Continuing 
improvement,” from $3,500 to $10,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The estimate there is but $13,000, and there is 
more than 25 per cent. of that sum given. The same rule is applica- 
ble here. We applied the same rule wherever we could. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr: CALL. On page 48, section 1, line 186, in the item— 

Improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Florida: Continuing improve- 
ment, $75,000— 

I move to increase that amount to $100,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘There were two improvements in Florida, the 
one referred to by the Senator from Florida, Cumberland Sound, 
and the other the improvement of the Saint John’s River, for which 
large sums were asked. The Saint John’s River appropriation was in- 
creased and the appropriation for Cumberland Sound was decreased to 
this amount of $75,000, and the same applied upon the Saint John’s 
River as being the improvement most urgently demanded at the present 
time; and it was done, as we understood, with the approbation of the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. FRYE. At his request. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly, as between the two appropriations, my judg- 
ment is that the Saint John’s River ought to have the larger amount; but 
I do not desire the appropriation for Cumberland Sound to be decreased. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The committee were of the same opinion on the 
merits of the proposition comparatively. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. I shall abandon any further effort, as I see itis useless 
to resist the committee. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 188 of section 1 I move to strike out ‘‘$65,- 
000” and insert ‘‘$150,000;”’ so as to make the item read: 


. Improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $150,000, 


Iwish to make a few remarks on that subject and call the attention 
of the Senate to a few facts that if they were considered would fully 
justify an increase of this appropriation. 

In another forum, as I understand, the one-quarter rule was applied 
to the estimate for Savannah Harbor, Georgia, which is $180,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the-estimate? 

Mr. BROWN. The committee usually allow 25 per cent. of the esti- 
mates. That is not a fairrule as applied to the port of Savannah, for 
this reason: Some six or seven years ago the Government ordered a sur- 


‘vey of the port of Savannah and of the river between Savannah and 


the bar, which is some 20 miles in length, with a view to get a channel 
22 feet deep. The estimate was made by the engineers. My recollec- 
tion is that it was about $1,130,000. Appropriations have been mada 
from year to year, generally $200,000 a year. The work has been 
pressed forward to a point where it is near completion, and it is being 
very much damaged for want of money to complete the job. This year 
it ought to be completed by an appropriation of $180,000, which is the 
balance of the original estimate. At the last session of Congress we got 
$150,000. The Senate voted us $200,000, but the 25 per cent. rule, as 
you remember, was applied, which cut it down to $150,000. 

Now, $180,000 will finish up the work in accordance with the orig- , 
inal plan of the engineers, some $200,000 having been appropriated 
annually for that purpose. The committee now apply the 25 per cent. 
rule to the last installment of the $1,130,000. Upon the same princi- 
ple that they appropriated $65,000, which the Senate Committee on 
Commerce have given us, increasing the House appropriation to that 
extent, taking that from the $180,000, I suppose another year they 
will give us only one-fourth of the remainder, for that will be the 
amount estimated for, to finish the improvement. 

What we really ought to have, and what ought to be appropriated, 
would be the other $180,000, which would finish the improvement in 
aceordance with the original plan of the engineers and give us 22 feet 
of water. But if there are only $65,000 appropriated a great portion 
of that will be lost by the delay of another year. It is great waste as 
well as great injustice to us. If we had the $180,000—and I am only 
asking now for $150,000—we should get within this year a channel 22 
feet deep from the city of Savannah to the bar, and the bar is 26 feet. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator how much was appropri- 
ated for this object in the first part of August last? 

Mr. BROWN. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much of that is left yet? 

Mr. BROWN. I donot know how much; but I know they have 
been very actively at work and expending the money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the work being done by contract? 

Mr. BROWN. The work is partly done by contract and partly by 
the engineer employing hands to do the work at certain places. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amount available there June 30, 1887, will 
be $152,943. 

Mr. BROWN. There is no question that the amount asked for now 
would be ed within the year, and it could be profitably ex- 
pended within the year. The engineer’s estimate is that it ought to 
be expended to protect the work already done. 

Now, a word about the importance of the commerce of Savannah. I 
will make a comparison between that and the appropriations made for 
some of the other cities. You have appropriated $300,000 to the har- 
bor at Charleston. I do not complain of that; I voted for it very cheer- 
fully, and was glad to see the spirit which was displayed on the other 
side of the Chamber in giving Charleston that amount. The proposi- 
tion is to give to Norfolk and to the approaches to Norfolk $125,000, 
and to almost every Southern port a larger amount than Savannah; 
end yet the annual amount of commerce that goes out at the port of 
Savannah is, in round numbers, $50,000,000 a year, and is double what 
it is at any other one of the Southern cities between Baltimore and 
New Orleans. 

You give the others $300,000, $125,000, and other large sums. I 
make no complaint of that; I vote for it cheerfully; but why cut down 
Savannah to $65,000 and leave this balance of the $1,130,000 estimate 
not completed, leaving the work in its unfinished condition, filling up 
with sand all the time and taking 50 per cent. of the amount when you 
make another appropriation to clean out theo ction that has gotin 
the way by not finishing the work? Why not give us the usual appro- 
priation and let the work be completed on the plan originally reported 
by the engineers? It seems to me it is obviously proper. Itseems to 
me it is just as compared with any of the other cities along the coast— 
perfectly just. As I have stated, we have a much larger commerce 
than any of them. Why should we be put off with half or one-third 
the estimate, and especially when the work has been carried as far as 
it has been and is as near completion as itis? Why take two or three 
years to finish up the little balance of the improvement? 

Not only the commerce of the State of Georgia that goes out by water 
goes out of Savanah, but a great portionof thecommerce of Alabama 
and of the commerce of South Carolina, on account of the arms of the 
Central Railroad extending into those States, goes out at Savannah, 
and a very large quantity of the commerce of the State of Kentucky 
and the State of Tennessee and the State of Illinois and the State of 
Indiana, and indeed the West generally, goes out at Savannah. They 
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send a great deal out for New York by that route, it being really a 
shorter route than any other, making allowance for the difference be- 
tween land and water, counting 3 miles of water for 1 of land. There 
is a very considerable commerce going out from the Western States 
through Savannah to New York and to foreign ports. 

Why is it that the West will not aid us in a contest of this sort? 
Here is a terminal point of one of the great Western connections of 
railroads. Why cripple it? Why give it one-fourth or one-third or 
one-half of the amount you give the other Southern cities that do not 
have that connection? Ido not think it is fair. I trust the Senate 
will not hesitate to give us at least $150,000 instead of the $65,000 
provided for in the committee’s bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Georgia must be well aware 
from his experience in the past that the Committee on Commerce has 
always regarded the improvement of the harbor of Savannah with great 
favor and has gone as far as it thought judicious in making appropria- 
tions for that improvement. In this instance, we think we have car- 
ried out the same policy. 

The House bill appropriated for this improvement $45,000. The 
Senate committee increased it to $65,000, an increase of $20,000. The 
estimate of the engineers as to the amount which can be profitably ex- 
pended is $180,000, and $65,000 is much more than 25 per cent. of the 
estimate made by the Chief of Engineers. The balance on hand on 
the Ist of November was $148,000 in round numbers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The estimate of the expenditure of these appro- 
priations runs to June 30, 1888. 

Mr, McMILLAN. We are making provision for that. This appro- 
priation is for that year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not see in the bill any appropriation for a 
given fiscal year. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This bill is not made for fiscal years. No fiscal 
par applies to a river and harbor bill. The amount unexpended on 

d applicable to this improvement is $148,000 in round numbers, to 
which the House of Representatives added $45,000, and we increase that 
appropriation $20,000, making it $65,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. Willthe Senator allow me to ask him whether he re- 
gards these reported amounts on handas beingactually correct; whether 
he has any information that enables him to determine that the amounts 
stated in the report that the committee seems to have made are actu- 
ally amounts which have not been expended or are not under contract? 

Mr. McMILLAN, I willstate to the Senator from Dlinois that these 
amounts may be charged with contracts which are to be carried out. 
The funds reported remaining on hand are certainly in the Treasury 
and not expended, although they may be chargeable with obligations 
which are to be performed, but the work has not been performed and 
will of course go forward in connection with that for which an appro- 
priation for this year is applicable. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the date of the report as to the amount on 
hand? Is that the amount on the 30th of June last, or the Ist of De- 
cember, or what date? 

Mr. McMILLAN. We have a communication from the Secretary of 
War, and also from the Chief of Engineers through the Secretary of 
War, which brings the date to the 28th of October. 

Mr. BROWN. The chairman of the Committee on Commerce in this 
case states that the House gave us one-fourth of the $180,000, which 
was the balance of the original estimate to finish this improvement, 
and that the Senate committee has increased that $20,000. That is 
true. 

I ask again, when shall we ever get through with this job if we di- 
vide the balance that is left every year and get one-fourth? Weare to 
get at this time $65,000, which is something over one-fourth, but there 
are $115,000 left, which will be the estimate next year to finish the job. 
Then I suppose you would yive us a fourth of it again, and the next 
year a fourth of the remainder. When do we get through by that pro- 
cess ? 

When the engineers have made an estimate to Congress for an im- 
provement costing more than a million dollars, and Congress has made 
an appropriation from year to year of $200,000 to carry it out, and we 
get within $180,000, and need every dollar of it to finish the job, why 
then apply the one-quarter rule to it, and take several years to complete 
it, leaving the work all the time that has already been done to be dam- 
aged and liable to be filled up? That is not the rule thatis applied in 
other’cases to other commercial ports, and I can not see the justice of 
applying it in this case. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amount of $180,000 will complete this im- 
provement. 

Mr. BROWN. Why not let us have it completed this year? 

Mr. McMILLAN. For the reason that this bill does not contain 
appropriations sufficient to complete the improvements embraced in it. 
There was no exigency in this case, no special features of it which 
seemed to the committee to require an appropriation of any greater 
amount in order to make it a matter of economy, or save that which 
has been appropriated heretofore, and would carry on the work of 
pt abil ie as fast, if not faster, than the other improvements going 

lorw: ' 

Mr. BROWN. Itis a notorious fact that a portion of the channel 


cnt out is filling up for the want of the removal of the earth in the way 
of the completion of the balance of it. If the balance of the job were 
done so thatthe tide going up and down could pass through it, it would 
be scoured ont, but as it is now it is filling up all the time, and every 


year will continue to fill up until the rest of the earth in the way is 
cut out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We find from the report quoted, on page 73 of 
the report of the Committee on Commerce, that the engineer says: 
Total amount appropriated for this work to date.......,..ciccscescseesseeceere bas Do 


Amount (estimated) required for Sopa of E Probes 


Amount that can be profitably expen 

So that, according to the engineer, if he had all the money now, it 
would take him until the Ist of July, 1888, to expend it—a year from 
the 1st of next July—and $180,000 is all that is necessary to complete 
the whole work. 

On the first of the year they had in the Treasury applicable to this 
business $148,296.65. This bill gives $65,000,I believe it is now, 
which, added to the $150,000, in round numbers would be $215,000 if 
this bill passes with the $65,000 to complete a work that the engineer 
says he only wants $180,000 for, and yet the Senator says—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. The $180,000 is exclusive of the amount on 
hand. 

Mr. BROWN. Why, Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Letmefinish my sentence. I seem to have struck 
adversaries on every side. When we get to arithmetic I suppose I may 
not be able to compute figures, and therefore am to be corrected by 
schoolmasters to the right and the left. 

They say they have $148,296 on hand on the 1st of November. This 
engineer’s report brings the thing down to the Ist of July, four months 
preceding this statement of the amount they had on hand. On the 1st 
of July, 1886, therefore, $180,000 was all that was wanted, and re- 
quiring two years from that time, the 1st of July, 1886, to the Ist of 
July, 1888, to expend it profitably, and that is all that is wanted to 
completeit, Of that money on the Ist of November they had $148,000. 
The committee’s amendment gives them $65,000 more, making $215,- 
000 in round numbers, and then the Senator from Georgia wishes 
carry that up still more. 2 

So it would seem that we are piling up money here for this object 
which, when it is done, as stated two years from the Ist of July—a 
good way in advance ordinarily in making appropriations for carrying 
on a government when we care nofhing about the people’s money, as 
we do not seem to do—in two years there is to be an advance, an excess 
of appropriation, when the engineer himself says that it will take to 
the 1st of July, 1888, to complete the work any way. 

Mr. BROWN. Is not the Senator mistaken about $180,000 being 
the estimate on July 1, 1886? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave read it. 

Mr. BROWN. We have made an appropriation of $150,000 since 
July, 1886. Weappropriated that last session, in August, and the esti- 
mate is, as I now understand, $180,000 still to finish the job. That is 
the condition of it unless I am very much mistaken. 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

Mr. BROWN. So that the Senator from Vermont has unintention- 
ally misstated it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let usseeif Ihave. This print of the report of 
the Chief of Engineers which is condensed and excerpted and put into 
the report of the committee is the regular report made I suppose at the 
beginning of this session. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here is the report of the Chief of Engineers him- 
self, This report is made to the”Secretary of War, and by the Presi- 
dent sent in accompanying the report of the Secretary of War. This 
is the report of the Secretary of War for the year 1886 and the report 
of the Chief of Engineers. It is dated the 28th of October, 1886, and 
it opens by saying: 

I have the honor to present for your information the following report u 
the duties and operations of the Engineer Department for the fiscal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1836. 

In that report, of which I have the original here, and the committee 
has quoted it correctly, speaking as of the 1st day of July, 1886, the 
Chief of Engineers states the case just as the committee has quoted it 
from his report. The amount named for the completion of the exist- 
ing project is $180,000. He has taken out of that the appropriation of 
$150,000 on the 5th of August, 1886, or taken out of the previous 
sum, so as to leave this balance as either of the 5th of August or of 
the 1st of July as they state it in this regular report, as $180,000, 
being all that is required to do the whole thing, and say that the 
amount which can be expended profitably in the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, is $180,000. 

So that was all that was estimated. Now, having got $150,000 still 
in hand, we are asked by the committee within just about six months 
after the of the last appropriation to appropriate $65,000, to 
which I do not object, and we are asked by the Senator from Georgia to 
increase that enormously, so that there shall be $215,000 to be ex- 
pended apparently, if you take these papers. They may be wrong, 
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but there they stand, with thestatement of the engineers that $180,000 
is all they want altogether. 

Mr. BROWN. e Senator from Vermont is certainly mistaken 
about this matter. I remember very well the estimates at the last ses- 
sion of Congress. The estimate was $330,000 to finish the projected 
improvement. Co’ at the last session appropriated $150,000, 
leaving $180,000 of balance still to be appropriated. The estimate to 
which the Senator refers wasmade up as the amount necessary to finish 
the improvement after the $150,000 appropriated at the last session had 
been deducted. That is the fact of thecase. I knowsomething about 
the appropriations which have been made, and several members of the 
Co: ttee on Commerce say I am right about that. I know I am. 

Mr. MILLER. As a member of the Committee on Commerce I wish 
to say that there is no possible question about the correctness of the 
statement the Senator from Georgia is making. Itissimply a question 
whether under the present condition of affairs we are prepared to ap- 
ponens $180,000 to complete the work or appropriate a portion of it, 
as the committee has recommended, and that is all there is of it. It 
is a very important work. The committee heard a committee of citi- 
zens of that town seeking it, and made this increase. There can be no 
question that the $180,000 is needed for the completion of the work. 
The only question is whether we shall grant the full sum or what the 
committee has recommended. 

Mr. BROWN. Ithank theSenator from New York for his statement. 
I knew I was right about it. 

The other statement with reference to the balance now on hand, I 
beg the Senate to bear in mind, was made as of the 1st of November 
last and not as of the 19th of February. A large part of that $148,000 
has been expended since that time. It is not now a surplus. 

Mr. MILLER. Itis under contract. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM, I simply want to say one word. I appreciate all 
that the Senator from Georgia has said in behalf of this amendment; 
and if it were the policy of the Government to make appropriations to 
finish works under such circumstances as he has detailed in reference 
to Savannah Harbor, I should feel like supporting the amendment. 
But I have a case in my own State which is very similar, and accord- 
ingly when I went before the committee insisting that it was economy 
on the part of the Government in a financial point of view as well asa 

accommodation to complete two locks in the improvement of that 
river, and that the amount necessary to complete the two locks should 
be appropriated at once, the committee gave me to understand that 
that was not the policy of the committee and of Congress at this ses- 
sion, but that the most they could do, in view of the large appropria- 
tion that would necessarily be made, even if they did that, was to give 
me a proportion of what the estimates were that were furnished by the 
Engineer ent of the Government. I submitted to that, and 
the bill is reported with that kind of provision in it, making a propor- 
tionate appropriation of the amount called for, and a very small pro- 
portion at that, for the improvement that I refer to, the Illinois River, 
the completion of two locks. 

It would be of very great service to the people of that section of the 
country if those two locks were completed this year, and I think they 
ought to be completed, and that Congress ought to make a sufficient 
appropriation to finish them up during the coming summer; but that 
has not seemed to be the policy of the committee or of the Senate so 
far, and as it is not, I feel that I can not support the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia, although I recognize the justice of the appro- 
priation as a proposition by itself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] to the amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce, 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected, being voted for by 
less than a majority of a quorum, no further count being demanded. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In line 1026 of section 1, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” I move to insert: 

Continuing improvement at Atchison, Saint Chae Fort Leavenworth Reser- 
vation, Arrow Rock, Kansas City, in Kansas and Missouri, and Omaha, Platts- 


mouth, Eastport, and Brownsville, in Nebraska and Iowa, under the direction 
of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment in terms was a part of the appropriation bill of last 
session; and no part of the money then appropriated by Congress speci- 
fying the continuation of work at these points has been expended, and 
no work there has been done or proposed by the Missouri River Com- 
mission. In that state of case a resolution was introduced and passed 
by this body calling on the Secretary of War for information as to why, 
as Congress had designated the manner in which this money should be 
expended, it was not done. 

The reply to that resolution is certainly somewhat remarkable. This 
commission undertook to sit in judgment upon the act of Congress. 
When Congress had declared what it should do, the commission gives 
the reasons why it ignored this act of Congress and repealed it and re- 
versed it. True, the same may be the result of the adoption of this 
amendment if that course is i It may be of no avail to all 
those hundreds of miles of river which I am seeking to protect. Weare 


told, I think, by some Senators or some of the committee that this mat- 
ter was disposed of summarily by the commission, and it may not be 
advisable to repeat the attempt at the exercise of the legislative power 
by the Congress of the United States, This was acknowledged to be 
just, because it met the approbation of the committee, or a part of it 
at least, during the last session, and of Congress itself because it was 
placed in the Jaw in these very terms. 

Now, it seems that when it was understood that this commission had 
resolved to repeal this act of Congress and be a law unto themselves, 
remonstrance was made at the War Department from the States of 
Kansas and Nebraska as to this distribution of the money. 

The Secretary of War, replying to the resolution calling for informa- 
tion, presents a letter of Major Suter, who is the Army engineer, and 
the president, I think, of the Missouri River Commission, in which he 
Says: 

In their last annual report the commission submitted an estimate of $1 pone 


mate including the co 
Saint Joseph, two of the places 


That certainly was a humiliating concession on the part of the Mis- 
souri River Commission, and from the chairman of the commission, in 
view of the fact that he himself had had charge of the work upon the 
Missouri River, in view of the fact that report after report for the last 
half dozen years or more by the Army engineers in their printed re- 
ports had detailed what work had been done and the necessity for the 
work; and yet Captain Suter turns it off by saying: 

aan and pas and estimates for work of improvement have been made 
for all of them in former years— 

I speak of this to show the necessity for this work and the neglect 
which prevails since this commission has had charge— 
and at all except Arrow Rock work on a small scale has been executed. From 
the best information available the commission infer that but little, if any, trace 
of such work is now to be found. 

They infer from the best information available that there is no survey 
as to some 400 miles of this river between Kansas City and Sioux City, 
bounding the States of Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, and Missouri, an im- 
portant part of this river, if importance can be attached to any of 
it, and then from such information as they can pick up they infer that 
this river commission, with apparently nothing to do during the last 
year, picked up this information, and then they drew inferences: 

The cause of such failure is to be sought in the utterly insufficient appropria- 
tions which were made from year to year, and which never atitwed work to 
be done of an extent and character which would insure permanence or effi- 
ciency. From these old reports and the commission infer that to do 
the necessary work at the various points enumerated in the act, exclusive of 
ee and Kansas City, would require from $1,000,000 to $1,500,000, besides 
a large addition to the present plant, amounting to probably $300,000 more. 

Now mark, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to this: 


To scatter the current appropriation in allotments to all the points enumer- 
ated in the bill would result in no good whatever, as the amounts would be 
everywhere inadequate to even begin the work needed. Under these circum- 
stances the commission deem that a literal compliance with the requirements 
of the act is impossible, and they have therefore decided to recommend the con- 
tinuance of work at Kansas City and Saint Joseph, two of the places enumer- 
ated, and on the general improvement of the river in the vicinty of Kansas City. 
At these points a good deal of work was done last year which needs extension 
and completion. ith the funds now available this can be done, and reasonable 
progress be made toward completion of the local projects. As regards the other 
points mentioned, the co: n propose to make, at once, such surveys as are 
epee and to submit plans and estimates in time for the action of Congres: at 

ts next session. 


I should like to know from the committee whether that has been 
done, as was stated in this report sent in by the Secretary of War: 


As regards the other points mentioned the commission p to make, at 
once, such surveys as are needed, and to submit plans and estimates in time for 
the action of Congress at its next session. 


I desire to ask whether that has been done. I call the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce to the suggestion of 
Major Suter in reply to the resolution adopted by the Senate. Ilesays 
in that letter: 

As regards the other points mentioned the commission propose to make, at 
once, such surveys as are needed, and to submit plans and estimates in time for 
the action of Congress at its next session. 

I suppose the committee have heard nothing of that. That is Major 
Suter, and that is the mode in which he answers his duty as an officer 
in the execution ofthelaw. Before that gets up, however, the Engineer 
Office here in Washington reply: 


In the opinion of this office the views of the commission are based upon sound 
principles, and its recommendations are believed to be for the best interests of 
the improvement. It would evidently be necessary that some plans for the im- 
provements at the localities designated in the act be decided upon before under- 
taking work, and such paa can only be properly designed upon the results to 
be derived from careful surveys. 


Now— 
On the other hand— 
Says General Parke, in charge of the ofice here in Washington— 


the terms of the act are specific, and it is questionable whether, upon the state- 
ments made by Senators PLUMB and VAN WycK, any deviation from its plain 
requirements would be permissible. 


One: would suppose not, if these engineer officers are law-abiding citi- 
zens, if they have reached that high point where they can carry out an 
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act of Congress. Suter says he disobeyed this law, and he gives the 
reason why; but General Parke, being a little nearer, within the reach 
of sound information as to obeying laws when they are made, says: 

On the other hand, the terms of the act are specific, and it is questionable 
whether, upon the statements made by Senators PLUMBE and VAN WYCK, any 
deviation from its plain requirements would be permissible. 

Yet it seems it was made. 

The subject is respectfully submitted for decision of higher authority. 

That was in October. Then Suter writes a longer letter on this 
matter, in which he undertakes to infer and argue why he should be 

itted to violate the law. He argues by inference in several ways. 

do not propose to read the whole of his letter, but in this connection 

I would somewhat like to know if this commission is appointed to pre- 

serve and protect the navigation of the Missouri River why is it neces- 

sary to expend the appropriation of last year, $375,000, and the ap- 

pimen of this year, $300,000, allat or near two points, Kansas City and 

int Joseph? I would ask my friend from Missouri as to the amount 

of trafic by water from Kansas City to Saint Louis. Are there ninety 

steamboats running between Kansas City and Saint Louis, and what 
is the river trade? 

Mr. VEST. There are two steamers running from Kansas City to 
Saint Louis larly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. As between Saint Joseph and Kansas City, what 
is running there? 

Mr. VEST. I can not answer very accurately. I think there is 
ov A Wide aata Tan iens a 

r. À m Kansas City to Saint Joseph they proposed 
to apply $375,000 last year, because they kept it all for that. I say to 
my friend, the chairman of this committee, the whole $375,000 of last 
year, which Congress apportioned in the manner I have designated, 
they spent on that portion of the river, and now you propose , 000 
more to be spent there; and in that connection I would state a reason 
which Major Suter gives besides the one I have already stated: 

It is proper to add here that the allotment for Saint Joseph is absolutely neces- 
sary to secure the work of last year, which could not, for want of funds, be ex- 
tended sufficiently to secure its safety. At Kansas City, in addition tothe 
local interests requiring protection, chan in the river channel, w: oc- 
curred last spring, must be met, or Kansas City bridge will be the head of nayi- 
gation on the Missouri. This work must not only be done, but be done promptly, 
as the season for possible work is nearly ended. 

That was last fall. ay 

In addition to the great local interests— 

So he mentions the same terms in regard to Saint Joseph—“ the great 
local interests;’? but there is not a word said about the great local in- 
terests from Saint Joseph for several hundred miles up that river to 
Sioux City—not a word about them. MajorSuter mentions these terms, 
showing that they entered into his reasons for the determination of this 
matter that there are local interests at Kansas City and at Saint Louis 
to be protected, and if this is not done the river will stop at the Kansas 
City bridge. Itwill stop thereinany event. Itis proposed to do noth- 
ing to protect this river. That is, it will be so in case Major Suter’s 
idea is carried out, because year after year this river is neglected, and 
it will be worth but little for that whole country for navigation if there 
is only a line of two boats running from Kansas City to Saint Louis. 

I supposed the object of this was to save the navigation of the whole 
river. Will the chairman of the committee tell me why you leave sev- 
eral hundred miles of river from Kansas City to the mouth and then 

jump over several hundred miles of river and commence at Sioux City, 
and then from Sioux City up $50,000 is appropriated. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Nebraska desires a reply to 
his inquiry I will state that he is mistaken in the character of the ap- 
propriation. The appropriation is for— 

Li edits ony es from = — so rece Rel Coes im- 
Fimits of. Saint Jopa and the head af Take OEY, ifin Gus fudigusens 6f the 
commission it be necessary. 

z Mr. VAN WYCK. Read on; $50,000 is appropriated from Sioux 
ity up. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The next item is for— 

Improving Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continuing im- 
provement, under the direction of the Secretary of War, $50,000. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely; but my friend knows there is no pro- 
vision made for the river between Saint Joseph and Sioux City for ex- 
pending a dollar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Nebraska understands the 
ib ier here it covers the whole reach of the river from the 
mouth. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. And your commission sit down and say there is 
not enough for the whole river, and they will confine it to Saint Joseph 
and Kansas City; and my friend knows it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is a matter over which the committee have 
no control. If the commission act in that way there is a way of rem- 
edying it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. How? ` 

Mr. McMILLAN. Either by a law directing them how to S 
if you think their judgment is not right or by abolishing the com- 
mission. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. We had a law last session directing them to pro- 
ceed, and did they obey it? 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senate can not enforce a law of Congress 
I do not see how the Committee on Commerce can. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then we ask totry once more, and we prefer that 
the Committee on Commerce should not justify law-breakers. 

Mr. McMILLAN. When the Committee on Commerce does that, 
or does san evar in that direction, the Senator will be acting properly 
in i at 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam now, with all due deference to the Senator, 
saying that Congress at the last session provided for this river from its 
mouth to Sioux City, and the commission met and the commission 
said ‘‘no,’? and here it is, I have tried to read it to my friend. ‘‘No; 
there is not enough; Congress doled out to us too little; we have not 
enough. We will confine this appropriation to Kansas City and Saint 
Joseph.” My friend knows that fact, doeshe not? Does not my friend 
know that the commission has provided in the face of this act of Con- 
gress how this money should be expended? 

Mr. McMILLAN, - I suppose they acted in accordance with the law, 
in accordance with the act of Congress. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No,sir. Did not the law provide that these 
points should have some benefit from this appropriation, I ask my 
friend? Did not the law distinctly name these points? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think that was left to the judgment of the 
commission. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Oh; no; in the appropriation these points were 
provided for. The appropriation was for continuing the work at these 
places; and I say now to the Senator—because he has not answered my 
question—after the law was and the commission had taken 
action on this matter they said there was not enough to provide for all 
the and therefore they Tongas it best to confine the expendi- 
ture to Saint Joseph and Kansas City. That left 700 miles of this 
river unprovided for. Does the committee justify that? Read Suter’s 


report, 
Mr. McMILLAN. Ican read the language of the last appropriation, 
so that the Senator can have the benefit of it: 


ep OTE COAT Work at Oran: AKAUN Aini TO Fork Laat: 
arein yaa Lieve ye ing at Kansas City, Pilattamouth, Brownsville, 
and Nebraska City, $375,000; to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, in accordance with plans and estimates to be furnished by the 
Missouri River Commission. 

That was the language of the last appropriation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, that is the language of the act; but I say 
to my friend that this commission does not put it on the ground that 
it is not necessary. This commission does not put iton the ground that 
they do not consider it necessary. They concede that it is necessary, 
but they say there is not money enough to go around. And now we 
come here and say that that river had no benefit from that appropriation 
of $375,000 last year. Now, I ask the Senator if he thinks it just to 
hundreds of miles of that river, the most important part of it, to let 
them go by this session without making some provision for the benefit 
of the commerce of that river. $ 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ithink the appropriation applies to the entire 
river from the mouth to Sioux City. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My friend says he thinks it applies from the 
mouth of the river to Sioux City. So it does in words; but the com- 
mission who have the disposition of the money say, ‘‘No, we will not 
expend it from the mouth to Sioux City.” They sitin judgment upon 
the act of Congress, and say they will not expend the money as Con- 

directs. They expend it from the mouth of the river to Saint 
Soon, and stop there. 

Then I ask my friend what is to be done with the other part? Your 
bill says, your committee think, Congress think, that the money should 
be used from the mouth to Sioux City. That is what I understood the 
chairman to say. That is the bill. This commission sit in judgment 
on Congress, and they say, ‘‘ We will take this money and spend it from 
the mouth to Saint Joseph only, and stop there, not reaching several 
hundred miles of river above that.” Is that what you mean? The 
Senator shakes his head. Itisnot whathe means. Itisnot what Con- 
gress means. 

The Secretary of War, I suppose, will have some regard for the law. 
Let us have it as we had it before, and abolish the commission; but 
when you know the Missouri River Commission passes its verdict on 
your judgment you allow the whole money to be distributed between 
the mouth of the river and Sioux City, and yet the commission say, 
“ We will stop at Saint Joseph and let the rest of the river take care of 
itself.’? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Does the Senator propose to abolish the Missouri 
River Commission? t 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No,sir; let the committee do that. Iam trying 
to get some relief. You made a solemn law to give it to us last year, 
and your officials defeated it, and they did not do it. They neglected 
three or four hundred miles of river which are being ruined along Iowa, 
along Kansas, along Nebraska. They have neglected it, and you sit 
by and see them do it. There is the reason the Missouri River Com- 
mission gave for doing this thing. They say Kansas City is of great 
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localimportance. Soitis; butno greater than other townson the river. | off $125,000 upon this appropriation an amendment was then placed 


It is the low bridge at Kansas City that makes trouble, and so of the 
low bridge at Saint Joseph; and so they stop there and say Congress has 
been niggardly. They wanted a million dollars from Kansas City to 
the mouth. gave $375,000 for the whole river, but the com- 
mission are supreme. They will not expend the money except where 
they please. They will do what they choose with the $375,000, and 
here are three or four hundred miles of river neglected and no powerto 
improve it. 

I call this matter seriously to the attention of the Committee on 
Commerce, and I supposed the chairman of the committee at least 
would feel that Congress had been improperly treated by this com- 
mission. I trust he will suggest a mode of relief. I have called his 
attention to it. He admits the necessity of this appropriation for the 
whole river. He admits that Congress supposed they had provided 
for it. They intended it should be taken care of; and yet this com- 
mission defies your authority and the act of Congress, and you propose 
to do the same thing another year. I ask the committee if they think 
creatures that Congress creates in the way of commissions can under- 
take to set at naught the acts of Congress. 

Ishould be perfectly willing in this connection, in order to relieve 
Major Suter and relieve this commission, if the committee would as- 
sert or this body say that they will appropriate $100,000 for the work 
which I have mentioned. If it is necessary that the local interests of 
Saint Joseph and Kansas City shall be taken care of and this river shall 
be so worked on as to injure commerce and destroy navigation for three 
or four hundred miles, sayso. You are asked to protect commerce on 
your rivers because to protect commerce is for the benefit of the country. 
Is there any sense or justice in leaving 300 or 400 miles of country sub- 
ject to the ravages of the river? I suggest to my friend if he thinksit 
necessary that Major Suter should overrule the action of Congress? 
Then at least protect three States and the commerce of many Terri- 
tories, protect them by placing in the bill $100,000 for the purposes 
which I have enumerated, so that there may be some attention to the 
river above Saint Joseph. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course the Senator from Nebraska de- 
nounces the Missouri River Commission for what it has done, and for 
what it has not done, too. When men make frank statements as to the 
facts of the case they are entitled to fair consideration. We ought 
either to carry out the recommendations of the Missouri River Com- 
mission and give them the necessary appropriations for that purpose 
or we ought to abolish the commission. We ought not to establish a 
commission to take charge of a great river and then disregard their 
recommendations entirely and give them a totally inadequate amount 
with which to operate, and then indulge in all this sort of rhetoric in 
abuse of them. 

After the Missouri River Commission was established and was called 
upon to say what it thought should be done with that river, it made a 
recommendation, the substance of which without reading it was this: 
That the only practicable way in which to treat that river, the longest 
upon this continent, and one of the most important, was to improve 
it by reaches, 10 miles to the reach, commencing at the mouth and 
going up, and that $10,000,000 would be necessary for that purpose. 
For the fifty years we have been systematically and persistently 
throwing away money upon that river and upon all our Western rivers 
by what are Tocal and sporadic improvements, $10,000 to this spot, 
$20,000 to that, and in each recurring spring-time the improvements 
which were commenced the year before were washed out and carried 
to the Gulf. 

I take my share of the responsibility for some of these appropria- 
tions. The House of Representatives would send to the Senate appro- 
priations put in by the respective members of Congress for their dis- 
tricts, and then would clamor that the appropriations should be kept 
in the bill at the hands of their Senators here. I do not intend to 
defend this sort of appropriations, but I speak what every Senator here 
knows to be the truth. 

When Major Suter, at the head of this commission, was called upon 
to make recommendations in regard to this river, in my judgment a 
more sensible and wise was never recommended and could not 
be found than the system he did recommend, to improve the river by 
reaches, and to abandon the theory of attempting to improve it in spots 
and localities. After the recommendation was made Congress disre- 
garded it. I have year after year implored and begged at the hands 
of the Senate to increase the appropriations for the Missouri River. 

It is now said that there are only two boats on the river from Kansas 
City tothe mouth. While the railroad system has to a large extent 
been responsible for this fact, the additional truth remains that Con- 
gress has refused to make such appropriations for the river as permitted 
any systematic attempt for improvement to be carried on. 

As to the complaint made by the Senator from Nebraska, what are 
the facts? The House of Representatives in the last river and harbor 
bill sent us an appropriation for the Missouri River, from its mouth to 
Sioux City, of $500,000. After the bill was reported by the Commerce 
Committee of the Senate to this body, under a procrustean rule against 
which I remonstrated and protested in vain, that appropriation was cut 
down to $375,000, But the Senate did not stop there. After cutting 


upon it pointing out certain localities on the river where the improve- 
ments should be continued. It turns out now in the report of Major 
Suter, which has been read by the Senator from Nebraska, that improve- 
ments were called for at points where there were no surveys or estimates 
at all. It had been four years since there was any improvement at 
Arrow Rock, on the Missouri. Improvements of great importance were 
being made at Kansas City and Saint Joseph. Iam not here to claim 
any special favoritism to Kansas City or to Saint Joseph because they 
are in the State that I represent or because I live at Kansas City, but I 
say now that with the commerce that Kansas City has and that Saint 
Joseph has, the one with a population of 50,000 and the other with a 
population of 140,000, they are entitled to the kindly consideration of 
Congress in legislating for the whole country and for all the commerce 
of the country. 

When the inadequate appropriation of $375,000 was made, and when 
the Missouri River Commission saw these points specified from Saint 
Charles and up to Saint Joseph, what were they todo? As honest 
men with public money put into their hands as trustees, they were 
either to take that $375,000 and throw it away, as much so as if they 
cast it upon the bosom of the river itself, or they were, if they could 
possibly do so under any sort of fair construction of the provision put 
in the bill in the shape of an amendment, to preserve the improve- 
ments already made and attempt to do the best they could with the 
inadequate money that was given. The work at Saint Joseph had al- 
ready p: to such a condition that unless continued all that was 
done would be absolutely lost. The Missouri River, the most difficult 
stream upon this continent to in one of its freaks had changed 
its current at Kansas City until, as Major Suter said, unless that work 
was continued the Kansas City bridge at that point would become the 
head of navigation upon the Missouri. 

Major Suter submitted this amendment to the Department for their 
construction, stating at the same time what was the absolute fact, that 
if he undertook to scatter the $375,000 along the whole river it would 
do no good at any point and would be absolutely throwing away the 
entire amount. On the other hand, he said by utilizing the $375,000 
at that point in preserving the works already done, and at the same time 
making surveys at the points which were named in the amendment, he 
would beable to make such use of the money as would be in the inter- 
ests of navigation upon the wholeriver. The War Department adopted 
that construction. 

How could any of this money have been used at those points where 
there were no surveys, where no plans or specifications been made? 
I can see very well how the commissioners could not have done any- 
thing else in common fairness and honesty than what they did do. If 
it is thought proper let the commission be abolished; but if it is con- 
tinued in existence let us give it enough money to carry out its own 
plans, and cease this eternal criticism and harping against the commis- 
sion because they are not able with the small amounts that we give 
them to do an enormous work which under the system they have here- 
tofore recommended can alone be carried out. 

Recurring to what I said a few minutes ago, I believe that these local 
improvements, if we abandon the general system recommended by the 
commission, will result ar Os throwing away every dollar that is 
applied for that purpose. If this hundred thousand dollars be given to 
be expended at eight or ten points upon that river the improvements 
will hardly make an impression at the different localities, and the 
money might as well be cast at once into the Gulf of Mexico. 

The only way in which the Missouri River can be utilized, the ay 
way in which it can be made a competing factor in transportation wi 
the great railroad system of the country, is by the expenditure of $10,- 
000,000, as recommended by Major Suter. ‘These infinitesimal appro- 
priations of one or two hundred thousand dollars from year to year, 
through the immense length of that great river, absolutely result in no 
benefit at all. All that the engineers can do with the amount which 
we give them is to attempt under the terms of the law to preserve the 
works at important points already commenced, hoping that Congress 
may hereafter in its judgment and liberality give enough to carry out 
the improvement systematically and earnestly. 

I know that in whatever I say in regard to continuing the improve- 
ments at Saint Joseph and Kansas City—as I live at Kansas City—I 
may be subjected to the criticism of desiring to improve localities in 
my own State. Three of the other points specifically named in the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska are in Missouri, 
and the citizens in those towns have written to me urging that money 
should be appropriated for those specific local improvements. I have 
answered them frankly,as I state to the Senate to-day, that in my 
judgment there is only one system under which anything can be done 
with that river; itis a systematic improvement by reaches; and until 
Congress adopts or permits the engineer commission to adopt that sys- 
tem we are wasting time and throwing away money in these sporadic 
and local endeavors to improve a river the most difficult upon this con- 
tinent to manage. = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment pro by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. PLUMB. Let it be read. 
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The SECRETARY. At page 82, after line 1026, insert: 
Continuing improvement at Atchison, Saint J h, Fort Leavenworth Reser- 
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of the ry of War. ; 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 17, noes 16; no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish the Senator from Nebraska would state to 
the Senate how he expects a different result to be reached in case this 
amendment should be adopted from that which followed the appropri- 
ations made last year. I remember when the bill was pending at the 
last session, on my motion the names of Atchison and Fort eC 
worth were inserted as points at which a part of the appropriation was 
to be expended. Disregarding what appeared to be the express pur- 
pose and intent and declaration of Congress, the entire amount, instead 
of being distributed among the different points named, was applied 
exclusively to the works at Saint Joseph and Kansas City, neglecting 
the other points that were equally entitled to consideration under the 
bill, and that Congress had named, : 

Now, the Senator from Nebraska simply repeats the language that 
was employed in the last appropriation bill. While I am ready to 
vote for the amendment, I am still unable to see how he fortifies or re- 
enforces his position. 

Upon this point the Senator from Missouri attempts to leave the im- 

ression on the mind of the Senate that the money was thus expended 

t year because, as he said, there had been no surveys made for the 
other points; that the Secretary of War in the exercise of his discre- 
tion did not feel justified in apportioning any part of the money to 
places where there had been no surveys made. There have been sur- 
veys made at every single one of the points named, and at the place 
where I live, Atchison, there have been $120,000 expended under the 
direction of the Missouri River Commission, for the purpose of pre- 
venting the depredations of the river on the bank by which the great 
bridge erected at that point and used by ten or a dozen railroads was 
liable to be cut off at its eastern terminus so that the river might flow 
ee the terminus of the bridge and the eastern bluffs of the Mis- 
Bou: 

It is the grossest misapprehension to declare that these are places at 
which no surveys have been made, and that the Secretary of War was 
justified in absorbing the entire amount that was appropriated by Con- 
gress in the bill, and that Congress intended should be applied pro rata 
among the points named, to Saint Joseph and Kansas City. 

I hayeno desire to speak in derogation of Kansas City or Saint Joseph; 
neither have I any disparaging remarks to make because they are in 
theState of Missouri; but it isa little singular that the State of uri, 
which is fortunate to have a member of the committee in this body and 
a very influential member of the committee in the other House, and a 
member of the commission also, succeeded in impressing their views so 
forcibly on the Secretary of War, made such a powerful presentation of 
their arguments that the entire $375,000 which was appropriated was 
expended at two points in the State of Missouri. 

There is no defense for it, and the statement of the Secretary of War 
in response to our resolution was a paltry subterfuge. It wasa pretext, 
and nothing but that. 

Kansas City is an important point; Saint Joseph is animportant point. 
Bat there have been surveys made at every single place that is named 
in the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, and that was inserted 
in the bill last year on his motion, and on mine, and on the motion of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

I have no doubt that with the same persuasive power that belongs to 
members of committees which have appropriations to make, notwith- 
standing the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska, the same 
process will be resorted to again, and these other points, not perhaps as 
populous, it may be not as commercially important, will be neglected 
to the ravages of thestream, because the State in which they are located 
is not so fortunate as to have a representative who can make his argu- 
ments as forcible and convincing as those from the State that received 
the benefit of the appropriation. 

‘Mr. President, all that Iowa, Kansas, and Nebraska want in this 
matter is fair play. They happen to be so unfortunate as to border on 
the Missouri River, a stream that, in my judgment, stands in more 
actual need of appropriation than any other river on the planet. It is 
a stream not useful for navigation. It has often been said to be a little 
too thick fora beverage, and a little too thin forcultivation; but it re- 
quires improvement simply because, in consequence of the movable 
quality of the stream itself and the friability of its shores, continual 
depredations are made by which great structures that span the stream 
are liable to be left inland. 

The talk about navigation between Kansas City and Saint Lonis is 
the broadest comedy. Now and then a little stern-wheel steamer pain- 
fully and toilsomely picks its way through the uncertain chutes of 
that stream, loaded with m ise for some of the grocery-keepers 
along the shores; but the talk about the navigation of the Missouri 
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here. 

The Senator from Missouri knows that there is no navigation there 
worthy of the name; that both sides of that stream from Saint Louis 
away above the States of Nebraska and Iowa are provided with ample 
railroad facilities that carry all the inward and outward commerce, the 
surplus production of the country, and all that the people there require 
for their own consumption. Above where the railroads terminate, 
from Sioux City up to Fort Benton, where the channel of the stream 
is not so tortuous, there is a little attempt at navigation. A fleet of 
steamers remain there the year round unable to get below in the larger 
portion of the stream on account of the obstructions in its channel. 
That is the only part of the stream where navigation exists, and that 
is where the least part of the io ape is made—only $50,000 
from Sioux City to Fort Benton; and the appropriation from the mouth 
of the Missouri River up to the point that is named, Sioux City, I be- 
lieve, is not made and not intended to be made for navigation. ` 

Therefore, all this talk about the predominant commerce, the great 
controlling commercial interest of Kansas City and Saint Joseph is not 
an argument to be made on this floor. It has nothing whatever to do 
with the commerce of the river. The money is expended to prevent 
the river in its depredations upon the shores from rendering the struct- 
ures that span it unavailable for the purposes of commerce. So I say 
that the talk about there having been no surveys and about the com- 
parative commercial importance of these towns falls to the ground. 
They are all entitled to consideration. There is a bridge, I believe, at 
every single point named in the amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
braska. I know there is one at Fort Leavenworth. There is one at 
Atchison. There is one at Saint Joseph. How many are therein Ne- 
braska ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is one at Omaha. 

Mr. INGALLS. And one at Brownsville? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, and at Plattsmouth. 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘These appropriations are made distinctly for that 
purpose, and unless they are distributed in accordance with the inten- 
tion of Congress and the amendment offered, those vast structures, ex- 
pensive and costly, and just as essential to commerce as the structures 
that cross the river at Saint Joseph and Kansas City, are to be ren- 
dered valueless. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are they railroad bridges? 

Mr. INGALLS. They are railroad bridges, every one of them, con- 
structed by authority of Congress by a special bill authorizing the con- 
struction. 

All that we ask, as I said before, is fair play, and not because one 
State happens to be more potential, either regarding its politics which 
happens to be coincident with the politics of those who have the dis- 
bursing of the money, or because it has greater weight and influence 
on the committee to overshadow the other points in these three great 
States that are exactly as much entitled to consideration as those of 
any other State in the Missouri valley. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 199) for the retirement and 
recoinage of the trade-dollar. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 3963) granting a pension to Henry P. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 4678) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased, late a private in 
Company A, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5171) granting a pension to Missouri Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 6162) granting a pension to Joseph M. Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 6423) for the relief of Mary Kaylor; 


A bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of Mary Tarbell; 

A bill (ir R. 6823) granting a pension to Peter P. Hoffman; 

A bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to Mary Parrott; 

A bill (H. R. 8355) for the relief of Sarah A. Jones; 

A bill a R. ei) granting a pension to Thomas Weekly; 

A bill (H. R. 8828) granting a pension to Giles Wright; 

A bill fe R. 9213) granting a pension to Mary Corbett; 

A bill (H. R. 9248) to increase the pension of Richard Foreman; and 
A bill (H. R. 9301) granting a pension to Joseph Jones. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles and re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 
A bill (H. R. 11199) for the relief of Thomas B. Nalle; and 
A bill (H. kR. 11300) for the relief of Charles H. Lee. 
CATHARINE F. ELLSWORTH. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (S. 
3107) granting a pension to Catharine F. Ellsworth, returned from the 
House of Representatives at the request of the Senate, 
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Mr. SAWYER. I move that the vote by which the bill was passed 
be reconsidered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose it requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iask unanimous consent, and then I shall move 
that the bill be indefinitely postponed, because the pension has been 
allowed at the Pension Office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the vote by which the bill 
was passed be reconsidered. The Chair hears no objection, and it is re- 
considered. 

Mr. SAWYER. I now ask unanimous consent that the bill be in- 
definitely postponed, as a pension has been allowed to the beneficiary 
of the bill at the Pension Office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. 


THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 
we JONES, of Nevada, submitted the following report, which was 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoin- 
age ot the trade-dollar having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 1, and agree to the same amended to read as follows: 

rin out all after the enacting clause, in sections 1 and 2, and insert the fol- 


g: 

“That fora od of six months after the of this act United States 
trade-dollars, if not defaced, mutilated, or stam if be received at the office 
of the Treasurer, or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in exchange 
for a like amount, dollar for dollar, of standard silver dollars, or of subsidiary 
coins of the United States. 
‘hat the trade-dollars received by, paid to,or de ted with the Treas- 
urer or any assistant treasurer or national depositary of the United States shall 
not be paid out or in any other manner issued, but, at the expense of the United 
States, shall be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined into standard sil- 
ver dollars or subsidiary coin, at the discretion of the jaw prone’ f of the Treas- 
ury: Provided, That the trade-dollars recoined under this act shall not be counted 
as of the silver bullion required to be purchased and coined into standard 
dollars as required by the act of February 28, 1878.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2. 


JNO. P. JONES, 
JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


8. 

JNO. P. HEMP. 

©. N. FELTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HAWLEY. WilltheSenator from Nevada explain what changes 
have been made in the bill as by the Senate? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. The only material changes made in the 
bill as passed by the Senate are that the subtreasurers of the United 
States shall issue in lieu of trade-dollars subsidiary coin as well as 
standard silver dollars, and that the trade-dollars retired and recoined 
shall not be considered as part of the purchase of bullion required by 
the silver-coinage act of February 28, 1878; that is, that they shall not 
be considered as a of the amount required to be coined under that 
act, which is from $2,000,000 to $4,000,000 worth of silver each month. 
Those are the only material changes made in the bill as passed by the 
Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, Mr. President, I was unable to subscribe to the 
conference i are It seems to me that the quantity of silver dollars 
coined has already reached as great an amount as ought to be author- 
ized by Congress. During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, there 
were coined 29,838,000 standard silver dollars. This would unques- 
tionably add to the amount to be coined within the next six months 
after the passage of this act not less than $10,000,000. There is no 
provision by which they can not be returned from China if they have 
not been stamped or mutilated, and therefore the amount that may be 
brought here for redemption may be much larger than $10,000,000. 

I have no sort of question if the policy had been pursued of stopping 
the coinage of silver dollars two years ago we should have brought sil- 
ver up to about the par of gold to-day. 

I desire to read a few sentences of what the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury says on this subject. All will admit the ability of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and that he has been in a position to know something 
about the subject upon which he treats. He says, in his last annual 
report: 

To go on as we are is the least creditable of all the courses open to our choice. 

The ‘Treasury silver purchase is poe by mabey; approved by nobody. 


It isa policy which, if now prolonged by our hopes, may easily be so pro- 
tracted thereaties by astute delays and dilatory roceedings and by the time 
taken for negotiation itself as to force an Asiatic silver basis for America. 

> * s s . Ld a 

To stop the purchase and coinage of silver is for this our local trouble also 
the first and beststep. To increase ourstock is to increase the difficulties of the 
Treasury, illegitimate and abnormal difficulties, which ought never to be im- 
pe Lanes the Treasury of any democratic government, and which ought not 
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metal could 


stop its depreciation, or relieve the depression of trade, or improve the money 
circulation, or call out into use for the employment of labor more of loanable 
Capial, or arrest tlio sarep in prices, then the Treasury trouble and the tax burden 
ve some o 


would 
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Mr. President, it is obvious that this measure is a very important 
step toward a single silver standard forourcountry. We have already 
coined over 250,000,000 of the standard silver dollars. Nearly two 
hundred million of those are now in the Department, and 
there are not less than $80,000,000 that are unrepresented by silver 
certificates. 

It is therefore obvious that there is no necessity for an increase of 
the number of silver dollars in the country. There is no demand for 
them. Then why ought we to increase the amount, as we do by this 
bill, to the number of all the trade-dollars now outstanding? 

Let me say that the expense of the transportation of the silver dollars 
alone is not less than $750,000 each quarter, amounting to $3,000,000 
per annum for sending and receiving the silver dollars. That is the 
statement by the book. 

I was willing myself to strain a point in order to get rid of the nui- 
sance of the silver trade-dollars. I never thought there was any legal 
or moral obligationon our part toredeemthem. They were made solely 
for exportation, and when made they were worth 3 or 4 per cent. more 
than a gold dollar. When they depreciated in value the owners of sil- 
ver bullion found that they could make a profit by getting their bullion 
coined into trade-dollars and giving them whatever circulation they 
could obtain. They did obtain some circulation on the part of those 
who had large numbers of men in their employment, and they were en- 
abled to pay them off at a cost of perhaps not more than 90 cents on the 
dollar. 

The whole arrangement for the obtaining of these trade-dollars and 
putting them into circulation was a fraud upon the Government; and 
when the proposition is presented to me that I shall not only submit 
to the redemption of the trade-dollars but say that they shall not be 
counted as a part of the bullion that we are to purchase monthly, I can 
not agree to it. 

If we redeem ten million trade-dollars the Joss on the part of the 
Government will amount to over $2,000,000. That is a considerable 
sum to pay for this act of liberality of ours. The trade-dollars as 
bullion would not be worth to-day quite 80 cents to the dollar, and 
therefore the loss will amount to about $2,000,000. 

But, Mr. President, I have no expectation of defeating the passage of 
this bill. However, I desire to place on record my objections toit. It 
isa us claim on the part of those who say that we are guilty 
of repudiation if we do not redeem the trade-dollars. No government 
in the world that has any coins issued ever redeems the coin unless for 
the purpose of recoinage where it has been worn; and there is some 
loss, of course, to the Government in such cases as that. 

I shall ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, as I was one of the conferees and agreed 
to this report, I have been inquired of by a number of Senators around 
me to state exactly what its provisions are. It enacts almost precisely 
the first and second sections of the Senate bill, reading thus: 

That fora period of six months after the passage of this act, United States 
trade-dollars, if not defaced, mutilated, or stamped, shall be received atthe office 
of the Treasurer, or any assistant treasurer of the United States,in exchange 
for a like amount, dollar for dollar, of standard silver dollars. 

Adding: 

Or of subsidiary coins of the United States. 

The provision of the House bill was: 

That for a period of six months after the hereof, United States trade- 
dollars, if not defaced, mutilated, or stamped, s be received at their face value 
in payment of all dues to the United States, and shall not be again paid out or 
in any other manner issu: 

The House conferees have agreed to the Senate provision that the 
trade-dollars defaced, mutilated, or stamped shall be received only at 
the offices of the Treasurer or some assistant treasurer of the United 
States in exchange for standard dollars, instead of being received in 
payment of all dues to the United States, perhaps at little local post- 
offices everywhere where the cost of transportation to the mints would 
be expensive, and our officials might not be able to determine whether 
they were mutilated, defaced, or stamped as provided for in this act. 
The House agreed with the Senate conferees that it is better that the 
exchange should be made by msible officers who hold our standard 
dollars and can decide properly all questions, instead of requiring every 
local official from a postmaster up or down to receive them and deter- 
mine these questions. : 

Then the House and Senate propositions as to recoinage are in almos 
the same words. Section 3 of the bill as by the House and sec- 
tion 2 of the bill as passed by the Senate each provides ‘‘that the 
trade-dollars received by the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of 
the United States shall not be paid out or in any other manner issued, 
but, at the expense of the United States, shall be transmitted to the 
coinage mints, and shall be recoined into standard silver dollars or 
subsidiary coin, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury.’’ 

As the two Houses had agreed almost in words to that, we adopted 
the House provision instead of that of the Senate, because the words 
“ subsidiary coin’? were used in the House provision and not in ours. 
ee difference between the House and the Senate was in the 
pro , which the conferees on the part of the Senate have agreed to: 

Provided, That the trade-dollars received under this act shall not be counted 
as part of the bullion required to be purchased and coined into standard dol- 
Jars, as required by the act of February 28, 1878. 
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The Senate bill required them to be counted as part of the monthly 
purchases of silver bullion; the House provision did not require them 
to be counted, and a majority of the Senate conferees agreed with the 
House conferees that they shall not be so counted. That is the whole 
bill as now agreed to in this conference report. 

Mr. GEORGE, How many trade-dollars are there to be redeemed ? 

Mr. BECK. Several statements were made before us, They gener- 
ally assumed that the probabilities were that from $7,500,000 to $10,- 
000,000 would be presented for exchange. TheSenator from Vermont 
places it at $10,000,000, and says that more may be brought here from 
abroad for recoinage; but as it is conceded that these trade-dollars have 
gone all over China and been stamped, branded, and marked as their 
own coin and adopted by them, and therefore are not to be redeemed 
or exchanged here, the presumption is that but a small amount now 
there will reach here within six months, even if there are some there 
not branded by the Chinese. 

It is said now by the Senator from Vermont, as it has been stated 
time and again, that they are not coins of the United States. I wish 
to state that they were issued by the authority of the United States. 
The counterfeiting of them was made a crime just like the counterfeit- 
ing of any other coin. They were made a legal tender in sums of $5; 
they were paid out to people for wages year after year, and if of late 
they have accumulated in the hands ofa few people, and perhaps they 
have, that is no reason why coin issued by the United States, and the 
counterfeiting of which is madea felony by the United States, and which 
was made legal tender to the amount of $5, should be dishonored be- 
cause the bullion of which it is com has fallen in valueas compared 
with gold in the markets of England for the time being. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The legal-tender quality was repealed, though, be- 
fore they were issued, was it not? 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon, a large amount, some $15,000,000, was 
issued before the legal-tender quality was taken away, and I think the 
Secretary of the Treasury had the discretion toissue or not afterward. 
He issueda very large amount after that quality was taken away, and 
many of those subsequently issued were placed in the hands of the 
people, and were paid to laborers for their wages, and all were issued 
by the authority of the United States; and under the discretion given 
to the Secretary to issue them, they passed, as I said, into the hands 
ofall sorts of people, and were paid out as wages year after year until 
they became dishonored. 

This question remains. It is said speculators have bought them up. 
Perhaps they have; I do not know or care. If they bought them at 
a discount they have held them for years, until I suppose that what- 
ever profit was made by taking them has been lost long ago. 

There are 420 grains of silver in each of them; there are 412} grains 
in the standard silver dollar for which they are to be taken inex 
There is far more surplus silver in the trade-dollar than will pay for the 
costof making the change intostandard silver dollars out of them; there- 
fore there can be no loss in that regard. We give astamped coin is- 
sued by us with 74 fewer grains in it than the coin we receive in ex- 
change, and get clear of the dishonor of having a repudiated coin of 
our issue outstanding. 

Then it all comes back to the question, as the Senator from Vermont 
substantially admits, thatthe men who seek tostrike down the standard 
silver dollar and deny that it is lawful coin, equal to our gold coin for 
all purposes, are opposed to this bill. Of course they are; the Senator 
from Vermont is one of them. He reads the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, who is also opposed to the coinage of the standard silver 
dollar. It may be that the Secretary is opposed to this or any other 
measure looking to the restoration of our silver coinage, but I am not 
going to discuss that question now, and do not quite see why his report 
is paraded before us at this time. 

We have been told ever since 1878, year after year, by our officials 
and others, that if the coinage of the silver dollar went on any longer 
gold would take wings and fly away, and that we should be reduced to 
a degraded singlesilverstandard; and yet, inthe face of all these gloomy 
predictions, official and unofficial, by men who desire to so limit our 
coinage and increase the burden of all our debts, public and private, 
as to make gold worth twice as much as it was before they destroyed 
the silver dollar, and thus enable the men who hold gold to buy the 
property of the people for one-half what they could buy it for if the 
standard dollar is allowed to do its share of the work in the world’s 
exchanges—in the face of all the pretensions of these false prophets, 
gold has not only not flown from the country, but we have more than 
doubled the amount of gold that we had in 1878, and thirty millions 
of gold came from foreign countries into this country in the last six 
months, as shown by the official reports of the Treasurer. 

Mr. President, all these pretenses have been falsified by the facts, and 
to-day, in the face of the great warlike preparations of Europe, the in- 
crease of their armies by Germany and France, the war footing on which 
Belgium and other nations are placing themselves by the increase of 
armament elsewhere, the people of Europe are moving in the direction 
of bimetalism and are protesting against the single gold standard in 
spite of the prophecies of evil that have been so lavishly uttered in this 
country and in all others by the owners of gold. 

Let me state one fact which I think proves our need for all the silver 


we can coin and issue certificates on. The national banks have, per 
force if you please, yet in fact they have, contracted their much-needed 
circulation $110,000,000 since the 1st day of November, 1883. In the 
face of the fact that over 30,000 additional miles of railroad have been 
built in this country, coupled with a large increase of our population 
and the increase of business from 1883 to the present time, which de- 
mands an increase of circulation of $110,000,000 instead of the con- 
traction to that amount, that contraction has been in fact made by the 
withdrawal of the national-bank circulation. These facts areall shown 
by the official reports of the Treasury Department. 

Now we are told that we must ‘‘stop the coinage of silver,” when 
we have not half the amount that France and othercountries haveand yet 
are maintaining it at par with gold—stop the coinage of silver, turn to 
gold, and gold alone, when, if the Senator from Vermont will look at 
the great report that was made last year by the English commission, 
com: of twenty-one of the ablest statesmen of that country, and 
laid before their Parliament, he will find the statement of twenty-six of 
the leading chambers of commerce and business men of the country, 
embracing the president and other directors of the Bank of England, 
all agreeing, with but two exceptions, that it was the destruction of 
silver coinage by England, by Germany, and the United States which 
has been the cause of nearly all, certainly of a great part, of the depres- 
sion of prices in Great Britain and of products all over the world. 

They prove that so long as France could hold her own, as she could 
against d’s monometalism, she was the world’s clearing-house, 
and no evil result followed from England’s degradation of silver; but 
when Germany in 1872 and 1873, after she had demanded and obtained 
a thousand millions from France, and when the United States, by an 
act that was discreditable to Congress, struck down the silver coinage 
of this country against the will and without the knowledge of the rep- 
resentatives of this people in order to support England in her effort to 
put all the property of this country into the hands of the bankers and 
the bondholders and the gold-owners of the world, France could not 
maintain herself alone. I repeat that the leading men of England 
who were called upon went before that commission and all but two of 
them asserted that the combination of Germany and the United States 
with England against silver coinage was at the botton of all the trouble, 
and that the only remedy was to restore silver to the position it held 
from time immemorial; that done, they all agreed that the depression 
of business everywhere prevailing would soon pass away. I hope be- 
fore this session closes to lay all these facts before the Senate, and show 
how we are sacrificed to the greed of England and her determination 
to build up her East Indian colonies by the destruction of our trade. 
I will only add now that I introduced a bill on the second day of this 
session, which has been pending before the Finance Committee ever 
since Congress met, demanding that we shall issue coin certificates 
without limit upon gold and silver deposited anywhere with the United 
States depositories. That committee has held it back until this time. 
I have demanded the consideration of it over and over again without 
success. Ifthe Senator from Vermont wishes to enter upon a discus- 
sion of the silver question, I serve notice on him now that he shall have 
a chance on that bill, and further, that if it is not reported back either 
favorably or adversely by Tuesday next, I shall move to discharge the 
committee from its further consideration in order to bring the bill be- 
fore the Senate, and then we can discuss the silver question in all its 
phases and bearings to his heart’s content. 

Mr. HAWLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will theSenator from Connecticut allow me to ask 
a question or two of the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly; I retaining the floor. I yield to the 
Senator for that purpose. $ 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky if these trade-dollars now are not simply bullion? 

Mr. BECK. I should say they are. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the bullion value of trade-dollars at the 
present market price? 

Mr. BECK. I do not know what the market price is to-day, but I 
suppose from 85 to 90 cents. 

Mr. MORRILL. Less than 80 cents. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then the effect of this bill is to pay the men who 
hold this bullion in the shape of trade-dollars 100 cents for only 80 
cents, 

Mr. BECK. They were worth 3 percent. premium at one time, and 
it was because of our own legislation that their value was destroyed. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I understand that for the trade-dollars 
which weigh 420 grains in silver nine-tenths fine we propose by this 
bill to give 412} grains of silver nine-tenths fine. I donot see that the 
United States loses very much by that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Four hundred and twelve and one-half grains 
stamped as standard silver is worth 100 cents. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. It does not cost anything to put the stamp 


on. 

Mr. BECK. Weputthe stamp on the trade-dollar as well, and make 
it a felony to counterfeit it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky another 
question. Do I understand him as saying now that persons who re- 
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ceived this coin in pa: tof wages, &c., have all probably parted 
with it as bullion, and it is now in the hands of speculators who have 
* bought it up as an investment at its bullion value? 

Mr. BECK. I do not know anything about who owns the trade- 
dollars, and I do not care. I know that the coin was issued as a coin 
of the United States, and that the United States received value for it 
asa dollar. We never parted with a penny of it at less. The people 
took it for wages. They believed it was a dollar, 

Mr. GEORGE. Have the workmen been able to hold this silver for 
the last ten or fifteen years? 

Mr. BECK. Ido not know whether they have or not. I do not 
suppose they have; but the value of it depends upon the authority 
given by the United States. Mere bullion never has the stamp of the 
United States uponit. The trade-dollar has, and there is where our 
obligation comesin. When we puta piece of silver coin in circulation 
with the stamp of the United States upon it, allowed it to pass ascoin, 
made ita 1 tender, and punished men who counterfeited it, if it is 
for any cause repudiated ought we not to take it back and give some- 
thing else in ex ge for it that has the stamp of our authority and 
will pay the debts of the holder? That is all we propose to do. 

The intrinsic value of the greenback is nothing but the paper and 
the print upon it. Its real value is our stamp and our authority that 
we will pay for that piece of paper a standard silver dollar that will 
pay all the debts of the United States, and all the debts of every State 
and every municipality, and of every private individual in the country, 
and is a legal tender for all p For years the standard silver 
dollar was not a legal tender for more than $5. : 

Mr. MORRILL. The United States never issued a dollar of this 
money. It was all coined for those who carried the bullion to the 
mint and paid for the coinage. So the Government never issued a 
dollar of it. 

Mr. BECK. I said that the United States received dollar for dollar 
for all that through its hands. It did receive it in payment for 
years. b it was issued originally to other people, the Govern- 
ment received it and paid it out as a dollar to everybody who took it. 
That is what I said. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Government paid it ont to the men who 
brought the bullion to the mints to be coined, and those men paid the 
mints for the coinage. The Government of the United States merely 
allowed its mints to be used for this p 

Mr. BECK. The Government does that with gold bullion to-day, 
and always has done; and is gold not when paid out by the United 
States because it was originally coined for somebody who brought his 
gold bullion and took the coin? Is that to be the argument? The 
gold bullion is treated now, and always has been, just as the trade- 
dollars were treated when originally coined; but when the gold coin 
came back into the Treasury of the United States, or when trade- 
dollar came back into the of the United States, the United 
States paid it out again—it paid out the trade-dollar just as it paid the 
gold coin that was coined for other people. 

Mr. MORRILL. A very different thing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am not quite willing that the ar- 
gument of the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] 
shall pass as representing the views of those who are opposed to the 
present plan of coining silver. LIobjecttoit. I thinkitis a mistaken 
policy. I think it is driving us on toward a le standard, and that 
the silver standard. That I sincerely believe; but there I part com- 
pany with him. He never has been in favor of red the trade- 
dollar in any form, while to me it seems a question of national honor. 
We did not stamp upon it ‘‘not to be circulated in the United States,” 
We called it a trade-dollar of the United States. We put in it 7} 
more grains of standard silver than we have in what we call the legiti- 
mate dollar. We sent it out into the world. We paid it out. Fora 
time we made it a legal tender; then we withdrew our sanction from 
it, and now the dollar that is worth about 2 per cent. more in bullion 
than the standard dollar is depreciated to the extent of 20 per cent. I 
think it is a very discreditable position for the nation to occupy. 

But I do not desire tocomplicate this atall. I would avoid complicat- 
ing it with the discussion of the general silver question, because I am 
happy to believe that a large majority of the Senate is willing to re- 
move what I consider a national reproach and provide for a redemption 
of this dollar. I would rather deduct the recoinage of this dollar from 
the coinage of $2,000,000 a month of silver bullion; but that is not 
an essential point at all. Those of us who take the view held by the 
Senator from Vermont that the present policy is unwise lose nothing 
by the of this bill save that by recoinage we add the few mill- 
ions of trade-dollars to the number of standard dollars. 

I am glad of the opportunity to vote for the conference re 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I am paired upon this bill with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], who is absent, and therefore 
I shall not be able to record my vote; otherwise I should vote against 
the acceptance of this report solely for the reason that it addsso much to 
the bullion which is to be converted into silver dollars. I should bein 
favor of the redemption of the trade-dollar, and would vote for this bill 
were it not for that provision, , 

I do not think the United States can complain very much that every 
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dollar of this transaction takes about 20 cents out of the Treasury, for 
the United States has been in that business with all its citizens for a 
good many years, and has drawn somewhere about 20 cents out of the 
citizen in every piece of bullion which it has turned into a dollar to 
the amount of some $200,000,000. So the United States‘ has no busi- 
ness to complain that the citizen gets back in about $10,000,000 of it 
about what the United States has been taking out of the citizen for the 
last six or eight years; but it adds to the amount of bullion to be turned 
into silver dollars at this time, which, in my opinion, is a peril, and for 
that reason I would vote against it. 

It is, as the Senator from Connecticut says, due to the good faith of 
the Government that the trade-dollars be taken by the Government 
back again and made into silver dollars of the standard, but not to in- 
crease the volume of silver in the Treasury, as it will so much each 
month. You are adding to the $2,000,000 ofsilver which the law now 
requires shall be coined into silver dollars every month. If it were not 
for that, if the trade-dollars were a part of that two million and did 
not increase it, I should be glad to vote for the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to say a word in reference 
to this conference report, as I intend to vote in favor of it. 

This trade-dollar question is one that has been in the Senate formany 
years. I was one of those in the Finance Committee who originally 
doubted the e iency of redeeming these coins, believing that that 
question should be relegated to the people who had in one way oranother 
taken them. But the public sentiment of the country seemed to favor 
the redemption of these coins by the Government of the United States 
because it had pledged its faith that these coins should pass as dollars. 
They were coined at our mints as dollars; they were coined as other 
coins were coined from 1873 to 1876. Then the United States withdrew 
from these coins the legal-tender quality, and after that time very few 
of them were coined. 

Mr. INGALLS. How many were coined in all? 

Mr. GEORGE. In 1876, did the Senator say? 

Mr. ALLISON. In 1876 the legal-tender quality of the trade-dollar 
was taken away. 

Mr. GEORGE. Eleven years ago. 

Mr. ALLISON. Eleven years ago. There were coined in all about 
thirty-six or thirty-seven millions of these dollars. They were coined 
at the mints of the United States chiefly for exportation to China. 

Mr. INGALLS. Where they are now. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is estimated that from seven to ten millions of 
them are now in this country, and the remainder of them are in China. 
They are stamped in China, as is supposed, by their usual method of 
stamping silver coins, and therefore it is not supposed that these coins 
will be returned to the United States, so that this bill provides for the 
redemption of such coins as may now be in our country. 

Mr. INGALLS. And the estimated amount of them is about $7,000,- 
000 or $8,000,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. From $7,000,000 to $10,000,000. I think that part 
of the discussion has passed away. 

The Senate at its last session on the resolution known as the 
Morrison resolution by a vote, if I remember right, of 32 to 30, an amend- 
ment declaring that these coins should be redeemed, and should be re- 
deemed at par, by the Government of the United States; and the Senators 
who voted for that amendment were chiefly Senators from the Eastern 
States in sympathy with the views just expressed by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] that the Government of the United States 
was bound in honor to take care of these coins. 

In obedience to that sentiment, the Committee on Finance at this 
session reported back the bill, which was sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, providing for the redemption of these coins, and providing also 
that $500,000 a month for those redeemed should be taken out of the 
bullion fund, so-called, of $2,000,000 a month. That bill passed this 
body without a division, no Senator on either side of the Chamber ex- 
pressing any particular view upon the question of the trade-dollar; but 
all voted for that bill. So we may say, so far as our public record is 
concerned, that every Senator on this floor voted in favor of the prin- 
ciple of redeeming these trade-dollars, and therefore I regard myself as 
foreclosed, not only by the vote of the Senate last year but by the 
eral prevailing public sentiment of the country, from voting pa to 
this bin as it now stands or as it originally the Senate. 

Now, what is the conference report? It issimply that ae 
which deducts $500,000 a month from the bullion fund shall not pre- 
vail. In other words, if this bill shall pass now, as the conferees have 
presented it to us, there will be at the end of a year from the 
of this act just six million silver dollars in the country more than there 
would be if the Senate bill had passed the House, as we passed it, 
unanimously. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let me ask my friend if it would not be just the 
amount of trade-dollars redeemed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all, because our Senate bill originally pro- 
vided that we should redeem every one of these trade-dollars that 
we should issue standard silver dollars in lien of them, except that we 
should take $500,000 a month from the bullion fund. Now we repeal 
that $500,000 a month clause, which simply leaves the only question 
for us to consider whether or not this country is going to everlasting 
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ruin in one year from this time by the admission of six million silver 
dollars. That is the only point now before us for consideration. 

Without expressing at this time any opinion on the policy or im- 
policy of the original act of 1878, or the policy or impolicy of repealing 
it, Ido not believe that the addition of $6,000,000 to the silver coin- 
age of the United States in a year will be a material question in our 
finances. I do not believe that that little addition will break the 
camel’s back. If it is to be broken, itis not to be broken by $6,000,000 
a year. - 

That is the only question there is here; and so believing, and think- 
ing that this is not a material point with reference to the amount of 
silver thatis to be thrown into circulation, with reference to this report, 
over and above the amount provided for in the Senate bill, I shall vote 
for the conference report. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I have ever believed that the 
honor of the Government has been pledged to the redemption of the 
trade-dollar. I think the very act which made legal tender of the sil- 
ver dollar made the trade-dollar one of the coins of the United States. 
It is mentioned in the act as a coin of the United States. Upon the 
strength of that law the coin went into circulation; it circulated as a 
dollar in common with the standard silver dollar, and until Congress 
passed a law taking away from it its legal-tender quality the trade- 
dollar circulated as a dollar. It was paid out very largely to laborers 
and to those who knew not the difference between the trade-dollar and 
the standard silver dollar. For that reason I have been in favor of re- 
deeming it, whether in gold dollars, in currency, or in standard silver 
dollars; it made no difference to me how it was redeemed. Iam to- 
day in favor of redeeming it. 

I have ever voted in committee and in the Senate in favor of making 
the trade-dollars redeemed a part of the $2,000,000 of bullion per month 
which under the law we purchase and coin into silver dollars; but we 
have been beaten upon that proposition every time. I now favor the 
adoption of the conference report. I am perfectly willing to add 
$6,000,000 more to the currency of this country if by that means we 
can get rid of this ever-perplexing question of the trade-dollar, 

I have not favored an increased coinage of silver. I have favored 
the suspension of the coinage of the silver dollar for the reason that I 
believed that to be the only mode by which we could get an interna- 
tional conference and an agreement between nations by which silver 
coinage might be safely and properly continued. We have, however, 
been unable to do that, and the Government of this country seems to 
be committed absolutely to the policy of a continued coinage of the 
silver dollar. 

There is another reason which prompts me somewhat at this particu- 
lar time in saying that I will vote for this report, and it is that ina 
very short time we are to be troubled with a large surplus in the 

for which there is no possible use; and further than that, 
we have reduced the circulation of the country very greatly by the pay- 
ment of the 3 per cent. bonds, in that way displacing a certain portion 
of the national-bank circulation. By these means, the time may come 
in the not far-distant future when the people of this country will not 
have any more circulating medium than they need. 

At this time I am ready, for the purpose of getting rid of the trade- 
dollar, to increase the silver coinage to the extent provided under the 
bill as reported by the conference committee. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Mississippi asked me a question which 
I can answer now by the report of the Director of the Mint. There 
were 15,161,000 of the trade-dollars coined and in circulation when 
the act.of 1876 was passed making it no longer a legal tender. They 
were coined at the mints afterward by permission of the Secretary of 
the without any sort of attempt to see that they were sent 
out of the country, so that they were circulated to whomsoever saw fit 
to circulate them and went into the hands of the wage-workers of the 
country. 

Mr. GEORGE. Was the commercial value of these dollars at the 
time of the repeal of the legal-tender quality 103 cents ? 

Mr. BECK. No; I can not answer as to the exact figure, but the 
value of bullion began to fall very soon after Germany and the United 
States demonetized silver and the Latin Union could no longer main- 
tain both metals. How much it had fallen at that time I can not tell. 

When I was on the subcommittee we had before us a gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Hawkins, who represented those people, who embodied 
the history of all the laws on the subject and gave us an exact state- 
ment of all the facts. I desire to have it go in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The paper is as follows: 


THE REDEMPTION OF THE TRADE-DOLLAR—THE LAW UNDER WHICH IT WAS 
ISSUED. 

I desire to call your attention to the law in relation to trade-dollars, namely: 

By Chapter CXXXI of the laws of 1873 (see volume 17, page 424) en- 
acted as follows: 

“Sno. 15. That the silver coins of the United States shall be a trade-dollar, a 
half-dollar or fifty-cent piece, a quarter-dollar or twenty-five-cent piece, a dime 
or ten-cent piece, and said coins shall be a legal tender at their nominal value 
for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment,” 

Tke act of which this is i ses was approved by the President, and became a 
law of the United States, February 12, 1873. There is not a word in the statute 


d act, the United States Mint, between July 12, 
trade-dollars. 


1878, and Au, 1, 1876, coined 15,631,000 of these (See Report of 
Director of the Mint as to trade-dollars from 1873 to 1879, rere? Every one of 
these 15,631,000 trade-dollars was "a legal tender for any amo’ not exceedin 


$5 in any one payment,” and, like the small silver coins described in section 15, 
could be used to the extent of not exceeding $5 as a legal tender inany payment, 
public or Pept mend in the United States. 

When Government issues & coin, and by act of Congress makes it a legal 
tender, the quality of legal tender can not be taken away from said coin with- 
out ing it, except by repudiation. The faith of the Government resides 
in the coin just as fully as it resides in a bond when the Government issues its 
bond. No government can repudiate without world-wide Even if 
the Government becomes bankrupt it must take its coins in payment of dues to 
itself at the nominal value at which it issued them. 

The courts have repeatedly decided that a bank, even if insolvent, must re- 
ceive its own bills at par in payment of dues to itself. The Supreme Court of 
the United States have repeatedly rendered a similar decision in relation to the 
cae coupons made, when issued by the State of Virginia, receivable for 


es. 

If the United States could be directly sued, the same court would undoubt- 
edly enunciate the same law of honesty and good faith as to the United States 
that it declares as to individuals and banks and States. 

ae by the Government is so great a national disgrace that the courts 
would hesitate long, and seek every other possible interpretation of the law, 
before they would accept thatof repudiation, They would require repudiation 
to be expressed in the statute in the clearest and most unequivocal and una- 
voidable terms before they would give to the statute that disgraceful interpre- 


tation. 
Under the act of 1873 the coi: of trade-dollars was, like the coinage of gold 
and the co’ the standard dollar before said act, free and unlimited. Days 
Posy was at liberty to bring to the mint nr amount of silver bullion, and on 
paying the coi charge have it, like gold bullion, coined into trade-dollars 
and delivered to for use as lawful money. If the Government can honestly 


repudiate these trade-dollars, it can repudiate every coin it issues, 
HOW THE TROUBLE AROSE AS TO THE TRADE-DOLLARS, 


No statute has ever been enacted that in terms or by just implication takes 
away from the 15,631,000 trade-dollars Goined before August, 1876, the legal-ten- 
der quality given to them by said section 15 of the act of July 12, 1873. 

But what been done as to the trade-dollar is, that on July 22, 1876, after 
said 15,631,000 trade-dollars had been coined and issued, Congress passed a joint 
resolution, the second section of which is as follows: 

“Sno. 2. That the trade-dollar shall not hereafter be a legal tender, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to limit from time to time the 
coinage thereof to such an amount as he may deem suflicient to meet the export 
demand for the same.” 

The resolution as it passed the House had nothing in it about the trade-dollar. 
This section was inserted in the Senate, though it did notseem to be understood 
or its propriety or impropriety comprehended. But it has caused the Treasury 
Department to repudiate all trade-dollars, both those coined before the date of 
the resolution as well as after, and thus brought upon the Government as to the 
15,631,000 the ‘ of repudiation. 

This is a joint resolution, not a statute. 


THE PROPER INTERPRETATION OF THE RESOLUTION. 


It in terms, mogn awkwardly, seems to limit itself to the hereafter-issued 
trade-dollars, not theretofore-issued trade-dollars, If the intention of the 
resolution was to repudiate the trade-dollars theretofore issued, to demonetize 
them, and to reduce them from money with limited legal-tender quaility to mer- 
chandise with no legal-tender quality whatever, it would have omitted the word 
“ .” The word “hereafter” has no proper function or ing in the 


meaning 
resolution except to indicate that a did not intend to affect or to change 
anything al lar already issued. When this section 


i one or the trad btm 
was inserted by the Senate, had any Senator suggested that it would cause re- 
agape the Senate would probably have either withdrawn it or so modified 
t as to preclude such a construction. 

issued from the Mint, including the whole month of July, 

-tender trade-dollars.' These dollars would remain for all 
er in this country to the same extent as when issued till by 
clear, tive, unavoidable enactment they should be repudiated; that is, the 
bay geen uality without any compensation simply en away from them, 

‘he remaining clause of this section 2, namely, “The Secre! of the Treas- 

ury is hereby authorized to limit from time to time the coinage thereof to such 
an amount as he may deem sufficient to meet the export demands for the same,” 
indicates, though imperfectly, that in the first clause of the section the w: 
“shall not hereafter be a 1 tender” were intended only to apply to the trade- 
dollars thereafter coined, Nota word in the statute of 1873 creating them indi- 
cates any use other than domestic use. Thereis no authorized statement of any 
other use until thisresolution was passed. Butall coined after the resolution of 
July 22, 1876, were by the terms of that resolution intended, not for domestic 
use, but only for export; hence the propriety of the provision, “shall no there- 
after be a legal tender.” 

If this phrase refers to those previously coined it is repudiation, for they were 
a legitimate coin money of the United States. Those thereafter coined being 
only for export, they were merchandise, not mony and they were intended by 
the Government to have no domestic money function; and if the resolution had 
been promptly and strictly complied with by the Treasury Department they 
would have had none. 


ACCORDING TO PRECEDENT, HOW SHOULD THE GOVERNMENT GET THEM OUT OF 
THE WAY? 


When even a foreign coin has by Jaw been made a legal tender and the Goy- 
ernment for any reason to take that quality away from such coin, it does 
not do this by repudiation or simply declaring it not a legal tender, but by call- 
ing it in and it at par, and givin the people reasonable time to send 
it tic the Treasury forredemption. Then it isrecoined before being again issued. 
(See act of February 9,1793,sections 2 and 3, where the statute fixed this time at 
three years, and required the President to issue a proclamation.) 

Numerous acts have been passed taking away the legal-tender quality after 
a certain date from foreign coins circulating here, but always with redemption 
and s reasonable time for ntation. 

By the act of February 21, 1857, foreign silver coins, though so worn as to be 
of light weight, were for two years redeemable at par at the Mint in exchange 
for minor coins. Thistime wason March 3, 1859, extended to February 21, 1861, 
or two years more, making four years in all. Our Government, if acting intel- 
ligently, would certainly treat its own coin with at least as good faith as it has 
heretofore treated foreign coins circulating here by its authority. It has never 
repudiated such foreign coins, but has repeatedly redeemed them and given the 
poe reasonable notice to present them for redemption, so that no one need 

ose an ng unless from his own carelessness in not heeding the notice. 

In order to stop their circulation it redeems the 3-cent coin and 5-cent silver 


Government 
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piece at their nominal value, and also worn and light-weight gold and silver 


England has repeatedly redeemed objectionable coin. In 1548, under Edward 
VI, her shillin; me of ye weight and extensively counterfeited, and she 
called them all in, redeemed them at par, and gave the people one year three 
months and twenty days to bring them in. 

In 1696 the silver coin became greatly worn and clipped, and William III, 
under an act of Parliament, at a cost of £1,000,000, redeemed the current coin 
“at the same rate or value as if such moneys were unclip; or undiminished.” 
During the financial straits resulting in England from the French Revolution, 
silver became so scarce that S ollars were stam at the Bank of Eng- 
land with the king’s head, and issued as legal coin. ere was a profit in this, 
and private parties obtained 1 uantities of Spanish dollars, counterfeited 
the stamp, aod pot them in circulation. 

On learning this the government stopped their circulation, and redeemed at 
par these stamped Spanish do from all parties who had taken them, 
whether the stamp was genuine or counterfeit. It did this because, though in- 
nocently, it had made it ble for individuals to put in circulation the dollars 
with the illegal stamp. In 1803 she demonetized five-shilling dollar, gave 
reasonable notice, and called them all in and redeemed them at par. 

England has never repudiated her own coin; hence the credit of English 
money. All other European governments receive all their own coin at at 
oe $hab prom they wish to remove it from use or deprive it of its legal- 

ender quality. 

If our Government had stopped the coinage of trade-dollars on July 22, 1876, 
or had changed the face or even the date of all coined that year aker that day, 


ution, there would be some legality in refusing these last. But 
instead of that the Government went right on steadily coining them through 
the remaining five months of 1876, just as though no resolution had been passed, 
and it issued to the oie in those five months 2,975,200 more trade-dollars, not 
one of which could istinguished from those coined in 1876 before the date 
of the resolution. 

The Government itself having made this confusion, and thereby led the peo- 
ple to accept all trade-dollars up to the end of 1876 as legal- r money, is 
now by a well-known Lies of law, bound to protect the citizen from loss 
in having acce any of said trade-dollars. 

This makes 15,631,000 plus 2,975,200, equal to 18,606,202 trade-dollars coined and 
issued with the said legal tender quality ; andso many of these asare still in ex- 
istence the Government, in common honesty, is l y bound to receive as le- 
gal tender at least to the amount of $% in any one payment, unless it sets itself 
up as hy “pater rupudiation is not to be sup; or imputed to it. But the 
Treas partment, under the inexact wording of the resolution, feels con- 
strained to set up repudiation, and has done it, 


THE FACTS AS TO THOSE COINED AFTER 1876. 


The plain intention of the resolution of July 22, 1876, was that none should be 
coined after that date except forexport. But right here the Government failed 
of its duty to the people. It paid no attention to the last clause of the resolution 
as to coining only for export, but let unlimited coinage of trade-dollars goon for 
fifteen mon or until ber, 1877. From July, 1876, to and including ber, 
1877, it coined $15,079,400. (See statement of Director of the Mint.) This is as 
nearly as many as in the previous three Peers and five months, 

Then it did not stop the coinage. All it did was, on October 15, 1877, to order 
at the Philadelphia Mint and the New York assay office, and four days later at 
the other mints, ‘ That the receipt of deposits of silver for coinage into trade- 
dollars should be discontinued.” (See Mint Report, 1878, 11; also Forty- 
fifth Congress, second session, Senate Executive Document No. 80, page 2.) 

But twenty days later, November 5, 1877,*this order was modified so as “to 
authorize deposits of silver bullion at the mint in San Francisco for returns in 
trade-dollars.” (See vee Tr Congress, second session, Senate Executive Doc- 
ument No. 80, 10 and 11. 

Under this ification unlimited coinage of trade-dollars went on for seven 
months more, until May, 1878, when for the first time the coinage was actually 
and finally stopped. During this seyen months5,248,960 more trade-dollars were 
a Tid a total of 35,950,360. (See report of Director of Mint as to trade- 

lollars, y 

The official returns of exports of trade-dollars from the beginning of their 
coinage up to October 31, 1879, show $27,089,817; and according to the statement 
of experts these no longer exist, but have in the Asiatic countries to which they 
were ee been cony into their coin. (See statement of Director of 
Min .). This would leave in this country $8,869,543, but the bullion dealers 
say at least $2,000,000 have been melted up in this country for manufactur- 
a By That would leave about $7,000,000 still in existence. Of this 
$7,000,000 all that bear date previous to 1877 were legal-tender coin in this coun- 
try,and common honesty and the practice of nations require the Government 
to redeem them. It must either do that or repudiate. 

All that bear date of 1877 or 1878 the Government enabled parties to put into 
circulation, first, by having in 1873 given to the trade-dollar the legal-tender 
quality; and second, by continuing to coin after July 22, 1876, more than were 
sufficient to meet the demand for export, and thus enabled parties to put some 
4,000,000 of them into circulation bere instead of exporting them. 

The Government knew during all this time that the people had for so long 
been using irredeemable paper that they were, so to speak, hungry for silver 
money, and would use these dollars if issued. As soon as this desire for silver 
dollars was supplied b; phages sera | the coinage of the standard dollars, the 
coinage of the trade-do was pg oe 5 

The well-established practice o h this country and England, and other 
European countries, requires that the trade-dollar should be got out of the way, 
not by reponse ton. but honestly and fairly by redemption. The House has twice 
tried to do this, June 19, 1882, and again by a vote of 198 to 45 on April 1, 1884; but 
the Senate apparently through misinformation has refused. It is to be hoped 
for the honor of the country that the bill will be brought forward a third time 
and will go through, 


WHO HOLDS THIS STOCK OF TRADE-DOLLARS? 


§ In the State of Pennsylvania there are held by savings banks, benevolent, 
beneficiary, and religious societies, banks, and private individuals, $2,560,927. 
In the whole country 714 national banks hold $1,605,764. They received them 
on deposit from their customers until July 1, 1883, when by common consent 
their circulation was yng ace The remainder are held by every class of - 
nrg ice meso day rers, brokers, and women and ; all waiting 
‘or the Government to be honest, do them justice, and redeem its own coins, 


AT WHAT RATE WERE THESE RECEIVED? 


No doubt if we had the statement of 
a like result. But the duty of the Government to redeem them 
ever they may have cost the holders, 


HOW LONG HAVE THE HOLDERS LOST INTEREST ON THEM? 


Certainly on the average from the time they ceased to circulate, July 1, 1883, 
for since date they could not be used as money. So that, as matter of fact, 
if the Government eems them at once at par the holders wiil by reason of the 
attempted repudiation be large losers. 

THE TREASURY HAS MADE MONEY OUT OF THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 

When goods were bought in Asia with trade-dollars the Treasury in 1875, in 
fixing the amount of duties to be paid here, valued the trade-dollar asthe equiv- 
alent of the gold dollar, though it was worth as bullion from 1 to 4 per cent, 
less. (See Report of Director of Mint, 1879.) 

After the trade-dollar was repudiated by the Treasury, and so had fallen in 
value, merchants reno: and claimed that when they paid it in Asia for 

the Treasury, in adjusting the duties, should put the same value on it 
that it had here. 

The Treasury, by two letters, one of June 15, 1877, to the collector of the port 
of New York, and the other of July 3, 1877, to the Secretary of State, rejected 

view and decided that in the invoices for the purpose of adjusting duties 
the trade-dollar should be considered “as of the same value as the gold dollar.” 
By so doing the Treasury largely increased the duties. This continued ities 
four years, 1875~-’76~"77-"78 ; in fact, as long as any trade-dollars existed in the 


Asiatic trade. 
By thus EE arena n See trade-dollar here, and when tendered in 
uties, an purpose of 


especial] 
yment of es, yet in the same breath calling it gold for the 
nereasing the amount of duties, the Government has been making money out 
of this repudiated coin. 
WHAT DOES PLAIN JUSTICE AND COMMON HONESTY REQUIRE THE GOVERNMENT 
TO DO? 

These dollars, 15,631,000 of them, were at the start put on the same level as the 
subsidiary silver coins. Let the Governmentrestore them to that level and or- 
der them redeemed at par on presentation with the subsidiary coin—say half- 
dollars—and coin the trade-dollars redeemed into half-dollars to pay the redemp- 
tion. It will take at the extreme limit not over fourteen million half-dollars, 
‘Two half-dollars contain 385 grains of standard silver ; the trade-dollar 420 grains, 
leaving a profit of 35 grains, or a little over 7 per cent, to the Government for 
being honest. The 7 per cent profit will pay the expense of recoinage, and leave 
at least 5 per cent, net profit to the Government, or $50,000 on every million res 
deemed, This is less than justice to the holders, for through the management 
of Government they have lost several years’ interest. 

It is not easy to see how any one on behalf of the Government can object to 
this, unless totally depraved, for by being honest in this wer it not only does 
not cost the Government a cent, but the Government actually makes money ; 
and it does not in any way affect the monthly coinage of the standard dollar or 
the purchase of silver for that purpose. 

It seems to the holders of the trade-dollar that a short, simple bill for this 
purpose, free of everything else, would pass without difficulty and would re- 

eve the Government from the disgrace of repudiation. 


DEXTER A. HAWKINS, 
111 BROADWAY, New YORK, March 30, 1886. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks for 
the yeas and nays on this question. Is the call sustained? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall vote against this conference report, not be- 
cause I am opposed to increasing the circulation of the silver dollars in 
the country, for I am in favor of that. If it be the policy of Congress 
to increase the number of silver dollars coined each year, then we ought 
to increase it in what I regard as a legitimate way—go out and buy 
bullion and coin it. I shall vote against this report for this reason: 
Since the year 1876, now eleven years, this coin not been money, 
it has not been a legal tender, it has not circulated as money. It has 
gone out of the hands of the persons who parted with their goods for 
it, parted with their labor for it, and it has been bought up as bullion 
at 20 per cent. discount, and is now in the hands of persons who bought 
it. Iam opposed to giving those persons 20 per cent. more than the 
value of the bullion which they have in the shape of these dollars, and 
probably 20 per cent. more than they paid for them. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). Iam paired generally with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I am informed by his col- 
league, however, that he would vote ‘‘yea’’ if present. Therefore I 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], who is necessarily absent 
from the city to-day, on all questions. I do not know how he would 
vote on this report, and therefore I withhold my own vote. ` 

Mr. MORGAN (when Mr. PuGH’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. PuGu] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 
If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea ’’ and the Senator from 
Vermont would vote ‘“‘nay.” 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] by a transfer 
which has been made to-day. If he were present, I would vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. KENNA. I am satisfied that my colleague would vote the 
same way, so that the Senator may vote. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Beingso assured by theSenator’s colleague, 
I vote ‘‘yea.’? 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. SEWELL’s name was called). The Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] is paired with theSenator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAWES]. As I am informed, the Senator from New 
Jersey, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BOWEN (when Mr. TELLER’S name wascalled). My colleague 
(Mr. TELLER] is necessarily absent to-day. If present, he would vote 
in favor of the conference report. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 


1887. 


[Mr. CAMERON], who is temporarily absent from theChamber. Iun- 
derstand he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this proposition. Therefore I vote 
‘yea. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] is ab- 
sent and paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoxquirT]. If 
the Senator from Rhode Island were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. DAWES. As I have already stated, I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. I would vote 
against the report, and he would vote forit. My colleague [Mr. HOAR] 
is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. I do not 
know but that the pair has been announced. 

The result was then announced—yeas 49, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—49. 
Allison, Dolph, McPherson, Sawyer, 
ok, Eustis, Mahone, Spooner, 
Berry, Evarts, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Gibson, axey, Vance, 
wen, Gorman, Miller, V: 
puwa Hale, 65 n itchell of Oregon, Cat rcp 
utler, ‘ampton, organ, itthorne, 
Call, Ha: m, Palmer, Will 
Cheney Hawley, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Conger, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Cullom, MeMillan, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—5. 
Frye, Jones of Arkansas, Morrill, Sherman, 
George, 
ABSENT—22. 
Aldrich, Wi Hoar, Sewell, 
Blair, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Teller, 
Camden, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Van Wyck, 
Cameron, Farwell, Plumb, Voorhees. 
Cc Gray, Pugh, 
Colquitt, rris, Sabin, 


So the report was concurred in. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore : 

A bill ie R. 228) for the relief of James Roach; 

A bill (H. R. 1173) to correct the record of Capt. Edmond G. Fechét; 

A bill te R. 1741) for the relief of William E. Bond; 

A A bill (H. R. 2517) for the relief of the estate of Edwin T. Pilkenton, 
eceased 


2 
A bill te R. 2998) granting a pension to Henry Mericle; 
A bill (H. R. 5345) for the relief of Mary J. Gilbert; 

A bill (H. R. 6027) granting a pension to William McFadden; 

A bill (H. R. 6312) for the relief of James M. Grigsby; 

A bill (H. R. 6952) granting a pension to Charles Riddle; 

A bill or R. Led granting a pension to Mrs. Arlanta T. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 7596) to enable foreign executors and administrators to 
sue in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill R. 8485) granting a pension to Isaac Askie; 

A bill (H. R. 8597) for the relief of Henry Neal; 

A bill (H, R. 9119) granting a pension to Robert Potts; 

A bill (H. R. 9339) granting the right of way to the Prescott and 
Arizona Central Railway Company across the Fort Whipple Military 
Reservation, in Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 9446) for the relief of Robert W. Spang; 

A bill (H. R. 10048) to authorize the Fremont, Elkhorn and Mis- 
souri Valley Railroad to build its railroad across the Fort Meade mili- 
tary reservation; and 

A bill (H. R. 10353) for the relief of Andrew J. Edgerly. 

A subsequent message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
CLARK, its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade- 
dollar; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10419) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. z 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck], on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Having conferred with some of the members of 
the committee since the conference report was taken up, I am author- 
ized to accept the amendment in the form in which it is submitted by 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand that the amendment increases the 
amount $100,000? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No;Ido not understand that there is any in- 
crease of the amount of appropriation. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1026 of section 1, after the word “‘ dol- 
lar,” it is proposed to insert: 

Continuing improvement at Atchison, Saint Joseph, Fort Leavenworth res- 
ervation, Arrow Rock. Kansas City, in Kansas and Missou and Omaha, Platts- 
mouth, Eastport, and Brownsville, in Nebraska and Iowa, under the direction 
of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. VEST. With my convictions, I can not vote for that amendment. 
I endeavored to express as distinctly as I could that these sporadic and 
local appropriations on a great river like the Missouri amount to nothing. 

I want to a very few words in reply to the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLS]. Iam glad that I have not the fatal facility of 
speech to impugn the motives of other Senators that seems to atten 
upon that Senator in the discussion of almost every measure, particu- 
larly the river and harbor bill. Ido not know that this facility arises 
from any innate bad temper on the part of the Senator, but I should 
imagine it rather came from a sort of inherent necessity of his. He is 
always willing to stamp out any sensibility or sacrifice any interest in 
order to round a sentence or point an epigram. The Senator seems to 
be under the delusion that he is posing upon a pedestal continually, 
and that he has a sort of prerogative right of scattering his rhetorical 
fulminations promiscuously around this Chamber. There are persons 
who might be ill-natured enough to imagine that the Senator’s oppo- 
sition, consistent and persistent as it is, to the river and harbor bill at 
every session arises from the fact that there are no navigable streams in 
the State of Kansas, and that none of these appropriations are, there- 
fore, to go directly to the community which he represents on this floor. 

Mr. President, when the Senator from Kansas intimates that there 
has been any sinister, occult, hidden influence as to these appropria- 
tions to Kansas City and to Saint Joseph, that because I happen to be 
a member of the Committee on Commerce I have used some sort of 
back-door influence to secure the appropriation of money at those places, 
the intimation is simply untrue and unfounded in one single shadow 
of fact. I have never spoken to the Secretary of War, to a single en- 
gineer officer, to a member of the Missouri River Commission, upon this 
subject directly or indirectly. I have never approached any of those 
officers. Ihave no information upon this subject except what is de- 
rived from the public and written communications of the Missouri River 
Commission, which are placed on the desk of every Senator. I know 
nothing in regard to the reasons why these appropriations were ex- 
pended at Kansas City and Saint Joseph except the reasons that have 
been read here by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] and 
are sent to us by the chief officer of the Missouri River Commission. I 
have not the honor of Major Suter’s acquaintance; and I repeat again 
that neither verbally nor in writing, directly nor indirectly, have I 
ever approached any officer of this Government in regard to this ques- 
tion. 

The Senator thinks it remarkable that the State of Missouri has re- 
ceived the expenditure of this money at two placesin Missouri when there 
is a member of the Committee on Commerce, a Senator from that State, 
and he intimates that because this is a Democratic administration this 
money has been so appropriated. The record will show that under a 
Republican inistration, since I have been upon that committee, the 
appropriations for the Missouri River have been in every instance larger 
than under the administration of President Cleveland, and the record 
will show that I have never asked for any increase of appropriation ex- 
cept in this particular instance, when I did ask of the committee in this 
bill, which came from the House of Representatives with $7,000,000 of 
appropriation in it, an appropriation of $50,000 more for the Missouri 
River from Sioux City to the mouth than was appropriated by the House 
of Representatives. 

I have endeavored persistently and consistently not to use my place 
upon that committee for the benefit of my own State. Yet with his 
facility of misrepresentation and insinuation the Senator from Kansas 
says here that this money has been expended at Kansas City and Saint 
Joseph on account of my membership of the Committee on Commerce. 

The Senator is also pleased to remark that it is a gross misrepresen- 
tation to say that the want of surveys at these particular localities was 
the reason why the money was not expended at all. The Senator lives 
on the banks of the Missouri River. He knows that that river changes 
its character from year to year; that of all the streams upon this con- 
tinent it is the most uncertain, the most devious, and that when the cur- 
rent of the river one year is on one bank it is almost certain the suc- 
ceeding season will find it on the other. A survey made two years 
ago is worth nothing in that locality on the Missouri River. Itis not 
like the rivers of the East, of New England, with rocky banks and 
steady currents that flow on almost to eternity in the same volume 
and the same direction. 

The rivers of this country change according to the climate of the 
country, and much more distinctly than the character of the people. 
There is no el between the rivers of the East and the rivers of 
the West and South; and of all the streams upon this continent the 
Missouri River, as I said before, is the most uncertain and the most 
difficult to 

I know nothing mally of the facts of this case, except as Major 
Suter declares that he did not have the surveys and the plans and speci- 


1966 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


FEBRUARY 19, 


fications for this work. He states that to be the truth, and if he has 
stated a falsehood he alone is responsible for it. I know myself that 
at Arrow Rock, on the Missouri River, there has been no survey and 
no plan or specification for four years. 

I voted for this amendment when it was offered by the Senator from 
Nebraska on the last river and harbor bill; and to-day all that I have 
said in regard to the course pursued by the Missouri River Commis- 
sion has been simply in the direction that I believe, and I assert it 
here to-day, that it would not be anything else than a criminal waste 
of money to distribute $375,000 at different localities along that river 
from Sioux City to the mouth of the river. I repeat that the Mis- 
souri River ought either to be abandoned to the course of nature or it 
ought to be systematically improved by reaches of 10 miles to the 
reach through its whole length; and until that is done we may have 
here from year to year the same criticism. I care not whether the 
control of that river be under the Bureauof Engineers directly or under 
a commission, the same results will always be obtained. Until we 
make up our minds, and act upon it, to improve the river or to aban- 
don it, it must inevitably, with these small appropriations, meet with 
the same result that stares us in the face to-day. 

The Senator from Kansas intimates that selfish purposes animated 
me, All such surface indications do not touch me. Whatis the com- 

laint of the Senator here now? It is that a few localities in his State 
ve not received a portion of this money; that Leavenworth reserva- 
tion and Atchison have not received a portion of the $375,000 appro- 
priated in the last river and harbor bill. I tell that Senator now that 
in my judgment until we systematically apply an appropriation much 
larger than any hitherto given to the Missouri River the putting 
money in any local improvement, either in his State or in mine, is 
worse than throwing the money into the bosom of the ocean itself. 

I have never pretended that the commerce of the Missouri River was 
gigantic. I have never perverted one single fact in regard to it. Ian- 
swered the Senator from Nebraska on his inquiry that there were but 
two boats on that river from Kansas City to the mouth. 

The State of the Senator from Kansas is as much interested as the 

State of Missouri in the navigation of that river. All that I have 
ever hoped for was, not to take the commerce of those States away from 
the great railway systems now in existence but if we could to create 
an opposing or rival factor to those railway systems in a reasonable 
amount of navigation, especially by barges that could carry our grain 
from the points on that river to the Gulf of Mexico and to the mar- 
kets of the world. Butif this is to be done at all, it is not to be done 
by putting $10,000 or $20,000 or $50,000 at certain localities. The 
river should be abandoned or we should adopt the suggestions of the 
commission that we ourselves created, and furnish them with the 
means to carry out the system that they have so often recommended to 
Congress. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to say in answer to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Kansas as to how much better we should be off with 
this amendment in the bill than we were under the act of last year, 
that we have this difference: The Senator will notice the phraseology 
already introduced by the committee appropriating the $300,000 placed 
in the bill, from the mouth of the river to Sioux City. The Senator 
has remarked the phraseology. If the Senator from Missouri knew 
that it was not to be expended above Saint Joseph, why provide in 
the bill for Sioux City, 400 miles further up the river? That, I take 
it, is left at the discretion of the commission to be used by them, and 
the $50,000 you have appropriated, from Sioux City to Fort Benton, is 
placed under the direction of the Secretary of War and not under the 
control of the commission. 

In the amendment which I have suggested, I will say to the Senator 
from Kansas, I have provided that what work is done at the designated 
points shall be under the direction of the Secretary of War. They are 
not to be shut ont by the action of the commission, 

Mr. VEST. Let us understand the amendment. Does the Senator 
understand the amendment to mean that $100,000 out of the $300,000 
appropriated for the Missouri River from the mouth to Sioux City, is 
to be expended at these different localities named in the amendment, 
or does he mean $100,000 over and above the $300,000? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have designated no sum. I suggest to my 
friend that I have proposed phraseology precisely the same as was 
adopted in the bill of last session, supposing that would meet with no 
opposition, except that I have putit to be expended at these points un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of War, thereby eliminating that 
much from the control of the commission. 

I did suggest to the chairman of the committee that I was perfectly 
willing to accept an amendment for $100,000 to be expended at the 
seven places named. That would form no part of the $300,000. That 
I was willing to do if a suggestion of that kind was made, and I ap- 
peal to the chairman of the committee and to the committee in this 
matter. They concede the necessity of this work; they put this in last 
Ari aud the Senate agreed to it, and they supposed under the bill en 


t year these points would be taken care of. The chairman 
said that he sup to-day he had provided for the river from its mouth 
to Sioux City; but he knows this commission will never go above Saint 


Joseph with the expenditure, leaving 400 miles of dangerous rapids and 
wide river untouched. Major Suter gives no reason for his action ex- 


cept the commercial importance of Saint Jo and Kansas City.. Above ` 


them are Fort Leavenworth not provided for, Atchison not provided 
for, Brownsville and Plattsmouth not provided for, Nebraska City, 

Omaha, and Council Bluffs not provided for, All these points com- 
bined are of as great commercial importance certainly as Saint Jo and 
Kansas City. 

The'chairman of the committee supposed this river was all provided 
for from its mouth to Sioux City. TheSenator from Missouri, I think, 
knew better. I think he knew that the commission was there stand- 
ing in the way and did not intend to go above Saint Joseph. 

Mr. VEST. I knew nothing about it. I repeat that I never had 
any communication, directly or indirectly, with any member of the 
commission, or any engineer officer, or the Secretary of War, or any 
official of the Government on the subject. I know no more about it, 
in fact not as much, as the Senator from Nebraska, because it ap 
from this correspondence that he and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] went to the War Di ent. I never had any correspond- 
ence about it; I never looked after the appropriation. 

I am perfectly willing here to-day, if Senators think that it is proper 
and right, to give these local appropriations, though, in my judgment, it 
is throwing the money away. But I do appeal to the Senate not to 
put this amendment in, taking the amount of money to be expended 
at these different points out of the $300,000. If we have this com- 
mission, let us leave it to their discretion, and if they do not obey the 
act of Congress, let us annul the commission and wipe it out of ex- 
istence. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri how he sup- 
poses this $300,000 will be expended ? 

Mr. VEST. I will answer the Senator frankly, and I have no more 
information upon it than he has, but simply supposition. I know 
nothing except from the documentary evidence, the communications 
before the Senate. I suppose from what Major Suterand the Missouri 
River Commission have sent us in to the last river and harbor 
bill, that he will consider it his duty to take this $300,000 to perfect 
or preserve the important work now going on at different points along 
the river. I suppose he will complete the work at Kansas City and 
at Saint Joseph, the largest towns upon the river. I think he will do 
so from what he has said in to the last appropriation of $375,000. 

I say now if it is the purpose of the Senate to rebuke that commis- 
sion and to say that this money or any portion of itshould be expended 
at certain different points, taking the discretion away from the com- 
mission and putting it in Congress, let us do so emphatically and dis- 
miss the commission and get rid of this criticism when the next river 
and harbor bill comes up for discussion. Let that proposition be fairly 
made. LettheSenator from Nebraska in the amendment say $100,000 
shall be expended at certain points outside of the $300,000, so that 
there can not be any discretion used by the commission in regard to 
the matter at all. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I quite agree with the Senator 
from Missouri that if this amendment as proposed by my colleague be 
placed upon this bill, the action of the uri River Commission and 
the action of the Secretary of War will be in nowise different from what 
it was last year. 

I am in hearty accord with my collengue in the result that he seeks 
to obtain, but I do not believe that it can be obtained by the language 
he proposes to engraft in this bill. I think that the suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri is an excellent one, and that is that in addition 
to the $300,000 proposed to be expended at points south of Saint Joseph 
there should be enough increase of appropriation to enable the works 
that are already constructed and that are being ruined by neglect to 
be kept in repair. 

I am in sympathy too with the proposition of the Senator from Mis- 
souri that the proper way to make a permanent improvement of the 
Missouri River is by the system of reaches, which will take a great 
many years to improve the river so that it will be available for barge 
transportation; but perhaps that is the best engineering. I submit 
also, that where the Government has made great expenditures of 
money at these points above Saint Joseph, expenditures that have 
been made for the purpose of keeping the channel of the river between 
the arches of the bridges that have been erected, those works should 
be maintained. At the city of Omaha, where I have some degree of 
familiarity with the work that has been done, at least a quarter of a 
million dollars has been expended by the Government of the United 
States, by the two railroads owning property on the banks of the river, 
the Union Pacific Company and the Burlington and Missouri, and by 
that great corporation there known as the Omaha Smelting and Re- 
fining Company—at least a quarter of a million dollars has been ex- 
pended for the purpose of keeping the course of the river between the 
arches of the great bridge between Omaha and Council Bluffs, the 
Government investment being nearly $100,000. I think there should 
be some money expended there for the purpose of maintaining this 
costly work. 

I submit this asa substitute for the amendment of my colleague and 
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hope he will accept it, for I think it means something and the other 
will avail nothing, and I believe it will be acceptable to the Senator 
from Missouri. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is not strictly in 
order, but it will be read if there be no objection. 

Mr, MANDERSON. Let it be read for the information of my col- 
league. 
ane VAN WYCK. May I withdraw my amendment and accept 

is? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. MANDERSON, 
as follows: { 

Continuing the improvement and repair of works already constructed at 
Atchison, Fort Leavenworth reservation, and Arrow Rock, in and 
Omaha, Plattsmouth, Eastport, and Brownsville, in Nebraska and Iowa, under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, $100,000. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will modify my amendment so as to read in 
that form. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, let us have the clause read as it will stand, 
if that should be adopted. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposition now is to insert this 
amendment at a diferent point in the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iask that the paragraph may be read as it will be 
if that amendment be adopted. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 

Continuing improvement and repair of—— 


Mr. INGALLS. No. Where does that come in? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Commence to read at line 1024. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City: Continuing improve- 
ment and repair of works already constructed at A’ m, Fort Leavenworth 
reservation, and Arrow Rock, in and Omaha, Plattsm Eastport. 
and Brownsville, in Nebraska and Iowa, under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, $100,000, 3 

Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no; the amendment should come in at the 
end of line 1029, 

Mr. FRYE. A new item entirely. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be regarded as offered as com- 
ing in at the end of line 1029. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that be the idea—and I think it is the correct 
idea in reference to this amendment—then it seemsto me the original 
text as proposed by the Committee on Commerce should be changed: 

Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City: Continuing improve- 
ment, $300,000; of which sum, &c. 

This phraseology in the bill is deceptive, and it has been misleading, 
There never has been, or at least in the last two or three bills there has 
been no improvement of the river from its mouth to Sioux City. It is 
the failure to make such improvements that induces the Senators from 
Nebraska to propose the amendments. The truth is, that these ex- 

ditures have been made at Kansas City and Saint Joseph for the 
benefit of those localities and those alone, and there is no reason that 
can be given why those localities should have this expenditure any 
more than can be given for every other locality that has a bridge across 
the Missouri River, because these appropriations are really not appro- 
-priations to improve the navigation of the river, but they are for local 
improvements to keep these bridges from washing into the river. 

Mr. VEST. I beg theSenator’s pardon. He is mistaken in relation 
to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Wait a moment, if you please. The Senator from 
Missouri stated truthfully that there are but two boats between Kansas 
City and the mouth of the river. There are not so many between 
Omaha and Kansas City. A gentleman connected with one of the rail- 
roads crossing the Missouri River at Atchison or at Saint Jo—and I 
do not remember now which point—told me that the draw of that 
bridge had only been opened once during the last year for the passage 
of asteamer. In other words, there is no navigation practically be- 
tween Sioux City and the mouth of the Missouri River, and there never 
will be any navigation, as the Senator from Missouri has justly said, 
between those points until you enter upon a large expenditure, and 
this appropriation of $300,000 isas much an appropriation for localities, 
I repeat now, with all due deference to the Senator from Missouri, as is 
this suggested appropriation of $100,000. 

When you come to the Missouri River above Sioux City the condi- 
tions are entirely different. There are lines of boats ing from 
Sioux City to Fort Benton, navigating that river during the entire 
season of navigation, and transporting a large amount of commerce; 
and if money is not to be expended for the improvement of the Mis- 
souri River until we are ready to enter upon an extended system of 
reaches, as suggested by Major Suter in his report, we ought to mul- 
tiply the appropriation between Sioux City and Fort Benton, and 
for these local improvements, as they are nothing else, we should 
diminish the appropriation. I think that the railways, with all due 
deference to the suggestion of the Committee on Commerce, ought to 
pay er postion of these expenditures as well as the Government of the 
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I know that the bed of this river is constantly changing, and itis 
perhaps the duty of the Government to maintain the channel, but it 
does not maintain it for the primary purpose and object of navigation, 
because navigation will not exist there until there is an extended sys- 
tem of improvements by means of arranging the banks on both sides 
of the river practically from the mouth of the river to Sioux City, be- 
cause there is alluvial soil all the way. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Nebraska having modified his 
amendment and made a very great change of it, of course it is not un- 
derstood that I assent to the amendment as now pending. 

I wish to say in regard to the improvement of this river that I be- 
lieve this improvement is for the navigation of the Missouri River. 
The reason why there are not a great number of boats on the riverand 
why the transportation is not upon the river instead of upon railroad is 
because the channel of the river is so changeable that it is practically 
difficult to navigate it, and the boats will not enter upon that stream. 
If you get the ania of the river improved so that boats can run on 
it and make it a matter of business, there will be a large rtation 
upon the bed of that stream; the boats upon the Missouri River will be 
numerous; the transportation of freight will be great, and the compe- 
tition with railroads will be very important to the le of this coun- 
try. That is to regulate the transportation of freight by railroad, and 
that is the view in which this river is to be improved. That is the 
reason why the Missouri River Commission adopt the plan which they 
submit to Congress, and that is theonly ground on which I should sup- 
port any appropriation for the improvement of the river. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have occupied a place in the Senate for now 
nearly ten years, each year hoping for an opportunity to have a bill 
presented to the Senate appropriating money for public improvements 
for which I could conscientiously and constitutionally vote. I have 
been unable as yet to vote for a single river and harbor bill that has 
ever been presented to the Senate. I now find in addition to the ob- 
jects for which millions have been appropriated almost every year, to 
wit, the improvement of trout streams that can scarcely be found upon 
the map of any of the States, that there is a new use to which the 
money of the United States Treasury can be appropriated and paid out. 
It is now proposed, if I understand aright the arguments of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas and the Senator from Nebraska, to take money out of 
the public Treasury for the purpose of protecting railroad bridges. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Did the Senator from New Jersey understand 
me to make any such proposition ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understood the Senator from Nebraska, when 
questioned as to the bridge across the river between Omaha and Coun- 
cil Bluffs, to say that it was a railroad bridge. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understood him further to say that the Gov- 
ernment had expended $100,000 and the railroad company a certain 
sum—I think he did not state the amount—and that private corpora- 
tions that needed the river for some purpose or other—smelting works, 
I think he said—had also paid asum of money, and the sum total was 
about $250,000 already expended there for the purpose certainly of 
helping a private corporation. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not think the Senator exactly understood 
the position I took in reference to the matter. If he understood the 
Missouri River as well as those of us do who live upon its banks, he 
would understand that the only place where there is a bank that is at 
all immovable, that does not change with the pleasure of the current 
of the stream, is where by solid masonry you have put in a bridge ap- 

roach. These bridges being built with their piers adapted to the pass- 
ing of boats upon theriver, it then becomes a matter essential to the navi- 
gation of the stream that this changing current that changes from one 
bank to another and eats into the bank on each side, should be kept be- 
tween the piers of the bridge, and therefore it is that expenditure of 
the character I have mentioned is for the purposes of navigation 
strictly—not that the bridge may not be washed away, as suggested by 
the Senator from Iowa, but that the channel of navigation may be 
kept between the piers of the bridge that have been constructed for 
the purpése. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Then if I understand the Senator aright now, 
the ever-varying and ever-changing character of the stream itself would 
imply that as often as it changed the Government of the United States 
must put in an additional amount of money to protect the property of the 
corporation that has puta bridge across the stream, for the stream would 
still be navigable at one place or another. The Government of the 
United States, as I suppose, has no power to go in any direction except 
to improve navigable streams by money appropriated in the river and 
harbor bill. 

I submit that as I understood the argument of the Senator from Kan- 
sas he confessed that the appropriation of money here made distributed 
along the whole line of the Missouri River could do nothing and did 
do nothing except protect the railway and other bridges on that stream. 
If that be so, it is no proper use of the money and it should not be de- 
voted to such a purpose. 3 

Here is $300,000 appropriated in this river and harbor bill for the 
purpose of protecting bridges along the line of the Missouri River, 
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Next year there will be just as much necessity for another appropria- 
tion of $300,000 more. I would rather see an appropriation of $10,000,- 
000, a continuing appropriation, the Government pledged to it, to at- 
tempt a plan of improvement for the Mississippi and Missouri River, 
and appropriate for it year after year and complete it, so that finally we 
shall know what we are to get for our money; but this continual appro- 
priating away three or four hundred thousand dollars year after year to 
protect the property of private corporations is going beyond what I think 
this Con has any right to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ihope not. Let us get through the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator to allow us to have an executive 


session. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw my motion for the purpose of an execu- 
tive session. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. McMILLAN. We can take a vote on this matter in a very 
short time, and there will be very few other amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move an executive session. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the motion will be voted down. 

Mr. CALL. Will not the Senator from Illinois allow me five min- 
utes to ask the Senate to pass a bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. TheSenator from Kansas objects to’ my yielding, as 
he yielded to me for the purpose of making the motion for an execu- 
tive session. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the motion will be voted down. I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

Pace Od and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 5 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. I 
should vote ‘‘nay.”? I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). Iwas paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], but the pair is transferred to 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
20, nays 29; as follows: : 


YEAS—20. 
Allison, Eustis, Manderson, Vance, 
Blackburn, Hale, Maxey, Van Sak > 

* Bowen, Hawley, latt, Waltl č 
Ingalls, Piumb, Whitthorne, 

Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa. 

NAYS—29. 
Beck, Dawes, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Berry, Dolph, Mahone, promot 
Blair, A th Miller, a 
Butler, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg., Williams, 
Call, Gorman, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 
Chency, Harris, Palmer, 
Coke, Harrison, Ransom, 
Conger, Kenna, Sabin, 

ABSENT—27. * 

Aldrich,® E Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Farwell, McPherson, Sewell, 
Cameron, George, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Chace. Gray, Morrill, Teller, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees. 
Edmunds, Hoar, Pugh, 


So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. PLUMB (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.). I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senate will finish this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the paragraph be read as it will read when the 
amendment is incorporated if it be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After line 1029 it is proposed to add: 

Continuing improvement and repair of works already constructed at Atchi- 
son, Fort Leavenworth reservation, and Arrow Rock, in and Omaha, 
Plattsmouth, Eastport, and Brownsville, in Nebraska and Iowa, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of War, $100,000, 

The rca protempore. This is a separate and independent 

raph. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then it does not, as I understand the last reading 
of the Secretary, attempt to interfere in any way with the disposition 
of the $300,000 that is provided in the first part of the ph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That depends on whether it is made 
a separate and independent paragraph or not. 

Mr. INGALLS. That iswhat I desire to be advised about, and I 
think we ought to be advised before we are called on to vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is treated as a separate paragraph 
after line 1029. 


Mr. McMILLAN. If the word ‘‘further” were inserted before the 
word ‘“‘sum ” I think that would make the object very distinct. : 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not, at this hour of the day, pro to enter 
into any general discussion of the navigability of the Missouri River 
nor the methods that should be employed for its improvement. The 
Senator from Missouri suggested that it ought to be improved e sys- 
temofreaches. It appears to methatthatisthesystemalready adopted. 
Kansas City reaches out for about two-thirds of the appropriation and 
Saint Joseph reaches out for the balance, so that the river is really im- 
proved by a system of reaches, and the opinion therefore of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri as to the method of improvement receives fitting 
illustration from the method of distribution that has heretofore been 
adopted by the Secretary of War and the Missouri River Commission. 

I repeat what I said before, as it has been attempted to be impugned, 
that there is no navigation whatever on the Missouri River. A steam- 
boat is a phenomenonand when in the course of the year a single craft 
that finds its way up or down that stream sounds its steam-gong it is 
a signal for the inhabitants of the villages along the banks to gather 
on the bluff to gaze at the unwonted spectacle. 

At the city where I live a bridge was constructed with a draw weigh- 
ing 400 tons, reaching on either side from a central or pivot pier. It 
was arranged with an engine, so great was supposed to be the necessity 
for opening it in order to admit the passage of boats up and down the 
stream, but the engine with which it was equipped has been sold, the 
whole structure is dismantled, and not to exceed once or twice a year 
is that draw ever opened for the purpose of enabling any craft to pass 
through on either side of the pivot-pier. 

Mr. HALE. They go around? 

Mr. INGALLS. They would go around if there was no appropria- 
tion made for the purpose of improving the navigation of the stream, 
[Laughter.] Therefore the principle that is sought to be applied to 
this icular curve in the Missouri River, which was known as the 
grand détour of the French voyageur, extending from Kansas City at 
one point of the curve around to Saint Joseph on the other, which is the 
place where the Missouri River makes the greatest excursion inland in 
all its journey through the three States that have been named, is a 
principle that is applied to no other point and to no other appropriation 
that is made in this bill in any portion of the country. 

The Senator from Missouri states that it is a criminal waste of this 
money to apply it in small portions to uncompleted work. Is there 
any other point on any other river in the whole circumference of the 
continent where that is not exactly what is done? Is there any other 
place from the Atlantic to the Pacific on any stream that the necessary 
amount to complete the work at any one given point is appropriated 
and spent and then thatis abandoned? No, sir; not one, but for some 
occult and mysterious reason—I do not know what that reason is and 
do not pretend toassign any cause forit—but for some mysterious reason 
it is declared that with regard to this particular tract of 80 miles, about, 
in length, following the meanderings of the stream from Saint Joseph 
to Kansas City, the entire amount shall be taken and devoted to the 
improvement of the river at these two points until it is absolutely com- 
pleted and that meanwhile all the other points are to be abandoned. 

Is that method applied to other points on the Mississippi River? We 
have been spending uncounted millions on that stream below Saint 
Louis. Has it ever before been urged that the Mississippi River Com- 
mission or the Secretary of War should take the whole eight or ten mill- 
ion that we appropriated for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Mississippi River and apply it all to one single reach, the way they do 
at the Kansas City reach, and so continue from year to year until the 
work at that point is completed, and meanwhile leave all other points 
open to the depredations of the stream or to the ravages of time? Cer- 
tainly not, Mr. President, and therefore I am justified in saying that 
the attempt to apply this principle and this method to this particular 
space upon the map of the United States to the neglect of intermediate 
points, is something that is unjustifiable, unprecedented, and that re- 
quires more explanation than I have been able to find for it in the 
report of Major Suter or General Parke; and if there be any possibility 
by which the same method can be adopted for the expenditure of this 
appropriation that has been followed in every other appropriation since 
the river and harbor bills have been enacted I desire that it shall be 
applied to the expenditure of these $300,000. I am not content to 
leave that sum to be divided again upon the reach system between 
Kansas City and Saint Joseph and allow a little appendix of $100,000 
to be made for the purpose of protecting the works that have been com- 
menced at these other points and that are just exactly as essential to 
the protection of commerce and to the welfare of great communities as 
the contemplated works at Saint Louis and Kansas City. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me for a 
motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
dent we can not get through the bill to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until Monday, February 21, at 12 o'clock m. 


It is evi- 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 19, 1887. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 


OLAIMS ALLOWED UNDER EXHAUSTED APPROPRIATIONS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a supplemental list of claims al- 
lowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury under exhausted ap- 
propriations; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


DEFICIENCY POSTAL APPROPRIATIONS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Postmaster- 
General of deficiency appropriations for the fiscal years 1885 and 1886; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed, 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a supplemental report of the 
surveyor-general of New Mexico upon private land claim No. 107, 
known as the grant to the town of Socorro; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL EXPENSES IN WYOMING. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting a communication from the United States attor- 
ney for the Territory of Wyoming in relation to the inadequacy of fees 
and mileage allowed to the United States attorney and marshal and 
to jurors and witnesses in that Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN NORTH CAROLINA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R, 10658) to 
provide for terms of the United States district court at Raleigh, N. ©., 
and change the lines between the eastern and western districts, said bill 
having been returned from the Senate with amendments and a request 
for a conference. 

Mr. BENNETT. I ask unanimous consent that the House non-con- 
cur in ae amendments of the Senate and agree to the conference re- 
queste: z 

Mr. DINGLEY. In this connection I wish to submit a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this a bill in which a request is made by the 
Senate for a conference ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask if a single objection would prevent 
the House from taking up the bill and considering that request? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. The Chair has had occasion 
to decide the same question several times. After there has been an 
actual disagreement between the two Houses the matter is privileged; 
but until an actual disagreement takes place no privilege attaches to it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And one single objection here interposed would 
send this bill to a committee? 

TheSPEAKER. It would; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And when it comes back from the committee it 
would go on the Calendar, and could not be taken up except by unani- 
mous consent until that committee is called for consideration of bills 
under the hour rule. 

The SPEAKER, That would be the order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And hence a single objection would practically 
preventa House bill with Senateamendments from being taken upand 
considered under the rules of the House, as it is rarely that a commit- 
tee is called under the hour rule. 

The SPEAKER, It would be placed justin the position of any other 
legislation of the House or Senate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it seems to me that when the House has 
passed a bill and the Senate has concurred with an amendment, the 
rules of the House should provide some method by which it can be 
reached by the House, and not be at the mercy of a single objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair might agree with the gentleman as to 
what the rule should be in that respect; but it is the duty of the Chair 
to administer the rules as they are. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thatis true; but my object in calling attention to 
the condition in which our rules place a bill that has advanced so far 
as to pass this House and to also pass the Senate with an amendment 
is to impress upon the House and the Committee on Rules the import- 
ance of an amendment to our rules which will free our ure from 
such an obstruction to public business. Last session I introduced and 
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had referred to the Committee on Rules, of which the Speaker is chair- 
man, an amendment designed to give a majority of the House the power 
to take up and act upon House bills in which the Senate had concurred 
with an amendment, and I trust that committee will that or 
some other amendment to free the House from the power of a single 
objector in the case of bills advanced to such a stage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the bill? 

Mr. BENNETT. It is in reference to a judicial division of a State. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the order requested by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
BENNETT, Mr. CULBERSON, and Mr. HEPBURN. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER, CHATTANOOGA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate amendments to the 
bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Tennessee River at or near Chattan Tenn. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent to concur in the amendments 
of the Senate. I have examined them, and see no objection to incor- 
porating them in the House bill. z 

The SPEAKER. The amendments had better be reported. 

The amendments were read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. HATCH. One moment. Will the gentleman state what this 
bill is? I could not catch the reading of it. 

Mr. CRISP. Itis to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River. 

There being noobjection, theSenateamendments were concurred in. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, VICKSBURG, MISS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 6764) to provide for holding terms of the United States 
courts at Vicksburg, Miss. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I ask unanimous consent that the House concur 
in theSenateamendments. They are simply verbal amendments, and 
do not affect the general scope of the bill as it the House. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments had better be reported. 

The amendments were read at length. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some explanation of the effect 
of these amendments. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. They are simply of a verbal character, and do 
not affect the general terms of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendments were concurred in, 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, RICHMOND, VA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate amendment to 
the bill (H. R. 7209) to authorize the construction of a gravel road to 
the Richmond national cemetery, near Richmond, Va. 

Mr. WISE. I hope the amendment will be concurred in. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the amendment here is 
simply to insert the word ‘dollars,’ which was omitted by the House. 

Mr. BRAGG. Omitted by the engrossment clerk. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendment was concurred in. 


ADELIZA PERRY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate amendment to the 
bill (H. R. 4535) granting a pension to Adeliza Perry. 

The SPEAKER. This is simply a correction of the spelling of tho 
name of the beneficiary of the bill by inserting the letter ‘‘z’’ instead 
of “s;” and without objection the Senate amendment will be con- 
curred in. s 

There was no objection. 


STABLES FOR HORSES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 10091) for the construction of a stable for the use of the 
horses and wagons for the offices of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask for the reading of the Senate amendments. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JAMES W. GOODRICH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate amendment to the 
bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of James W. Goodrich. 

The SPEAKER. This amendment simply corrects the name of the 
beneficiary; and if there be no objection the Senate amendment will 
be concurred in. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3288) to pro- 
vide for the increase of the naval establishment; which was read a first 
and sevond time, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


RETURN OF BILLS TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House requests of the Senate for 
the return of bills of the following titles, namely: 
oi bill a 2944) making appropriations for the jetties in Charleston 
‘bor; an j 
The bill (S. 3107) ganting a pension to Catharine F. Ellsworth. 
The SPEAKER. there be no objection, the Clerk will be directed 
to return these bills to the Senate. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


INTERNATIONAL SHEEP AND WOOL SHOW. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution of 
the Senate, providing for the printing of 2,000 additional copies of the 
report of the Commissioner of Agriculture on the International Sheep 
and Wool Show of Philadelphia, in 1880; which was referred to the 
Committee ón Printing. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MAYBURY, for one day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Lowry, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, for three days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

ORDER TO PRINT SENATE BILL NO. 2283. 


The SPEAKER. The chairman ofthe Committee on Commerce, the 
ntleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], asks an order to print the bill 
S. 2288) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pacific Ship-railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes. This is a bill which has passed the Sen- 
ate. Ifthere be no objection, that order will be made. 
There was no objection. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 
5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 22, 1882; 

A bill (S. 1458) to provide for holding terms of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States for the eastern district of Michigan at 
Bay City, in said district; and 

A bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for holding terms of the United States 
courts at Texarkana, Ark., and for other purposes. 

VETO MESSAGE—DEPENDENT PENSIONS. 


Mr. MATSON. Irise to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. Isit a conference report? 

Mr. MATSON. No, sir; it is a report of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions on the message of the President vetoing the dependent pen- 
sions bill. Iask unanimous consent that the report may be printed in 
the RECORD; and I give notice that on Thursday next, immediately 
after the reading of the Journal, it will be called up for the action of 
the House after debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON], from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, presents a report on the following 
bill and message of the President. ‘The Clerk will report the title of 
the bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R, 10157) for the relief of dependent Ry ee and honorably dis- 
ch. soldiers and sailors who are now disabled and dependent upon their 


own labor for support. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent to have this report printed in the Recorp, and gives notice that 
he will call it up for consideration on next Thursday. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I object. 

Mr. MATSON. ‘Then I ask that the report be printed in the usual 


way. 

Mr. BURROWS. TI ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Indi- 
ana does not ask for the present consideration of the report. 

Mr. BURROWS. But objection is made to its being printed in the 
RECORD, and I ask to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed as a document. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iask forits reading, unless gentlemen on the other 
side withdraw the objection to its being printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HAMMOND. We are not called upon to vote on the report at 
peel time, and I object to the reading. That would be in the nature of 

ebate. ` 

The SPEAKER. Butif the report is before the House and some 
other action is not taken with regard to it, it is here for consideration. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But the gentleman from Indiana who makes the 
gepars has stated he did not intend to ask for action upon it until next 

ursday. 


Mr. MATSON. Iask, as this isa matter of great importance, that 
the report be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] re- 
news his request that the report be printed in the RECORD. Does the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] still object? 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ido, Let the report be printed 
in the usnal way. 

Mr. MATSON. Then I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I desire to make a parliament- 
ary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is it in order for the report to 
be read when presented? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The report is privileged and is now before 
the House, and unless the House makes some other disposition of it it 
is here for consideration, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MAT- 
SON], who has the floor, asks to have it read. 

Mr. DUNN. Let us vote on it now. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was submitted the bill— 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I rise to a question of order. 
I submit to the Chair that under Rule XXXI the reading of the paper is 
not in order if objected to, as it is not proposed that final action shall 
be taken upon it at this time. 

The SPEAKER, But action must be taken upon it. It is a priv- 
ileged report. If the House does not recommit the report or order it 
to lie over it is before the House for consideration at this time, and the 
reading of the report is a part of the debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understood the Chair to say 
oe the gentleman from Indiana did not desire action on the report at 

is time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And he would not if the gentleman from Ark- 
ansas had not made his objection. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the report be laid over until next 
Thursday. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisa proper motion. The Chair repeats that 
unless some action is taken by the House to ne the consideration 
of the report it is here for consideration at this time. 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the point of order that the objection comes 
too late. The Clerk has already commenced the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
has moved to pone the consideration of the report. 

Mr. BURROWS. Although the gentleman from Georgia has made 
a motion to postpone the consideration of the report, I insist that 
nevertheless it must be read. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has not decided otherwise. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. Of course a motion to postpone requires a vote of 
the House, and the question is debatable under the rules. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk again commenced to read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was submitted the bill (H. R, 
10157) — 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, addressed the Chair. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’?] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is the regular order. I 
withdraw the objection. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”?] I will give 
gentlemen the regular order. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Is it in order for me to with- 
draw the objection ? ý i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BRAGG. I renew it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Isit in order for me to withdraw the motion to 


me? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I withdraw it. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I renew it. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


i Mr. heen from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the follow- 
ng report: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was submitted the bill (H. R, 
10457) for the relief of dependent parents, and honorably dise soldiersand 
sailors, who are now disabled and dependent upon theirown r for sapport 
and the message of the President, stating his objections thereto, having sai 
a and accompanying message under consideration, respectfully submit the fol- 

owing: 

Two facts will arrest the attention of any one who reads the message under 
consideration; the first is, that no objection is made to the biil on any ground 
of its constitutionality. The right of Con: to enact the law is not questioned; 
all the q ons ra are questions of mere expediency. The other is, that 
the first section of the bill is not touched upon by the message,and no intima- 
tion is pien by the President as to whether that section of itself alone, embody- 
ing as it does an independent proposition, and in the precise form y 


1887. 
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urged by the Secretary of the Interior in his last annual report, meets with his 
approval or disapproval. 

e message is devoted wholly to the second section of the bill, and this re- 
port is intended to meet the objections the President has seen fit to urge against 


‘The subject-matters embraced in the second section have, since the earliest 
ayy of Con, , received the earnest and continued attention of this com- 
mittee, and a brief history of what has been done may not be altogether unin- 
teresting, and, indeed, seems to be made necessary, in order thata more thorough 
understanding of the facts may be had. 

The bill mppears to have been introduced by the writer of this report, and was 
so introdu on the 10th of January, 1887. Months before that time, however, 
except as to the fourth section of said bill, the bill had been agreed upon by this 
committee after long, careful, and exhaustive deliberation, and the committee 
had directed that any privilege belonging to it asa committee should not be al- 
lowed to escape without an eae aoa the bill in the House, 

When this Congress met a number of important matters of general f eag 
legislation were pressed upon the attention of the committee; some of in 
our sndgmeoh, involving expenditure of more money than is caused by this 
bill, The arrears proposition was pressed with t force and earnestness; a 
proposition to equalize bounties, to pension prisoners of war, and a general 
service pension bill to pension all the soldiers of the Union at $8 per wonth, 
besides many others of less magnitude, but each having its especial cham- 

ions, who were continuously contending for p: nee before your committee. 

he conclusion was that the really indigent soldiers were first of all entitled to 
some relief, and that relief to them would satisfy, i the demands 
for many other kinds of legislation; 
went to work to frame a bill upon w. 
believed, sO teh ronarg, would meet the immediate needs of our ex-soldiers, as 
well as the approval of the country. 

On the Ist day of March, 1886, Mr. ELLSBERRY, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 
6230) entitled “A bill granting pensionsto all inyalid soldiers, or their widows, of 
the United States in the late civil war whoare dependent upon their daily labor 
for support.” The first section of this bill, out of deference to the gentleman who 
was its author, as he had so persistently p: us to give the prefer- 
ence over all other measures, was taken as the frame-work for the bill agreed 
upon by thecommittee. It will be ascertained upon examination that the Ells- 
berry bill provides a pension for a total disability, and also foran “inferior disa- 
bility an amount i ang er apes to that,” and so when the criticism was first 
made in relation to the bill now under consideration that the class of ns 


that vagueness or ambiguity that 
it open to the objections stated. 


After the most t painstaking, candid, and judicial consideration of the subject, 


Whatdegree? There is but the one por 
The point we 
but one pension is provided, and that to obtain it a 


By some strange ciren: rovision of the bill which fixes the time 
Waite which the pension provided for shall continue, and states as aptly as 
Jani ything that itshall bein “thedegree” provided for there- 
in, escaped the attention of the Executive and other critics referred to ey 
him, who seek to pa a construction upon the bill different from that whic 
was clearly intended and which we believe is clearly expressed. All agree that 
the bill embraces those who haye this degree of total inability, The only qa 
= issue is whether it does not embrace more than that class. In the light 
of the 


ean state an. 


those who were totally unable to labor it would have been ve: to express 
that idea instead of recognizing, as is done, ‘a degree’ of such ability.” This 
may be true, but the question is not whether language is most apt to 


bill, and words which prescribe the right to a pension to exist only in one class 
no are “the dos 

ruction sought 
be included. 

These words are used in prescribing the right toa 
are not mere words of description. Taken altoge „and not so delicately 
analyzed that the refinement of a chemical experiment is exceeded in an effort 
to do away with the plain provisions of the bill, we again submit to the judg- 
ment of the House and the country that those who framed the bill, after months 
of careful, deliberate consultation, have made no mistake, and have embraced 
but one class, and that class can be well described as those “totally unable to 
labor” and “‘ who are dependent upon their daily labor for support.” 

But it B asked what is a support, and how is it to be fairly determined? The 
answer to that is that this very question for twenty-five years has been adju- 
dicated by the Pension Office,and in perhaps more ten thousand cases. 
Whenever a claim has been made bya dependent father, one of the material in- 
quiries was, was the claimant himself, at the time of the death of the soldier, 
happening in some cases many years before, then able to earn his rt by 
daily labor. Under this bill the inquiry will be one that will relate only to the 
date of the filing of the application, and for that reason can be the more easily 
adjudicated. If the Pension Office ean not adjudicate that question, the whole 
business of rating pensions is a farce, for upon all degrees of disabilities under 
the general law the rate of pension is fixed in amounts ranging from $1 to $72, 
upon the degree of ag (age disability, and to the extent it disables the pensioner, 
for what? for earn a support by manual labor. 

This on of the bill is to be construed asall other laws or legal instruments 
are construed, so that the words used should be given their ordinary meaning 
and acceptation. No technical or other meaning that by the practice of the Pen- 
sion Office or otherwise may attach to a word, or to an expression, isto obtain, 
and the rule laid down by the Executive that “ pomo lawsshould be liberally 
administered as measures of benevolence in behalf of worthy beneficiaries” 
may be a sound rule of construction; but if it is, it is at least met by another rule 
of TAS, uua seos bas aah new rights aeo a strictly construed, and es- 

cially his true where the statute is not of any contract, express or 
Tnplied, with the beneficiary named. vs 

if this bill did embrace all who are described in the President's interpretation 
of it, this committee would still favor its , for those he describesare such 
as are, to say the least of it, in a needy condition, and we are not to 

a pension even to them, if one is needed to give a comfi living. 
We regard the strained interpretation put upon the bill in the message as an 


ion under the bill, and 


Serer Taine: Oe dnar aged haria AeA fo Cs Tikes, S00 ws beers ce oe 

no injustice to the Executive when co: g the whole greeny aand thatif 

its provisions had been plainer, and that no question could have raised as 

pbc pcr boron ne Bione ainec Io ADE ABa Pe WAnt al 
says: 

“If none should be pensioned under barr Pinata poopie utterly unable to 
labor I am satisfied that the cost stated would be many times multiplied, and with 
a constant increase from year to year,” 

The cost referred to by him has just been stated at $4,767,120 per ann and 


the number of to be embraced in that estimate, 33,105. And he 
says: “Neyer in the history of the country has it been pr to ren- 
der Government aid toward the support of any of its soldiers alone upon 
a so recent, and where age ces seem so little to 


demand i 
If the 


labor peda yy about 100,000; for if our esi e is muli 
which nly is not more than many, then the appalling fact 


his consideratio: 
bodied in the second section of the bill, beca: 


> use, conceding that our estimate is 
too low, and that the number utterly unable to work is la: 


than was 


hereto- 
fore estimated, then there is a that much stronger reason for the relief; 
that man dent, taken 


more are to be found of ining Oe language of the 
from his annual m “those who have served their country long and 
well and are reduced to destitution and dependence, not as an incident of their 
service, but with advancing age through sickness or misfortune.” And we 
have been “tempted by the contemplation of such a condition,” and are yet 
tempted more strongly when we consider the fact that we have not fully real- 
ized the full extent of suffering now being undergone by those heroes, * to sup- 
ply relief,” and if we were wrong in our estimate we submit that we are perenne 
now with a stronger reason than ever before for the passage of this not- 
withstanding the uections of the Exe ve. 

Bat it is urged that some unworthy ones would be benefited by this bill. Pos- 
sibly so, and so under any general law, no matter how you might attempt to 
guard it, abuses m: arise. As to the length of service, it is contended 
thatas only three months’ service is required, some who had seen little, if any, 
field service could take payaningo of its provisions. Yet upon the other hand, 
thousands and tens of thousands of men who enlisted for only three months 
saw some of the most arduous and dangerous service of the entire war, and 
the injury that results to one who quits the peaceful vocations of life to un- 
dergo the t: ordeal of an active military service is most likely to follow 
from the earlier months of his service than from a period of his service later, 
when he has become inured to it. 

‘The same process of reasoning adopted by the Executive in support of this obe 
jection would have obtained against Lake general statute that now givesa pen- 
sion or ever did give one, More than all that, this bill is inte: to relieve 
those whocan prove a claim under the present laws; men whosaw 
field service and who made no hospital records. Those who made hospital 
records can now conveniently use them to procure relief. They have no difti- 
suy ingol through the Pension Office — their hospital records, anda 

re 


nin Mexico, or on the coasts or frontier thereof; 
it is sufficient if he had been en route thereto; and it embraces within its pro- 
visions more persons than are to be benefited by the bill now under considera- 


tion, 
It gas the pennon to every soldier over sixty-two years of age without any 
condition as to his circumstances or necessities, and without uiring soy eee 
ability as the result of service, even though he be a member of Congress w= 
ing s salary of $5,000 per annum. It gives a pension to evi dier under 
sixty-two years for any disability, even if the disability resul since his sery- 
ice and from his own vicious ts or gross carelessness, and for this he gets 
$8, while the Union soldier for the same disability received in the line of duty 
and while in the service would get perhaps only $2; and it gives a pension to 
every widow ofa soldier in that war who is now s -two yearsof age, whether 
she was the wife of the soldier or not at the time of his service, without refer- 
ence to the cause of his death, even if he was killed in battle while serving in 
the confederate army. 

This committee would rejoice if there could even now be found some indefinite 
vagueness or latent ambiguity in the Mexican pension law that would enable 
the President to say that these results were not foreseen by him when he was 
approving the one and poar setae a veto of the other. 

he bill we nted to the House was broad, liberal, and patriotic. Itstrucic 
down any tfrom the pension-list on account of any service inst 
the , excepting such persons as were laboring under political disabilities. 
It was intended to reach mainly the survivors of our civil war who had fought 
for the Union, but it embraced within its generous terms the survivors of the 
war of 1512, the Indian wars, and the war with Mexico—all who could show 
that they were oug unable to labor and were dependent upon their daily 
labor for s rt could appeal to its provisions, and all were to be treated ex- 
actly alike. this bill to become a Jaw, such distinctions are made by the 
acts of the Executive in approving one and disapproving the other that the com- 
ae can ae believe it will be indorsed anywhere by the patriotic sentiment 

this country. 

Inasmuch as the bill under consideration has, in a measure, been treated by 
the Executive as a service pension bill only, and particular reference has been 
made by him in his veto message to the first legislation had by Congress under 
which the soldiers of the war of the Revolution became pensioners ess 
of disability contracted in the service and line of duty, it is deemed proper in 

connection to give a brief history of such legislation, and to present such 
in connection therewith as may be pertinent to the matter under consid- 
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further provided that the title to pension thereunder shall be determined by the 


vecourts of the locality in which the applicant resided. 
nder this act 22,297 applications, in accordance with its provisions, were filed 
in the Department, but, so far as the records show, 20,485 only were allowed. 

On May U5, 1828, Congress enlarged the pension provided for by the aforesaid 
act of March 18, 1818, to the full pay of officers and soldiers of the Continental 
line, This increase largely benefited the officers. 

The next legislation with reference to Revolutionary soldiers’ service pensions 
was in 1832, when, under the act of June 2, of that year, EE A pensions, 
without re; to financial condition, were granted toall, except foreign officers, 
who served for two years, and to those who ser at least six months an 
amount esl aoe according to the length of their service. 

From the best information obtainable there were, during the recognized period 
of the war of the Revolution (April 19, 1775, to April 11, 1783), 30°, 791 enlistments, 
This number, however, inclu es re-enlistments and transfers ad therefo: s docs 
not represent the actual number of individuals en; in said war. It may be 
safe to say that 165,000 individuals served at one period or the other dtring the 
war, The number of invalid pensions granted by the General Government on 
account of disability contracted in said war was small, 2,513 only being of record. 
This is explained, however, Leg the fac tthat prior to March 23, the pensions 
found to due to an invalid, under the regulations established by the Presi- 
dent, was paid by the State to which his services were credited. 

The President takes occasion to remind Congress of the fallacy of the estimate 
made by the Committee on Invalid Pensions on section 2 of the bill under con- 
sideration as to the probable annual cost of the pensions provided therein by 
referring to the ect ator made by Mr. Bloomfield, of New Jersey, chairman 
Committee on Revolutionary War ream soar g December, 1817, regarding the 
probable number of beneficiaries under the bill proposing to grant a pension to 
the indigent survivors of the war of the Revolution. 

In justice to this committee it may be stated that while its estimate was largely 

=< oficial data, and other reasonably reliable information, the estimate 
of the chairman of the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions at the time re- 
ferred to, seems to have no foundation whatever, except such as his own limited 
knowledge, confined to his own locality, could afford. 

He based his estimate upon the then to him known survivors of the officers of 
the New Jersey B: ie, 20 in number, out of a total of 160, who he states served 
in said brigade; which he considered a fair guide as to the proportion of sur- 
viving officers in other States, and, as he believed, the whole number of officers 
during the war to have been 2,720, there were then livin 340, one-tenth of whom, 
or 34, would apply for pension. He further estima’ the number of enlisted 
men in the service at the close of the war at 17,000, one-tenth of whom, or 1,700, 
he believed were then living. He further believed that one-fifth of that num. 


ber, or 340, would to avail themselves of the pension provided by the bill, 
making a total of officers and enlisted men as probable beneficiaries, 374. 
Admitting, for sake of argument, the statements made by Mr. Bloomfield 


that there were 17,000 deaths in the Army during the war and that there were 
only 17,000 men in the Army at the close of the war, we fail to find in what man- 
ner he accounted for the other 275,791 enlistments during the war, as shown by 
official statistics. 

Estimating that by that number only 150,000 individual persons are se ah 
sented, and that three-fourths of that number rendered during different periods 
of the war the requisite nine months’ service under the act, there were left 
sight of, in this so-called estimate, 112,500 soldiers, Following up Mr. Bloom- 
field's calculation, 11,250 of that number would have been alive at the date of 
mth, geri and 2,324 would have been the number of expected applicants in- 
st of 374. But were his estimates in any particular based upon what could 
then even be deemed sufficient ground therefor? Only thirty-four years had 
ba since the close of that war. 

resuming that the total individual enlistments were only 165,000, and that 
17,000 died during the war, 148,000 survived thesame. According to Mr. Bloom- 
field’s statements, one-tenth only of the survivors were sup] to be then liv- 
ing. Instead of 2,040,as he would make us believe, there would have been 14,800. 
But that he estimated the losses by death at an entirely too high and unwarrant- 
able rate is self-evident. No ized mortality tables warrant such an ex- 
traordinary calculation. Ifthe mortality among the 148,000 presumed survivors 
reached 12 per thousand annually for the first twenty years, we find 112,480 sur- 
vivors in the year 1803, and 20 per thousand for the Apson, geome years, 
80,994 would have been the number of survivors in the year of Mr. Bloomfield’s 
remarkable estimate.of 374. This estimate is in keeping with ized au- 
thorities on the subject, and borne out by the fact that, as heretofore stated, 
22,207 of the soldiers of that war presented themselves before the courts of their 
respective counties under the act of 1818, 1,200 under the act of 1828, and 39,208 
more under the act of 1832. 
This committee does not desire to question Mr. Bloomfield’s honesty of pur- 
in his explanation of the cost of his bill. He evidently had overlooked the 
fact thatthe bill would benefit a large number of ex-soldiers whose term of serv- 
ice had expired before was declared. Again, the facilities for making 
estimates in a matter, under the most fayorable circumstances, necessarily in- 
volved in more or less doubt, were not of the character afforded the 1 or 
of to-day. The country was in its infancy. The stage-coach was the only means 
of travel, the post the only means of communication, Either was expensive 
and tedious, and little calculated to promote intercourse and communication 
with persons living in remote places or any considerable distance. Soldiers’ re- 
unions of to-day would have been an impossibility, while 4th of July gatherings, 
to which Mr. Bloomfield referred, were ipiranga AA limited to those who lived 
within a distance of a few miles. 

The young soldier of the Revolution who left his home in the East to seek his 
fortune in the then hardly known western part of the country, was soon lost 
sight of by hisformercomrades. This undoubtedly was the case with thousands. 
To-day the railroad, the tel ph, and the cheap mail reach nearly every neigh- 
borhood throughout the entire United States, lapes a alaena or intercourse 
and communication, not only cheap but rapid. The New England soldier who 
since the close of the late war has settled in the far West is enabled to attend 
the reunion of his old regiment in his native town without much expense or 
loss of time. The present whereabouts of nearly all the survivors of the war of 
the rebellion are known to the Government. 

Without any desire to discuss the relative distinctiveness of the act of 1818 
and the bill under consideration, it is evident that the former was not subjected 
to that strict interpretation that ion laws at this date receive at the ds 
of the proper authorities, or would have been subjected to had the power to de- 
termine the merits of each individual case been placed in the Government in- 
stead of the local court officers. It is true that under the provisions of the act of 
1818 claimants were not required to prove “ total inability to procure their sub- 
sistence by daily labor” in addition to their dependence upon such labor for 
their support, but that, even under the more liberal provisions of that act, 
many,through favoritism, by presentations and other disreputable devices, 
were adjudged indigent there can be doubt, for it is hardly possible that one 
out of every four of the survivors, "by reason of his reduced circumstances in 
vei needed the assistance of his country for support at an average age of fifty- 

ve years, 

The committee haye after long and patient labor exhausted every means at 
their command to ascertain the probable number who would be beneficiaries 
under the second section of this bill. General J. O. Black, Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, last year, with great care and labor, made a special effort to learn the ex- 
act number of persons who had at any time been in the military service of the 


United States and who are now supported wholly or in part by public charity. 
For this purpose he caused aged PANSA blanks to be sent to every county 
inthe nation, Reports were received from thirty-six States and seven Territo- 
ries, including the District of Columbia. These reports he has fully and care- 
fully tabulated, and from the data thus secured he concludes that the total num- 
ber of soldiers now in the poor-houses and other charitable institutions, not in- 
Seater an soldiers’ homes maintained by the General Government, can not 
exceed 9, 

This includes some who have served in the regular Army in time of peace, and 
who would not therefore be entitled to any of the benefits of this act. Your 
committee are of the opinion that this number constitutes at least one-third of 
those who would be placed upon the pension-roll under the provisions of this 
bill, and this opinion is strengthened by a careful and elaborate examination of 
reports of the Commissioner of Pensions for several years past, and a careful com- 
parison of tables submitted in such reports, But to guard against any possibility 
of underestimating, they have placed the number at three times that given 
the Commissioner, making the total number 27,000, the annual cost of wh 
would be about $4,000,000, allowing the full pension to all. But the statistics 
obtained show that of the 9,000 so estimated to be dependent 1,200 are now re- 
ceiving pensions of some amount, and 1,800 are reported insane or blind. Ibis 
highly probable that many are now receiving the full amount allowed by this 
measure, 

it is proper to add in this connection that the amount of pensions paid under 
the pension laws, except where the rate is fixed fora specific disability, depends 
to a considerable extent upon the report made by the examining boards of sur- 
geons and the decisions of the medical referees of the Pension Office, and also 
upon the construction given by the Commissioner of Pensions. If the benefits 
of this act are restricted toa total inability to procure a subsistence by daily 
labor, your committee are confident the amount required would not exceed the 
estimate herein made. Itis true that ‘‘ cost should not be sct againsta otie 
duty or the recognition of a right.” The duty to provide for those soldiers now 
in want, or who are either inmates of our paranan oe who are cared for by 
private beneficence, seems to be clear and indispu e. No consideration of 
probable cost should be allowed to come between them and the relief which 
they are entitled to receive from a country which they have helped to save. 

The cost as estimated your committee was not excessive, and was well 
within the means of the Government. But if it should happen that the cost 
should be largely increased by addition to the list of many more than was esti- 
mated, the country is well able to care for them. The m of taxation which 
has existed since the war, and which Congress has manifested no disposition to 
interfere with, produces a revenue far beyond that which is necessary to carry 
on the Government economically administered. is surplus is constantly on 
the increase, and is a standing temptation for every kind of device to again get 
it into circulation among the people. This committee has nothing to say as to 
the immediate necessity for fortifying our harbors and coasts, nor as to the 
amount of expenditure requisite for such an undertaking, nor have they any 
special fault to find with the erection of public buildings whenever the public 
convenience require them, nor yet do they criticise the large amounts annually 
bit er yy in the improvement of the rivers and harbors of the country. 

ut it is a patent fact that no such schemes would be entertained in many in- 
stances, nor such large amounts expended in these directions were it not for 
the large and constantly increasing seca pod in the Treasury—a surplus which 
there will be no way of returning to circulation among the # ety e after the 
payment of the 3 per cent. bonds, now nearly completed, and before the maturity 
of the bonds becoming due in 1891, except by appropriations for mas used cen 
Dismissing the question whether a pension is a gratuity, which the dent 
in a former message says it is not, and accepting his definition in his present 
message that it is a charity, and not considering it necessary to present pur- 
poses exactly to define whether a pension isa J gaiga d or a charity, or simply an 
expression of gratitude from the people to those who have in times been 
their defenders, and reducing the whole question to one of money expediency, 
it seems to your committee this surplus will be best restored to them in the 


manner pro; by this bill. 

No bonded interest or h monopolies can claim it as their own, and share 
it among themselves according to the stren; of their “combine.” It will 
among the ple in small amounts and will be spent in their midst. It will 
be returned directly to those from whom it largely came. Your committee 
has thus far failed to receive any expressions of disapproval of this bill from 
soldiers or army organizations ; on the contrary they ly approve of aa 
indeed they should, for it was framed at their instance and in accordance with 
the necessities of cases constantly brought to the notice of this committee and 
claiming their attention. So far as they have been able to gather public senti- 
ment on this question, the opposition to the bill seemsto be rongan in moneyed 
erak Sa ch all water which does not turn their mills is considered as worse 
than wasted, 

Your committee has no means of ascertaining what bonded indebtedness is 
still “resting on a great majority of northern counties and cities on account of 
the largo local bounties paid our soldiers.” So far as the knowledge of their 
own districts goes, this indebtedness has been paa long since, No motives of 
patriotism were concerned in the creation of this debt. A draft was imminent, 
which would have swept into the army the rich and poor, without drawing any 
nice distinctions of any character whatever, The counties, townships, and the 
cities, therefore, di ed for themselves, and on their own motion, that the 
would prefer to pay bounties and raise their quota rather have their citi- 
zens subjected to the ey Deve of the draft. If any counties, townships, or cities 
are yet oppressed by the debts erected in this way, it is because the aversion of 
their citizens to military service was so t that they were willing and anx- 
R to pay extraordinary bounties to who were willing to go in their 

aces, 


It was a bargain all around,and neither y to it is entitled to any epecial 
oh fare penn or consideration. It is undoubtedly a“ source of pride and congrat- 
ulation to the American citizen that his country is not put to the charge of 


maintaining a large standing army in times of peace,” and it is also to be re- 
gretted “ that we are now living under a war tax which has been tolerated in 
peaceful times to meet the obligations incurred in war.” Your committee re- 
gret that they are not able to suggest a way of escape from the expenses in- 
curred in the prosecution of war. An army is not a necessity in times of peace, 
and the expense of maintaining one can be dispensed with, but to carry on a 
war with any degree of success an army is necessary,and all the unusual ex- 

mse consequent upon its equipment and support must be incurred, to be paid 
for when peace and prosperity are again restored. The era of universal peace 


not yet having arrived, we must continue to fight firstand Pex afterwards. 
Your committee has no desire to discuss all the points alluded to in the mes- 
sage of the President, but they feel constrained to allude to that portion of a 


equal operation of bbe pound ad Sort eer mercies of social and political influ- 
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reted by the officers of the Pension Bureau, or by any one in sympathy with 
ks object, will fully meet the case, They are also equally well aware t to 
those who are opposed to pension legislation no bill, however framed, can es- 
cape misconstruction and misinterpretation. 


he President eye: 
" Recent personal observation and experience constrain me to refer toanother 
result which will inevitably follow the passage of this bill. Itis sad but never- 


theless true, that already in the matter of procuring pensions there exists a 
widespread disregard of truth and good faith stimulated by those who asagents 
undertake to establish claims for pensions, heedlessly entered upon wid the ex- 
pectant beneficiary, and encouraged or at least not faseyin yt un- 
willing to obstruct a neighbor’s plans.” 

Your committee do not share in the opinion that ‘there exists a widespread 

of truth and good faith” in the prosecution of pension claims. Nor 
do we believe that the ex-soldiers of the country are prone to commit fraud, 
perjury, andsubornation of perjury for that purpose or for any other. If, how- 
ever, such be the fact, it does not appear to be productive of result in the suc- 
cessful issue of fraudulent claims in an appreciable degree. 

The late Commissi on. W. W. Dudley, in an annual report, 
says that with the most searching investigation of all cases of s oe 
the result showed that in the number of allowed claims one-tenth of 1 cent., 
or one in each thousand only, of allowed cases were fraudulent, ith the 
present large force of special examiners in the field, charged with the duty ot 
reporting to the office any evidence, even of a hearsa: er, that tends to 
show a claim to be fraudulent, the opportunity to procure a fraudulent pension, 
or to enjoy one after it is procured, seems to be reduced to the minimum. 

No pension attorney or other claim agent bas ever advocated this bill before 
this committee or spoken in its favor to a single member thereof. Indeed, the 
paltry fee of $5 allowed for the prosecution of claims under it offers no induce- 
mentto them, They prefer to confine their business to the more profitable 
channel of $25 fees now allowed under the general law; and for that reason 
would rather not see this bill become a law. This isthe free-will offering of the 
committee to the soldiers of the country, uninfluenced in any degree by claim 
agents, and aons about by the needs of those it proposes to 
have been brought to know them, Ft is not claimed that it as far as very 
many desired it should go, but it is at least a good start in the right direction. 

In conclusion we submit that the general tone of the message is to be fairly 
taken as an expression in advance of a purpose to use the Executive power to 
prevent ay. further legislation that will add any new class to our nrg ew 
or that wil ly increase cost thereof, and based upon idea 
the country is against it. 

We are aware that there is a sentiment of that kind, but insist that itis nota 
controlling one, We are loth to believe that the people of this country are will- 
ing to allow the defenders of the nation’s honor and life to live in their declin- 
ing years in misery and want, and that they would prefer that those who make 
their laws should err upon the side of mercy rather than upon the side of a too 
rigid economy in the expenditure of the public money in that direction, and if 
more taxes, or even a different kind of taxes, are necessary to meet this demand 
it would be cheerfully paid by the people. 

Holding fast to these views of our duties as legislators, and with a cheerful 
willingness to answer here and elsewhere for the results of honest labors to re- 
lieve the indigent soldiers of our common country in every section of it, com- 
ing as they do from many wars in which we have been engaged, and with every 
confidence of a right verdict upon the whole matter, we submit our bill again 
for the judgment of the House, and ask for it the most rigid criticism, belie 
it will tend to strengthen rather than to weaken it. We recommend, withou 
a dissenting voice in this committee, that the bill do pass notwithstanding the 
objections of the President. 


At several points in the reading and at the conclusion of the report 
there were applause and laughter on the Republican side. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent that the 
further consideration of this matter be postponed until Thursday next. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr. MATSON. Then I move that the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed until Thursday next, and in connection with that 
motion I give notice that I will call it up on that day after the reading 
of the Journal. 

Mr. BRAGG. On that motion I make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRAGG. My point is that thisisa privileged matter, and that 
its consideration having been entered upon it can not be suspended 
until the matter is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House has always the power 
to suspend the further consideration of a matter pending before it, 
whether privileged or not. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then I hope the motion will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] that the further consideration of the bill 
and report be postponed until Thursday next. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is the unanimous wish of the committee. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 131, noes 21. 

Mr. BRAGG. That is not a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] 
and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Several members called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to raise the point of ‘no 
uorum ” if I can be permitted to make a briefstatement to the House. 
Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’?] 

Mr. BURROWS. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are demanded. As many as 

are in favor of ordering the yeas and nays will say “ay.” 

Mr. JACKSON. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I renew it. 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were refused, only 
three members voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ido not desire to press the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
but Idid not know but the House would give me an opportunity to 


oner of Pensions, 


say a word. I simply wanted to say that I was one of two Northern 
Democrats who voted against this bill when it was before the House 
for consideration, but I had no opportunity then to speak upon the 
bill, and it is manifest that I am to have no opportunity to speak upon 
it now. 

REDEMPTION OF TRADE-DOLLARS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to announce the appointment of 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] asa conferee on 
the of the House upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (S. 199) known as the trade-dollar bill, in the place of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], who is absent. 


REPEAL OF PRE-EMPTION AND TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS, ETC. 


Mr. COBB. I send to the desk a report from a committee on con- 
ference. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7887) 
for pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowin) 
ure, the Jaws authorizing the sale of desert lands, and for other purposes, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have been unable to agree. 


THOMAS R. COBB, 
W. J. STONE, 

H. B. STRAIT. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. N. DOLPH, 

P. B. PLUMB, 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate. 


Mr, COBB withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. RANDALL, I want to submit to the gentleman from Indiana, 
we are in this situation: If I had known at the time this matter was 
taken up it would have occupied the floor so long, I would have raised 
against it the question of consideration. 

Mr. COBB. You occupy the same position toward this matter that 
I did toward my colleague from Indiana [Mr. Matson], for if I had 
thought he would have taken up so much time with his report I would 
not have yielded to him, but have insisted upon going on with my own 
matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman’s colleague from Indiana [Mr. 
MATSON] brought to the attention of the House a constitutional ques- 
tion. On this I can raise the question of consideration as between the 
sundry civil aj priation bill and the conference report. 

Mr. ANDE N, of Kansas. Let us postpone this until after the 
sundry civil bill has been of. 

Mr. PETERS. We have entered upon the matter now and let us 
finish it. 
eine SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield 

e floor ? 

Mr. STRAIT. Permit mea moment. You do not wish to mislead 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. He asked some questions 
in relation to the first section of the bill. The Senate conferees, I un- 
derstand, agreed to yield the first section entirely except that part re- 
ferring to repeal. 

Mr. COBB. I do not so understand it. I understood it was condi- 
tional. 

Mr. STRAIT. No. 

Mr. COBB. That is my understanding. It is not a matter of im- 
portance, because the condition on which they to yield it was 
the adoption of the eighth section, which I do not agree to. 

Mr. STRAIT. No. 

Mr. COBB. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘Twenty minutes. 

Mr. COBB. At this point, as I have been interrupted through the 
pathway of my remarks, I will yield the floor and reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I rise for the purpose of inquiring when it will be 
in order to move to recede from our disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments and accept the same with an amendment. 

Mr. RAND I desire to move to postpone this matter until after 
the sundry civil appropriation bill has been di of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Indiana has yielded to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; the gentleman from Indiana has yielded the 
floor, reserving the remainder of his time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have moved that this matter go over until after 
the sundry civil bill has been disposed of, and I ask for a vote on that 
motion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 31. 

Mr. STRAIT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. RANDALL and 
Mr. STRAIT. 

Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps we can make some agreement in regard to 
this matter. How much time will the sundry civil bill take? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not able to answer. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Will it take more than half an hour? 

Mr. RANDALL. We may getit through in an hour. 

Mr. STRAIT, lees aac t until Tuesday next after the reading of 
the Journal, and I will consent. 

Mr. COBB. I can not do that. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is it not in order to ask that this matter may go 
over until Tuesday next? 
ee STORM. Tuesday next has been fixed for the delivery of obitu- 

es. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then say Wednesday, immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal and after the call of committees, this matter shall be 
taken ap at consent, and not to be antagonized by appro- 

on 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to state to the gentleman that on Wednes- 
day next it is the intention to call up a privileged matter relating to 
the fisheries 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask then that this matter be postponed until 
Wednesday, not to be antagonized by appropriation bills. We will 
take our chances between this and the ies question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will limit the time to two 
hours on this matter. 

Mr. PERKINS. The other side has already taken up forty minutes, 
and we should have on this side at least an hour and a half. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope no more than two hours will be taken. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 119, noes 44. 

So the House decided to take up for consideration the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

. RANDALL. I move the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
Mr. PEEL. I ask for unanimous consent that gentlemen having re- 
poret submit this morning may be permitted to file them with the 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
Under the leave granted the following reports were filed: 


TOWN-SITE OF WALLACE, KANS. 
On motion of Mr. BRAGG, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
i from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2837) relative 
to the location of the town-site of Wallace, Kans.; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3023) to authorize the Kansas, Texas and 
Southwestern Railway Company to buildits road across the Fort Hays 
military reservation; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11103) authorizing the constraction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee River at or near the foot of the Mussel Shoals Canal, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TOMBIGBEE RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11061) to authorize the Tombigbee Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge across the Tombigbee River at or near 
Columbus, Miss.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

. PRIVATE CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11130) relating to private 
claims or demands against the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

. FORT HALL RESERVATION. 

Mr. HAILEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re back 
favorably the bill (S. 2789) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
negotiate with the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of Indians for the re- 
linquishment of their title to so much of the lands of the Fort Hall 
reservation, in Idaho Territory, as is required for the uses and pur- 
poses of the Utah and Northern Railway Company and the Oregon 
Short-Line Railway Company, either Boy ecg or conjointly; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, , with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH CROW INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. HAILEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 


back favorably the bill (S. 2778) granting to the Billings, Clark’s Fork 
and Cooke City Railroad Company the right of way through the Crow 
Indian reservation; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

RIGHTS OF WAY THROUGH CŒUR D'ALENE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. HAILEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3026) granting to the Washington and Idaho 
Railroad Company the right of way through the Cour d’ Alene Indian 
reservation; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 3 

Mr. HAILEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3041) granting to the Spokane and Palouse 
Railway Company the right of way through the Cœur d’ Alene Indian 
reservation; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH UNCOMPAHGRE AND UINTAH RESERVATION. 


Mr. HAILEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3184) ting the Utah Midland Railway 
Company the right of way through the Uncompahgre and Uintah res- 
ervations, in the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF LOCATION OF INDIAN SCHOOL. 

Mr. HAILEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2855) to authorize achange of location of an 
Indian school building in Washington Territory; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

RIGHTS OF WAY THROUGH YANKTON INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. HAILEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 10355) granting the right of way to the Yankton 
and Missouri Valley Railroad Company through the Yankton Indian 
reservation in Dakota; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HAILEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 11204) granting the right of way to the Yankton and 
Missouri Valley Railroad Company through the Yankton Indian res- 
ervation in Dakota; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


YAKAMA RESERVATION, 


Mr. HAILEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported 
back adversely the bill (S. 1211) to accept and ratify an agreement made 
with the confederated tribes and bands of Indians coonpying the Ya- 
kama reservation, in the Territory of Washington, for the extinguish- 
ment of their title to so much of said reservation as is required for the 
use of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the necessary appro- 
priations for carrying out the same; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF PAY OF GRADUATES OF THE NAVAL ACADEMY. 


_ Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 340) to equalize the pay of grad- 
uates of the Naval Academy; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


REGULATING THE PAY OF GRADUATES OF NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, also 
reported back adversely the bill (S. 882) to equalize the pay of gradu- 
ates of the Naval Academy; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SWORD OF CAPT. SAMUEL CHESTER REID. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, also 
reported back favorably the joint resolution (S. R. 109) authorizing 
the President of the United States to accept in behalf of the United 
States the sword of Capt. Samuel Chester Reid, tendered as a gift by 
his son Samuel C. Reid; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 228) for the relief of James Roach; 

A bill (H. R. 1173) to correct the record of Capt. Edmond G. Fechét; 

A bill (H. R. 1741) for the relief of William E. Bond; : 

A bill (H. R. 2517) for the relief of the estate of Edwin T. Pilken- 
ton, deceased; 
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A bill (H. R. 2998) granting a pension to Henry Mericle; 

A bill (H. R. 5345) for the relief of Mary J. Gilbert; 

A bill (H. R. 6027) granting a pension to William McFadden; 

A bill (H. R. 6312) for the relief of James M. Grigsby; 

A bill (H. R. rsa granting a pension to Charles Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Mrs. Arlanta T. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 8485) granting a pension to Isaac Askie; 

A bill (H. R. 8597) for the relief of Henry Neal; 

A bill (H. R. 91 3) granting a pension to Robert Potts; 

A bill (H. R. 9339) granting the right of way to the Prescott and 
Arizona Central Railway Company across the Fort Whipple military 


reservation, in Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 9486) to correct the military record of Capt. James H. 
Bone, and for other purposes; 

A. bill (H. R. 10048) to authorize the Fremont, Elkhorn and Missouri 
Valley Railroad to build its road across the Fort Meade military res- 
eryation; and 

A bill (H. R. 10353) for the relief of Andrew J. Edgerly. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the S er signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2208) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to de- 
liver to the rightful owners the contents of certain boxes deposited in 
the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War; 

A mat i 2519) granting an increase of pension to Richard B. Rians; 

A bi 
pany the right to lay its track through United States lock and dam 
property in the Great Kanawha Valley, State of West Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 5289) affirming the action of the President of the United 
States in annulling and revoking an order dismissing Martin H. Mc- 
Chesney from service in the armies of the United States, and honorably 

i ing said McChesney from said service; . 

A bill (H. R. 6538) to define the boundaries of the collection districts 
of Miami and Sandusky, in the State of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 7819) to establish the order of promotion in the Medi- 
cal ent of the Army; 

A bill (H. R, ens for the relief of William J. Mulvey; 

A bill (H. R. 8030) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit the 
Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance stores 
issued to said Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10473) granting a pension to William Reddick; 

A bill (H. R. 10795) granting a pension to Elenor C. Ransom; and 
A bill (H. R. 7596) to enable foreign executors and administrators to 
sue in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Irise to make a privileged motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before that I wish to give notice that on Monday 
next one of the bills reported by the Committee on War Claims to-day, 
that is the bill (H. R. 11130) relating to private claims and demands 
against the United States, will be taken up and a motion made to sus- 
pend the rules and it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It sends private claims to the Court of Claims for 
a judicial ascertainment of the facts. I ask unanimous consent that it 
be printed in the RECORD so that members will have the op; ity 
of reading it between now and Monday. The gentleman Ohio 
(Mr. GEDDES], chairman of the Committee on War Claims, is author- 
ized by his committee to move to suspend the rules on Monday next 

- and pass the bill as amended by that committee. The bill was intro- 
duced by me on Monday last, and is printed in bill form, but I desire 
it to be printed also in the RECORD in order that members may have 
an opportunity to examine its provisions. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I call up the veto message of the President on 
the bill (H. R. 5394) granting a pension to Sally Ann Bradley. 

Mr. RANDALL. On that I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not desire to antagonize the appropriation 
bills; and therefore I ask unanimous consent that the further considera- 


tion of this bill be postponed until next Friday, at 2 0’clock in the after- 
noon. 


A MEMBER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand for the regular order is 
equivalent to an objection. 
X Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I call the bill up for present considera- 

on. 

Mr. RANDALL. And I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Have I not a right, Mr. Speaker, to ask unanimous consent to post- 
pone the consideration of this bill until next Friday ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have merely asked to postpone the considera- 
tion of this bill until next Friday, so as not to interfere with the appro- 
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priation bill; and if anybody sees fit to object to that then, I shall de- 
mand the yeas and nays on the question of consideration. 
x É SPRINGER. There is no objection to postponing it until next 
riday. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. That is just what I ask. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. GALLINGER. LI object to next Friday, which is private bill 


day, being set a for the consideration of this bill. 
Mr. RAND. There is so much confusion in the Hall that it is 
impossible to hear what is going on. 


e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks that 
the consideration of this veto message be postponed until next Fri- 
day. 
Mr. RANDALL. I presume there will be no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Objection was made by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will say to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire that this will not seriously interfere with the Private Calendar. 
It will not oceupy over an hour. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not withdraw the objection. That is 
private bill day. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is a private bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will not insist 
upon his demand for the yeas and nays, as I have not objected to his 


uest. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I demanded the yeas and nays upon the idea 
that the objection came from the other side of the House. I now with- 
draw the demand, but will call the bill up next Friday morning at the 
earliest moment. 
PROPOSED EVENING SESSION. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I desire to submit a privileged resolution to lie 
over under the rule. It is a resolution simply asking an evening ses- 
sion to consider business reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved, Wednesday next, February 23, the House take a recess at 5 


, That 
o'clock p. m. until 7.30 p. m., the evening session to be devoted solely to the 
consideration of bills reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole, 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 
AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 
Mr. BAKER. I now call up the matter of privilege, which was the 


-resolution offered by me on yesterday, and ask that it be referred to 


the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. RANDALL, [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RANDALL, I can not hear what the gentleman from New 
York calls up. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New York calls up the res- 
olution presented by him on yesterday, and asks its reference to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to calling it up; and make the point of 
order that that portion of it which relates to the rules takes it to the 
Committee on Rules without any motion. 

Mr. BAKER. That is just what I ask. 

The SPEAKER. It will go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BAKER. And have it considered as read. 

The SPEAKER. It has gone to the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to submit the point whether on a notice 
like this any matter under these circumstances other than the resolution 
itself has the right to be printed in the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised of the existence of any 
positive rule or statute on the subject. Under the law the RECORD 
must contain the debates and proceedings of the House. The Chair 
will state, however, that only a part of the matter which was read 
from the Clerk’s desk on yesterday had any privilege under the decis- 
ions heretofore made. 

Mr. RANDALL. And on that point I maintain that that portion 
which relates to the amendment of the rule is alone privileged for ref- 
erence, 

Mr. BAKER. That is just what I ask to have referred. 

Mr. RANDALL. And any matter extraneous, not privileged, not 
only does not go to the Committee, but the effect of presenting jointly 
that which is privileged and that which is not privileged destroys the 


prinio. 
Mr. REED. Itis too late to make that objection. 

Mr. BAKER. The resolutions themselves are on the table, and I ask 
to have them referred. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution has been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. But the point the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] makes is that the preamble at least which preceded the 
resolution was not in order under the rule of the House and has no 
privilege. ‘The Chair has had occasion to decide this question quite fre- 
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quently, not only during the present session, but during the last. For 
instance, the Committee on Printing has sometimes reported resolu- 
tions back to the House which provided not only for the printing of mat- 
ter for the use of the House, which is privileged, but also for the print- 
ing of matter for the use of Departments which has no privilege; and 
the Chair has always in such cases held that a resolution containing 
these matters, one of which was privileged and the other was not privi- 
leged, went to the Calendar and did not come up for immediate con- 
sideration. 

Now the point of order of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is that 
this matter which was not privileged under the rule, to wit, the pre- 
amble, should not have been printed in the RECORD. That the Chair 
ean not dispose of, because it has been printed in the RECORD; and if 
any action is to be taken as to that it is for the House to do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask, in harmony with the suggestion of the 
Chair, that that matter be omitted from the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has decided that question also hereto- 
fore, and has held that when matter has been printed in the RECORD 
the Chair has no right to direct it to be expunged; but the House has 
control over the RECORD, and can order matter to be inserted or 
omitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that that matter be expunged from the 
ReEcorD; and upon that motion I call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that the 
preamble of the resolution be omitted from the permanent RECORD, 
and upon motion demands the previous question. 

Mr. REED. That is a part of our proceedings. 

Mr HISCOCK. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania wants to get 
on with his sundry civil appropriation bill, I suggest to him that he 
had better withdraw that motion. 

Mr. REED. We will ask the yeas and nays on this. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The demand is for the previous question, and de- 
bate is not in order. If the previous question shall be ordered fifteen 
minutes will be allowed for debate in support of the proposition, and 
fifteen minutes in opposition to it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose it is permissible for the gentleman from 
New York [Mr, BAKER] to read the preamble and resolution as a part 
of his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. That question is not presented to the Chair just 
now. The only question before the House is the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 75, noes 65. 

Be ee count not being called for) the previous question was or- 


dered. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House fifteen minutes are 
allowed in support of the proposition, and fifteen minutes against it. 
Mr. BAKER, In order that the House may understand what is pro- 
posed to be expunged from the RECORD, I desire the Clerk to read the 
mble and resolutions as part of my remarks. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the Senate of the United States on the 5th day of February, 1836, 
d the act entitled “An act to Pace for the admission of Dakota into the 
nion and for the organization of the Territory of Lincoln,” the favorable re- 
port upon which was submitted by Mr. Harrison from the Senate Committee 
on Territories January 11, 1886; and 
Whereas the Democratic majority of the Committee on the Territories of the 
House, through Mr. SPRINGER, submitted on the 25th day of May, 1886, a report 
adverse to said Senate bill,in which it is claimed that said Territory does not 
pooo the area, the population, nor the kh right to be admit into the 
nion other than as one State, and concluding with the further statement: 
“Your committee are therefore of the opinion that the people of the southern 
half of Dakota are not entitled to admission into the Union on ope ie footing 
with the original States, and therefore recommend that the Senate bill admitting 
the proposed State into the Union and o; izing a Territorial government for 
the northern half of that Territory should not pass ;"" and 
Whereas the Republican minority of said committee united in a report, dis- 
senting from the conclusions of the majority and advised the immediate admis- 
sion of Dakota into the Union, under the aforesaid Senate bill, which said mi- 
nority report concludes with the following words: *‘ We believe it is the consti- 
tutional right of the State of Dakota to be admitted under the bill which has 
come to this House from the Senate, It will be observed that the majority re- 
port has not one suggestion of relief for that great and growing State, only flat 
rejection, denial of the right of Sitvenatip, and representation on the floor of 
Congress, refusal of the constitutional rig! nt to have guaranteed under them a 
republican form of government to the end thatthe ‘Union’ may be made more 
perfect, justice established, domestic tranquility insured, the common defense 
provided for, the general welfare promoted, and the blessings of liberty secured 
tothem and their posterity in accordance with the corner-stone upon which 
zo angel eee yox vt cana Aisen ene in ae i ey mine ech i sa ine ae 
clusion respectfully but earnestly urge the passage of the Senate o. or 
= Topa gee and that the State of Dakota be immediately admitted into 
e Union ;” an 
Whereas the population of the State of Dakota is upward of 263,465, and of the 
pro d Territory of Lincoln upward of 152,199, as ap by the census taken 
nthe summer of 1885. While area of the State is 77,000square miles, and of 
the proposed new Territory is about 73,000 ig eee miles, and at the present time 
the pro of said State and pro; erritory is believed to have nearly 
doubled since the census of 1835; an 5 
Whereas the Senate, on the 10th dayof April, 1896, passed the act favorably 
reported by its Committee on Territories, January 25, 1886, an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the formation and admission into the Union of the State of 
Washington, and for other purposes,” which pro State, including its moun- 
tain area in lands, waters, and that portion of Idaho embraced within the same, 
bine area of about 90,000 square miles, and an estimated population of 176,069; 


an 

Whereas the House Committee on the Territories on the 20th of January, 
1887, reported favorably upon said bill but so amended as to provide for the ad- 
mission of the State of Montana, with an area including her mountain ranges 


om inland waters of 146,080 square miles and an estimated population of 151,472; 


an 
Whereas the said State of Dakota, and said proposed States of Washington 
and Montana, respectively urge and demand recognition and admission into the 
Union, without unnecessary delay : Therefore, 
Resolved, That under our system of Government the right of local self-govern- 


ment with the right to participate in the government of the whole coun 


should be granted to all citizens of the Territories as soon as consistent wi 
the public morals and the material welfare, and this House recognizes and ac- 
knowledges its duty to accord a prompt, full, and fair consideration ofthe claims 
of Dakota, Washington, and Montana to be admitted into the Union under the 
pending or other appropriate legislation ; and to that end, 

Resolved, That on Thursday, the 24th day of February, 1887, anrang ó after 
reading the Journal, the said pending bills for the admission of Dakota, Wash- 
ington, and Montana shall be considered in the House as if in Committee of the 
Whole in the order named, and such consideration shall be continued until 
a vote upon the passage thereof, res: ively, shall be had, and inasmuch as 
under the rulings of the Speaker the foregoing resolutions must be referred to 
the Committee on Rules for consideration and report, it is further 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and they are hereby, directed to 
sage back said resolutions within two days with their recommendations to 

e House. 


Mr. BAKER. The minority of the Committee on Territories felt it 
their duty to themselves and to the country and to the interests in- 
volved in these bills that they should make one good and honest effort 
for their consideration by this Congress at this session, and for that pur- 
pose with a preamble simply stating the facts, which appear by the 
record, have offered these RAEES 4 resolutions in order that a day 
might be fixed for the consideration of those bills. It is with no pur- 
poe to delay the business of the House that these resolutions are of- 
ered. The object is to expedite it. 

The people of Dakota elect and send to this House a i 2 bya 
majority greater than the entire vote for the entire delegation from 
Georgia, and yet our friends from Georgia object to the consideration 
of a bill which is intended to give those people a representative on this 
floor. These bills have been reported; they are on the Calendar; they 
are entitled to consideration; and the sole purpose of these resolutions 
is toenable the Committee on Rules to designate a time when they may 
be considered. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is far from my purpose to abri in any par- 
ticular the right of fair and free speech on this floor. I have made the 
motion I submitted, and I have accomplished the object I had in view, 
and that was to have a ruling whether a member, even in respect 
language, can by indirection inject that which is not privileged under 
the statement that he rose for a privileged motion. 

I wanted also to have it settled and have a decision of the House, 
which should furnish a precedent, that the RECORD should not be made 
the vehicle, under a misconception of the rules, of matter introduced 
as an alleged privileged question which is not in fact a privileged ques- 
tion; and I have felt the more inclined to make the point at this time 
in view of what occurred at the close of the last session, when the same 
gentleman [Mr. BAKER] made a like effort in another direction. 

Now, what I desire is that the House by its vote to-day shall say that 
matter can not secure a hearing through the columns of the RECORD in 
thatway. Ihavenofeelingaboutit. Iam perfectly satisfied that what 
the gentleman wanted to state should go, as it has now gone, into the 
RECORD ina legitimate way under the rules, I reserve the remainder 
of my time. 

Mr. BAKER. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. REED. Iam not sure, Mr. Speaker, that I remember exactly 
how this matter was presented in the House, but I think it was with- 
out any objection on the part of anybody until it had been partially 
read. IfI recollectthe proper method of procedure as we to have 
it frequently in other Con , it was to make objectioa early and 
then have the matter submitted to the Speaker for his judgment. Had 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. RANDALL] pursued that course 
and called the § er’s attention to the last part of the resolutions, I 
have no doubt that the Speaker would have ruled as he has intimated 
this morning; but if the matter is before the House now, it is before 
it through the laches of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] and other gentlemen who now make objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to say a word ? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not know the character of the paper that was 
presented until it had been read, and I accepted the statement of the 
gentleman presenting it that it was a matter of privilege. 

Mr. REED. But when the gentleman discovered what the character 
of the paper was, the proper course of procedure would have been for 
him, having examined the matter, to have called the Speaker’s atten- 
tion to it and pointed out why it was not a matter of perine 

For my part, while I agree that it is quite possible that this might 
have been ruled out, I confess that I have a great deal of sympathy with 
the effort made to get before this House and before the country, the 
great fact that a large portion of our population, of the most enterprising 
character, who are extending our empire in the West, have been, by 
the action of this House with 40 Democratic majority, prevented from 
having a hearing, prevented from being admitted into the Union of 
States; prevented from that local self-government which every well- 
regulated community has a right to have under our system; and above 
all—for I state at once cause and effect— prevented from participating 
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in the election of a President of the United States at the next elec- 
tion. 

I believe that is a matter which ought to be brought to the attention 
of the country, and I hope that notice may be taken of the fact that 
these great Territories, in their efforts to become States, have been 
smothered in this House with its Democratic majority of 40. And I be- 
lieve that the people of the United States, and that history will take 
notice not only of the fact, but of the plain and evident motive which 
caused that fact to exist. Denied the right of self-government, denied 
the privilege of voting at the next Presidental election—I say that such 
things as that will make themselves heard in some way or other, and 
eyen the skilled ingenuity of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] will not be able to entirely silence popular expression and 
popular indignation. [Applause on the Republican side. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAKER. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. BAKER. I reserve it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND. } : 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire, in anything that I 
say, to go away from the question under debate. The mere fact that 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has been allowed, out of order, 
to put in a political speech, shows the wrong of this whole proceeding. 

Let us see what is the real situation. On yesterday the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BAKER] arose and made this announcement: ‘I 
desire to present a privileged resolution, and after it is read I will ask 
unanimous consent that the last portion of the resolution be immedi- 
ately considered.” The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
interposed saying: ‘' I desire to reach the consideration of the amend- 
ments to the sundry civil appropriation bill.” Mr. BAKER replied: 
“ Under the rule, the resolution I present must go to the Committee 
on Rules if the House refuses to adopt the last resolution, which re- 
quires the committee to report back the resolution in two days.” 

Now a portion of the resolution was read because that gentleman in 
his capacity as a Representative had stated that he was presenting a 
privileged matter. As soon as enough of it had been read to show 
that he was not presenting a privileged matter, it was objected to by 
an inquiry as to whether he could, under the cover of privilege, inject 
into the proceedings a stump speech by way of preamble to the resolu- 
tion. The Chair finally held that if the ing was objected to the 
question must be decided by a vote; and the House voted that the 
paper should not be read. Thus the House, in assolemn a method asit 
could command at that time, put its condemnation upon the procedure. 
That part which had been read appeared in the RECORD. - The motion 
is made this morning—the simple, plain, business motion—to take out 
of the RECORD that which properly could never have been in it. In 
discussing the question the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] 
proceeds, amidst the laughter and applause of the other side, to force 
into the RECORD the residue of the paper as his remarks. As no words 
that I know in the English language could make proper condemnation 
of such conduct stronger than the statement of the fact, I am satisfied 
to leave the matter there. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, let the other side proceed. I propose that 
we alternate on this question. 

Mr. BAKER. We have the closing of the discussion, and I have 
reserved my time. 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule fixing the order of debate. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania made the motion. 

Mr. BAKER. Ihave agreed to yield the residue of my time to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, the motion pending before the 
House is to expunge from the RECORD certain matter oa having been 
improperly injected into it. The matter complained of is the pream- 
ble to a certain resolution; and the motion, as I understand, is to 
strike that out as being improperly a part of the RECORD. Now, what 
is the matter complained of? It isa preamble, or matter of induce- 
ment, to a certain resolution setting apart a definite time for the con- 
sideration of certain important legislation. It is not complained, as I 
understand, that this preamble is disrespectful to the House or is un- 
true in fact. Itcontains certain recitals which are entirely pertinent 
to the resolution, which are material with reference to the importance 
of the consideration of the question, and which are proper matter of 
inducement to the resolution. It has already been ruled by the Chair 
that the resolution itself was privileged; and the only question now 
before us is whether the inducement or the preamble to the resolution 
is of such a character as to exclude it from the privilege. 

Now, what is the preamble which it is sought to strike out? It re- 
cites certain official reports of the Senate and of the House; and the 
only thing in it which can be complained of—the only thing in it, I 
apprehend, that induces the complaint—is its recital that certain action 
has been taken by the ‘‘ Democratic majority ”’ of this House and cer- 
tain other action by the “ Republican minority.” I thinkif the two 
words ‘‘ Democratic’? and ‘‘ Republican’? had been omitted—in other 
words, if reference had been made simply to the majority and the mi- 
nority we wos ‘ave had no motion here to expunge. It is simply 
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the truth of the record that is complained of and the fact that it fixes 

the responsibility where it belongs—upon the Democratic majority of 

this House, for the exclusion of half a million of the most intelligent, 

the most enlightened, and the best people in the United States from 

participation in their own Government. Thatis the cause of the com- 
laint. 

p [Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, I now yield all my time except one minute to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the statement of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] that there has been an at- 
tempt on the part of the Democratic majority of this House to ignore 
the rights of half a million of people in Dakota, I simply wish to say, 
and the record bears me out when I say it, that at no timeduring this 
session of Congress have the people of Dakota ever asked for admission 
into this Union. The only time when that people ever did ask for ad- 
mission into the Union and present petitions for it was during the 
Forty-seventh Congress; and then a distinguished Senator from the 
gentleman’s own State denounced them as repudiators and unworthy 
of participation in the Government as a part of the body politic. [Ap- 
plause.] And he voted to recommit a bill which had been presented 
by a Senator from Nebraska to admit Dakota into the Union; and by 
his influence and with his vote, the bill was recommitted; and there it 
slept during the remainder of that Congress. 

Now, what is the record on this question in the present Congress? 
A portion of the people of Dakota, less than one-third of the voters of 
that Territory, on their own motion, without any authority, without 
any act of their Legislature, assembled in mass meeting, got up a con- 
stitution and sent it here, asking that they and the people they repre- 
sented be admitted, to the exclusion of all the remainder of the people 
of Dakota. The reports of the committees of this House show the facts 
in this case; and I hope for the credit of the Democratic party in this 
House and in order that all the facts may become known, we shall yet 
have a day or an evening to present this matter before the country, and 
then the people can judge upon whom the responsibility rests. 

Now, I hope I shall have unanimous consent to have printed as an 
appendix to my remarks what occurred in the Senate of the United 
States on this subject during the Forty-seventh Congress. If objection 
is not made I will send to the desk what I have marked to be incor- 
porated inmyremarks. I have made this statement, Mr. Speaker, and 
it is all the statement I desire to make—— 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman state the date of the diseussion 
to which he has referred? 

Mr. HILL. It was during the first session of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress. I do not remember the exact date. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. When both Houses of Con- 
gress were Republican. 

Mr. HILL. When both Houses of Congress were under the control 
of the Republican party, when Keifer was Speaker of the House; the 
same Congress that reduced the tariff on wool, which the party then in 
the majority have denounced us for not putting it back. [Laughter.] 

I ask unanimous consent to append to my remarks what I have al- 
ready indicated, 

Mr. REED. I object. [Laughter on the Democratic side and cries 
of ‘‘Regular order!’’] I object and I want it to be understood I do it. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HILL. Ido not blame you for objecting. If I were in your 
place I would object too. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. REED. If this House will give me five minutes I will satisfy 
them of the reason why. [Cries of ‘‘Regular order!” and great con- 
ao) 

Mr. BAKER rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has yielded to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Territories, 
May 25, 1886, reported a bill (H. R. 8120) to enable the people of Dakota 
to form a constitution and State government, and to be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
and still remains there. They also reported back adversely bills of 
the following titles: - 

A bill (S. 967) to provide for the admission of the State of Dakota 
into the Union, and for the organization of the Territory of Lincoln. 

A bill (H. R. 7377) to divide the Territory of Dakota and to estab- 
lish the Territory of North Dakota. 

A bill (H. R. 8472) dividing Dakota Territory, establishing the Ter- 
ritory of North Dakota, and providing a temporary government there- 
for. 

As I have already stated the bill reported favorably was placed 
on the Calendar, and has not yet been reached for consideration, I 
desire to emphasize the fact stated by the chairman of the Committee 
on the Territories [Mr. HILL] that ever since the question was raised 
in the Forty-seventh Congress that Dakota be admitted as a State into 
the Union, the people of that Territory, so far as any expression on 
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their part is concerned, have been resisting such admission as a whole. 


this matter, I ask unanimous consent that Tuesday next, after the 


The only effort which came to us backed by the citizens was an effort | reading of the Journal, be set aside for the consideration of this bill. 


to divide the Territory and in favor of the admission of one part as a 
State, leaving the other part in a territorial condition. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Isit not a fact they are resisting what you propose 
to do? 

Mr. SPRINGER. What the Committee on Territories has proposed, 
and what I hope will be done, is to give an enabling act to the people 
of Dakota to be admitted as a whole. 

Mr. STRUBLE. That they do not want. 

Mr. SPRINGER. A portion ofthe people of Dakota insist they have 
the right on their own motion to divide themselves into two parts, and 
to provide for the admission, and have one part admitted into the Union 
as the State of Dakota, and for the other part to remain as a Territory. 
No precedent for that has ever been established in the history of this 
country. Toallow it in the case of Dakota would be destructive of the 
whole system upon which our Federal Government has been formed. 

At the utmost the most liberal count of the tion in Dakota 
shovs it has less than half a million of people. By the very latest cen- 
sus of the Territory it has no morethan half a million population, and 
yet, Mr. Speaker, one-half of that number desire to be admitted into 
the Union as a State, with two Senators, to have the same voice in leg- 
islation, and to have the same voicein the election of the President that 
the 5,000,000 of population of the State of New York, or the 5,000,000 
of population of the State of Pennsylvania, or the 3,000,000 of population 
of the State of Illinois now have. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Just as the little State of Delaware has. 

Mr. REED. Or just as the 60,000 voters of Nevada have. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nevada was not our creation. Gentlemen can 
take that State for their model of what is to be done. Butif Territo- 
ries are permitted to divide themselves into various and have 
their claims recognized to be admitted as States into the Union as 
States—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. Why have you not brought forward a proposition? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Committee on the Territories has reported 
what it believes to be a proper proposition, and as I have already 
stated it has been upon the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union since May of last year. Every effort 
to bring that proposition up for consideration has been resisted and 
voted against. Every member on that side of the House voted against 
reporting that bill, and now are resisting its passage. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is the other side which resists the consideration 


of the pee : 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired, and only one 
minute remains to the gentleman from lvania. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire that the House shall give some reflection 
to this matter disconnected from the subject which seems to be in con- 
troversy between the two sides. The naked question presented ‘hereis, 
Can a member of the House on either side, under such circumstances as 
these, secure the insertion in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD of a docu- 
ment under a statement that he rises to present Sper question, 
which is confessed on both sides now to be not privileged? That is the 
only point I desired to have presented and have considered; and I do 
not understand the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] to indorse the 
procedure as a fair working of the rules of this House. I now ask a 
vote. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion to ex- 
punge from the RECORD what has been inserted of the paper which 

been submitted by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I ask unanimous consent to be heard for five min- 
utes on this proposition. I am a Delegate from Dakota, and hope that 
privilege will be accorded me. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suppose if that is granted there will be no ob- 
jection to the request of the gentleman from Ohio to print the remarks 
he asked leave to print a while ago. 

Mr. STORM. I object unless that is done. 

Mr. GIFFORD. ‘Then I ask unanimous consent to print some re- 
marks on this question. 

Mr. STORM. I object unless the gentleman from Ohio is accorded 
the same privilege. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Perhaps Iam laboring under a misapprehension. 
I understood some gentlemen to object to my making remarks. 

Mr. STORM. I do object unless the gentleman from Ohio is al- 
lowed to print what he has asked leave to print. 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is another question entirely. 

Mr. REED. I shall not permit any such performance as that. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is, Shall the preamble of the resolu- 
tion, which has been in part printed, be expunged from the permanent 
edition of the RECORD? 

Py question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 88, noes 


So the motion to 


unge was agreed to. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, in view of the anxiety by 
eration of 


the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] for the 


Mr. HAMMOND and others demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BURROWS. By whom? 

The SPEAKER. By a great number of gentlemen. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the order will be made. I would be glad 
to have it made. 

Mr. BAKER. I wish to ask a question: Whether the resolutions 
have gone to the Committee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. That reference has been made. 

Mr. BAKER. And they are not to consider the preamble ? 


THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desireto submit a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Hoase to the bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoin- 
age of the trade-dollar, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 


ows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 1, and agree to the same amended to read as follows : 

all after the enacting clause in secti 


mutilated, or stam 


of the or an: t treasurer of the United States in exchange for 
alike amount, dollar for dollar, of silver orof s coins 
of the United States. 

“Seoc, 2. That the trade-dollars received by, sev to, or deposited with the 
Treasurer or any assistant treasurer or national positary of the United States 
shall not be out or in any other manner issued, but, at the nse of the 
United States, ted to the coinage mints and into stand- 
ard silver dollars or coin, at the discretion ofthe 
ury: Provided, That the trade-dollars recoined under this act shall not be counted 
as of the silver bullion required to be purchased and coined into standard 
do! as required by the act of February 28, 1878." 


And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2. 
S. W. T. LANHAM. 
JOHN J. HEMPHILL, 
CHARLES N. FELTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN P. JONES, 
JAMES B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 
Statement of committee of conference on Senate bill 199, for the retirement 
and recoinage of the trade-dollar. 

The only eng ae in the bill as amended b; 
the first section of the Senate bill and add thereto that trade-dollars may be re- 
ceived in exchange for subsidiary coins as well as standard dollars, and 


gy wicca pre aagaye Yast sore lace aed of the act. 
To strike out 2 of the House amendment, w! after the first section 
of Senate bill as adopted would be a mere 


To retain 

2,” and also to strike out the words “ recoinage of,” in section 3. 
To retain section 3 of Senate bill. 

tial change made is to the effect that trad 


bstan can only 
be received at the office of the 
States, 


e-dollars 
or any assistant treasurer of the United 


8. W. T. 
©. X. FELTON. 
Oonferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move the adoption of the report, and on that I 
demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
report was agreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 
the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the stateof the Union for the further considera- 
tion of appropriation bills. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of Senate amend- 
ments to the sundry civil appropriation bill. The Clerk will report 
the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read amendment 197, in which non-concurrence was rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Appropriations, as follows: 


EDUCATION IN ALASKA, 

For the education of the children of school age in the Territory of Alaska, 
without reference to race, $25,000. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yesterday I was recognized for a motion to concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

I would be glad, after the little controversy between the two sides of 
the House upon a political question, to ask the attention of both sides 
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to something which every man ought to agree, because there is no poli- 
tics in it. The people I speak for have no politics. They are neither 
Democrats nor Republicans nor M They are not on this side 
of the country nor on the California coast, but are away up toward the 
north pole in our purchased empire of nearly 600,000 square miles of 
country, reaching as far in one direction as from Florida to Maine, and 
in another as from Washington to San Francisco. The people of that 
great Territory of Alaska have nobody here to speak for them, and be- 
cause they have not it seems the proposition may prevail to strike out 
the $25,000 in this bill, which is the only money given for their educa- 
tion. I have made the motion to concur in the Senate amendment 
which gives $25,000 for that p 

Mr. i , let me remind the members of this House that we 
get into the Treasury this year $325,000 revenue from Alaska. And 
are we too mean to give $25,000 of it back to educate the children of 
that Territory? There are there 35,000 inhabitants, only 7,000 of whom 
are Indians; all the rest are civilized or partly so. There are about 
4,000 people in Alaska from our States and Territories, about 4,000 
people who are citizens under our treaty with Russia, more than 7,000 
semicivilized recognized by our United States court as citizens, about 
17,000 Eskimos, and 5,000 Indians of the interior. 

The $20,000 appropriated in the Indian bill is for the Indian indus- 
trial schools only, the $25,000 I ask to be given by this House by con- 
curring in the Senate amendment is for the 1,000 children civilized now 
in schools, and for the 10,000 other children of school age in Alaska. 

Why, sir, it is a disgrace to civilization, and will bea disgrace to the 
members of this House to defeat this proposition. There ought to be 
no difference among us on this question. There ought to be no denial 
here of theright of these people to the common-school education which 
has advanced New England and made the West grow as if by magic. 

This House has by every parliam device on the part of the ma- 
jority in control stifled the Blair bill which twice passed the Senate, 
and which alone can wipe out the illiteracy of the enfranchised race. 
I for one deplore that action. Let us at least be wiser in the case of 
Alaska, Let us be more just. 

Mr. Chairman, one hundred years ago the Russians established schools 
in Alaska. Only twenty years ago we took that Territory, an empire as 
large as the whole Southern confederacy during the ‘‘late unpleasant- 
ness;’’ we took it as part of our country. After there had been schools 
fora century in Alaska it was handed over to our country. The people 
asked the representative of our country when he went there in his 
country’s uniform, a general with shoulder straps: ‘‘ Will the people of 
your country who have now taken us care for our schools?’ “Oh, 
yes;’’ it was said, “‘of course.’’ Those officers who went as the repre- 
sentatives of this country believed the common school system of this 
country would not be denied to that people who had for a hundred 
years had schools under Russian rule. 

And yet what was the result? The very cession itself gave to the 
people in Alaska the right to have schools. We have their money in 
our coffers to the amount of $325,000 a year, and we do not give them 
anything. When $50,000 was given in 1869 that money was never ex- 
pended. Alaska was thought to be pretty near the north pole, and the 
school teachers did not go so far north at that time. But in 1884, in the 
organic act of the Territory it is provided that schools shall be given, and 
they have been given to the extent of $15,000 in the current year. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS, I made a motion to concur, and in supporting that 
motion, as I understand, my time is not limited. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the bill is being con- 
sidered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. COMAS. There has been no such agreement so far as I am 
aware. It was asked, and objected to. 

. Sten ae rh The Chair understands that to be the rule of 
e 
oe BLANCHARD was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. Mc- 


MAS. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I thank the gentleman from Louisiana for his 
courtesy. 

I was proceeding to say that these schools have already been put in 
operation. Within the last year the educational agent, Dr. Sheldon 
Jackson, a minister who has spent ten years of his life in this humane 
undertaking, who was appointed by the Commissioner of Education 
as general agent and superintendent of schools in Alaska, was there to 
organize these schools. Fifteen schools are now in operation. There 
are fifteen teachers there in that northern country, exiled from civiliza- 
tion and from summer in that climate. Their pay is $1,500, the ob- 
ject being to get men there who are married, to bring about civiliza- 
tion, and wipe out polygamy by the example of American domestic 
life carried there by the teachers of American common schools, The 
lady teachers receive $800 yearly. 

There is an alien language and an alien people, and there are now 
two thousand white inhabitants. There are out of thirty-five thousand 
all but seven thousand who are not Indians in the proper sense ot the 


These schools established under our Bureau of Education are not 


sectarian nor denominational, but, as in our own country, teach the 
elements of primary schooling and in our own tongue, 

‘These teachers are paid by the disbursing clerk of the Interior De- 
partment upon vouchers certified by the general agent or superintend- 
ent and approved by the Commissioner of Education. The agent does 
not disburse the fund. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, after these schools have been established the 
proposition which comes from the committee of which I have the honor 
to be a member, is to strike out the appropriation and to relegate these 
people to barbarism; to have these teachers—ladies and men—out yon- 
der, 4,000 miles from home, suddenly to lose the pay promised them, 
pay their own way home, to deprive them of their positions as teachers, 
to close the school-rooms, and send back the population to the barbaric 
state they were in one hundred years ago, before the Russian Govern- 
ment to give them the aid ot common schools. 

It is to be false to the pledge we made in the annexation of the Ter- 
ritory when we said that we would give these people every right, privi- 
lege, and immunity of our other citizens; itis to be untrue to civiliza- 
tion and to christianity, it is to take from them all of their revenuc 
and deny them a pittance of their own money for the education of their 
own children. This is brutal legislation. 

There they are to-day at school under an Arctic sky, and by the action 
of this House you would make it darker winter for these, our wards— 
close the doors and turn the lock upon them. I say that if the mem- 
bers of this House, Democrats and Republicans, would consider the 
rights of these people, who have no vote, who have no politics, but to- 
ward whom we owe the highest obligation, they would unite with the 
governor of that Territory, with the Commissioner of Education, with 
the general agent of the department, who has gone to that field, with 
the tary of the Interior, and unite with the Senate in making this 
appropriation of $25,000 to keep up the existing schools. The governor 
wants $50,000 toextend them. Fifty thousand dollars has been asked, 
and you deny them a dollar. I protest, Mr. Chairman, that we ought 
to concur and concur without a division. I yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I move to concur, with an amendment 
striking out ‘' $25,000’? and inserting ‘‘$30,000."" Mr. Chairman, it 
is a dangerous thing for any nation, and particularly for this nation, to 
attempt to govern a dependency. We never have had that necessity 
upon us until we acquired Alaska, but now our duty is and will be to 
permanently govern that vast Territory, a majority of whose inhabi- 
tants do not understand the English language, and I say that this ap- 
propriation for common-school education is necessary, not so much to 
raise the condition of the individuals who reside there as to give them 
the benefit of a civil government. 

. We passed a law two years ago establishing a civil government for 
that Territory. We provided for a governor; we established a district 
court; we imposed upon that Territory a code of laws of which the vast 
majority.of the people subject to them do not understand one word. 
By the organic act the laws of Oregon are extended over that Territory. 
All the people residing there are subject to all the penalties imposed 
for the infraction of the criminal statutes, and their personal and prop- 

rights are subjectto our laws. Thoselawsare in a which 
is foreign to the people; the proceedings of the courts are in a lan 
which they can not understand. Therefore, perhaps, it was that, in the 
organic act, section 13, it was provided that it should be the duty of the 
governor and of the Government that we set up there to establish a sys- 
tem of common-school education. 

This provision in this bill is simply designed to carry into effect that 
existing statute. It is absolutely necessary if we desire to have for 
the people of that Territory a real civil government. When a caso 
comes into court the parties concerned, whatever their race, have to be 
brought in and have their rights determined, and whatever evidence 
they give must be given through interpreters. We ought to see to it 
that as soon as possible there shall be a general diffusion of knowledge 
of the language in which the laws are written and the legal proceed- 
ings are carried on, so as to enable every resident of the Territory to 
get the benefit of the civil government which we have undertaken to 
create for them. 

The recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior, I understand, 
is here in the hands of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 
He omitted to read it, but I should be very glad to have it read as a 
part of my remarks, and if he will permit me, I will do so. 

The letter referred to was read, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, January 28, 1887. 


Sm: I have the honor to inclose herewith a communication of this date from 
made vay 
no 


$15,000. 
er states that since that estimate was made he has received 
the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson, the general agent of the Bureau of Educa- 
tion in Alaska, and having also had personal conference with him is now better 
informed as to the number of schools established, the number of children of 
school Sips the number of teachers, and the necessity for school buildings than 


estimate was prepared, 
He states that he is now informed that there are in two sectionsalone, namely, 

‘rom Kadiak westward to the Aleutian Islands and in south Alaska, at 
least 3,640 children, and that there are from 10,000 to 12,000 children in the whole 
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Territory who ought to have schooladvantages. He therefore recommends that, 
instead of $15,000 as heretofore estimated for, appropriation to the amount oi 
$25,000 be made for the education of children of school age in Alaska, without 


reference to race. 
In support of this recommendation the Commissioner points to the fact that 


Gov. APE Swineford. in his last annual report, received since the original esti- 
mate was made, recommends that the sum of $40,000 should be allowed for this 


purpose. 

As the facts and information thus brought to the attention ofthe ent 
seem clearly to show that the sum of $15,000 for education of children in Alaska 
is not sufficient to meet the wants of that important branch of the public serv- 
ice in that Territory, I concur in the recommendation of the Commissioner that 
$25,000 be appropriated for that purpose. 

I also transmit herewith the inclosures accompanying the Commissioner’s let- 
ter setting out information more in detail on the subject. 


Very respectfully 
4 L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 
The CuarrnMAN Committee on Appropriations, United Slates Senate. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
ApAMs] has expired. 

Mr. RAND. I would like to have some understanding with the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] abont closing the debate 
on this proposition. I understood the gentleman to say the fifteen 
minutes would be all that he needed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has allowed fifteen minutes to that 
side of the House. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Say that we close the debate in five minutes more, 
unless more time is desired to discuss this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already given fifteen minutes to 
the left side of the House, and none to the right. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is true. Then let the Chair equalize the 
matter by allowing ten or fifteen minutes more. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to go on with this appropriation bill if I 
can, Ido not think I have been unreasonable in the matter of allow- 
ing discussion. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
allow me a few minutes more to close I assure him I will not waste time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Al right. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I simply want to read section 13 of the 
organic act, which provided that— . 

The Secretary of the Interior shall make needful and proper provision for the 
education of the children of school age in the Territory of Tinoke, without ref- 
erence to race, until such time as ent provision shall be made for the 


perman: 
same; and the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated for that purpose. 


Ps RANDALL. Will the gentleman please give me the date of 
t act? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. It is the organic act, passed May 17, 1884. 

Mr. TARSNEY. That was not a continuing appropriation ? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Oh, no; I do not mean to claim that it 
was. My position is that when we established civil government there 
this provision for education was a part of the establishment. The 
-moment the present administration came into power it proceeded at 
once to carry out energetically and in good faith this provision of law. 
Secretary Lamar is entitled to all praise for the interest he has taken 
in this particular subject. I think it will be strange indeed if this 
House refuses to support him in his laudable efforts in that direction. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now propose to the gentleman from Maryland 
that the debate shall close at the end of twenty minutes, ten minutes 
to be assigned to each side. 

Pare McCOMAS. Thatis right. I hope the agreement will be ac- 
to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to be perfectly reasonable. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there unanimous consent that all debate on 
this proposition be closed in twenty minutes, ten minutes to be occu- 
pied on each side? The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] is entitled to control 
the time on his side of the question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. LONG. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] will 
withdraw his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I made that merely as a formal motion; 
I withdraw it. 

Mr. LONG. I trust that the House will concur with the Senate in 
granting $25,000 for education in Alaska. The mere statement of the 
proposition ought to be enough to carry it before an intelligent audi- 
ence. Not to appropriate that amount is to take a step toward barba- 
rism, It is certainly to take a step involving neglect of the interests of 
the people of Alaska that are confided to our care. 

Now, there are several reasons why we should concur with the Sen- 
ate. First, everybody admits that the children of Alaska should have 
the advantages of popular school education. If those people were a 
State or even an organized Territory they could raisemoney themselves. 
But they have no legislature; they have no power to levy taxation; 
they have no means to raise money for the support of schools. Until 
we give them such power we are responsible for school education there. 

The second consideration is this: to refuse this spptopcsiion is to 
depart from a policy of popular education there which we have already 


adopted. In the enabling act which has just been read, we appropri- 
ated $25,000 for school education, Asimilar appropriation was neg- 
lected the next year, but the year following, which was last year, the 
Senate inserted an appropriation of $25,000. The matter was debated 
in the House, and on the motion to concur with the Senate in that amend- 
ment there was atie. Afterward, upon a conference, there was an agree- 
ment to appropriate $15,000. So that last year $15,000 was the amount 
appropriated for this purpose. 

The question which now presents itself is whether we propose to aban- 
don further appropriation for the purpose of educating the children of 
Alaska? There is there a population of 1,600 under twenty-one years 
of age, and do we propose to make no provision for their education? 

Mr. STORM, Does the gentleman speak of the white children? 

Mr. LONG. Iam speaking of all the persons reported there under 
21 years of age. 

Mr. STORM. Does the gentleman know that the Indian bill appro- 
priates $20,000 for school purposes? + 

Mr. LONG. I know that the Indian bill appropriates $20,000 for 
the support of Indian children. The gentleman from Maryland has 
told us that there are there 25,000 whites and 7,000 Indians. Twen- 
ty thousand dollars is appropriated for the education of Indian children; 
but do we propose to leave the large body of white children unprovided 
for in this respect? 

Mr. ROGERS. How will the expenditure of the money proposed to 
be iy gg be controlled ? 

Mr. LONG. Under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

A MEMBER., And the Bureau of Education. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is there now existing there a school system ? 

Mr. McCOMAS, There is a system of public education, embracing 
fifteen schools, in charge of Dr. Jackson. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When was that system adopted ? 

[Here the hammer fell. 1 

Mr. McCOMAS. I reserve the remainder of my time until gentle- 
men on the other side have been heard. 

Mr. HILL. I have paid some attention to this matter, and I would 
like to be heard for a few minutes. I hope the gentleman from Mary- 
land will yield to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maryland has six minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I have given some attention to this mat- 
ter, and in addition to what the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lona] has just said, I wish to remark that the white population of 
Alaska has greatly increased within the last year or two. Instead of 
there being only a monthly line of steamers to that Territory, as was 
formerly the case, there is now a semi-monthly line, and I am reliably 
informed that next summer there will be a weekly line. There is now 
an educational system there, and the spptopranon of $25,000 proposed 
by the Senate as an amendment to bill should certainly not be 
struck out, for it is really not sufficient. We ought to encourage the 
resistless enterprise of our people to go there and develop the resources 
of that country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Ireserve my time. 

Mr. ROGERS. I want to put a question, and to get some one to 
answer it, as to who has the control of this money when it comes to be 
expended ? 

Mr. LONG. It is under the control of the Secretary of the Interior, 
through the agent of that Department, Mr. Jackson, and he pays it 
out to the school teachers sent there from the East and the North. 
The whole matter is under the control and direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, He oversees it all; every dollar expended is carefully 
accounted for. 

Mr. ROGERS. Are we expending money put in the hands of de- 
nominations? 

Mr. LONG. No. 

Mr. ROGERS. Or for a public school system there? 

Mr. LONG. No. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Who has charge of the schools? 

Mr. LONG. The Bureau of Education. They are under the charge 
of Dr. Jackson, who has gone there and organized fifteen schools, pay- 
ing from $800 to $1,500 each to school teachers who are employed. 
Every dollar disbursed is strictly accounted for. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Under what law does the Bureau of Education 
assume this control ? 

Mr. JAMES. Under the obligations of treaty supplemented by the 
act organizing the Territory. 

Mr. LONG. ‘This isin accordance with the recommendation of your 
Government. 

Mr. McMILLIN. By whom did the gentleman say the money was 
disbursed ? 

Mr. JAMES. It is disbursed under the direction of the Bureau of 
Education. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I reserve my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland reserved five 
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minutes of his time, but he has consumed three minutes of it in this 
colloquy. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I want to yield the time I reserved to other gentle- 
men. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not the right to reserve his 
time, and then consume the time of the House in a colloquy. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will yield for two minutes to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to express my surprise, Mr. 
Chairman, that there is any disposition to non-concur in this amend- 
ment. 

It seems to me if there were no treaty stipulation binding us such as 
we know to exist, this is a case which ap to the sense of right, as 
well as the sense of humanity, on the of this House. 

I would like to hear what general objection can be made against con- 
currence in the Senate amendment. None has been made, and I can 
conceive of none. 

As to the specific objection to Mr. Jackson as the agent of the Bureau 
of Education, I am glad to say I have known him for eighteen years, 
and will vouch for him from top to toe. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iwill yield now for one minute to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will concur in 
the Senate amendment, in the first place, because it is a case that comes 
to us with the weight of authority. It is recommended by the gover- 
nor of the Territory. It is recommended by the Commissioner of Edu- 
cation. It is recommended by the Secretary of the Interior. It is also 
in full accord with the declarations of this administration on the sub- 
ject of the education of our Indian wards. 

I am for it, in the second place, because it is right to have this ap- 
propriation established by law. Weremember the Roman despot who 
nailed his decrees so high on the pillars of the Temple of Justice the 
people could not read them, and then punished them with death for 
disobedience of the law they could not know. 

I am for it, because Alaska furnishes to us the revenue with which 
these schools are carried on, and we have no right to drain the wealth 
of Alaska into our Treasury and deny to her the education which is the 
best and only return we can make. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now take the floor for the ten minutes remain- 
ing, and yield such time as he may desire to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, it has been stated that the schools 
were being carried on in that Territory under denominational influences, 
and while I recognize the fact that a spirit of religion ought to per- 
meate every school in the land, and that the Bible ought to be recog- 
nized as a proper book in every school, I should not be willing to np- 
propriate any money out of the Treasury of the United States for the 
purpose of keeping up a school that is strictly denominational. 

Mr. JAMES. Nobody wants that in this case. 

Mr. McMILLIN. For ruin, and rnin only, could come from such a 
policy. 

Now, I would like to know why we can not have education carried 
vn in this Territory as in the other Territories. If you answer me that 


there is no government in the Territory, I will reply that you have never | in 


seen schools successfully carried on where there was no civil govern- 
ment. 

Mr. LONG. How about the District of Columbia? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And when I was a member of the Committee on 
Educatioa and Labor an agent of this Territory came before us for the 
purpose of urging an appropriation for this very purpose. I asked him 
to state exactly what were the facts in reference to the schools there. 
He replied, ‘‘ Why, if you should go to a school-house and kill the 
teacher and a dozen of the children there is no means of securing your 
punishment for such an act.” You are beginning at the wrong end 
with this subject. 

Mr. JAMES. Do you want to leave them all in ignorance? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir; but I would organize the Territory in 
such a way that it can guard its own affairs in this respect like any 
other Territory. That is the way to begin. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is just the way we are going to begin. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would not appropriate any money for the pur- 
pose of education in such a case as this unless it was in pursuance of 
treaty stipulations or in the exercise of a wise discretion based upon 
the actual necessities of the case. 

Mr. LONG. There is no doubt about the propriety of the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr, GILFILLAN. Is not a liberal education the very corner-stone 
and basis of civil government? 

Mr. McMILLIN. But you cannot organize a proper system of 
schools without some sort of civil government to back it up. 

Mr. JAMES. We have it now under the Territorial government. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations did not recom- 
mend any appropriation in this connection. ‘There is $20,000 now in 
the Indian appropriation bill for the education of the Indian children 
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there; and if I am not incorrectly advised, the other children, that is, 
those other than Indian children, attend these schools also. 

The Senate inserted, as anamendment, $25,000. Last of pera appro- 
priation for this purpose was $15,000, and the estimate of the Depart- 
ment this year is only $15,000. 

I want the House to bear in mind that under the contract with the 
fur seal company all the population on the Seal Islands are provided 
for by that company. 

Mr. JAMES. How many of these islands are there? 

Mr. RANDALL. There are two. 

Mr. JAMES. Yes; two only. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the population bears a considerable relation 
to the total number of white children in the Territory. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does not the Secretary now recommend $25,000? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have the estimate by me on which the commit- 
tee based its action, and that estimate is for $15,000 in addition to the 
$20,000 given to the Indian children. 

I ask the House to non-concur, because if we are to give anything it 
ought not to be in excess of the original estimate in, my judgment. I 
ask a vote. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the chairman permit me one question before 
that, in order to remove a misconception? 

The estimate from the Secretary of the Interior went, after the House 
qa disposed of the bill, to the Senate committee making the total 

25, 000. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave the estimate right here from the Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. McCOMAS. But the other is later. 

Mr. RANDALL. And this comes in the regular way, in obedience 
to the law. Now I understand that pressure has been brought in this 
connection. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have not heard of any. 

Mr. RANDALL. Both on the Department and on the members of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McCOMAS. 1 have not heard of it. 

Mr. STORM. I have. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I do not know of any such pressure. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is greatly ignorant of what is go- 
ing on; and I do not mean that offensively. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I understand that; but I think the gentleman 
himself is mistaken. . 

I only want to add as a matter of fact that these schools are unsec- 
tarian. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not asserted to the contrary. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And they are carried on like the common schools 
generally throughout the country. : 

Mr. RAND. I hope the appropriation will not be in excess of 
the estimate, which, in my judgment, is enough. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. McComAs to concur 
in the Senate amendment, it was a to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I shall not ask for a division on the question, be- 
cause it may develop the want of a quorum, and I am anxious to pro- 
ceed with the bill; but it is an amendment to be voted upon in the 
House. 

Amendments numbered 198, 199, 200, 201,and 202 were non-concurred 


Amendment number 203 was read, as follows: 

For purchasing machine to test small specimens, $15,000. 

The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move concurrence in this amend- 
ment, and in speaking to the proposition perhaps my remarks may not 
da very pertinent to the matter pending before the House. [Laugh- 
ter. 


But, sir, I would be recreant to my duty as a representative of my 
people on this floor did I not present some answer to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HILL] 
in reference to the question of the Dakota bills now pending before the 
House. 

It is true that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has pre- 
sented to this House through the majority report of the Committee 
on Territories a miserable pretext, which he calls an enabling act, a 
miserable pretext which he knows will not be presented before this 
House for its action during this Congress. And he knows that if that 
enabling act were presented to the people of that Territory even if they 
desired admission as a whole they would spurn his miserable proposi- 
tion. It is an insult to them and to their intelligence. 

He tells us that the people of this whole country have as great an in- 
terest in the question of the division of that Territory as the residents 
thereof; but yet he is exceedingly careful that neither the representa- 
tives of the people of this country upon this floor nor the representa- 
tives of the people of that Territory shall have a voice in that question 
of division, He is careful to cover and smother that proposition and 
not permitit to be brought before the House for its action. 

The people of that great Territory, with its half million of population, 
with its thousand or more post-oflices, and its three hundred newspa- 
pers, and its vast interests have asked for admission into the Union of 
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States. How many times and in what manner shall a e petition 
the Government of the United States for recognition and admission 
into the rank of States? Why, sir, they have prayed for admission 
and presented that proposition in every manner possible. 

The gentleman us that the Republicans in this House have used 
every means io oppose his enabling act for the admission of the Terri- 
tory asa whole. He can not point to the first word, to the first sylla- 
ble, to thefirst action of any Republican, much less to the action of the 
representative of those people upon this floor—to one single act of theirs 
or of him against the submission of his proposition or against its recog- 
nition and by this House. 

Iam ectly willing that the gentleman shall present any proposi- 
tion which he sees fit to present to this House for its favorable action 
relating to the people of that Territory and its recognition as a State. 
Let him present any proposition, even his miserable enabling act which 
does not provide for admission at all; let him present that if he will; 
let him present any proposition. 

Why, sir, the Committee on Territories has occupied hours and days 
of this Congress in the consideration of other measures than the Dakota 
bills. What excuse have they to offer for their silence upon that ques- 
tion? What excuse can they furnish to the House and to the people of 
the country for not presenting those bills which provide for the admis- 
sion of Dakota? They can furnish no excuse. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the interest of fair controversy I have raised no 
point against the gentleman from Dakota; but I do not want the con- 
sideration of this amendment in reference to the testing machine at the 
Springfield Armory to drift into a debate and a controversy as to the 
admission of Dakota. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It would take an arsenal to get Da- |_ 


kota in I am afraid. 
Mr. GIFFORD. I ask leave to extend my remarks, 
Mr. HILL. I shall object unless the same courtesy is extended to 


. REED. Wedo not want to have any garbled arrangement. 
. RANDALL. There is no garbled arrangement. 
. REED. I mean no reflection on anybody. 

Mr. HILL. I give notice that on Wednesday next I shall call up 
the bill for the admission of Dakota into the Union. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We will all be here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I hope you will not be here to oppose the 
admission of Dakota into the Union. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I withdraw the motion to concur. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments 204 to 230 were read and the recommendations of the 
Committee on Appropriations of concurrence or non-concurrence re- 
spectively were agreed to. i 

Senate amendment 231 was read, as follows: 

Insert, after line 2086, the following: 

Confederate cemeteries near Columbus, Ohio: For the erection of suitable 
fences around the cemeteries in which confederate dead are buried near Colum- 
bus and on Johnson's Island, Ohio, and for putting the grounds in good condi- 
tion, $2,000. 

The Committee on Appropriations recommended concurrence in the 
amendment, with an amendment as follows: 

After the matter proposed by said amendment insert the following : 

“That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to ascertain and re- 
port to Congress at its next session, whether the ves of any soldiers, Union or 
confederate, who were killed in battle or who died in prison or hospital are not 
embraced in any national, city, town, or village cemetery, or are unprotected by 
inclosures or unmarked by headstones, and, if there be any such graves, what 
amount of money would be necessary to properly fence and permanently mark 
the same.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to make a point of order against the 
amendment proposed by the committee. I submit that under the rule 
that amendment is not in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. The original proposition was inserted by the Sen- 
ate. I will send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a statement which was 
introduced in the Senate by Mr. SHERMAN, Senator from Ohio and 
President of that body. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman will pardon me, I think he mis- 
understands my point of order. I do not make it against the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I was about to give the history which it is proper 
to give of the manner in which this amendment of the Senate came 
into the bill. 

The Senator from Ohio, Mr. SHERMAN, introduced that proposition; 
it was referred to the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, was 
reported back favorably, and the Senate, without debate and without 
division, adopted it. The Senator from Ohio, when he presented the 
proposition, accompanied it with a statement, which I will ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[Extract of annual message of Governor J. B. Foraker, of Ohio, January, 1887.] 

The ee generata report will be found both interesting and comprehen- 
sive. You will find in it some correspondence with the Q eneral 
of the United States Army at Washington relative to tho care of the confederate 
cemetery near Columbus, and you learn from it that the United States au- 


thorities are without funds ropriated) to care for this place. . The title to it 
is in the United States, and Government should care for these graves; but 
it seems to have overlooked them. The fence that incloses the lot is ina dilap- 

on, entire burial place is overgrown with weeds and 
and briars. It is recommended + unless the United States Govern- 


federate dead who are buried on Me hnson's RA ‘The hatred and detestation 
that all loyal people must and should ever entertain for the irae eenden oops 
doctrines that these men fought for ought not to stand in the way of either a 
cordial fi toward the living who have abandoned such heresies, or a proper 
regard and Christian respect for id Vms of the dead who, although wrong, 
yet heroically and valorously contended for the convictions they entertained, 


Mr. RANDALL. That was presented by the Senator from Ohio, 
Mr. SHERMAN, and it is the Jan of the annual message of Gov- 
ernor Foraker, of Ohio. Now I maintain that the point of order would 
have been well taken on an original proposition of this character in the 
House, but the Senate, not being regulated by the rules of the House, 
have inserted the proposition in this connection, and the Committee on 
Appropriations have confined themselves to an amendment which is 
germane to the ition as it comes from the Senate. 

I yield now to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. LI rise merely for the purpose of asking my 
friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] a question. Do I understand 
his point of order to be made against the original amendment or 
against the amendment submitted by the House Committee on Appro- 

riations ? 
3 Mr. BURROWS. Against the amendment submitted by the House 
committee and not against the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If my friend will indulge me I wish to 
say a word on that. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not desire to hear the gentleman 
from Michigan on the point of order if it is insisted npon 

Mr. BURROWS. I only desire to say one word, if the Chair will 
indulge me. I do not wish to be putin a false position, as I may be 
by the language of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr RANDALL 
implying that I am opposed to the Senate amendment. I am not. 
have made no objection whatever to that, but I have made a point of 
order against the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations of this House as an amendment to the proposition of the 
Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let that amendment be read. 

Mr. LONG. ‘The Chair is ready to rule upon the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule is that no provision changing existing 
law shall be in order on any appropriation bill or any amendment 
thereto. If the Senate have adopted such an amendment, the Chair 
thinks that the fact that they are not bound by the House rule does 
not give the bill any larger scope when it comes back to the House than 
it had before, and that the only resource of the House is to vote down 
the Senate amendment or take it as new legislation. Any other ruling 
would allow the House, after the Senate had amended a bill, to put 
upon it all kinds of propositions in the form of amendments to amend- 
mene: Therefore the Chair, with much regret, sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. RANDALL. One moment, Mr. Chairman. The House cer- 
tainly has a right to concur or non-concur. Now, if that be so, has it 
not the right to concur with an amendment? 

Mr. LONG. But the amendment must be in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield now to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH], who has a modification of the proposition to submit, 
to which perhaps the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] will 
not object. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the proposition as it comes 
back from the Senate is one that-finds favor generally with the House, 
and my friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] makes no point of order 
against it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly not. I make no point of order against 
that, but I desire to make a suggestion in regard to the Senate amend- 
ment before final action thereon, which I think will promote the hu- 
mane purpose intended. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then a word as to that proposition and as 
to the origin of the Senate amendment. AtColumbus, Ohio, near what 
is known as Camp Chase, there is a cemetery in which are buried sev- 
éral hugdred men who died while they were prisoners of war, 

The Government of the United States placed around that cemetery 
a fence to protect it from being a wallowing place for swine and a loiter- 
ing place for cattle; in other words, they recognized that it was ‘‘God’s 
acre.’? Now that fence has been broken down, and the burial ground 
is a waste, and this proposition is to provide that that fence shall be 
restored, in order that the cemetery where those men are buried who 
died while they were detained as prisoners of war may not be left a 
common for cattle or a hog-wallow. That, it seems to me, is dictated 
by every sentiment of Christian civilization. 

Mr. BURROWS. I trust my friend does not understand me as dif- 
fering with him concerning that proposition: 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, 
BUTTERWORTH ] how the fence was originally provided. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Bythe Government. When the place was 
selected for the burial of the dead it was inclosed by the officers in 
charge at that time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Where did they get the money? 

Mr. BURROWS. I can answer that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I take it that the Government never gets 

any property without paying for it. 
` _ Mr. BOUTELLE. My question is avery simple one; there is noth- 
ing occult aboutit. I simply want to know how the origi 
was made for constructing the fence around that ground, and why the 
officers of the United States are not just as able to-day to provide for 
repairing that fence and keeping it in order, without any specific ap- 
propriation by Congress, as they were to construct it originally ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That comprises two questions. One is as 
to how the Government obtained the ground. Ido notknow. I only 
know that the Government has it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will my friend permit me to answer the gentle- 
man’s question? When these confederate oe died in our pris- 
ons, of course they had to be buried, and they were given decent 
Christian burial. The land in which they were buried did not belong 
to the United States at that time. Subsequently the Government 
bought the ground and paid $500 for it, and now holds a deed of the 
same, At the time of the burial of the confederates therein the spot 
was very properly inclosed with a substantial wooden fence. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Who constructed the fence? 

Mr. BURROWS. It was done by order of the War Department, I 
understand. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why does not the Secretary of War authorize 
the fence to be repaired? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Because there are no funds. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. By the recognition of the Chair I hold the 
floor; but I am willing to answer the question. Iam notadvised how, 
but simply know the fact that the land was acquired by the Govern- 

My honored friend [Mr. Burrows] has stated how it was 
Now the reason the Quartermaster’s Department is not author- 
ized to restore the fence which inclosed this burial place and kept it 
in proper condition, is because no appropriation has been made for that 
purpose. There is no nyoney available to pay the cost. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Was a special appropriation made to build the 
fence originally ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Appropriations are made specifically from 
time to time to defray the expense of caring for the several cemeteries 
of which the Government has charge and control, but no appropriation 
has been made which authorizes the repairs contemplated si the pend- 
ing amendment, and for which it makes provision, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman says that without a specific ap- 
propriation, this work can not be done. Now I can not understand why 
the Department can not do now precisely what it did before. : 

. Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Because they had a fund to do that which 
they did then; they have no fund to do what is now proposed to be done. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is my friend from Ohio sure of that? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, I am sure of it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think youare mistaken. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then we shall have to search the records to 
ascertain how the fact is. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. My impression is that the Secretary of War, in 
his discretion, in the use of the funds placed at his disposal, had origi- 
nally such proper work done ai that cemetery as decency and humanity 
and the instincts of civilization required. s 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. True. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And I have no doubt whatever that the Secre- 
tary of War, under the appropriations made by Congress and with the 
very liberal fund at his disposal, is to-day fully empowered to carry 
out precisely the same work again if n , 80 that, as I suppose, 
there is no need for bringing the matter in here at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. BUT- 
TERWORTH] has expired, The Chair desires to know what is pending. 
The Chair has not heard any motion. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I move to strike out the last word 
of anything that is pending, 

Now, I desire to answer my friend from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] fully. 
He knows that neither the Secretary of War nor even the President of 
the United States is above the law. Whatever the Secretary of War 
did at the time he constructed a fence, or directed one to be constructed, 
about that cemetery, he did in pursuance of law and paid the cost out 
of fands which he was authorized to expend in that manner. At this 
time he has no such authority and certainly no such fand. If he had, 
there would not come from the War Department the suggestion of a 
want in that behalf. 

Now, asingle word touching the other amendment to the Senate 
amendment, reported by the House Committee on Appropriations, and 
which has been referred to by my colleague on the committee [Mr. RAN- 
. DALL]. It was brought to the knowledge of the committee that in 
different localities, near the battlefields of the South and in one place 
in the North, there are buried together indiscriminately confederates 
and Federals; that originally there were fences placed about these places 


to guard them in a manner becoming a Christian people; and that 
those fences are now torn down. This proposition looks simply to an 
inquiry as to whether there are grounds not dedicated specifically to 
the purpose of burying either the Federal or the confederate dead, but 
wher immediately after a battle, the soldiers of the two sides were 
buried promiscuously. F 

It is p: to inquire whether there are such anywhere in 
this Republic, and if so, to ascertain the cost of suitably inclosing 
those localities. The amendment to the Senate amendment, as re- 

from the Appropriation Committee of this House, much 
further than that. Ido not approve of the amendment in its present 
form, nor do I know that I would approve it with a great deal of 
modification. But that I would favor an amendment looking to such 
an inquiry as I have suggested, I do not hesitate to declare. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman read the amendment he proposes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ihave not had time to prepare any amend- 
ment, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does not the gentleman understand that the 
Union dead have all been gathered together in the national cemeteries, 
both North and South? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It appears not to be so. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I supposed they had. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. - Itappears that in the neighborhood of the 
Wilderness, in the neighborhood of Chickamauga—I only mention 
these places by way of illustration—a number of Union and confederate 
soldiers have been buried in the manner I have stated. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. But the Quartermaster-General has been at work 
for years gathering those into the national cemeteries at Chattanooga, 
Fredericksburg, and other places. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will only say to my friend that I under- 
stand from reports made upon this matter that the case is as I have 
stated. I do not know such to be the fact; but if anywhere there are 
buried in this way Union dead—with confederates, if you please, or 
without them—there can be no reasonable objection to an inquiry to 
ascertain the fact. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has not the Secretary of War authority to do that 
now? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Of course he has. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘This provision is out, as I understand, on 
a point of order; but inasmuch as the propriety and fitness of the propo- 
sition seemed to be called in question, I desired to state what I under- 
stood to be the purpose of the measure, 

Now the amendment proposed by the House committee went much 
further, because if required search everywhere, into every village and 
hamlet, to find if there was a confederate grave unmarked. This is 
further than I deem it the proper duty of the Government to go. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Give us yours. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iwould amend that to read in this way: 
that the Secretary of War be, and ‘he is hereby, directed to ascertain 
and report to Congress, at its next session, whether the grounds wherein 
the Union and confederate dead who were killed in battle, or died in 
prison, lie buried together, are unprotected by suitable inclosures; 
and whether the graves therein are unmarked, together with an esti- 
mate of the cost of putting up suitable inclosures around such grounds. 

With the consent of the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, I ask that the Senate amendment amended as I here propose be 
adopted. The Senate amendment as amended will simply provide for 
putting a fence around the cemetery at Columbus, and if as we are in- 
formed there are other graveyards where Union and confederate sol- 
diers are indiscriminately buried in the same ground and not taken 
care of, which have become wastes where pigs wallowand cows browse, 
then this House shall be informed of the facts and the estimated cost 
of providing suitable fences to protect them be ascertained and re- 
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ed. 
are BURROWS. Let me inquire of the gentleman from Ohio 
whether the Secretary of War does not under the law have authority 
to attend to this matter. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ifhe has such authority then this amend- 
ment is useless. 

Mr. BURROWS. In my judgment he has such authority; and your 
amendment does not include those who have died in the hospitals. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; I have struck that out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. [Cries of 
“Regular order !’’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will read my amendment as Ihave writ- 
ten it. It does not propose to include those who died in the hospitals. 
I have struck that all out, 

Mr. BURROWS. Why not include those? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Because it opens the inquiry beyond what 
is necessary. It is drawn only to meet the contingency of which I 
spoke, where the dead were promiscuously buried. If there is such a 
place there is not a man here who is not in favor of inclosing and pro- 
tecting it by a suitable fence. 

. Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there any suggestion that the Quartermaster- 
General’s Department has failed to do its duty ? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Notat all;and I will say to my friend from 
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Michigan that the money appropriated for care of national cemeteries 
has, by the terms of the statute, been used for those only which were 
specifically named in the act or acts—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there nota general law on the subject? I 
should be sorry to believe Congress had permitted this thing to go un- 
provided for until this late day. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Congress has done its duty, but if for any 
reason a cemetery or group of graves has been overlooked or neglected 
I see no good reason why that neglect should continue after our atten- 
tion is called to the fact. The duty remains, though it may have been 
by inadvertence overlooked. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

y The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. [Cries of 

Vote! 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I moveto concur in the amendment of the 
Senate with an amendment, such as I have stated. 

Mr, BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, while I am in full accord with my 
friend from Ohio, I am firmly of the opinion this authority has already 
been conferred upon the Secretary of War. I make the point of order, 
however, that it should be considered by the committee. 

Mr. LONG. That winds it up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and rules 
the amendment out for reasons already given. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope, Mr. Chairman, I am not misunderstood 
about the original proposition in the bill. I will inquire of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania whether he proposes to concur or non-concur. 

Mr. RANDALL. We concur with an amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. But that amendment has gone out, 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee desire to concur in the Senate 
amendment with an amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. As reported by the committee, it went out on a 
point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. But now we have the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 

Mr. BURROWS. That also has gone out on a point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, in my belief the 
time has come when we should pay decent respect tothedead. While 
some here have a delicacy, I may say, about the proper care of the 
confederate dead, I think in thename of humanity if there be any place 
anywhere containing dead bodies of soldiers, who died bravely atleast, 
that, in the absence of anything to protect those bodies, it becomes the 
duty of this Government to provide fences or suitable inclosures for 
that purpose so as to save those graves from the desecration of having 
cattle grazing upon them or hogs digging up the ground. 

Mr, CUTC. N. Let me ask the gentleman a question for informa- 
tion. . 

Mr. RANDALL. Notnow. Iwish, Mr. Chairman, to direct the at- 

tention of the House to the fact that many of these confederate dead have 
children now living who to-day are as devoted to our flag as any other, 
and I really do not think the interests of this great Government or the 
harmony and peace of this people will be interfered with in the least 
degree by the construction of fences about the confederate dead which 
are now uncared for. 
`- Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the gentleman intend the proposition shall 
apply to all the Southern States? 
“Mr. RANDALL, This is a simpleinquiry. It does not propose any 
action. We want to know whether it is true, as has been ip eae 
there are these graveyards in this country that have not thi T 
‘of protection, and that is all. When we get that information then will 
‘come the proposition as to what should be done and the extent of the 
apvropriations for that purpose. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My question, which I desired to address to the 
gentleman, related ‘to the extent of the inquiry whether it extended 
‘over the whole country. 

. Mr. RANDALL. Itdoes. It extends throughout the length and 
breadth of this land. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I only wanted to be sure of that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Wherever there are brave men who died it refers; 
because I want to say here and now that the bravery exhibited on both 
sides in that contest has been the best means of preserving peace to this 
country that has ever in its history been devised or made conclusive, 
either by the acts of men or the writing of statutes or laws. 

Mr. BURROWS, Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has no purpose to put me in a false position. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no; none in the world; and I will stop the 
gentleman right there to correct him if he has such an idea. 

ae BURROWS. I desire to be clearly understood on this whole 
matter. 

When this bill came back from the Senate it contained a provision 
appropriating $2,000 for the proper care of the grounds near Columbus, 
Ohio, and on Johnson’s Island, where we buried some 3,000 confederate 
prisoners of war. To this proposition no objection has been made, so 
far aa I know, by any one. Thereupon the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of this House resolved to concur in the proposition of the Senate 
with an amendment, which is as follows: 


That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, directed to ascertain, and re- 
port to Congress at its next session, whether the graves of any soldiers, Union 


or confederate, who were killed in battle or who died in prison or hospital, 


are not em in any national, city, town, or village cemetery, or are un- 
protected by inclosures or unmarked by headstones, and if there be any such 
graves what amount of money would be necessary to properly fence and per- 
manently mark the same, 

Against this proposition I made the point of order upon which it 
went out of the bill under the rules. Here the matter might have 
ended but for some observations made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania admits that this proposition goes 
to the extent of imposing upon the National Government the obligation 
to inquire whether there are any confederate graves anywhere, outside 
of established cemeteries, unprotected and unmarked, and as the ac- 
knowledged leader of that side of the House expresses a desire that the 
care of such should become a national charge. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no leader about it; and there is no side 
about this question. 

Mr. BURROWS. Letme proceed. Iunderstand the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to assert that the House amendment goes to the extent 
(with which purpose he is in full accord) of imposing upon the Secre- 
tary of War the duty of searching out the graves of all confederate as 
well as Union dead, outside of any cemetery, with a view of bringing 
these under national protection and care. 

Mr. RANDALL. I voted for that in committee and am willing to 
vote for it in the House, 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand that, and it is this proposition I ob- 
ject to, but as it has gone out of the bill I do not care to be drawn 
into a discussion of it at this time; it is not before the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is only a mere inquiry. 

Mr. BURROWS. True it is only in inquiry, but it is not difficult 
to discover the purpose of it and where it will end. It seems to meit 
will be time enough to consider the gees of caring for the graves 
of those who sought the overthrow of the Government when you have 
provided a fitting monumentto those who preserved it. It will be time 
enough to mark the graves of the confederate dead when you consent 
to the bill now pending in this House to rear a monument to General 
Grant, and build a statue to Edwin M. Stanton, that great rock upon 
which Abraham Lincoln leaned when the Republic trembled. [Ap- 
plause]. I am notin accord with that spirit Which would care for the 
confederate dead while withholding support from the living Union sol- 
dier now sitting in the shadow of the poor-house. 

Now I think I understand the end of this business. I say it with- 
out malice, but we may as well come to an understanding about this 
whole matter in the beginning. I draw the line here, and upon this 
line we ought to stand: That the men who fought to maintain this 
Government and defend constitutional liberty were in the right, and 
those who fought to destroy it were in the wrong; and we can never 
consent as a nation to honor any man, living or dead, because he be- 
trayed his country. i 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say only this: That the gentleman speaks 
of my endeavor to draw a line, or rather he says there should be a line 
drawn. Now, the difference between the gentleman and myself is that 
I want to rub out the lines that mark the difference between the two 
ends of the country. 

eesti wa = want to efface the line between right and 
WTO een ty i ty. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is oe es in this proposition that will bear 
a scintilla of such a construction. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ithink differently, and I also think that the time 
should never come when we should hold the name and fame of those 
who assailed the Republic in equal regard with those who defended it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move to concur in the Senate amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will advise the House that there is 
nothing before the committee. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
the floor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not upon my motion, and it is the only one be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. What proposition is pending? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My motion to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been rec- 
ognized, and the gentleman from Michigan had no right to make the 
motion while the gentleman from Pennsylania was on the floor. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. But there was no question before the House upon 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania could take the floor. I made 
a motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Butthe gentleman was out of order while an- 
other gentleman was on the floor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I make the point of order that there was no 
question before the House upon which the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania could be recognized, and that I rose and made a motion which 
was in order, and was entitled to recognition on my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The response the Chair has to make is that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania had the floor, and the Chair presumed 
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he would make an appropriate motion. 


The Chair had a right to pre- 
sume that he, being in charge of the bill, would do so, and no other 
gentleman could make a motion while he had the floor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the Chair proceedson presumptions I yield 
to the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. The proposition as presented by the Committee on 
Appropriations is one of inquiry, the object sought being to get infor- 
mation so that the House might hereafter act understandingly. Itis 
in the exact line of what was proposed in the Senate and in accordance 
with the facts that I have presented, I do think and the majority of 
the Committee on Appropriations thought that the time had come when 
war on the dead should cease. 

There is nothing in the proposition that even by inference or by 
any possible construction can be tortured into a controversy on the 
question of who was right and who was wrong. It is well known to 
this House and to the country how I feel on that subject. But I want 
to say when that war was over I thought we ought to proceed to 
mend rather than to tear down, destroy, and ripopen. Thatisall there 
is in this proposition. I do not think it was introduced with any pur- 
pose whatever of a political nature. It was an appeal to our manhood. 
It was an appeal to the best sentiment of our nature that these dead 
people should at least have protectioh in their bodies from cattle and 
from persons who were desecrating these cemeteries. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CURTIN]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] a question before he sits down. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has been an honored and distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations for how many Con- 

I do not quite remember. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not material. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to ask him why it is that this measure 
has never been brought up before. 

Mr. RANDALL, Because this was the first time it was ever brought 
to the attention of the committee or to my attention. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to ask another question in that connec- 
tion. What does the gentleman from Pennsylvania mean when he 
says that the committee had concluded the time had now arrived when 
this thing could properly be done? 

Mr. RANDALL. The general tendency of the thought of the com- 
mittee membership, I take it, although I have no right to say any- 
thing of what occurs in committee, was in that direction. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. One more question, and then I will relieve the 
gentleman. I desire to ask him whether it is not his belief that if no 
such action as this had been proposed by his committee and no such 
legislation should take place, the Secretary of War and the officers of 
the Government, are fully empowered with authority and with funds 
to provide these fences in Columbus and elsewhere as here proposed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will answer that question. Iam not clear in 
my judgment whether the Secretary of War hasthat power now. But 
we saw the opportunity suggested by the proposition of the Senate as 
to the confederate dead in the State of Ohio to build fences about the 
cemeteries to protect them, and we thought that we might proceed a 
little further in that direction and make the inquiry general, whether, 
as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH |, a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations, desires, this action shall be had as to 
the confederate and Union dead where they are mingled together in 
common graves, or whether, as some of us thought, this provision 
might be made as to where there were confederate dead only. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment, which proposes simply to restore certain burial inclosures 
within the Northern States where confederate soldiers died while held 
as prisoners of war. I think it is becoming to us as a people to see 
that those inclosures are maintained; that these cemeteries are not 
turned into commons. I made theinquiry I did of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania simply and in good faith to ascertain the extent of the 
proposed inquiry, whether it was to extend to all the battle-fields of 
the South or only to the Northern States. 

Mr. RANDALL. I canonly say as to my own wish that I wanted 
it to extend from one end of the country to the other. 

Mr. LONG, That question is not before us. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is not before us now. We have before us 
only a simple matter of concurrence in this amendment. 

There is something due to ourselves, to those of us who come from the 
Northern States, to our self-respect and our feeling toward the dead, 
simply because they are the dead; because their resting places are 
away from their friends, and they lie buried ina land of st 
I think that respect for ourselves and respect for our profession of be- 
ing a Christian people should induce us to maintain these inclosures 
about the resting places of these people who died alone and in prison, 

without reference to the cause in which they died. That these men 

were brave, all the world knows. The only fault I had to find with 
them was that they were too brave in what I considered a bad cause. 
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No one who faced them on the battlefield will ever complain that 
they were not brave. They were brave. And if the time ever comes 
when we shall stand again, shoulder to shoulder, North and South, in 
a common cause, the world will learn and know that the American 
soldiery are the best and bravest soldiery in the world, whether they 
hail from the North or the South. [Loud applause. ] 

I am in favor of building up these waste places in the North; but, 
Mr. Chairman, I do not believe it is our duty to go down totheSouthern 
States and hunt out the graves of men where they rest among their own 
friends, among those who loved them, their brothers, companions, and 
comrades in arms, because their friends and companions and comrades 
will find those resting places, and will mark them and guard them. 

A MEMBER. They have done it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They have done it no doubt, and I have notany 
complaint to make of our Southern friends because they honor their 
dead. They would be either more or less than men if they failed to do 
that; and There no fault to find, and no upbraidings to offer, because 
when the spring-time comes they Jay the flowers of spring upon the 
graves of their own brave, though, as we think, mistaken soldiers. But 
as to those who died among us of the North, and who sleep in Northern 
soil, in God’s name let us not leave the ground where they rest unpro- 
tected. They were Americans and they are dead; let us protect their 
resting places. We shall not think of our own dead less tenderly, or 
hold the cause in which they died Jess sacred, nor shall we efface or 
dim the clear line between right and wrong by paying this tribute to 
our common humanity and our common mortality. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. i 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in the Senate 
amendment with an amendment which I send to the desk. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN] 
is recognized. ~ 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, as I have always understood the 
question, there was no necessity for any interruption of the power of 
the Government of the United States, and I have never had any sym- 
pathy with the men who attempted to break up that Government. I 
was one of those in the North who believed that we knew better what 
was good for the people of the South than they did for themselves, and 
we fought them to keep them in the Union. We compelled obedience 
to the laws of the Union, and so this Government was preserved, and 
when the war was over if the great philanthropist, the great friend of 
humanity had lived, we would have had peace and concord long before 
itcame to these people. When Abraham Lincoln died the best friend of 
all humanity on this continent went down to his grave. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is the use of talking about who was wrong 
and who was right? 

Mr. SOWDEN. The war is over, and let us have peace. 

Mr. CURTIN. The war is over, thank God, and a great many men 
who now undertake to revive the war and flaunt its bloody memories 
had but little to do with it. [Laughter and applause.] It so hap- 
pened that I was in an official position where it became my duty to 
stand by theGovernment. I had sworn that I would, and I respected my 
oath to my Maker. I gave all the powers of my early life to the main- 
tenance of this Government—to making it a great state. When the 
authority of the Government had been established, when we had com- 
pelled obedience to the law and restored the Southern country as a part 
of this great Union, I believed the war was over, and I issued the first 
proclamation from any official source in the North to declare that the 
war wasover. [Laughterand applause.] As to these gentlemen from 
the South, they are your countrymen, are they not? It they are not 
your countrymen, why are they here? Why are they occupying seats 
in this august body, and at the other end of the Capitol, if they are not 
your countrymen? 

Mr. Chairman, there is implanted by God Almighty in every human 
breast a sentiment of admiration and reverence for heroism. And in 
all the wars of this great country there are no higher evidences of her- 
oism than were ted in the sufferings and the persistence of the 
people of the South. I believe they were in error; but there can be 
no stronger evidence of the fidelity which they now cherish toward the 
country than the cheerfulness with which in this House gentlemen 
from the South vote pensions for soldiers of the North who are in poverty. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a distinction between a government and a 
state. A government can control provinces or communities subjected 
to its power; but if you desire to make this great nation a state it must 
be homogeneous, so that when the interests of Maine are assailed the 
wrong shall be felt in California, and when the rights of Oregon are at- 
tacked the vibration of the blow shall be felt in Florida. We are now 
a state—a great homogeneous people; and I am sick and tired of this 
constant revival of the war, unhappy and bloody as it was. I would 
carefully guard and care for the graves of the immortal dead who fell 
in that lamentable strife. While cherishing the memory of those who 
fell, I would have all the bitterness of the war forgotten; I would look 
upon every citizen within the borders of this great and powerful coun- 
try as my brother. [Applause.] Any man within the jurisdiction of 
this Government who obeys its laws is my brother and your brother. 
I trust that such a one will not be thrust aside as an outcast. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy perhaps 
less than five minutes in saying a few words touching the pending 
amendment. It seems to me there ought to be a time when a plain 
business proposition could be considered as such. 

The governor of Ohio called the attention of the country to the fact 


that a certain cemetery near Columbus, of which the Government of 
the United States has charge, and which it owns, was in a dilapidated 
condition. Recognizing that fact, and without reference to who was 
buried there, provision was made to do what everybody recognizes the 
propriety of doing—to make suitable repairs by erecting a fence toin- 
élose the ground. 

On the heels of that it was suggested that there were other cemeter- 
ies or grounds near battlefields in the South where the Union dead were 
buried promiscuously with confederates, and where, owing to the 
poverty of States or of localities, the fences originally constructed about 
those cemeteries had been torn down, so that the grounds were being in 
a measure desecrated. It was proposed that inquiry be made as to 
whether that statement is true. Will anybody object to such an in- 
quiry? Notaman. Nobody here dares say to the mother of the dead 
soldier, ‘‘I objected to inquiry being made as to whether the graveyard 
where your boy is buried is being neglected and is becoming a wild 
waste.” That is all this inquiry looked to. 

Some one called my attention to the fact that if there are Union 
soldiers buried anywhere in the South, the Quartermaster’s Department 
is not only ‘authorized but required to gather their bones and deposit 
them in the national cemeteries. Ifsuch is the fact, it was answer to 
the proposition. The inquiry proposed is a plain one; and some one, 
without having his gall unnaturally stirred, might have arisen in his 
place and said, ‘‘ What you propose is already provided for.” 

I live somewhat near the line where the attrition between the influ- 
ences of slavery and freedom was greatest. Ido not yield to any one 
in hostility to the institution of slavery and all the things it inspired. 
Yet I have not felt called upon to part with my humanity or to fail to 
recognize the obligations that a Christian civilization imposes upon us. 
[Applause. ] ; 

repeat again, all that is pro here is an inquiry as to whether 
anywhere, near the battlefields of the South, there were Union soldiers 
buried; and we put in the confederates because the fact that the two 
classes might be buried together did not render the ground of that pe- 
culiar character whereon we might not walk to make the investigation. 
Nor should the fact that the dead of the two armies in such locality 
are sleeping in graves side by side deter us from protecting the grave- 
yard from desecration. 

But if it were true that in these places there were soldiers buried 
whose resting places had not and have not been properly cared for, this 
House and the country has a right to know it, and then to take such 
action as may be fit and proper. 

As to what has been said by my friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
in reference to the Appropriations Committee, I do not know what 
actuated the motives of others, but for myself I believed tlien, and I 
believe now, every man in this House would be anxious to get the in- 
formation the amendment as I have modified it would secure. 

Mr. BURROWS. Was my friend from Ohio in favor of the amend- 
ment as reported from the committee ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I distinctly stated I was not, but without 
generally discussing the merits of the controversy, beyond recognizing 
the sacred cause for which these soldiers fought and bled and died, I 
am willing to hunt up their bones wherever they are, and to see that 
they have that care and attention which a civilized nation ought to 
bestow upon its dead. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The civilization of the nation bestowed that care 
and attention in 1867. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If there are such places, does my friend 
object to our getting information of the facts? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I donot; but I do object to the policy of arraign- 
mkan people as false to the inspiration of civilization and the instincts 
of humanity fortwenty-odd years since the war. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not arraign them. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Here are two pages of the Revised Statutes de- 
voted to that subject by a watchful, civilized, and humane people. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend, the governor of Ohio called at- 
tention to the fact that the cemetery which the Government owns at 
Columbus has become a desert waste, and this he did as an indication, 
not that we are lacking in willingness to care for the resting places of 
the dead, but to show that it had been overlooked. ‘Thatisall. The 
Senate amendment directs that to be done now which confessedly 
should have been done long ago. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move to concur in the amendment with an 
amendment, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And for the erection of suitable fences around the cemetery in Cumberland, 
Md., called Hook’s Cemetery, where twelve Union soldiers are buried, and for 
putting the grounds in good condition, $500, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


Mr. RANDALL. I hope no further time will be taken up with de- 
bate, but that we will be permitted to have a vote. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I have a letter here from Colonel Batchelder, in 
charge of the national cemeteries, from which I should like to read 
some extracts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it up and it will be 
read as part of his s 

The Clerk read as follows: 


U investigation itis ascertained that in oneof the burying grounds there, 
Pae ipe Hook's Cemetery, there are the graves of twelve Union soldiers, The 


ands are practically abandoned and badly neglected, the greater part of the 
closing fence being gone,and,of course to depredation of animals 
recent disturbance of the 


running at large, but there were no indications of an: 
surface, though it was stated that hogs had invaded the premises. 

With reference to those buried in Hook's Cemetery, however, it would seem 
proper that steps be taken to protect them, 


Mr. RANDALL, Idesire to makea suggestion to the House in order 
to bring it to a direct vote in reference to this whole matter. I will 
move to non-concur in the Senate amendment, so as to send this whole 
subject to the conference committee. I will suggest to the gentleman 
from Maryland also to allow his amendment to go to the conference 
committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have the floor, and can not be taken off of it with- 
out my consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought the gentleman had yielded to me. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I am in favor of the amendment pending, and also 
of the one now proposed, as shown by the letter of Colonel Batchelder, 
which has been read relative to Hook’s Cemetery. It requires money 
shall be given for the construction of fences to protect the bodies of 
the twelve Union soldiers buried there. I have been trying for a year 
to get it done, but have not succeeded; and now in order to get it done 
I wish to have this matter included, so that it may go to the commit- 
tee of conference. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is a local matter, and we should treat the 
subject as a general one. I think now, Mr. Chairman, that there will 
be no objection to the suggestion I made a while ago to send the whole 
subject to the conference committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to say a word further upon this ques- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Maryland yielded the 
floor ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have not. 

I want to add to what I said that this cemetery at Cumberland was 
seized by the military for this purpose, and has since been abandoned 
to the Government practically and used for no other interments, and 
was properly fenced originally, but it was done some twenty-five years 
ago and it has now fallen intodecay. The citizens of Cumberland are 
caring for all of the other cemeteries there where Union soldiers are 
buried; but this was a separate ground, and was abandoned to the Gov- 
ernment during the war when it took possession of it for the interment 
of these soldiers. It is in precisely the same situation as the ground 
at Columbus, Ohio. It has been abandoned to its present uses, and if 
you are going to provide for fencing the one then I ask you for the 
same reasons to provide a fence for the other, and upon the still higher 
ground that these Union soldiers were defending this Government from 
whom I ask at least as fair treatment as you give here to the Colum- 
bus confederate graveyard. 

[Here the hammer tell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, this debate has proceeded upon the 
theory that some objection has been made by some one to the United 
States Government properly caring for the ground where the confeder- 
ate dead were buried who died while held as prisoners of war.’ The 

of my colleague was directed tothat subject very largely. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say —— 

Mr. BURROWS. I can not yield for an interruption now. 

Concerning that question, Mr. Chairman, there is not the slightest 
opposition from any quarter. Common decency and humanity enjoin 
that. But I was opposed to the amendment put in by the Committee 
on Appropriations, because I thought it went entirely too far. 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ], who takes occasion to en- 
large upon the necessity of doing that to which we all agree, namely, 
what is provided for in the Senate amendment, concurs with me that 
the amendment proposed by the House committee and to which I have 
objected, goes too far, and I object to the amendment proposed by him 
for the House amendment, for the reason that, in my judgment, it will 
not accomplish the purpose he has in view. If the matter goes to a 
conference it can undoubtedly be adjusted satisfactorily to all. 

I desire to say upon the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] to non-concur in the Senate amendment, that I think 
that ought to be done for this reason: A portion of the appropriation 
contained in the Senate amendment is to be expended on Johnson’s 
Island. It will be found upon an examination that the United States 
has no title to any portion of that island, and the parties owning it 
live in Sandusky and refuse to sell it, and demand the removal of 
the confederate dead therefrom unless certain conditions are accepted, 
which can not well be entertained. 

‘The Quartermaster-General recently caused an examination to be had, 
and the suggestion is made that instead of attempting to secure title 
to the property on Johnson Island, the bodies of the confederate dead 
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there be taken up and removed to the confederate cemetery at Colum- 
bus. This will cost but about $800, and hence I suggest, if we non- 
concur in the Senate amendment, the whole matter can be arranged to 
the satisfaction of every one. 

Mr. KING. I would like to make one statement to the House and 
to the country. Asa Southern man I am grateful for the p tion 
of gentlemen looking to the preservation of the graves of the con- 
federate dead. But I wish to state here, for the benefit of my friends 
on the other side, that I know of no confederate grave-yard in the en- 
tire South that is derelict; and further, I wish to say that the people 
who represent the dead of that section hold those graves as the most 
sacred legacy of a lost cause. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, just a word before the vote is 
taken. 

My colleague from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] certainly must haye 
misunderstood me. I did not intend to criticise his position in what 
I said, for I understood that he took the same view I did in regard to 
the Northern cemeteries. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last word. 

I want to say only a word or two before a vote is taken, being a mem- 

ber of the Committee on Appropriations. 
_ It was found, as a reason for the Senate amendment, that there were 
two cemeteries in which the confederate dead were buried that were 
being neglected. It was also stated before the committee that there 
were confederates buried at Arlington Heights where their graves are 
marked only by a wooden slab instead of by a marble slab. We all 
agreed then that an amendment should be put on the bill for the pur- 
pose of making inquiry to see whether there were any others in that 
condition; and on that proposition I repeat we all agreed, because we 
did not want that condition of things at Arlington Heights or any other 
national cemetery to exist. Theamendment putin, however, is broader 
than was contemplated, broader than was before the committee; I re- 
fer to the amendment reported from our committee and which was 
drawn after we voted on the proposition as we talked it and under- 
stood it. 

The only thing we wanted to know was whether there were any other 
national cemeteries in which confederate dead are buried which are 
in the same condition, and not treated with the same consideration 
that we should, every one of us, want them treated with. We wanted 
to know the facts so that we could have the whole subject before us 
for consideration. For that proposition I stood in committee and 
stand for it before the House. Ido not believe that the South want 
us to go South to look after the confederate dead buried there. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Maryland to concur with the amendment. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. RANDALL tonon-concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The motion to non-concur was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. RICHARDSON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
SyMPson, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoinage of the 
trade-dollar. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Senate amendments 232 to 243 were read and the recommendations 
of the Committee on Appropriations of concurrence and non-concur- 
rence, respectively, were agreed to. 

Senate amendment 244 was read, as follows: 


In line 2471, after the word “for,” insert “rent of office for the marshal;” so 


that it will read: 
“Rent and incidental expen office of marshal, Territory of Alaska: For 


rent of office for the marshal, fuel, books, stationery, and er incidental ex- 
penses, $500, 

The Committee on Appropriations recommended non-concurrence, 

Mr. ROGERS. I move to concur for the purpose of making an in- 
quiry. Why do the committee not agree to an amendment providing 
for rent of office for the marshal? 

Mr. RANDALL. Weare informed no provision for rent is required. 

Mr. ROGERS. My information from the Department of Justice is 
directly to the contrary. 

Mr. RANDALL. We had a request from the Department to strike 
out the provision for rent. 

Mr. ROGERS. My information I received to-day from the chief clerk 
of the Department of Justice, who stated there is no public building 


there. 

Mr. RANDALL, Iunderstand Mr. Hodges, of the Department, came 
to our committee and stated this was the way in which the paragraph 
should stand. I think we had better non-concur, and I can inquire 
further before the bill comes up again on Monday. 


Mr. ROGERS. I had no information from Mr. Hodges; my informa- 
tion was from Mr. Clay. ied 


Mr. RANDALL. They are both reliable. If there is a difference 
between them I would like to see them face to face to explain it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Clay tells me it is essential to make an appro- 
priation for rent for the marshal’s office. I have no desire, however, 
to make a point on this and to call for adivision, because it is evident 
we have no quorum. 

Senate amendment 245 was read, as follows: 

In line 2565, after the word “when,” insert “the court is open for business 
or;” so that it will read: 

“Nor shall any part of any money appropriated be used in payment of a per 


diem compensation to any attorney, clerk, or marshal for attendance in court 
peor. ae days when the court is open for business or business is actually trans- 
court, 


Mr. BUCK. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. I feel re- 
luctant to take up the time at this late hour on Saturday afternoon. 
But the original bill as it passed the House left the law in such ashape 
that the attorney, clerk, and marshal would not be paid, except when 
business was actually transacted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman that he allow this 
amendment to go into conference. 

Mr. BUCK. I would not object to that if the gentleman will assure 
me that the committee of conference will consider the matter. I only 
wish to suggest that the law as this bill would leave it without the Sen- 
ate amendment would simply cut off any per diem for the United States 
marshal, or the United States attorney, or the clerk of a United States 
court, whenever there was no business transacted in the court. If the 
court was open, and the clerk was there, and the marshal and attorney, 
and a motion happened to be made to continue a case, and no business 
should be transacted or case tried, those officers would get no pay what- 
ever. The Senate amended that. 

Mr. RANDALL. TheSenateamended itin a manner which defeats 
the object the House had in inserting the language. 

Mr. BUCK. That d on what was the object the House had. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was to break up an abuse. 

Mr. BUCK. If the object was to cut off any per diem to clerk, mar- 
shal, and attorney when a case was not tried, that object is defeated 
by the Senate amendment. But this amendment makes the law uni- 
form everywhere. It neither increases nor diminishes the fees or com- 
pensation per diem. 

Mr. RANDALL. We do not want that these men shall get pay for 
the sitting of a court when the court is not actually in session for any 
business. 

Mr. BUCK. The Senate amendment would not allow that, It 
simply provides that when a court has been opened regularly the com- 
pensation will be made. The clerk must record that transaction of 
opening the court. The officer may be called upon to travel from his 
residence, and if so called upon the present statute entitles him to 5 
cents a mile for travel to and from the court. This would oblige him 
to go from his residence and attend the session of the court and not 
have any bit of compensation except for travel. 

Mr. RANDALL. This relates to the per diem. 

Mr. BUCK. I understand that, and the provision of the bill cuts 
that off unless some cases are tried or business done in the court. It 
frequently happens that a judge opensa court and all the paraphernalia 
of the court are present; the marshal, the clerk, the crier, the attorney 
are all obliged to be there and attend to their business whether a suitor 
is there to go on with his case or whether counsel may be present or 
not. 

Mr. LONG. That would be the transaction of business. 

Mr. REED. Youcannottellunder the present Comptroller whether 
that would be transaction of business or not. 

Mr. BUCK. I think it is better that the provision should be made 
as it is with the Senate amendment— . 


When the court is open for business or business is actually transacted in 
court. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The committeeaccordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the Senate 
amendments to the sundry civil appropriation bill had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr, NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rted that the 
committee examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 199) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate disagreed to the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S. 2451) for the relief of Mrs. Julia De Quindre, asked a confer- 
ence with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. BLAIR, Mr, 
SAWYER, and Mr. PALMER. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the consideration of the bill (S. 175) and that it be 
now considered, 

Mr. DUNN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 33 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk. 
under the rules, and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of J. A. Garfield Post, No. 120, 
and of Abraham Lincoln Post, No. 11, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Massachusetts, respecting the veto of the dependent pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER: Protest of Hon. G. L. G. Seely, Lyman Wall, and 
others, citizens of Monroe County, New York, against the repeal of the 
ol ine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOUND: Resolutions of the Poorman’s Spring Fishing Club, 
of Harrisburg, Pa., in favor of the re of Senate bill 2436, relating 
to the care and government of the Yellowstone National Bank—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of members of the Michigan Sol- 
diers’ Home, asking the passage of the dependent pension bill over the 
President’s veto—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of ex-soldiers of Manton, and of Ithaca, Mich., for 
the passage of the dependent pension bill over the President’s veto— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Petition of members of the Women’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Iowa, for the speedy passage of Senate bill 
2362, to promote the political and commercial prosperity of the Ameri- 
ean nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers and sailors of the late war, of Linn County, 
Towa, for the passage of the bill reviving the arrears-of-pension act— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of Charles City (Iowa) Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, condemning action of the President in vetoing the 
dependent pension bill as unjust to the soldiers of the Union Army— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of members of Andrews Post, No. 132, 
of Ashland, of Armstrong Post, No. 278, of esville, and of Springle 
Post, No. 208, Grand Army of the Republic, of Shiloh, Ohio, unani- 
mously requesting the of the dependent pension bill over the 
President’s veto—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolution of Melvin Clarke Post,Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Ohio, for the passage of the dependent pension bill 
over the veto of the President—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of A. A. Niles and 147 others, citizens of 
Morristown, Vt., praying for the passage of the dependent soldiers’ 

ion bill over the President’s veto—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Resolutions of Stover Post, No. 1, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Portsmouth, N. H., in favor of the dependent pen- 
sion bill, so-called—to the same committee. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of J. H. Case and 46 others, 
citizens of Winthrop, lowa, opposing any change of the oleomargarine 
law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of Shell 
Rock, and of Hubbard, Iowa, favoring the passage of Senate bill 2362— 
to the Committee on Foreign i 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of L. P. Sigler and 153 others, soldiers 
of the United States, of Decatur County, Iowa, praying for the 
of House bill 10457, notwithstanding the objections of the President— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of John A. Davis Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Freeport, Ill., demanding that the dis- 
abled soldiers’ pension bill pass, notwithstanding the President’s veto— 
to the same committee, 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of J. G. Robbins and 31 others, citizens 
of Decatur County, Indiana, in favor of the passage of the pleuro-pneu- 
monia bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of Mrs, C. A. Lorbeer and Mrs. Rose L. 
Osborne, of Humboldt County, Iowa, praying for the passage of Senate 
bill 2362, to promote the political and commercial prosperity of the 
American nations—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of W. P. Towne, administratrix of Ezra B. 
Towne, of Madison Parish, Louisiana, asking that his war claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, pre relating to the claim of Ezra B. Towne, of Madison 
Parish, Louisiana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LONG: Memorial of a committee representing the marble 
saw mills of the United States, relative to tariff on marble—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Post No. 4, and of Post No. 11, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Massachusetts, urging the passage of 


the dependent pension bill over the President’s veto—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts, in favor of 
coast defenses, and the building of a navy—to the Committee on Ap- 

iations. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY: Petition of James Young Post, No. 376, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Ohio, protesting against the curtailing the 
revenues of the Government—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of George G. Meade Post, No. 5, of 
Washington, D. C.; of Phil. H. Sheridan Post, No. 34, of Salem, Mass., 
and of Lincoln Post, No. 3, of Washington, D. C., for the of 
the dependent pension bill over the veto of the Presidant-—tothe Ooms 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. MILLARD: Resolutions of Cander Post, No. 383, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of New York, in favor of ng the dependent 
pension bill over the veto of the President—to the same committee. 

By Mr..PEEL: Papers relating to the claim of John Johnson, of 
Washington County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: Petition of George B. McClellan Post, No. 99, 
and of John W. Mains and others, ex-soldiers of New Jersey, for the 

of the dependent pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Peni 

By Mr. RANNEY: Petition of the James A. Garfield Post, No. 120, 
of Massachusetts, in favor of the dependent pension bill—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of J. C. Wieser and 85 others, citizens and 
ex-soldiers of Roodhouse, Ill., in favor of the dependent pension bill— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Resolutionof the General Assembly of Connect- 
icut, favoring measures to speedily secure adequate protection, both 
by fortifications and batteries, to our defenseless coast—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of James P. Ross and 100 others, of Wa- 
bash, Ind., asking the passage of the Miller bill relating to exotic dis- 
eases—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Resolutions of the Sedgwick Post, No. 37, of York, 
Pa., in favor of the dependent pension bill, lately passed by Congress— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., in reference to the erection of a public building—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, papers pertaining to bill for relief of William Gannon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of W. J. Martin, a Democrat, of 
Mankato, Minn., asking for the passage of the dependent pension bill 
over the President’s veto—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Elizabeth F. Coleman, of Limestone 
County, Alabama, for reference of claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers to be filed with bill for relief of Annie Spil- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of the executive committee of the 
Women’s Christian Temperance Union of the District of Columbia, 
for the passage of the bill for the establishment of a hospital and re- 
formatory for inebriates—to the Committee on District of Columbia. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a bill provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. JAMES: Of 201 citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Of 177 citizens of Marblehead, Mass. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Of members of the Women’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Middleville, of Bellevue, Mich., and of the Grand 
Lodge of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of yea, ge 

By Mr. WEST: Resolution of Heroes’ Lodge, No. 18, Loyal Orange 
Institution, of Greenpoint, N. Y. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 21, 1887. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ape 
proved. 
BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had om 
the 18th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act & 785) granting a pension to George Ham; and 

An act (S. 1384) granting a pension to Mathias Wondrak. 

The m e also announced that the following bills having been 
received by the President February 1, 1887, and not having been re- 
turned to the House of Congress in which they originated within the 
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ten days prescribed by the Constitution, they had become laws without 
his approval: 

An act ¢ 269) for the relief of W. H. Powell; and 

An act (S. 1368) for the relief of Richard H. Porter, surviving part- 
ner and assignee of the late firm of R. H. & James Porter. 


JOHN REED, SR.—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro ripe yd laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Sonate: 

I herewith return without approval Senate bill No. 1626, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to John Reed, sr.” 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions merely states that the 
mother of John Reed was granted a pension, commencing the 5th day of Decem- 
ber, 1862; that she has since died, and that beard oi bill isto secure a pen- 
sion te John Reed, sr., the aged and dependent father of the deceased soldier. 

‘The records show that the beneficiary named in this bill filed an application 
for a pension in 1877, alleging that he was the father of John Reed, who died in 
the service, and that his wife, the mother of the deceased soldier, died May 10, 
1872, and that he, the father, was oo dependent upon his son for support. 
He filed evidence of the mother’s death, and one witness alleged that he was 
present at her death, and attended her funeral. 

In 1864 Martha Reed, the mother of the soldier, filed her application for - 
sion, in which she at first claimed to be the widow of John . She r- 
ward, however, alleged that her husband, John Reed, abandoned his family in 
1859, and had not thereafter contributed totheir support, and that the soldier 
was her main support after such abandonment. She was allowed a oe as 
dependent mother, which commenced in 1862, the date of her son’s death, and 
seems to have terminated July 22, 1884, when she died, 

The claim of the father was gy anaes in 1883, for the reason that the mother, 

l living; and when his claim was again p 
ed that his abandonment of his family in 1859 
AA idea arg he was entitled to a pension as being dependent upon 
for Suppo. 

Of course these decisions were correct in law, in equity, and in morals. 

This case demonstrates the means employed in attempts to cheat the Govern- 
ment in applications for pensions—too often successful. 

The allegation in 1877 of the man who now poses as the aged and dependent 
father of a dead soldier that the mother died in 1872, when at that time her claim 
was pending for pension largely based upon his abandonment; the affidavit of 
the man who testified thathe saw her die in 1872; the effrontery of this unworth: 
father renewing his claim after the detection of his fraud and the actual deat! 
of the mother, and the allegation of the mother that she was a widow when in 
fact she was an abandoned wife, show the processes which enter into these 
claims for sions, and the boldness with which plans are sometimes concocted 
to rob the Government, by actually trafficking in death, and imposing upon the 
sacred sentiments of patriotism and national gratitude. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
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CHARLOTTE 0’NEAL—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 
ay ener ith 1 Senate bill 859, entitled “An act grantin, 

rewith return without approval Senate , entit S g 
* Paie bill pacposea te O'Neal i the beneficiary therei ed as th 
roposes to grant a pension to nefic erein named as the 
Arai of Richard O'Neal, late colonel of the Twenty-siath Regiment Indiana 
olunteers, 

In the yd of the committee in the Senate, to whom this bill was referred, 
itis stated the deceased soldier was the first colonel of the regiment named; 
that he resigned from the army, and was, by order of the governor of Indiana, 
put in charge of the United States camps at Indianapolis. A military order is 
made part of the report, announcing t the funeral of Lieut. Col. Richard 
O'Neal will take place January 6, 1863, and reciting the fact that the deceased 
had charge of the camps near Indianapolis for the preceding four months, 

It is distinctly alleged in the report that the beneficiary did not apply to the 
Pension Bureau for relief, because the disease of which her husband died was 
incurred after his whee Sag gg 

The records of the War Department fail to show that there was a colonel of 
the Twenty-sixth Indiana Regiment named Richard O'Neal, but it does appear 
that Richard Neal was lieutenant-colonel of said regiment; that he was mus- 
tered in August 31,1861, and resigned June 30, 1862. 

If this is the officer whose widow is named in the bill, the proposition is to 
pension a widow of a soldier who, after ten months’ service, resigned, and who 
seven months after his resignation died of disease which was in no manner re- 
jJated to his military service. 

There is beside such a discrepancy between the name given in the bill and the 
name of the officer who served as lieutenant-colonel in the regiment mentioned, 
that if the merits were with the widow, the bill would need further Congres- 


sional consideration, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 19, 1887. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the veto messages are disposed of I wish to 
make an inquiry. Have they been for the first time laid before the 
Senate this morning? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the first time. 

Mr. BLAIR. I observed their publication in the newspapers of the 
country last evening. I wish to inquire why it is that Presidential 
messages are given to the press before they are given to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such messages do not come as secret 
documents. The messages came to the Senate on Saturday, but not at 
an hour when it was convenient to present them to the Senate, 

Mr. BLAIR. So they were given to the press before they were laid 
before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They came to the Senate as public 
documents, and copies were obtained by the representatives of the press 
in the usual way. ; 


Mr. BLAIR. I suppose they should be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, I am not familiar with the cases themselves. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference has already been 
made. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response toa resolution 
of February 11, 1887, a report of Col. Henry B. Carrington in regard 
to the massacre near Fort Philip Kearney, Dak., December 21, 1866; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the senate 
and house of representatives of the State of Maine; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


State of Maine.—Resolves in favor of the Miller bill. 


niatives of the Legisla- 
ture assembled, the Miller bill, so called, would be in the 
interest not only of the cattle-growers of this State, but of every consumer of 


meat. 

Resolved, That the losses inflicted upon the cattle industry during the last two 
years by means of embarrassing interstate and foreign quarantines amount to 
a national calamity, and that these quarantines constitute the greatest exist- 

obstruction to interstate and foreign commerce. 

That has shown that the only successful way to deal with 
ee er prompt resort to heroic treatment, and that the quick- 
est wa: way. 

Resolved, That as the ened existence of the most considerable portion of the 
meat supply of the United States is spade gent oy gered by pleuro-pneumonia, 
that the suppression of the disease is not only demanded as a sanitary measure 
for the retention: of the health of our people, but also as a measure of political 


economy. 
£ That the secretary of state be, and is hereby, directed to forward an 
authenticated copy of the fi ing resolutions to the President of the Senate and 


the Speaker of the House of OARA in Congress assembled, with a re- 
quest that the same be laid before their respective bodies. 


Is House oF REPRESENTATIVES, February 17, 1887, 

BNO ASA Ogee Beene CHARLES E. LITTLEFIELD, Speaker. 
In SENATE, February 18, 1887. 

SEBASTIAN S. MARBLE, President, 

FEBRUARY 18, 1887, 


JOSEPH R. BODWELL, Governor, 
ORAMANDAL SMITH, Secretary of State, 


Read and passed finally. 


Approved. 
À true copy. Attest: 


The PRESIDENT g tempore presented a communication from the 
secretary of state of rado, transmitting a memorial of the General 


Assembly of Colorado; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 

Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial No. 4, for the removal of the Southern Ute Indians from 
Colorado, 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Your mem the General Assembly of the State of pein ected Pe ase 
fully represent that Southern Ute Indians retained within the boun: of 
this State, and upon a stri 


of land more than 100 miles long, and the entire 
length of the counties of La Plataand Archuleta, roam in their natural and savage 
state, subject to no laws of government, except the light control which a local 
Indian mt is able to exercise. ience shown that such a tribe of In- 
dians abes iy no more restraint than that imposed by an ordinary white man, 
acting in behalf of his own private interests, are likely to become turbulent and 
commit depredations upon the persons and property of their white neighbors 
atany time. And your memorialists further represent that the interposition ot 
savages soon an enlightened and law-abiding people is a system repugnantto 

CORN: ideas and practices of civil government, and likely in the 
near future to bring on a conflict between the races which can be suppressed 
only at a great cost of life and property. 

T in fact, the southwestern A roe of Colorado and the northwestern portion 
of New Mexico are being so rapidly settled, and the white ple are becoming 
so restless under their many unmitigated wrongs, that they threaten to rely 
upon themselves for that protection which the Government has failed to afford 
them. So that in the very nature of things some new and perhaps slight pro- 
vocation will precipitate the inevitable conflict. And your memorialists re- 
spectfully submit,in view of the fact that Colorado is fast becoming a densely 


ulated and especially as there are a number of Territories sparcely 
eettled, under sole con of the General Government, that the Southern 
tribe of Indians o to be removed from within the State boundaries; that 


e remo of said tribe from the long and narrow strip they now oc- 

cupy ad: which crosses all the natural outlets of La Plata and Archuleta 

Counties, would be a measure of safety to them and of peace and safety to the 

white ow who reside upon the borders of their reservation; it would at the 
e 


e open a large acreage of agricultural land to settlement, and 
mit the people E y, Ara à and New Mexico to have that safe intercommunica- 
tion to w. are entitled, 


That Shes of tine memorial be forwarded to his Excellency the President of 
the United States, and to Bo Q. Sige ares Secretary of the Interior, and 
to our Senators and Representatives ngress, W. E. MELDRUM, 

President of the Senate, 

Speaker ths ih toi Representatives, 

ouse 0 i 

¥ ALVA AMS, Governor. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Giddings Post, 
No. 7, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio; a petition of 
Axline Post, No. 290, Grand Army of the Republic, of Roseville, Ohio; 
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a petition of Rees Mitchell Post, No. 361, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Camden, Ohio; a petition of Keller Post, No. 128, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Bucyrus, Ohio; a petition of Melvin Clark Post, No. 
459, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio; a petition of 
Carlton Baer Post, No. 516, Grand Army of the Republic, of German- 
town, Ohio; a petition of Cadot Post, No. 126, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Gallipolis, Ohio; and a petition of C. W. Ward Camp, No. 13, 
Sons of Veterans, United States Army, praying for the passage of the 
dependent pension bill over the President's veto; ; which were ordered 
e on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 48 citizens of Franklin County, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the bill to permit the people of the District 
of Columbia to vote upon the question of the sale of liquor in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also | gestae the petition of M. F, Force, president of the His- 
torical an ial nosis rer Society of Ohio, praying that Mr. B. F. 
Stevens be employed to collect statistics of public archives in Europe 
at a cost not exceeding $100,000; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. HALE presented resolutions of the Edwin Libby Post, No. 16, 
Grand Army of. the Republic, State of Maine, urging the passage of the 
dependent pension bill over the veto of the President; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table, 

He also presented the memorial, officially signed, of the national 
legislative committee of the Travelers’ Protective Association, urging 
the of the James commercial travelers’ bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a resolution adopted by George 
Strong Post, No. 19, of Fairfield, Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, 
favoring the passage of a pension bill embodying provisions for the re- 
lief of ex-Union dependent soldiers as a substitute for the dependent 
pension bill recently vetoed by the President; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Crocker Post, No. 12, De- 
proa of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, dated Des Moines, 

owa, favoring the passage of the dependent pension bill over the Pres- 
ident’s veto; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present a petition of the Women’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Iowa, praying for the passage of Senate bill 
2362, to promote the political and commercial prosperity of American 
nations, now pending in Congress. As the bill has passed the Senate 
and is now pending in the other House, I move that the petition lie on 
the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented resolutions adopted by Grand Army of the Re- 
public posts at Malden, Worcester, Bolton, Grafton, Marlborough, Holy- 
oke, Lawrence, Melrose, and Boston, Mass., in favor of the passage of the 
dependent pension bill over the President’s veto; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR Pon the petition of John L. Perley Post, No. 37, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New Hampshire, praying 
for the passage of the dependent pension bill over the President’s veto; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented resolutionsadopted by the New York Board 
of Trade and Transportation; which were ordered to lie on the table, 
and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


THE NEW YORK BOARD OF TRADE AND TRANSPORTATION —FOR SEACOAST DEFENSE, 


The follow’ ving preamble and resolutions were p a adopted at the 
lar mon & ias meeting of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation 
he sd Renter Gi 


hs eee of arming our seacoast with the best guns procurable 
is Imperative: and 


and rifle cannons and ojd cnet iron i therefor $10,340,000; and 

Whereas Congress is willing to appropriate large sums of money for guns for 

eie vesolecd, That gee Co the advisability of ad lopting the 

we urge upon Congress the of adopting 

above-mentioned substitute, now before the conference committee, the appro- 
priation to be available only after experiments have ay pc made to yey Pendle aie 
which kind of guns are actually the best: and 

Be it further resolved, That thet Congress of the United States be asked to a: 

such sum of money as is recommended in said substitute fortification bill, 
construct at once, for service trial, such guns as are deemed worthy of trial, 

and heretofore recommended by the Military and Appropriation Committees al | 
the House, in order that the moneys contingently appro SAA cage Ye may only be 
erpina for such guns as are proven to be the most e ve and durable, 

A report by the committee on seacoast defense, of which the following is an 
extract, was also adopted with the resolution attached : 

Your committee use puao portunity to stato that great care must bo taken 
that the expenditure of the sums of money required forseacoast defense, 
when appropriated, shall not fall into the anda. of any inefficient corps of a 
cials, but shall be dealt with by an independent co n to beappointed by 
the President, and that such eap shall afford a hearing for every plan 
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seacoast defense before a definite fe plan is finally determined pee: Your 
committee therefore recommend the tion of the following resolution : 
, That the ne a oo Board of firade and Transportation rd with 
satisfaction the he Senate of measures for the defense of our sen- 
coast, and trustihat wie d the journment a well-matured plan will! have been 


say ted by Con; rted adequate appropriations, to secure for the 
otaona] ta coast ofthe Uni nited States th the bush aneane Of of protection that modern 
perme sek and military science can afford, 
A true copy. 


FRANK S. GARDNER, 
Acting Secretary. 

Mr. CULLOM. presented resolutions adopted by Black Eagle Pos 
No. 129, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, loca 
at Urbana, Ill.; resolutions adopted by Mattoon Post, No. 404, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Mattoon, Ill.; resolutions adopted by Au- 
gustine Post, No. 197, Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Re- 
na located at Smithfield, Ill; resolutions adopted by Knight rie 

0. 266, Department of Illinois, ‘Grand Army of the Republic, loca 
ab Irving, Il., and resolutions adopted by McClanahan Post, No. 330, 
Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, located at Mon- 
mouth, Ill., urging the passage of the dependent pension bill over the 
President’s veto; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER presented resolutions pacar by the Wisconsin Dairy- 
men’s Association, remonstrating against any modification of the oleo- 
margarine law; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a resolution of Edgar Post, No. 10, 
Grand Army of the Republic of Nebraska, and a resolution of Lander 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Nebraska, in favor of passing over 
the veto of the President the dependent relatives and service pension 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented resolutions adopted by Edwin Libby Post, No. 
16, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Maine, Rockport, 
Me.; and resolutions by Sedgwick Post, No. 4, He, eat of Maine, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Bath, Me., favoring the passage of the de- 
Heine pension bill over the President’s veto; which were ordered to 

e on the table. 

Mr. DAWES presented resolutions adopted by U. 8. Grant Post, No. 
4, John A. Rawlins Post, No. 43, Kilpatrick Post, No. 71, of the Grand 
Army of the Republic in Massachusetts, praying for the passage of the 
dependent pension bill notwithstanding the President’s veto; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLER presented the petition of Grand Army Post No. 76, of 
Lockport, N. Y., praying for the passage of the dependent pension bill 
over the veto of the President; which was ord: to lie on the table. 

Mr, CAMERON presented a petition of George Simpson Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Huntingdon, Pa.; a petition of Beaver Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Beaver, Pa.; a petition of Adjutant R. 
M. Johnson Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn- 
sylvania; a petition of John D. Massee Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Muncy Pa.; a petition of Lieut. David H. Wilson Post, Grand 


Army of the Republic, of Mifflintown, Pa.; and a petition of Col. P. 
B. Hanson Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of bersburg, Pa., 
praying forthe passage of what is known as the d dent pension bill 


over the President’s veto; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of the William P. Russell Post, 
No. 89, Department of Vermont, Grand Army of the Republic, assem- 
bled at Middlebury, Vt., praying that the dependent pension bill be 
passed upon favorably in spite of the Presidential veto; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. I present a memorial of the Legislature of Colorado, 
favoring the removal of the Southern Ute Indians from that State. The 
other day I presented a memorial in regard to this matter, but different 
in its character. I ask that this be printed in the RECORD, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


2 Senate joint memorial No. 4 for the removal of the Southern Ute Indians from 


orado. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 
Avion memorialists, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, respect- 
if resent that the Southern Ute Indians retained within the boundaries 

of this State, and upon a strip of land more than 100 miles long, and the entire 

length of the counties of La Plata and Archuleta, roam in their natural and sav- 

age state, subject to no laws or government, except the light control which a 


local Indian agent is able to Experience has shown that such a tribe 
of Indians er ‘ect no more restraint than that imposed by an ordinary white 
man, actin, half of his own private interests, are likelyt to become turbulent 


and eet aac depredations upon the persons and) property of their white neigh- 
bors at any time. 
And your memorialists further represent that the interposition of savages 
among an enlightened and law-abiding le isa system Fr be pay? to the rec- 
ognized ideas and practices of ci government, and ly in the near fu- 
ture to bring on a nonta poen the races, which can be suppressed only ab 
t cost of life and 
hat, in fact, the sou! 


1887. 
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Indians ought to be removed from within the State boundaries; that the speedy 

removal of said tribe from the long and narrow strip they now occupy, and 

which crosses all the natural outlets of La Plata and Archuleta Counties, would 

be a measure of safety to them and of peace and safety to the white people who 

reside upon the borders of their reservation; it would at the same time open up 

a large acreage of agriocitusal land tosettlement, and permit the people of Colo- 
co 


aopa paa New Me: to have that safe intercommunication to which they are 
en š 


That copies of this memorial be forwarded to his Excellency, the President 
of the United States, and the Hon. L, Q.C. Lamar, Secretary of the Interior, and 
to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


PSUR, 
E Hots of erate 
y ALVA “b . Governor. 
Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Colorado, remonstrating against the repeal of the oleomargarine law; 


which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


[House joint memorial No, 4.] 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
mited States of America in Congress assembled : 

Your memorialists, the General Assembly of the State of Sees nepa 
fully represent that efforts are being made in your honorable body looking 
toward the repeal of what is known as the “oleomargarine law.” There- 
fore, we, your memorialists, would respectfully ask that in view of such 
we be allowed to protest against any such action, as the repeal of said law, re- 
oe of the defects it may possess, would work a hardship and incalculable 


upon dairy interests of this country. 
And we would further represent that any s industry tending to compete 
its different branches is a blow 


with the legitimate products of agriculture an 
aimed directly at thefuture prosperity of our farming classes, upon whose pros- 
perity, in the broadest sense of the word, depends the prosperity of the nation, 
Therefore, we, your memorialists, would respectfully ask that said law be al- 
lowed to remain in full force. 
T. B. STUART, 


Speaker of the House o; a r piian 
W. H. MELDRU. 


> 
ALVA ADAMS, Governor, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I presenta petition of Hon. Isaac H. Sturgeon, of 
Saint Louis, Mo., in favor of the construction of a free ship-canal across 
_the Isthmus of Panama, to be owned and controlled exclusively by the 
United States, no tolls to be charged vessels of the United States, and 
reasonable charges for foreign ships that may use it. I present also an 
accompanying letter from the same gentleman explaining the object of 
„the petition, which I ask may be received and, together with the pe- 
tition, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of the executive committee of 
the Women’s Christian Temperance Union of the District of Columbia, 
praying for the of Senate bill 3238, to establish a ital and 
reformatory for inebriates in the District of Columbia; w: was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented authenticated resolutions adopted by Lookout Post, 
No. 96, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic; a resolu- 
tion adopted by Pea Ridge Post, No. 118, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Kansas, Chetopa, Kans.; a resolution adopted by Ben- 
ton Post, Grand Army of the Republic, No. 61, Department of 
Anthony, Kans. ; a resolution adopted by Elk City Post, No, 128, Gran 
Army of the Republic, Elk City, Kans., and a resolution adopted by 
James Shields Post, No. 57, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of 
the Republic, at Wellington, Kans., favoring the passage of the depend- 
ent relatives pension bill over the veto of the President; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented resolutions adopted by Mulligan Post, No. 91, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Departmentof Kansas, at Longton, Kans. ; 
a resolution adopted by Lookout Post, No. 96, Department of Kansas, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Wellsville, Kans. ; a resolution adopted 
by E. M. Stanton Post, No. 23, Grand Army of the Republic, Howard, 
Wicd <a veuokution adopted by James Shields Post, No. 57, Depart- 
ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, Wellington, Kans., and 
a resolution adopted by Benton Post, No. 61, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Anthony, Kans., praying that what is known as the dependent 
relatives and disabled soldiers pension bill shall be passed over the veto 
of the President; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 899) for the relief of A. S. Bloom, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2981) to abrogate the powers of the exec- 
utive officers of the United States in allowing indemnity locations or 
scrip for confirmed unsatisfied private land claims, under section 3 of 
the act of Congress approved June 2, 1858 (United States Statutes at 
Large, volume 11, pages 294 and 295, chapter 81), and to vest that 


Approved February 16, 1887, 


wer in the courts of the United States, asked to be discharged from 
ts further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims; which was to. Ka 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee pn the Judiciary, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 10040) to pro- 
vide for holding terms of the United States courts at Mississippi City, 
Miss.; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3294) to enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to pay certain creditors of the Pottawatomie Indians out of 
the funds of said Indians, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2503) for the relief of purchasers and other grantees 
of the United States of certain swamp and overflowed lands, and to 
reimburse and indemnify certain States, reported it with amendments, 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Comntittee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 391) to declare forfeited cerfain lands granted 
to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Ontonagon to the Wisconsin State line, &c., reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

SWITZLER’S REPORT ON INTERNAL COMMERCE. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a concurrent resolution of the House of t- 
atives, for printing 15,000 additional copies of the report on internal 
commerce, by William F. Switzler, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, to 
report it favorably without amendment. Iask for its present consider- 
ation. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of lives (the Senate concurring), That 15,000 ad- 
ditional copies be printed of the report on internal commerce, by William F, 
Switzler, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, being part 2 of the report on com- 
merce and navigation, submitted by him on the 20th day of December, 1886; 
10,000 for the use of the House and 5,000 for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ialso submit with the report the cost of printing 
this document as well as the cost of all the printing previously ordered 
by Congress within the present fiscal year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be laid on the table. 

LIST OF TREASURY DEPARTMENT CLERKS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the question of printing a list of clerks in 
the Treasury Department accompanying the Jetter of the Secretary of 
the TunT transmitting a list of employés in his Department, to 
report it with a recommendation that it be not printed. We find that 
the cost of prin’ the usual number of this list would be nearly 
$1,000, and as all the names included in it are published in the Off- 
cial Register, the committee recommend that the list be not printed 
but filed in the office of the Secretary. 

The report was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3329) to grant to the Fort Smith 
and El Paso Railway Company a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr, MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 3330) for the erection of a na- 
tional memorial bridge over the Potomac from Washington to Arling- 
ton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3331) to amend chap- 
ter 21 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia as to 
interest and usury; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (S. 3332) to authorize the con- 
struction of an arsenal for the manufacture of ordnance and ordnance 
stores for the use of the Government of the United States at Columbia, 
Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the select Com- 
mittee on Ordnance and War Ships. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 113) to provide for 
the recovery of internal-revenue taxes and penalties erroneously as- 
sessed and paid in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. HARRISON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

IMPRISONMENT OF CIVILO POUBLE, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations to make 
further investigation into the causes of the imprisonment in Cuba of Civilo 
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Pouble, who claims to be a citizen of the United States, by the order of the Gov- 
ernment of Caba, and to report the result of their investigation to the Senate. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the resolution, with the accompanying 
paper, be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
form the Senate under what authority swamp and overflowed lands have hereto- 
fore been listed and patented to the several States; what rules and ons 
have from time to time governed in the selection, listing and patenting the same ; 
what amounts of such lands have been approved, and what amounts have been 
patented to the several States; what amounts are still claimed by them; what 
amounts of lands have been approved to the several States as indemnity for 
swamp and overflowed lands sold by the United States, and what amounts in 
money have been paid to the several States as such indemnity; under what laws 
and regulations such payments haye been made, and what States are still en- 
titled under existing laws to such indemnity, and the amount thereof, and 
the reasons why the same have not been made; what claims forsuch indemnity 
have been made by the several States, in what manner, and in what States se- 
lections of swamp and overflowed lands are now being made; and to furnish 
the Senate with any other official information in his poemon upon the sub- 
jects aforesaid which, in his judgment, should be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to say a few words before moving the refer- 
ence of the resolution to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The object of the resolution is to obtain n information, in a 
convenient form, to enable some general legislation to be had for the 
speedy adjustment of all questions of difference between the States and 
the United States in regard to swamp and overflowed lands. I have 
no doubt myself that great frauds have been committed, and are being 
attempted in the selection of swamp lands. Thelawsare unequal, some 
of the States being entitled, under existing laws, to indemnity, and 
others not being so entitled. 

I desire, myself, to see some legislation which will not only adjust 
these questions, but protect, to the fullest extent, settlers upon lands 
which are claimed by the States as swamp and overflowed lands under 
the general land laws. It is impracticable that the Senate Committee 
on Public Lands should report such a measure at this time, but I hope 
by the convening of the next Congress we shall have the report in a 
convenient form for information upon the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


OREGON RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under what is known 
as the Harris rule is now in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. On Saturday I introduced a resolution 
having reference to the expenditure of appropriations for river and har- 
bor improvements on the Columbia River, and I then gave notice that 
I should ask the Senate immediately after the morning business this 
morning to permit the resolution to be taken up for the purpose of en- 
abling me to submit some observations, I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. For what purpose? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. For the purpose of enabling me to 
submit some very interesting remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator does not wait for an appropriation bill 
to submit them on. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Does the Senator object? 

Mr. HARRIS. I can not object to a request such as that, but I 
would greatly prefer hearing the remarks upon some one of the gen- 
eral appropriation bills and not devastate the morning hour. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I prefer not to interfere with the river 
and harbor bill, and that'is why I avail myself of this opportunity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by him on Saturday last. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to Senate resolution of December 7, 1885, report relative to river and harbor im- 
Fired ts the Comenitice on Oommaten with inst taotions, If, in tae TONETA of 
such committee, it is deemed expedient, to investigate and report to the Senate 
as to the cause of delay in resuming work on the canal and] at the Cascades 
of the Columbia River in the fall of 1886, and as to the reasons for change of en- 
gineers in charge of such improvement in October, 1886, and if such investiga- 


tion is deemed expedient by such committee authority is hereby given to send 
for persons and papers and administer oaths. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


motion to proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] 
has asked me to yield for a moment for the purpose of allowing him to 
ask for the consideration of a certain bill, and I am willing to do it 
provided it does not lead to discusssion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I waived my objection because the Senator desired 
to submit some remarks. ‘The Senator will not obtain my consent to 
his holding the floor for any other purpose than that for which the con- 
gent was given. The bill referred to by the Senator from Texas is the 
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first bill in order under the rule governing the business of the morn- 
ing hour, and but for the request of the Senator from Oregon to sub- 
mitremarks the bill would be under consideration at this time under 


the rule. 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Then I will proceed with my remarks. 
A The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon has the 
oor. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President, I desire at this time to 
call the attention of the Senate and ofthe country, and especially of the 
people of the Pacific Northwest, who are vitally interestedin the speedy 
opening upof the Columbia River to free and unobstructed navigation, 
and who are, by reason of their peculiar situation as to transporta- 
tion facilities, in no humor to be trifled with by questionable or arbi- 
trary action, or non-action upon the part of Executive officers, civil or 
military, some of the latter of whom have grown in a measure officially 
haughty, arbitrary, and to a degree intolerant, not to say insolent, by 
reason of having been for years protected in desirable assignments in 
Washington mainly as many are through the baneful instrumentalities 
of social influence rather than real merit, which, in this great capital too _ 
often makes and unmakes men, to the manner in which, during the fall 
of 1886, the will of Congress was set aside, and the execution of its act 
in appropriating $187,500 for the continuance of work on the canal and 
locks at the Cascades of the Columbia, suspended, unjustifiably, to the 
great detriment of the people’s interest; and to fix, if we can from the 
record, the just responsibility for this high-handed, unjustifiable, and 
hl nage illegal act upon the official or officials justly chargeable there- 
wi 


Congress at its last session, in the river and harbor bill, which became 
a law August 5, 1886, appropriated $187,500 for the purpose of continu- 
ing the improvement on the canal and locks at the Cinai of the Co- 
lumbia River. This appropriation became immediately available, and 
with the exception of ordering the construction of a wharf at a costof 
not exceeding $3,600, this money was retained under the control of the 
Engineer Department, and not a single dollar of it was authorized to 
be or a lick of work done until about October 8, 1886. 

On the 6th day of December last, in response to an almost universal 
demand by the people of Oregon and Washington Territory interested 
in the proper and speedy expenditure of this appropriation, and of va- 
rious representative bodies, all justly indignant over what then seemed, 
and which still seems to them an inexcusable delay in utilizing such 
appropriations, for an investigation upon the part of Congress, or the 
Senate, as to the cause of such delay, and also as to the reason for a 
change of local engineers whereby Maj. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engi- 
neers, was relieved and Capt. Charles F. Powell appointed, I presented 
to the Senate the following resolution : 


Whereas the Congress urned its last session on the 5th day of August 
last; and by the provisions of the bill commonly known as the riverand harbor 
bill, which became a law on that day, large appropriations were made, and were 
on that day immediately available, for the continuation of certain improvements 
of rivers and harbors in the State of Oregon and Washington Territory; includ- 
ing $187,500 for the further tion of the work of constructing a canal and 
locks at the Cascades of the Columbia River; nd for the continuation of 
improvements at the mouth of the Columbia River: ,000 for the continuation 
of the improvement at the entrance to Yaquina Bay, m; and $33,750 for 
the continuation of work on the improvement of Coos Bay. Oregons and 

Whereas it is all no work whatever was done utilizing said 
appropriation for work on the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia 
until about the 10th day of October last, over two months after said appropria- 
, as itis alleged by those most interested in 


have all de 
of them also adopted 


ture 
ocks at the 
peed by the assignment to said work ot ee Charles F. Powell, a captain of 


whether the neer relieved had prior to su 
to the Chief fo ne whi his favas or plan for 
oe ver propriatona; and Sanner or not Nery ot Baines been 
ro’ or rejected e o! Engineers or cting Chie: eers or 
War Deskricsent prior to such. or transfer of engineers in charge; also 
the of work or the peal) gunk 
posed e: diture of such appropriation the date of such change of en- 
gineers; also, if such change of engineers was made, what works were in charge 
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of such engineers, rapora, for the two years prior to such change; and, 
further, what river or harbor worksor improyements have such engineers been 
in charge of since the date of such 

Also, that the Secretary of War be further directed to re 
further, at its earliest practicable convenience, whether it is true, as alleged, 
or otherwise, that the work atthe mouth of the Columbia, at the entrance to 
Beker yoann Bay, and at Coos Bay, Oregon, has been postponed until next spring, 
and the reasons in detail for such postponement. 

And, further, that he transmit to the Senate with such reports,and as a part 
thereof, full sopies of all correspondence, whether by letter or telegram, occur- 
ring between the War Department or any of its officers, and any officer, board 
of trade, chamber of commerce, water-way convention, or person whomsoever, 
since August 5, 1886, relative to the expenditure of the appropriations above 
referred to, and each of them; or relative to any change of éngineers in charge 
of the work on the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia River, or 
relative to the sas of engineers in charge of any of the works or improve- 
ment above specifi 


After discussion in the Senate, the resolution was by me modified to 
meet the views of different Senators, and on December 7 adopted by 
the Senate in the following form: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to advise the 
Senate, at his earliest practicable convenience, as to what change or changes, if 
any, have been made in the United States engineers in mgs “yer the construc- 
tion of the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia er since the 5th 
day of August last, and in charge of any of the river or harbor improvements 
in and Washington Territory since said date, and the date and character 
of any such change or changes, the names of the engineers relieved, changed, 
or transferred, and in what respect changed or transferred, and their rank re- 
a opts and the reasons for such change or changes; also, in case any such 

ge has been made, whether the engineer relieved had prior to such ge 

or transfer submitted to the Chief of Engineers his project or plan for the ex- 
penditure of such emip a, and whether or not the same had been ap- 
roved or rejected by the Chief of Engineers or acting Chief of Engineers, or 


rt to the Senate 


what change, ifany, has made in the plan of work or the manner of pro- 
posed diture of such aj propriation since the date of such change 
eers; , if such change of en, 


rs was made, what works were in harge 
ively for the two years prior to such change; and, 
engineers been 


of such engineers 


ry further, that transmi 
by letter or tel occurring Denton tee Wen Coenen or any of its offi- 
cers and any onak hoard of trade, chamber of commerce, 
tion, or person whomsoever, since August5, 1886, relative to 
the appropriations above referred to and each of them. 
While many of the people, whom I in part represent, demanded that 
a joint committee, or otherwise, should in the first instance be raised 
and instructed to investigate as to the cause for thedelay in the expend- 
iture of this appropriation, and the change in engineers under the pe- 
culiar circumstances which it was made, and in what seemed to them 
a most unusual manner, and while I have been criticised by some for 
not in the first instance demanding such investigation, I believed that 
the War Department should first have an opportunity to be heard in re- 
sponse to these complaints of the people, not only as a matter of fair- 
ness and justice to the Department, but also for the reason that inasmuch 
as the response of that Department might present either a satifactory 
answer to all complaints, or otherwise might of itself amount toa plea of 
inexcusable guilt, disclosing at the same time the name of the offender, 
and in either of which cases no necessity for an investigation in order 
to arrive at the truth would exist, That I made no mistake in this 
course is clearly apparent from the answer of the Secretary of War to 
the Senate’s resolution. This answer is dated December 21, 1886 (see 
Senate Executive Document No. 12, second session Forty-ninth Con- 


water-way conven- 
the e 


xpenditure of 


From this answer it will be seen that no investigation, however thor- 
ough, rigid, or searching, although made by the most able and experi- 
enced committee, joint or otherwise, could have more clearly, certainly, 
or conclusively convicted any officer of the War Department, civil or 
military, connected with the execution of the laws in that Department, 
of a more unjustifiable exercise, or arbitrary usurpation of executive 
power, than does this response of the honorable Secretary of War con- 
vict one of his subordinates in the Engineer Corps of the Army. Ire- 
fer to John G. Parke, colonel of engineers, brevet major-general United 
States Army, and then for a few brief weeks in charge of the office of 
Chief of Engineers at Washington. 

That the course pursued by Col. John G. Parke as acting Chief of 
Engineers in respect of this appropriation, while temporarily, through 
mere accident, in charge for a brief time of the office of Chief of En- 
gineers, in withholding for weeks this appropriation, and in of 
the change of local engineers, was unreasonable arbitrary, and illegal, 
not to say tyrannical and defiant, and characterized by an utter disre- 
gard not only of official propriety but also of the public interests and 
individual rights, and in every sense wholly indefensible, will be made 
clearly apparent to all, except those who are determined not to see or 
know the trath, from his own report to the Secretary of War. 

In other words, out of his own mouth he stands convicted of gross 
and inexcusable usurpation of executive power before an outraged and 
justly indignant people whose rights and interests have been in a ma- 
terial measure sacrificed by him to the end that he might, while exer- 
cising a little brief authority, either gratify an intolerant and repre- 
hensible spirit of personal spleen toward a brother officer of his corps, 
or truckle to the selfish interests and sordid will of a transportation 


monopoly, whose iron heel is grinding the very life-blood out of the 
producers and shippers of the Pacific Northwest. 

In view of the answer of Colonel Parke, as contained in the report 
of the Secretary of War, it is clear no investigation was necessary in 
order merely to fix the responsibility for the delay in the prosecution 
of the work on the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia dur- 
ing the good weather, long days, and low water of last fall, where it 
properly belongs. And to fix such responsibility is all that could be 
ex from an investigation, except it were to vindicate a worthy 
officer of the Corps of United States Engineers against what by most 
those familiar with all the circumstances is regarded as a gross libel on 
his profession, character, and reputation. 

In fact, Colonel Parke, in taking upon himself as he does boldly 
and without hesitation or reservation, relieving the of War 
and all others, the entire responsibility for the inexcusable delay in 
ordering work to proceed on the canal and locks, when such order 
should have been issued, seems rather to glory in the manner in which 
he suspended the execution of a law of Co: and refused, at his 
pleasure, to execute the expressed will of the legislative and executive 
branches of the National Government. 

No military satrap or imperial dictator, subject to no law, or restraint, 
or regulating power save his own arbitrary will, was ever more unrea- 
sonable, defiant, or unjust than the record shows Colonel Parke to have 
been in reference to this very matter. 

Let us see how far there is justification for these strictures op the 
conduct of Colonel Parke in reference to this business, For over two 
years prior to October 6, 1886, as appears by the response of the Secre- 
tary of War, river and harbor improvements in Oregon and Washing- 
ton Territory were in charge of two local engineers of the United States 
Engineer Corps; the one, Maj. W. A. Jones, the other, Capt. Charles F. 
Powell, and the work was, according to the report of eral J. C. 
Duane, present Chief of Engineers, to the Secretary of War, (and which 
is part of the to the Senate resolution, pages 3 and 4), distrib- 
uted as follows; I quote from the letter of Chief of Engineers: 

Th |. W. o 
sae oe go be a charge of Maj. W. A. Jones during the two years 

“Improving Up; ette River, Oregon. 

“Improving Columbia River, m. 

“Improving Lower Willametteand Columbia River (since February, 1886). 


“Improving Columbia River at the Cascades, z 
“Improving Upper Columbia and Snake Rivers, Oregon and Washington 


Territory. 
"Improving Cowlitz River, n and Washington Territory. 
iver, Idaho.” 


ruary 1886). 
apie Improving mouth of Columbia River, Oregon and Washington Territory. 
z Improving entrance to Coos Hay. Creon 
4 Oregon. 


‘In ving = arg Be River, Orego 

Á mo o ver, m. 

b Danio t, uamish, Nootsack, Snohomish, and Snoqualmie 
vers, Washington Territory. 

“Im Chehalis River, Washington Territory. 

“Gauging waters of Columbia River and principal tributaries.” P 


It will be seen ata glance that prior to October 6, 1886, on which 
date Major Jones was by order of Col. John G. Parke, then in charge 
of office of Chief of Engineers, relieved of the improvements at the 
canal at Cascades, while Major Jones was in charge of very important 
works aside from the canal and locks, the larger proportion both in 
number and importance of the improvements in Oregon and Washing- 
ton Territory was and had been for over two years in charge of Captain 
Powell, an officer subordinate in rank to Major Jones. Yet, not- 


wi ing this fact, on October 6, 1886, the work on the canal and 
locks was, by order of Colonel Parke, taken out of the hands of Major 
Jones, an officer superior in rank, and in whose integrity, ability, and 


executive and administrative engineering capacity the ple inter- 
ested in the speedy and proper completion of this great improvement 
had unbounded confidence, and turned over to Captain Powell, his 
junior in rank—although an excellent gentleman—and a thoroughly 
able and efficient engineer; so that since October 6 the improvements 
are divided between these two officers, as follows: 


Sios the date of the transfer Major Jones has been in charge of the following 
works; 
= oov Upper Columbia River, including Snake River, Oregon, and 
Washington tory. 

“Improving Lower Willamette River and Columbia River below Portland, 


Oreg. 
SToacving Upper Willamette River above Portland. 
“Improving Cowlitz River, Washington Territory.” 


And Captain Powell has been charged with the following: 

“Improving canal at the Cascadas, Oregon. 

“Improving harbor at Yaquina Bay, Oregon. 

“Improving harbor at entrance of Coos Bay, Oregon. 

“Improving mouth of Columbia River. 

“Improving Coquille River, Oregon. S 

“Improving River, Washington Territory, A 

“Improving Skagit, Stielaquamish, Nootsack, Snohomish, and Snoqualmie 
Rivers, Washington Territory. 

“ Gauging waters of Columbia River,” &e. 


It would seem, Mr. President, that for an order so unusual and extra- 
ordinary in its nature, especially when considered in reference to the 
time and manner in which it was brought about, involving as it nec- 
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essarily did, not only weeks of delay in the prosecution of a great 
public improvement, and the enhancement of its cost, but also a most 
serious and damaging reflection upon the officer superior in rank re- 
lieved, at least some plausible, if not indeed some reasonable excuse 
ought to be given, when the reason for the same had been peremptorily 
called for by the Senate of the United States. Has this been done? 
What is the reason offered by Colonel Parke for this extraordinary 
order? What excuse is presented for thus delaying a great public work 
of vital interest to the producers and shippers of a great empire, and 
for placing the ban of his official condemnation on a worthy and capa- 
ble officer of his own corps, in whose ability, efficiency, and fidelity to 
public trust the people in whose interests he was laboring have entire 
confidence? It is found in that portion of the response of the Secre- 
tary of War, consisting of the report of Colonel Parke to General Duane, 
Chief of Engineers, of date December 11, 1885, page 5 of Senate Execu- 
tive Document, before quoted, and is as follows, and that no injustice 
man} be done Colonel Parke, I quote the whole of his report on this 
subject: 

[Letter of Col. John G. Parke, Corps of Engineers, to the Chief of Engineers.] 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., December 11, 1886. 

Sm: Referring to so much of the resolution of the Senate of the United States, 
of December 7, 1886, as relates to the change “ made in the United States Engi- 
neers in charge of the construction of the canal and locks at the Cascades of 
Columbia River,” * * * and especially to that portion of the resolution 
which calls for “ the reason for such change,” I beg to submit the following re- 
port, which seems to be called for from me, for the reason that, at the time the 
change referred to was made, I was in charge of the office of the Chief of Engi- 


neet, 

The river and harbor act was ae ait August 5, 1886. 

Printed copies thereof were received at this office August 12, On the same 
day officers in charge of districts were called upon by letter for projects for the 
4 pong see nce “apg amounts appropriated for the several improvements (copy of 

ere 


). 

In repi to this letter, jor Jones submitted, on August 21, his project 
for application of approp; iation of $187,500 for “improving canalat Cascades, 
Oregon,” and it was received A: 28, 1886 (copy herewith). 

On the 27th of A the Chief of Engineers was retired, and on the 30th I 
assumed Smee of the office. 

Asa general role the projects were considered and acted upon in the order of 
their receipt. On reaching that of Major Jones for the Cascades Canal it was laid 
aside, for the reason that I preferred to have it considered and acted upon by 


the of Engineers as soon as possible after his tment. 
Owing to the great desire of those interested in the improvement for an early 
resumption of work, as expressed in various te! received War De- 


partment and at this o! 
that, wh 


a on Major Jones’ 
willing to assume the responsibility of reecommendin: pb oe) saand 


of an o' whose 
administrative skill, capacily, and ability were not satisfactory to me; but in ord: 
that there should bona further delay in the work, I was € 


er 

perfectly ready to 
make s recommendation in the case, and that was for Captain Powell io: re- 
lieve Major Jones of the charge of the improvement. This was authorized by 


the Secretary of War, and the transfer was thereupon effected. See telegrams 
to ior Jones and Captain Powell, copies of w. accompany the papers, 
ery y, your obedient servant, 


Colonel of Enginen, Bet Maj. Gen, U. 8. A. 
aT 5 - 
“rig, General J. 0. Dv. - : 


of p uyan U.S. A. 

In a word, therefore, the reason why General Parke would not ap- 
ve the project of Major Jones, and why he induced Secretary of War 
Endicott to authorize that Major Jones be relieved by Captain Powell, 
was, to use his own language, that ‘‘I,’’ Colonel Parke, ‘‘ was not will- 
ing to assume the responsibility of recommending or authorizing the 
approval of a project for a work of this character by an officer whose 

administrative skill, capacity, and ability were not satisfactorg to me.” 

Waiving, therefore, for the moment the question, and I shall come 
to that later, as to what, if any, good grounds existed upon which Col- 
onel Park had any right to be dissatisfied with the ‘‘administrative 
skill, capacity, and ability” of Major Jones, or which justified him in 
gee agra the Engineer Corps of the Army, to the Secretary of 

ar, the Congress, and the world, that Major Jones was in ad- 
ministrative skill, capacity, and ability, orat least that he did not 
these qualities to an extent or degree as to be satisfactory to Colonel 
Parke, let us inquire as to the manner in which this thing was done. 

Does the record show on its face that Colonel Parke was looking 
solely to the promotion of the public interests, and that this was his 
motive, as disclosed by his own record, by which he was governed, in 
his refusal from time to time, and from week to week, to give any at- 
tention whatever to the project of Major Jones, and when finally pressed 
to the wall by the protests of an indignant people whose interests and 
rights were being di ed and trampled upon, to demand his re- 
moval from the work? or does it show a cunning, studied, and ist- 
ent effort for some real or fancied provocation to humiliate and degrade 
a brother officer, and this at the expense and sacrifice of great public 
interests, by an arbitrary, unjust, and inexcusable exercise of military 
power? Let the record speak on this subject. 

For two years prior to August 12, 1886, Major Jones had been in 
charge of the work on the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Co- 
lumbia, and on that date was called on by a letter of that date by the 
Chief of Engineers, General Newton, to submit his projects for the ex- 
penditure of the ap riation of $187,500 available August 5, 1886, 
and the prosecution of the work of improvement. August 21, nine 


days later, Major Jones mailed to the Chief of Engineers his letter sub- 
mitting his projects. This letter was as follows: 


[Project of Maj. W. A. Jon Sorpa of En; for application of pria- 
tion of August 5, 1586, for eer oan at Cosondies, Oregon] 
UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Poriland, Oreg., August 21, 1886. 

Sm: In compliance with instructions in circular letter of the 12th instant, I 
have the honor to submit project for the expenditure of the appropriation of 
$157,500, act of August 5, 1886. 

[Improving canal at Cascades, Oregon.] 
It is proposed to apply the funds as follows: 
ESTIMATE. 


1. Make the whole excavation for the low-water lock 
2. Build wing-walls ... esee. 
3. Secure supply of sto: 


Ae eheeeeeenesnernsreensteneenasneeen waneeeeeeeee saeeeeneeeeenes Oeeeeennes oe eeenes sereas teeeet 


ste eneneeseseeeasensreeseeenseseee teanesscsteesesreeseecacers cress seapessenneaasenee nanos) senses 


and new plant... 


9. Repairs of steam-launch, buildings an 
gin perin 


It is pro; 
to make 


there 


TO) 


on this work by contract are, ng ag 
most of the work is ofsuch a that the United States can do 
nan pets individuals. It owns the necessary plant. 
do work by contract and failed. A reference to the cost 
shown in my annual report proves these statements. It will therefore be the 
most economical and advantageous to carry on this work otherwise than by 


contract, 
[Résumé.] 

The plan for this improvement, adopted in 1877, and modified in 1880, is to 
give me h the mi- 
nor 
canal The plan contemplates the construction of a guard-lock for use at the 
The canal will be about 3,000 feet long. 

The low-water lock will have a lift of about 24 feet. 
The lock capacity will be 90 feet by 462 feet, with a least draught of 8 feet. 


The amount expended to June 30, 1836, is $951,450.25. 
The amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project is $1,100,- 


Very , your obedient servan 
pau ct we A. JONES, Major of Engineers, 
The CHIEF or ENGINEERS, U.S.A. 


This letter, it is admitted by Colonel Parke, in his communication of 
December 11, before referred to, was received at the office of the Chief 
of Engineers in Washington August 28. On the day preconiig, Au- 


ly, that 


t 27, the Chief of Engineers, General Newton, was retired, and two 
ys subsequent to its receipt, that is, on August 30, Colonel Parke as- 


sumed charge of the Office ief of Engineers; and although Colonel 
Parke on September 9 approved Captain Powell’s project for utilizing 
the ap Topan an to Coos Bay, forwarded on the same date as that 
of Major ones, that of Major Jones was permitted to slumber in the 
pigeon-hole or on the desk of Colonel Parke, neither approved nor re- 
jected, criticised nor returned for correction, nor was Major Jones ad- 
vised in any manner whatever that his project wasin any respect what- 
ever unsatisfactory to Colonel Parke or any other officer. 

Day after day and twenty days thus passed, and the 17th of 
September came, and still neither Major Jones nor his project received 
any attention whatever from Colonel Parke. Major Jones becoming 
somewhat impatient at the delay, and it was but natural he should, 
on September 17th sent the following polite telegraphic inquiry to his 


[Telegram from Maj. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers, to Chief of Engineers.] 
PORTLAND, OREG., September 17, 1886. 
Has my project for Cascades Canal been approved? Present time most valu- 


&ble for operations, 
JONES, Major Engineers. 
CHIEF OF ENGINEERS. 


This dispatch Colonel Parke permitted to lie on hisdesk unanswered 
for four days, when he sent the following curt and unsatisfactory tele- 
gram in answer: 

[Telegram of General John G. Parke, in charge of the office of the Chief of En- 
gineers, to Maj. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers. } 
‘Wasurceton, D. C., September 21, 1886, 


Project for Cascades Canal not yet approved. 
PARKE, In Charge of Office, 
Major Joxrs, Engineers. 


Not a word, not even a hint, it will be observed, is contained in this 
dispatch to the effect that the project was in any respect whatever 
either lacking in intelligent engineering or business expression, or in 
any wise unsatisfac to the Department, or in any sense open to 
criticism. But not only so; and it may be said in passing that never 
yet has Colonel Parke in any manner, so far as disclosed by the record, 
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indicated or pointed ont any error, or mistake, or i ty, or lack 
of engineering or business propriety whatever in the project of Major 
Jones; another nine days pass away, and a full month, ing one day, 
elapses since. Major Jones’s project was on Colonel Parke’s desk, and 
still receiving no word, except the unsatisfactory telegram of Decem- 
ber 21, Major Jones ventures to send a second dispatch to Colonel 
Parke, as follows: 


[Telegram from Maj. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers, to the Chief of Engineers.] 
PORTLAND, OREG., Seplember 26, 1836. 
Request authority to employ overseer on Snake River, $150 per month. Re- 
quest early action and telegraphic reply. I ought to be authorized to proceed im- 
mediately with work at Cascades Canal on some basis or other, say excavation and 
stone-cutting, This is very important. 
JONES, Major Engineers. 


The CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 


To that portion of this dispatch referring to the improvement of, or 
being authorized to proceed with, the work at the Cascades Canal, 
Colonel Parke does not deign to make any reply whatever, but on the 
contrary, replying to the other part of the dispatch, he treated this 
with supreme contempt. Colonel Parke’s telegraphic answer, sent two 
days later, was as follows: 

[Telegram of General John G. Parke, in charge of the office of the Chief of En- 
gineers, to Maj. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers.] 


WASHINGTON, September 28, 1836. 
Application to employ overseer on Snake River approved. 
PARKE, 


In Charge of O; 
Major Jonxs, Engineers. hig 


No reference whatever is made, it will be observed, to that portion 
of Major Jones’s dispatch which refers to the importance of being au- 
thorized to proceed with work at the Cascades Canal. 

And his answer by letter of same date was as follows: 

[Letter from General John G. Parke, in charge of the office of the Chief of En- 
gineers, to Maj. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers. } 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED States ARMY, 
Washington, D. O., September 28, 1886. 


Srg: In reply to your telegram of the 26th instant, authority is ne rots Agee 
you for the employment of an overseer upon the improvement of © River, 
Oregon, at a salary not to exceed $150 per month, for such period only as his 
services may be indispensable. 
Copy of telegram of this date to the above effect is herewith inclosed. 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN G. PARKE, 


Colonel of Engineers, Bot. Maj. Gen.,U. 8. A., in charge of Office. 
Maj. W. A. JONES, 
Corps of Engineers. 


In this letter also the Cascades Canal business is wholly and abso- 


lutely ignored. 

Major Jones, waiting four days for an answer to his dispatch of Sep- 
tember 26, relative to work at the Cascades, and thirty-two days hay- 
ing elapsed since his project had reached the desk of Colonel Parke 
without receiving any attention whatever, and being unable to get any 
satisfactory response to his first telegraphic inquiry, and none what- 
ever, satisfactory or otherwise, to that of September 26, again ventured 
on eee 30 to send the following dispatch, being the third tele- 
graphic inquiry as to what action was to be had on his project: 
[Telegram from Maj. W. A. Jones, Corps a Engineers, to the Chief of Engi- 

neers. 


PORTLAND, OREG., September 30, 1886. 


A large number of men are waiting, at much expense, for work at Cascades 
Canal. I Sy, fe to know concerning the time when operations may be resumed. 


They are entirely suspended, 
JONES, Major of Engineers. 
The Cuter or ENGINEERS. 


And what character of response does Colonel Parke make to this third 
urgent appeal of a faithful officer made in the interest not only of the 
public service and of an important public improvement, but of that also 
of the scores of waiting laboring men? Simply thisand nothing more— 
which might perhaps, with no great degree of impropriety, be termed 
little else than an insulting repetition of his dispatch of ten days pre- 
vious, in these words: 

(Telegram from General John G. Parke, in charge of the office of the Chief of 
Engineers, to Maj, W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers.) 
Wasutxcrox, D.C., October 1, 1836. 
Project Cascades Canal not yet approved. 
PARKE, In Charge of Office. 


Major Jones, Engineers. 


Nor canit be said that the attention of Colonel Parke had not, aside 
from the dispatches of Major Jones, been called to the great impor- 
tance of proceeding without delay with this work on the canal and locks. 
n apagan of August last I addressed the following letter to the Chief 
of Engineers: 


[Letter of John H. Mitchell, United States Senate, to the Chief of Engineers.] 
UNITED STATES SENA” 
Washington, D. C., August 25, 
DEAR GENERAL: I am much concerned bya notice which has just reached me 
from one of the Oregon papers stating that no’ will be done this by 
Captain Powell at Coquille, Coos Bay, Yaquina Bay, and on the Columbia Bar 


to carry out the appropriations made by the last river and harbor bill for these 
works, except to make preparation foractive operations to commence about the 
first of next May. oa rene aee, that this is not true, and that even if such 
be the purpose of Captain Powell you will urge upon him to do all he consist- 
ently and properly can this autumn in the way of po the works now in 

rogress at these various points, and other points for which a proprioa have 
Foon made for river and harbor improvements in Oregon. e appropriations 
made for these various improvements have, according to Captain Powell's re- 
ports, yielded very valuable results. It is of the utmost importance also that the 
bn aad canals and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia should be 

lay. 

Icannot but believe that Captain Powell will have at least two months within 
which to prosecute work on the jetties at the mouth of the Columbia, the Ya- 
quina, Coos Bay, and Coquille. nothing be done this fall toward util 
Pepin es before next winter, the pp 
for additional appropriations next winter will be comparatively disastrous. We 
shall, insuch an event, be met with the be reer that the money appropriated 

is mainly unexpended and that there is no occasion forany con- 
siderable further appropriation. 

In view of the fact that the appropriations made fall so much below what your 

partment has advised, and which in my GS, poco should have been made, it 
would be most unfortunate if the State should be prejudiced at the next session 
of Congress by a failure to expend the appropriations as far as the same can be 
judiciously expended before next winter. Of course, I would not wish to be un- 
derstood as urging such action as would result in a waste of the money appro- 


riated. 
5 I am glad to be advised by you that Major Jones has been instructed by tele- 
peepi te puoseoi at once with the dredging of the river between Astoria and 
o 


I beg your earnest attention to this matter, which I regard as vitally important 
to the commercial interests and material prosperity of the State I have the honor 
in part to represent in the National Senate. 

Iam, very respectfully, 


General Jons NEWTON, . 
Chief of Engineers, U. 8. A. 


This letter was presented by me in person to the Chief of Engineers 
A t26, and it was on that date referred to Captain Powell for report, 
and by him returned to Colonel Parke with his (Powell’s) report Sep- 
tember 21. À 

In the mean time the people, and boards of trade, and chambers of 
commerce, interested in the prosecution in good faith and without un- 
necessary delay of this great work, became impatient at the delay; long 
days, good weather, and low water, were all propitious; men were 
waiting orders to go to work by scores; the money, $187,500, had been 
appropriated, and was lying idle in the Treasury; the short days, high 
water, and bad weather, which would, as all know, enhance the cost 
of excavations for each and every yard more than 25 per cent., were 
rapidly approaching, and yet nothing was done. They to speak 
on the subject; to inquire as to the cause of this unseemly and aggra- 
vating delay, and on September 30 The Dalles Board of Trade sent the 
following telegraphic inquiry direct to the President of the United 
States: 

N d, ent Dalles Board of Trade, to President 
[Telegram from E. B. ——_ Weisel Bintes | 


THE DALLES, OREG., Seplember 30, 1886, 

vr bghuny wend for river improvements here 

are available except those made by the last Congress for buil the canal at 
bia River. This is withheld in Wash m. Will 

your Excellency investigate this and advise us how soon the fund w. 


able? 
E. B. McFARLAND, 


President Dalles Board of Trade, 
His Excellency GROVER CLEVELAND, 
President of the United States. 


Of course the President knew nothing about it, and very properly, 
I presume, referred it to the Secretary of War, who in turn referred it 
to Colonel Parke, then in charge of the office of Chief of Engineers, 
being also chief of the division on rivers and harbors in that Bureau, 
who, on October 5th, made the following response to the dispatch: 
[Telegram from General John G. Parke, in of the office of the Chief of 
Engineers, to E. B. McFarland, President of The Dalles Board of Trade.) 
WaAsxHtxGrTos, D. O., Ocloder 5, 1836, 


H to ts fo; k at Cascades Canal, 
‘ope soon to perfect arrangemen! 5 een VOKE A 
In charge of office, 


JOHN H. MITCHELL, 


E. B. MOFARLAND, 
Dalles, Oreg. 


In the mean time I, on October 2, arrived at The Dalles, Oreg., on 
my return home from the East, and to my great surprise learned that 
work had not yet been resumed on the canal and locks; found the people 
in a high state of excitement over the matter, some of them even dis- 
posed to censure me and other of the Oregon delegation as being respon- 
sible for the delay. I immediately, on my own motion and in accord- 
ance with the wishes of leading citizens of The Dalles and of the board 
of ry of that city, sent two dapatetes one to the Secretary of War, 
as follows: 


[Telegram from John H. Mitchell, Unitet States Senate, to the Secretary of 
ar. 


THE DALLES, OREG., Oclober 2, 1886. 
What occasions delay in proceeding with workon canal and locks at Cascades, 
Columbia River? Great and just indignation among poops Eastern Oregon 
over report that last Spoo peN is notayailable, W the trouble? 
Answer by telegrap 


JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
The SECRETARY oF WAR, 
Washington, D. C, 
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The other to Colonel Parke, as follows: 
[Telegram from John H. Mitchell, lo Senate, to General John G. 
Parke. 


THE DALLES, OREG., October 2, 1886. 
Universal indignation in Oregon oyer report money cannot be expended on 
Cascade Locks, What is difficulty? Answer quick. x p 
JOHN H. MITCHELL, 


General PARKE, 
Office Chief of Engineers. 


And on October 5, three days after sending my dispatch requesting 
an answer as to the cause of‘delay, I received the following response 
from Colonel Parke: 

Jegram from General John G. Parke, in oc e of the office of the Chief of 
Sg Engineers, to John H. Mitchell, Caled States Senate. | 
{WasuincTos, D. C., October 5, 1886. 
Hope soon to perfect arrangements by which work at Cascades Canal may be 


or G. PARKE, 

Hon, J. H. MırcnELL, Dalles, Oreg. aà pts ws 

This, it will be observed, was no response at all to my inquiries, bu 
on the contrary, was rather to the effect, when considered as a whole, an 
read between the lines, that it was no business of mine, or, in fact, thatof 
any other person in Oregon as to what the cause of the delay was. 

It was, however, in connection with the dispatch of same date to Mr. 
McFarland, president of the Dallass Board of Trade, the first word of as- 
surance that Colonel Parke, then de facto Chief of Engineers, conde- 
scended to vouchsafe to anyone that work would ever be resumed on 
this important improvement. 

Colonel Parke finding that something must be done, that he must 
move on, that he could no longer with safety stand in the way of the 
execution of the law, or the resumption of this important work, and 
finding nothing in the project of Major Jones that would justify its re- 
jection, set about to degrade that officer by reporting to the Secretary 
of War that the ‘‘ administrative skill, capacity, and ability’? of Major 
Jones were “ not sati ”? to him, and that for this reason he pre- 
ferred not to make a decision on his (Major Jones’) project, but was 
willing to recommend that he be degraded by having him relieved 
by an officer his junior in rank on suggestions of this character. 

It is to be regretted that the Secretary of War permitted himself to 
be overreached by the cunning and plausible diplomacy of a Ches- 
terfieldian officer such as we all know Colonel Parke to be, in a 
matter so important to the public interests and individual and profes- 
sional rights. It does not appear from the report of the Secretary of 
War that any written charges were presented to him by Colonel Parke 
affecting the ‘‘ administrative skill, capacity, and ability” of Major Jones 
as an engineer officer; on the contrary, it seems that Colonel Parke 
called on the Secretary of War in person for the purpose of securing 
through his representations his aid in plunging a poisoned dagger into 
se heart of Major Jones under pretense of performing a great public 

uty. 

Upon full consideration— 


Says the Secretary in his answer to the resolution of the Senate in 
speaking of this change of officers— 
of the reasons of the transfer, as submitted to me by Colonel Parke in a per- 


sonal interview, I deemed it my duty to relieve Major Jones and to detail 
tain Powell to do this work. 


If it were true that Major Jones’ administrative skill, capacity, and 
ability were deficient, and this fact was known to Colonel Parke, why 
did he not remove him without delay from charge of this important 
work? And, moreover, wherefore the necessity of appealing to the 
Secretary of War? It was perfectly competent for Colonel Parke, as 
officer in charge of the office of Chief of Engineers, to remove Major 
Jones from this work. Orders assigning engineer officers to stations 
issue from the Secretary of War, but orders assigning them to the 
charge of works invariably issue, as I am advised, from the office of 
Chief of Engineers. 

It was, therefore, an unnecessary proceeding to call in the Secretary 
of War in this case. As officer in command of that important bureau 
he could and did assume the responsibility of obstructing the will of 
Congress, and defeating the just hopes and expectations of a suffering 
people by delaying a great public work. Yet he could not assume the 
responsibility of doing an important duty which his position required 
of him, assuming Major Jones was incompetent for the place, by re- 
moving him at once, placing a competent man in charge, and ordering 
the work to proceed. Onany theory, therefore, of this case, there seems 
to be neither excuse nor palliation for the delay in resuming this work. 

Colonel Parke, having secured the co-operation of the Secretary of 
War in superseding Major Jones by Captain Powell, on October 4 tele- 
graphed Captain Powell as follows: 
aaia Ueno eee ee eee ee = 

WASHINGTON, D. C., October 4, 1886, 

Can you take charge of Cascades Canal in addition to your other duties? 


PARKE, In Charge of Office. 
Captain POWELL, Engineers. 


And on October 5, receiving no answer, a second telegram was sent 
by Colonel Parke to Captain Powell. 


[Telegram from General John G. Parke, in casg of the office of the Chief of 
Engineers, to Capt. Charles F. Powell, rps of Engineers.) 
Wasurnoroy, D. C., October 5, 1886. 
No answer to télegram of yesterday. It is desired here to make the change, 
Hope you can take charge ak once, A 
PARKE, In Charge of Office. 


Captain POWELL, Engineers. 
To which Captain Powell, on the same date, responded as follows: 
[Telegram from Capt, Charles ag ebm cores of Engineers, to the Chief of 
eers. 


PORTLAND, OREG., Oclober 5, 1886, 


I can take charge of Cascades Canal in addition to my other duties. 
Captain POWELL, 
The CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, Army. 


Thus it will be seen that after a delay of over two months from the 
date when this appropriation -was available, and of forty-six days 
after the project for its application was on the desk of the Chief of En- 
gineers, Major Jones was, without a note of warning, without a sug- 
gestion as to the cause, summarily relieved, so to speak, on the eve ot 
battle, and his place filled by a junior in rank; and when he pre- 
sumed to make the following modest inquiry as to the cause— 


[Telegram from Maj. W. A. Jones, Corps x Engineers, to the Chief of Engi- 
neers, 


i PORTLAND, OREG., October 8, 1886. 
May I inquire why I am removed from charge of the Cascade locks? 
“plies: á JONES, Major Engineers. 
CHIEF OF ENGINEERS. 


Colonel Parke in charge of office does not condescend to make any 
reply whatever. 

But the spirit in which the action of Colonel Parke was received by 
those most interested will be seen from the following official declara- 
tion of the Portland (Oreg.) Board of Trade, The es City Board of 
Trade, and the Columbia River Water Way Convention. 

October 8 the Board of Trade of Portland, Oreg., adopted the follow- 
ing resolutions, and telegraphed the same to the Secretary of War on 
the same date, and also sent a telegraphic copy to my colleague, Sen- 
ator DOLPH, then in Washington: 


‘elegram from the Board of Trade, Portland. Oreg., to Hon. J. N. DOLPH 
D United States Senate.] SS i 


PORTLAND, OREG., October 8, 1886. 
Whereas the early completion of the canal and locks at the Cascades of the 
Columbia River is demanded by the people of Oregon in the interest of cheap 
jane ale pgp Le rapidly-increasing commerce of this city and the Pacific 
orthw: 


; an 
Whereas we have viewed with $ the delay occ since the adjourn- 
ment of Congress in resumption of operations for the continuation of this im- 
portant work, especially as the conditions of low water and good weather in 
0 n this season og beage pen rage Booman to the prosecution of work; and 
reas we have learned with t a rumor to effect that a change of en- 
eam in charge is contemplated, which, if ordered, must necessarily result in 
her delay in resuming work, thus virtually ponpes work until spring, 
resulting furthermore, doubtless, in defeating demands of Representatives 
Congress for AE appropriations next winter by reason of large unexpended 
balances; an 
Whereas this board have implicit confidence in the capacity, energy, and in- 
tegrity of ar W. A. Jones, engineer in charge for past two years: T fore, 
ved, we respectfully, but earnestly, protest against further delay in 
the resumption of said work on canal and 1 at the es, and recom- 
mend that no change of engineers in charge be made at and that Major 
Jones may be instructed without delay, while the stage of water 
are propitious, to proceed with said work. 
Resolved, That the soy of this board be instructed to forward certified 
[copies] of these resolutions by ey peered the Secretary of War. 
Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Con are hereby re- 
quested to use their influence to secure such action at Washington as is herein 
recommended, and that a copy be transmitted to Senator Dorn, at Washing- 


ton, by telegraph. 
7 p DON'LD MacLEAY, 
President Board of Trade. 
F. K. ARNOLD, Secretary. 


Hon. J. N. DOLPH, 
United States Senator. 


While on October 12 The Dalles Board of Trade unanimously adopted 
a series of resolutions of which the following is a copy, and forwarded 
the same by telegraph to my colleague, then still in Washington : 


(Telegram from The Dalles, Oregon, Board of Trade to Hon. J. N. Dotrn, United 
States Senate.] 


THE DALLES, OREG., October 12. 188-. 


Please present to Secretary War following resolutions, passed October 11, 1886: 

Whereas it is of the greatest importance to the people of Oregon, especially of 
that portion residing of Cascade Mountains, that 1 at Cascade of Columbia 
be completed soon as ble; 

Whereas we have learned with indignation of delay in resuming operations 
upon this important work since last appropriation Congress, especially as 
the season and present low stage of water render operations upon this work 
more practicable at this time than any other; 

Whereas we have heard with great rumor that Major Jones, engineer in 
sary for last two years, is superscded and ordered to turn work over to Cap- 
tain Powell, no reason being assigned for the cha ; 

Whereas the Board have entire confidence in ability, energy, and integrity of 
Major Jones, and believe that any change in the management of work at locks 
at present time will not be conducive to speedy completion and economical ex- 
penditure of late Sporopriations therefor, but will cause further and unneces- 

refore 


sary delay: The 
We ully but earnestly protest against any further delay of 
ne 4 LOKAS SDAS no change 


resum: of operations upon and earnest! 
be in enginest in miasa hat Major Jones be directed at once to proceed 


with work. 


1887. 
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Resolved, That president of this board telegraph copy of these resolutions to 
Senator DoLPH, with request to present same to Secretary of War. 
Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives be requested to use their in- 
fluence to secure such action as is herein recommended. 
E. B. MCFARLAND, President. 
B. 8, HUNTINGDON, Secretary. 


And on October 14, two days later, at the Columbia Waterway Con- 
vention, then in session at Vancouver, Wash., Col. Thomas S. Lang, of 
the The Dalles, perenta the following resolution; which was, on his 
motion, as I find from the printed official copy of the proceedings of 
that convention, which I hold in my hand, unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, That we learn with regret of the removal of Maj. W. A. Jones, Maor 
of engineers, who has been in charge of The Cascades improvements, jor 


Jones’ efforts in pursuance of this great work, the opening of the Columbia to 


free navigation in our behalf, has given hope to the people whose success lies 


in finding a market for their products of the inland empire, and they sincerely 
regret his gisplacement. 

In the mean time appeals were being made to me from all quarters as 
to the cause of delay and change of engineers, and no little amount of 
denunciation from certain quarters was being poured out upon the 
Oregon delegation in Congress, holding them responsiblein the 
and being myself indignant at what I regarded as a species of worse 
than trifling with the public interests on the part of the Engineer De- 
partment at Washington, I, on October 16, sent from Portland, Oreg., 
to the Chief of Engineers the following dispatch: 

(Telegram from John H. Mitchell, United States Senate, to the Chief of Engi- 
neers, 
PORTLAND, OREG., October 16, 1886. 

There is universal indignation among people in Oregon and W: m Ter- 
ritory interested in speedy completion canal and locks Cascades, Columbia, 
over removal of jor Jones, Boards trade all cities interested unani- 
mously strong resolutions of regret, The Water-Way Convention for Pacific 
Northwest, at Vancouver, Thursday, unanimously adopted following: “Resolved, 
That we learn with regret of the removal of Maj. W. A. Jones, major of engi- 
neers, who has been in charge of The Cascades improvements. Major Jones's 
efforts in pursuance of this great work, the opening of the Coumbia to free navi- 


gation in our behalf, has given hope to the people whose success lies in findin 
a market for EE agence of the inland emp his 


ment,” e reinstate: t of Maj Fons oo at Lo 1B ie ia 
io ment o! 
Or ones “JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
General J. ©. DUANE, 
Chief of Engineers. 

And to which the Chief of Engineers, General J. C. Duane, courteous]: 
replied on October 19, stating, in substance, that the change of engi- 
neers had been made before he took charge. 

On October 9, in pursuance of a telegraphic order of General 
Major Jones sent the following dispatch: 

{Telegram from Maj. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers, to the Chief of Engineers. ] 
PORTLAND, OREG., October 9, 1886, 


Thave this day transferred charge of Cascades Canal to Captain Powell. 
Lieutenant Young was ordered last night to report to him. 


JONES, Major Engineers, 


Parke, 


Cuter or ENGINEERS, 


And on October 17 Major Jones sent the following letter to the Chief 
of Engineers, which explains itself: 
[Letter from Maj. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers, to the Chief of Engineers.) 
UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Portland, Oreg., October 17,1886. 
Sır: The circumstances connected with my removal from charge of the Cas- 
es Locks are, from my point of view, extraordinary. I wasremoved summa- 
rily by telegraph, without previous warning whatever, and the work was puo 
in charge of my junior on duty at this station, who had been previously con- 
sulted in the matter, 
This leaves the relative situation here as follows: 


mated to com- | 


Amount esti- | Annual main- 
plete project. | - 


Command of Major Jones: 
Lower Willamette and Columbia rivers....... $467,000 00 *30, 000 
Upper Willamette River .......ccessser 35,000 00 +12, 000 
per Columbia and Snake rivers. 36,000 00 |.....ssssesesverseenseee 
Cowliin RIVOR os isssccincccsascrsccrsavecbuasvosssbaanaccaas 8,000 00 |......s00ce-vereeseesee 
1,000 


MNOS OOD AORTE bo tevescbenctipseseesedanise 1,505, 397 31 
Mouth of the Columbia River 8, 700, 000 00 
Coos Bay ....... 440,000 00 
Yaquina Bay. 305, 000 00 
Mouth of Coq 134, 200 00 
Puget Sound rivers.. 15, 000 00 
Chehalis River........1...sscessss0000 5,000 00 |. ..sercessseveceserserse 
Gauging Columbia and tributaries .. 5, 000 
Light-houses, annual expenditures, 100, 000 
Frtifications....cssssecssorsenssersersesees è (?) 

Total acs cosa SEA Ae BESA LA | 112,000 


6, 104,597 31 | 


* About. 


‘The inference from these circumstances is absolutely = ptr that this chan; 
resulted from grave fault on my part. Nothing else could justify placing mein 
such a humiliating position. 

It is my right, in order that I may egnu defend my rank and honor, to 
BOORI Aste solteranita tee reaeees te way On ot Game GE hone 
personally. reiterating the requi nm oi I 
respectfully request to be so informed, jE 8, 


It is my great wrong to have been placed in sucha position, on an; unds 
Sieli without ior AAT toe MADOR oe AKPAN hee 
I appeal to you, Coa tna heen d my rank. 
ery respectfully, your obedien servants 


W. A. JONES, Major of Engineers. 
General Jas, ©. DUANE, ~ 
Chief of Engineers. 


And to which, so far as disclosed by the response of the Secretary of 
War to the Senate resolution, no reply was ever made, either by the 
Chief of Engineers or Colonel Parke, who as de facto Chief of Engineers 
had secured the removal of Major Jones. 

And since the answer of the Secretary of War and the response of 
Colonel Parke have been laid before the people of the State of Oregon 
and Wi Territory, more than ever before are they convinced 
of the fact that the delay in resuming work on the canal and locks at 
the Cascades of the Columbia in the fall of 1886, and the change of engi- 
neers in the manner, and at the time, and under the cirumstances it was 
done, at the instigation of Colonel Parke, was in every sense, not only 
inexcusable, but y reprehensible, and the blame of all which rests 
upon and is p y chargeable to Colonel Parke. This feeling has 
manifested iteel? though various representative bodies in the Pacific 
Northwest, as may be seen from the following: 

On January 14 ultimo, the board of trade of Walla Walla, Wash., 
adopted the following resolutions: 

The following resolution in relation to Maj. W. A. Jones, United States en 
neers, was u Say RODEN OF SS SUR VE MOEN Ae SED 
Wash., board of trade, January 14, 1887: 

That in the opinion of this board the reasons given by Colonel Park 
acting ef of for the removal of Maj. W. A. Jones from charge 
the works at the Cascades, are insufficient; and be it further 

Resolved, That the reports of Major Jones on the improvements at the Cas- 
cades and The Dalles demonstrate to this board that he has worked faithfully 
for the best interests of this inland country, and we believe that his removal was 
caused for other reasons those enumerated in Col. Parke’s report, and in 
the interests of those o) to the opening of the Columbia River to free nay- 

ion. That this respectfully request the Secretary of War to reinstate 
. Jones in charge of said works at the Cascades. 
Attest: MARION D. EGBERT, 
Secretary. 


THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF 


OREGON SPEAKS, 
And on the 5th of the t month the following House joint me- 
morial No. 5, introduced 


the house of representatives of the Legisla- 
ture ot the State of Oregon by Representative Biggs, passed that body, 
was sent to the Senate, and, as Iam advised, is now under considera- 
tion by the committee on federal relations in that body. 

This joint memorial is as follows: 


Whereas the river and harbor matter placed under the Bureau of Engineers in 
Washington, has, fora tb many years, been under the direction of one John 
G. Parke, a colonel of Engineer Corps, United States Army; and, 

Whereas the office thus occupied is one of great importance to the people of 
the Pacific Northwest, as the appropriations for the improvement of their great 
rivers and harbors are controlled and directed therein; and, 

Whereas the officer in charge of said office should be one of wide experience 
in engineering construction; and, 


Whereas the great railroad pporno who seek to paralyze the efforts of 
the people in the improvement of their water ways could not do so more effect- 
ually than by kee this office one whose lack of experience renders him 


incompetent for management and direction of enginneering construction ; 


an 
Whereas the records show that Col. John G. Parke has never had any prac- 
tical experience in engineering construction; that at least thirty-five years of , 
his service have been spent in Washington, D. C., bureau service; that he has 
recently allowed a personal ee toward a brother officer to cause a needless 
delay in the prosecution of the Cascade Canal, a great public work, upon the 
rogress of which a suffering people are waiting with painful interest; there- 


re, be it 
That the Senators of the State of Oregon be instructed, and the Rep- 


Resolved, 
resentatives of said State be uested, to use every effort to secure the removal] 


of the said John G, Parke from the position he now occupies as chief engineer 
in charge of the river and harbor business of the Bureau of United States Engi- 
neers. 

But what just reason, let us inquire, had Colonel Parke, from his high 
seat of official i Sint to cast this cloud across the official reputation and 
character of a brother officer? Where is the evidence of Major Jones’ 
inefficiency? What proof is offered here or elsewhere as to his lack of, 
administrative capacity or engineering ability? So far as this recor@, 
discloses itis not forthcoming, except as it rests solely in unsupported 
declarations of Colonel Parke. While it is true the project for the ex- 
penditure of the last appropriation submitted by Captain Powell, and 
which was nl on sight by Colonel Parke, was somewhat differ- 
ent in form from that submitted by Major Jones, it can not be success- 
fully denied that the for that improvement as formulated by Major 
Jones and the expenditure of this appropriation as suggested in the pro- 
ject of Major Jones to the Chief of Engineers, are the very plans in sub- 
stance and effect if not indeed in detail that are to-day being carried 
out by Captain Powell in the prosecution of the work. 

What, in brief, is the history of this work? Major Jones was ordered 
from San Francisco, where he had been in charge of important engineer- 
ing works, to take charge of the canal and locks at the Cascades of the 
Columbia in the summer of 1884, General Parke, then as now, being 
in charge of the river and harbor division of the Engineer Bureau of 
the War ent, and the change was made by placing Major Jones 
in charge of this cay sede work, presumably under the advice and di- 
rection of Colonel Parke, or at least with his approval. He had not 
then, it seems, arrived at the conclusion that the “administrative skill, 
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capacity, and ability”? of Major Jones were not satisfactory to him, al- | fare, and earnestly, honestly, and faithfully to execute the law, in his 


though for many years be had been acting as one of his subordinates 
in the Engineer Corps in important engineering works in different sec- 
tions of the country. When Major Jones took charge of this work in 
1884 it was being conducted by his predecessor, Captain Powell, under 
a general plan formulated and furnished by a board of engineers in 1880. 

This plan called for the immediate construction of one lift lock for 
the ordinary river stages, and contemplated a guard lock at the head 
of the canal for higher stages of the river, and for the present only the 
guard gate for this latter was to be constructed for use as the guard gate 
or high water dam for the canal. The plan of the Board of Engineers 
was in most general terms, and very much was left to be determined 
by the local engineer in charge. Under this discretion, Captain Pow- 

1, who was in 1884 superseded by Major Jones, had as I am advised, 
decided to move the guard lock down to the lift lock at the foot of the 
canal, and make a double lock of the two. 

He also decided to lay all the foundations of this guard-lock, so that 
when it should come to be finished at some future time, after the open- 
ing of the canal by means of the improvement necessary for navigation 
in ordinary high water, it could be done with the least interference 
with navigation. Major Jones, after becoming fully conversant with 
the details of the work, became thoroughly impressed with the idea 
that the greatest of all considerations in view of the immense traffic 
along that great river, and throughout that great inland empire, and 
of the exorbitant nature of the freight charges to which it was sub- 
jected, was to place this canal in a condition so as to enable boats to 
pass through at ordinary stages of water at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. 

He found upon careful investigation that the wheat traffic alone 
amounted to nearly 600,000 tons per year, and that with other traffic 
it was safe to estimate a two-way traffic along that great river in a com- 
paratively short space of time of over 1,000,000 tons per year. He found 
that this traffic was then paying a freight tax of at least 3 cents per ton 
per mile on the average. He believed, with all others who had thor- 
oughly investigated the matter, that with the opening of the canal and 
locks at the Cascades, and the certainty that a portage arrangement at 
The Dalles by boat-railway or otherwise would be opened at the same 
time, it was quite certain that freight would be reduced to at least 1 
cent per ton per mile, and in all probability to less than one-half of 1 
cent per ton per mile. 

He therefore intelligently realized that on an average haul of 200 
miles this would, even at the higher rate of 1 cent per ton per mile, 
relieve the producers and shippers of the Columbia Valley or inland 
empire of a freight tax of $400,000 per year. Therefore it was that 
Major Jones comprehended that if one year's time could be saved in 
opening this canal to commerce, it would be worth at least that sum 
to the producers and shippers of that country, and hence he decided to 
make no present provision whatever for the guard-lock. This resulted 
in what is known as Major Jones’ plan for this great improvement, and 
on and according to this plan he was permitted to proceed for about two 
years, and his estimate for completing the canal under this plan was 
$1,250,000, while the estimate for getting the canal open by his prede- 
cessor, Captain Powell, under his (Powell’s) plan was $1,500,000, or 
$250,000 more than that of Major Jones, and which, in view of the man- 
nerin which appropriatious are made by Congressannually as to amounts 
for the various works of the country, would have delayed the opening 
of the canal and locks at least two years longer than under the plan of 
Major Jones, and at a cost to the peoplein the shape of freight exactions, 
to say nothing of inconveniences and delays, of at least $300,000. 

True, in justice to Captain Powell, whose ability, skill, and reputa- 
tion as an engineer noone questions, his plan if regarded in a certain 
restricted sense and pointof view, might seem best at first glance, and 
without a careful consideration of the whole subject in all its bearings 
upon the transportation interests of the country, as under it the whole 
final cost to cover the completing of the guard-lock at some distantday 
in the far-off future, long after the canal was opened, when the traffic 
of the country had trebled or quadrupled, would have perhaps been 
somewhat less; but the difference would fall far short of compensating 
for a delay of two years, or even one year, in opening the canal and 
locks to the passage of boats at all ordinary stages of water and at 
every stage except at extremely high water. 

And doubtless Captain Powell had, in forwarding his recent tele- 
graphic project, as requested by Colonel Parke, his own plan of three 
gee agostillin view. When hecameto apply it at the locks, however, 

e found, as I am advised, the whole of local engineers in actual 
charge of the work, who had given careful study to this great improve- 
ment, in ardent sympathy with the plan of Major Jones; and for what 
cause can only be surmised; but certain it is that for some cause the 
fall and complete plan of Major Jones was, asI am advised, prac- 
tically adopted in the work as now progressing under the direction of 
Captain Powell and Colonel Parke, chief of the division of rivers and 
harbors, and it is satisfactory, as it seems, to, the very exacting and 
punctilious Colonel Parke. 

Mr. President, were it either desirable or proper to search for motives 
on the part of Colonel Parke, other than those prompted by an earnest 
desire to promote the public interests, and advance the general wel- 


refusal for weeks to act upon, or take any notice whatever of, Major 
Jones’s aries for the utilization of the appropriations of the last ses- 
sion of Congress for this work, and thus delay the resumption of work 
on a great improvement, and, finally, when longer delay would not 
be tolerated by the people most interested in silance, to encompass 
his removal, and consequent official degradation, it might, among other 
things, with no impropriety, be made publicly known that Major 
Jones, in his annual report on river and harbor improvements in Oregon 
and Washington Territory for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, under 
date of July 27, 1885, embodied as a of the body of that report an in- 
teresting and carefully prepared plan, with accompanying maps, pre- 
pared with great care, suggesting the construction of a boat railway at 
The Dalles and Celilo Falls, and the widening of the channel at Ten 
and Three Mile Rapids, as a cheapand proper means of overcoming the 
obstructions to navigation at those points; and, further, that when such 
annual report was transmitted to the Secretary of War by the Chief of 
Engineers, and by him to the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
it was mutilated to the extent of having eliminated from it the whole 
of the matter relating to the proposed t railway and the widening 
of the channel at the Dalles. At whose suggestion or under whose di- 
rection this was done I am not advised. 

It would, however, not be a very violent presumption to suppose 
that the officer in charge of the division of rivers and harbors in the 
Engineer Bureau had something to do with it, but perhaps not. It is 
true, however, that Colonel Parke was then, as now, in charge of that 
division. I do know, however, and beg to attract the attention of the 
Senate and the people of Oregon and p es and Idaho to the 
fact, that when the fact of this mutilation of the annual report of 
Major Jones, and of the suppression of the whole of that portion of it re- 
lating to a boat railway at The Dalles and Celilo Falls, came to my 
knowledge, I, on the 19th of January, 1886, introduced in thé Senate 
of the United States the following resolution, which was on that date 
unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 
to the Senate a full and complete copy of the annual report of Maj. W. A. Jones, 
Corps of Engineers, United States Army, on river improvements in Oregon and 
Washington Territory for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1535, in form as origin- 
ally submitted by him to the Chief of Engineers, under date of July 27, A. D. 
1885, together with full copies of all statistics originally included in or attached 
to such report. 

In response to this peremptory demand of the Senate, the Secretary 
of War, by letter of date February 1, 1886, transmitted to the Senate 
the whole of Major Jones’ report, including that portion that had been 
suppressed in regard to the proposed boat railway at The Dalles, and 
it was by the Senate ordered printed, and is now Senate Executive 
Document 114, first session Forty-ninth Congress. It might, more- 
over, be a matter of interest to the people of Oregon and Washington 
Territory to know the reason why that portion of Major Jones’ annual 
report relating to this proposed boat railway at The Dalles was sup- 
pressed. So far as I am advised, no reason has ever yet been tendered 
to the public or to any one. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, the people of the Pacific Northwest, of 
Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and Montana, have made up their minds 
that the Columbia River shall be stripped of its obstructions at the 
earliest possible date and opened to free navigation. Neither they nor 
their Representatives propose to be otherwise than civil, and in all re- 
spects dignified in whatever they may do, in order to bring about that great 
consummation; but they do not intend that either selfish corporations, 
whose interests are adverse, or executive officers of the Government, 
some of whom have grown haughty in their cushioned chairs in Wash- 
ington, shall stand in the way of their great purpose. 

They have determined that all unreasonable and unnecessary red- 
tape, personal pique, individual selfish interest, jealousies, ambitions, 

rsonal grievances, and resentments, shall be swept aside and forever 

uried out of sight in their firm determination and settled purpose to 
accomplish a work in which are involved the interests of an empire— 
a work which more than all others combined advances the interests of 
commerce, of trade, of material development, of civilization itself, on 
the broad plains and in the fertile valleys, and among the gold, and 
silver, and lead, and iron, and cinnabar impregnated mountains of 
the Pacific Northwest. 

The play with appropriations for the canal and locks at the Cascades 
of the Columbia upon the part of certain interested parties and indiffer- 
ent executive officers has held the boards for the last time, and quite 
long enough. It can draw no longer; in fact it will not be permitted 
any longer. The people interested are aroused; they are in earnest, 
they are determined, and willsuffer no further nonsense or trifling with 
their great interests in this important matter. 

With the present Chief of Engineers, General Duane, we have no con- 
troversy; in him we have confidence and to him we look for fair deal- 
ing and fair play. But to the attention of Colonel Pake lately in 
charge of the office of Chief of Engineers, and at present and for years 
past in charge of the division of rivers and harbors in that bureau, I 
ust be pardoned for bringing, as I have done, the various expressions 

pinion of the different tative bodies and representative men 
Oregon and Washington Territory, just quoted by me. 
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Personally I have no controversy, nor cause for controversy with Gen- 
eral Parke. His personal treatment of and bearing toward me at all 
times when I have called at his office on business been that of a 
most courteous, polite gentleman, and accommodating officer; but with 
him as an official, as one of the executive officers of the Government, 
in charge of and controling great public trusts, I, in my representa- 
tive capacity, representing in part great and important interests, feel 
compelled, not only in justice to my constituents but myself as well, to 
take issue with him in reference to his official acts as disclosed by his 
own record in connection with a great public improvement which the 
people, whom I in part represent here, very properly regard as vital to 
the promotion of their best interests. 

For the delays in the resumption of work on the canal and locks at 
the Cascades of the Columbia, I and others of the delegation in Congress 
have been by many of our constituenis subjected to severe censure. In 
view of my public record upon the subject (and which is open to all) 
of opening the Columbia River to free navigation, commencing in the 
first session of the Forty-third Congress, now nearly fourteen years ago, 
and of my untiring efforts in connection with my colleagues in the Sen- 
ate and House to carry forward this great work to as early a consum- 
mation as possible, I am, I confess, somewhat restless under adverse 
criticisms, and I propose now, henceforth and always, that all blame 
for delay in the utilizing of appropriations made by Congress for this 
important improvement, and for every other improvement in Oregon, 
shall rest where it rightfully attaches, and properly belongs. 

The question, Mr. President, of improving the rivérs and harbors ot 
the United States is one of the gravest import to its people. Itis ab- 
solutely the only effectual means whereby they can hope to secure 
for themselves the great benefits that accrue from cheap transporta- 
tion. The greatest statesmen tell us that ‘‘cheap transportation is by 
all odds the greatest factor in modern civilization.” ‘To develop and 
secure it is one of the principal aims of the statesman. 

Hence it is that Congress at each annual session makes one grand, 
patriotic effort to aid the various localities that need help in the 
matter of the improvement of their harbors and water ways. To at- 
tempt to gain relief by the regulation of railways is all very well and 
proper, but the task is beset with difliculties and met with most formid- 
able obstruction on every step. A railroad is by its very nature a 
monopoly, and to direct and control a railroad company while it is in 
entire control of the sources of its own action is a most difficult under- 
taking. In the development of the water ways of the country there 
of necessity arises a conflict with vested railroad interests, since it is 
their control and regulation that actually underlies the whole question. 
Naturally looking to their own individual interest, they do not wish 
to be controlled, and will not be if it is in their power to prevent it. 

It seems to them, and rightfully to, that the great reduction in the 
cost of transportation which results from competition means the direct 
loss of millions of money to their treasury. 

This interest represents over 25 per cent. of the capital engaged in 
business in the United States. Itis thoroughly and ably organized, 
and the vigilant, skillful, and ceaseless opposition of this tremendous 
power is to be met and overcome at every session of Congress by the 
pee and their representatives; and after the long and protracted 

ttle has been fought at each and every session of Congress, resulting 
in appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors, the whole 
amount is turned over to the Secretary of War to execute the will of 
Congress, and he in turn hands it over entirely to the Corps of Engi- 
néers of the Army. 

This corps is governed by a bureau in Washington, at the head of 
which is the chief of the corps. He has several assistants, detailed 
from the officers of the corps, who have charge of certain subdivisions 
of his duties. One of these subdivisions is called the river and harbor 
division, and it is here the whole of the great and vastly important 
business created by the river and harbor acts of Congress is principally 
managed and controlled. All projects for improvements, involving the 
most abstruse and difficult questions in engineering science and all 
questions of personnel, are practically settled in this division. 

Chiefs of Engineers come and go. They reach this position as a rule 
in the line of promotion, old, tired, and unskilled in bureau adminis- 
tration; and hence it is a matter of common notoriety that the officer 
in charge of the river and harbor division practically conducts and con- 
trols the most of the business. Obviously, then, such an officer should 
be much more than a mere polite and polished gentleman eminently 
fitted for the fashionable salons and gay and festive drawing-rooms ot 
an aristocratic and fashionable capital. He should not only be a man 
of great engineering experience and ability, but a man who has knowl- 
edge of, and is in a great measure identified with, the great public inter- 
ests of the people in the various sections of the country. 

Obviously, also, if the great railroad organizations should wish to 
paralyze and cripple the business of improving the harbors and water 
ways, they would naturally endeavor to place an officer in this im- 
portant position, or retain such a one, if already there, who had little 
or no plage engineering srpen, and who had no identification, 
association, or sym: wi t masses of the le or their 
== o pathy grea peop. 

Now, the country in the far West may be surprised to learn, what 


everybody in Congress of course, and in the city of Washington have 
known for years, that for over twenty years this position has been 
occupied by an officer who has never had any practical experience of 
any moment whatever in engin construction. 

This may be stated to be his official record of service: Graduated at 
West Point in 1845; after a short service on the surveys of the northern 
boundary, he tookstation in Washington, where he remained on bureau 
duty until the breaking out of the warof therebellion; serving through 
this war with credit, it is true, he returned to the Engineer Bureau in 
Washington, where he has remained ever since. Here is the record in 
brief cee pan xw has never been in contact min tho pepis; Wp has 
sat in a bureau during the greater part of a long military career, ani 
who obviously, and necessarily from his habits of life, can have but 
little knowledgeof, or sympathy with the wants of the people, especially 
those of the great Pacific Northwest. 

Recent events prove this to be the case; his own record, in response 
to the Senate resolution, attests the fact. And this is the officer who 
places Major Jones, an officer whose practical engineering experience 
in the matter of the improvement of rivers and harbors is vastly more 
extensive than that of his accuser, on the gibbet of official and per- 
sonal condemnation by the official declaration that his ‘‘ administrative 
skill, capacity, and ability’? were not satisfactory to him. In recent 
years, Mr. President, the Secretary of War has, from time to time, an- 
nounced a determination of weeding.out of Washington the moss-back 
sycophants, who cluster like es ‘‘around the throne.” 

Orders and circulars have been fulminated from time to time, and the 
crop of lieutenants and captains has been tolerably good; but to-day 
all Washington, and the entire Army with few exceptions, stand agog 
over the hidden power, the secret influence, the magic wand that ean 
hold a military officer of the Engineer Corps in Washington on desir- 
able bureau duty for a period of thirty-seven years. Secretaries may 
and do come and go, but Colonel Parke, genial, pleasant gentleman 
that he is, promises to stay forever. Secretaries may remark they are 
not justly responsible for keeping this officer in Washington, that it 
is a necessity, that the Chief of Engineers could not get along without 
him, that his services are essential in ing him through the intrica- 
cies and labyrinths of bureau administration, that the chief is al- 
ways retired before obtaining a confident grasp of the helm. 

Lut is it possible there exists but one man in the United States En- 
gineer Corps who is competent, by reason of education and character, 
and worthy in all respects by virtue, of engineering skill, ability, and 
experience in the business of practical, civil, and military engineering 
operations in the field on river and harbor improvements, to fill with 
credit the position of chief of the division of rivers and harbors in the 
Engineer Bureau of the War Department? 

Mr. President, if this be so, then the handwriting on the wall pro- 
claims in burning characters the fact, that unless the United States 
Corps of Engineers can shake off the fossilisms that enshroud it, and 
which are paralyzing its efficiency in the upper story, and shall bring 
to its existence, and infuse into its arteries, new and vitalizing currents 
that will bring to it energy, aggressiveness, efficiency, and power, to 
enable it to keep step, in all respects, with the progressive spirit of the 
scientific age in which we live, and in which with all other sciences 
that of civil and military engineering is moving forward with tremen- 
dous strides, attracting by its triumphs and advancements the surprise 
and admiration of the world, then the day of its glory will not stand 
long on the order of its departure. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I move the adoption of the pending reso- 
lution, the effect of which will be to submit this whole business, with 
full power and authority to call for persons and papers and administer 
oaths, to the consideration and judgment of the Committee on Com- 
merce of the Senate, for such further action as may, by that committee 
be deemed expedient and proper under all the circumstances, in vindi- 
cation of either public interests, or private, personal, and official rights. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is theduty of the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate—— 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I ask for the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair at this 
hour to lay before the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I ask for the adoption of my resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It cannot be done without some reply. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Very well; then let the resolution lie 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask an opportunity now to make a very few re- 
marks in answer to the Senator from Oregon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan has a 
right to make his remarks on the river and harbor bill. The river and 
harbor bill is pending. 


INDIAN TRADERS, 


Mr. PLATT. I wish to offer a resolution that will take no time. 
The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Connecticut asks 


tempore. 
unanimous consent to submit a resolution. 
Mr. PLATT. Let it be printed and lie over. 
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The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the select committee directed to investigate the subject of the 
appointment of Indian traders, the granting of licenses to them, and the re- 
fusa] to extend such licenses to persons bre my as such traders, &c, (appointed 
under resolution of June 3, 1886), be, and it ereby, authorized and to 
continue the said investigation during the coming recess of Sans irre with all 
+ eres and authorities granted to said committee by the resolution of June 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lie over. 


The resolution will be printed and 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendment to the 
bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Alpheus R. French disagreed to by the 
Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ELDREDGE, 
Mr. THOMPSON, and Mr. STRUBLE managers at the conference on the 
part of the House, 

The m also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 929) for the relief of Albert H. Emery disagreed 
to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 

i ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
TRIGG, Mr. DOUGHERTY, and Mr. GALLINGER managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10397) making appro- 
ponaos for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 

tates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, 
asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. TOWNSHEND, Mr, CABELL, and 
Mr. LONG managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


OREGON RIVER AND HARBOR EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. CONGER. One object I had in asking the floor now was that 
my few remarks in answer to the Senator from Oregon might appear 
together with his in the RECORD. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. CAMERON. I wish to offer a resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That during the remainder of this session no Senator shall speak on 


any question more than once, and shall confino his remarks to five minutes’ 


on, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
ask for the immediate consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CAMERON. I should like it to have immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 
ee PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over under the 

e. 


COMMITTEE ON ORDNANCE AND WAR SHIPS, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by tinanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ordnance and War Ships be continued under 
the former orders of the Senate, with the powers heretofore given them, with 
leave to sit at Washington in the vacation of the Senate, and to further exam- 
ine and report upon any plans for war ships, engines, and armor that they may 
consider useful for the naval establishment of the United States, and that they 
may associate in their aka re oe any officers of the Navy, not exceeding 
three, on the active or retired that the Secretary of the Navy may detail for 
the purpose, 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL, 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with theaccompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


OREGON RIVER AND HARBOR EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I do not: propose at this time to ask 
the Senate to listen to any speech or to any very lengthy remarks. 

The character of this attack upon General Parke is so unusual, so 
different from the ordinary mode of warfare against an enemy, public 
or private, that I feel unwilling to let the occasion pass without say- 
ing a word or two in regard to General Parke, and a word or two in re- 
gard to the mode of attack adopted here in the Senate, where General 
Parke can not be present to answer, and must rely upon the feeble re- 
marks of his friends. 

The speech which has just been delivered here will unquestionably 
have accomplished its leading object. Perhaps no one on the floor of 
the Senate understands better than my friend from Oregon how to ex- 
pa the views and wishes of his constituents, whether they be a little 

of thirteen men in the village of Dalles representing the board 

of trade, or a smaller number at Walla-Walla, or a gathering down on 

ins erte island and station of Vancouver, near the mouth of the Wil- 
e 

I need say nothing to this assemblage, it seems to me I need say 
nothing to the old members of the Senate and the old members of the 
other House, in defense of the character, the reputation, the engineer- 


ing ability, the long, arduous, faithful service from morning till night 


for the last twenty years of one of the most distinguished men who has 
ever held rank in the Corps, and a man who duringall that time, 

through all administrations, through all Chiefs of Engineers, through 
all Secretaries of War, through the approval of all sessions of Congress, 

in the House and in the Senate, has had the main charge of the ex- 
penditure of nearly $150,000,000 appropriated by Congress to be used all 
over this country, upon known and unknown works when they were 
commenced, and to whom I venture to say up to this very last hour, 
except in some resolutions which have been offered here, no member of 
the te, however old in his place or however new in his place, no 
member of the other House in former years, has ever heard against his 
integrity, his honesty, his candor, his fairness, his wonderful ability 
in to the expenditures of appropriations and suggestions of our 
vast system of public improvements, one solitary word till to-day. 

I would be willing to pause here, and if any old member of the other 
House in this body now, if any Senator on this floor would contradict 
my assertion and say that within his own knowledge, or within his own 
belief, or from suspicion, or from rumor, or from hearsay, there has 
ever come, except from these boards of trade and town mee in Ore- 
gon and Washington Territory, a word of suspicion, a word of censure, 
a word of question in regard to the fidelity and honor and integrity of 
this chief of the department of rivers and harbors in the Engineer De- 
partment, I would be willing to sit down and think I may have been 
mistaken, and that other men have heard of this gallant officer and won- 
derful engineer rtimors and stories that have never reached my ear. 

Sir, eighteen years ago this coming spring it was my fortune to be- 
come a member of the Committee on Commerce in the other House, 
which then had charge of river and harbor improvements, since which 
time those duties of the Committee on Commerce have divided 
and we have now a committee of the House on rivers and harbors. 
My first acquaintance with General Parke commenced at the spring ses- 
sion in 1869 with my duties on that committee, and they have contin- 
ued intimate and close and thorough all through my service in the other 
House of twelve years and up to this time of six years in the Senate. 
Having had assigned to me in connection with two other members of 
the House for many years the duty of preparing the river and harbor 
bill, as one of the subcommittee of three it was my duty as well as my 
pleasure to have frequent intercourse and consultation and advice with 
General Parke, and has been, whether I was on the committee or not, 
until the close of my service in the House, and has been for the last 
six years as a member of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate. 

I am not much of a man worshipper; I am not very much given to 
hero worship; I do not twine around a great man because he isin high 
place; Iam not much inclined in that way; but I am willing to say 
that of all the public men with whom my business in the House and 
Senate has made me necessarily connected, I have never found a man 
who impressed me more strongly with the idea of his candor, his sin- 
cerity, his gentlemanly behavior and conduct, his wonderful familiarity 
with all the questions with which Congress has been interested con- 
nected with rivers and harbors, his good judgment, his fine apprecia- 
tion of men, his ability to decide which man was best for the particular 
place and position than General Parke. 

But, sir, as I said a few moments ago, to this audience, to the men 
who have known General Parke as I have known him, to these Sena- 
tors who have goneto him to consult and advise and urge to hasten the 
great works in which they were interested, I ventureto assert that there 
is no other man in the Senate, except my esteemed friend from Oregon, 
who will say now or at any time one word against the character for 
fidelity, candor, honesty, and fair play of General Parke; and there 
I leave that part of the matter. 

Mr, President, for twenty years, through all changes of administra- 
tion, under all the Presidents, under all the Secretaries of War, under 
all the Chiefs of Engineers—and the chiefs have been changed several 
times—even with an administration different in politics from those 
which had gone before, there has been no time when the remark of the 
Senator from Oregon as a reason for keeping General Parke in his place 
has not held good, that it could not be moe Lod other officer in 
the Engineer Corps. His long experience, his intimate knowledge, his 
wonderful memory, which he has acquired through these long years of 
service, belong to the country, belong to the service, and belong to those 
who desire that this vast system of internal improvements, which has 
done more to promote the advance, and the growth, and the progress of 
our country not only in the old States but in opening up and unfold- 
ing the vast West, could not be spared to the country or to the friends 
of its improvement, and no man has ever had the temerity, whatever his 
superior position, from President down to the Chief of Engineers, to as- 
sume that General Parke could be replaced by any other, however great, 
officer in the Army and in the Corps of Engineers, however great his 
engineering abilities may be. 

Sir, any engineer can be Chief of Engineers. They are changed; they 
are called there from time to time, by selection, it is true, and not by 
rank, but the office goes on. In that system of improvement in that 


little dark back room, away from the enticements and allurements of 
society, with no vision from that darkened window where General 
Parke has spent the days for twenty years in hard labor, no vision of 
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elegant society comes before him to distract his attention. No, sir; 
you may change Presidents, and with a whirling hand you may turn 
Secretary after Secretary of War from his place and select another; and 
in the course of events the time for retiring, or the accident of death 
will make the appointment of a new Chief of Engineers necessary and 
proper; but, sir, it will bea sorry day for all our interests—those of us 
who feel so much interest in this grand system of internal improvement— 
it will be a sorry day for us and for our constituents and for the coun- 
try when any man will dare to remove General Parke from that desk 
of labor and of toil and of watchfulness, where we have always found 
him, in season andoutof season, in all the past days. But Ileave the 
question of the character, the fitness, and the ability of General Parke 
to the knowledge and conscience of my fellow Senators on this floor. 

I know it is hard for an inferior officer in the army, who was sworn 
to obey orders, to go into Oregon if he wants to stay, ifit is pleasanter 
where he is; but Major Jones took the place of Captain Powell after he 
had learned of the wants of the Pacific country. Ido not know why, 
or how, or what influences got him into the place of Captain Powell. 
He held it two years. I know the two men only asI hear of them 
every year in the great family bible of reports. It came his turn to 
go. A soldier would have obeyed orders and gone; asoldier would not 
have growled and complained. I do not know what instigates these 
town meetings along the Columbia River and amidst the rocks of the 
cascades and in the back places of the little islands at the mouth of the 
Willamette. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I will tell the Senator—— 

Mr. CONGER. When the Senator spoke so long he ought to have 
been able to explain it. I thought he did. 

m, MITCHELL, of Oregon. Iam satisfied with the explanation I 
made. 

Mr. CONGER. Then the time came when by order of the same 
head of Department Captain Powell was restored to his position, which 
he had filled long and well, and Major Jones was ordered elsewhere; I 
know not where. Isay it is the duty of an officer of the Army by the 
rules and regulations and by common consent to obey orders. He 
should not fall back on resolutions of town meetings finding fault with 
the Department. Town meetings ought not to control the President, 
the Secretary of War, the Chief of Engineers, or anybody acting in that 
capacity in giving his purely military orders. My friend from Oregon 
differs with me. 

I appreciate the trouble and the anxiety of the people of Oregon 
and Washington Territory as to any delay in their work. I do not 
know, and I will not undertake to say whether after Congress had pro- 
vided a board of engineers to go once, and I think twice, and exam- 
ine the plans for the improvement of the Cascades, and when that board 
of engineers had determined upon a plan which was approved by the 
Chief of Engineers, approved by the Secretary of War, approved by 
both Houses of Congress in the bills already passed, and approved by 
the President in signing those bills, I do not know whether it might 
not be a subject of criticism if Major Jones sent to the War Depart- 
ment, not a plan for a canal as adopted by the engineers and adopted 
by Congress, but a plan of a ship-railway to overcome the rapids in- 
stead of a canal. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That only shows that the Senator 
from Michigan does not know what he is talking about. 

Mr. CONGER. I will not allow the Senator to tell how learned or 
how ignorant I am in mytime. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Michigan has the floor. ` 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I admit that—— 

Mr. CONGER. I will let the Senator speak when I get through. 
ona OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Michigan declines 

yield. 

Mr. CONGER. I said that if it was at the Cascades that a plan for 
a ship railway was projected -—— 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. It was not there. 

Mr. CONGER. I just mentioned it to let the Senator see that I 
knew more than he thought I did. It was a trap to catch the gentle- 
man, and I caught him. [Laughter.] It was a proposition at the 
Dalles, another point on the Columbia River. Our engineers do not 
make reports about railways to the Engineer Department. They do not 
ask their engineer officers to make plans for railways changing plans 
for canals. They do not ask them to overrule the board of engineers 
EA canal with Si lift and a breakwater lock at 

e of the canal, and to go on with one of it against the recom- 
mendation of the board of paren me 

I do not know what there may be in the Department about Major 
Jones. I have always understood he was a good officer, and I should 
think so—still if some of his injudicious and unwise friends had not at- 
tempted to overrule the orders of the War Department and his chief by 
bringing the recommendations and the petitions of citizens of Oregon 
to the Secretary of War and the Engineer Department as to whom they 
ought to have there and whom they ought to restore—I do not think 
that was a very judicious proceeding. 

I sympathize, as Isaid, with the desire that this great and important 
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work shall goon. I have been along the Cascades. I have had the 
opportunity of a brief examination of this work at two or three points 
where it is going on. I have seen the Columbia River and know some- 
thing of its people and its interests, and I know how desirable it is that 
the work should go on. But there were different plans. General 
Parke was, as the Senator says, accidentally at the head of the Engi- 
neer Department, and he was called upon to report upon new plans for 
the expenditure of millions of dollars when he was not the authorized 
legal head of the Engineer Department and when it was expected that 
the vacancy would be filled from day to day. Had he undertaken to 
decide that matter without waiting for the proper appointee of the 
President, who should be the real Chief Engineer of that department, 
he might have been presumptuous. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The Senator is wrong again. No plan 
was submitted to him, none whatever. 

Mr. CONGER. Perhaps not. The Senator’s own argument shows _ 
that Captain Powell’s plan was for a lift-lock and for a guard-lock. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The plan had been presented two years 


‘ore. 

Mr. CONGER. And in prosecuting this work with the appropriation 
that Congress made Major Jones left out entirely the guard-lock, and 
recommended that it be placed, not where the Board of Engineers said, 
at the head of the canal, but down near the lock itself. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The change had been made two years 
before by Major Jones. He remained in-charge of the work after that 
for a period of two years. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam of the opinion—I say it with all respect—that 
the splendid oration of my friend in behalf of Major Jones and his at- 
tack on General Parke, his exhibition of the feelings of the people of 
Oregon and Washington Territory, as shown by the telegrams he has 
read here, the zeal which becomes him and which he ought to enter- 
tain in behalf of the carrying on of a great work in his part of the world, 
will have accomplished the purpose the Senator had in view. J think 
it satisfies the Senate that there is no sufficient ground for any charge 
on the face of the papers of any wrongdoing by General Parke. I 
think it satisfies the Senate that the Senator from Oregon is now, as he 
always has been, earnest, devoted, energetic in behalf of the interests 
of the people of Oregon and of Washington Territory; and it does not 
need my feeble approbation of his course here to say that I rank him 
among the most energetic and determined men in promoting the local 
and general interests of his region of country that I have ever met in 
the Senate. He has accomplished his object by publishing to the peo- 
ple, as he had a right to do, the troubles with which he has labored and 
been antagonized in getting this work along, a work which, it is true, 
will last ten, or fifteen, or twenty years’ time with the appropriations 
we make; a work that can not be finished in a moment, or in a year, 
or in a half a dozen years, or perhaps a dozen. 

But there has been too much of neglect here from some cause. The 
Senator says his constituents and friends charge it to him. I do not 
blame him for having made this grand, eloquent, wonderful oration; 
and I am happy to add my tribute of respect for the Senator and of ap- 
preciation of his diligence in behalf of his constituents. Let me fol- 
low his and say to the good people of Oregon and Washington 
Territory that they are led away too often by rumors; that they are mis- 
taken in the man if they think the Senator from Oregon has ever for a 
moment slept when he might have been laborious in the discharge of 
his duties to them, or that from the very nature of the Senator himself 
he could be so. 

That is all I desire to say at this time on this subject. I could not 
let the opportunity pass without at least offering my tribute of respect, 
of regard, and of admiration for an officer, as I have said before, that I 
have considered for eighteen years, with close and intimate relations 
to him, one of the most laborious, earnest, candid, faithful, honorable 
men connected with the public service; and I but voice, I believe, the 
opinion of every Senator who hears me to-day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the river and harbor bill being be- 
fore the Senate, I will delay the Senate but a moment from its actual - 
consideration. 

I listened with, first surprise, and then astonishment, and then in- 
dignation, to the of an hour and a half, the elaborate, unre- 
lenting, unmerciful attack upon General Parke before atribunal where 
he has no possibility of appearing in defense. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He does not need any defense. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. WLEY. No, sir; it is not necessary. On this floor General 
Parke can not be heard except through his personal friends, and the 
Senator from Oregon is the first man I ever heard of who knew Parke 
who was not his personal friend and admirer. He has been attacked 
here concerning a matter which belongs to military administration. 
If he made a serious mistake in judgment, or if he were guilty of some- 
thing worse in the discharge of hisduty as a soldier, the remedy is in the 
War Department, either by removal or rebuke, or if it be serious, by 
a demand for a court-martial. To all that General Parke will be glad 
to respond. 

Powell was in charge of certain improvements for three years; Jones 
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was in I believe, about a year; I do not care how it was— 


An act (S. 2203) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Swift, of Dex- 


whether Powell had ever been in charge or not. In the exercise of his | ter, Mich. 


discretion General Parke changed the officers, avowed the responsi- 
bility for it, but was not allowed to retain the responsibility for it, be- 
cause the War Department telegraphed its action to the local board of 
trade, which assumed a right to review the action of one of the de- 


partments. 


Abas Loe neers setae from Senator Dotru. Captain Powell is in charge of 
vement a 
he project of application of last appropriation has been approved. There 
delay. 


will be no 
The of officers was made after due consideration, and will not be 
hanad: ae By Ae matter of he ee as ma pe oor for this 
wor: upon partment! must upon its own judgmen 
= x PONVILLIA SM ©, ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 


In which the Secretary of War spoke precisely as he ought to have 
spoken, being responsible for that work, and having simply exercised 
a legal discretion according to his best judgment, first through Parke 
and then by himself, for a change of officers; and that is the end of it, 
and ought to have been the end of it, but for the attack upon this gen- 
tleman’s honor. If I ever knew a man of whom I could say in the 
familiar phrase of the profession, ‘‘ He is a gentleman and a soldier and 
incapable of dishonor,’’ it is John G. Parke. If I shall be here to- 
morrow, which I doubt, I shall move either to lay this resolution on the 
a or to refer it to the Committee on Military Affairs, where it be- 

ongs. > 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, at the close of the morning call this 
morning the Chair announced that the Calendar was in order. Iim- 
mediately rose for the purpose of moving the consideration of Order of 
Business 1642, being the bill (H. R. 4841) to change the eastern and 
northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other purposes. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] rose about the same time with a 
fresh matter. I shall be here but a very few daysintheSenate. This 
is a bill of great moment to the people whom I represent, and especially 
to my neighborhood. I understood that there was a mutual agreement 
of parties in this Chamber that the morning hour at the close of the 
morning call should be consumed in the consideration of House bills 
under what is known as the Harris rule, but the whole time, every 
moment of the morning hour, was consumed by a long elaborate speech 
of the Senator from Oregon having nothing whatever to do with that 
rule or with any case pending under that rule on the Calendar. Iun- 
derstand that the Senator from Tennessee yielded because it is a uni- 
versal rule of the Senate to extend courtesy when one desires to speak 
who has given notice to that effect, and to yield to him; but it is cruel 
to those of us who have bills which interest us on the Calendar to have 
the whole of the only portion of the day available for that purpose 
taken up with speeches in reference toanything, without regard to any 
pending bill on the Calendar. 

Now I desire to say that the motion which I made was in strict ac- 
cordance with the rule, not to take my case out of the rule, but the bill 
was over informally without losing its place, in my absence, with 
the intent that when I returned it should be called. My only object 
was to get my right. Now I desire to give notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing, and for every day from that to the close of the session, I shall object 
to using one solitary moment of the morning hour for any purpose other 
than the legitimate consideration of business on the Calendar. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 21st instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1042) to pay B. S. James for transporting the United States 


8; 

An act (S. 574) for the relief of Robert Strachan; 

An act (S. 2652) forthe construction of a military telegraph line from 
cota Fla., to Point Jupiter, Fla., and the establishment of a signal 
- station; 

An act (S. 129) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and settle 
the account for arms, ammunition, and accouterments between the Ter- 
ritory of Montana and the United States; 

An act (S. 2477) making an appropriation for the establishment and 
erection of a military post near the city of Denver, in the State of Col- 
orado; and 

An act (S. 388) to grant the right of way through the Fort Riss Mil- 
itary Reservation to the Rio Grande and El Paso Railroad Company. 

The message also announced that the President had, on the 19th 
instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1627) granting a pension to Mrs. M. C. Miles; 

An act (S. 2252) granting a pension to Susan A. Duncan; 

An act ie 2353) granting a pension to William Barden; 

An act (S. 2363) granting a pension to Marcel Gagnon; 

An act (5. 2391) granting a pension to John G. Warren; 

An act (S. 2454) granting a pension to James S. Furniss; 

An act (s. 2660) granting a pension to Annie E. Gardiner; 

An act (S. 2884) granting a pension to Mrs, Anna Etheridge Hooks; 


An act (8. ot) for the relief of Lucy A. Washburn; and 
An act (S. 2286) for the relief of Albert C. Kelley. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10419) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was done with the resolution of the Sena- 
tor from m? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution went over and Sena- 
tors have been discussing the river and harbor bill since 2 o’clock. 
The pending amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, after line 1029 of the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Commerce, it is proposed to insert: 

Continuing improvement and repair of works already constructed at Atchi» 
son, Fort Leavenworth reservation, and Arrow Rock, and 
Plattsmouth, Eastport, and Brownsville, in Nebraska and Iowa, under the direc» 
tion of the Secretary of War, $100,000. 

Mr. FRYE. Thatamendment ought not to be agreed to. There was 
in the bill $300,000 appropriated to the Missouri River between certain 
points, the mouth and Sioux City. Now, so far as I have any interest 
in the bill, I have no sort of objection to taking $100,000 of that $300,- 
000 and applying it to the places named in this amendment; but this 
amendment increases that „000 to $400,000. Under a rule which 
the committee adopted (and from which it did not digress except in 
certain remarkable cases which required it in justice) only a quarter of 
the estimates was to be appropriated, and over a quarter was aj 
priated to this reach of the Missouri River, and this will make it al- 
most one-half. There is no reason why the Missouri River, on w. 
as the Senator says here, there are only two steamboats below Saint Jo 
and a sporadic one above, should receive one-half the estimate, or nearly 
one-half, when all the rest of the rivers and harbors under the rule of 
the committee are not permitted to receive over one-quarter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The question being put, a division was called for. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. When I introduced the original amendment I 
agreed in’sentiment with the Senator from Maine, that the amount for 
the points named should be taken from the $300,000. ‘To that some 
gentlemen of the committee excepted, notably, I think, the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Nebraska will remember that 
I made no opposition. 

3 WYCK. The chairman of the committee assented, but 
some members of the committee dissented, and probably all the Mis- 
sourians dissented because this $300,000 was sought to be kept at two 
points, Saint Jo and Kansas City, in the State of Missouri. My col- 
league suggested that another $100,000 should be a i to these 
points. TothatI assented. I should very much prefer the on 
of the Senator from Maine, and with the consent of the Senate I will 
again move the amendment in that form. 

Ean PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator indicate his mod- 
ification? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I propose to add to the clause making the $300,- 
000 appropriation: 
cae which one-half shall be expended at points other than Saint Jo and Kansas 

y. 

Mr. PLUMB. You had better put in the names of the points. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Very well, I will name the points, saying ‘‘of 
which one-half shall be expended at” the points named in the amend- 
ment ‘‘under the direction of the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. CONGER. Will not the Senator modify that by saying ‘‘or so 
much thereof as is ni ,’? leaving it to the Secretary’s discretion? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is under his direction. 

Mr. CONGER. Why not say ‘‘of which one-half, or so much as 
shall be n , Shall be expended?” 

Mr. VAN WYCK. LI accept that suggestion. Let it read: 

Of which one-half, or so much thereof as shall be necessary, shall be expended 


at 

The places named in the printed amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1026, of section 1, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars’? it is proposed to insert: 

Of which one-half, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War at Atchison, Fort Leavenworth 
reservation, Arrow Rock, in Kansas; and Omaha, Plattsmouth, Eastport, and 
Brownsville, in Nebraska and Iowa, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
as thus modified. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, another amendment will be necessary to con- 
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nect this properly with the part of the paragraph which follows, which 


Of which sum $5,000 may be used between the southern limits of Saint Joseph 
and the head of Lake Contrary. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Insert the word ‘‘and’’ at the end of the former 
amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; because we do not desire that the sum of $5,000 
shall come out of the money that is to be applied to the improvement 
of other points than Saint Joseph and Kansas City. The $5,000 should 
come out of the $150,000 provided for Saint Joseph and Kansas City. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I would suggest to the Senator from Kansas the 
propriety of striking out thatitem. This appropriation is under the 
control of the Secretary of War, and it is not best to designate $5,000 
to be expended between Saint Jo and Lake Contrary. I thinkit ought 
to be stricken out. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Missouri [Mr, Vest] is not present. 
“a there any objection to letting the amendment lie over until he comes 

? 


Mr. McMILLAN. This clause was in the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suggest to the chairman of the committee the 
propriety of that being left to remain under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War instead of under the commission. Does this committee 
insist that the Missouri River Commission is an important auxiliary on 
that river? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Missouri River Commission was established 
by an act of Congress, and is in charge of this river. Wemake nosug- 
gestion of a change in that regard. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It would seem that the Missouri River Com- 
mission has really had nothing to do up to this point of time, and there 
would appear to be no necessity for its continuance. I suggest to the 
chairman of the committee whether the committee feel it necessary to 
insist on the retention of the commission ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas offer 
any amendment to the bill? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I would move to strike ont this—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was addressing the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], who rose a while ago suggesting an 
amendment. The Chair did not understand whether he had actually 
made a motion to amend or not. 

Mr. INGALLS, I suggested that the amendment which had been 
adopted rendered another amendment necessary, inasmuch as the $5,000 
that is appropriated for the improvement of the macadamized road be- 
tween the southern limits of Saint Joseph and Lake Contrary should 
be taken from the $150,000 that is to be expended for the benefit of 
navigation at Saint Joseph and Kansas City, and not subtracted from 
the $150,000 that is to be appropriated for the improvement of naviga- 
tion at the other points named. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
su; that inasmuch as the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] was 
not in his seat, the matter might as well lie over until he came in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no further amendment, 
the Chair will put the question on the amendment of the Committee 
on Commerce as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. I movein line 1028 to strike ont ‘‘ commission’’ and 
insert ‘‘Secretary of War.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest that as the 
amendment has been concurred in as a whole it can only be amended 
now by addition. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will move then to add at the close of line 1029— 

Andall the expenditures in this paragraph shall be made under the direction 
of the Secretary of War. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the amend- 
ment can be offered. 

Mr. PLUMB. I donot understand that it requires unanimous con- 
sent. I move to add. 

} The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME]. 

Mr. VEST. Is this amendment to take the place of the Missouri 
River Commission ? 

Mr, PLUMB. I want to have this work done under the judgment 
of the Secretary of War. The commission is still in existence auxil- 
iary to the Secretary of War, but I want him to have the general super- 
vising authority and direction of the question of the improvement of 
the Missouri River. The Senator will observe that in the following 
paragraph all the improvements are under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War. There ought to be some responsible head here at Wash- 
ington that we can bring to accountif necessary for the expenditure of 
this money. 

Mr. GIBSON. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas is to 
insert in line 1026 that appropriations under this item shall be under 
the direction of the Secretary of War. He has general supervision al- 


ready. 
Mr. PLUMB. If that is the construction of the committee, instead 


of putting in a direction to the Secretary of War in lines 1031 and 
1032, as the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom] suggests, it 
would do harm to put it in again. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have no objection unless the intention is to abolish 
the Missouri River Commission. , 

Mr. PLUMB. I should be glad to do it, but I do not propose to do 
it here. The commission still lives and draws its salary; but that 
there should be a central authority which should be responsible for the 
expenditure in a general way, I think must be apparent. I see what 
the purpose of the committee was by the first paragraph; but inas- 
much as they have made the improvement of the Missouri River be- 
tween Sioux City and Fort Benton dependent on the discretion of the 
Secretary of War, I think it is as well to have the remainder of it in 
the same shape, and so specified that there shall not be any doubt 
about it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Kansas will permit me to make 
a statement in regard to that. The improvementof the Missouri River 
from Sioux City to Fort Benton has never been under the actual charge 
of the Missouri River Commission. All the surveys which have been 
made of that portion of the river have been made by the War Depart- 
ment, and the improvements hitherto have all been conducted under 
the direction of the War Department. This is a mere continuance of 
the system that has existed there, 

Mr, VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. Before the Senator from Missouri proceeds I wish to 
give him some information which he may not have, as he was absent, 
Before he left the amendment pending was to add $100,000 to the Mis- 
souri River appropriation and make the expenditure applicable to cer- 
tain places that were named, ‘That has been withdrawn, and now it 
reads: 


Continuing im: ent, $300,000; of which sum one-half shall be expended, 
if necessary, at the points— 

Named in the amendment pending when the Senator went out, and 
then ‘‘ of which sum $5,000 should be used between Saint Jo and Lake 
Contrary,’’ leaving $145,000 for Saint Joand Kansas City. That is the 
condition of thatclausenow. It has been so reported to the Senate, and 
the question in the Senate will be on adopting the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN and others. It has been adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been agreed to in the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I was called out necessarily to attend a conference com- 
mittee. I donot see that there is any necessity for the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Kansas unless he proposes to abolish the 
Missouri River Commission. Thatis really theeffectofit. Theclause, 
“í Improving Missouri River from Sioux City to Fort Benton: Continu- 
ing improvement, under the direction of the Secretary of War, $50,- 
000,” was in the last river and harbor bill, and I opposed putting the 
upper part of the river under the Secretary of War, or in other words, 
taking it away from the commission, but the Senator from Minnesota 
insisted upon it and it was finally put into the bill, and this provision 
here now simply recognizes that fact as continuing that from Sioux City 
to Fort Benton the commission have nothing to do with that part of the 
river. I think myself the whole river ought to bave been left under 
the charge of the commission, but I was overruled in committee andin 
the Senate. 

Now, under existing law, as to the remainder of the river, from 
Sioux City to the mouth, the Secretary of War is to expend the money 
according to the plans and estimates of the Missouri River Commission. 
That is the law as it stands, and the Secretary of War is responsible for 
that expenditure, and there can possibly be no necessity for putting on 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas unless he proposes to abolish 
the Missouri River Commission, and if he does, let us understand it 
distinctly and have theissue made, and let us takea vote upon that dis- 
tinct proposition. If he simply means to say, as I understood him 
when I came into the Chamber, that he wants a responsible official for 
the expenditure of this money, and therefore he wants it expended by 
the Secretary of War, that is the law at present. I repeat that the 
Secretary of War now expends the money according to the plans and 
estimates furnished by the commission. Ifthe Senator wants to abolish 
the commission, let that issue be made, and let us take a vote on it. 
The amendment is absolutely unnecessary unless he does mean to 
abolish the commission. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me ask the Senator if the phraseology as to 
the omnipotent power of the Mississippi River Commission is extended 
to the Missouri River Commission. I thinkin the creation of the Mis- 
souri River Commission it is stated that what they do shall be with 
the approval of the Secretary of War. The Mississippi River Commis- 
sion are not controlled by the approval of the Secretary of War; they 
are supreme; they are really above the Secretary of War; but the Mis- 
souri River Commission is different. 

Mr. GIBSON. I beg pardon of the Senator from Nebraska. Every 
recommendation of the Mississippi River Commission is subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think that phraseology is not in the statute 
creating the Mississippi River Commission, but it isin the statute ereat- 
ing the Missouri River Commission. It is with the approval of the Sec- 
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retary of War. Hence, when the Missouri River Commission sought to 
divert the $375,000 appropriated last year to Saint Joseph and Kansas 
City, some persons in Kansas and Nebraska interested in that matter 
called the attention of the Secretary of War not only to the injustice 
of the apportionment, but to the fact that it was in violation of the law 
making the appropriation, and the Secretary of War did not discharge, 
as I think at that time, his full duty. He permitted a silent acquies- 
cence in what the Commission did. 

The act creating the Missouri River Commission provided that its 
doings should have the approval of the Secretary of War. The ground 
taken in the Engineer Department here at Washington is—and that 
controls the Secretary of War—that the Mississippi River Commission 
is absolute, that the Secretary of War has no power to control their acts; 
and notwithstanding the difference in phraseology in the law creating 
the Missouri River Commission, the Engineer Department in this city 
held that it was the same as the Mississippi River Commission, that 
the Secretary of War had no option about it, had no control, but was 
simply to acquiesce. 

Mr. VEST. It is simply impossible for anybody to have put that 
construction on the act creating the Missouri River Commission or the 
Mississippi River Commission. I do not remember the language, but 
any Senator can turn to the actina second. The language is that the 
money shall be expended by the Secretary of War according to the 
plans and estimates furnished by the commission. Who is responsible 
me ue expenditure of the money? The Secretary of War is respon- 
sible. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The act says that he shall expend this money. 
How? According to their plans and estimates. He has no power left 
with the Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. VEST. ‘There isno such language in theact. The language is 
according to the plans and estimates furnished by the Missouri River 
Commission, They simply furnish the plans and the estimates, and 
he expends the money. He is responsible for that expenditure. He 
does the work, but he does it according to the plans and estimates 
furnished by them; and how any lawyer or any official of this Govern- 
ment could ever say that the Secretary of War was controlled and abso- 
lutely bound to expend this money according to the Missouri River 
Commission’s plans passes my comprehension. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I understand that the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion under the law creating it makes the plans and estimates for the 
improvement of that river and submits them to the Secretary of War, 
and that the Secretary of War has no power of revision of those plans 
or estimates, but that he must make the expenditure of any sum of 
money appropriated by Congress in accordance with those plans and 
estimates, that he is a mere accounting officer to render an account to 
Congress of the disbursement of money in accordance with those plans 
and estimates; that he has no power to revise or change the plans sub- 
mitted by the commission. Therefore, he is not at all responsible for 
the estimates or the plans, but is merely to account as a disbursing 
officer for the fands expended by the commission. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then the chairman of the committee confirms 
what I have said in regard to this matter, that the Secretary of War 
merely obeys the direction of the Mississippi River Commission, and 
has no power in the matter, except that through him they send their 
reports to Congress, Then I was correct on that point, as the Senator 
from Missouri will see. The Senator from Minnesota, the chairman of 
the committee, gives the same version of the law. 

But in the Missouri River Commission act the phraseology is differ- 
ent, I submit to my friend, the chairman of the committee: 

That the said commission shall, under the direction and with the approval of 
the Secretary of War, superintend, control, and expend. 

The words ‘‘ with the approval” are in the act creating the Missouri 
River Commission, but not, if I remember aright, in the act creating 
the Mississippi River Commission. The Mississippi River Commission 
is absolute, and so the Engineer Department of the Army in this city 
holds, and so also holds the chairman of the Committee on Commerce. 

But Congress was unwilling to create another commission which 
should be supreme, and therefore, when the Missouri River Commission 
was created it said that no money should be expended under its direction 
without the approval of the Secretary of War, although the opinion of 
the Secretary of War and of the Engineer Department was that the 
Missouri River Commission was as absolute as the Mississippi River 
Commission, and that the Secretary of War was only a messenger sub- 
stantially, an auditing officer first to audit accounts merely, and then a 
messenger to transmit their messages to Congress; and that the Secre- 
tary of War had no power, no control over the commission. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. It is very easy to make an assertion here as to what the 
law is, but I presume the law itself is the best authority. I read now 
from the act constituting the Missouri River Commission—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator does not understand me. I have 
just been reading the phraseology in the act creating the Missouri River 
Commission, ‘‘ that the said commission shall, under the direction and 
with the approval of the Secretary of War,” 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. If I remember aright, the words “ with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War’’ are not in the act creating the Missis- 
sippi River Commission. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not discussing the Mississippi River Commission. 
I understood the Senator from Nebraska to assert that the chairman of 
the committee, whose authority he took to be conclusive on this mat- 
ter, had stated that the Secretary of War had nothing to do with the 
expenditure of this money. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Not this money. 

Mr. VEST. With the Missouri River Commission. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I made no reference whatever to the Missouri 
River Commission; I referred to the Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. VEST. My view is substantiated by the language of the act 
itself. Isay there is no necessity for the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas, because the Secretary of War is absolutely responsible for 
the expenditure of this money. Not one dollar of it can be expended 
without his approval and under his control. That is the language of 
the act, and unless the intention is to abolish the commission there is 
no necessity for the amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The only reason for the necessity of something 
of this kind in the bill is because, without probably weighing the dif- 
ference in language between the acts creating the two commissions, the 
Secretary of War and the Engineer Department have held, as the chair- 
man of the committee has stated, is the case with the Mississippi River 
Commission, that the Secretary of War has no power to control their 
action; that he is under them, and that the act of Congress made him 
so. The language of the act creating the Missouri River Commission, 
however, is different, but, as I stated, the Engineer Department and 
the Secretary of War held that he was as much subordinate to the 
Missouri River Commission as he was subordinate to the Mississippi 
River Commission; and when his attention and the attention of the En- 
gineer Department was called to the apportionment of this money by 
the Missouri River Commission in defiance of law, it was held that the 
Secretary of War had no power over this matter; that he was under the 
control of the Missouri River Commission. ‘Therefore it is that the Sen- 
ator from Kansas is right—so that there may be no mistake about this 
matter hereafter we should provide that the Secretary of War shall be 
supreme and not the Missouri River Commission; and that is all of his 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to ask hima question? He 
asserts now that the Secretary of War held that he was under the con- 
trol of the Missouri River Commission. Will he bring proof here of 
that fact? Where is the proof of that? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I Taro it substantially in the report which I 

read. 
Mr. VEST. The Secretary of War called upon the Missouri River 
Commission, after we had a resolution of inquiry in to 
the expenditures at Kansas City and Saint Joseph, to know why they 
had so expended the money. ‘They gave him their reasons, and he then 
transmitted those reasons to the Senate, stating that he approved the 
reasons and approved the expenditure. There is nothing in the corre- 
spondence which shows that he is amenable or subject to the opinion 
of the Missouri River Commission. He simply says that he considers 
their explanation satisfactory, and he approves what they have done, 
as he had the right to approve it under the language of the law itself. 
They can not expend one dollar without his approval, and he is respon- 
sible to Congress for every cent that goes out of the Treasury for the 
improvement of the river. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri inti- 
mates, with something of passion, it seems to me—— 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. INGALLS. That there is an indirect effort or design on the 
part of my colleague in the amendment he has offered to dispense with 
the Missouri River Commission. He declares that if that issue is to be 
tendered he desires to be advised of it in order that it may be promptly 
met. Ido not know what the purpose of my colleague was in offering 
the amendment further than has been expressed by him, but I have no 
hesitation in saying that the Missouri River Commission, in my judg- 
ment, ought to be abolished. A more unnecessary, superfluous, and 
entirely ornamental excrescence never existed, in my judgment, than 
the Missouri River Commission, and if it were possible by any vote of 
mine to abolish it, either by indirection or by specific vote for that pur- 
pose, no act of my life would be more cheerfully done than a vote in 
that direction. 

The Senator from Missouri says that the amendment of my colleague 
is not necessary, because the language of the act creating the Missouri 
River Commission gives the Secretary of War the supervisory power, 
and subjects their estimates and plans to his approval. That is true 
in terms, and yet as a matter of fact, the Secretary of War has abso- 
lutely abdicated all functions whatever in connection with the expend- 
iture of the moneys and the approval of the plans submitted by the 
Missouri River Commission for the improvement of that river other than 
those employed in a simple perfunctory appending of his signature to 
the plans and estimates they have submitted. So faras any aggressive, 
affirmative act of volition on his part to examine into these plans and 
decide whether they are wise, to inquire into the allotment of moneys 
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and ascertain whether they are prudent and in accordance with the acts 
of Congress, there is no evidence that the Secretary of War has ever com- 
mitted a single act in that direction. 

The correspondence between Mr. Duane, the brigadier-general who 
is Chief of Engineers, Major Suter, the president of the Missouri River 
Commission, and General Parke, the colonel of Engineers in charge of 
the office, shows conclusively that all the Secretary of War ever did 
or supposed he was able to do in connection with this subject was to 
approve the plans and estimates submitted by the Missouri River Com- 
mission. In the volume submitted in connection with this matter, con- 
taining the reports of the Missouri River Commission, appears a com- 
munication from Major Suter, dated Saint Louis, Mo., September 2, 
1886, describing the results of a meeting of the Missouri River Com- 
mission, held August 26 and 27, on the subject of the expenditure of 
the item of $375,000 for improving the Missouri River from its mouth 
to Sioux City, which he declares at that time was carefully considered. 
Hear this major and president of the Missouri River Commission: 


According to the wording of the act— 


And what means he had of judging of the act except by its wording 
he declines to tell us— 

According to the wording of the act, the money is to be expended in “ continu- 
ing improvement, including necessary work, at Omaha, Atchison, Saint Joseph, 
Fort Leavenworth reservation, Arrow Rock, Kansas City, Piattsmouth, Browns- 
ville, and Nebraska City, under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accord- 
ones with plans and estimates to be furnished by the Missouri River Commis- 

Major Suter declares that he understood what the intention of Con- 
gress was, and that the direction was specific that the $375,000 should 
be expended at the points named in the act which was approved August 
5, 1886. -What do they do? Di ing the language of the act 
which they themselves quote, he goes on to state that in the judgment 
of the commission it would not be wise to comply with the declared 
will of Congress; he argues that it will result in failure and waste of 
money; that there has been a large amount expended already at those 
points, and that on the whole it would be better to disregard the act 
of Congress which he had quoted, and with whose terms he was entirely 
familiar, and divide the whole amount between Kansas City and Saint 
Joseph. He says: 

To scatter the current appropriation in allotments to all the points enumerated 
in the bill would result in no good whatever, as the amounts would be every- 
where inadequate to even n the work needed. Under these ces 
the commission deem that a literal compliance with the requirements of the 
act is impossible, and they have therefore decided to recommend the continu- 
ance of work at City and Saint Joseph, two of the places enumerated, 
and on the general improvement of the river in the vicinity of Kansas City. 

Mr. President, was there ever a more absolutely arbitrary, confessed, 
and admitted violation of plain and intelligent provisions of law than 
that? He quotes the statute, recites the names of the places that Con- 
gress had fixed in the act, and goes on- to argue that he does not think 
it would be wise or ig hig or prudent on the whole to comply with 
the act of Congress; that it will be waste of money to apply the appro- 
pua at these different points, and therefore he concludes that they 

better take the $375,000 and disobey the act of Congress and spend 
the entire amount at Saint Joseph and Kansas City; and that decision 
is referred to the Secretary of War, and he approves it. 

I say that the Secretary of War abdicated his functions. He coin- 
cided with the Missouri River Commission in their admitted violation 
of the law. They did not intend to comply with it. Their di 
of it was intentional. The Secretary of War on the 28th day of Octo- 
ber, 1886, under the direction of Col. John G. Parke, Brevet Major- 
General, United States Army, in charge of the office, approved the al- 
lotment, as appears by the signature of John Tweedale, the chief clerk. 

It appears that during the pi of this controversy, it having 
reached the ears of the Representatives from the States of Nebraska, Iowa, 
and Kansas that this violation of law was intended to be accomplished, 
they protested in vigorous terms against the proposed action of the Mis- 
souri River Commission and the Secretary of War. My colleague and 
myself, under date of September 9, and September14, Hon. E. N. Mor- 
RILL, a colleague in the House of Representatives, on the 17th of Sep- 
tember, 1886, and the honorable Senator from Nebraska, under date of 
December 18, 1886, all concurred in recommending to the Secretary of 
War to disregard the recommendations of the Missouri River Commis- 
sion in allotting the appropriation for improving the Missouri River, 
from its mouth to Sioux City, Iowa, made by act approved August 5, 
1886, ‘‘it being alleged in some cases that the recommendations of the 
commission are in violation of the statute.” This communication is 
signed by Maj. Charles R. Suter, and addressed to Col. J. G. Parke, in 
which the same arguments in his letter of October 6th are repeated in 
his communication declaring that although the language of the statute 
was explicit and peremptory, on the whole, in the judgment of the 
Missouri River Commission, it would be best to disregard it and ex- 
pend the money at these two points, which in some mysterious manner 
appear to have engaged the attention and secured the consideration of 
the War Department and the Missouri River Commission, 

I say, therefore, Mr. President, that the Missouri River Commission 
has shown itself to be an organization that defies the law, and does it 


in open and flagrant defiance of the expressed will of Congress. Ifthe 
issue can be ted here, as the Senator from Missouri suggests, I 
should be very glad to vote for the immediate and unconditional aboli- 
tion of the commission. 

The Senator from Missouri intimated in his argument on Saturday 
that Saint a was a place of such great commercial importance that 
that had undoubtedly actuated the minds of the commission in dividing 
the money between these two places. I should like to inquire whether 
Saint Joseph, with its 30,000 or 35,000 people, is a place of any greater 
commercial importance than Omaha, with its 75,000 or 80,000 people? 
If we are to regard population, exports, and imports in connection with 
the great railroad system of the country, what is there in Saint Joseph - 
as compared with Omaha, double its population, equal in every other 
tacticas to say the least, that should have secured the attention of 
the Missouri River Commission to the division of the entire amount of 
the appropriation in this illegal and unjustifiable way between those 
two points in the State of Missouri? 

I say that the amendment of my colieague is essential in view of 
what has been done hitherto; in view of what is disclosed in this cor- 
respondence, as the purpose and intention of the Missouri River Com- 
mission. we desire that the expressed will of Congress shall be car- 
ried out hereafter, it is necessary to place the responsibility for this 
distribution on the Secretary of War and leave out entirely the Mis- 
souri River Commission, which ought to be abolished. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have listened very attentively to the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], and if his arguments or remarks 
amount to anything at all, their result is that not only the Missouri 
River Commission but the Bureau of Engineers and the office of Secre- 
tary of War ought all to be abolished, because according to his own 
showing the alleged violation of law of which he complains was com- 
mitted equally by the Missouri River Commission and the Bureau of 
Engineers and the Secretary of War. The correspondence which he 
himself reads shows that the Bureau of Engineers approved the acts of 
the commission, and the Secretary of War put the stamp of his ap- 
proval upon the acts of both. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Senator will allow me, I think he does 
some injustice to the Engineer Department, because in the letter of 
General Parke transmitting some letters which he received in regard 
to this matter, he says, the Senator will notice, near its conclusion: 

On the other hand, the terms of the act are specific, and it is questionable 
whether upon the statements made by Senators any deviation from its plain 
requirement would be permissible. The subject is respectfully submitted for 
the decision of higher authority. 

So the Engineer Department, I think, is not liable to the criticism of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Still, the Engineer Department did not protest against 
the alleged violation of law which was denounced so eloquently by the 
Senator from Nebraska. There is no protest against it. It went u 
regularly through the routine channels to the Secretary of War, an 
was approved by him. 

It appears that we have gone around in a circle in this debate and 
landed finally at the same place. The Secretary of War could have 
stopped the expenditure of this money at any time he pleased. ‘The 
Secretary of War did not doit. Under the terms of the law the Sec- 
retary of War is scr jaan for the expenditure of every dollar upon the 
Missouri River. you were to abolish the Missouri River Commission 
to-morrow you would not get rid of the alleged violations of law so elo- 
quently complained of here to-day; and if the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas remains in the bill it still leaves this responsibility 
where it is now, upon the Secretary of War, and upon the Secretary of 
Waralone. He can veto and stop the expenditure of every dollar if he 
sees proper to do so. 

I repeat that in order to get rid of this discretion, which it is said has 
been abused, you must repeal the act establishing the Missouri River 
Commission, and then abolish the Bureau of Engineers and the Secre- 
werp of War besides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before voting on that amendment I ask the Senator 
from Kansas to allow me to add ‘“‘Sioux City, Iowa,” to the names 
mentioned in the other amendments. There are some improvements 
necessary there. 

Mr. VEST. Let us hear that amendment read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I proposetoadd ‘Sioux City, Iowa,” simply cov- 
ering that point as well as the others named. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to hear the clause read the way it is proposed to 
be amended. x 

Mr. McMILLAN. Thatisan amendment to the amendment which 
has been adopted? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment I offer now is to the amendment 
which was adopted. It comes in before the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest to my colleague to insert it after 
the word “and,” and before the word ‘‘ Iowa,’’ at the conclusion of 
the amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks leave | 


to submit an amendment to the amendment which was adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole, the Chair understands? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the bill now in the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is now in the Senate. By 
unanimous consent the amendment will be received. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment is in order if the bill is in the Sen- 


ate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment p. by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] will be stated if there be no objection. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is p toadd to the amendment agreed 
to the words “‘and Sioux City, Iowa,” so as to read: 
Of which one-hal. uch thereof 
easier the direction of the ERAT of War, at Atchison, Fort fon Leavenworth 


reservation, Arrow Rock, in Kansas; maha, Plattsmonth, Eastport, and 
Brownsville, in Nebraska and Towa, are Sioux City, in Iowa. 


Mr. VEST. Arrow Rock, Missouri. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest to my colleague that he modify 
his amendment so as to insert the words ‘‘at Sioux City’’ between the 
words ‘‘and ” and ‘‘Iowa’’ at the conclusion of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will modify it in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must inform the Senate 
that the amendment can only be made by unanimons consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isupposed so, and I understood that unanimous 
consent was given. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment as modified is before the Senate, and the question is on its adop- 
tion. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Ss ip McMILLAN. I have a formal amendment to offer to sec- 
on 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must inform the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce that the bill is now in the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. And subject to amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itcan only be amended by additions 
at the end of the bill, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILLER. Why so? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill, I understand, is subject to amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is subject to amendment, but sub- 
ject to amendment only by way of addition. The amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole has been concurred in as a whole in lieu 
of the House bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. These are formal amendments, 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to be informed by the Chair whether an amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole has any 
greater or different rights or any other position than an amendment 

to the Senate by a standing or special committee. I under- 
stand the Committee of the Whole is no more than the Committee on 
Commerce or the Committee on the Judiciary or any other committee, 
and it proposes to the Senate a certain amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. It has been to in committee. 

Mr. FRYE. It has been to in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Massachusetts that the amendment was offered as in Committee 


from time to time by the committee of the whole body. The amend- 
ment as amended in Committee of the Whole has been reported to the 
Senate and concurred in. 

Mr. HOAR. In the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the Senate; so that now, as the 
present occupant of the chair understands, no amendment can be made 
to the amendment which has been reported to the Senate except as an 
addition at the end of the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatistrue. I understood the Chair to state the ques- 
tion on the adoption of the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. The Chair is quite right. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Section 3 of the bill as reported from the com- 
mittee was stricken ont, so that will render necessary a change of the 
numbering of the sections. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The clerks do that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In addition to that, section 5 is referred to in 
other sections of the bill, and by the striking out of section 3 and the 
change of numbers it will be necessary to change that reference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota, the 
chairman of the committee, asks thaf the amendments indicated by him 
SAAT DO gs The Chair hears no objection, and the amendments will 
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Mr. McMILLAN. In line 455 I move tostrike out the word ‘‘five”’ 
and insert the word ‘‘four.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 585 I move tostrike out the word “five” 
and insert ‘‘four.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, If there are any other references of this kind in 
the biil I ask that the clerks be authorized to change the references. 


ee PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be done as a matter of 


ari Mr. CONGER. By a mistake there was left out in tho bill, among 
the places to be surveyed, Hunting Creek, Virginia, to come in after line 
29 of section 2. I ask unanimous consent that it may be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that amend- 
ment will be received. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is it? ; 

Mr. CONGER. It is merely asurvey. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Letus hear it read. 

Mr. CONGER. It places Hunting mek Virginia, among the sur- 
veys coming in after line 29 of section 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it niey 

The CHIEF CLERK. After line 29 of section 2 insert: 

Hunting Creek, Virginia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am willing to have that inserted, considering 
the nameof it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER. I ask unanimous consent to make an alteration in 
line 425 of the bill as reported, which is a mistake of the printer or of 
the clerks in copying. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In line 425 of the Senate amendment? 

Mr. MILLER. Of the Senate amendment. As agreed to in the 
committee $15,000 was increased to $18,000, and in the same line the 
word ‘‘two’’ should be “‘three.’’ The bill as passed by the House ap- 
propriated $15,000 for the improvement of the Narrows at Lake Cham- 
plain, and the Senate committee agreed to amend it by increasing the 
amount to $18,000, and saying, ‘‘of which $3,000 may be used to re- 
move Ferris Rock, Lake Champlain.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _Is that a committee amendment? 

Mr. MILLER. That is a committee amendment, and was agreed to 
at the time. I desire to have the amendment made now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent io have the amendment made proposed by him. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 425 strike out ‘‘fifteen’”’ and insert 
t eighteen ™” before the word ‘‘ thousand,” and in the same line strike 
out the word “‘two’’ and insert ‘‘ three ” before “‘ thousand;’’ so as to 
read: 

Improving Narrows at Lake Champlain, New e epee to canal 
locks at Whitehall, N. eas $18,000, of which $3,000 be used to remove Ferris 

Rock, Lake Champlain. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MILLER. In line 87 of the bill as reported to the Senate I de- 


sire to strike out “$7,500” and insert ‘‘$15,000.’? Imust apologize to - 


the Senate and to the committee. This isa mistake ofmy own. The 
matter was called to my attention as a member of the committee, and 
I overlooked the papers. The appropriation for that point asked for 
this year was $76,000. The rule of the committee upon all important 
points was to give one-quarter of the amount estimated and asked for, 
One-quarter would be nearly $20,000, but I proposed to ask the com- 
mittee at that point for $15,000. 

I need not take up the time of the Senate in regard to the ce 
of the point. Ronse’s Point is the entrance from Take Champ into 
the Saint John’s River, and is in the direct line of communication with 
the Saint Lawrence River. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould be glad to have the bee ce of the engi- 
neer as to the estimate read, to see whether this is 25 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the discussion goes further the 
Chair will ask whether there is any objection to considering the amend- 
ment, It ean only be received and considered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We will hear it explained first. 

Mr. MILLER. In the report made by the committee on pages 
and 36 (it is unnecessary perhaps to read it) the importance of this pot 
is shown by the fact of the imports and exports this year. It 
remembered by all the Senate that Rouse’s Point is on the border be- 
tween the State of New York and Canada. It is a port of export and of 
import. The exports and imports of that port last year were nearly 
$4,000,000. The estimates of the engineer call for $76,000 for the pres- 
ent year. One-quarter of that amount would have been within the rule 
of the committee, but the papers which came into my hand were mis- 
laid at the time and I overlooked the matter. I now ask for this cor- 
rection. The amount asked for, $15,000, is not one-quarter of the es- 
timate of the engineer, but I shall not ask for any more than that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As I understand from the chairman of the com- 
mittee, I feel bound to withhold my assent to this amendment. The 
chairman of the committee states that while the local engineer esti- 


1887. 


mated that he could expend $76,000 with profit to somebody during 
the next fiscal year, the Chief of Engineers cut it down to $30,000, 25 
percent. of which would be the $7,500 that the committee has reported, 
putting it on the same scale with the others. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is the amount tixed in the bill as passed 
by the other House. We did not change it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam speaking of what the chairman of the com- 
mittee has stated to me, and if he will please correct me. 

Now, at Burlington, Vt‘, where theannual receipts of customsamounts 
to nearly if not quite $1,000,000—I have forgotten the amount—on the 
same principle of 25 per cent., $12,500 were given in the bill as passed 
by the House, and the matter being explained to me by the committee, 
that they were only going to give 25 per cent., I made no objection and 
no request; and so it stands at $12,500. If the 25 per cent. rule is to 
be departed from in Lake Champlain, it ought to be departed from at 
Burlington if anywhere, for the lake is at its widest point there and 
the breakwater is an indispensable necessity to commerce. At Rouse's 
Point, the very foot of the lake, where the river rans out of it into the 
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ness, with confidence and with and obedience; and when the 
committee told me that on the 25 per cent. theory all that could be 
given to this work at Burlington, Vt., was $12,500, I said, ‘‘That is 
enough; I do not ask anything out of the line of the rest of you.” > 

Mr. FRYE. The Benator will see where we made the mistake. I 
certainly should not have the slightest objection to Burlington, Vt., 
being increased to 25 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the amendment offered by the Senator from New York [Mr. 


MILLER]? 

Mr. MILLER. I ask the Senator from Vermont to-withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw it for the time being. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 87, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ strike 
out *‘seven thousand five hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen thousand;’’ so 
as to read: 


Improving breakwater at Rouse’s Point, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, 


Saint Lawrence, the width of it within 5 miles southward is not 2 | $15,000. 


miles, and therefore the danger from winds is infinitely smaller. 

I do not object at all to the Rouse’s Point appropriation. It is all 
right as these things go; but I do not think my honorable friend from 
New York ought to take it out of the 25 per cent. rule. According to 
the statement of the chairman of the committee, it is left as the com- 
mittee has reported it on the 25 per cent. rule, and I must therefore ob- 
ject to the amendment. 
aa MILLER. I hope the Senator will not object to this, for cer- 

i FSSA 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair understands that objection 
is made to the amendment. ~ 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator from New York will allow me—— ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that the 
Senator from Vermont objects to the consideration of the amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not object to hearing the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. Before the Senator objects I desire him to hear me. The 
committee, instead of taking the estimates of the Chief of Engineers 
and making it a rule that one-quarter of his estimates should govern 
and control, took the estimates as arule of the local engineer. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Let us see. 

Mr. FRYE. In Burlington, Vt., the estimate of the local engineer 
was only $39,000, and Burlington received considerably more than one- 
quarter of $39,000, because the Chief of Engineers increased the estimate 
to $50,000. Burlington, Vt., received a great deal more than a quarter 
of the local engineer’s estimate, by which we were very largely gov- 
erned. 

Mr. MILLER. Ihope the Senator from Vermont will withdraw his 
objection, and look a little farther into this matter. Iam very sure 
that he does not desire to curtail this work. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly not. 

Mr. MILLER. He knows the importance of it quite as well as I do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Idesire to do the right thing and to have fair 
play, and if I am wrong in what has been stated, then I should with- 
draw my objection; but if my friend will look at the reportof the com- 
mittee on page 9, in respect to the harbor at Burlington, Vt., he will 
see it is stated: 

This is the most important harbor on the eastern coast of Lake 


Champlain. 
The city of Burlington, which is situated on this harbor, has, according to the 
census of 1880, a population of over 11, 000. 


Commercial statistics for the year ending December 31, 1885. 


Arrivals. 


Vesse 


Then when we come over to what my friend from Maine has stated 
as the estimate of the local engineer, I find on page 10 this: 
Total amount appropriated for this work to date ........... mes ccceee 
Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project. 
Amount that can be profitably expended in fiscal year ending June 

30, 1888 i503 seccsscnsnsees teasaticcobedhyroseceasscopnceon pment Te eevee 100, 000 00 

So on the 25 per cent. of the estimate of the local engineer there 
should have been put in by the committee, $25,000 instead of $12,500. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me, the com- 
mittee had prepared for their own use a table, and the Senator will see 
that the gentleman who prepared that table has made a mistake. The 
estimate is put at $39,748, when it should have been $100,000, and if 
the Senator from Vermont had asked the increase to 25 per cent. it 
would have been made by the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, butI did not look atthe papers. I took the 
statement of the committee, as I do always, as they will bear we wit- 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER. Now, I move to increase the appropriation for the 
harbor at Burlington, Vt., to $25,000, and I want to state my reasons. 

I may as well say here in regard to the 25 per cent. rule, that it is 
not correct to state that the committee in all cases made the appropri- 
tions 25 per cent. of the estimates of the engineers, because in a num- 
ber of important cases we increased it to at least 50 percent. of the es- 
timate of the engineers, depending on the importance of the work and 
upon its liability to damage by the elements if it was not completed; 
but we attempted in making the appropriations to the various States 
to keep within the 25 per cent. limit for each State. For instance, in 
the State of New York a large proportion of the items in the bill are 
not increased at all, and do not amount to more than 10 or 15 per cent. 
of the estimate of the engineers; but upon the important works in the 
State of New York in many cases we increased the appropriation to 50 
or 60 per cent. of the estimate of the engineers, ea maa make the 
appropriations, for instance, for the whole State of New York average 
about 25 per cent. of the total estimate, and we attempted to carry that 
through this bill, of course not making it absolute in each individual 
State, but relying on the importance of the work itself and upon its 
liability to damage. In the State of Vermont, of course, there are not 
many appropriations, and the appropriation for Burlington is by all 
odds the most important, and it should have been increased and given 
the full limit in the committee, Why it was not, Ido not know. 
Therefore, I move that the appropriation for Burlington, Vt., be made 
$25,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be received. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, Tine 28, after the word ‘‘improve- 
ment,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘twelve thousand five hundred,” 
and insert ‘‘twenty-five thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Burlington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thisamendment can only be received 
by unanimous consent. ‘There isno objection to receiving it, the Chair 
understands. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I offer an amendment providing for a survey. 
I move to add to section 2: 


Survey of Bogue Phalia, in Mississippi, especially the part known as The Nar- 
rows. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be received. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I desire to call attention for a moment to the amend- 
ment that was made about line 1025 or 1026, As the bill now stands 
as amended Arrow Rock is described as being in the State of Kansas. 
It isin Missouri, and I suggest that, inasmuch as the names of thetowns 
areall well known, to avoid confusion, the namesof the States be omitted 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That would be better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that part of 
the bill will be so amended. 

Mr. MILLER. Iask the indulgence of the Senate a moment to offer 
a provision putting in two surveys for New York, which have come to 
me from members of the other House. After line 50 of section 2, I 
move to insert as new items: 

ryt f Inlet, New York. 

Fort Pond Bay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the amend- 
ment will be received. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed,and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment 
be this bill, and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives 

ereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. McMILLAN, 
Mr. CONGER, and Mr. RANsoM were appointed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


A bill (S. 1930) granting a pension to John Duffy; 

A bill (S. 2308) granting a pension to Henry Lafner; 

A bill (8. an granting a pension to Caroline E, Pratt; 

A bill (S. 1170) granting a pension to Nancy C. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 7209) to authorize the construction of a graveled road 
to the Richmond national cemetery, near Richmond, Va. ; 

A bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Chati Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6764) to provide for holding terms of United States 
eourts at Vicksburg, Miss. ; 

A bill (H. R. 10091) for the construction of a building for stable and 
carpenter shop for the accommodation of the offices of the House of 
Representatives; 

A bill E R. 4535) granting a pension to Adeliza Perry; and 

A bill (H. R. 5652) for the relief of James W. Goodrich. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 10397) making aprropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, and for other pi and asking a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr, ALLISON, it was 

That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill di 
to by the House of resentatives, and to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, 
and Mr. GORMAN. 


NICARAGUA MARITIME CANAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 2636) to incorporate the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Vermont to allow this bill to be 
informally laid aside. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Icannot doit. I deemitto be a public duty to 
have the Senate pass on this question. I can not yield to anybody. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the amendments of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations will be stated. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to move an amendment that was presented in 

to the Tehuantepec ship-railway bill. I wish toget the section 
as to the subscriptions to the stock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has heretofore been read at 


length. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read again. It issome time since it was 
read. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line19, after the word ‘‘made,”’ 
to insert ‘‘or to be made to them, or those to whom they may suc- 
ceed;’’ so as to read: 

That Frederick Billings, Charles P. Daly, H. L. Hotchkiss, Francis A. Stout, 
W. B. Franklin, Daniel Ammen, William T; Merry, Horace Davis, Edward F. 
Beale, James H, McMullen, Sheppard Homans, and all those persons who are 
or may be associated with them, and their successors, are hereby created a body 
corporate under the name and style of the “ Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
Sm io by which name said company may sue or be sued, may defend and be 
defended, in all courts of law and equity within the United States, may have a 
ly may have and possess the rights and privileges 
usually possessed by similar companies, and may receive, purchase, hold, and 
convey such real estate and al estate as may be necessary to carry into 
effect the purposes of this act, and may do all lawful things to secure the full 
enjoyment of the pow, privileges, rights, benefits, and ts contained in 
any canal concession e or to be made to them, or to those to whom they 
may succeed by the Republic of Nicaragua. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like toinquire of the Senator who reports this 
bill whether there is not now existing an American company, € 
by either Congress or one of the States, that is engaged in this work or 
has a contract for its completion, and if so, what effect upon any rights 
or interests of that company this charter may have? 


„and general 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no company chartered by Congress hav- 
ing this matter incharge. How many different speculators have taken 
out State charters under general State law organizations I do not 
know; but I am informed and believe that the Republic of Nicaragua 

no existing right on the part of anybody to build this canal 
there, whatever her concessions may have been hitherto, except as 
they exist in a treaty which I believe has been made public, and is 
still open between the two countries upon the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas spoken to about five mimutes ago by an eminent 
member of the House of Representatives, who informed me that there 
was a company, composed of neighbors and friends of his, who had a 
contract and had taken steps to proceed in the execution of this work, 
who were entitled to the protection of the Government of the United 
States in their rights, who had a contract with the Republic of Nica- 
ragua. I am not myself informed upon the subject-matter, and I 
should like to inquire whether the committee have so informed them- 
selves as to be able to tell us whether that company has rights which 
the American Government is bound to protect. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state that the members of the committee 
received from, I think, two different sets of people who called them- 
selves State corporations—— 

Mr. HOAR. What States ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. One the State of New York and perhaps both. 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman who spoke to me was from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would not imply that he had a Pe lyania 
charter, necessarily. I think I remember that both the sets of people 
who sent pa to us were people who said that they, under the gen- 
eral laws of New York, were incorporated and that they had contracts, 
not with the Republic of Nicaragua, but with certain iron-workers in 
Pennsylvania—that is probably what my friend refers to—to supply in 
a certain contingency a certain amount of material for a canal that they 
expected to build. 

But the committee is well informed, as we were when we had the 
other matter about the United States doing for the Republic of Nicara- 
gua, and the State Department was then well informed that the old 
supposed concessions of the Republic of Nicaragua had entirely and 
fairly expired, and that that Republic was then and now under no 
obligation whatever toanybody, except to the Government of the United 
States under existing negotiations. 

Mr. VEST. I know nothing about any corporation created under 
State authority in regard to the Nicaragua Canal; but I have before 
me now a charter granted by Nicaragua to the American Atlantic and 
Pacific Ship-Canal Company, which corporation was created under the 
authority of the State of Nicaragua with perpetual succession, and with 
the absolute and exclusive right to construct a canal across that isth- 
mus. The cession provides in so many words that this right shall be 
exclusive. Article 32 of this concession reads: 

The State also binds itself to protect and defend the company— 


That is the American Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal Company— 


in the full enjoyment of the rights and privileges granted in this contract, and also 
binds itselfnot to contract with or cede to any government, individual, or com 
nies whatsoever ht of constructing a ship-canal, railroad, or any other 
comm uncation across its territory, between thetwo oceans, or the right of navi- 
gating, by means of steam vessels, any of its rivers or lakes which may be occu- 
pied by the company while this contract continues in force, 


I suppose that every Senator has received a pamphlet from Admiral 
Ammen, who claims that the State of Nicaragua has rescinded this con- 
cession, and who has published in this pamphlet a letter from Señor 
Cardenas, at that time, I believe, president of Nicaragua, in which he 
says that this company has ceased to exist. Personally, as a matter of 
course, I know nothing about the facts; but I know that a gentleman 
named Blackman, who brought to me letters from some of the most 
responsible men in New York, and who claims to be the president of 
this American Atlantic and Pacific Ship-canal Company, states that he 
is the president of this company; that the company has expended $10,- 
000,000 in surveys and work in Ni and that their concession is 
still in full force. I have here and will ask the Secretary to read the 
opinion of Messrs. Lowrey & Porter, one of the most eminent 1 
firms in the city of New York, I believe, who state that in their judg- 
ment this concession is still in full force and valid, and that the rights 
granted originally to this company by the State of Nicaragua still ex- 
ist. I have not had time to go through all the documents because they 
are very voluminous, but I will ask theSecretary to read that opinion, 
and I will ask the Senator from New York to state what is the legal 
standing of this firm of Lowrey & Porter. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

OPINION OF MESSRS, LOWREY & PORTER. 


We have examined the question submitted by John E. Body, esq., president 
of the Central American Transit Com y, and are of the opinion that the right 
conferred upon the American Atlantic and Pacific Ship-canal Company by the 
Republic of Ni in the contract between that republic and the company 
to build a ship-canal across the territory of the republic survives unimpaired in 
favor of that company. 

Before entering upon a very brief statement of the grounds for this opinion, 
it is proper to say that the character of the contracting parties, and the import- 
ance to the commerce of the world of the concessions and stipulations made 
between them unite to take these questions out of the sphere of technical law 
and bring them within the influence of those broad rulesof morality which are 


| | 
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supposed to underlie international law, and to 
g a party, conscience can alone be a) 
in case of wrong or misunderstanding. 

The American Atlantic and Pacific Shi Company was a ——- 
of American citizens, In 1849 it entered into a contract in the State 
of Nicaragua, by which the State granted to it the exclusive gn piace piles 

with right to 


vern in all cases where, anation 
to by the other party for redress 


ified and adopted by a formal act of the national legislature. 

The term of the i og was a years (article 4), and the conditions es- 
sential to be considered were that Dsm pres’ Gacy bo were to be begun within 
e welv 


demics, wars, &c. 

pre same contract the State bound itself to protectand defend the company 
in full enjoyment of its rights and privileges,and not to make any similar 
contract or other cession to any other company, person,or government during 
the continuance of this contract. 

Without remarking upon intermediate transactions and events, we find that 
fin 1857 an amendatory or supplementary contract was entered into. Various 

ands for the amendments made are stated by the Government of Ni 
the decree promulgating the contract, amongst which it is stated that it 
been ascertained and determined by competent and thorough examination, 
made by competent engineers, that a canal of the dimensions required in the 
aforesaid articles (; elof the contract of 1849) can not be constructed be- 
cause of a want of sufficient depth of water in the e of Nicaragua. 

To this declaration, whether true or false, the American Atlantic and Pacific 
pee dewer Company was not privy, so far as we have any evidence. 

The terms of the supplementary contract on the subject were as follows: 

ae ETER construct the canal on the partof the company is dispensed 
w cie 1. 

A new method of effecting transit was provided, but in all respects except as 
changed, modified, and dispensed with the former contract remained to gov- 
ern the relation of the A ede 
It is therefore clear the right to build the canal granted by the contract 
of 1849 was not abrogates by the contract of 1857. The Government of Nica- 
ragus havi party to waive performance of a 
on, thus leaving the company 
still free to claim its right or see dispensation. 

By a later contract of 1861 the tral American Transit Company is author- 
ized by the Government of Ni by ns Suapan 
the American Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal Company. = 


vernment of the republic should be a per to any contract or con- 
vention which now exists for the construction of a maritime canal across its 
territory, and the duration of the i ated and privileges stipulated for in the 
present contract sl be incompatible with the terms and conditions of said 
eontract or conyention, in such case the rights and privileges stipulated for in 
the present contract shall only last until the complete execution of the work of 
the acer eg canal, according to the terms and conditions of said contract or 
convention. 


The letter of the Nicaragua minister, Mr. Irisarri, referred to by Mr. Body, 
gives similar evidence. 

In answer to Mr. Body’s question, we are further of opinion— 

First. That there is no mode under the canal contract of 1849, and of the 
amendments thereto, of i 


differences except by arbitration, as pro- 
vided, and the decisions and annulments made or attempted to be made by the 
republic are void, 


y. That the thirty-seventh article of the panay contract is a coye- 
nant in favor of the Government of Nicaragua, which it the right to waive, 
and did afterwards waive by allowing the persons com the American 
Atlantic and Pacifice Shi Company to organize the (ves under their 
new name, and treating with it under that new name. 
JOHN K. PORTER. 
GROSVENOR P. LOWREY. 

New YORK, Seplember 1, 1871. 

Mr. VEST. Thatis the opinion ofa firm of lawyersin the city of New 
York, very well known to be exceedingly able. Their deliberate opinion 
is that this concession from Nicaragua is still in existence. I know 
very well that Mr. Frelinghuysen, the late Secretary of State, claimed 
that this concession had been terminated by a subsequent contract be- 
tween Nicaragua and this company, but the company, as will be seen 
from an examination of that opinion, claim that the contract made after 
1850, which was the date of this concession, referred only to the rights 
of a company known as the Transit Company, and that it did not re- 
scind the original concession, which was made to the American Atlantic 
and Pacific Ship-Canal Company. 

As a matter of course, Admiral Ammen has declared that the con- 
tract in question was at an end, and that this company was composed 
of a lot of adventurers without capital and without responsibility. I 
know nothing about them except that Mr. Blackman, whose name is 
signed as president of the company, was introduced to me by a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives, and that he brought me letters 
from entirely responsible gentlemen stating that he was a man of char- 
acter and of credibility. Mr. Blackman asserts that the pamphlet of 
Admiral Ammen is got up in the interest of a rival project for the pur- 
pose of putting an end, if possible, to the concession which was granted 
in 1850 by Nicaragua. 

Every member of this company, the American Atlantic and Pacific 
Ship-Canal Company, is a citizen of the United States, and Mr. Black- 
man is here now appealing to Congress not to any act which pre- 
judgesthe nes of the American Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal Com- 
pany, and which, in the face of the opinion of these eminent lawyers 


and in the face, as they claim, of the record, says to these gentlemen: 
“The Congress of the United States deliberately declares that you have 
no concession from Nicaragua, and will now proceed to incorporate an- 
other company.” 

I will not detain the Senate by having all these papers read. Here 
is the act of incorporation of this American Atlantic and Pacific Ship- 
Canal Company from the State of Nicaragua. Here is their contract 
for the construction of the work. Here is a mortgage executed by this 
company to John J. Cisco for $100,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. When was the concession madé? 

Mr. VEST. In 1850. 

Mr. TELLER. What have they done since? 

Mr. VEST. They claim that they have expended $10,000,000; they 
claim that they have made the most elaborate surveys; that they have 
contracts now in existence, and one of them with a Pennsylvania com- 
pany, an entirely responsible company, the Pheenix Iron Company, and 
the Senator from Pennsylvania can say whether that is a myth or 
not—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator the New York charter ? 

Mr. VEST. No, I have not seen any New York charter. I havea 
charter here from the State of Nicaragua. For these statements I am 
not at all responsible. This gentleman came to me as he had a right 
to do as a citizen of the United States, and he claimed that he was pres- 
ident of an entirely reputable company, with an office in the city of 
New York, and that they are now the possessors of this valid conces- 
sion from N; 

I propose further in the argument to use this information and these 
papers to point one single contention on my part, which is that the 
Congress of the United States should not grant an act of incorporation 
when these conflicting claims are brought to their notice; that as be- 
tween American citizens, this company being composed entirely of cit- 
izens of the United States, and another company composed also of cit- 
izens of the United States, it is manifestly improper, unjust, and in- 
equitable for us, without due and full examination and hearing of both 
parties, to prejudge and determine their respective rights. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator believe that this company has spent 
$10,000,000, or 10 per cent of it? 

Mr. VEST. I have no belief about it; I simply give the statement 
for what it is worth. I am assured by a member of the other House 
that he has visited their office in the city of New York and seen there 
the plans and profiles, and that he was satisfied that it was a bona fide 
company, and that they had expended a large amount of money. Asa 
matter of course I have no knowledge on the subject. 

Mr. TELLER. Have they any work done? Has this company ever 
done any work? 

Mr. VEST. I understand from the company thatthey have. Iun- 
derstand from the president of the company that they have made an ex- 
haustive survey and an expensive one. I understand that they have 
made contracts for a large amount of material, and for two thousand 
men to be put to work upon the canal, and that they would have been 

ut to work sbme time ago but for the interference of this Menocal 

pany, as I hold it to be, in which Admiral Ammen is interested, 

and which comes here now for an act of incorporation from the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do notwish to delay the Senate, 
but I feel it to be a duty to say one or two things. 

In the first place, I deny that the United States are to be in any way 
affected by whatever may be the rights and interestsof any New York 
or any other State corporation or Nicaraguan corporation in respect of 
this matter. All that this company, if it is chartered by Congress, can 
do must be done conformably to the laws of thestate of Nicaragua. If 
there are conflicting rights by a later grant by Nicaragua than the one 
that my friend from Missouri speaks of, it is for Nicaragua to settle, the 
United States seeing, as she would with all other nations, as we would 
with Mexico in of the Eads business, that all the citizens of the 
United States had fair play, according to the laws and the judgments of 
the tribunals of that country. 

I deny that any State can cut off the right of this nation to incorpor- 
ate a company to do something that a State has already incorporated a 
company todo. , 

Second, I wish to state that when the Nicaragua treaty for the United 
States building this canal was under negotiation, these same preten- 
sions of these people who had failed for thirty-five years to do whatever 
their concession authorized them to do were brought forward when the 
Republic of Nicaragua was ready and did negotiate a treaty with the 
United States to accomplish this object through the direct action of the 
two Governments. These pretensions were then brought forward; they 
were th y examined by the President of the United States and 
the Secretary of State, and were found in their opinion to have no foun- 
dation whatever either in morals or in law; and accordingly the treaty 
was negotiated, both Governments holding that these pretensions of 
this thirty-five years’ old alleged concession had no longer any existence 
either in law or in morals, whatever might have been the case in the 
first place. The that are now presented are papers which were 
prepared and were considered on that very subject a year and a halfor 


two years ago, in the beginning of 1885. 
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If I did not know the patriotism and aterm i i from 
Missouri, I should suppose that he had been overreached and misled 
by the same body of people who undertook to levy contributions from 
the United States as the price of the negotiation of that treaty and set 
up these old pretensions again in order to defeat any action by Congress 
in respect of what I consider to be the most important business national 
affair with which we have been engaged since we had that treaty under 
consideration before. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from Vermont to state 
that Mr. Blackman and his associates were trying to levy blackmail on 
the United States in regard to a treaty with Nicaragua? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Missouri understood me to say 
exactly what I did say. I said nothing about blackmail, but I said I 
was then informed and I believed that the people who were setting up 
this same thing—whether they were the same names I do not know, 
they may have changed hands twenty times since; I do not remember 
their names—undertook to tell the Secretary of State that if he would 
withhold the $750,000, or whatever it was that they were to have, then 
they would consent that that treaty might be negotiated. But it stood 
upon that State charter, and I presume it is this very one. 

Mr. VEST. I think that the Senator from Vermont is utterly mis- 
taken about these people, whom I donot know, being those who wanted 
part of the $750,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be. 

Mr. VEST. These people do not claim any charter from a State. 
Mr. Blackman is president of this company, and I have always under- 
stood—I may be mistaken—that they made no claim for any amount 
of money; but that came from an entirely different source. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That may be; but the Senator will perceive that 
this very paper that he is reading from i is dated ‘‘ New York, 24th of Sep- 
tember, 1885.’? The action of the President and of Secretary Freling- 
huysen i is referred to in it, and I donot know but thatit was originally 
addressed to them. I can not tell, but the whole of this subject or 
whatever the State of Nicaragua had hitherto done was brought to the 
attention of the President and his Cabinet and was repudiated on all 
hands. these particular gentlemen were the people who 
wanted to have their charter rights, as they claimed them, provided for, 
Ido not know. Iam not talking about blackmail. That is the Sen- 

ator’s phrase. I am not drawing any implications as to what it might 
amount to, because that is a question of definition. But people came 
forward representing that Nicaragua had theretofore granted them con- 
cessions which would be overridden by the treaty between the two gov- 
ernments which was then under negotiation and which I believe I may 
state publicly, for I think the injunction was taken off—certainly the 
President has referred to it in his message—provided for the two gov- 
ernments doing it. The whole matter was then exhaustively exam- 
ined—I have forgotten the details of it—but the whole subject of the 
rights of everybody was gone through with and the negotiation went 
on upon the ground that the two governments thought there was no 
pretension either of morals or of law which allowed anybody to inter- 
fere with the action of the two governments in regard to it. 

Mr. VEST. It is very certain, Mr. President, that at the time when 
the treaty with Nicaragua was pending in the Senate these persons, or 
persons who claimed this concession from Nicaragua and an act of in- 
corporation from Nicaragua, appeared and protested against what is 
known as the Frelinghuysen treaty, which was {afterward defeated by 
the Senate; and it is within my personal knowledge and that of every 
Senator who has paid any attention to this question at all that there 
has never been a | day or an hour in which these people have not set up 
this claim and in which they have not a here before the com- 
mittees of Congress and before individual members of and pro- 
— against the Frelinghuysen treaty and protested against the act 

of incorporation pro since. 

As to the offer of $750,000, it is not my impression that that came 
from these people. They certainly never have pretended, so far as I 
know, that they held an act of incorporation from any State of the 
Union, but only this act of incorporation from the state of Nicaragua. 
I do recollect distinctly a claim of $4,000,000, which was made on the 
United States as a portion of the inghuysen treaty. I recollect 
that conditions were placed upon that treaty, but the treaty was de- 
feated, or withdrawn by the President of the United States. 

So far as these people are concerned, the only point is whether they 
have at any time waived this concession. Asa matter of law, I have 
read the opinion of this eminent firm in New York to the effect that 
keek havenot waived the concession and have not given it up, and Iask 

the Secretary now to read a communication from the president of this 
com . He requests to have it read as a citizen of the United States 
in order to show the contention of the company that he represents in 
regard to their rights. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


THE AMERICAN ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC SHIP-CANAL COMPANY (NICARAGUA 
CANAL). 


WASHINGTON BUILDING, No. 1 BROADWAY, New YORK, June 30, 1886. 


Sır: The attention of this com has been called to the matter of t he in 
troduction “by request” in the Connie of the United States of a bill to in 
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oe work of constructing the canal have been let to entirely responsi- 
e contractors, 
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ain are joint treaty guarantors to the protection of thiscompany during the time 
it is en in the coumtrdation of ieahin-sxmnl, usand i the terme of the Clap 
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The company have the honor to be your most obedient servant. 
THE AMERICAN ATLANTIC AND eA A een COMPANY, 
+ 


United States Senate, aahi, D. £. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, the discussion between the Sena- 
tor from Vermont and the Senator from Missouri starts a memory and 
suggests a question. Nearly three years ago we had under discussion 
a proposition to appropriate $250,000 to be paid to some body in Nic- 
aragua for the purpose of some canal. May I ask which one of these 
projects that $250,000 was intended for? Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont recollect that circumstance? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not either of them as far as I recollect. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That $250,000 was not intended for either of 
these schemes. Every time we discuss the project of a canal to con- 
nect the two oceans, or a ship-railway to connect the two oceans, it is 
said we must do it at once because the opportunity is slipping away. 
I remember when this $250,000 proposition was to be paid out of the 
Treasury for the benefit of some canal in Nicaragua—I do not know 
whether it would be in order now to say what took place in executive 
session three years after it 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think it would be. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Not in order. I supposed the Senator would 
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say that, and I presume the Chair concurs in the opinion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

_Mr. MORGAN. You may speak of what occurred in legislative ses- 
sion. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If it is not proper three years afterward to refer 
to what occurred in executive session, then I will refer to the current 
histo: ga a those times.as it appeared in the newspapers. Isuppose that 
is in order. 

That is the memory which is started by this discussion. I remem- 
ber we were told then there was a concession, so the papers stated, for 
some purpose in Nicaragua just slipping our grasp. I think it ran out 
in the following October, we were told. 

There was a great Ni concession. It was hugely important. 
Patriotism bubbled all over; generosity and humanity were invoked 
for the benefit of mankind, as usual on such occasions; and we must 
secure it at once. Here was this great concession, and the Treasury 
must be put under subjection again to pay out the amount of $250,000. 
For what? The public tried to find out. Forwhat? For this conces- 
sion, and we were immediately plunged into the dark and hidden re- 
cesses of a secret session on this subject, which was not to bediscussed 
before the American people; and yet it was a proposition which affected 
the people in their business relations, a canal through Nicaragua, and 
only wanted $250,000 to be taken out of the Treasury. The people 
should know, but no, that would not do. 

Mr. President, it may be well to look back. That was only three 
years ago. That concession was slipping away. ‘The Senate voted it 
in its liberality on that occasion the $250,000, but I think it was de- 
feated in the other House, if my recollection serves me. Now I am 
anxious to know to what that applied. There was a sensation. We 
were called upon to pay $250,000. Now we have two projects here. 
The Senator from Vermont says that the $250,000 applied to neither of 
these, neither to his bill nor to the incorporation which the Senator from 
Missouri refers to. Is there another? Will some member of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations tell us whether there was another Nicaragua 
scheme at that time, three yearsago? Does the recollection of theSena- 
tor from Vermont serve him as to that point, whether there was another 
Nicaragua scheme at that time that we were called upon to pay $250,- 
000 for? The Senator from Massachusetts, I believe, does not remember 
any other Nicaraguan scheme. 

Mr. HOAR. My memoryisso bad that I do not remember anything 
aboutit. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator is so very familiar with getting 
across mountains and valleys and rivers between the Atlantic and the Pa- 
cific that I su he would probably remember how many schemes 
there were to dig through the mountains and get landed on the sweet 


Well, I will read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. It is instruct- 
ive, I know. Let us see whether we can get any information there. 
Who are the projectors, friends, and advocates of these various schemes? 
It seems the one my friend from Missouri talks about is only half a 
century old, and he remembers all abqut that; but the scheme of three 
years ago, the Foreign Relations Committee, and the friends of all these 
great projects donot remember. My friend from Missouri, in view of 
the national greatness of the United States involved in his favorite 
scheme for a ship-railway at Tehuantepec, was willing to letit go with- 
out protection to the stockholders or the bondholders. Now, it may 
refresh gentlemen’s recollection probably if we go back three years, 
because when we were called upon to make a contribution of a quarter 
of a million dollars to help somebody or help something it was so im- 
portant that it must be done at once. And yet it has drifted away 
from the memory of everybody in the Senate who had any interest in it. 


The Carer CLERK. After line 615 the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


inserted the following clause: 

“To meet the necessary expenses attendant upon foreign intercourse, to be 
expended under the aieesdon of the President, pursuant to the requirement of 
section 291 of the Revised Statutes, $250,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
cssary.” 


It was pretty well hidden here under circumlocution and as to the 
law under which it was to be applied. 


Mr. Vest. An examination of the consular and diplomatic appropriation bills 
in the previous history of the Government will develop the fact that antecedent 
to this time the largest appropriation ever made to ainminig pragatan ne, ed 
eurred under the direction of the President in the execution of the ty 
act has been $20,000. This appropriation reaches the amount of $250,000. It 
an extraordinary appropriation. It is due to the country and to the Senate that 
the Committee on Appropriations should state before the American public why 
this enormous amount, in proportion, or relatively, is now asked at the hands 
of the representatives of the people. 

I undertake to say in my place in the Senate that for the execution of thenen- 
trality act this amount is not to be appropriated as it has been in former appro- 
ae ion acts. I undertake to say t upon the contrary it is for an extraor- 

dinary purpose, and it is due to the Senate that the chairman of the committee 
should state what that purpose really and honestly is. I call upon the chair- 
man owe eommittee to make that thom What is the real purpose of this 
appropriation? 

he PRESIDING OFFICER., The question is, Will the Senate concur in the 
EROE Eein = = Committee of me Whole? 
r. VAN Wyck. esire to propose owing amendment, to come in at 
the end of the committee amendment: 
“But no portion of said $250,000 shall be paid directly or through the TER 
pun n Government to the owners of a concession granted to the 
pany of Nicaragua,” - 


proposition of that kind was made, would attempt to hedge by getting 
into a secret session ? 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I move to lay that amendment on the table. 
My amendment— 


Mr. Vax Wrcx. Mr. Presiden . 

Several SENATORS. It is not Jebatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What was the motion? 

Mr. ALLISON. I moved to lay that amendment on the table. 

a Van Wreck. Mr. President, I had the floor. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that the amendment 
be | laid on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from eran, had taken his seat. 

Mr. INGALLS. I saw him take his seai 

[Laughter. ] 

It is amusing because the American Senate have forgotten three years, 
and see the sort of performance to get matters whichshould be openly 
discussed and known to the nation, hidden away in a hole in the wall 
in secret session. 

Mr Vax Wyck. I desire to know— 

Mr. INGALts and others. Order! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will take care of the question. 
Iowa was recognized, and the Senator from Iowa moved to lay 
roo eet on thetable. With what object does the Senator from Nebraska 

Mr. Vax Wyck. I had the floor and offered the amendment. I offered the 
amendmen 


—— 

The PRESIDING Orricer. The Chair had recognized the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. Vax Wyck. Very well, sir. 

The PrestoinG OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska had yielded the floor. 

Mr. Vax Wyck. Then Lask the gentleman to withdraw the motion for a few 
moments. 

Of course that would not be done; and then a yote was taken; and I 
see I voted ‘‘ay’’ with the gentlemen. Then this followed: 
eae Presse Orricrr. Does the Senator from Iowa withdraw his mo- 

jon? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Iowa declines to withdraw the 
motion to lay on the table. The question is, Will the Senate agree to the mo- 
tion? 

The motion was to. 

Mr. Van Wyck. . President, I voted “ay” on this motion, and I desire 
now to make a motion for a reconsideration of the vote just taken. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

Mr. Van Wycr. I do not yield the floor just at this moment, I say to my 
friend from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING 


The PRESIDING 

Mr. MORRILL. It is subject to the same rule, 

Mr. Vas Wyck. I havs the floor, I believe. 

The — CORET Senator from payne er the floor. 
ihe Pursinixa OFFICER ‘The Benstor from Lown will state his question of 

Mr. Aranos. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of this ques- 
tion under Rule XXXV. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, I second the motion. 

And thereupon the doors were closed under Rule XXXV, and the 
matter was considered in secret session. 

How now? Itseems my amendment was to prevent this $250,000 
from being appropriated to the Nicaraguan Government and to the own- 
ers of a concession granted to the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua, That was where we stoodthree years ago.. Which is the proj- 
ect that applied to? If thatname is not in some of these bills it is 
remarkable. We were then told that the only thing to save that con- 
cession was to vote $250,000 out of the Treasury. Fortunately the 
House prevented its being voted, and therefore we saved the $250,000, 
and it seems the concession has not gone yet. Is that the name of either 
of the two companies who appear here to-day? That establishes that 

int. 
aren another very remarkable fact. The Senate went into secret 
session on that amendment, and when we came out into open session 
the question then was, ‘‘shall this bill pass?’ It had got to its final 
ee almost, except the vote, in this executive or secret session. 

the doors were opened, the Chair stated: 
Tin seein Aye LORO Tike inate: Sey See DI Baring Sint: Loe: Seren Nee 
shall it pass? 

I remember then making some suggestions in to that matter. 
We had acted on that amendment, not before the people, and came into 
open session on the passage of the bill. It is not proper for me to 
state what occurred in executive session, but I can state what appears 
from the public papers. 

Tt is time to emphasize the fact that it was necessary to go into an 
executive session to hide the p of this appropriation of $250,000, 
That was done without telling it to the public and to the world. But 
evidently the aeons of the appropriation that was proposed was to pay 
this money out to the parties having this concession under the pretense 
that it might lapse in October; and yet the money was not paid and 
evidently the concession is not gone, because, I suppose, if you run 
over the list of here you will find this Maritime Canal Com- 
pany. Ido not know what is the title of the bill now under considera- 
tion, Ihave not looked at it. A friend hands it to me. Here it is: 
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‘*To incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua.” It 
seems to be thesame thing. Itis the ‘‘ Monsieur Tonson come again.” 
It did not disappear in October, 1884, as we were told it would if we 
failed to appropriate the quarter of a million. 

Thus it seems that there is no danger of losing the chance of con- 
necting the waters of the Atlantic and the Pacific, or making a canal 
between the two. 

Now, that that point seems to be settled, before I sit down, I desire 
to offer the amendment which I offered to the Tehuantepec bill when’ 
that was under consideration. 

I merely make these suggestions to call for some information because 
I want to ascertain exactly what these projects are, and whether those 
that were living three years ago and fifty years ago are in existence to- 
day. Isend up the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska is not now in order, as there are amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations pending. His amendment will be pre- 
sented when they are disposed of. The question is on the amendment 
which has been read. It will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Section 1, line 19, after the word ‘‘made,”’ in- 
gert ‘‘or to be made to them, or those to whom they may succeed.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Foreign Relations was, 
in line 20 of section 1, after the words ‘‘ by the,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Re- 
public’? and insert ‘‘ Republics.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. It is a very small matter, but it is very clear that the 
word “Republic” ought to stay to make it grammatical, so as to read: 

Republic of Nicaragua, or Costa Rica, or both. 


If you say ‘‘ Republics,” the words ‘‘ or both’? would be ont of place. 
I to the Senator from Vermont that the word ‘ Republic’? 
should remain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatisright. Thatisa clerical error, ‘‘Repub- 
lic” should stand before the words ‘‘ of Nicaragua’? instead of the plural. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was after the word ‘* Nicaragua,’’ in line 20, 
of section 1, to insert ‘‘ or Costa Rica, or both,” so as to read: 


The Republic of Nicaragua, or Costa Rica, or both. 


The next amendment was in section 4, line 4, after the words ‘‘ granted 
in,” to strike out ‘‘said’’ and insert ‘‘such;’’ in line 5, after the word 
“t concession,” to insert ‘‘or concessions; ’’ in line 7, after the word 
“ stipulations,” to insert ‘‘of the United States;’’ and in line 8, after 
the word ‘‘ Nicaragua,’’ to strike out ‘‘for the protection of a ship- 
canal within the territory of Nicaragua;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 

Sec, 4. That for the management and disposition of the stock, property, es- 
tate, and effects of the said company the of directors may pak tages 4 by- 
Jawa, Foie and regulations as may conform to the authority nted in such 

concession or concessions, and not to be inconsistent with this act or the 
laws of the United States, or the then existing treaty stipulations of the United 
States with the Government of pepain pew and may fix the time for election of 
directors, and in case of vacancy in said board, caused by death, on, or 
otherwise among elected directors, may fill the same. No person except the 
directors appointed by the respective Governments of Nicaragua and the United 
States Sean en director who is not a stockholder, and any one ceasing to be a 

der shall cease to be a director. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 5, line 28, after the words ‘‘re- 
port to,” to insert ‘the Governments of the United States and Nicara- 
gua and;’’ so as to read: 


Said directors shall make an annual report to the Governments of the United 


States and Ni and to the stockholdersof their p. ings, receipts,and 
expenditures, v: by the affidavits of the president and of at least six of the 
directors. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 


Src.6. Thatno part of the capital stock paid in shall beat any time withdrawn 
or returned to the stockholders or in any manner diverted from the proper uses 
of the corporation. Every Pasar es or aiding in the violation of the fore- 
going vision shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction 

ra + Shall be punished oya fine not exceeding $10,000, or by imprisonment 
Dos PIE five years, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the 
co 


Mr. HOAR. I move to amend that amendment by striking out the 
first word, “that,” and by inserting instead thereof what I will read: 


That no certifiates for stock shall be issued till at least 10 per cent. of the same 
shall be fully paid for in money, at the par value of said stock, and the money 
de ited in the treasury of said company; and said stock 1 not be assign- 
able until the whole of the same shall have been so paid in; and no payment 
on account of the capital of said company shall be made exceptin money; and 
said company is hereby prohibited from returning or repaying any part of the 
money so paid. No bonds in excessof the amount of copia paid and received 
a ic ergs or issued until such paid capital shal 


amount tothe sum of 


I will send it to the Secretary to read in a moment; but before he 
reads it, as I have read it myself, I wish to say that that is precisely 
what was put, by I believe a unanimous vote of the Senate after dis- 
cussion, in the bill passed the other day, except that I have inserted in 
it a provision which I am sure will have no objection from any quar- 
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ter, that no payment on account of the capital of said company shall 
be made except in money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is in the first part of the print. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘‘No certificate shall be issued until at least 10 per 
cent. of the same shall be fully paid for in money, and the stock shall 
not be assignable until the whole has been paid in,’’ and the payment 
in money in the clause the Senator refers to only applies to the 10 per 
cent. It is very clear that no bogus or pretended payment ought to be 
permitted of any part of the capital. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why did not the Senator think of that when we 
passed the Tehuantepec bill? 

Mr. HOAR. I did not think of it. I should havethoughtofit. I 
think of something in the Tehuantepec bill in another place which 
covers it, but I will see about that presently. The amendment to the 
Tehuantepec bill was moved by the Senator from Nebraska, and it was 
amended on my suggestion; and this particular clause—— 

Mr. VEST. Here is a copy of the Tehuantepec amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I have one here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have it. 

a I think it is somewhere in substance in the Tehuante- 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a very good provision, and I am sorry the 
friends of the Tehuantepec bill did not think of it when that bill went 
through. But itisa very good thing, and I have no objection to the 
language of the amendment as it was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to say in reply to the Senator from Vermont 
that it was in substance and legal effect in the Tehuantepec bill in this, 
that it provided that none of the certificates of stock should be assign- 
able until the whole of the value thereof had been so paid in. It did 
not contain an express and distinct prohibition of paying in anything 
but money, but in the Tehuantepec bill the stock remained absolutely 
unnegotiable and only valuable to the original owners unless it had 
been actually paid forin money; so that this is merely a little fuller ex- 
pression of what is in vigor and substance there. But still the Senator 
is quite right in his criticism. I did not think of it at that time. I 
certainly would have put it in if I had thought of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will add simply that the second section of this 
bill provides in legal effect precisely the same thing. They are to pay, 
and then having paid it provides that no money shall be taken out. 
So I will say that I have not the least objection at all to this provision. 

Mr. HOAR. But the second section of the bill does not provide that 
they shall pay in money; it only provides what it shall consist in. 
There is not in either the Tehuantepec bill or in this as it now stands 
any express prohibition of bogus payments, payments in road building 
or in articles of inflated value, but there is a provision in the Tehuan- 
tepec bill, and it is now proposed here, that no stock shall be assign- 
able unless it has been paid for in money, which is pretty much the 
same thing; but I have introduced what was not thought of then, a 
direct and express provision; that is all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was thought of in the Committee on Foreign 
Relations in reporting the bill now under consideration, and if my friend 
will read section 2, at the bottom of page 5, the clause that I now read, 
he will see it: - 

When the president of the company shall have certified that not less 
than $5,000,000 have been subscribed to said stock by responsible per- 
sons, and when 10 per cent. thereof shall have been paid in in cash, a 
meeting of stockholders may be called. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is at the top of page 6. 

Mr, HOAR. That is only 10 per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is the rest of it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then wecometo the provision that no certificates 
of stock shall be issued until 10 per cent. shall be paid in money. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is the other 90 per cent. provided for? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then itis provided that no part of the capital 
stock shall be withdrawn; then it is provided that the other payments 
shall be called for in dollars, and shall be paid in as they are called for, 
and the money shall be deposited in the Treasury, &c.; and then that 
if the amount of $10,000,000 shall not have been subscribed and 10 per 
centum paid in the whole thing shall be forfeited. But, as I say, the 
amendment proposed is a mere repetition of what is in the bill, except 
as to the issue of bonds, and I have not the least objection to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sure when my honorable friend reflects a little 
more he will see that he isin error. The bill as itis reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations does provide that 10 per cent. of 
the capital shall be paid in money, and shallnot be returned. So far 
so good; but there is 90 per cent. more which may get in by bogus 
contracts for road-building and material, by a check which is returned; 
and the Committee on Foreign Relations have not provided for the 
payment of that sum in money at all. 

The Senator has not read anything which my amendment covers. 
He goes on to state that it shall be paid, it shall not be taken out, and 
soon. That being the case, I propose two things: first, the provision 
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that no stock shall be assignable unless the whole of it has been paid in 
full in money, which is not in now, and was in the Tehuantepec bill; 
and then I propose to add to that, which was not in the Tehuantepec 
bill and is not in this, an express provision that the whole capital paid 
shall be paid in money, and nothing else. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
to the amendment reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 


Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me for one 
moment? Isimply want to havea resolution referred to the appro- 
priate committee. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 
floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the resolution introduced by me on the 
17th of December be taken from the table and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is it about? 

Pes BUTLER. Itis about the appointment of a committee to go to 
exico,. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
saks that a resolution be taken from the table for reference. It will 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. BUTLER De- 
cember 17, 1886, as follows: 

Whereas the close proximity of Mexico to this country, the increasing com- 
merce between the two countries, and the common interests of the two republics 
in many make it most desirable that there should exist between them 
the closest ties of friendship: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to visit such p along the frontier 
as they may deem proper, and also the City of Mexico, with the approval of the 
Mexican Government, in order to inquire into and report upon any disturbances 
that may have occurred between citizens of the two countries; and if any dis- 
turbances have occurred to inquire and report the cause thereof. That said 
committee may send for persons and papers, employ a stenographer, and such 
proper accomplishment of the object 


Yes, sir; but I do not yield my right to the 


other persons mgs | be n for 
and purposes of said inquiry. t said committee may sit during the recess 
of Congress. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON’S BIRTHDAY. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolu- 
tion at this time for immediate consideration, and I assure the Senate 
that I will not indulge in one single remark about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, the reso- 
lution proposed by the Senator from Virginia will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Wednesday, 
on at the usual hour, payout of the memory of the Father of his 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I am pai generally with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]; but as I believe his patriotism 
Would pot permit him to vote against the resolution, I shall vote 

yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Palmer, Vance, 
Blackburn, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, est, 
Bowen, MeMillan, Platt, Whitthorne, 
Cameron, Mitchell of Oreg., Ransom, 
Cockrell, Morgan, Riddleberger, 
NAYS—42. 
Allison, Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
pee ariane Tonie K sere. 
Iry, zust ones of Neyada, ner, 
Blair,’ Farwell, McPherson, Teller, A 
Brown, Frye, Mahone, Van Wy 
Butler, George, Manderson, Walthall, 
Gorman, ea i Williams, 
Cheney, Gray, Morrill, Wilson of Jowa, 
Coke, Hampton, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Conger, RE S h, 
Cullom, Harrison, Sabin, 
ABSENT—I6. 
Camden, Fair, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Chace Gibson, Kenna, Sewell, 
Colquitt, Hale Miller, Stanford, 
Dolph, Hawiey, Mitchell of Pa., Voorhees, 


So the resolution was rejected. 


BEPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2890) donating certain lots to the city of Saint 
‘Augustine, Fla., for public schools, parks, and a public library, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 432) donating certain lots to the city of Saint Augustine, Fla., for 
public schools, parks, and a public library, reported adversely thereon, 
and moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Indian irs, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 6974) to provide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


NICARAGUA MARITIME CANAL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 2636) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company 
of Ni 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The nextamendment reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations will be stated. 

The next amendment was, in section [6] 7, line 3, after the word 
“t channel ” to insert ‘‘shall be reasonable and;” and in line 10, after 
the word “thereof,” to insert ‘‘reasonable rates;’’? so as to make the 
section read: S 


compan: 


ny may, at its option, charge in lieu thereof-reasonable rates not exceed- 
eed y displaceme $1 


com 
displacement of any sailin: 


ing 
the act 
bind 


neral 
the company may collect reasonable charges over and above the 
charges above mentioned. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a misprint there. In line 3 it reads 
‘‘channel;’’ it should be ‘‘canal.’”? I move that amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair ventures to suggest that 
the word ‘‘channel’’ is broader and will include the lake. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; I will withdraw the amendment then. 
The lake is a part of the canal, but I will withdraw it. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Foreign Relations was, in 
section [7] 8, line 3, after the word ‘‘ Nicaragua,’’ to insert: 

And not inconsistent with any treaty obligations of the United States that 
may exist with any power. 

So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 8. That the United States shall exercise such control over the canal as is 
now or may at any time be provided for by treaty with Nicaragua, and notin- 
co: nt with any treaty obligations of the United States that may exist with 
any power, and shall, upon payment of one-half of the customary rates, enjoy 
its unobstructed use for the transportation of troops, munitions of war, and 
mails, and otherwise, as faras the same shall be in accordance with stipulations in 
existing or future treaties. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section: 

Sec. 9. That if stock to the amount of $10,000,000 shall not be subscribed, and 
10 per cent. thereof actually paid in, before the expiration of two years next after 
the passage of this act, or if the work of constructing said vanal shall not be 
actually commenced before and be in progress at the expiration of four years 
next er os the passage of this act, the said corporation shall be deemed to have 
expired by limitation, and all its franchises and privileges shall be deemed to 
have absolutely ceased and become determined. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section: 

Sec. 10. That nothing in this act contained shall be held or construed to in 
any manner involve the United States in any pecuni obligations whatever 
other than in respect of the payment of tolls as provided in section § of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [8] 11, line 2, afler the word 
“alter,” to strikeout ‘‘or;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘amend,”’ 
to insert ‘‘or repeal;” and in line 3, after the word ‘‘ require,” tostrike 
out ‘‘but not in violation of the rights of the company considered in 
equity;’’ so as to make the section read: 

- Sec. 11. That Congress shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, or 
repeal this act when in its judgment the public good may require. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This completes the amendments re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations. The Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. VAN WYCK] has submitted an amendment, which will 
be stated. ; 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 2, add the following: 


That no certificates for stock shall be issued till the same shall be fully paid 
for in money, at the par value of said stock, and the money de ted in the 
treasury of said company; and said company is hereby lp from return- 
ing or repayingany part of the money so paid. No bonds in excess of theamount 
of capital paid and received shall be authorized or issued until such paid capi- 
tal shall amount to the sum of $10,000,000; and no bonds shall be issued or dis- 
posed of at less than par value. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. All that has been covered by the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Inasmuch as it embraces the same provision 
embodied in the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetis, I 
withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to offer one other amendment, In sec- 
tion 7, line 4, before the word “‘coin,’’I move to strike out the word 
“‘gold;’? so as to read: 

Shall not exceed the rate of $2.50, coin. 

Not gold coin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right; no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word ‘‘gold’’ will be stricken 
out as indicated, there being no objection. 

Mr. VEST. At the end of section 2, after line 34, I move to add: 


But no amendment to or change in the by-laws shall be made except by a ma- 
jority vote of the stockholders, either personally or by proxy, and at a meetin 
called for the purpose. At least twenty days notice of any such meeting shail 
be published in a newspaper of general circulation in the city where the prin- 
cipal office of the company is located, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. In section 5, after the word ‘‘ proxy,’’ in line 14, I move 
to strike out the following words: 


The annual meetings of the stockholders of said corporation shall be held for 
the transaction of business, the time and pees and notice of such m to 
be ae in the by-laws, such time and place to be changed by vote of the 
stockholders. 


And to insert: 

All meetings of the stockholders shall be held at the office of the move inh in 
the city of New York, and at least one such meeting shall be held in year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in the Tehuantepec bill? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. AN right. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be to. The Chair hears none, and itis agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, I move to add, as a final section to the bill: 

Sxc. 12, That this act shall have no force or effect until the incorporators herein 
named shall have secured from the Government of Nicaragua a concession au- 
thorizing them to construct and operate the canal, and until said concession 
shall have been submitted to and approved by the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I do not agree to by any means. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call the attention of the Bento to the fact, as 
distinctly aad as sharply as I can, that we aré now giving an incorpo- 
ration to this company with a provision in that act which binds us to 
the terms of any concession that may hereafter be granted hy Nicaragua 
to this company. 

As a matter of course the Senate will remember that for three weeks 
I struggled here day after day against the objections made persistent] 
and consistently by the advocates of this bill to the concession whi 
was granted by Mexico to Captain Eads. There was not asentence in 
that concession which was not subjected to hypercritical comment. It 
was said that that bill ought not to be passed because it committed the 
Government of the United States to a concession the terms of which 
were not only imperfect but absolutely inimical to the interests of this 
country. 

Now we are asked deliberately to pass an act which commits us to 
such a concession as may hereafter be made, without anything but 
mere imagination and supposition as to the terms of that concession. 
We know what has been the history of the past in regard to these Nic- 
araguan negotiations. We know that from time to time with every 
negotiation had with that Government has come a demand for money, 
for a protectorate, for committing the Government of the United States 
with all its naval and land forces to the protection of the territorial in- 
tegrity of Nicaragua. 

I want the Senate before this vote is taken to understand distinctly 
that after for three weeks the friends of the Tehuantepec ship-railway 
were subjected day after day to all sorts of opposition on account of the 
concession which was spread before the Senate, made by Mexico to 
Captain Eads, we are now asked to pass this bill without any conces- 
sion at all and without knowing what Nicaragua may demand of the 
United States in the future. 

‘The newspapers of the country have stated, and the communication 
which was laid upon our tables from Mr. Bayard, the Secretary of State, 
in response to the resolution of the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MoR- 
GAN] also states, that the treaty which was rejected by the United 
States, known as the Frelinghuysen treaty, under the last administra- 
tion demanded on the part of Nicaragua the loan of $4,000,000, the 
guarantee of a territorial unity or integrity, as they expressed it, and 
we to build every foot of this canal, which, according to Mr. McFarland, 
the Army engineer who made the survey of it, is to cost $140,000,000 
to start with. 

In the communication which Mr. Bayard lays before us it appears 
that there is a new factor in these negotiations hitherto unknown. 
Costa Rica appears now and claims that it owns the right bank of the 
Sen Juan River, and it claims one-ninth of the net proceeds of the canal 


before it can be built across the territory. Here in this paper is found 
the agreement between Nicaragua and Costa Rica to leave that territo- 
rial question to the arbitrament of the President of the United States. 
In communication the Secretary of State says: 


tracted negotiations ensued, and within the past few 


Pro’ the 
intelligence has been received that a convention has 


e resolution of December 21, 1886, as being in the 
ion, 


T, F. BAYARD. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 25, 1887. 


If my strength or thepatience of the Senate permitted I could go on 
andread from this communication the demand of Costa Rica, made not 
only upon Nicaragua, but u the Government of the United States, 
that we should proceed no er in this matter until Costa Rica is 
guaranteed one-ninth of the net proceeds of the tolls upon this canal. 
Nicaragua admits that there is a territorial claim unsettled- between 
those States. There is no concession in existence at all with this com- 
pany, and yet we are asked now blindly to pass this act of cag 
tion and commit ourselves by the terms of this bill to whatever Nica- 
ragua may demand of us in the future. 

Mr. President, what is the object of passing this bill at this time? 
It was never thought of until the Tehuantepec bill was introduced into 
Congress. So soon as Captain Eads gave up any demand upon his part 
for a single dollar, either of guarantee or of grant upon the part of the 
people of the United States, the Committee on Foreign Relations 
waked up suddenly to the importance, concession or no concession, of 
bringing in a bill for incorporating a company that has no concession 
at all, and binding the Government of the United States to construct 
this canal, with a disputed boundary between Costa Rica and Nica- 
ragua, to commit ourselves to all the mili necessities which we 
know must arise from its construction, to the building a navy, to the 
having an army ready to march by land in order to defend Lake Nica- 
ragua, 


The members of that same committee are the identical Senators who 
for three weeks impeded at every step the Tehuantepec ship-railway 
bill, because they said the concession from Mexico was not sufficiently 
favorable to the Tehuantepec Ship-Railway Company. I say there is 
no concession to this company. I know what the Senator from Ala- 
bama in front of me claims that the treaty of 1867 between Nicaragua 
and the United States gave sufficient rights to the citizens of this 
country, whether incorporated or acting as individuals. Let us read 
it and see if that be so. 

Mr. MORGAN. What treaty does the Senator read from ? ` 

Mr. VEST. I read from page 632 of Treaties and Conventions, the 
fourteenth section of the treaty between Nicaragua and the United 
States made the 2ist of June, 1867: 


ARTICLE XIV. 


The Republic of Nicaragua hereby grants to the United States, and to their 
citizens and p: , the right of transit between the Atlantic and Pacific 
Oceans, thro Tecdisteer of teed ter d Paeet seule or yaara fe 
natural or , whether by land or by water, which may now or hereafter 
exist or be constructed under the authority— 

Mark the language— 


under the authority of Nicaragua, to be used and enjoyed in the same manner 
and upon equal terms by both republics and their respective citizens; the Re- 
public of Nicaragua, however, reserving its rights of sovereignity over the same, 

When the concession from Mexico to Captain Eads was under dis- 
cussion and when a clause was brought to the attention of the Senate 
which provided that the Tehuantepec Company should be a Mexican 
corporation and under the sovereignty of Mexico, the alarm and indig- 
nation of my friends on the other side of this question was instantly 
aroused. Yet they stand here now upon nothing else but the treaty of 
1867 between Nicaragua and the United States, which provides that 
any isthmian transit over the territory of Nicaragua shall be under the 
rights of sovereignty of that State. 

What does this treaty give? It simply gives to the citizens of the 
United States the same rights that the citizens of Nicaragua have over 
any transit hereafter constructed, nothing more and nothing less. As 
to the terms upon which that transit shall be constructed, there is not 
one word in the treaty. Suppose hereatter Nicaragua comes in and 
says, ‘* We will give no concession to this corporation except on con- 
dition that we shall have absolute control in every respect over this 
canal.” - 

Mr. MORGAN. They will have to get rid of the fifteenth article of 
the treaty before they can do that. If you will read on you will see, 

Mr. VEST. I will read that article of the treaty. 


ARTICLE XV. 


Tho United States haraby agree to extend their protection toall such routes 
of perpen as afo d, and innocent 
use 


to guarantee the neutrality and 
same, 
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That is, the United States. 

They also agree to employ their influence with other nations to induce them 
to guarantee such neutrality and protection. 

And the Republic of Nicaragua, on its part, undertakes to establish one free 
port at each extremity of one of the aforesaid routes of communication between 
the Atlantic and ficOceans, At these ports no tonnage or other duties shall 
be im or levied by the Government of Nicaragua on the vessels of the 
United States, or on any effects or merchandise belonging to citizens or subjects 
of the United States, or upon the vessels or effects of any other country intended, 
bona fide, for transit across the said routes of communication, and not for con- 
sumption within the Republic of Nicaragua, 

The United States shall also be at liberty, on giving notice to the government 
or authorities of Nicaragua, to carry troops and munitions of war in their own 
vessels, or otherwise, to either of said free ports,and shall be entitled to their 
conveyance between them without obstruction by said Government or author- 
ities, and without soy charges ortolls whatever for their transportation on either 
of said routes; provided said troops and munitions of war are not intended to 
be employed against Central American nations friendly to Nicaragua. And no 
higher or other charges or tolls shall be imposed on the conveyance or transit 
of persons and property of citizens or subjects of the United States, or of any 
other country, across the said routes of communication, than are or may be im- 
posed on the persons and property of citizens of Nicaragua. 

And the Republic of Nicaragua concedes the right of the Postmaster- 
cae gr of the United States to enter into contracts for carrying the 

> 

Is the Senate called upon now to grant this act of incorporation on 
these terms and none other? Suppose that Nicaragua hereafter de- 
mands a loan of $10,000,000, and that the United States shall pledge 
itself to maintain the territorial integrity of Nicaragua, are we to be 
asked now to commit ourselves in advance to any such stipulation? 
We are taking this leap in thedark. Wehave no more idea except by 
analogy to the past what Nicaragua will demand than we harbor any 
other transaction that may occur in coming years. We know by the 
past what Nicaragua will demand. We know they will demand money. 
‘There never was one of those Latin governments that was ever willing 
to do anything without a payment of money. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mexico is no Latin government. 

Mr. VEST. Mexico is partaking now to a large extent of the spirit 
and civilization of the United States, and I am glad to know it. Look 
now at the condition of the two governments of Costa Rica and Nica- 
ragua. They are quarreling and scrambling over the plunder that is 
to come from the Government of the United Stutes—this great, rich, 
powerful northern Republic. Costa Rica says it owns the right bank 
of the San Juan River, and that the enormous embankment of Meno- 
cal’s, a mile and a quarter long and 51 feet high, shall not be con- 
structed withont the consent of Costa Rica; but, mark it, they demand 
in addition a tee.of one-ninth of the net profits of this canal, 
built with the money of the people of the United States, before they 
will give up the right bank of the river for the construction even ot 
that embankment, 

We have heard in the past that Nicaragua wanted $4,000,000, besides 
our building the canal and pledging ourselves to maintain her territo- 
rial unity and integrity. Whatare they to demand in the future? Ir 
I had come here with my feeble efforts to defend such a bill as I did 
the Tehuantepec ship-railway bill, I can hear the Senator from Vermont 
now with indignant denunciation, exclaim, ‘‘ Isit possible, before gods 
or men, that we are asked to do this thing?” 

Pi a I propose to state as briefly as I can the objections to 

e 

This company has no concession from the State, or States, rather, 
through which the canal is to What the conditions of any con- 
cession that may be obtained will be we can not even guess at this time. 
They may be such as to make the passage of this bill granting a charter 
of great injury to the United States. 

Permit me to inquire why is there such hot haste in giving this act 
of incorporation to the gentlemen named in the bill? Why are we to 
incorporate them and pledge ourselves to a concession, the terms of 
which we do not know? What is to become of the concession after 
it is put into the hands of this company? Are we, as was proposed 
by Mr. Frelinghuysen, to step in then with national aid and buy the 
concession from the company? Why is it that we are not permitted 
to know upon what terms this canal is to be built, but we are to pledge 
ourselves in the dim and unknown future to whatever terms may be 
preseribed by a foreign government? 

As is well known, and as it has been brought out in the debate on 
the ship-railway, we run solidly against England in granting a charter 
. toa company to build a canal at Nicaragua. She has strongly asserted 
her right to a share in this inter-oceanic transit, and she will do so 
again; for the reason that itis her commerce that will use the canal 
more than that of any other nation of the earth, and her necessity for 
holding her rights there is consequently greater than that of any other 
nation. I know it is claimed here that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty has 
been terminated, but if terminated it has been by indirection and by 
construction, and we know the English people and Government too 
well to imagine for a single instant that they will ever give up their 
right of protectorate over this transit if they find once that there is a 
possibility of its being about to be constructed. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has, with great care, brought to- 
pae the facts to show the strategic disadvantages to us of a canal at 

en and with consummate skill he has brought them to our 
a on. 


The enormous expense attending the construction of a canal at Nic- 
aragua has not been fully appreciated, for the reason thatthe estimates 
that have been made for it have been entirely inadequate. To charter a 
company with a capital of $100,000,000 in securities, when the work 
will cost double that sum, would be an unwise thing for Congress to do. 

The impracticability of using the canal and its harbors if constructed 
according to the plans presented to us. 


The first three propositions, or objections rather, I will not discuss 
at this time, but the last two I propose now to take up and to show by 
documentary evidence that they are so serious that they preclude Con- 
gress from granting a charter for any enterprise that is based on such 
inadequate examinations, plans, and estimates. 

Prelimi to this discussion, and as a matter of information, and 
to bring before the Senate an examination of the route and a careful 
study of the subject by an experienced engineer of the Army, who was 
not part owner in a concession and had no fortune to make by flos 
a canal scheme, I will ask the Clerk to read the report of Col. Walter 
McFarland, United States Engineer, which is said to have been sup- 
pressed by the promoters of the canal scheme, who were some of them 
high officials under this Government. 

This report will show how inadequate the plans and estimates are, 
particularly in reference to the improvements of the harbors, and care- 
ful attention to the reading of the report will impress the Senate with 
the carefulness bestowed upon the subject and bring out by contrast the 
lack of these important features in the later reports on the canal. Pre- 
vious to the reading of this report I will call attention to one important 
Fapa san Saeed and that is in the estimate for the improvement of 
Greytown Harbor on the Carribbean Sea, which, by the estimate of Mr. 
Menocal, the naval engineer, will cost $1,766,625, but by the estimate 
of Major McFarland, $9,500,000. I read first, however, some extracts, 
which I have marked, from a report on Greytown Harbor by a com- 
mittee of the National Academy of Sciences in 1866, and also some ex- 
tracts from a report on the same subject by Prof. Henry Mitchell in 
1874, being appendix 12 of the Coast Survey report of 1874; and I will 
then read the report of Major McFarland. 


2, GREYTOWN HARBOR—ITS DECLINE AND MEANS OF IMPROVEMENT, 


Greytown Harbor is situated just within a projection of the shore of Nica 
at the southern extremity of a slight bend or concavity in the general coast line, 
This harbor is protected from the sea by a strip of sand which stretches west- 
ward from the aforesaid projection and the name of Isla Castilla, or Punta 
Arenas. This harbor receives the waters of two off-sets of the San Juan River, 

The earliest source of information that we feel warranted in using is the 
sketch to be found in Mr. Molina’s work upon Costa Rica, which is based upon 
a marry De, George Peacock, in 1832, and has additions showing the progress of 
the sands of Isla down to 1548, 

In 1832 five fathoms of water could be carried from sea to a point within the 

t basin of Greytown Harbor through an opanmg which measured 1} miles 
Kor Isla Castilla to the west shore, At that time the avenue to the sea was 
without a bar, and the decline of the bottom along the seaward channel- 
way gave no indications of the action of scouring forces. There was no de- 
pi at the harbor’s mouth and no accumulations beyond that seemed in 
any way to be a d dency upon the existence of the basin or its outlet. The 
shallow ground lying along the coast outside of Isla Castilla and projecting 
beyond to the westward would seem, upon Mr. Molina’s sketch, to a con- 
comitant or parallel to this island as well as an outwork in the advance, Sub- 

uent surveys, however, dissolve this ap; t connection and relation. 

“The embouchure of the lower San Juan River is found in this first survey at 
the head of the anchorage basin, and the deposits of that stream appear to be 
nearly 2 miles within the barbor’s mouth, 

Between 1832 and 1834 a movement of the sands to the westward occurred 
which extended the point of Isla Castilla about 456 feet per annum, This ex- 
tension took the form ofahook. From 1834 to 1835 geod pans advanced 608 feet, 
Four years later, in 1839, it was found to have advan: 1,065 feet, or at the rate 
of 266 feet per annum. Between 1839 and 1840 it had advanced about 400 feet. 
Between 1840 and 1848, a space of nearly eight years, it advanced 221 feet per 
year, and in the next succeeding ten months 913 feet were added, or the beach 
grew at the rate of nearly 1,100 feet per annum. The harbor asa protection to 
shipping had been improving up to the last date upon Mr. Molina’s sketch, but 
its species so the sea become reduced to about 0.8 of a mile—a loss of 
over 50 per cen 

Our next authority is a chart issued by the hydrographic office of Great Brit- 
ain, from surveys of 1853-56 and 1859. 

In 1853 we find the mouth of the harbor, measured on the same line as befo; 
reduced to 0.52 of a mile—a reduction of 35 per cent. since 1848. In this period o. 
fourand a quarter years the sand-spit made an average annual advance of 40] feet. 
The physical character of the harbor had thus far undergone no change; the 
same good depth of water could be carried in; the same dual decline of the 
bottom to seaward was preserved and no bar orshoal layin front. The pointof 
Isla called on this more recent map Punta Arenas, had been made across 
the floor of the sea by sands thrown in from above, not scoured from the bot- 
tom; it was built out like a mole, the material taking nearly its natural slope, 
and not suffering waste under the action of any currents from within. In this 
chart of 1853,an opening through the beach is found about at the extremity of 
the Castilla—of 1832. Asa physical feature it does not yet seem important. 

The survey of 1856 hank the dry portion of Point Arenas advanced near] 
due south from its position in 1853, and a Aas shoaling off to the tian 
reducing the harbor’s mouth to 0.3 ofa mile. At this time the point was broad 
and hooked. The same depth of water could be carried in as formerly, and no 
bar was found outside. 

Between October, 1856, and January, 1859, two and a quarter years, Point 
Arenas advanced to the southwest 1,156, or at the rate of 514 feet per annum, 
Even as late as 1859, when the harbor's mouth was reduced to 0.13 of a mile, the 
ong trace of any action within was the retreat of the 18-foot line on the west 

ore, 

According to a note upon the British chart the entrance was reduced to 300 
feet in 1861; while in January, 1865, Captain Jones, of Her Majesty’s ship Shan- 
non, reports ‘that the entrance has a bar across it after a norther, though after 
a continuance of fine weather the scour of the river increases the depth to § or 
10 feet. The on the opposite side has also reduced to 50 or 60 yards.” 


Wor, San a be Z Shs eny made soar the reos of Capt. P.O. F. 
who e skill and accuracy of long experience 
Coast Barvey, to which corps he belongs. 
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In this survey, made in February, 1865, the change in the physical character 


of the harbor, owed forth in the note that we quoted from the British chart, 
is confirmed. The anchorage basin has become a lagoon, with an uncertain 
inlet. Between Point Arenas and the opposite shore a depression of 20 feet is 
found, to reach which 17} feet must be passed in the approach from the harbor, 
and 8 feet in the approach from the sea. Here we have the depression at the 
opening, and the bar outside, which are the istics of a true inlet, for 
which we have looked in vain upon the earlier charts. 


The unsteady p. of Point Arenas since 1832 does not necessarily imply 
an irregularity in the action of the causes, nor a fluctuation in the supply of 
material, Henry L. Whiting, assistant in the 


In an unpublished report ve 
Coast Survey, relative to the extension of Sandy Hook and the closing of Shrews- 
bury Inlet, itis said that the movement of the sands along the coast is often in 
horizontal eurves or projections which advance like dunes, by the drifting of 
sands from rear to front, so that to an observer any single point chosen upon the 
beach the shore-line will for a few months seem to creep out, then remain sta- 
tionary for a while, then retrograde. In this case the movement from rear to 
front is in the horizontal, whereas in dunes it is in the vertical plane. 

After the completion of the general survey Captain West’s party found in May 
that the opening at Greytown Harbor had closed, and that a break had been 
made further to the westward. 

Captain West says of this break that “a channel opened when sufficient water 
had accum in the harbor, through the sand at the place marked on the 
sheet, which has remained open ever since, the water on the va 
as the river water varies in volume (affected also by the action of the sea), about 
5 feet being the average.” A letter from J. E. Hollenbeck, dated San J 
Norte, Ist h, 1866, says of this break: ‘‘ The inhabitants of this place were 
compelled to dig achannel through the sand-bank to prevent the town from in- 
undation (the effect of the sea banking the sand up higher than the level of the 
town), Thechannel cut by the inhabitants here was at first 4 feet wide and from 
4 to 8 feet deep, but in five days there was such a head of water accum) 
after opening this small channel in one night it cut an outlet to the sea 80 yards 
wide and 9 feet deep, and from this time to January, 1866, the channel varied 
just in proportion to the water in the river,” 

From Mr. Hollenbeck’s statement it would appear that the sand beach went 
on Sagar et by the action of the sea after the harbor had closed. 

It is not till we reach Captain West's survey that we detect any essential al- 
teration in the depths of the central portion of the ancho: basin. The depths, 
1832 to 1859, were 4 fathoms; in 1865, 22 feet. The material of the bottom is now 
soft black mud, no doubi vegetable mold and clay from the river, which, being 
suspensible, have been carried out beyond the delta and dropped in the still 
basin, to which is added fine sand blown in from Point Arenas. 

The area of the anchorage basin bounded by the 18-foot curve in 1853 was 335, 
in 1856, 295, and in 1865,132 acres. Ina period of twelve years it shrank to one- 
third of its former area, 

[From United States Coast Survey Report for 1874.] 

APPENDIX NO. 12.—REPORT ON AN INSPECTION OF THE TERMINAL POINTS OF 
THE PROPOSED CANALS THROUGH NICARAGUA AND THE ISTHMUS OF DARIEN, 
BY PROFESSOR H. MITCHELL, UNITED STATES COAST SURVEY, 

GREYTOWN (SAN JUAN DEL NORTE). 

The examination of the coast in the immediate neighborhood of Greytown 
and the outlets of the Lower San Juan River has satisfied me that a reconstruc- 
tion of the harbor is practicable. This conclusion is based upon a particular 
conception of the causes which led to the destruction of the old port, and a con- 
viction that these causes, still active, may be su y resisted by artificial 
Committee of the Na- 


works. I quote the following from the report of the 
tional Academy, made in 1866: 

“ His of Harbor.—The earliest source of information that we feel 
warran in using is the sketch to be found in Mr. Molina’s work upon Costa 


Riea, which is based upon a survey by George Peacock in 1832, and has addi- 
tions rte eo progress of the sands of Isla Castilla down to 1848. 

“ In 1832, 5 fathoms of water could be carried from sea to a point within the 
present basin of Greytown Harbor, through an opening which measures 1? 
miles from Isla Cast to the west shore, At that time the avenue to the sea 
was without a bar, and the regular decline of the bottom along the seaward 
channel way gave no indications of the action of scouring forces. There was 
no depression at the harbor’s mouth and no accumulations beyond that seemed 
in any way to be a dependency ip ag the existence of the basin or its outlets. 
The low ground lying along the coast outside of Isla and project- 
ing beyond to the westward, would n Mr. Molina’s sketch, to bs a 
concomitant or parallel to this island as well as an outwork of the advance. 
Subsequent surveys, however, dissolve this ap) nt connection and relation, 

“The embouchure of the Lower San Juan River is found in this first survey 
at the head of the anchorage basin, and the deposits of that stream appear to 
be nearly 2 miles within the harbor’s mouth. 

* Between 1832 and 1834 a movement of the sands to the westward occurred, 
which extended the point of Isla Castilla about 456 feet per annum. This ex- 
tension took the form of a hook. From 1834 to 1835 the point advanced 608 feet. 
Four years later, in 1839, it was found to have advanced 1,065 feet, or at the rate 
of 266 feet per annum. Between 1839 and 1840 it advanced about 400 feet. Be- 
tween 1810 and 1848, pakpa rae of nearly eight years, it advanced 221 feet per year, 
and in the next ing ten months 913 feet were added, or the beach grew 
at the rate of nearly 1,100 feet per annum. The r as 2 protection to ship- 
ping had been improving upto the last date upon Mr. Molina’s sketch, but its 
opening from the sea had become reduced to about 0.8 of a mile, a loss of over 

per cent, 

“In 1853 we find the mouth of the harbor, measured upon the same line as 
before, reduced to 0.52 of a mile, a reduction of 35 per cent. since 1848. In this 
period of four and a half years the sand-spit made an average annual advance 
of 401 feet. The physical character of the harbor had thus far undergone no 
change; the same good depth of water could be carried in; the same ual 
decline of the bottom to seaward was preserved, and no bar or shoal lay in front. 
The point of Isla Castilla, called on this more recent map Punta Arenas, had 
been made across the floor of the sea by sands thrown in from above, not 
scoured from the bottom; it was built out like amole, the material taking nearly 
its natural slope, and not suffering waste under the action of any currents from 
within. In this chart of 1853 an opening through the beach is found aboutat 
the esnem of the Castilla of 1832, As a physical feature it does not yet seem 

portant. 

“The survey of 1856 found the dry portion of Point Arenas advanced nearl 
due south from its tion in 1853, and a gradual shoaling off to the westward, 
reducing the harbor’s mouth to 0.3 of a mile. At this time the point was broad 
and hooked, The same depth of water could be carried in as formerly, and no 
bar was found outside. 

“ Between October, 1856, and January, 1859, two and a quarter years, Point 
Arenas advanced to the southwest 1,156 feet, or at the rate of about 514 per an- 
num. Even as late as 1859, when the harbor’s mouth was reduced to 0.13 of a 
tile, the only trace of any action from within was the retreat of the 18-foot line 
on the west shore. 

“According to a note upon the British chart the entrance was reduced to 300 


seem, u 


feet in 1861, while in January, 1865, Captain Jones, of Her Majesty’s ship Shan-. 


non, reports that the entrance has a bar across it after a norther, though aftera 
continuance of fine weather the scour of the river increases the depth to 8 or 


10 feet. The passage on the opposite side has also reduced to 50 or 60 yards, 


“ Our final authority is the survey made under the direction of Capt. P. C. F, 
West, who brought to the field the skill and accuracy of long experience in the 


becom 
Between Point Arenas and the opposite shore a depression of 20 feet is foun: 
to reach which 17} feet must be passed in the approach from the harbor and 
feet in the approach from the sea. Here we have the depression at the opening 
and the bar outside, which are the characteristics of a true inlet, for which we 
have looked in vain upon the earlier charts. 

“After the completion of the general survey, capin West’s party found, in 
May, that the opening at Greytown Harbor had closed, and thata had 
been made farther to the westward.” 

Causes of the decline and final destruction of the harbor.—The quotations which 
I have made from the report of the academy indicate somewhat the view enter- 
tained by the committee regarding the causes which formed and ultimately de- 
stroyed the harbor; but I ey be permitted to restate the matter briefly from a 
review of other portions of the same report. 

The harbor of Greytown was ori; y a re-entrant angle or cove, lying bee 
tween the delta of the San Juan River and the adjacent coast to the northwest- 
ward. poe the aaa g this cove there ear Bay opes of ma ro J pores ator 
(bearin, e name o: e parent stream original ut recently, for ction. 
a the Lower San Juan), which formed a su diary delta of its own within 

e cove, 

This cove, opening to the northward, was in the course of time converted into 

oon by a mole of sand driven across the mouth by the waves from the 
eastward, which swept past the outer shore of the main delta. 
a harbor easy of entrance and perfect in shelter atthe intermediate stage, when 
the mole had reached within a couple of miles of the main shore to the west- 
ward,at which time the channel way from the basin to the sea wasin nowise 
dependentupon the outflow of the Lower San Juan, nor upon the tides, but was 
simply an avenue, not yet encroached upon, whose bed was the original floor of 
the ocean. It was not until the mole had nearly crossed to the o te shore that 
the river outflow and the tides began to act upon the bed and ears of the out- 
let, resisting the absolute closure of the basin. 

Opposed to the view of the case stated above is another, quite different in 
character, which has been ieee Ee nearly all the engineers who have visited 
Nicaragua, and is not to be ignored, because, if it is the correct view, it materi- 
ally alters the question of the practicability of a restoration, or,at all events, 
modifies the plan of improvement. In stating this opposite theory of the case, 
I shall, as nearly as I can remember, re the words of Don Maximillian Son- 
nenstern, the accomplished engineer of Nicaragua: 

* The sand-bar (Punta Arenas) which now separates the Greytown basin from 
the sea is a part of the delta of the Lower San Juan River, and is formed from 
material swept down this river in floods. In former times the Lower San Juan 
received a much larger proportion of the waters of the parent stream, and was 
able to maintain a grand opening to the sea; but recently the main river has 
chosen to send its waters to the sea by the Colorado, and in this way the Lower 
San Juan has been ree of the power of pushing its débris into the sea and 
thus maintaining a ship-channel through Punta Arenas.” 

I think I have stated the two theories fairly, and it only remains to add a few 

e view held by the committee of 


considerations which have confirmed me in 
the academy. 

First. Standing upon the outer beach of Punta Arenas, I have been witness to 
the movement of the sand to the westward. The waves drive on diagonally (at 
an angle of 45°), carrying up the strand gravel, shells, &c., which, upon the re- 
coil, are, fur the most Part, carried down again to the sea, butin a direction 
normal to the shore-line. In this way, by a zigzag movement, the sands, &c., 
travel slowly along the coast, and pile themselves up against the main shore to 
leeward. Itis precisely the same movement that has formed Long Point at 
Provincetown and San y Hook at New York. The only difference is that at 
Provincetown or New York we have the mole in that earlier stage of its forma- 
tion at which it acts as a breakwater and not a jer. 

In the interval between Captain West’s survey of 1865 and that of Commander 
Lull’s of 1872-73 there accumulated upon the western shore, to leeward of the 
inlets through which the river waters had been d over 25 acres of dry 
sands in addition to that found by Captain West. A e line of levels over 


regards 

In other words the mole is built of selected material, sifted out by the long-con- 
tinued action of the sea—the work, not of a few years, but of centuries Bed aps. 
These selections have been made from a vast deposit of mud, of which they 

form an exceedingly small proportion.t 
Third. The once grand entrance of Greytown could not have been maintained 
by the San Juan, even if it had been the only avenue of discharge from the main 
artery. One has only to divide the discharge (measured by any of the engi- 
neers) into cross-sections of the ship-channel given upon the old charts, to 
ver how powerless the seaward flow must have been. From the best com- 
putation that I can make with the data at hand, I find that in 1832 the section of 
the entrance to Greytown was seventy times the area that we have now in the 
Lower San Juan at the head of the passes; eighteen times the section of the 
main river above the Colorado in dry seasons, and seven times the sections of 
the main river in “ top-gallant floods.” Even as late as 1853 the section at the 
entrance to Greytown Harbor was five times as great as that of the main river. 


Our purpose in stating the accumulations in this triangular se tel 
is to A cao some measure of the rapidity with which the material is like yton 
vance toward the end of any jetty or groin which may be extended from the 
beach, with a view of arresting the progress of the sands which might tend to 
ineumber an artificial opening through the beach. We shall refer to this mat- 
ter again presently from another point of view, but must pause here to consider 
the relations of the river to the beach. 

The material of Punta Arenas, like other beaches, is sand sifted by the sea, 
It is probably derived indirectly from the San Juan River, precisely as the sands 
which are encroaching upon the western pier of Port Said are derived from the 
Nile; but we have no data for computing how long ago the river delivered to 
the ocean the enormous mass of mud from which these ins of sand have 
been so carefully selected. River muds are usually over 90 per cent. sand, but 
mostly very fine sand as compared with that on outside beaches, In illustra- 
tion, I will recall an incident connected with our physical survey of Mobile River 
and Bay made a dozen or more years ago. Along theshore of this bay, in Gar- 
row’s Bend, there is a little belt of white sand which I could not believe was 
the product of the dash of the waves against the bluff, because the latter was 
composed of a zey fine yellow clay. 

General Totten, however, to whom I gave specimens of both materials, suo 
ceeded, by treating the clay with acids, and by laborious washing, in detecting 
afew grains of the very same sand which lay at the foot of the bluff; but the 


* The grains are smaller than those of Long Island, but correspond pretty well 
with those of Cape Fear. < 

+ Cross-sections run by Captain Heuer and Lieutenant Miller gave the usual 
forms of profile for traveling beaches, 


= 
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